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Foreword

The contract research reported here was conducted under DA Projectl
1J062110A585, Biological Research on the Protection uf Materiel from
Insects, Rodents and other Animals, Task 01, Factors Involved in Pre-
venting Deterioration., It is a part of continuing studies on the

sensory physiolegy of insects and rodents.

The research was concerned with the roles of taste and odor in the
discrimination of repellent and attractive substances by the rat. A
related purpose was to develop methodology for e¢valuating repellent
effectiveness based on the effects of chemicals on the taste and odor

Senses.

Although this report represents the final report of Contract DAA6-17-67-
C-0070, it includes data and discussions from two previous contracts:
DA-19-129-AMC-386 (N) with the University of Massachusetts, and
DA-19-129-AMC-691 (N) with Tufts University. It is logical, therefore,

that this is an integrated report based on the results of the 3 contracts.

Mr. Theodore Nalwalk designed and constructed the flow systems and most
of the apparatus used in this research. Miss Jacqueline Walthers and

Mr. Frank Gordon assisted in the surgical and histological experimenis.

In conducting the research described in this report, the investigators
adhered to the "Principles of Laboratory Animal Care as Established by

the National Society for Medical Research'.

JOHN J, PRATT, JR., Head
Applied Entomology Group
Pioneering Research Laboratory
Project Officer
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AYSTRACT

The mode of action of rat repellents was investigated in'a series

of experiments concerned with food consumption, olfactory sensitivity

and discrimination, adaptation and habituation, and performance, A

variety of chemical répellents were used both in the animal's food and

in the air., Comparisons were also made among laboratory strains

and the Norway rat (both wild and tame), with and without.lesions in
the olfactory bulb. It was concluded that the odor of a chemical makes
little or no contribution to the repéllency of a chemical or to its value
as a deterrent except when it has a signalling value from association
with a painful taste or when it is a novel stimulus, Additional con-

clusions relate to methodology for testing the effectiveness of repel-

lents, theory, and needs for future research,
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Introduction -

Rodent control takes the form of repellents or of toxicants.
The logic is different for these two approaches since repellency re-
quires an insult to the senses of the animal whereas poisoning requires
either neutrality or an appeal to the senses in order tc lure the
animal to accept the 'bait. Even though the logics are different, both
approaches have certain common problems associated with their
evaluation and their effectiveness. Among these are questions of

learning, physiological adaptations, and psychological habituations.

The: usual purpose of a rat repellent is that of keeping rats at a
distance from a to-be-ﬁfotected materfal or place. For the repellent
to'f't"mction'this wiy, it must have a volatility sufficient fox it to be
de&:cted and responded to as an aversive at the desired distance.
Unfortunately, the greater the volatility, the —shorter the life of the
chemical, Optimal volatility, then, is a function of olfactory sensitivity
and the aversiveness of the odor to the animal. The problem is not |
really as simple as that statement makes it appear, however, since

it can be expected that olfactory sensitivity will decrease with continued
exposure to the odor and aversiveness may decrease with both con-

tinuous and intermittent exposures.

The problem is further complicated by the fact that volatile sub-
stances probably act upon more than olfactory receptors. They act
upon pain fibers in proximity to the olfactory receptors (Tucker, 1963),
upon taste receptors via transmission of the substance to the mouth, and‘
upon receptors in the skin and eyes serving the senses of touch, tempera-
ture, and pain. Available repellents take advantage of this by attacking
pain fibers iﬁ the skin, eyes, and mucosa. However, the effectiveness of
these repellents still depends upon phenomena of adaptation and habituation
which determine the sensitivity and the aversiveness of the chemical.

In addition, it is reasonable to suppose that there are degrees of
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acceptance of pain by the rat which depend upon such conditions as
state of hunger and the availability of other food sources.

A repelient of low volatility has a long life, but it pern'ﬁts the
animal a closer approach to the protected substance. Since it depends
for its effectiveness on the production of pain in the mouth or later in
the digestive system, this kind of repellent requires thai the animal
bite or taste it; the result is damage to the repellent, itself, and a
subsequent loss of effectiveness as successive animals make the same
kind of attack., Another weakness of low volatility chemicals is that
other animals, or people, may also make contact with it. The purpose
of volatility, therefore, appears to be twofold, i.e., that of repelling
via inspiration or skin contact and that of warning., For these reasons,
the distance or "odor' effects of the chemical appear to be more
important to study than those effects associated with actual tasting or
consui’nption. Our research was oriented largely in this direction,
therefore, although attention was given to problems associated with

ingestion as well.

All repellents in use appear to be acute toxicauts used at less than
lethal concentrations, An important control question was the possible
lethality produced by continued consumption of these chemicals at
levels which were repellent, but not toxic. Since no ininrmation was
available about continued consumption, Experiment { was carried
out (Teichner, Wagner, & Rountree, 1966). The experimental con-
ditions of greatest relevance are shown in Table 1. As may be seen
11 groups of rats were put on a feeding regime in which the indicated
chemicals were mixed into their diet at the concentrations shown.

All were albino rats except three groups which were a hooded strain.
There were five animals per group, all about four months old at the
start, all male. The feod used (Purina Chow) was their normal diet

prepared in the form of a wet mash. The animals were fed in

-2 -
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TABLE 1

Experimental Conditions of Phases II and

IV, Experiment [¥*

Test Retest
concentration concentration
~_ : (ppm) (ppm)
Group Repellent Phase II "Phase IV
1 None (control group)
2 Acti-dione: B-2-(3,5-dimethyl-
2-oxocyclohexyl)~
2-hydroxyethyl 2.5 2,5
glutarimide 5.0 5.¢
o i 20.0 20.0
3 - L[] .
HREA0IceE 20.0 1000. 0
4 Acti-dione 40,0 1000. 0
5 Car-Ban T.A.: Tributyltin acetate
6 Car-Ban T. A.
7 TNBAC Trinitrobenzene
aniline complex 500.0 500. 0
8 TNBAC 1000. 0 1000.0
20.0 1002, 0
9% Car-Ban T. A. 5.0 5.0
10% Acti-dione 20.0 20.0
11+ Acti-dione

*Groups 9, 10, and 11 were hooded rats.

**Adapted from Teichner, Wagner, and Rowntree (1966)

A =

All others were albinos.




individual chambers once a day and allowed no other food. This regime
was maintaired for 26 days prior to Phase II of Table 1 at which time the
food was contaminated. This was followed by a 9-day period of unconta-

minated food and then by a second period of contaminated food (Phase IV).

Some of the concentrations presented were at the LD-50 for single
consumption; it was expected, therefore,- that some animals would not
survive, Figure 1 presents the number per 5-animal group which did not
survive and the portion of the experiment in which they died. As may be

seen there were considerable differences between strains and between con-

centrations.

Figure 2 shows the consumption of contaminated food compared to
that of uncontaminated food when the chemical used was acti-dione. Only
those animals which survived the entire experiment were included. The
figure shows a marked initial reduction of food intake followed by a system-
atic recovery, This is true in both phases although there is some sugges-
tion that the initial reduction in Phase IV may have been the lesser one.

In both cases, the amount of food eaten increased systematically within

each phase until at the end of the phase food consumption was at least 60
per cent of that of the control group or of the prior uncontaminated level.
These data are clear in showing that those rats which survive do so by re-
gulating their food intake systematically to the point where they can accomo-

date levels of a contaminant which are otherwise lethal.

For present purposes, the greatest interest in the results of Experi-
ment I is that: (1) a chemical may be defined as a repellent if, when mixed
with a normal diet, it produces a reduction of normal food consumption; pre-
sumably, the greater the reduction, the more repellent the chemical may be
said to be; (2) even those chemicals which are strong repellents lose their
repellency as a result of changes in the tolerance of the animal to them.
Whether the changes are physiochemical or behavioral or both cannot be

concluded from the results of this experiment, but the question is, clearly,

of great importance.

-4 -
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Figure 1,

Number of Animals that Died and Survival
Time for the Conditions of the Experiment I.
(From Teichner, Wagnev, and Rowntree, 1966),
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Figure 2, Food Consumption of Final Surviving Rats
on Acti-Dione. (From Teichner, Wagner,
and Rowntree, 1966),
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Repellency is generally tested in ternr of a reduced intake of con-
taminated food or a reduction in attack on a treated material. Most guch
tests are for short duration (from perhaps one hour to 1-2 days). An impli-
cation of Experiment [ concerns the need for teeiing for even r.nuch longer
periods and under conditions when no other food is available. .Another impli-
cation, in terms of our statement, made above, about low-volatility repe-
llents, is that not only'may the protecting repellent be damaged by the attack
of successive animals tasting or biting it, but it may be damaged by succes-

sive attacks from the same animals.

It is likely that contaminated food consumption would not have recovered
if other uncontaminated food had been available either at the same time or at
a different time. From this it follows that the rated repellency of a chemical
agent depends not only on the exposure conditions of the animal to the chemical,
but also on the hunger level, and the availability of consumables other than
that protected by the agent. Thus, a chemiqal may be highly repellent in one
set of circurstances and much less effective in another. The degree of re-
pellency must be stated in terms of the environmental conditions in which it
is used and the state of the animal. All of the food consumptions to be re-
ported were obtained under condi‘ions in which no other food was available
and in which the food presented was available only one time per day. All of
the repellents used in the studies to be reported were selected in terms of
the results of Experiment I or similar preliminary experiments. It should
be noted that our interest was not in any particular chemical, but rather in
using known chemical aversives as a tool with which to study the processes

on which repellency depends.

Although we recognize that volatile substances act upon more than
olfactory receptors, including the taste buds, it is convenient to refer to
the effects of inspiring such substances as "odor' effects and we shall do
this. Similarly, we shall call those immediate effects associated with in-
gestion, 'taste', effects. The problem of determining the relative contri-

butions of these two kinds of effect to repellency is made difficult by their

e




confounding during ingestion. Ideally, it would be desirable to compare
the consumption of contaminated food in the presence of uncontaminated
air with the consumption of uncontaminated food in the presence of
uncontaminated air. Difficulties arise because even in the presence

of trace quantities, it must be assumed, until demonstrated otherwise,
that the animal has both the taste and the odor available during both
conditions. The most favorable assumption that can be made, given
present knowledge, is that in the presence of low air concentrations,
the taste information is so small as to approach being negligible; the
comparable assumption that the odor effect is negligible in the presence
of contaminated food is not reasonable. Thus, logically, the best
comparison that can be made is of the difference between taste plus

odor associated with ingestion and odor alone associated with inspiration.

Even that comparison, were it made, suffers from logical diffi-
culties since it cannot be assumed that the odor intensity associated
with air contamination can be equated to that associated with ingestion.
One or the other could be a stronger effect depending upon the concen-
trations selected and the psychophysical relationship involved. Finally,
a difficulty arises as we have shown, in that the animal does not
approach the consumption of contaminated food in the same way as for
uncontaminated food. This gives a special advantage to comparison

groups which have only the air contaminated.

The solutions to these problems, as we have approached them,

are as follows:

1. The problem of a different approach to eating contaminated food
was attacked by developing measures of repellency which are very highly
correlated with the basic measure of food consumption, but which do not
involve the actual consumption of contaminated food and which can be applied
to both kinds of comparison groups. The fundamental premise was based upon

well-established behavioral relationships which state that the greater the de-

-8-




privation of food (1) the greater will be the strength of a learned response

which leads to food, and (2) the greater will be the amount of food consumed.

2. The problem of unequal odor effects associated with concentrations
of repellent in food and in air was approached by developing a measure of
aversion fcr use with inspired compounds so that air effects can he calibrated,
With such a measure, .comparisons can be made of the odor aversion of

varying concentrations in focd with the odor aversion of air concentrations.

3. Given the above two methods, a factorial experimental design
carried out over a reasonable range of air contamination and of food con-
taminations will indicate the equivalences and differences between different
air and food concentrations on dependent measures of repellency not used in
establishing the independent repellency of each, that is to say the Ingestion

X Inspiration interaction can be estimated.

Experiment II (Teichner, 1966) was performed as an approach to the
development of measures of repellency in addition to that of the amount of
contaminated food consumed. The situation was one in which the rat on a
23,5 hour deprivation schedule was fed wet mash (Purina Chow) for 25
minutes in an individual feeding chamber. Immediately following it was
placed in the starting box of a relatively long straight runway the center
portion of which was tilted upwards at 45 degrees. The goal box of this
runway contained another portion of wet mash to which the animal was al-
lowed access for five minutes. The measures taken were 25-minute food
consumption, running time through the center portion of the runway, and
5-minute food consumption. The animals were trained to stable food con-
sumption and running times before the 25-minute food was contaminated.
The repellent used was TNBAC (see Table 1) mixed into the 25-minute
portion in concentrations which were varied experimentally between 100 ppm
and 400 ppm by weight. The overall results are shown in Figure 3. From
the figure it is clear that both running time and the 5-minute food consump-

tion may serve as measures of repellency.

-9-
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The results of Experiment II represent a large ster trward a legitimate
comparison between the two kinds of conditions described above. Thatis, a
fair comparison may be obtained in terms of either or both running time and
the 5-minute food consumption if a factorial design is used which provides
various levels of contaminated air and food in combination during the 25-min.
period. However, although the comparison can now be made fairly, the in-
terpretation of the results will still not be completely clear. The problem
remaining is that of choosing the air and food contamination levels. Since
somewhat different sensory processes are involved, at least different in
degree of stimulation, djfferent sensory intensity curves are involved, and
since such curves are known not to be linear, any comparison in terms of
a specific concentration could be loaded one way or the other. That is, a
given concentration in food might be an intense aversive experience via taste
(or a weak one) and a wezk (or intense) odor experience. Furthermore, as
the concentration is varied within some limit, it might or might not exceed
a detectable difference in aversion for either sense, Thus, the kind-of
comparison needed must involve the independent scaling of both of the
aversive reactions. Since it was shown that taste aversion can be measured
by contaminated food consumption, a great deal of this research program
was aimed at the question of how to evaluate the odor reaction. Besides its
use in the manner indicated, such a measure has the additional practical
value of also being a measure with which to evaluate the distance repellency

of a volatile substance,

The technique developed relies on the fact that one is dealing with a
respiratory agent and that the most logical selection of phenomena to be
measured should be some aspect of the respiratory system. Respiration,
itself, as a basic defining operation offers some difficult problems since it
can vary with a variety of stimuli other than odors. Suiffing, however, may
be regarded as a special kind of respiratory behavior used by the rat (and
some other animals) as a means for investigating and sampling its environ-

ment. Sniffing is an air sampling mechanism which can be relied upon as

-11-
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a reaction ».sociated with odorants. Drawing upon knowledge of the reac-
tic=z of the sense organs and to soine degree upon intuition, a model or set
of working hypotheses were generated about sniffing as a reaction to chemicals

in air. The model is illustrated in Figure 4.

The ordinate of Figure 4 presents the three possible ways in which
sniffing may be measured, i.e,, the amount of time in a period of time daring
which the animal is sn.iffing as opposed to breathing without sniffing or breath
holding, the number of sniffs in the period of time, and the amplitude (in
arbitrary units) of sniffs which defines a big or small sniff. The situation
assumed starts with a pre-exposure period in which the animal is prcsented
only with clean or normal air. At time =zero, the animal receives the
chemical. At time x, the chemical is removed and a post-exposure period
follows. The curves drawn indicate the hypothesized effects on all measures
of sniffing when the odor is an aversive and when it is an attractant. They il-

lustrate the following hypotheses as listed previously (Teichner, 1966).

1. The rate of sniffing and the amplitude or intensity per sniff should
decrease with stimulation by repellents and increase with stimulation by at-
tractants. The amount of change should be a function of the degree of aver-

gion or attractiveness of the odorant.

2, With continued constant stimulation, sniffing should adapt; that is,
the rate and amplitude of sniffing should return to the baze-line level. The

rate of adaptation should be a function of the attractiveness or aversion

of the odorant.

3. Removal of the odora;nt provides a new stimulus condition and,
therefore, should affect sniffing. Assuming complete adaptation, removal
should be followed by an increase in sniffing regardless of the nature of the
previously presented odorant., However, following removal of an aversive

stimulus, sniffing should be greater and adaptation should be slower than

following removal of an attractant.

-12-
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4. Regardless of whether the stimulus is an attractant or repellent,
sniff rate, time, and amplitude should be inversely related to the concentra-
tion of the odorant in the air. This is based on the assurnption that, for an
air samnling mechanism, the weaker the concentration, the greater must be

the air sample required for a decision.

5. The speed of occurrence of the first sniff following presentation or

removal of an odorant should be greater for aversives than for attractants.

6. The speed of response of the first sniff following presentation or

removal of the odorant should be gelated directly to the previous concen-

tration of the odorant in the air.

Using repellents such as beta-nitrostyrene, tributyltin acetate and
others and a highly attractive liquid food as an attractant source, it was
possible to test some of these hypotheses and to confirm them. Details
are presented elsewhere (Teichner, 1966; Teichner, Price & Nalwalk, 1967).
The general procedure was one in which the animal was placed in a small
chamber, unrestrained, and exposed successively to a flow of clean air, con-
taminated air, and then clear air again. Sniffing was picked up by micro-
phones and recorded as a dc output. For example, Figure 5 (Experiment III)
presents the effects on the per cent change of two sniffing measures during
the contaminated period relative to the origiral baseline and of the second
clear air period relative to the original for 2-Nitro-1 Phenyl-1 Propene
(PNP) as impregnated on burlap at three different concentrations. The ef-
fect of beta-nitrostyrene on the change in rate and amplitude of sniffing during
exposure to the contaminated air (Period 3) and following removal of the con-
tamination(Period 5) is shown in Figure 6 (Experiment IV). Comparable data
for the effects of the liquid diet odor are shown in Figure 7 (Experiment V).

It may be seen that these data are not as clear as those for the aversive, but
of cousiderable importance is the demonstration, at least with sniff rate,
that the effect of an aversive odor (decreased sniff rate) is opposite to that

of an attractant (increased sniff rate).

-14-
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The sniffing results are reasonably clear support for the model
presented in Figure 4, Along with the results obtained in the feeding
chambers and runway (Experiment II), they indicate the feasibility of a
fair test of the relative contributions of odor and taste (i.e., the In-

gestion x Inspiration interaction) to repellency and to attractiveness.
That is:

1. In an individual feeding chamber allow 25 min. for the animal
to eat its daily ration of wet mash.

2. Vary the concentrations of the chemical in the food and in the

air in a factorial experimental design. The air concentrations should

be pre-calibrated or pre-rated in terms of differences in sniff reactions,

3. Immediately upon completion of the 25-min. period, place the
animal in the starting box of the runway. Five seconds later open the
starting box door. Allow five minutes for consumption of wet mash in

the goal box. Determine both food consumption and running time.

The details of food preparation, training and sniff measurement
may be derived from the previously reported studies. The results of
the experiment will provide the interaction between taste and odor. As
part of this, it will indicate the aversion due to odor for given concentra-
tions in food and the aversion due to the chemical in food at given levels
of sniff-calibrated, odorous aversion., The same logic applies to at-

tractants.

A large-scale, demonstration experiment of the sort described
was carried out, but due to suspected unrelia’ 'lities in the data-collec-
tion, the results will not be reported. It can be said, however, that the
experiment is perfectly feasible, although enormously time-consuming.
It suffers also from the administrative necessity for the use of a team
of data-gathers working on a highly coordinated schedule. These dis-

advantages can be tolerated as experimental necessities; they may
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provide serious handicaps to routine testing. Nevertheless, we feel %
that they provide a methodology, to be im;;roved upon, for testing

and for research. In view of this, and of the greater need in the

long run to deal with questions concerning odor repellency and at-

tractiveneas, primary emphasis was turned to studies invelving

sniff reactions. An additional important reason for doing this con- 1
cerned the problem of adaptation and 6f habituation of the animal to

the odor. It was felt that these phenomena would be unavoidable in

the test described as well as in the application of the chemical in

the real world.

In our previously-reported research we have noted that sniffing
tends to decrease as a response to a novel stimulus with repeated
exposure to the stimulus. Supporting findings have also been reported
by Bindra and Spinner (1958). In our case, this phenomenon was
especially marked as a day to day decrease in sniffing in the apparatus
even in uncontaminated air; thus, the baseline agains: which a re-
pellent effect was to be evaluated was being reduced, and since the
effect of the repellent itself is to reduce sniffing, the possibility of
even getting a measure was being threatened by the very process of
getting it, This difficulty was overcome considerably by using hungry
rats even in situations in which food consumption was not involved
since it had been observed that such animals tend to have a higher
basal sniffing rate. In addition, as expected, air containing a familiar
food odor augmented the sniffing response, Even so, a between-day
decrement was generally observed although not of as large a magnitude,
The question arises whether this day-to-day decrement is increased
when the air contains an aversive chemical. If so, the chemical may
be considered continuously effective as an aversive. Experiment VI

was designed to investigate day-to-day habituation with this question

in mind.
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It is conceivable that a chemical odor may be aversive and yet
not act as a repellent if the substance being protected is itself un-
contaminated. This would be indicated if the consumption of uncon-
taminated food were ﬁnaffected when food was nresented in contaminated
air, Experiment VI was set up to consider this problem as well. The
basic experimental approach was also designed to have relevance to

the general testing technique described above.

Experiment VI

Experimental Methods

A flow system was constructed which permitted the mixing of
air channels (see Appendix I for details)., Channel 1 contained chem-
ically pure air, Channel 2 consisted of chemically pure air passed
over food., The food was the animal's normal diet in the form of a
wet mash, The mixture of these two flows wili be called food odor.

A third channel which duplicated Channel 2 contained in addition a
predetermined quantity of tributyltin chloride (TBC) mixed into the wet
mash, A mixture of Channels 1 and 3 made up the TBC or aversive
air conditions. Thus, both air conditions contained the fcod odor. One
contained an additional, known aversive. The concentration of TBC
presented to the animal could be varied by varying its proportion to

the wet mash, or for a constant proportion, by varying the ratio of
Channels 1 and 3 in a mixture of constant volume, or by varying the

temperature of the air holding the chemical.

The air mixture was presented to the animal in a small chamber.
The flow rate through the chamber was 500 cc/min. The chamber,
housed in a sound-dampened enclosure, was instrumented for an audio
pickup which permitted the recording and monitoring of sniffing by

an experimenter in an adjacent room.
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Procedures

The animal was placed into the sniff chamber following 23 hours
of focd deprivation, Dﬁring the first and third 60 seconds of this
period the food odor was presented. The second 60 seconds was a TBC
period. Sniffing was recorded from the 41at to the 120th second.
Immediately following this, the animal was provided a 10-gram
portion of uncontaminated wet mash and allowed 10 minutes to eat.

The air during this 10-minute period was the same as the second 60
seconds of the previous 3-miinute period. Following the 10-minute
feeding period, the animal was returned to ite individual living cage
where it was held until all animals had completed this portion of the
daily treatment. At that time, all animals were placad simultaneously
into individual feeding chambers and given a 25-gram portion of wet
mash for a 30-minute eating period. The air in these feeding chambers

was always odorless; i.e., from a source comparable to Channel 1.

The wet mash was prepared 24 hr, in advance of use, Fo.: use
in Channel 3, TBC was dissolved in methanol and then mixed with
powdered food. This mixture was then placed into a fume hood for
approximately 23 hours, Immediately before use, it was sorted into
desired weighted portions; water was then added to form a thick paste.
The same procedure was followed for all other food preparations
except that TBC was not added except as noted below. After being

presented to the animal, the food was re-dried and then re-weighed.

Prior to the experiment proper two groups of five hooded Long-Evans,

male rats were placed on a two-week 23-hour food deprivation schedule,
but with feeding in their home cages. Following this, they were put
through all of the conditions described except that the air flow con-
tained neither food nor TBC; i.e., training was with clean air, This
training period was 15 days in duration. Food consumptions were

determined, but sniffing was not measured during this period.
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Experimental Design

A summary of the experimental conditions over the 20 test days -
is presented in Table 2, The intent of this design was to permit a
comparison of habituation to TBC plus food odo:r and to food odor alone )
over a large number of days with intermittent changes in the odor
condition introduced at different portions of the series. The latter was '
desired in order to determine the degree to which a recovery from
habituation might occur with changes in the stimulus. As the table
shows, the experiment was designed so that each group could serve

as its own control as well as in comparison to the other group.

The first experimental day contained odorless air. Day 2 was
the first day in which the animals had ever experienced any odor at all in
the flow system. On this day both groups received the food odor alone.
From Day 3-9 Group X received the food odor condition and Group Z E
received the TBC plus food in the concentration conditions noted.
Thus, the first nine days provide the clearest basis for studying
day-to-day habituation and for determining the aversive effect of TBC
as an odor. The designations, 10/90 and 20/80 represent mixtures

of 10 per cent and 20 per cent air from Channel 3 respectively,

Except for days 3-5 and 19 the TBC condition was always a 20/80
ratio, Except for Day 19 the wet mash in Channel 3 always contained
150 ppm of TBC by weight. On Day 19 the mash contained 1000 ppm.
Except for Day 20, the food presented for consumption was never
contaminated. On Day 20 the 10-minute portions contained 1000 ppm;

the 3U-minute portions were uncontaminated.

Results

As will be reported below, the same major trends are obtained

regardless of whether the sniffing measure used is number of sniffs
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TABLE 2

Experimental Conditions for Experiment VI

Days

Group X Group Z Form of TBC contamination
1 No odor No odor None
2 Food odor Food odor None
3-5 Food odor TBC-Food odor 150 ppm in Cnannel 3; 10/90 mix
6-9 Food odor TBC-Food odor 150 ppm in. Channel 3; 20/80 mix
10-12 TBC-Food Food odor 150 ppm in Channel 3; 20/80 mix
odor
13-14 TBC-Food TBC-Food odor 150 ppm in Channel 3; 20/80 mix
odor
15-18 Food odor Food odor None
19 TBC-Food TBC-Food odor 1000 ppm in Channel 3; 20/80 mix
odor
20 Food odor Food odor

1000 ppm in 10-minute food ration

LB




per unit time, amplitude of those sniffs, or the amount or percentage
of time per unit time spent in sniffing. Some experiments are presented,
therefore, in one, and others in another of these measures. A complete :

analysis and justification will be presented in data to be presented later, !

The sniffing results of this experiment are presented in terms of
the mean number of sniffs per second per 20 seconds. The three-minute
sniff measurement phase was divided into seven 20-sec. blocks as
follows: the last 20 seconds of the first minute represents the food odor
or baseline period; the next three 20-second periods represent successive
portions of the test period whether the odor was changed or not; the last
three 20-secord blocks represent a final food odor or recovery period.

We shall describe these in succession simply as the baseline period and
Periods 1 and 2.

Figure 8 presents the mean number of sniffs per second for the
baseline period of each day. In inspecting these data, it should be re-
membered that, except for Day 1, all points represent periods during
which only the food odor was present. Thus, any effect of TBC on these

measures is due to a persistence from previous days.

The data for Days 10, 11, 16, and 17 were lost in a laboratory
accident. Since the primary questions were centered around the results
of Days 1-9, the main purpose of the experiment was not affected. Even
considering the missing data, however, and viewing the overall trends
from Day 2 to Day 20, it is apparent that sniffing decreased more or
less systematically regardless of the experimental treatments and in

spite of temporary recoveries,

The effect of introducing the food odor on Day 2 was a very large
increase in sniffing consistent with what would be expected for an
attractant. The magnitude of the ordinate on this day is of some in-

terest because of its very large value. To some degree, especially
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fov Group Z, this is probably an artifact of the technique of reccrding
and scoring the data. Thq paper speed used was. 2.5 cm/sec. for all
measurements. For very high sniff rates it becomes very difficult at
this chart speed to discriminate individual sniffs; thus, some degree
of estimating is required which is not present at the more customary
lower rates. In addition, extraneous noise associated with movement
of the animal becomes more critical under these conditions. In spite
of this, the results compare very faborably to those of Welker (1964)
who reported sniff rates of up to 11 sniffs per second using cinemato-
graphic methods for rats under conditions which were less conducive
to sniffing than those reported here. It may be noted that our data
fall easily within that upper limit except for Day 2 and on that day a

very high sniff rate is predictable from our earlier hypotheses.

Th= points of Day 3 still represent the same experiences for
both groups since Group Z did not have the TBC until the baseline
period of Day 3 ended. Day 4, therefore, shows the persisting ef-
fect of TBC from Day 3. The effect was clearly an aversive reaction,
i. e., reduced sniffing rate, From this point on, Group Z recovered
relative to Day 4, but not up to its Day 1 and Day 3 levels. At the
same time, it remained consistently below Group X although it had the

higher rate on Days 1, 2, and 3. Thus, while the data suggest some
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sporadic partial recoveries on some days, it is reasonable to con-
clude that there was an incomplete habituation to the TBC oder. In

a looser sense, even in the presence of food odor alone, these animals
sampled the air very cautiously beginning with their first TBC

experience and continuing throughout.

Unlike habituation to an aversive which is indicated by a re-
covery of sniffing, habituation to an attractant is indicated by a re-
duction in sniffing. It is hard to explain what happened to Group X
on Dey 7, but whether this day is considered or not, the pattern of
behavior over Days 2-9 for this group strongly suggests an overall
habituation. It is of considerable interest to note that the decreasing
trend continues right through days in which TBC was presented. On
these days, however,'the rate of sniffing is already low enough so

that demonstration of an aversive effect might be difficult.

Days 18 and 20 were food odor days for both groups. Day 19
represented an increase in the concentration of TBC in the food source
of Channel 3 by a factor of four. The effect, as may be seen, was a
slight increase in sniffing for both groups. This suggests a response

to a novel, but not additionally aversive, easily identified stimulus.

Figure 9 presents a plot comparable to that of Figure 8 excent
that the data are for the first 20 seconds of Period 1. The figure
shows the immediate effect of introducing TBC into the food odor.
That effect for Group Z on Day 3 was not importantly different than
the Day 3 response of the other group. The consistent downward
trend on successive days, however, indicates that the TBC odor

was aversive when it was present.

The response during this period depends upon both adaptation
and habituation to the degree that they are involved. Both are expected

to operate in the same direction so that their effects canrot be separated
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in this experimental period. Regardless, -the figure shows again that
there is a general day-to-day habituation which is independent of unique

daily effects.

Figure 10 presents the first 20-seconds of Period 3 during which
both groups always received the food odor alone (except on Day 1), It
is clear that there are no importantly consistent differences hetween
the groups and, again, that there is an habituation over the experi-
mental days. Of further ‘aterest in comparing this with the last
figure is that from Day 4 on, the sniff rates of this figure are generally
a little greater than in Figure 9. This suggests the recovery effect

hypothesized in Figure 4. It is not a strong effect, however.

The effects of increasir ~ the TBC concentration in the source
on Day 19 is of particular interest and is not well-detailed in the
previous figures. Figure 11 was prepared to lock at this more closely.
The figure shows the sniff rate per 20-second block for Days 18-20,
Both groups had identical treatments on those days, i.e., food odor
on Days 18 and 20; TBC plus food odor onDay 19, The data forDay 18
suggest no differences between the groups. The immediate effect of
TBC onDay 19 was a reduction in the sniff rate for both groups.
Group X recovered for a time during Period 1, but Group Z did not.
Both groups show an increase in sniffing with removal of the TBC,
The effects are small, but generally consistent with expectations.
In fact, these expectations are also seen for Days 18 and 20 so that
they cannot be considered significant for Day 19. What is unique about
Day 19 compared to the other two days is that only on this day were the
two groups separated, We conclude from these figures that the ani-
mals had, by this time, developed a time-bound, conditioned antici-
pation of TBC. The only possible effect of th: increased concentration
was to make the response of Group Z sli-utly stronger. This is not
unreasonable since this group had had the greater number of TBC
exposures over the course of the experiment.
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All things considered,the results obtained from analysis of the
sniffing data suggest: (1) an habituation to food odor from day to day
(Group X using days 1-3 as a reference); {2) a partial habituation to
TBC odor (Group Z compared to Grovp X and to its own initial
reactions to food odor and te TBC); and (3} an overall habituation to

the stimulus situation regardless of intermittent changes in conditions

and temporary reactions to them.

Figure 12 presents the food consumption data. The first t.

days are the days just before the experiment., The 10-minute feeding

period was conducted with either the food odor or TBC while the animal

was eating. There is no evidence &t all that eating was influenced by

either., Nor is there any worthwhile suggestion in the data of a relation-

ship between the previous sniffing and either of the food conrsumptions.
The only positive aspect of these data that we can interpret in a rele-
vant fashion is that when the 10-minute portion was contaminated on
Day 20, food consumption ir: that period was reduced and that this
effect persisted into the 30-minute portion. The relation between the
two on this day is consistent with our earlier results showing that

the less eaten in the contaminated period, the more that is eaten of

the uncontaminated portion.

The reduction in food consumption on Day 20 during the shorter
period is clear, but compared to comparable data reported above, it
is not very large. The concentration used was considered high for
direct food consumption. This result raises interesting questions.

That is, either 1000 ppm is not a large dosage for this compound

or the presence of this compound in the air while eating was so familiar

to the animals by this time that they did not discriminate it as a
highly aversive substance even in food. Some support for the latter is
given by the fact that Group X ate less since this group was less fre-
quently exposed to the TBC and, therefore, would be more likely to

treat it as an aversive.
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In any case, in terms of our original experimental question the

data are clear in showing that a substance which can be shown to have

aversive properties as an odor does not necessarily act as a repellent

to food consumption., Comparing this finding with those of Experiment I

suggests that the critical conditions for an aversive odor to act as an

important repellent to eating is that it be associated with an aversive

taste during the initial exposures.

Experiment VII

This experiment was intended to obtain a variety of kinds of pre-
liminary information for guiding further research. Some of the re-

sults have general value and, therefore, are reported.

One concern of the experiment was with the problem of adaptation

to odor. The basic question was whether animals forced to remain

in an air-contaminated environment adapt to a repellent odor sufficiently

to reduce the effectiveness of that odor as an aversive barrier. This
was studied with the use of a short runway (Appendix I} in which the
odor was presented to the animal in the starting box for prescribed
periods before the animal was released to the runway proper. Two
air streams directed upward from the fioor to exhausts in the ceiling
of the runway just before the goal box contained the same compound in
the same concentration. The goal box contained a small, dry, food
pellet (. 01 gram). Animals maintained on a 23-hour food deprivation

schedule were pretrained to run to this reward.

A problem associated with this kind of experiment is the effect of
delaying the animal in the starting box on running performance. The

animals were pretrained on a variety of starting box delays, therefore,

prior to the test phase.
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A second purpose of the experiment was to evaluate the utility of
a more precise specification of the concentration of repellent in the
air inspired by the rat. An approach to this is by calculation using
the ideal gas law equation, This estimate assumes an equilibrium
state and that, of course, was not the case. Nevertheless, the law

provides a useful approximation and is often used for this purpose.

There are a number of problems associated with this use of the
gas law equation. For one, the vapor pressure must be known and it

has not been specified for most compounds used as repellents,

becomes the air temperature since,for constant pressure, it is the
temperature which will determine the concentration. It is possible
that the animal will react to temperature differences, however, and
since the concentration increases as the temperature increases, the

two variables are perfectly confounded. This approach, then, can be

useful only when the temperature differences are so small that

Another

difficulty is that the actual experimental variable to be manipulated

differential responding to them does not occur or when the experimental

design provides controls which permit the evaluation of the chemical

effect over and above the temperature effect. This experiment was

designed with such controls in mind.

The compound used for this experiment was dibutyltin diacetate
(DBDA)*. Three air temperatures, 24°C. . 30°C. , and 34°C. were
used to vary the concentration, Calculated values of the concentration
are expressed in moles/liter as a function of temperature in Figure 13,

The experimental concentrations, read from the figure, were 6.8 x 107

*
We are indepted to Mr, Robert Ringwood of the M&T Chemical Co.
for the constants used in the calculations: Molecular weight = 351, 02,

Freezing Point = 10°C., 2mm, Boiling Point = 139°C., 5mm. On

this basis the constants, a and B can be determined from:
a/T + B and then used to calculate the values in Figure 13,
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2.8x10 7, and 3.0 x 10.11 moles/liter. - The equivalent values

in parts per billion are 9.4, 30.1, ~nd 50, 2,

Another purpose of the experiment was to investigate the relation-
ships among the three basic measures of sniffing, rate or number
of sniffs per unit time, time or duration of sniffing, (or per:ent fime
spent sniffing), and average peak amplitude in a behaviorally-performing
situation, That is, we already had data from rats enclosed in a small
glass chamber (Experiment IV) in which sniffing was unrelated to a sub-
sequent behavior. Those data suggested that the functions are dif-
fereat. In runways, the animal is confined (in a larger space)
for a delay period and then permitted free running. The relationships
among the measures might differ from those obtained in a more re-
strained situation. If all three measures were to show the same trends,
as suggested by Fig. 4, a considerable economy in data analysis could

be achieved by using dependent measures of convenience.

Fimlly, this experiment was intended as very preliminary to an
exploration of the effects on sniffing and performance of surgical inter-
ference in the olfactory bulbs. A summary of the anatomy of the rat's
olfactory system and of our experience in attempting to interfere with
it is presented later. It may be noted here that attempts to
produce a variety of kinds of lesions in the bulbs of animals prepared
for this experiment yielded seven animals with lesions that could be
reasonably confirmed by later histology. The lesions in all cases
were very small, These animals constituted the experimental group
data of this experiment. Four animals with sham operations made
up the control group. The experiment was performed three months
after surgery when the animals were approximately seven months old.
We emphasize that the experiment was set up to be exploratory in

several ways rather than definitive in any way.
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Procedures

For approximately one month prior to the experimental phase,
all animals were maintained on a 23-hour food deprivation schedule.
Each animal was run five trials per day in the runway with a .01 gram
food revard. Each of the five trials was for a different starting box
delay period, viz: 10, 25, 40, 65, and 80 seconds. The animals werc
run one trial at a time and then returned to their home cages until all
other animals had been run through that trial, They were run in the
same sequence of subjects every day; however, the order of the delay
period was balanced so that each animal started with a different delay
period each day and was followed through a different delay sequence.

The actual order of the delays was randomized initially.

TLe experimental thase was identical to the training phase except
that the starting box air and the air barrier before the goal box were
contaminated with DBDA at flow rates of 500 cc/min. Clean air from
a compressed source was passed over a pure sample of the compound
at temperatures of Z4°C. 5 30°C. , or 34°C. to provide calculated

concentrations of 9.4, 30.1, and 50, 2ppb respectively.

Experimental Design

The experimental design over the 9-day test period following
training is shown in Table 3. The design consisted of three similar
three-day sets, Each set consisted of 2 fresh air or uncontaminated
day followed by two contaminated air days. Each set represented a
different concentration. Over the 9 days the first set of days rep-
resented 30°C.; the second set was at 24°C. which was the smallest
concentration; and the third set was at 340(3. which was the largest
concentration. The experimental design was completed factorially
by a comparison at all conditions of concentration and delay periods

between lesioned and uniesioned animals. Thus, the design was a
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TABLE 3

Experimental Conditions of Experiment VII

Day Condition

1 Clean Air; 30°C

2 DBDA; 30°C, 2.8 X 10-11 m/1; 30.1 ppb
3 DBDA; 30°C, 2.8 X 1011 m/1; 30.1 ppb
4 Clean Air; 24°C

5 DBDA; 24°C; 6.8 X 1612 m/1; 9.4 ppb
6 DBDA; 24°C; 6.8 X 1012 m/1; 9. 4 ppb
7 Clean Air; 34°C

8 DBDA; 34°C; 3.0 X 10”11 m/1; 50. 1 ppb
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2 x 3 x5 factorial of the repeated (correlated) measurements type.
The ordei of the three-day temperature sets was selected in the
hope of minimizing biases that might be associated with an overall
habituation or with an overwhelming persistence in response to the

highest concentration if it had come’ first.

Results

The mean time spent sniffing per second in the starting box for
the various experimental conditions is shown in Figure 14, Day 1
represents the pure effect of delay time unaffected by any experience
with varying chemicals or temperatures. The figure is clear in
showing that after the chemical was introduced on the later days it
eliminated the trend associated with the delay variable on Day 1.
Both groups suggest an increasing and then decreasing function on

Day 1. All other curves are essentially flat.

A comparison of Days 1, 4, and 7, all of which were fresh air
days, does not suggest that sniffing depended importantly upon the air
temperatures involved. On the other hand, all of the data obtained
from Days 4-9 were clearly affected by the experience had on the first
three days. That the effect is at least largely due to the chemical is
suggested by the fact that the temperature on Days 4.6 was the same
as the normal temperature of the starting box in which the animals
had been trained. Yet, the curves are depressed. In any case, the
data do not suggest any adaptation to the conditions due to length of
time of exposure as far as sniffing is concerned, since sniffing did not
recover at the locnger delays. The data suggest that DBDA is very

aversive since all concentrations were very small.

A clearer picture of the general effect may be seen in Figure 15
which shows the same data pooled over delay periods. Here it may

be seen that the control group showed a systematic reduction in time
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Figure 14. Sniffing Time for the Conditions of Experiment VII.
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spent srniffing over days, Day 6 is a possible exception. Thus,
the data suggest neither a sensory adaptation, i.e., delay effect, nor
an habituation, i.e., between-days effect. If anything, there is the

suggestion of an increasing, learned aversion over days,

The results obtained with the experimental group are similar
except for Days 4-6.- There it may be seen that these animals tended
to spend more time sniffing on contaminated days than on the fresh
air day. This is consistent with our theoreticai expectations if it is
assumed that the effect of the lesions was to reduce the sensitivity
of the animals so that what was a relatively strong stimulus for the
control group was a relatively weak one for the experimental animals.
That expectation is supported on the other two sets of days where it
may be seen that the experimental animals tended to spend more time

sniffing throughout. The differences, however, are very small,

Figures 16 and 17 present the same kind of plots for the mean
number of sniffs per second. There afe some differences between
those two figures and the previous two as far as details are concerned,
but the overall conclusions about the effects of the experimental con-
ditions are similar. The data of Days 4-6 are clear also in suggesting
a loss of sensitivity of the experimental animals. The results are much

less clear than those obtained with the time measure.

Figures 18 and 19 present similar plots for the mean amplitude
of the sniffs, Although we consider this the least reliable of the three
measures due to problems associated with recording, there is no major
difference in the trends. It is reasonably clear that the two groups did
not differ in any basic terdency toward sniff amplitudes. Again, the
Day 4-6 data suggest a different effect of the weakest concentration on

the two groups; again, they suggest a reduction in ability of the experi-

mental groups to evaluate the stimulus,
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Louking acr “ss Figure 14-19, the safest hypothesis concerning the
two animal groups appears to be that the e#perimental animals may have
spent slightly more time sniffing, but, perhaps, with smailer amplitude
sniffs except in the presence of weak odorants. This conclusion is
extremely tentative, of course, Much less tentative is the suggestion
that, as measured by sniifing variables, for DBDA over the range of
concentrations used, ‘there does not appear to be either an adaptation

or a habituation for exposures of at least 80 seconds.

The mean running time is presented in Figure 20 and 21. In Figure 20,
on Day 1, it can be seen that the effect of starting box delay as a variable
tended to be faster running as the delay period increased. The last point
of the control group is an inversion of this trend. In view of the small -
number c¢f animals, this inversion should be viewed as error. The data
also suggest an interference to running on Days 2 and 3 since the Day 1
curves are consistently lower. Since the sniffing curves do not suggest a
day-to-day habituation in this period, it would appear that the barrier did
operate as a deterrent. This is sugg:sted again on Days 7-9, but not on
Days 4-6. Since Days 4-6 represent the training temperature, we cannot
conclude that this failure of the animals to be deterred was due to the low
concentration. It is as easy to con;lude that they were deterred on other

days by the higher temperatures of the air barrier,

The clearest comparison of the two animal groups is provided by the
fresh air days. The general conclusion suggested across all of the data
is that the lesioned animals tended to spend slightly more time sniffing
in the starting box and to run more quickly when released. The number
and peak amplitude of sniffs was essentially the same for the two groups,

a result in agreement with Welker (1964).

Table 4 provides Spearman Rho correlation coefficients between
each pairing of sniff measures and between the time spent rniffing and
running time separately for each group of animals and for each three-
day set. Although the number of animals is very small,all sniff inter-

correlatione for the experimental group are significant at the
-48-
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TABLE 4
RHO Correlations for Experiment VII+
Time Time spent Time spent Tio. of sniffs
spent sniffing sniffing/sec. sniffing/sec. per sec. vs.
vs. no, ot vs. amplitude vs. running  amplitude it ;
Group sniffs/sec. of sniffs time sniffs
Day 1
Experimental . 94* . 99* -. 26 .93 :
Control 1. 00 .99 . 66 .99 ]
Day 2
Experimental . 86% s DUE -. 57 . 82k
Control .99 1. 00%=* . 47 .99
Day 9
Experimental . 97* . 99% -. 18 . 99
Control .94 . .90 .43 .96

*p £ .01
*rp £ .05

+ For N=4, the coefficient must be equal to 1. 00 for significance atp £ .05,
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.05 or .01 level. For the control group, which contained only four
animals, a coefficient of 1. 00 is required at the . 05 level. This was
actually attained for two of the comparisons, 2nd the rest were very
high. All in all, the table suggests that the more time an animal spends
sniffing, the greater the number of sniffs, and the greater the amplitude
of the sniffs. For maay purposes, theﬁ, it appears that the three
measures are intercﬁangeable. On the other hand, to answer special
questions, or for specific situations as described previously, there is

probably useful information to be gained from an analysis of all three.

The correlations with running time were not significant which
suggests a greater variability among the running time measures since
the sniffing time measure was highly correlated with the other sniffing
measures., At least, this probably accounts for some of the low inter-
correlations. An important trend is suggested, nevertheless, for
further consideration, i.e., an inverse relationship for the experi-
mental animals and a positive one for the controls. If supported,
this suggests that the experimental animals which spent more time
sniffing in the starting box ran faster when released whereas the
opposite was true for the control animals, Also interesting is the
suggestion of important individual differences in sensitivity which

have a bearing on the behavioral measure.

The data do not permit any conclusion about the effects of air
temperature vs. corcentration on the sniffing and running responses.
It was hoped that the fresh air days would have provided a baseline
against which the contaminated days could be compared for chemical
effect. However, although the first repellent condition used was not
the most severe, it did have a persistent effect which overwhelmed
the later fresh air days. At least for strong aversives, problems of
this sort are so severe, apparently, that it must be concluded that tempe-

rature manipulations should always be avoided as a means for varying
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comparison concentrations. At the game time the results indicate how
important it is to maintain the temperature of the air at the same level

for fresh air and contaminant concentrations.

A major suggestion from this preliminary ex,. . ‘ment is the
pessibility that lesioned animals have a different rela onship between
their sniff reactions to the chemical and their respo.se to an air barrier
containing the cheniical. Related to this, these results do appear to
provide a clear support for use of an apparatus situation in which

a contaminated air barrier is used to evaluate repellency.

Experiment VIII

Based upon Experiment VII, a second experiment was set up to
study the effect of exposure to a repellent chemical in air on the
repellent effectiveness of the chemical. The working hypothesis em-
ployed was that if an animal is exposed to a chemical continuously over
a short time those receptor processes and/or behavioral processes
which respond to the chemical will adapt and/or habituate. The effect

wili be a reduced aversion to the chemical.

The general methodology was the same as that of the previous
experiment. The same short runway was used. The chemical was
DBDA at an air temperature of 30°C. (2.8 x lo_llm/l) presented at
a flow rate of 500 cc/min. to the animal while the animal was in the
starting box. The same conditions were presented as the air

barrier before the goal box.

Subjects

Thirty, experimentally naive, male hooded rats, 112 days old
at the start of training were used as subjects. Loss of one animal

during training reduced the subjects to 29.
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Training

The animals were put on a 23 -hour food deprivation schedule begin -
ning three weeks pricr to the experiment., The day before the expariment
each animal was allower. five minutes of exploration of the apparatus with
the starting and goal box doors open and two . 01 gm. pellets 10 the goal
box, After this day and for the next 35 days, they were trained to run for
one _ 0l gram pellet, buring training they were given three trials per
day, about 20 minutes apart. Each of the three trials represented a dif-
ferent delay time in the starting box. The times used were 10, 40, and
806 seconds. Air flow was al* ys uncontaminated, but otherwise simulated
the experimental conditions. Running times, but not sniffing, were re-

corded.

Experimental Procedures

The animals were matched by rank order to form two groups of ap-
proximately equal mean runaing time and variance based upon all data of
the last three training days. One group of 14 animals was then alway:
run one trial per day with a 30-second delay in the starting box; the other
of 15 animals was run one trial with a 120-second delay. This procedure
of one trizl per day at a new, constant dela); was initiated three days
before the test series, The experimental series which followed was eight
days long. On the first day and the last two days the animals were pre-
sented with fresh air exactly as before. Un the intervening five days the
air was a mixture containing DBDA as noted above. Sniffing was recorded
in the starting box on the first, third, and fifth DBDA days and on all three

fresh air days.

Results

The sniffing data were analyzed in terms of time spent sniffing per

second, number of sniffs per second, and ar..plitude of sniffs. Figure 22
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presents the mean time spent sniffing per seccnd for each five seconds for
the 3G -second group on the first and last DBDA days and on the fresh air
days just before and just after those days. Again there may ke seen a
strong depression of sniffing associated with DBDA. The curves do suggest
an ircrease in sniffing as a function of time, with DBDA, but the rise is

not nearly so great as with the pre-exposure fresh air day. Thus, these
data cannot be used to support the idea of an adaptat.»n or habituation as

a function of exposure time. The same kind of data are presented in

Figure 23 for the 120-se-ond group. The conclusions permitted are the
same, In fact, the data for the first 30 seconds of this figure are reason-

ably comparable to those of the previous figure,

The running times of the animals are presented in Figure 24, Also
shown are the mean sniffing times per second per day. The figure shows
an immediate effect associated with presentation of DBDA in the air stream
just before the goal box. That is, both groups show a decreased running
time on the first contaminant air day; the response of the 30-second group
is marked which suggests that the 120-second group may have developed a
tolerance for the chemical. Since there was no evidence of adaptation,
such a tolerance would have to have some other basis. On the days follow-
ing, there is a trend suggesting an increasing recovery so that by the last
day recovery is complete for both groups. Removal of the DBDA from the
air stream on Day 8 appears to have produced a second slowing effect and

tendency to recover,

Figure 24 also shows the sniffing times obtained in the starting box.

It is clear that the chemical had a marked effect on both groups. There is
no indication of a recovery (habituation) of sniffing during the contaminant
pcriod; some recovery is shown on Day 7, but it did not continue on to the
next day. On this basis it would seem that over the course of this exper-
iment, the chemical retained its properties as an aversive odorant,that it
did serve as « deterrent, but that its effect as a deterrent, as shown by the

running time measures, was only temporary.
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To study the inter-relationships among the dependent measures, rank
order (rho) correlations were obtained separately for each group between
each pair of sniffing measures and also between time spent sniffing and
running time, This was done separately for Day 2 (day before DBDA expo-
sure), Days 3 and 7 (first and last DBDA days) and Day 8 (first post-expu-

sure fresh air day). The results are shown in Table 5.

As shown in Tabie 5, of 24 correlations among the three measures
of sniffing, all were positive and all but two were statistically significant
Those two were found for the 120-second group on the last DBDA day:;

both involved time spent sniffing, Plots of the results comparable to those

in Figures 22-24 but with number of sniffs and amplitude as the dependent
measures, did not suggest any conclusiors different from those presented.

This result, along with the correlations, agrees with the preliminary

findings of Experiment VII,

Of the eight correlations between time spent sniffing and running time,
only three were significant, Six, including two non-significant ones, were
negative, There is no consistency that seems useful about this, However,
three of the four correlations involving the 30-second group were significant
whereas none of the correlations within the 120-second group were signifi-
cant. This docs suggest that there may be some kind of factor operating
during the delay period which affects individual differences or which affects
the relationship between sniffing and running. An example of where such
a factor could operate was in the finding in this experiment of a much greater

running decrement for the 30-second group to DBDA.

Experiment IX

The purpose of this experiment was to replicate the previous
one and, in addition, to explore again the possible effect of lesioning of
the olfactory bulbs. The same animals as used in the previous

experiment were re-used for this one. They were maintained on the
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TABLE 5

RHO Correlations for Experiment VIII

AR riiﬂ

Time spent :
sniffing vs. Time spent Time spent Amplitude

running sniffing vs, sniffing vs. Vs,
Group time. amplitude number number

Day 1 Fresh Air

30 sec. -. 5598 . 8479x% . 8676 . 9702
120 sec -. 1018 . 6071k L7161 . 8391

b \d kit e iin i

Day 2 Contaminated Air

20 sec. . 6986* . 7680% . 6378 . 8239
120 sec. -. 1953 . 6160%** .8527= . 8106%

Day 6 Contaminated Air

30 sec. -, 4848 L4T724%% . 5259%% .9509:
120 sec. -. 1706 .2010 .3301 . 5716%%

e e R

Day 7 Fresh Air

30 sec. -. 1358 . 7383 . 5533%:x .8015x*
120 sec. .. 2064 . 6687 . 8500 .8067%
*p g .01
4 b p ( .05
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food deprivation schedule between experiments, but given no further

apparatus experience until the beginning of the present series.

Four groups of animals were formed of the previous two groups
by assigning nine animals of the 30-second group at random to an
experimental group and retaining five for controls; similarly 10 animals
of the 120-second group were assigned to an experimental group and
five retained for controls. In the experiment, the animals were run

with a 30-second or 120-second delay as before.

In the week before surgery each animal was run in the apparatus
for two fresh air days and then for two contaminant air days as a
means of retraining. Over the next several days monopolar electrodes
were used to lesion the bulbs as close to the incoming afferent (afferent
to the bulb) fibers as possible. Control animals received identical
treatment except that no electrodes were introduced. Ten days follow-
ing the last operation, the animals were re-introduced to the apparatus
for three successive days, fresh air, one trial per day with a 30- or
120-second delay as appropriate. Running time, but not sniffing, was
recorded on those three days. The fourth day was identical except
that sniffing was recorded. Days 5, 6, and 7 were contaminated air
days (DBDA) and Day 8 was a fresh air day. Sniffing and running were
recorded every day from Day 4 to Day 8.

Later histology revealed that the lesions made were very small.
Of the 19 lesioned animals, only 10 appeared to have reasonable
evidence of lesioning, Five of these were in each group. Thus, the
data available for analysis were from five control and five experimental
animals in the 30-second group and from five control and four experi-

mental animals in the 120-second group.
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Results

Analysis of the data in te rms of differences between delay
periods did not sugges: any important
relevant differences. The two control and the two experimental groups
were pooled, therefore, to increase the relia.biiity of the comparison
between lesioned and non-lesioned animals. The results are shown in

Figure 25 for both running times and time spent sniffing per second.

The differences between the two groups in sniffing is very small,
but of great interest since the experimental animals consistently sniffed
less on the fresh air days and sniffed more on the contaminant air days.
Looking at Days 4 and 8 as comparison days, it appears that the control
animals reduced the amount cf time spent sniffing over the contaminated
days; there is the suggestion of a possible small recovery over these
days. The Day 8 point for these animals helps make it clear that they
were really responding to the chemical on the previous three days,

The lesioned animals also showed a depressed sniffing time during the
three contaminant days compared to Days 4 and 8, but the effect was
much smaller. The fact that it was smaller accounts for the reversal
of amount of sniffing between the two groups. Nevertheless, that the
chemical was detected and treated as an aversive by both groups is
shown in the running times on Day 5. The control animals exhibited
both a greater reduction in sniffing and greater increase in running
time on this day. The lesioned animals, however, also increased
their running time. The difference in running time was maintained
after Day 5; both groups recovered partially from Day 5, but only the

lesioned animals suggest the possibility of an approaching complete

recovery.

The data of this experiment, of course, are confounded by the

previous experience of the animal with the chemical. The differences
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between groups are also tentative because of the minimal tissue damage
produced by the lesioning procedures. In spite of these problems,
however, when both sniffing and running are considered together, the
data suggest that the lesioned animals may have been less sensitive

to the chemical and, therefore, that it was less aversive, and that for

these reasons, it was less effective as a deterrent.

Experiment X

The purpose of this experiment was to explore thec possible
differences between wild rats and laboratory animals with regard to the
conditions of the last experiment. Of interest was the question of
possible differences not only between strains, but with regard to the
added effect of differences in previous living conditions. Are there
differences between gentled, laboratory-bred rats and ungentled rats

bred in the wild?

Six adult male, Norway rats, estimated to be between four
and six months old at the time of capture were placed on a 23-hour
food deprivation within a few days after admission to the laboratory.
The animals were captured in Scarboro, Maine. These animals were
never handled directly. Rather they were transferred from individual
living cages to plexiglass carrying cages designed to accomodate easy
transfer. They were then transferred to plexiglass inserts placed in
the starting box of the apparatus. A second insert in the goal box

permitted removal of the animal and transfer back to the carrying cage.

During the first three weeks after starting the deprivation schedule,
the animals were accustomed to the transfer procedures and allowed
to explored the apparatus. Following this they were *rained in the
apparatus for seven days, four trials per day using a .0l gm.

food reward. Three of the animals were delayed in the starting box
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for 30-seconds and three for 120-gseconds.. Fresh air was passed
through the starting box and the pre-goal air barrier at 500 cc/min.
From Déy 8 through the rest of the experiment only one trial per day

was given,

The pre-operational series is considered as beginning on Day 8.
This was a fresh air day followed by three contaminated air (DBDA)
days and then by a fresh air day. On the next day all animals were
lesioned. Eight days were permitted for recuperation. On the ninth
day following surgery (Day 13 in the experimental series) and for the
next two days, the animals were retrained, one trial per day with
fresh air. Following this (Day 16) they were given another fresh air
day, three contaminated air days and a final fresh air day (Day 20),
Sniffing was measured on all DBDA days and on the fresh air days just

preceding and following.

Results

One animal died during the recuperation period. Subsequent
histology indicated that all of the five remaining animals had small
lesions comparable to those of the previous experiment.
Plots of sniffing did not suggest any adaptation to the chemical within

the starting box. For these reasons, as with the previcus experiment,

the data of the two delay groups were pooled to provide a larger sample.

The results are shown in Figure 26 in terms of the median running

time and median sniffing time per second for the five animals.

As a result of an apparatus malfunction, the running times of

Day 6 were not recorded. The point shown is interpolated. Regardless,

the traininyg period can be seen to have resulted in a rapidly improving
learning curve so that Day 8 serves as a reasonable pre-contaminant
baseline. The effect of the chemical on Days 9, 10, and 11 was an
increased speed of running so that, at least on those three
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days, the chemical acted as to enhance running to the goal box. The
sniffing data for those three days do not really suggest that the
chemical was aversive. On the other hand, the sniffing observed on
Day 12 is a typizal recovery phenomenon characteristic of a first
post-exposure fresh air day and suggests that the previous days were

depressed.

The post-operative sniifing data are more characteri stic of
previous data and reasonably clear in showing differences between
fresh air and contaminated days., Thus, sniffing decreased with the
contaminant and tended to recover with fresh air. Of considerable
interest also is that the general level of sniffing was greater ihan
before, an observation which suggests a reduced sensitivity, i.e.,

a need for a larger air sample. In any case, these data are clear in
showing that the chemical acted as an aversive, but contrary to the
previous results with this chemical, it not only did not act as a
deterrent; running speed increased over the level represented by

Days 13-16,

These results need to be made clearer. In particular, an
important difference from Experiment VII is suggested by the data,
especially those obtained post-operatively. That is, unlike the
laboratory strain in which the chemical acted to slow down running
to food, in these animals it speeded it up if it did anything. The
hypothesis is very appealing that for these animals the response was to
the chemical in the starting box and to the apparatus in general, i.e.,
that they were motivated very importantly in the first place to learn to
go to the goal to escape from the apparatus and the chemical whereas
the other animals, at least at the end of training, had learned to go to
the goal box with food as the primary incentive. The issue is not clear

bothbecause of the exploratory nature of the experiment and because the level towhich
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the wild rats had been trained was less. It is possible that the effect
of the repellent might be different at one stage of practice than at

anuther. These questions deserve serious investigation.

Otherwise, this experiment does not suggest that the responses

of the wild rats to the chemical were different from those of the labora-

tory rats. No evidenhce of adaptation during the delay period was seen
in either; the sniffing level tended to increase after surgery as com-
pared to before, and regardless of whether running time decreased or
not, in both strains instances of aversion indicated by sniffing have

not been seen to accompany a deterrent effect of the chemical.

Experiment XI

The previous experiment was concerned largely with the effects
of an aversive odor on the behavior of wild rats, The present experi-
ment was intended to inspect the effect of a chemical repellent on food

consumption, the basic definition of a repellent as we have used it.

The animals used were the offspring of two female, Norway
rats captured along with those males used in the previous experiment,
Two of the males were used as studs. Fifteen male rats, 120-130
days old were used. These animals had received some handling after
weaning, but they were not handled at all for at least the last two
months prior to the experiment, Transfers were accomplished as

in the previous experiment,
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The animals were put on a 23-hour food deprivation regime for
one month prior to the experiment. During this time, as was the case
for all of the previously reported experiments, they were provided
Purina Chow pellets in their individual living cuges. Wate~ was

available ad libitum.

The experimental series was 24 days in duration. Each day the
animals vere allowed 30 minutes in individual feeding chambers in
which the air flow could be regulated. The food was identical except
that it was prepared from Purina meal and provided in the form of a
wet mash. Food preparations were made as reported previously.
When the food was to be contaminated,the chemical was dissolved in
methanol and the solution mixed with the food. This preparation was
then dried in a fume hood for 24 hours, Water was added prior to
serving. Weighings to . 01 gram were made on the dry food prior to
serving and on the re-dried remains 24 hours later. The compound
used was trinitrobenzene analine complex (TNBAC). The concentrationr
in the food was 250 ppm by weight. Uncontaminated food was pr -
pared the same way, including mixt_ure with méthanol, except that the
chemical was not added. Air contamination was provided by passing

air at 500 cc/min., 24°C over the pure chemical.

 The first 19 days involved neither contamim ted air nor contami-
nated food. On Day 20 the air to the feeding chambers was contami-
nated. On Day 21 the food was contaminated, but the air was not, On

Days 22 and 23 the air was contaminated, but the food was not,

Of the fifteen original animals, six were discarded during the
experimental series because of a refusal to eat the wet mash at all.
These animals did accept small 3supplemental feedings of their normal

food in their living cages. Without these feedings, they would have
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starved. The remaining nine animals had no supplemental feedings.
The mean food consumption per day of those nine animals is presented

in Figure 27,

At least in the laboratorv. when the feeding place of rats is
changed and/or the nature of the food is altered, it is usually observed
that there is a drop in food consumption. Whether the initial low level
of consumption shown in Figure 27 is due to one or the other or both
cannot be determined. It may be seen that from Day 1 on there was a
systematic increase in food consumption until around Day 12, Beyond
this, through Day 19, food consumption varied relatively little. The
horizontal line drawn between Day 12 and Day 19 represents an esti-
mated stable food consumgption drawn by eye for comparison purposes.
The mean deviation from this line of the eight days from Day 12 to
Day 19 was 0.02 gram, It is reasonable to assume, thefefore, that
individual variations over this period represent error and daily

variations for individual rats and that the line is useful as a baseline

for comparison purposes. Using it this way, food consumption on
Day 20 represents a decrease of 1,15 gram or 10,6 per cent. Whether
this decrease is statistically significant or not, it seems to have little

practical significance since as an effect it is very small and since the

effect, if it is real, did not appear or Days 22 and 23 which were identical
in treatment and which should probably have exhibited a greater de- ]

crease since they followed actual food contamination. On the other

hand, on Days 21 TNBAC in food reduced the food consumption

to approximately the level of the first day,

As reported earlier in Experiment I, TNBAC in food at 250 pcm
produces a marked reduction in food consumption in a laboratory
strain of rat. A gradual recovery follows, however, and, in fact, a

large degree of recovery occurs even to concentralinns in food of

1000 ppm (Exp. I). At the present level of comparisca, 250 ppm, the
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data do not suggest any different effect for the wild strain as far as
the acceptance of contaminated food is concerned. We assume, but

cannot be sure, that recovery would have been comparable.

Neither Experiments I or II involved air contamination so that
no comparison can be made in this regard. Further, since sniffing
was not measured in this experiment, we cannot say anything about the
aversiveness of the odor measured in this way., It is clear, though,
that if the odor were aversive, it had little or no effect as a repellent
to food consumption. In the previous experiment, using wild rats,
where we have reason to suppose that the odor was aversive, it did
not act as a deterrent to locomotion. It seems reasonable to conclude,
therefore, that although they may be aversive as odors, neither DBDA
nor TNBAC have an important influence on either the behavior or the
food consumption of hungry rats of this strain whether wild or born
in the laboratory, but not gentled. These chemicals appear to be
repellents only when taken into the mouth and then their effectiveness

as repellents is reduced with repeated experience.

Experiment XII

Up to this point our study of sniffing in regard to odors had
been concentrated on the use of that mechanism by the animal to eval-
uate odor sources in its environment. We were concerned with sniffing
as a means for identifying odors as attractants or aversives and
scaling them for intensity in each case. We were also cencerned
with habituation and adaptation to odors as might be revealed by changes
in sniffing reactions. This experiment was aimed at the question of
odar as a cue with which the animal could make a discriminative or

selective response,and the role of sniffing in so doing.
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The experiment was conducted in two parts each using the
ssme animals but in 2 different set of conditions and with different
basic questions in mind. Part I, conducted in a straight runway, was :

concerned with the relative effectiveness of an attractant (or at least

a non-aversive odor) in the starting box as a cue indicating the presence
of food in the goal box. This was compéred to the use of the omission

F of the odor as the cue. Once learned, the more effective the cue as a

b

signal, the faster the running of animal to the goal should be.

It was expected that the odor would provide a more effective

cue than would non-odor since it provided a positive signal. The second

iy

; part of the experiment employed a2 Y-maze in which the same odor
indicated the proper choice of goals for the previcus odor-cue animals
and the ncn-odor arm of the apparatus provided the cue for the non-

odor animals, The final treatment in this part of the experiment was

. a substitution of an aversive odor for the one that had been used,
E Subjects

The subjects were 18 male, hooded rats of the Long-Evans
strain, They were 120 days old at the start of the experiment. The

animals lived in individual cages on a2 23-hour food deprivation schedule
starting two weeks before the beginning of training. They were

gentled by handling for 10 minutes per day during this period. ]

AEEratus

The short runway used earlier was employed for the first part
of the experiment. A Y-maze of which the short runway was a modifiable

portion was used for the second part. See Appendix I for details. i

E The odor was presented in the runway only in the starting box,

In the Y-maze it was presented as an air barrier just before one or the
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other goal box, The goal not preceded by the odor had a fresh air

flow, The air flow to these three places was always 1000 cc/min. at
30°C. When uzed, the repellent was DBDA at that temperature.
Otherwise, the odor was obtained by passing the air flow over a
standard liquid diet (# 116 E, C., General Biochemicals, Chagrin Falls,
Ohio). In both cases the source was fiitered, compressed air passed

over five milliliters of the liquid.

In the straight runway sniffing was measured in the starting

box. In the Y-maze sniffing was measured in the starting box and in

the choice arm of the Y.

Part I

This portion of the experiment used the short straight runway,
Odorant air w2+ presented only in the starting box. Air flow was
1000 cc/minute at 30°C. The odor was obtained by passing the air over

five milliliters of a liquid diet (# 116 E.C., General Biochemicals,

Chagrin Falls, Ohio).

For two days just before training each animal was placed in
the starting box for 30 seconds with the door closed and sniffing was
recorded. The air flow system was not operated during this time.
The animals were then matched into two groups of approximately
equal mean based upon the average time spent sniffing during these
two days. The initial training which followed these two days consisted
of two trials per day for five days with five 45-milligram food pellets
as reinforcements in the goal box, The Odor Group always experienced
the liquid food odor in the starting box; the Air Group was always
presented with a clean air flow. Animals were delayed for 30 seconds

in the starting box before release to the runway,
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Following the five initial training days, the animals were run )

for 10 more days with five trials per day, The five daily trials were
divided into combinations of three and two trials of odor or air ’

according to whether or not the odor was presented. The sequence

el T

was arranged into a Gellerman (1933) series in such a way that there

were five odor and five non-odor trials over pairs of consecutive days.
The Odor Group was reinforced only on trials in which the odor was

present in the starting box; the Air Group was rewarded only on non-

S i

odor trials, The reinforcement schedule was 50 per cent, therefore.

Throughout, all trials were spaced approximately five minutes apart.

Sniffing was recorded from the starting box for two days for pre-
matching purposes as noted above. It was also recorded during the first

four trials of training during which the Odor Group was always presented odor

and the Air Group presented clean air. Finally, sniffing was recorded

on all five trials of Days 1, 6, and 10 in the experimental series, i.e.,

the days in which both odor and non-odor trials were presented to both groups. i

Rl S e M i
.

Results of Part I

The mean time spent sniffing per second on those days for

which sniffing was recorded during the experiment is shown in

i

Figure 28vA. A general observation that can be made from the figure
is that the Air Group sniffed slightly more at all but two points,
Since this group also sniffed more on the last three pre-experimental
days, no significance can be attached to the observation except that

the initial matching criterion may not have been extensive enough.

Inspection of Figure 28 shows that the sniffing response

of both groups fluctuated over the experiment somewhat,
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Figure 28. Sniffing Time in the Starting Box at the Straight Runway.
Experiment XII, Part I.
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though no’ greatly, and without any particular differential sensitivity

to the presence of the odor or to iis absence.

Figure 29 presents the running data in trrms of the reciprocal
of running time (i.e., speed). The data are means of five trials across
pairs of days, It is clear that both groups increased their running
spceds systematically over the course of the experiment and that the
performance of the Odor Group increased more rapidly. The curves

are typical learning curves for the reciprocal transformation.

The data of Figure 29 prcvides no evidence of a differential
effect due to the presence or absence of the odor as a2 cue. The Odor
Group, in fact, performed slightly better during the initial practice
period and simply maintained this superiority later. Neither group
exhibited an advantage on cued trials as opposed to non-cued trials
whereas had the odor been an effective cue, its presence should have
been associated with better performance for the Odor Group when

present and for the Air Group when absent.

Taking both figures together,the results of Part I suggest that
the odor did not provide cueing value within the length of time given to
learn., Further, the sniffing data provide no evidence to indicate that
the liquid food odor served as an attractant since sniffing to it did not
increase. In fact, sniffing decreased at first and then tended to re-
cover. Thus, if anything,the odor must be regarded as a mild aversive
or as a novel stimulus. Since the reduction in sniffing found was small
and recovered relatively quickly, it would appcar to be classified best

as a novel stimulus.
Part 11

The purpose of this part of the experiment was to explore the

role of an odorant as a cue for discrimination. The two groups of
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animals employed above were used immediately and without change to
form two groups for use in the Y-maze. The presence of the liquid food
odor in the right arm of the maze indicated for the Odor Group that it
would be rewarded for choosing the goal in that arm. On the same
trial, the correct goal for the Air Group was on the other side. The

reinforcement for a correct choice was five 45-milligram pellets.

In tkis part of the experiment, as before, the animals were de-
layed for 30 seconds in the starting box, but without any air flow to that
box. The only air flow was the air barrvier presented just before each
goal box. This flow was combarable in quality to that used in Part I

except when DBDA was used. Since the air temperature was 30°C.

- the concentration was the same as used previously,

A non-corrective procedure was used throughout. That is, once
the animal had entered the goal box, whether the right one or not, the
goal box door was closed; the animal was retained in the box for about
2-3 seconds, and then removed. The Initial Training consisted of
five trials per day for 11 days with a Gellerman series of left-correct
and right-correct over pairs of days. (The results of one of these days
were lost in the laboratory accident mentioned earlier.) Following this
the animals were given a Final Training of 10 trials per day for 11 days
with the sequence balanced over a similar quasi-random arrangemecnt
for pairs of days. In the starting box, sniffing was recorded on the first
three trials of days 1, 2, 9, 14, 18, 19, and 22. In the running area
of the Y-maze, sniffing was recorded on the tirst five trials of days
3, 5, 7, 11, 16, and 20, In all cases precautions were taken to clean

the equipment and to space trials 15-20 minutes between trials for a

single animal so as to minimize artifactual odors and olfactory adaptation.

Food odor vs. non-odor was used throughout except that on the last four

days, DBDA (30°C. ) was substituted as the odor,

Although discriminative learning experiments with the rat
usually require a great many trials to establish even a low level of

learning, using choices as a dependent measure, it was felt early in

the initial training that the animals were not responding to the odor at all.
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This feeling was supported, cf course, by the results of the previous
experiment. Therefore, to enhance the possibiiity that the animals
would attempt to use the odor as a discriminative cue, the doors of
the goal boxes were kept closed during the running period. Thus, the
animals were forced to remain in front of the door of their choice for
two seconds prior to opening of the goai box door. In so doing, their
heads were directly into the air stream. This did not affect the

running time measures since the photoelectric pickup had already been

triggered by that time.

Results of Part II

Figure 30 presents the performance data in terms of the per-
centage of correct choices and the speed of running (i.e., reciprocal
of running time). Each value is the mea1n of 10 trials. As may be

seen the development of correct choices was slow and reached a maxi-

mum mean value of about 70 per cent. There appears to be no difference

between the two groups in this regard. On the other hand, although
the speed of running did not show a steady increase over the course of
the experiment, the Air Group developed a small but consistently
greater speed during the final training period. It is not possible to

conclude one way or the other about the effect of the aversive odor,

Figure 31 illustrates the sniffing results., In the starting box
the Air Group spent more time sniffing. The reverse was true in the
Y-maze itself where the Odor Group spent more time sniffing. No

evidence of a repellent effect is indicated.

In order to evaluate the effe:t of odor cueing on learning, the
animals were classified into two groups according to whether or not
they were making at least 70 per cent correct choices over the last

four days with no single day below that level. On this basis eight
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Figure 30, Correctness of Choice and Running Speed in the Y-Maze,
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Experiment XII, PartII
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animals were found to have learned and 10 to have failed to learn.
Since Figures 30 and 31 did not indicate a2 main effect due to the

presence or absence of the odor, the animals were pooled across

these categories to form a Learners and Non-learners groun. The

running speeds and chuices of these two groups are shown in Figure 32.

These results appear to be very clear. The Non-learners per-
formed at chance levels (50 per‘cent) until Day 5 of the Final Training.
From this point on their performance improved slightly, though errat-
ically, so that by the end of the experiment they were performing at
an average of 64 per cent correct. On the other hund, the Learners
were almost at that level by Day 2 of Final Training and improved
more or less consistently so that by Day 8 of the Final Training they
were performing at a mean of 90 per cent correct. Use of DBDA as
the odor appears to ha;re decreased performance in both groups al-
though the Learners did not show this effect until the second day of it.
Both groups appear to have been in some stage of recovery by the

end of the experiment.

The running speeds in the figure show that the Learners ran
more slowly throughout the experiment except for the first six day=
where their performance is essentially the same as that of the other
group. Both groups also show a decrease in speed with the introduction
of DBDA. This conclusion is weakened by the drop in the curves on
the day before that, However, the maintenance of the reduction and
the change in the behavior of the curves, from more or less cyclic to

non-cyclic suggest strongly that something was actually affecting running.

Considering the figure as a whole, it seems clear that Learners
did in fact use the odor discriminatively, but ran more ¢*-vly. The
effect of the aversive odor as a substitute was to interfere with both

choosing of the correct goal and running speed. The effect on the
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running speeds of the Non-learners was greater, presumably because
they were running fast enough to show a large decrease. Similarly,
the effect of DBDA on the percentage of choice was greater for the

Learners.

The sniffing data are reported in Figure 33, These results
also appear {o be reasonably clear, The Learners sniffed consistently
less in the starting box and, in general, consistently more in the
choice section of tie apparatus. The repellent did not
reduce the sniffing of Learners in the Y-maze, It appears, then, that
Learners were animals that investigated differential odor signals more
" carefully, and in so doing sacrifized running speed. Learners also

habituated to a constant olfactory condition to a greater degree.

In order to evaluate the suggested interrelationships among
sniffing and performance measures in this experiment, rank order
correlations based upon all 18 rats were obtained as shown in Table 6, .
Although the correlations cannot be called high, the relationshipr
suggested by those which are statistically significant are strongly

supportive. They may be summarized as follows:

1. The greater the time spent sniffing in the choice section,

the greater the percentage of correct choices.

2. The greater the speed of running in the Y-maze, the less

the percentage of correct choices.

3. The greater the amount of time spent sniffing in the choice

section, the slower the speed of running.

4, The greater the time spent sniffing in the starting box of

the straight runway, the slower the speed of running,
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TABLE 6

Rank Order Correlation, Experirent XII

Y -Maze r p
Choice vs. sniffing in choice section .47 <, 025
Choice vs. sniffing in starting box .03 <. 05
Choice ve. speed -. 42 <. 05
Speed vs. suiffing in choice section -. 75 <. 005
Speed vs. sniffing in starting box .0l .05
Sniffing in starting box vs. sniffing in

choice section .17 .05
Straight Runwe.y
Speed vs. sniffing -. 51 (. 025
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Integration of Findings and Conclusions

The primary purpose of this investigation was to study the
mode of action of rat repellents and attractants. The practical justifi-
cation for such an investigation lies in the universality and the serious-
ness of problems of rat control and in the need for information on

which to develop improved repellents. A related purpose of the study

" was to acquire information which might assist in the development of

methods for evaluating the effectiveness of repellents. A fundamental
issue to the whole study was the relative importance of taste vs. odor
(i.e., ingestion vs. inspiration) in repellency. The entire approach

to conventional chemical repellents depends upon this question.

In this section of the paper we shall -attempt to integrate our
diverse results via a set of questions and conclusions. Each will be
accompanied by some discussion intended to show its basis in our
thinking and, in some way, to evaluate our confidence in it. It is
recognized in doing this that all empirical conclusions are probabilistic

in nature, in science nothing is ever proven and from our point of

view the work described is only a beginning.

1. Do wild rats differ from laboratory strains in their response

to repellents? - This question must be considered before any other in
order to evaluate the degree to which the results obtained from labor-
atory strains can be generzlized to wild rats., It is an old question
steeped with folk lore and personal bias. Neither the present investi-
gation, nor so far as we know, any other study, has data which are

directly relevant. To obtain directly relevant data, it would be
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necessary to compare the behavior of a generation of a laboratory
strain born wild with wild rats under conditions of no interference.
To our knowledge no one has done anything which approximates this,

To say that the wild rat in the laboratory is not like the laboratory

——

rat in the laboratory is not the same thing as saying that the laboratory

strain in the wild is not like the wild rat strain in the wild, [

Our experiences with wild rats in the laboratory include both
casual naturalistic observation and attempts to put one kind of wild
rat through objectively mea-sura.ble experiences with which it can be
compared to laboratory rats. Our experience is not extensive in
either case and we would want to extend our research considerably
in order to increase our confidence in our feelings about this. Never-

theless, within the scope of what we have done, our experience

suggests that the captured wild rat is impossible to handle, but that

it breeds and eats like the others. We found that the first generation

born in the laboratory was easy to handle when small, When adults

they were difficult to handle, but they had not been handled for a long
time between and this difficulty is also the case with long inbred
laboratory strains, At present we have a second generation born in
the laboratory, now about six months 0ld, and they are very gentle.
As far as this kind of observation is concerned, it would seem that
the distinction between wild and tame is more meaningful than that

between strains.

We have conducted two different experiments with wild rats,
one with captured rats and one with a next generation. When the
results are compared with other experiments using other kinds of rats,
we find no basis for concluding that there is a difference in response
to repellents whether ingested or inspired. Only one finding can be
viewed as a possible difference and that was in the observation that

captured rats tended in one comparison to increase the speed with which
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t- 2y ran through a contaminated barrier to a goal,whereas Long-Evans
rats tended to decrease their speed. We shall discuss a related prc-
blem in some detail later, At this point, it should be noted that this
difference in response couvld also easily represent the difference

between animals in tameness.

Although we do not have extensive sets of data to present,
with regard to what we have done, and in terms of any scientific hy-
pothesis, we cannot conclude that there is any native difference be-
tween the wild rat strain that we have used and a variety of laboratory
strains in their response to atmospheric or consumed aversives. We
" are willing tc hypothesize that the trapped wild rat is less easy to
habituate either to handling or to apparatus. We have no reason,
however, to suppose that it would never habituate. Certainly as far
as taste and odor reactions are concerned,we know of no reason to
restrict generalizations from the laboratory rat, Perhaps the general-
ization would be more comfortable if the laboratory rat were not gentled
and not handled as we did with the wild rats, Note that nothing we
have said questions the claim that some laboratory strains may be
gentler, i.e., more easy to gentle, than others. We are saying only
that the wild rat may be more difficult to gentle, but that it can
probably be done and, once done, the differences of interest here

would p- obably disappear.

2. What is a chemical repellent? - A chemical may be defined

as a rat repellent if, when mixed with a normal diet, served in
customary form, and in the usual eating place, it produces a reduction
in normal food consumption. Our results, like many others, indicate
that food consumption will be reduced if: (a) the place in which food

is offered is novel, (b) the manner in which it is served is novel,

(c) the time at which it is offered is novel, and (d) the animal has other

food available. If these conditions are prasent, no reduction
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in food consumption can be attributed to the presence of a chemical

in or on the food. Their absence is a requirement of testing.

The degree of iepellency of a chemical depends upon the

length of time of food deprivation of the animal (within limits, of course).

Animals on a novel food deprivation will not normally consume as
much food as animals which have been conditioned to a food regime

of the same length, How repellent a chemical in food can be said to
be depends upon how well-established the hunger cycle is. In our
opinion, consistent with essentially universal practice in behavioral
studies, the most effective and convenient schedule is 2 23-hour food
deprivation or something close to it depending upon the time allowed
for testing. A variety of data available in the older literature indicate
that normal food consumption decreases at some longer deprivation
period, but increases to about that one. On this basis we recommend

a 23-hour cycle for general testing since it provides not only a con-

stant level of hunger, but also a high level of normal food consumption.

To demonstrate a loss in food comsumption fer only mildly hungry rats

even by comparison with a contrel group is not a very powerful test.

3. When is a chemical repellent a deterrent? - In a sense this

was just answered; yet, it bears repetition in this context. Given that
it has been demonstrated that a chemical in food, under appropriate
testing conditions, produces a large reduction in food consumptign,

or a larger one than some other, it will be an effective deterrent to
the degree that the conditions required for testing are met. Thus,
under field conditions, it will operate as a deterrent to the degree

that the animal is not hungry, other food is available, it is novel,

etc. The more that the field conditions differ from the required testing

conditions, the less effective the repellent will be as a deterrent.
Thus, its maximal value as a deterrent depends upon more than its

value as a repellent.
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4, How long will « chemical remain repellent? - Aside from

loss of the chemical as a physical event, the repellency of a chemical
at a constant concentration decreases with increased exposure to it.
What we mean by this is that the animal develops some kind of tolerance
or willingness to accept a given level of repellency. Our early studies
of prolonged food consumption indicated vast pathological changes in
those animals which survived and increased their consumption of
contaminated food. The slow nature of the increase suggests either

a loss of pain sensitivity or an increased pain tolerance, or possibly
both. Regardless, conclusions about the repellency of a chemical
should be based upon repeated testing under the standard test con-

ditions, We would suggest that standard testing should be based upon:

a. a 23-hour hunger cycle established for not less than 21

days, This is based upon a well-established literature;
b, feeding conditions as described above;

c. repeated daily testing for not less th:n 10 days. Lethal

doses are not assumed.

5. To what degree do ingestion (taste) and inspiration (odor)

determine repellency and attraction? - Excluding the possibility of

sex-related odors, our research leads us to conclude that odors which
attack the eyes and pain fibers in the mucosa can be called aversive
in that the animal shows an important reduction in sniffing in their

presence. Continued exposure does not seem to produce 2 sensory

adaptation in the sense that sniffing is resumed or recovers. Nor do
repeated exposures produce an habituation, i.e., a loss of the initial
sniffing reduction when exposed. Of the various chemicals that we
have used) DBDA is very effective in this manner. Other chemicals

that we have used appear to allow exposure-to-exposure habituation,
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even though (within the limits of our testing) little recovery occurred

during continuous exposure.

It is very important to note that any stimulus may be aversive
when novel. Many chemicals used as repellents are probably not
much more effective ac aversives than neutral, but novel stimuli
(e.g., lights, sounds). This is a question too that needs experimental
study. In any case, across all of our experimental work, it appears
that no chemical that we used when presented in air alone was a
deterrent to either locomotion or food consumption except on a very
short temporary basis even though it could be shown to be highly

aversive as an odorant,

Considering the problem of attractant odors such as food odors,
we have used the odor of the animal's usual diet and the odor of a novel
liquid diet. In this regard, first, a comparison of Experiment XII
with Experiment V is very important, In Experiment V the odor of
the liquid diet was found to be highly attractive; in Experiment XII the
odor was either neutral or slightly aversive. The difference between
the two experiments is that the animals in Experiment V were provided
with a daily srpplemental diet of the liquid food before the experiment,
and thus, had the opportunity for a taste and odor association. In
Experiment XII the animals never had the food available for consump-
tion. Their only experience with it was with its odor. A related finding
concerns the findings of Experiment XII which indicate that use of the
liquid food odor (highly attractive in Experiment V, as noted) did not
lead to any different rate of learning than did the absence of odor as
a cue. This was true both for simple, straight locomotion to a close
goal and for a left-right discrimination. Furthermore, substitution
of an aversive had a sligl: disrupting effect on performance, but not.

of a sort to indicate that the animals were really confused, repelled,
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or misled by it, It would seem that the animals learned the concept

of odor or of non-odor as a signal and may have benefited when the odorwusa

positive cue, but the nature of the odor was not important for this.

Experiment VI is also relevant to this context. The result of
interest is the finding that animals which were repeatedly exposed
to a chemical (TBC) in air while eating can lose their normal reaction
to the chemical when placed in food. That is, when the chemical was
mixed into food at a high concentration, the fcod consumption was
affected much less for those animals which had experienced the

greater number of exposures to it in air while eating uncontaminated food.

Considering the results as a whole, it seems reasonable to

conclude that:

1. A non-sex odor does not serve as an attractant unless it

has first been associated with a desirable taste.

2. An odor may be aversive if it has been associated with an
aversive taste or if it produces pain. If it is aversive for the latter
reason only, it is unlikely to be a deterrent for a hungry rat, In

fact, it can acquire the properties oi a safe-to-eat signal,

On this basis we conclude that the odor of a chemical makes

little or no contribution to the repellency of a chemical or to its value

as a deterrent except when it has a signalling value from association

with a painful taste or when it has value as a novel stimulus, In terms

of the development of chemical repellents of the sort generally in use,
we recommend that emphasis be placed on the gustatory, ingestional,
or taste properties of the compound. An exception could be for situations
where it may be possible to provide the animal with both the taste and

odor at some distance before he reaches the area to be protected. If
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the animal can be conditioned in this way to use the odor as a warning
signal, there may be value in developing the cdorant attack. Finally,
in this regard, the odor does temporarily slow the animal down in

that it serves as a novel stimulus. But this effect is only temporary.

We shall speculate below about possibilities for maintaining the effect.

Finally, we conclude that the methods developed in this investi-
gation all can serve as the basis 1 r the development of refined, testing
techniques. Other questions in th! contextwhich appear to be very
important concern the distinction thit we have made between aversive-
ness, repellency, and d:terrency. The present results suggest very
strongly that these properties be related now to the probler: of taste
or ingestion independent of odor. In addition, however, they should
be studied in regard to odor alone to determine what it is necessary

to do to mak= an aversive odor a detéerent,

Speculations on Control of the Rat

There is sometimes a gain to be had by questioning what appears
to be a well-established premise. This may be done by making another
premise and comparing the two in terms of available information.

If the result of doing this leads to an ambiguity or even to the possi-

bility that the original premise must be supplemented by a new premise,

the effort will have becn worthwhile. In this section we wish to challenge

the well-accepted premise that the exploring rat is primarily in search

of food. As will be seen, we shall not reject that premise, but we shall

suggest that it is applicable only to limited circumstances. If our specu-

lations have any merit and if they were supported experimenatally,

2t altered approach to the problem of repellency would be suggested.

Consider the behavior of a foraging rat. It is commonly assumed

that it searches for food using olfactory signals as a guide to direction
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or location. Once food has heen found and consumed, it is assumed
that the animal learns to return to that sodrce on the basis of visual,
tactual, auditory, and olfactory stimuli which are associated with
the path to the food, There is no question that the actual behavior of
the rat appears to be consistent with these assumptions. Rats find
food and they learn to return along a single path to the source if the

place of the source remains constant.

Methods for keeping the rat away from food are based on the
assumption that the rat will seek and will find the food. Chemical or
other barriers are used in the hope that the animal will not penetrate
to the food. This has been a forlorn hope since even the most effective
barriers lose their ability to deter very quickly. Such a consistent
failure alone is sufficient to make worth while any questioning of the

basic concepts underlying the concept of chemical or other repellents.

A rat in the real world in the procees of 1~arning the path to
a desired placc must learn to make discriminating responses to a
large number of stimuli. The path from nest to food may be very
complex and require a variety. of associations of the sort, e.g., turn
left at A, then right at B, go to C, climb over D, etc. Some of the
stimuli may be visual, some tactual, some may be odors. A generally
accepted theory postulates that the associations formed are established
on the basis of an ultimate food reward; those nearer in time to the
actual reward are develcped more quickly, We are not challenging
this basic general principle; rather we shall question whether in the

world of the rat it operates in terms of food or some other reward,

In the first place, the assumption that rats learn to use food
location cues effectively is ..ot consistent with a long history of
psychological research on the topic of discrimination learning. Ex-

periments of this sort are of two general kinds, In the first kind the
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animal is provided with a poeitive and negative stimulus (visual,
auditory, olfactory). A common procedure is to use a bright light as
one stimulus and a weak light as the other. The response is often
simply turning in the direction of,or going to,the positive stimulus.
Ina Y- or T-maze this often means going to the right if the (say) bright
light is on the right, and going to the left if the bright light is to the
left. The correct résponse leads to a food reward; the incorrect re-
sponse does not. The second class of discrimination experiment is
similar except that instead of receiving food as a reward, the animal .
avoids punishment, usvally an electric shock i{ it makes the correct
run. Both situations are characterized by one simvle sensory dis-
crimination and the requirement for correctly associating one simnole
response, such as turning, to it. A careful look at the multitude of
such zxperiments performed since at least 1900, and still being done,
will show that to learn t.is simple discrimination, the rat requires
hundreds of rewarded trials and that, after all of those trials, 8 out
of ten, or 80 per cent, correct choices is considered a very high level
of performance. Surely, a rat in the real world would not survive if

it could do no better than that!

Another ccmmonly used apparatus places the rat on a grid in
front of a low hurdle. A light or tone is presented 5-10 sec. before
the onset of current to the grid. No discrimination is required. The
rat is expected to use the light or tone as a simpl2 signal to avoid
the shock by jumping over the hurdle. The expectation is reasonable
in one sense, but in fact few, if any, experimenters using this appara-
tus achieve 80 per cent avoidance reactions after hundreds of trials.
Theories have been proposed to account for this; some researchers
have run animals as many as 50-100 trials per day for months with
no greater success than described. It is true for this situation as
well as for the discrimination-learning one that some small percen-

tage of animals will improve at a greater rate and to a higher
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performance level. But the majority of the animals do not. Further-
more, in the discrimination lc¢ ‘rning situation there is also 2 small
percentage of animals that never discriminate better than chance; in

the hurdle -jumping apparatus some animals never make a single

avoidance response.

Consider the hurdle -jumping apparatus further. Most rats
can learn to escape the shock by jumping the hurdle. Initially, the
animal jumps up and down on the grid, tries to climb the walls and
sonner or later jumos the fence. With successive trials of this sort
all non-hurdle jumping responses drop out so that within 5-10 trials
the animal is over the hurdle in less than 1-2 seconds. With continued
experience, the animal takes a position on th: grid which is ootimal
for jumping so that by, perhaps, 25 trials it is over the fence con-
sistently in less than .2-,3 sec. from the onset of the shock. Yet,
the same animal appears to have extreme difficulty in learning to
avoid the shock. A successful escape response, of course, minimizes

the shock xposure. And this fact is very important to us.

One more observation about the avoidance-learning nroblem
is important, Even though the animal may show poor avoidance be-
havior, it does not follow that it has not made an association with the
signal. In fact, both gross observation and ohysiological measures
indicate that when the signal to avoid is presented, the animal prepares
to jump. It crouches, tenses, shows changes in respiration and

heart rate, etc., but nevertheless, it does not jump until the shock

appears. The speed of this escape response is slightly faster than

the escape response developed without a warning signal.

Two more common behavioral apparatuses should be described.
One is the Skinner box or lever-pressing apoaratus. It can be arranged

so that bar-pressing delivers food, shock avoidance, or shock escape.
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Again shock escape is an easy behavior to train. Shock avoidance

is extremely difficult. Animals may learn to hover over the bar, but
instead of pressing it when the signal arrives, they wait for the
shock. A few animals learn relatively quickly, but most require
hundreds of trials, as above, to a relatively low-level performance

criterion.

Training to a food reinforcemert in the Skinner box is a very
tricky issue. There are two general approaches. In the older approach,
still preferred by some psychologists, the animal is left to its own
resources until it stumbles on the use of the lever. This kind of
training is extremely slow and patience-trying for the experimenter.
Today most psychologists ''shape'' the animal, i.e., on an individual
animal basis, they train out or habituate the rat to the novel features
of the apparatus and they guide it to the lever. For exampbole, the
experimenter waits until the animal is close to the food cuo and then
releases a pellet of food. The animal rarely accepts this food (even
though very hungry). The sound of the food dropping into the cunp is
a startle stimulus, but with repeated experiences, the animal loses
its fear of this sound and of the box and accepts the food. Then the
experimenter releases a food pellet when the animal approaches the
lever. By this means he shapes the animal, i.e., rewards it for
coming closer and closer to the lever and finally for pressing it. This
ie a much quicker procedure overall than the other non-shaping method.
It is not used by some psychologists because the shaping process
depends upon the skill of the experimenter and, therefore, cannot be
standardized from experiment to experiment or from rat to rat.
Furthermore, there is no way to define a learning trial until the ex-
perimenter stops shaping so that the course of learning can be des-
cribed from the beginning of the animal's experience with the apparatus,

As a way to get a level of performance for evaluating the effects of
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drugs, etc., this objection is probably miner. Tt could be an important
question if interest is in the learning process which leads to that
performance. In any case, in this apparatus, training with a food re-

ward is not easy and learning in regard to it does not begin until the

rat has lost its fear of the apparatus.

The straight runway is also frequently used as a behavioral
apparatus. It consists of a ctarting box, a straight runway, and a
goal box. Both boxes have doors so that the rat is detained before
starting until a door is opened and detained after entering the goal
box until it has eaten the food there. Again we find a very slow learning
process, Early in training the animal may take many minutes (some-
times hours) to leave the starting box. It then explores the runway
in great detail. It shows great hesitation in entering the goal box and,
once in, may not accept the food at all. In time with many, many
trials most animals will start and run very quickly, and eat quickly,

but the asymptote of speed in the runway may take hundreds of trials

to reach.

Finally, we must make the comment that before animals are
used in these experiments, they are handled, gentled and every pre-
caution taken to minimize general apprehension. In spite of this, it
is apparent that no matter how hungry, even for these rats, the situation
is one in which escape responses are more important and more
readily made than food-seeking responses,and that the latter do not
come into the picture until fear of the situation has gone. It is quite
possible that the real food-locating learning is very rapid following
a slow loss of fear and escape-seeking behavior. This, we believe,
is the primary difference between the wild and the laboratory rat.

The former is less tame; i.e., more afraid of the laboratory environ-
ment. We shall return later to the question of what constitutes a

threat to the animal. For the moment, returning to the problem of
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the wild rat in a real environment, we question the assumption that

a "foraging'' rat is exhibiting food -seeking behavior and propose
instead that it is exhibiting escape behavior. Positive cue use
asscciated with food rewards will be very slow until the animal no
longer reacts to the environment as threatening. On this basis, then,
we hypothesize that rather than being attracted to food by olfacto~y

or other cues, the fat ends up at a food location only when it is guided
there by an escape route,the end of which is a safe area which happens

to contain food. What is learned with successive experience is the

escape route.

Still another supporting consideration comes from a comparison
of laboratory learning tasks and the real world of the wild rat. In
the former the animal is put into an environment from which it cannot
escape (unless escape behavior is being studied). After some time,
the environment loses its threat value and the animal may explore for
food. But the<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>