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Decades of research have informed our understanding of how stress impacts the brain
to perturb behavior. However, stress during development has received specific attention
as this occurs during a sensitive period for scaffolding lifelong socio-emotional behavior.
In this review, we focus the developmental neurobiology of stress-related pathology
during infancy and focus on one of the many important variables that can switch
outcomes from adaptive to maladaptive outcome: caregiver presence during infants’
exposure to chronic stress. While this review relies heavily on rodent neuroscience
research, we frequently connect this work with the human behavioral and brain literature
to facilitate translation. Bowlby’s Attachment Theory is used as a guiding framework in
order to understand how early care quality impacts caregiver regulation of the infant to
produce lasting outcomes on mental health.
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INTRODUCTION

Our understanding of the impact of stress on neurobiology has its roots in seminal research
conducted during the 1940s and 1950s. At this time, studies emerged that highlighted the impact of
stress on physical and mental health (Sorokin, 1942; Scott, 1949; Wolff, 1949; Selye, 1950, 1956;
Lehmann, 1952; Whitehorn, 1956; Ziskind, 1958; Bovard, 1959; Rosen, 1959). Work published
soon after demonstrated that stress in early life had an even greater impact, with stress within
the context of the family featured as particularly damaging – effects which became more obvious
with maturation (Bowlby, 1953; Clements, 1956; Ziskind, 1958; Provence and Lipton, 1962). These
effects were quickly modeled in animals across the lifespan, with remarkable convergence across
species and demonstrating a robust link establishing the brain as a mediator of stress impacts (Beach
and Jaynes, 1954; Fisher, 1955; Harlow and Zimmermann, 1958; Levine and Lewis, 1959; Spitz,
1960; Hess, 1962; Stanley, 1962; Denenberg, 1963, 1964; Denenberg and Whimby, 1963; Bolles and
Woods, 1964; Schaffer and Emerson, 1964; Bowlby, 1965).

Over the decades, our view of stress has become more sophisticated. We now know that family
support during small bouts of acute stress can provide resilience. Furthermore, individuals and
communities can adapt to a vast array of harsh environments, supporting diverse human cultures
in diverse climates; these adaptations can include “hidden talents” specialized for survival in such
harsh environments (Ellis et al., 2020; Humphreys and Salo, 2020). On the other hand, increasing
levels of chronic stress can produce increasing rates of maladaptive behaviors at levels sufficient
to compromise day-to-day life, as well as compromised mental health and/or psychiatric disorders
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(Bos et al., 2009; Nemeroff, 2016; Perry et al., 2019a; Smith and
Pollak, 2021). In this review, we focus on the developmental
neurobiology of stress-related pathology during infancy and
focus on one of the many important variables that can switch
outcomes from adaptive to maladaptive outcome: repeated
experiences with caregiver presence during infants’ exposure
to chronic stress vs. stress without this social context. While
this review relies heavily on rodent neuroscience research, we
frequently connect this work with the human behavioral and
brain literature to facilitate translation.

We place this review within a historical context to build upon
the rich framework that has guided much of developmental
research. While Freud can be credited with transforming
childhood into a scientific framework, John Bowlby’s Attachment
Theory shifted the emphasis from maternal care satisfying the
infant’s “sex drive” for healthy development (Freud, 1929) to
an infant social biological drive to remain with the caregiver
(Bowlby, 1965, 1969). Importantly, this paradigm shift was made
possible by intensive integration in the historical writing of Suttie
(1999) on the importance of mother-infant social engagement,
clinical observations (Bowlby, 1953, 1978, 1984; Spitz, 1960) and
the animal research by American psychologists and European
ethologists (Harlow and Zimmermann, 1958; Lorenz, 1958;
Hess, 1962; Hinde and Spencer-Booth, 1970). Altogether, this
elevated the study of child development to a scientific discipline
operationally defined and with testable hypotheses. Here, we limit
ourselves to a few critical features of Attachment Theory in order
to link animal research and the specialized role of social context
(i.e., the attachment figure/caregiver) during exposure to acute or
prolonged stress in early life.

The paradigm shift of Attachment Theory highlights the value
of taking a comparative approach to studying development across
species and considering evolutionarily conserved features of
attachment. Across species, infants work to maintain contact with
the attachment figure, with evolution and survival placing heavy
selection bias on infants seeking proximity to the caregiver. This
observation was explained by Bowlby as the infant possessing
a “drive” to remain with the caregiver. Harlow originally
characterized the mother as a source of “contact comfort”
for the infant non-human primate, although later observations
noted that the mother did not need to provide comfort to be
approached. Specifically, observations in the Harlow lab showed
that infants attach to an abusive caregiver, including cases of
severe and frequent attacks when the infant repeatedly tries to
maintain contact with the source of maltreatment (Seay et al.,
1964; Arling and Harlow, 1967). Of course, similar cases are
too often documented in children (Bowlby, 1984; Crittenden,
1992; Carlson et al., 2014; Bryant, 2016) but also widely seen in
chicks, dogs, and rodents (Hess, 1962; Stanley, 1962; Salzen, 1970;
Rajecki et al., 1978) as well as in non-human primates (Harlow
and Harlow, 1965; Maestripieri et al., 1999; Sanchez et al., 2001;
Suomi, 2003; O’Connor and Cameron, 2006). However, while
attachments to caregivers are learned regardless of quality of care,
the quality of care does determine the quality of the attachment,
as discussed below in more detail. As we search for a better
understanding of this unique developmental system, animal
research has attempted to go beyond black box explanations for

the infant’s approach to the caregiver by taking a mechanistic
approach to define neural mechanisms. We direct the readers to
comprehensive reviews on the neurobiology for typical and abuse
related attachment learning across species (Rajecki et al., 1978;
Insel and Young, 2001; Feldman, 2017; Granqvist et al., 2017;
Opendak et al., 2017; Perry et al., 2017).

CHILDREN USE THEIR PARENT AS A
SOURCE OF SAFETY, IN PART
THROUGH SOCIAL BUFFERING

While presenting Attachment Theory, Bowlby noted that infants
and children often showed some fear when placed in a new
situation (i.e., vacation) or when experiencing a slight threat
(i.e., a frightening toy), but the fear was greatly attenuated if
the parent was present (Bowlby, 1978). This phenomenon, which
began to be termed “social buffering,” was concurrently being
shown in other species, including rats (Davitz and Mason, 1955;
Stanton and Levine, 1990; Suchecki et al., 1993; Sullivan and
Perry, 2015), guinea pigs (Hennessy et al., 2006), non-human
primates (Coe et al., 1978; Levine et al., 1978; Mendoza et al.,
1978; Sanchez et al., 2015), and humans (Gunnar and Donzella,
2002; Tottenham, 2015). Infant social buffering is robust and
wanes with maturation, although social buffering continues into
adolescence and adulthood in both humans and rats (Eisenberger
et al., 2011; Hornstein and Eisenberger, 2017; van Rooij et al.,
2017; Robinson-Drummer et al., 2019). Furthermore, as will
be discussed below, there are two critical features concerning
the development of social buffering. First, when the quality of
care received can impact the pup’s ability to use the mother as
a stress buffer, it can impact early life programming. Second,
the neural circuitry supporting social buffering changes across
development. For extended reviews of social buffering, please
see manuscripts cited above, as well as these reviews (Gunnar
and Donzella, 2002; Gunnar et al., 2007; Hennessy et al., 2009;
Hostinar et al., 2014; Gunnar et al., 2015; Sanchez et al., 2015;
Kiyokawa and Hennessy, 2018).

NEURAL NETWORK SUPPORTING
SOCIAL BUFFERING

Rodent research has identified the mechanism by which the
mother can attenuate or block the infant stress response.
Building off previous work on the infant and adult stress,
or hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal (HPA) axis, rodent literature
showed that maternal presence (or even the maternal odor
alone) blocks stress hormone release at the level of hypothalamic
paraventricular nucleus (PVN), a brain area critical for initiating
and coordinate the action of the HPA response, with input from
diverse brain areas (Flak et al., 2014). In our lab, we assessed
the network for social buffering using maternal presence while
pups received 0.5 mA shocks to the foot or tail (postnatal day –
PN12–14). While it was first shown that maternal presence
blocked pups’ corticosterone (CORT) release (Stanton et al., 1987;
Suchecki et al., 1993), we replicated and extended this work to
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document some of the neurobiology (Moriceau and Sullivan,
2006; Shionoya et al., 2007). This demonstrated maternal
suppression of PVN activity, with microdialysis showing that
maternal presence blocked norepinephrine (NE) release into
the PVN. The importance of this circuit was further probed
by exogenously overriding maternal presence by either infusing
NE into the PVN or infusing CORT into the amygdala, which
prevented social buffering. Conversely, we were able to mimic the
effects of maternal presence in pups experiencing threat alone by
pharmacologically blocking CORT in the amygdala or blocking
NE release into the PVN (Shionoya et al., 2007). Interestingly,
rat pups also decrease their mother’s CORT levels, illustrating
the bidirectional regulation of physiological functions within the
caregiver-infant dyad (Walker et al., 2004).

SOCIAL TRANSMISSION OF SAFETY
UNDER THREAT: SUPPRESSION OF
CORT

The maternal attenuation of pup CORT level impacts myriad
brain areas and pups’ immediate interaction with the world.
Perhaps one of the more dramatic illustrations of the power
of social buffering is the mother rat’s ability to toggle fear and
approach learning in pups between the ages of PN10 (age at which
amygdala-dependent fear learning emerges) and PN15. Within
this age range, odor-shock (0.5 mA) fear conditioning produces
a subsequent attraction to the conditioned stimulus (CS) odor if
the mother is present but produces avoidance of the CS if pups
were conditioned alone. This has been causally linked to maternal
suppression of CORT and amygdala suppression via CORT
reduction and suppressed dopamine release (Sullivan et al.,
2000a; Moriceau et al., 2006; Thompson et al., 2008; Barr et al.,
2009; Opendak et al., 2019). This has recently been replicated in
children: using a fear conditioning paradigm, children exhibited
a preference for the CS if conditioned with the mother, but
exhibited CS aversion if conditioned alone (Tottenham et al.,
2019). These results provide a clear demonstration across species
that the mother can control her offsprings’ threat response (see
Figure 1).

SOCIAL TRANSMISSION OF FEAR:
INCREASE IN CORT

Additional studies across species have demonstrated that the
mother can mold the infant’s response to express and learn fear to
a threat as needed. Clinically, the cross-generational expression
of fear is well-documented: parents with PTSD can transmit
specific fear to their children (De Rosnay et al., 2006; Chang
and Debiec, 2016; Debiec and Olsson, 2017). Capitalizing on
the power to define mechanisms in rodents, Debiec and Sullivan
(2014) characterized how if a mother rat expresses fear to a
learned odor CS in the presence of her pups, her pups will learn
to fear that odor. The mechanism for this social transmission
involved the mother releasing a fear pheromone upon exposure
to the fear-eliciting CS, which in turn initiates a cascade

involving activation of the pup’s Gruenberg ganglia olfactory
sensory organ, increased systemic CORT and engagement of
the amygdala to support learning fear to the CS odor (see
Figure 1). Interestingly, exposure to the fearsome odor does not
result in freezing behavior by the mother, rather, the mother
demonstrates active strategies to protect pups (e.g., burying pups,
covering up odor port) (Rickenbacher et al., 2017). Although
there is divergence across species in the specific neural pathways
engaged by the stressed mother to produce fear in infants,
these studies demonstrate that mothers are nevertheless able to
produce similar stress responses in their offspring.

QUALITY OF CARE IMPACTS
ATTACHMENT AND INFANT ABILITY TO
USE MOTHER AS SOCIAL BUFFER

While children attach to their caregiver regardless of the
quality of care received, poor quality care is associated with
compromised attachment and lasting psychosocial deficits,
including increased vulnerability to psychiatric disorders.
The mechanisms linking this poor care to later outcomes
appear to involve impaired regulation of the infant stress
system. For example, early life maltreatment and other
forms of extreme poor parental care produces enhanced
stress hormones in childhood, which sometimes switches
to reduced stress hormone levels in later life (Gunnar and
Donzella, 2002; Gunnar and Quevedo, 2007; Perry et al.,
2017, Perry et al., 2019b). There is also emerging evidence
that children are not socially buffered by parents in some
types of unhealthy attachment dyads between parent and child
(Nachmias et al., 1996).

In order to study these impacts on a more mechanistic level,
we integrated our animal model of regulation with dysfunctional
regulation in humans. We used a model of Scarcity-Adversity
Rearing with low resources [mother has insufficient bedding
for nest building (for review, see Perry et al., 2017; Walker
et al., 2017)]. In this model, the mother still nurtures pups but
frequently handles pups roughly while repeatedly building a nest.
Importantly, pups still show robust attachment to the mother
rats that treated them roughly, replicating abusive attachment
observed in many species (Harlow and Harlow, 1965; Suomi
et al., 2008; Raineki et al., 2010). However, this type of rearing
appears to degrade the value of maternal signals to pups:
maternal odor produces attenuated approach and attenuated
neural responses throughout the brain (Raineki et al., 2010).
Furthermore, following Adversity-Rearing, maternal presence
fails to block pup fear learning (Moriceau et al., 2009). Circuit
analysis showed that activation of the ventral tegmental area
(VTA) is not buffered by maternal cues and these cues fail to block
amygdala plasticity (Opendak et al., 2018, Opendak et al., 2019).

Recent work identifies specific features of maternal presence
and behavior that compromise maternal buffering of the pup
threat circuitry. We observed that during adversity-rearing, the
mother fails to regulate pup cortical oscillations in response
to nurturing behaviors such as grooming and milk ejection
(Opendak et al., 2020). These effects were stress-hormone
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FIGURE 1 | Typical and disrupted maternal social buffering of amygdala-dependent fear. During a sensitive period across species, maternal presence is an important
social cue to infants: maternal suppression of infant stress hormone levels helps guide pups’ response to stimuli as safe or threatening to influence what is learned
about the world. Here we illustrate two opposing brain networks and behavioral outcomes engaged by infants in response to a threat, depending on maternal
presence and context. (A) When young are exposed to a neutral cue paired with an aversive cue, amygdala engagement promotes future avoidance of the neutral
cue. (B) Maternal presence during a sensitive period suppresses the circuitry engaging the amygdala, including the HPA axis and dopamine from the VTA. (C) When
the mother is stressed or fearful toward a neutral cue, buffering is impaired and amygdala-dependent learning is maintained. (D) Finally, maternal presence fails to
buffer amygdala-dependent learning if the young has been reared in the context of adversity with a stressed or maltreating caregiver.

dependent, as blocking pup stress hormones during adversity-
rearing restored maternal regulation of oscillations, as well as
pup attachment behaviors. The role of stress hormones was
also demonstrated in a parallel series of studies which isolated
the effects of stress, maternal presence, and adverse maternal
behavior (Raineki et al., 2019). Whereas the mother typically
regulates acute stress responses in the infant, repeated stress
in the presence of the mother produced attachment deficits
and amygdala dysfunction. Notably, repeated stress alone (no
mother) was not sufficient to mimic the effects of adversity
rearing. This is not the result of fear conditioning, as maternal
presence as been robustly shown to block fear learning via
blockade of amygdala plasticity, preventing the pup from
learning aversion to the mother (Sullivan et al., 2000b; Moriceau
et al., 2006; Opendak et al., 2018; Opendak and Sullivan, 2019).

Cross-species work has also demonstrated how caregiver
regulation during threat is linked to attachment quality. In
the canonical Strange Situation Procedure, behavioral cues on
behalf of the child, such as the child’s response to a reunion
with a caregiver and how effectively the stressed infant can be
soothed by the caregiver can reflect the quality of attachment
(Ainsworth and Bell, 1970; Dozier et al., 2008). Adapting this test
for rodents permitted both behavioral parallels between species,
such as disorganized reunion behaviors, but also revealed that
reunion with the mother failed to regulate cortical oscillations

in adversity-reared pups (Opendak et al., 2020). Beyond this
paradigm, the child’s brain shows oscillatory responses to
maternal cues and the robustness of these responses is correlated
with the quality of attachment (Pratt et al., 2019). This has also
been seen in fMRI as a decreased response to maternal cues in
the amygdala (Callaghan et al., 2019; Tottenham, 2020). Overall,
these studies help identify promising biomarkers of later-life
psychopathology following adversity, as well as generate testable
hypotheses in children.

WHAT IS THE VALUE OF SOCIAL
BUFFERING BETWEEN THE INFANT
AND MOTHER?

Acute stress exposure in early life has a critical role in supporting
daily neurobehavioral function and permits the mother to
guide pup behavior in their immediate environment, especially
with respect to safety and threat. Furthermore, elevated stress
hormones are well documented to disrupt brain development
and social buffering can protect the developing brain from this
exposure. This may be particularly important in environments
where life outside the nest can be stressful, while back in
the parents’ care, this stress can be reduced and a feeling of
safety restored.
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WHAT ARE THE IMPLICATIONS OF
REDUCED SOCIAL BUFFERING
FOLLOWING MALTREATMENT?

Impaired social buffering results in elevated stress hormone
levels in the parents’ presence – a situation unlikely to occur
within typical rearing under baseline conditions. While most of
the literature on chronic stress elevation does not distinguish
between social and non-social context, nor directly compare
the outcome of each, overall, chronic elevation of stress
hormones during early life is well-documented to disrupt brain
development and adult behavior. The effects of stress can extend
beyond behavioral cues to include changes such as abnormal
functioning, volume, and even degradation in structures such
as the amygdala and hippocampus (McEwen, 2008; Hanson
and Nacewicz, 2021). In children specifically, early adverse
experiences can lead to lasting issues with emotion regulation
(Shonkoff and Garner, 2012). This present review weaves in
another level at which pups’ stress response is important:
disrupted attachment with the caregiver is disrupting the pups’
ability to use the caregiver as a safety signal and depriving
the infant of social guidance about safety and threat through
stress hormone manipulation. The fact that poor care spares

attachment but impacts the pups’ ability to use the attachment
figures for stress regulation suggests maltreated pups are not
only impacted by the maltreatment itself but have a double hit –
maltreatment also devalues the attachment figure as a safe haven
or safety signal.

We conducted a series of studies in order to define the
impact of chronic stress hormone elevation within a social
versus non-social context (see Figure 2). We compared pups
in the following conditions: reared with the Scarcity-Adversity
model (induced harsh treatment by the mother), reared with
a typical nurturing mother and injected with corticosterone to
mimic the stress hormone increase induced by maltreatment,
or reared with a nurturing mother and injected with saline
(control group). After 5 days of treatment (PN8–12), maltreated
and control-reared + corticosterone-injected pups showed
deficits in social behavior, amygdala function, and amygdala
and hippocampus volume compared to control-reared, saline-
injected pups. Chronically treating pups of the same age with
corticosterone while they were in the presence of an anesthetized
mother, mimicked the social behavior deficits and abnormalities
in the hippocampus (volume) and amygdala (c-Fos expression
after a social behavior test, volume, neurogenesis, oscillations).
In contrast, corticosterone treatment when pups were alone only

FIGURE 2 | Stress with the mother present impacts amygdala and social behavior, while stress alone impacts the hippocampus. Summary of behavioral and neural
effects of maltreatment and corticosterone injection paired with a social context (awake or anesthetized mother). Maltreatment impacts both the hippocampus and
amygdala. The effects of maltreatment on the hippocampus can be mimicked simply by repeatedly injecting pups with corticosterone, regardless of whether the
adversity occurred in a social context. On the other hand, the effects of maltreatment on the amygdala required a social context that was independent of maternal
behavior: stress hormone increased within the context of a maltreating mother, a nurturing mother, or an anesthetized mother all produced similar outcomes on the
amygdala and social behavior.
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targeted the hippocampus and did not produce social deficits
(Raineki et al., 2019). Overall, these studies showed that
social context of stress was necessary for producing deficits
in the amygdala and social behavior and the hippocampal
changes induced by elevated stress hormones did not
appear to be sensitive to the social context. Interestingly,
maternal behavior was not critical in these outcomes
of social context on the amygdala and social behavior,
since they could be produced even when the mother was
anesthetized. These results suggest that compromised social
buffering in early life (i.e., chronic elevated stress in a social
context) may specifically target the amygdala to perturb
social behavior.

In conclusion, the wide phylogenetic representation of
attachment across altricial species supports the use of cross-
species analysis to understand human attachment and its
disruption. While the neural impact of maltreatment appears
to impact much of the brain, here we highlight one facet of
impacts on the infant: it increases infant baseline stress hormone
levels and diminishes the attachment figure’s ability to modulate

the infant’s stress response to the environment. Along with
changes occurring during maltreatment, these specific outcomes
begin to deconstruct the complex experience and impact of
maltreatment to define one pathway of disrupted immediate
behavior, as well as enduring brain programming when social
buffering becomes compromised.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

KP, MO, CDS, HS, and RMS wrote and revised the manuscript.
All authors contributed to the article and approved the
submitted version.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank NIH for funding of this research
(NIH-R37HD083217, RMS). NIH K99MH124434 and Brain and
Behavior Foundation Young Investigator grants to MO.

REFERENCES
Ainsworth, M. D., and Bell, S. M. (1970). Attachment, exploration, and separation:

illustrated by the behavior of one-year-olds in a strange situation. Child Dev. 41,
49–67.

Arling, G. L., and Harlow, H. F. (1967). Effects of social deprivation on maternal
behavior of rhesus monkeys. J. Comp. Physiol. Psychol.64:371.

Barr, G. A., Moriceau, S., Shionoya, K., Muzny, K., Gao, P., Wang, S., et al. (2009).
Transitions in infant learning are modulated by dopamine in the amygdala. Nat.
Neurosci. 12, 1367–1369.

Beach, F. A., and Jaynes, J. (1954). Effects of early experience upon the behavior of
animals. Psychol. Bull. 51, 239–263. doi: 10.1037/h0061176

Bolles, R. C., and Woods, P. J. (1964). The ontogeny of behavior in the albino rat.
Anim. Behav. 12, 427–441.

Bos, K. J., Fox, N., Zeanah, C. H., and Nelson Iii, C. A. (2009). Effects
of early psychosocial deprivation on the development of memory and
executive function. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 3:16. doi: 10.3389/neuro.08.016.
2009

Bovard, E. W. (1959). The effects of social stimuli on the response to stress. Psychol.
Rev. 66, 267–277. doi: 10.1037/h0045556

Bowlby, J. (1953). Some pathological processes set in train by early mother-child
separation. J. Ment. Sci. 99, 265–272. doi: 10.1192/bjp.99.415.265

Bowlby, J. (1965). Attachment. New York, NY: Basic Books.
Bowlby, J. (1969). Attachment and Loss, Vol. 1. New York, NY: Basic Books.
Bowlby, J. (1978). Attachment theory and its therapeutic implications. Adolesc.

Psychiatry 6, 5–33.
Bowlby, J. (1984). Violence in the family as a disorder of the attachment and

caregiving systems. Am. J. Psychoanal. 44, 9–27,29–31.
Bryant, R. A. (2016). Social attachments and traumatic stress. Eur. J.

Psychotraumatol. 7:29065. doi: 10.3402/ejpt.v7.29065
Callaghan, B. L., Gee, D. G., Gabard-Durnam, L., Telzer, E. H., Humphreys, K. L.,

Goff, B., et al. (2019). Decreased amygdala reactivity to parent cues protects
against anxiety following early adversity: an examination across 3 years. Biol.
Psychiatry Cogn. Neurosci. Neuroimaging 4, 664–671. doi: 10.1016/j.bpsc.2019.
02.001

Carlson, E. A., Hostinar, C. E., Mliner, S. B., and Gunnar, M. R. (2014). The
emergence of attachment following early social deprivation. Dev. Psychopathol.
26, 479–489. doi: 10.1017/s0954579414000078

Chang, D. J., and Debiec, J. (2016). Neural correlates of the mother-to-infant social
transmission of fear. J. Neurosci. Res. 94, 526–534.

Clements, F. W. (1956). Stress in children: the study of a group of pre-school
children. Med. J. Aust. 43, 357–361.

Coe, C. L., Mendoza, S. P., Smotherman, W. P., and Levine, S. (1978). Mother-
infant attachment in the squirrel monkey: adrenal response to separation.
Behav. Biol. 22, 256–263.

Crittenden, P. M. (1992). Children’s strategies for coping with adverse home
environments: an interpretation using attachment theory. Child Abuse Negl. 16,
329–343.

Davitz, J. R., and Mason, D. J. (1955). Socially facilitated reduction of a fear
response in rats. J. Comp. Physiol. Psychol. 48: 149.

De Rosnay, M., Cooper, P. J., Tsigaras, N., and Murray, L. (2006). Transmission
of social anxiety from mother to infant: an experimental study using a social
referencing paradigm. Behav. Res. Ther. 44, 1165–1175.

Debiec, J., and Olsson, A. (2017). Social fear learning: from animal models to
human function. Trends Cogn. Sci. 21, 546–555. doi: 10.1016/j.tics.2017.04.010

Debiec, J., and Sullivan, R. M. (2014). Intergenerational transmission of emotional
trauma through amygdala-dependent mother-to-infant transfer of specific fear.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 111, 12222–12227. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1316740111

Denenberg, V. H. (1963). Early experience and emotional development. Sci. Am.
208, 138–146.

Denenberg, V. H. (1964). Critical periods, stimulus input, and emotional reactivity:
a theory of infantile stimulation [review]. Psychol. Rev. 71, 335–351.

Denenberg, V. H., and Whimby, A. E. (1963). Behavior of adult rats is modified by
the experiences their mothers had as infants. Science 142, 1192–1193.

Dozier, M., Peloso, E., Lewis, E., Laurenceau, J. P., and Levine, S. (2008). Effects
of an attachment-based intervention on the cortisol production of infants
and toddlers in foster care. Dev. Psychopathol. 20, 845–859. doi: 10.1017/
s0954579408000400

Eisenberger, N. I., Master, S. L., Inagaki, T. K., Taylor, S. E., Shirinyan, D.,
Lieberman, M. D., et al. (2011). Attachment figures activate a safety signal-
related neural region and reduce pain experience. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A.
108, 11721–11726. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1108239108

Ellis, B. J., Abrams, L. S., Masten, A. S., Sternberg, R. J., Tottenham, N., and
Frankenhuis, W. E. (2020). Hidden talents in harsh environments. Dev.
Psychopathol. 32, 1–19. doi: 10.1017/S0954579420000887

Feldman, R. (2017). The neurobiology of human attachments. Trends Cogn. Sci. 21,
80–99. doi: 10.1016/j.tics.2016.11.007

Fisher, A. E. (1955). The Effects of Differential Early Treatment on the Social and
Exploratory Behavior of Puppies, Ph.D. thesis. State College, PA: Pennsylvania
State University.

Flak, J. N., Myers, B., Solomon, M. B., McKlveen, J. M., Krause, E. G.,
and Herman, J. P. (2014). Role of paraventricular nucleus-projecting
norepinephrine/epinephrine neurons in acute and chronic stress. Eur. J.
Neurosci. 39, 1903–1911. doi: 10.1111/ejn.12587

Frontiers in Systems Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 6 August 2021 | Volume 15 | Article 718198

https://doi.org/10.1037/h0061176
https://doi.org/10.3389/neuro.08.016.2009
https://doi.org/10.3389/neuro.08.016.2009
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0045556
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.99.415.265
https://doi.org/10.3402/ejpt.v7.29065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpsc.2019.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpsc.2019.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0954579414000078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2017.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1316740111
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0954579408000400
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0954579408000400
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1108239108
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579420000887
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2016.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejn.12587
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/systems-neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/systems-neuroscience#articles


fnsys-15-718198 October 4, 2021 Time: 12:41 # 7

Packard et al. Maternal Suppression of Stress

Freud, S. (1929). The infantile genital organization. Psychoanal. Rev. (1913-1957)
16:72.

Granqvist, P., Sroufe, L. A., Dozier, M., Hesse, E., Steele, M., van Ijzendoorn, M.,
et al. (2017). Disorganized attachment in infancy: a review of the phenomenon
and its implications for clinicians and policy-makers. Attach. Hum. Dev. 19,
534–558.

Gunnar, M., and Quevedo, K. (2007). The neurobiology of stress and development.
Annu. Rev. Psychol. 58, 145–173. doi: 10.1146/annurev.psych.58.110405.085605

Gunnar, M., Quevedo, K. M., Ronald De Kloet, E., Oitzl, M., and Vermetten,
E. (2007). Early care experiences and HPA axis regulation in children: a
mechanism for later trauma vulnerability. Prog. Brain Res. 167, 137–149. doi:
10.1016/S0079-6123(07)67010-1

Gunnar, M. R., and Donzella, B. (2002). Social regulation of the cortisol levels in
early human development. Psychoneuroendocrinology 27, 199–220.

Gunnar, M. R., Hostinar, C. E., Sanchez, M. M., Tottenham, N., and Sullivan,
R. M. (2015). Parental buffering of fear and stress neurobiology: Reviewing
parallels across rodent, monkey, and human models. Soc. Neurosci. 10, 474–478.
doi: 10.1080/17470919.2015.1070198

Hanson, J. L., and Nacewicz, B. M. (2021). Amygdala allostasis and early life
adversity: considering excitotoxicity and inescapability in the sequelae of stress.
Front. Hum. Neurosci. 15:624705. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2021.624705

Harlow, H., and Harlow, M. (1965). “The affectional systems,” in Behavior of
nonhuman primates, Vol. 2, eds A. Schrier, H. Harlow, and F. Stollnitz
(Cambridge, MA: Academic Press), 287–334.

Harlow, H. F., and Zimmermann, R. R. (1958). The development of affective
responsiveness in infant monkeys. Proc. Am. Philos. Soc. 102, 501–509.

Hennessy, M. B., Hornschuh, G., Kaiser, S., and Sachser, N. (2006). Cortisol
responses and social buffering: a study throughout the life span. Horm. Behav.
49, 383–390. doi: 10.1016/j.yhbeh.2005.08.006

Hennessy, M. B., Kaiser, S., and Sachser, N. (2009). Social buffering of the
stress response: diversity, mechanisms, and functions. Front. Neuroendocrinol.
30:470–482. doi: 10.1016/j.yfrne.2009.06.001

Hess, E. (1962). “Ethology: an approach to the complete analysis of behavior,” in
New directions in psychology, eds R. Brown, E. Galanter, E. Hess, and G. Mendler
(Holt: Rinehart and Winston), 159–199.

Hinde, R., and Spencer-Booth, Y. (1970). Individual differences in the responses
of rhesus monkeys to a period of separation from their mothers. Child Psychol.
Psychiatry 11, 159–176.

Hornstein, E. A., and Eisenberger, N. I. (2017). Unpacking the buffering effect
of social support figures: Social support attenuates fear acquisition. PLoS One
12:e0175891. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0175891

Hostinar, C. E., Sullivan, R. M., and Gunnar, M. R. (2014). Psychobiological
mechanisms underlying the social buffering of the hypothalamic-pituitary-
adrenocortical axis: a review of animal models and human studies across
development. Psychol. Bull. 140, 256–282. doi: 10.1037/a0032671

Humphreys, K. L., and Salo, V. C. (2020). Expectable environments in early life.
Curr. Opin. Behav. Sci. 36, 115–119. doi: 10.1016/j.cobeha.2020.09.004

Insel, T. R., and Young, L. J. (2001). The neurobiology of attachment. Nat. Rev.
Neurosci. 2, 129–136. doi: 10.1038/35053579

Kiyokawa, Y., and Hennessy, M. B. (2018). Comparative studies of social buffering:
a consideration of approaches, terminology, and pitfalls. Neurosci. Biobehav.
Rev. 86, 131–141. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2017.12.005

Lehmann, H. E. (1952). Stress dynamics in psychiatric perspective. Psychiatry 15,
387–393. doi: 10.1080/00332747.1952.11022891

Levine, S., Coe, C., Smotherman, W. P., and Kaplan, J. (1978). Prolonged cortisol
elevation in the infant squirrel monkey after reunion with mother. Physiol.
Behav. 20, 7–10.

Levine, S., and Lewis, G. W. (1959). Critical period for effects of infantile experience
on maturation of stress response. Science 129, 42–43.

Lorenz, K. Z. (1958). The evolution of behavior. Sci. Am. 199, 67–74 passim.
doi: 10.1038/scientificamerican1258-67

Maestripieri, D., Tomaszycki, M., and Carroll, K. A. (1999). Consistency and
change in the behavior of rhesus macaque abusive mothers with successive
infants. Dev. Psychobiol. 34, 29–35. doi: 10.1002/(sici)1098-2302(199901)34:
1<29::aid-dev5<3.0.co;2-u

McEwen, B. S. (2008). Central effects of stress hormones in health and disease:
understanding the protective and damaging effects of stress and stress
mediators. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 583, 174–185. doi: 10.1016/j.ejphar.2007.11.071

Mendoza, S. P., Coe, C. L., Lowe, E. L., and Levine, S. (1978). The
physiological response to group formation in adult male squirrel monkeys.
Psychoneuroendocrinology 3, 221–229.

Moriceau, S., Shionoya, K., Jakubs, K., and Sullivan, R. M. (2009). Early-life
stress disrupts attachment learning: the role of amygdala corticosterone, locus
ceruleus corticotropin releasing hormone, and olfactory bulb norepinephrine.
J. Neurosci. 29, 15745–15755. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4106-09.2009

Moriceau, S., and Sullivan, R. M. (2006). Maternal presence serves as a switch
between learning fear and attraction in infancy. Nat. Neurosci. 9, 1004–1006.

Moriceau, S., Wilson, D. A., Levine, S., and Sullivan, R. M. (2006). Dual circuitry
for odor-shock conditioning during infancy: corticosterone switches between
fear and attraction via amygdala. J. Neurosci. 26, 6737–6748. doi: 10.1523/
JNEUROSCI.0499-06.2006

Nachmias, M., Gunnar, M., Mangelsdorf, S., Parritz, R. H., and Buss, K. (1996).
Behavioral inhibition and stress reactivity: the moderating role of attachment
security. Child Dev. 67, 508–522.

Nemeroff, C. B. (2016). Paradise lost: the neurobiological and clinical consequences
of child abuse and neglect. Neuron 89, 892–909. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2016.
01.019

O’Connor, T. G., and Cameron, J. L. (2006). Translating research findings on early
experience to prevention: animal and human evidence on early attachment
relationships. Am. J. Prev. Med. 31(6 Suppl. 1), S175–S181. doi: 10.1016/j.
amepre.2006.07.005

Opendak, M., Gould, E., and Sullivan, R. (2017). Early life adversity during
the infant sensitive period for attachment: programming of behavioral
neurobiology of threat processing and social behavior. Dev. Cogn. Neurosci. 25,
145–159. doi: 10.1016/j.dcn.2017.02.002

Opendak, M., Robinson-Drummer, P., Blomkvist, A., Zanca, R. M., Wood,
K., Jacobs, L., et al. (2019). Neurobiology of maternal regulation of infant
fear: the role of mesolimbic dopamine and its disruption by maltreatment.
Neuropsychopharmacology 44, 1247–1257. doi: 10.1038/s41386-019-0340-9

Opendak, M., and Sullivan, R. M. (2019). Unique infant neurobiology produces
distinctive trauma processing. Dev. Cogn. Neurosci. 36:100637. doi: 10.1016/j.
dcn.2019.100637

Opendak, M., Theisen, E., Blomkvist, A., Hollis, K., Lind, T., Sarro, E., et al. (2020).
Adverse caregiving in infancy blunts neural processing of the mother. Nat.
Commun. 11:1119. doi: 10.1038/s41467-020-14801-3

Opendak, M., Zanca, R. M., Anane, E., Serrano, P. A., and Sullivan, R. M. (2018).
Developmental transitions in amygdala PKC isoforms and AMPA receptor
expression associated with threat memory in infant rats. Sci. Rep. 8:14679.
doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-32762-y

Perry, R. E., Blair, C., and Sullivan, R. M. (2017). Neurobiology of infant
attachment: attachment despite adversity and parental programming of
emotionality. Curr. Opin. Psychol. 17, 1–6. doi: 10.1016/j.copsyc.2017.04.022

Perry, R. E., Finegood, E. D., Braren, S. H., Dejoseph, M. L., Putrino, D. F., Wilson,
D. A., et al. (2019a). Developing a neurobehavioral animal model of poverty:
drawing cross-species connections between environments of scarcity-adversity,
parenting quality, and infant outcome. Dev. Psychopathol. 31, 399–418. doi:
10.1017/S095457941800007X

Perry, R. E., Rincon-Cortes, M., Braren, S. H., Brandes-Aitken, A. N., Opendak, M.,
Pollonini, G., et al. (2019b). Corticosterone administration targeting a hypo-
reactive HPA axis rescues a socially-avoidant phenotype in scarcity-adversity
reared rats. Dev. Cogn. Neurosci. 40:100716. doi: 10.1016/j.dcn.2019.100716

Pratt, M., Zeev-Wolf, M., Goldstein, A., and Feldman, R. (2019). Exposure to early
and persistent maternal depression impairs the neural basis of attachment in
preadolescence. Prog. Neuropsychopharmacol. Biol. Psychiatry 93, 21–30. doi:
10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.03.005

Provence, S., and Lipton, R. C. (1962). Infants in Institutions: A Comparison of their
Development with Family Reared Infants during the First Year of Life. Madison,
CT: International Universities Press, Inc.

Raineki, C., Moriceau, S., and Sullivan, R. (2010). Developing a neurobehavioral
animal model of infant attachment to an abusive caregiver. Biol. Psychiatry 67,
1137–1145. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2009.12.019

Raineki, C., Opendak, M., Sarro, E., Showler, A., Bui, K., McEwen, B. S.,
et al. (2019). During infant maltreatment, stress targets hippocampus,
but stress with mother present targets amygdala and social behavior.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 116, 22821–22832. doi: 10.1073/pnas.19071
70116

Frontiers in Systems Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 7 August 2021 | Volume 15 | Article 718198

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.58.110405.085605
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6123(07)67010-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6123(07)67010-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/17470919.2015.1070198
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2021.624705
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2005.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yfrne.2009.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0175891
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0032671
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cobeha.2020.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1038/35053579
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2017.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1080/00332747.1952.11022891
https://doi.org/10.1038/scientificamerican1258-67
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1098-2302(199901)34:1<29::aid-dev5<3.0.co;2-u
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1098-2302(199901)34:1<29::aid-dev5<3.0.co;2-u
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejphar.2007.11.071
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4106-09.2009
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0499-06.2006
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0499-06.2006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2016.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2016.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2006.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2006.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcn.2017.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41386-019-0340-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcn.2019.100637
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcn.2019.100637
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-14801-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-32762-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2017.04.022
https://doi.org/10.1017/S095457941800007X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S095457941800007X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcn.2019.100716
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2009.12.019
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1907170116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1907170116
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/systems-neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/systems-neuroscience#articles


fnsys-15-718198 October 4, 2021 Time: 12:41 # 8

Packard et al. Maternal Suppression of Stress

Rajecki, D., Lamb, M., and Obmascher, P. (1978). Towards a general theory of
infantile attachment: a comparative review of aspects of the social bond. Behav.
Brain Sci. 3, 417–464.

Rickenbacher, E., Perry, R. E., Sullivan, R. M., and Moita, M. A. (2017).
Freezing suppression by oxytocin in central amygdala allows alternate defensive
behaviours and mother-pup interactions. eLife 6:e24080.

Robinson-Drummer, P. A., Opendak, M., Blomkvist, A., Chan, S., Tan, S., Delmer,
C., et al. (2019). Infant trauma alters social buffering of threat learning:
emerging role of prefrontal cortex in preadolescence. Front. Behav. Neurosci.
13:132. doi: 10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00132

Rosen, G. (1959). Social stress and mental disease from the eighteenth century to
the present: some origins of social psychiatry. Milbank Mem. Fund Q. 37, 5–32.

Salzen, E. (1970). “Imprinting and environmental learning,” in Development and
Evolution of Behavior, eds L. Aronson, E. Tobach, D. Lehrman, and J. Rosenblatt
(San Francisco, CA: W.H. Freeman).

Sanchez, M. M., Ladd, C. O., and Plotsky, P. M. (2001). Early adverse experience
as a developmental risk factor for later psychopathology: evidence from rodent
and primate models. Dev. Psychopathol. 13, 419–449.

Sanchez, M. M., McCormack, K. M., and Howell, B. R. (2015). Social buffering
of stress responses in nonhuman primates: maternal regulation of the
development of emotional regulatory brain circuits. Soc. Neurosci. 10, 512–526.
doi: 10.1080/17470919.2015.1087426

Schaffer, H. R., and Emerson, P. E. (1964). The development of social attachments
in infancy. Monogr. Soc. Res. Child Dev. 29, 1–77.

Scott, J. P. (1949). The relative importance of social and hereditary factors in
producing disturbances in life adjustment during periods of stress in laboratory
animals. Res. Publ. Assoc. Res. Nerv. Ment. Dis. 29, 61–71.

Seay, B., Alexander, B. K., and Harlow, H. F. (1964). Maternal behavior of socially
deprived Rhesus monkeys. J. Abnorm. Soc. Psychol. 69:345.

Selye, H. (1950). Stress and the general adaptation syndrome. Br. Med. J. 1,
1383–1392. doi: 10.1136/bmj.1.4667.1383

Selye, H. (1956). Stress and psychiatry. Am. J. Psychiatry 113, 423–427. doi: 10.1176/
ajp.113.5.423

Shionoya, K., Moriceau, S., Bradstock, P., and Sullivan, R. M. (2007). Maternal
attenuation of hypothalamic paraventricular nucleus norepinephrine switches
avoidance learning to preference learning in preweanling rat pups. Horm.
Behav. 52, 391–400. doi: 10.1016/j.yhbeh.2007.06.004

Shonkoff, J. P., and Garner, A. S. (2012). The lifelong effects of early childhood
adversity and toxic stress. Pediatrics 129, e232–e246. doi: 10.1542/peds.2011-
2663

Smith, K. E., and Pollak, S. D. (2021). Rethinking concepts and categories for
understanding the neurodevelopmental effects of childhood adversity. Perspect.
Psychol. Sci. 16, 67–93. doi: 10.1177/1745691620920725

Sorokin, P. A. (1942). Man and Society in Calamity; The Effects of War, Revolution,
Famine, Pestilence Upon Human Mind, Behavior, Social Organization and
Cultural Life, 1st Edn. New York, NY: E.P. Dutton.

Spitz, R. A. (1960). Discussion of Dr. Bowlby’s paper. Psychoanal. Study Child 15,
85–94.

Stanley, W. (1962). Differential human handling as reinforcing events and as
treatments influencing later social behavior in basenji puppies. Psychol. Rep. 10,
663–667.

Stanton, M. E., and Levine, S. (1990). Inhibition of infant glucocorticoid stress
response: specific role of maternal cues. Dev. Psychobiol. 23, 411–426. doi:
10.1002/dev.420230504

Stanton, M. E., Wallstrom, J., and Levine, S. (1987). Maternal contact inhibits
pituitary-adrenal stress responses in preweanling rats. Dev. Psychobiol. 20,
131–145.

Suchecki, D., Rosenfeld, P., and Levine, S. (1993). Maternal regulation of the
hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis in the infant rat: the roles of feeding and
stroking. Brain Res. Dev. Brain Res. 75, 185–192.

Sullivan, R. M., Landers, M., Yeaman, B., and Wilson, D. A. (2000a). Good
memories of bad events in infancy. Nature 407, 38–39.

Sullivan, R. M., and Perry, R. E. (2015). Mechanisms and functional implications
of social buffering in infants: Lessons from animal models. Soc. Neurosci .10,
500–511. doi: 10.1080/17470919.2015.1087425

Sullivan, R. M., Stackenwalt, G., Nasr, F., Lemon, C., and Wilson, D. A. (2000b).
Association of an odor with activation of olfactory bulb noradrenergic beta-
receptors or locus coeruleus stimulation is sufficient to produce learned
approach responses to that odor in neonatal rats. Behav. Neurosci. 114, 957–
962.

Suomi, S. J. (2003). Gene-environment interactions and the neurobiology of
social conflict. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1008, 132–139. doi: 10.1196/annals.1301.
014

Suomi, S. J., van der Horst, F. C., and van der Veer, R. (2008). ). Rigorous
experiments on monkey love: an account of Harry F. Harlow’s role in the history
of attachment theory. Integr. Psychol. Behav. Sci. 42, 354–369. doi: 10.1007/
s12124-008-9072-9

Suttie, I. D. (1999). The Origins of Love and Hate, Vol. 30. Hove: Psychology Press.
Thompson, J. V., Sullivan, R. M., and Wilson, D. A. (2008). Developmental

emergence of fear learning corresponds with changes in amygdala
synaptic plasticity. Brain Res. 1200, 58–65. doi: 10.1016/j.brainres.2008.01.
057

Tottenham, N. (2015). Social scaffolding of human amygdala-mPFCcircuit
development. Soc. Neurosci. 10, 489–499. doi: 10.1080/17470919.2015.1087424

Tottenham, N. (2020). Early adversity and the neotenous human
brain. Biol. Psychiatry 87, 350–358. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2019.06.
018

Tottenham, N., Shapiro, M., Flannery, J., Caldera, C., and Sullivan, R. M. (2019).
Parental presence switches avoidance to attraction learning in children. Nat.
Hum. Behav. 3, 1070–1077. doi: 10.1038/s41562-019-0656-9

van Rooij, S. J., Cross, D., Stevens, J. S., Vance, L. A., Kim, Y. J., Bradley, B.,
et al. (2017). Maternal buffering of fear-potentiated startle in children and
adolescents with trauma exposure. Soc. Neurosci. 12, 22–31. doi: 10.1080/
17470919.2016.1164244

Walker, C. D., Bath, K. G., Joels, M., Korosi, A., Larauche, M., Lucassen, P. J.,
et al. (2017). Chronic early life stress induced by limited bedding and nesting
(LBN) material in rodents: critical considerations of methodology, outcomes
and translational potential. Stress 20, 421–448. doi: 10.1080/10253890.2017.134
3296

Walker, C. D., Deschamps, S., Proulx, K., Tu, M., Salzman, C., Woodside, B.,
et al. (2004). Mother to infant or infant to mother? Reciprocal regulation
of responsiveness to stress in rodents and the implications for humans.
J. Psychiatry Neurosci. 29, 364–382.

Whitehorn, J. C. (1956). Stress and emotional health. Am. J. Psychiatry 112,
773–781. doi: 10.1176/ajp.112.10.773

Wolff, H. G. (1949). Life stress and bodily disease; a formulation. Res. Publ. Assoc.
Res. Nerv. Ment. Dis. 29, 1059–1094.

Ziskind, E. (1958). Isolation stress in medical and mental illness. J. Am. Med. Assoc.
168, 1427–1431. doi: 10.1001/jama.1958.03000110001001

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Editor’s Note: Arun Asok edited the article in collaboration with Eric R. Kandel,
Columbia University, United States.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2021 Packard, Opendak, Soper, Sardar and Sullivan. This is an open-
access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted,
provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the
original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic
practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply
with these terms.

Frontiers in Systems Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 8 August 2021 | Volume 15 | Article 718198

https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00132
https://doi.org/10.1080/17470919.2015.1087426
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.1.4667.1383
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.113.5.423
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.113.5.423
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2007.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2011-2663
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2011-2663
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691620920725
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.420230504
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.420230504
https://doi.org/10.1080/17470919.2015.1087425
https://doi.org/10.1196/annals.1301.014
https://doi.org/10.1196/annals.1301.014
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12124-008-9072-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12124-008-9072-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2008.01.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2008.01.057
https://doi.org/10.1080/17470919.2015.1087424
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2019.06.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2019.06.018
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-019-0656-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/17470919.2016.1164244
https://doi.org/10.1080/17470919.2016.1164244
https://doi.org/10.1080/10253890.2017.1343296
https://doi.org/10.1080/10253890.2017.1343296
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.112.10.773
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.1958.03000110001001
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/systems-neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/systems-neuroscience#articles

	Infant Attachment and Social Modification of Stress Neurobiology
	Introduction
	Children Use Their Parent as a Source of Safety, in Part Through Social Buffering
	Neural Network Supporting Social Buffering
	Social Transmission of Safety Under Threat: Suppression of CORT
	Social Transmission of Fear: Increase in CORT
	Quality of Care Impacts Attachment and Infant Ability to Use Mother as Social Buffer
	What Is the Value of Social Buffering Between the Infant and Mother?
	What Are the Implications of Reduced Social Buffering Following Maltreatment?
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	References


