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Abstract
Rationale  Risk factors for drug addiction include genetics, environment, and behavioral traits such as impulsivity and nov-
elty preference (NP), which have been related to deficits in striatal dopamine (DA) D2/3-receptors (D2/3R) and heightened 
amphetamine (AMPH)-induced DA release. However, the influence of the early rearing environment on these behavioral 
and neurochemical variables is not clear.
Objectives  We investigated the influence of early rearing environment on striatal D2/3R availabilities and AMPH-induced 
DA release in relation to impulsivity, NP, and propensity to drug self-administration (SA) in “addiction-prone” Roman high- 
(RHA) and “addiction-resistant” Roman low-avoidance (RLA) rats.
Methods  Animals were reared post-weaning in either environmental enrichment (EE) or impoverishment (EI) and were 
assessed at adulthood for impulsivity, NP, and propensity to cocaine SA. EE and EI rats were also scanned using single-photon 
emission computed tomography to concurrently measure in vivo striatal D2/3R availability and AMPH-induced DA release.
Results  EE vs. EI was associated with heightened impulsivity and a lack of NP in both rat lines. Higher dorsal striatal D2/3R 
densities were found in RHA EE and higher AMPH-induced DA release in RLA EE. Both impulsivity and NP were negatively 
correlated to dorsal striatal D2/3R availabilities and positively correlated with AMPH-induced DA release in EI but not in 
EE. EE vs. EI was related to a faster rate of cocaine intake and elevated active timeout responses in RHAs.
Conclusion  Our results suggest non-monotonic, environment-dependent, relationships between impulsivity, NP, and 
D2/3R-mediated signaling, and suggest that EI vs. EE may decrease the reinforcing effects of psychostimulants in predis-
posed individuals.

Keywords  Environmental enrichment · Environmental impoverishment · Dopamine release · D2/3 receptors · Impulsivity · 
Novelty preference · Cocaine

Introduction

Drug addiction is a complex neuropsychiatric disorder 
characterized by high motivation for the drug, inability 
to refrain from drug-seeking, and compulsive drug-taking 
despite negative consequences (American Psychiatric Asso-
ciation 2013). Vulnerability to drug addiction results from 
the interaction of highly entangled factors, including genet-
ics and environmental factors (Everitt and Robbins 2016; 
Kreek et al. 2005). A genetic predisposition to addiction 
is supported by a number of familial, adoption, and twin 
studies (review in Duaux et al. 2000). This genetic predis-
position also manifests as certain personality traits such 
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as impulsivity and sensation/novelty-seeking, which are 
both partly heritable (Sanchez-Roige et al. 2019; Wingo 
et al. 2016) and have both been identified as risk factors for 
addiction in rats and humans (Belin et al. 2016; Dalley et al. 
2011; Ersche et al. 2010). More specifically, impulsivity and 
novelty preference in rodents have been associated with an 
increased susceptibility to develop compulsive drug self-
administration (SA; Belin et al. 2011, 2008), while the for-
mer has also been related to the maintenance and escalation 
of drug SA (Anker et al. 2009; Dalley et al. 2007; Diergaarde 
et al. 2008) and increased propensity for relapse (Econo-
midou et al. 2009). Moreover, studies in rodents support 
an association between impulsivity and novelty preference 
(Belles et al. 2020; Loos et al. 2009; Molander et al. 2011), 
suggesting that these two behavioral traits may be interre-
lated and could interact to increase individual susceptibility 
to develop addiction-related behaviors (Belin and Deroche-
Gamonet 2012). The mechanistic link between impulsiv-
ity, novelty preference, and vulnerability to drug abuse may 
relate, at least in part, to abnormalities in striatal dopamine 
(DA) signaling such as a deficit in striatal D2/3 receptors 
(D2/3R; Dalley et al. 2007) and/or an exaggerated psycho-
stimulant-induced DA release in striatum (review in Poul-
ton and Hester 2020; Wingo et al. 2016). Besides genetic 
background, other factors, such as environmental factors, 
also play an important role in the etiology of substance use 
disorders. Consistent with this, exposure to positive environ-
mental conditions during early life, such as good family and 
peer connectedness, higher socioeconomic status, and high 
level of education, may have protective effects and reduce 
the risk of addiction in humans (Kodjo and Klein 2002). In 
contrast, negative conditions such as a lack of social support 
during adolescence, parental neglect, or social exclusion can 
increase the risk of developing substance abuse later in life 
(De Bellis 2002). Environmental variables can also influence 
striatal DA function. For example, striatal D2/3R availability, 
which is inversely related to impulsivity (Belles et al. 2020; 
Dalley et al. 2007) and vulnerability to drug abuse (Dalley 
et al. 2007), can be altered by the social hierarchy in pri-
mates (Morgan et al. 2002) and is associated with social sta-
tus and perceived social support in humans (Martinez et al. 
2010). Available observations thus suggest that, in addition 
to genetic factors, potentially shared environmental variables 
may substantially influence drug abuse liability, impulsivity, 
and D2/3R-mediated DA signaling. The neurochemical mech-
anisms underlying the effects of environmental variables on 
vulnerability to drug abuse are however still unclear. Preclin-
ical studies investigating the influence of the environment 
on the propensity to develop drug abuse frequently use the 
experimental paradigm of environmental enrichment (EE) 
in comparison with environmental impoverishment (EI). 
EE consists of exposing animals to physical, sensorial, and 
social stimulation, with physical exercise, social interaction, 

and exposure to complex and continuously changing stimuli 
greater than in EI, in which animals live alone without novel 
stimuli (Crofton et al. 2015). While EE has been shown to 
decrease the propensity to drug SA (Alvers et al. 2012; 
Bardo et al. 2001; Gipson et al. 2011), drug-seeking, and 
relapse (Chauvet et al. 2009; Thiel et al. 2009), it has also 
been shown to promote the development of compulsive 
drug-taking (Fouyssac et al. 2020). Evidence also indicates 
that EE affects impulsivity and novelty preference, although 
the direction of change is unclear, with studies showing that 
EE, relative to EI, can increase or decrease impulsivity (Dal-
ley et al. 2002; Kirkpatrick et al. 2013; Perry et al. 2008; 
Zeeb et al. 2013) and novelty preference (Fernandez-Teruel 
et al. 2002; Rodriguez-Ortega et al. 2018; Vazquez-Sanro-
man et al. 2021; Zambrana et al. 2007). There are also stud-
ies suggesting that rearing conditions can affect D2/3R levels 
in the striatum, but the direction of changes, if any (Gill 
et al. 2013), is here again still unclear, with studies showing 
that socially enriched animals display either higher (Hall 
et al. 1998; Rilke et al. 1995) or lower (Djouma et al. 2006; 
King et al. 2009) levels of striatal D2R compared to socially 
isolated rats. It thus appears that environment variables can 
influence behavioral traits closely related to the propensity to 
drug abuse. More research is however needed to determine 
whether environment-related changes in striatal D2/3R avail-
ability and/or evoked DA release represent, at least in part, 
the molecular mechanism underlying an interaction between 
environment and predisposition to drug abuse.

The Roman high- (RHA) and low-avoidance (RLA) lines 
of rats represent a well-established model of vulnerability 
to drug abuse (review in Giorgi et al. 2019). When com-
pared to RLAs, RHAs display higher levels of impulsiv-
ity and novelty-seeking (Belles et al. 2020; Moreno et al. 
2010; Tournier et al. 2013) as well as a higher propensity 
to cocaine SA and to relapse following drug discontinua-
tion (Dimiziani et al. 2019; Fattore et al. 2009). A growing 
body of evidence indicates that the Roman lines also dis-
play line-related differences in the functional properties of 
their DA neurotransmission system (review in Giorgi et al. 
2019), such as differences in striatal D2/3R availabilities and 
in amphetamine- (AMPH-) induced DA release in striatum 
(Belles et al. 2020; Tournier et al. 2013). The goal of the 
present study was to investigate the influence of early rear-
ing environment on impulsivity, novelty preference, and 
propensity to drug SA in the Roman rat lines. Moreover, 
as little is known on the effects of the rearing environment 
on indexes of striatal DA function, we also sought to yield 
a further understanding of the potential DA mechanisms 
underlying the effects of environmental variables on these 
addiction-related behavioral traits. To these goals, RHA and 
RLA rats were reared post-weaning in either EE conditions, 
with novelty, social interaction and exercise, or in EI condi-
tions, where they lived alone without novel stimuli. Using a 
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within-subject design, the effects of an early rearing environ-
ment were then assessed at adulthood on impulsivity, nov-
elty preference, and propensity to cocaine SA. In an effort 
to further examine early rearing environment modulation of 
DA-dependent processes related to these traits, EE and EI 
rats were also assessed using single-photon emission com-
puted tomography (SPECT) and the D2/3R radiotracer [123I]
IBZM to concurrently measure in vivo striatal D2/3R avail-
ability and psychostimulant-induced DA release in relation 
to impulsivity and novelty preference.

Material and methods

Animals

A total of 56 male RHA and RLA rats from our permanent 
colony of outbred Roman rats at the University of Geneva 
were used. Rats were kept under a reversed 12-h light–dark 
cycle with lights off at 7:00 a.m., with controlled tempera-
ture (22 ± 2 °C) and humidity (50–70%). From the beginning 
and throughout the experiment, animals were food-restricted 
(85–90% of free-feeding weight), with water provided 
ad libitum. Experiments were performed in accordance with 
the Swiss Federal Law on animal care and were approved 
by the Animal Ethics Committee of the canton of Geneva.

General procedure

Starting at weaning (postnatal day 21; PND21), rats were 
assigned to either environmental enriched (EE; n = 14 per 
line) or impoverished (EI; n = 14 per line) housing condi-
tions where they remained for the entire experiment. Within 
1 week following PND61, rats were tested for novelty prefer-
ence using the novelty-induced place preference (NIPP) test. 
Subsequently, animals were trained in the five-choice serial 
time task (5-CSRTT) and, once the animals had acquired 
the task, they were tested for impulsivity. A subgroup of 
40 rats (10 per group) was then scanned with SPECT and 
the D2/3R antagonist radiotracer [123I]IBZM to assesses 
their striatal D2/3R density and capacity to release DA in 
response to amphetamine (AMPH). Finally, the 56 animals 
were implanted with an intravenous catheter and exposed to 
cocaine SA for 14 days.

Environmental housing conditions

The EE rats were housed in groups of 7 in large, stainless 
steel cages (122-cm width × 61-cm height × 46-cm depth), 
which were provided with climbing structures (ramps to 
second and third elevated levels), opportunities to shelter 
(houses, PVC tubes, cardboard tunnels), chewing materials 
(pieces of wood), a running wheel, and a set of 14 different 

non-chewable plastic toys and objects (balls, geometric 
figures, Legos). This set of toys and objects were rotated 
twice weekly, and all animals were handled daily. Rats in the 
EI condition were housed individually in standard type III 
cages (43 × 27 × 19 cm) with only one cardboard tunnel. EI 
rats were handled only briefly for scheduled bedding changes 
until the experimental protocol begins.

Drugs

d-Amphetamine (Sigma-Aldrich, Switzerland) and cocaine 
(Pharmacy of the University Hospital of Geneva) were dis-
solved in saline. For perioperative care, amikacin (Bristol-
Myers Squibb, Cham, Switzerland), cefazolin (Labatec 
Pharma, Meyrin, Switzerland), and buprenorphine (Reckitt 
Benckiser, Wallisellen, Switzerland) were diluted in saline.

Novelty‑induced place preference (NIPP)

Rats were tested for novelty preference in the NIPP test 
as previously described (Bardo et al. 1989). The appara-
tus consisted of four identical Plexiglas place-conditioning 
boxes (ActiMot, TSE Systems, Germany). Each box was 
comprised of two compartments (one designated familiar 
and the other novel), equal in size (48 × 48 × 40 cm), which 
differed in color, pattern walls, and floor texture. Both com-
partments were separated by a removable door. Rats were 
placed in the familiar compartment for 15 min once a day 
for 4 days. On the fifth day, the door between the familiar 
and novel compartments was open, and the animals were 
allowed to explore freely the two compartments for 15 min. 
The percentage of total time spent in the novel vs. familiar 
compartment was used as a measure of novelty preference.

Five‑choice serial reaction time task (5‑CSRTT)

Methodological details on the 5-CSRTT are described in 
the Supplementary Information (SI). Each session began 
with the delivery of a reward pellet and the illumination 
of the house light and the food receptacle light. To initiate 
the trial, animals were required to nose poke into the food 
receptacle. After an inter-trial interval (ITI) of 2 s, a light 
stimulus located into one of the five nose-poke apertures 
was pseudorandomly illuminated for 30 s. A nose poke into 
the illuminated aperture was recorded as a correct response 
and rewarded with a pellet. A response into the wrong aper-
ture (an incorrect response), a response during the ITI (a 
premature response), or no response within the 30-s limited 
hold (an omission) was punished with a 5-s timeout (TO) 
period during which all lights were turned off and no food 
was delivered. Throughout the training period, the level of 
difficulty progressively increased over 8 training phases, to 
reach the final goal parameters (1.5-s stimulus duration, 5-s 
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limited hold, and 7-s ITI) and fulfill the criterion perfor-
mance (> 80% accuracy and < 30% omissions) and stable 
baseline measures (< 10% variation in accuracy over 3 con-
secutive days). When animals achieved stable performance 
across 3 consecutive days (< 10% variation in accuracy), 
impulsivity was assessed by challenging the animals with a 
long ITI (9 s), a stimulus duration of 1.5 s, and a limited hold 
of 5 s. The session ended after either 100 trials or 60 min. 
Session length was increased to allow animals to complete 
all trials.

The performance measures analyzed were (Bari et al. 
2008):

–	 Percentage of premature responses: [#premature 
responses/(#correct + #incorrect + #omission)] × 100, 
was used as a measure of impulsive action.

–	 The number of TO responses was a measure of compul-
sivity related to cognitive inflexibility.

–	 Percentage of accuracy: [#correct/(#correct + #incor-
rect)] × 100. Accuracy was taken as a measure of atten-
tion.

–	 Percentage of omissions: [#omissions/#trials] × 100. This 
was used as a measure of attentional function.

SPECT imaging and the radioligand [123 I]IBZM

Details on the radiotracer preparation, SPECT data acquisi-
tion, and analysis are provided in the SI. Under 2% isoflu-
rane anesthesia, rats were injected i.v. with [123I]IBZM and 
scanned using the ultra-high-resolution multipinhole SPECT 
scanner (U-SPECT II, MiLabs, Utrecht, Netherlands) for a 
total duration of circa 134 min (67 frames of 2 min). At the 
beginning of the 36th frame (i.e., circa 72-min post-radio-
ligand injection), rats were injected with AMPH (1.5 mg/
kg: i.v.). The first (0 to 72 min) and second (73 to 134 min) 
portions of SPECT acquisition corresponded to the measure 
of [123I]IBZM kinetics at baseline and in response to AMPH, 
respectively.

Reconstructed SPECT images were processed using 
PMOD software v3.8 (PMOD Technologies Ltd., Zurich, 
Switzerland). SPECT images were coregistered to the MRI 
atlas of the rat brain (Schiffer et al. 2006). Transformation 
matrices were then applied to the SPECT dynamic images, 
mapping all rats into the same reference space. Regions of 
interest (ROIs) for the dorsolateral striatum (DST), the ven-
tral striatum (VST), and the cerebellar cortex were defined 
on the MRI atlas, according to the rat brain atlas of Paxinos 
and Watson (1998). A ROI template was created that con-
sisted of fixed-size circles (2-mm diameter) placed bilater-
ally on the DST and VST and a single ellipse on the cer-
ebellar cortex. To minimize partial volume effects, ROIs 
were placed on the central planes in which the structures 
appeared. Time-activity curves (TACs) for the target-rich 

(DST and VST) and reference region (cerebellum) were 
extracted from dynamic images using a customized volume 
of interest template. TACs were analyzed using the lin-
earized simplified reference region model (LSSRM; Alp-
ert et al. 2003; Christian et al. 2006) to estimate the non-
displaceable binding potential (BPND) as an index of D2/3R 
availability and gamma as an index of AMPH-induced DA 
release in the striatum. Briefly, the LSSRM accounts for 
time-dependent changes in radiotracer binding (i.e., BPND) 
induced by AMPH during the scan session. This is accom-
plished by introducing the time-dependent term gamma·h(t) 
in the model, where gamma represents the amplitude of 
radioligand displacement, and the function h(t) describes 
the timing of change following task onset. A positive gamma 
value is assumed to reflect the magnitude of [123I]IBZM 
binding reduction resulting from an AMPH-induced increase 
in DA release. The standard error of BPND and gamma as 
estimated by the nonlinear least-square fitting was expressed 
in percent of the parameter value (%SE) and used to assess 
the parameter identifiability (standard error, %SE; Carson 
1986).

Cocaine self‑administration

Additional methodological details are provided in the SI. 
Rats were anesthetized with 2.0% isoflurane and implanted 
with an indwelling jugular catheter (Instech Laboratories, 
Plymouth Meeting, PA, USA) according to a procedure 
previously described (Dimiziani et al. 2019). Rats were 
then trained to self-administer cocaine (0.4 mg/kg/infu-
sion) under a fixed ratio 1 (FR1) schedule during 2-h daily 
sessions for 14 consecutive days. At the beginning of the 
session, the house light was illuminated. Nose-poking of 
the rat into the active hole extinguished the house light and 
illuminate the stimulus light. Simultaneously, the infusion 
pump was activated and initiated an intravenous injection 
of cocaine at a rate of 0.1 ml in 4 s (0.06–0.1 ml, infused 
over 2.5–4 s, depending on the animal’s weight). The infu-
sion was then followed by 20-s TO period during which 
both the house light and stimulus light were switched off. 
Further nose pokes into the active hole during TO had no 
consequence but were recorded. Inactive nose-poking was 
recorded but had no consequence. The position of the active 
and inactive holes was counterbalanced across rats. For ethi-
cal reasons, the total drug intake was limited to 60 infusions/
session (24 mg/kg/session). Each session was terminated 
after 2 h or the delivery of 60 infusions. The criteria for 
acquisition of cocaine SA were (1) a mean of 35 cocaine 
infusions/session; (2) ≥ 70% of responses in the active hole; 
and (3) ≤ 15% variation in the number of infusions over two 
consecutive daily SA sessions. These criteria were adapted 
from previous studies (Carroll and Lac 1997; Rocha et al. 
2005).



Psychopharmacology	

1 3

Statistical analysis

Assumptions for normality of data distribution were veri-
fied using the Shapiro–Wilk test and non-normal data 
was log10-transformed. Data were subjected to two-, 
three-way, or mixed factorial ANOVA and, depending 
on the analysis, phase (number of 5-CSRTT training 
phases), region (DST and VST), or day (number of days 
in cocaine SA) together with housing condition was used 
as within-subject factor and line as between-subject factor. 
Acquisition of cocaine SA and the percentage of animals 
reaching the 60 cocaine infusions were assessed using 
the Kaplan–Meier survival analysis (O’quigley 1994). 
Upon confirmation of significant main effects, differences 
among individual means were further analyzed using the 
Student–Newman–Keuls’ test. Relationships between 
behavioral and SPECT parameters were examined using 
Pearson’s correlation coefficient. Data were analyzed using 
GraphPad Prism 9.0 (GraphPad Software, San Diego, 
CA). One rat in the RHA EE group died after the catheter 
implantation and was excluded from the analysis.

Results

Novelty‑induced place preference (NIPP)

A two-way ANOVA revealed a main effect of housing con-
dition (F1,51 = 15.57, p < 0.001) but no main effect of line 
(F1,51 = 0.01, p > 0.05) and no line × housing condition inter-
action (F1,51 = 0.13, p > 0.05) on the time spent in the novel 
compartment. Irrespective of the line, EI rats spent more 
time in the novel compartment compared with EE rats (RHA 
EE vs. EI: p < 0.01; RLA EE vs. EI: p < 0.05). Noticeably, 
EE rats failed to show novelty place preference but a ten-
dency to aversion, as indicated by a time spent in the novel 
compartment of circa 40% (Fig. 1).

Five‑choice serial reaction time task (5‑CSRTT)

For the 5-CSRTT acquisition, a mixed factorial ANOVA 
found a main effect of line (F1,51 = 15.76, p < 0.001), phase 
(F7,357 = 207.78, p < 0.001), line × phase (F7,357 = 5.35, 
p < 0.001), and housing condition × phase (F7,357 = 4.69, 
p < 0.001) interactions. Between-line comparisons showed 
that, regardless of the housing condition, RHAs acquired 
the 5-CSRTT faster when compared to RLAs (Fig. 2a). 
Moreover, post hoc analyses revealed that, while 5-CSRTT 
acquisition was similar in RHAs raised in EE and EI, 
RLAs raised in EE acquired the 5-CSRTT faster than RLA 
EI rats (Fig. 2a). When summing up the total number of 
training days needed for each group before impulsivity 
testing, a two-way ANOVA revealed a main effect of line 
(F1,51 = 9.11, p < 0.01) and housing condition (F1,51 = 4.62, 
p < 0.05) but no line × housing condition interaction 
(F1,51 = 0.97, p > 0.05). Between-line comparisons showed 

Fig. 1   Percentage of total time 
spent in the novel compart-
ment of the NIPP in RHA and 
RLA rats raised in EE or EI 
conditions. Data are shown as 
mean ± SEM. *p < 0.05 and 
**p < 0.01 significantly different 
from the respective EI group 
using a two-way ANOVA

Fig. 2   Acquisition of the 5-CSRTT in RHA and RLA rats raised 
in EE and EI conditions. a Mean cumulative number of sessions 
required to reach criterion to the next phase. b Total number of train-
ing days to reach the required learning criteria. Data are expressed as 
mean ± SEM. **p < 0.01 compared with the RHA EI group, #p < .05 

and ##p < 0.01 compared with the RLA EI group, †p < 0.05 compared 
with the RLA EE group, &p < 0.05, &&p < 0.01, and &&&p < 0.001 
compared with the RLA EI group using a mixed factorial ANOVA 
and b two-way ANOVA
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that no difference was found between RHA and RLA EE 
rats (p > 0.05), while RHA EI rats required less training 
days before testing as compared to RLA EI rats (p < 0.05; 
Fig. 2b). Moreover, post hoc contrasts revealed that, while 
no difference was found in RHAs (p > 0.05), RLA EE rats 
needed less training days to learn the task than their EI coun-
terparts (p < 0.05; Fig. 2b).

When tested for premature responding in the 
5-CSRTT, a two-way ANOVA revealed a main effect 
of line (F1,51 = 26.82, p < 0.001) and housing condition 
(F1,51 = 53.64, p < 0.001) but no line × housing condition 
interaction (F1,51 = 0.96, p > 0.05). Between-line compari-
sons showed that, irrespective of the housing condition, 
RHAs displayed higher percentage of premature responses 
than RLAs (RHA EE vs. RLA EE: p < 0.001; RHA EI vs. 
RLA EI: p < 0.01; Fig. 3a and Fig. S1). Post hoc contrasts 
also revealed that RHA and RLA EE rats displayed higher 
levels of premature responding than their EI counterparts 
(p < 0.001; Fig. 3a and Fig. S1). Additionally, and consist-
ent with previous evidence in Wistar rats raised in EE vs. 
EI (van der Veen et al. 2015), both RHA and RLA EE rats 
made a higher number of TO responses as compared to their 
EI counterparts (Fig. 3b; two-way ANOVA; housing con-
dition: F1,50 = 22.46, p < 0.001; line: F1,50 = 2.71, p > 0.05; 
line × housing condition: F1,50 = 0.76, p > 0.05).

Analyses of the percentage of accuracy (Fig. 3c) showed 
a main effect of line (F1,51 = 14.39, p < 0.001) and housing 
condition (F1,51 = 10.36, p < 0.01) but no line × housing con-
dition interaction (F1,51 = 1.78, p > 0.05). Between-line anal-
ysis showed no between-line difference in the EE condition 
(p > 0.05), whereas, in the EI condition, RHA rats displayed 
lower accuracy than RLAs (p < 0.001; Fig. 3c). Moreover, 
post hoc contrasts revealed that, while no difference was 
found between EE and EI in RHA rats (p > 0.05), RLA EE 
rats displayed lower accuracy than their EI counterparts 
(p < 0.001; Fig. 3c). A main effect of line (F1,47 = 12.60, 
p < 0.001) and housing condition (F1,47 = 12.36, p < 0.001) 
but no line × housing condition interaction (F1,47 = 0.12, 
p > 0.05) was found in omissions. Between-line analyses 
showed that in the EE condition, RHA rats exhibited less 
percentage of omissions than RLAs (p < 0.05), whereas no 
such difference was detected in the EI condition (p > 0.05; 
Fig. 3d). Moreover, post hoc contrasts also revealed that 
RHA EE displayed lower percentage of omissions as com-
pared to their EI counterparts (p < 0.01), whereas no differ-
ence was found in RLAs (p > 0.05; Fig. 3d).

SPECT imaging and the radioligand [123 I]IBZM

A three-way ANOVA analysis of D2/3R availability in 
DST and VST, as indexed by [123I]IBZM BPND, revealed 
a main effect of line (F1,71 = 34.42, p < 0.001), housing 
condition (F1,71 = 109.1, p < 0.001), and line × housing 

condition × region interaction (F1,71 = 5.09 p < 0.05). In DST, 
no between-line difference was found in EE rats (p > 0.05), 
whereas RHA EI rats displayed lower BPND in DST when 
compared with RLAs EI (p < 0.001; Fig. 4a). Moreover, 
post hoc contrasts also showed that, while RHA EE rats dis-
played higher BPND values when compared with RHA EI 
rats (p < 0.01), no difference was found between RLA EE 
and EI rats (p > 0.05; Fig. 4a). Regarding the VST, between-
line comparisons revealed that, independently of the housing 
condition, RHAs displayed lower BPND values in VST than 
RLAs (p < 0.01; Fig. 4a). However, no difference in BPND 
was found in VST between EE and EI in either RHA or RLA 
rats (p > 0.05; Fig. 4a).

A representative time-activity curve showing the dis-
placement of [123I]IBZM binding following AMPH in the 
DST of a RHA EE rat is shown in Fig. S2. A three-way 
ANOVA analysis of AMPH-induced DA release in DST 

Fig. 3   Performance of RHA and RLA rats raised in EE and EI 
conditions on 5-CSRTT performance. a Percentage of premature 
responses. b Number of timeout responses. c Percentage of accu-
racy. d Percentage of omissions. Data are expressed as mean ± SEM. 
Significantly different from EI rats at **p < .01 and ***p < .001 
and significantly different from RLA rats at †p < .05, ††p < .01, and 
†††p < .001 using two-way ANOVA
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and VST, as indexed by [123I]IBZM gamma, revealed 
a main effect of line (F1,70 = 30.59, p < 0.001), housing 
condition (F1,70 = 97,82, p < 0.001), line × housing condi-
tion (F1,70 = 4.58, p < 0.05), line × region (F1,70 = 13.78, 
p < 0.001), and housing condition × region (F1,70 = 6.31, 
p < 0.05) interactions. In DST, between-line comparisons 
indicated that, irrespective of the housing condition, RHAs 
showed higher gamma values, indicating a higher capacity 
to release DA in response to AMPH compared with RLA 
rats (RHA EE vs. RLA EE: p < 0.05; RHA EI vs. RLA EI: 
p < 0.01; Fig. 4b). Post hoc contrasts showed no difference in 
gamma between EE and EI in RHAs (p > 0.05), while RLA 
EE rats displayed higher gamma values compared with RLA 
EI rats (p < 0.05; Fig. 4b). As previously reported (Belles 
et al. 2020), [123I]IBZM gamma in DST was estimated with 
reasonably good precision, with %SE values lower than 30% 
(Fig. 4b). However, [123I]IBZM gamma in VST showed poor 
identifiability with %SE values exceeding 70% and 130% 
in RHA and RLA rats, respectively (Fig. 4b). [123I]IBZM 

gamma in VST was thus treated as unreliable and excluded 
from further analyses.

Cocaine self‑administration

Irrespective of the housing condition, RHA and RLA 
rats acquired cocaine SA at a similar rate (χ2 = 0.02, df.1, 
p > 0.05; Fig. 5a), requiring a similar number of training 
sessions to meet the acquisition criteria (RHA EE: 3.00 ± 0.6 
sessions; RHA EI: 2.86 ± 0.7 sessions; F1,25 = 0.02, p > 0.05; 
RLA EE: 3.00 ± 0.6 sessions; RLA EI: 3.14 ± 0.6 sessions; 
F1,26 = 0.03, p > 0.05). A mixed factorial ANOVA on the 
number of cocaine infusions over the 14 days of testing 
revealed a main effect of line (F1,51 = 7.98, p < 0.01) and 
day (F13,663 = 26.58, p < 0.001) but no main effect of hous-
ing condition (F1,51 = 0.93, p > 0.05), and no line × housing 
condition (F1,51 = 1.97, p > 0.05), line × day (F13,663 = 0.63, 
p > 0.05), housing condition × day (F13,663 = 0.73, p > 0.05), 
and line × housing condition × day (F13,663 = 0.78, p > 0.05) 

Fig. 4   Mean a [123I]IBZM 
BPND, an index of D2/3R avail-
ability, in the dorsal (top) and 
ventral (bottom) striatum and 
b [123I]IBZM gamma values, 
an index of AMPH-induced 
DA release, in the dorsal (top) 
and ventral (bottom) striatum 
in RHA and RLA rats raised 
in EE or EI conditions. Data 
are shown as mean ± SEM. 
*p < 0.05, **p < .01 and signifi-
cantly different from the respec-
tive EI rats and †p < .0.05, 
††p < 0.01, and †††p < .001 
significantly different from the 
respective RLA rats using three-
way ANOVA
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interactions. Post hoc analyses revealed that RHA EE rats 
displayed a higher number of cocaine infusions across ses-
sions 5 to 9 and on session 11 as compared to RLA EE 
rats, while no between-line difference was found in the EI 
condition (Fig. 5b). Moreover, post hoc contrasts showed 
that RHA EE rats also exhibited a higher number of cocaine 
infusions across sessions 5 to 9 as compared to RHA EI 
rats, whereas no difference was found in RLAs (Fig. 5b). 
When looking at the mean number of cocaine infusions 
earned during the last 3 sessions of SA, a two-way ANOVA 
revealed a main effect of line (F1,51 = 14.70, p < 0.001) but 
no main effect of housing condition (F1,51 = 0.15, p > 0.05) 
and no line × housing condition interaction (F1,51 = 0.90, 
p > 0.05). Post hoc contrasts showed that, regardless the 
housing condition, RHAs self-administered more cocaine 
than RLAs during the last 3 days of testing (RHA EE vs. 
RLA EE: p < 0.01; RHA EE vs. RLA EE: p < 0.05; Fig. 5c). 
Analysis of the cumulative percentage of rats reaching the 
maximum of 60 infusions over the 14 days of testing showed 
that RHA EE also reached the 60-injection maximum faster 

than RLA EE (χ2 = 6.52, df.1, p < 0.01), while no differ-
ence was found between RHAs and RLAs in the EI groups 
(χ2 = 0.12, df.1, p > 0.05; Fig. 5d). Within-line compari-
sons indicated that RHA EE progressed to the 60 injections 
maximum faster than their EI counterparts (χ2 = 5.61, df.1, 
p < 0.01) while no difference between housing conditions 
was found in RLAs (χ2 = 0.32, df.1, p > 0.05; Fig.  5d). 
In keeping with these results, a two-way ANOVA of the 
total amount of cocaine consumed by the animals revealed 
a main effect of line (F1,51 = 8.03, p < 0.001) but no main 
effect of housing condition (F1,51 = 1.19, p > 0.05), and no 
line × housing condition interaction (F1,51 = 2.07, p > 0.05). 
Between-line comparisons showed that RHA EE rats con-
sumed larger amount of cocaine than RLA EE rats (RHA 
EE: 302 ± 8 mg/kg vs. RLA EE: 249 ± 14 mg/kg; p < 0.01), 
whereas total cocaine intake in EI rats was similar (RHA EI: 
271 ± 12 mg/kg vs. RLA EI: 254 ± 13 mg/kg; p > 0.05). In 
addition to progressing faster to the maximum of 60 infu-
sions over the 14 days of testing, between-line comparisons 
revealed that RHA EE rats self-administered quicker the 

Fig. 5   Acquisition and main-
tenance of cocaine SA in RHA 
and RLA rats raised in EE or 
EI conditions. a Cumulative 
percentage of rats that fulfilled 
cocaine SA acquisition criteria 
on each day of testing. b Num-
ber of cocaine SA infusions 
over 14 days of testing. c Mean 
number of cocaine infusions 
earned over the last 3 days of 
cocaine SA (sessions 12–14). 
d Cumulative percentage of 
rats that reached the maximum 
allowed of 60 infusions on each 
day of SA testing. e Mean rate 
of cocaine intake (in mg/min) 
over the 2 last days of testing 
(sessions 13–14). f Number of 
timeout responses on the active 
nose-poke hole per session over 
14 days of testing. g Number of 
timeout responses on the inac-
tive nose-poke hole per session 
over 14 days of testing. Data 
shown as mean ± SEM. *p < .05, 
**p < .01, and ***p < 0.001 
significantly different from the 
respective EI rats and †p < .05, 
††p < .01, and †††p < .001 
significantly different from the 
respective RLA rats using a and 
d survival analysis; b, f, and g a 
mixed factorial ANOVA; and c, 
e two-way ANOVA
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maximum allowed 60 cocaine infusions within 2-h SA ses-
sions over the 2 last days of testing compared to RLA EE 
rats (two-way ANOVA; line: F1,30 = 3.75, p > 0.05; housing 
condition: F1,30 = 0.10, p > 0.05; line × condition interac-
tion: F1,30 = 6.93, p < 0.01; RHA EE: 58 ± 6 min vs. RLA EE 
90 ± 3 min; p < 0.01). In contrast, no between-line difference 
was found in the EI groups (RHA EI 78 ± 6 min vs. RLA 
EI 74 ± 5 min; p > 0.05). Moreover, post hoc contrasts also 
revealed that RHA EE were also quicker to self-administer 
the 60 infusions within sessions as compared to RHA EI 
rats (p < 0.05), whereas no difference was found in RLAs 
that reached the 60-infusion maximum (p > 0.05). In line 
with these findings, RHA EE rats exhibited a faster rate (in 
mg/kg) of cocaine intake over the 2 last days of testing as 
compared to RLA EE and RHA EI rats (two-way ANOVA; 
line: F1,51 = 15.47, p < 0.001; housing condition: F1,51 = 1.50, 
p > 0.05; line × housing condition: F1,51 = 8.03, p < 0.01; 
Fig. 5e).

RHA EE also displayed a significant higher number of 
active responses emitted during TO when compared to RLA 
EE, whereas no differences was detected between RHA 
and RLA EI rats (Fig. 5f; mixed factorial ANOVA; line: 
F1,51 = 28.73, p < 0.001; housing condition: F1,51 = 13.78, 
p < 0.001; day: F13,534 = 1.76, p < 0.05; line × housing condi-
tion: F1,51 = 4.75, p < 0.05; line × day: F13,534 = 1.85, p < 0.05; 
housing condition × day: F13,534 = 1.83, p < 0.05; line × hous-
ing condition × day: F13,534 = 0.99, p > 0.05; Fig. 5f). Moreo-
ver, post hoc analysis also revealed that RHA EE displayed 
higher number of active responses during TO as compared to 
RHA EI, whereas no difference was detected between RLA 
EE and EI rats (Fig. 5f). In the number of inactive responses 

during TO, a mixed factorial ANOVA showed a main effect 
of line (F1,51 = 4.21, p < 0.05) and a line × day interaction 
(F13,661 = 1.79, p < 0.05). However, post hoc contrasts did 
not reveal significant differences in the number of inactive 
responses during TO between lines (p > 0.05; Fig. 5g).

Relationships between [123I]IBZM binding measures 
and behavioral measures

In EI rats, premature responding was negatively correlated 
with D2/3R availability in the DST (i.e., BPND; r =  − 0.57, 
p < 0.01, Fig. 6a), but positively correlated with AMPH-
induced DA release (i.e., gamma; r = 0.64, p < 0.01; Fig. 6c), 
consistent with findings obtained in both lines reared in 
standard housing conditions (Belles et al. 2020). In con-
trast, no such correlations were found in EE rats (BPND: 
r =  − 0.20, p = 0.39; Fig. 6a; gamma: r = 0.27, p = 0.26; 
Fig.  6c). Similarly, only in EI rats, novelty preference 
was negatively correlated with D2/3R availability in DST 
(r =  − 0.52, p = 0.002, Fig. 7a) and positively correlated with 
AMPH-induce DA release (r = 0.47, p = 0.04; Fig. 7c). Here 
again, no such correlations were found in EE rats (BPND: 
r =  − 0.16, p = 0.50; Fig. 7a; gamma: r =  − 0.01, p = 0.97; 
Fig. 7c).

In EI rats, D2/3R availability in VST showed only weak 
correlations that failed to reach statistical significance with 
impulsivity (r =  − 0.32; p = 0.16; Fig. 6b) and novelty pref-
erence (r =  − 0.34; p = 0.16; Fig. 6b). No correlation was 
observed in EE rats (r =  − 0.22 and p = 0.35 for impulsivity; 
r =  − 0.26 and p = 0.27 for novelty preference; Fig. 7b).

Fig. 6   Relationships between 
premature responding and 
D2/3R-mediated indexes of DA 
signaling in EE and EI rats. 
RHA rats are depicted as closed 
symbols and RLA rats as open 
symbols. DST D2/3R avail-
ability (i.e., [123I]IBZM BPND) 
was negatively correlated with 
impulsivity (a, top) in EI but 
not in EE housing conditions (a, 
bottom). No correlations were 
found between D2/3R availabil-
ity in VST and impulsivity in 
EE and EI housing conditions 
(b). Additionally, AMPH-
induced DA release (i.e., [123I]
IBZM gamma) in DST was 
positively correlated with 
impulsivity (c, top) in EI but 
not in EE housing conditions 
(c, bottom). Correlations were 
tested using Pearson’s correla-
tion coefficient
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As an exploratory analysis, with no correction for multi-
ple comparisons, correlations between cocaine SA, behav-
ioral, and SPECT variables were examined using Pearson’s 
correlation coefficient. No correlation was found in either 
EE or EI rearing conditions (Table S2).

Discussion

This is the first study to concurrently measure the effects of 
early rearing environment on in vivo striatal D2/3R avail-
ability and psychostimulant-evoked DA release in relation 
to behavioral traits thought to predispose to drug abuse. 
When compared with EI, EE was associated with higher 
levels of impulsivity but a lack of novelty preference. While 
early rearing conditions had similar effects on both behav-
ioral traits in RHA and RLA rats, EE and EI had differen-
tial effects on indices of DA function and predisposition to 
drug use in the two lines. When compared to EI, EE was 
related to higher D2/3R densities in the DST, but not VST, of 
addiction-prone RHAs only, and to higher striatal AMPH-
induced DA release in RLAs only. Our results demonstrated 
that both impulsivity and novelty preferences were nega-
tively correlated to DST D2/3R availabilities and positively 
correlated with AMPH-induced DA release in EI but not 
in EE, suggesting non-monotonic, environment-dependent, 
relationships between these addiction-related behavioral 
traits and indices of DA function that could offer a possi-
ble explanation for previous discrepant findings in the field. 
Moreover, the finding that RHA EE showed a faster rate of 
cocaine SA and elevated cocaine intake compared to their 

EI counterparts contrasts with the view that positive early-
life experiences decrease the risk of drug abuse later in life 
(Puhl et al. 2012). Thus, exposure to EE is associated with 
high levels of impulsivity and may increase the reinforcing 
effects of psychostimulants in predisposed individuals (i.e., 
RHA rats). These findings indicate a potential role of epige-
netic, environmental-dependent mechanisms as mediators of 
drug-induced brain neuroadaptations that underlie the drug 
addiction process.

Irrespective of the line, EE rats were more impulsive than 
EI rats, confirming previous results obtained in other rat 
strains (Dalley et al. 2002; Kirkpatrick et al. 2013; Zeeb et al. 
2013). Independently of the line, and in contrast to EI rats, 
EE rats also showed a tendency toward novelty aversion, a 
result that corroborates recent findings in Sprague–Dawley 
(Vazquez-Sanroman et al. 2021). The reason for the lack 
of novelty preference in EE rats is unclear, but might be 
related to either the presence of novel objects in their home 
cage (Tanas et al. 2015; Vazquez-Sanroman et al. 2021) or 
to a faster habituation to novelty in EE animals (Modlinska 
et al. 2019; Schrijver et al. 2002; Zimmermann et al. 2001). 
Interestingly, the loss of novelty preference in EE rats is in 
line with previous research showing that EE dramatically 
blunted responding and incentive motivation for visual nov-
elty (Cain et al. 2006).

While the impact of EE vs. EI on impulsivity and nov-
elty preference was similar in RHA and RLA rats, EE had 
differential effects relative to EI on indices of DA signal-
ing in DST in the two lines. In RHA rats, which exhibited 
low levels of DST D2/3R and a high magnitude of AMPH-
induced striatal DA release in EI conditions, exposure to EE 

Fig. 7   Relationships between 
novelty preference and 
D2/3R-mediated indexes of DA 
signaling in EE and EI rats. 
RHA rats are depicted as closed 
symbols and RLA rats as open 
symbols. DST D2/3R avail-
ability (i.e., [123I]IBZM BPND) 
was negatively correlated with 
novelty preference (a, top) in EI 
but not in EE housing condi-
tions (a, bottom). No correla-
tions were found between D2/3R 
availability in VST and novelty 
preference in EE and EI housing 
conditions (b). Additionally, 
AMPH-induced DA release 
(i.e., [123I]IBZM gamma) in 
DST was positively correlated 
with novelty preference (c, top) 
in EI but not in EE housing con-
ditions (c, bottom). Correlations 
were tested using Pearson’s 
correlation coefficient



Psychopharmacology	

1 3

enhanced D2/3R availability but had no effect on evoked DA 
release. The opposite effects were observed in RLAs. Indeed, 
in RLA rats, which display high levels of DST D2/3R and low 
levels of AMPH-induced DA release in EI conditions, expo-
sure to EE increased AMPH-induced DA release but had no 
effect on D2/3R. These results suggest that contrary to what 
was observed on behaviors, the impact of enriched rearing 
on DA functioning in DST is line-specific, environmental-, 
and baseline-dependent. Noticeably, [123I]IBZM BPND val-
ues used as in vivo indexes of D2/3R availabilities can be 
influenced by competition with basal levels of endogenous 
DA (Laruelle et al. 1995). The higher levels of [123I]IBZM 
BPND measured in RHA EE rats compared with their EI 
counterparts could thus represent either an increased D2/3R 
availability, a decreased in basal DA levels, or a combination 
of both. Previous studies on the effects of EE on endogenous 
DA levels have yielded inconsistent results. Some studies 
reported enhanced striatal DA concentration in EE vs. EI 
rats (Segovia et al. 2010), whereas others showed no change 
(Solinas et al. 2009; Zhu et al. 2005) or decreased (Bowling 
et al. 1993) basal levels of striatal DA in EE in relation to EI 
and standard housed animals. Therefore, we cannot exclude 
the possibility that the higher levels of D2/3R availability 
found in RHA EE vs. EI rats may have occurred as a result 
of a decreased basal concentration of endogenous DA. How-
ever, the finding of a differential effect of EE vs. EI on D2/3R 
in the DST of RHA and RLA rats is consistent with earlier 
work showing a line-dependent effect of EE on striatal D2R 
gene expression (Ravenelle et al. 2013). The failure to detect 
such a same effect in VST is unclear but may be related, at 
least in part, to a floor effect, given the lower levels of D2/3R, 
and therefore BPND, measured in VST compared to DST.

Importantly, in previous studies, D2/3R availability and 
evoked DA release in the striatum were found to predict 
both impulsivity and novelty preference (Belles et al. 2020; 
Dalley et al. 2007). Noticeably, these previous findings 
were obtained from animals housed in standard conditions 
commonly found in laboratory animal housing facilities, 
where animals were housed in pairs in cages that consist 
of a single, small, open space with no environmental com-
plexity, a relatively barren environment limited in physical 
and social stimulation Here, we showed that the relation-
ships of reduced D2/3R availability and increased capacity 
to release DA in DST to impulsivity and novelty preference 
reported in standard conditions (Belles et al. 2020) can also 
be evidenced in impoverished but not in enriched housing 
conditions. These results thus suggest that the relationships 
between impulsivity, novelty preference, and indices of DA 
functioning are non-monotonic and that these behavioral 
traits likely also depend upon non-dopaminergic substrates. 
For instance, beyond DA, other neurotransmitters such 
as serotonin (5-HT) have also been linked to impulsivity 
(review in Dalley and Roiser 2012), with data indicating 

an opposing influence of different 5-HT receptor subtypes 
on this behavior (Fletcher et al. 2007; Robinson et al. 2008; 
Winstanley et al. 2004). On the other hand, early rearing 
conditions can also affect the concentration of 5-HT (Brenes 
et al. 2008; Kirkpatrick et al. 2014) and produce significant 
effects on the forebrain densities of different 5-HT receptor 
subtypes (Preece et al. 2004; Schiller et al. 2006). Besides 
changes in DA function, it is thus possible that early envi-
ronment-induced alterations in 5-HT neurotransmission may 
also contribute to the effects of EE and EI on impulsivity and 
novelty preference.

Previous studies have reported conflicting results regard-
ing the effect of environment on the propensity to acquire 
psychostimulant SA, showing either a decrease (Alvers et al. 
2012; Gipson et al. 2011) or no effect (Hofford et al. 2014) 
of EE when compared to EI. Here we showed that, independ-
ent of the early environmental rearing conditions, RHAs and 
RLAs acquired cocaine SA at a similar rate, extending pre-
vious studies showing that both lines also showed a similar 
pattern of cocaine SA acquisition when reared in standard 
conditions (Dimiziani et al. 2019; Fattore et al. 2009). Simi-
larly, irrespective of the line, we failed to reveal differences 
in the maintenance of cocaine SA between EE and EI rats, 
contrasting with previous studies reporting EE as a protec-
tive factor for drug maintenance (Bardo et al. 2001; Green 
et al. 2002). Nevertheless, in these studies, the impact of EE 
to decrease the acquisition and maintenance of drug-taking 
was dose-dependent, and at a cocaine dose similar to our 
(i.e., 0.4 mg/kg/inf), no environment-related difference in 
the number of infusions earned was found. Importantly, for 
ethical reasons, rats in our study were limited to 60 cocaine 
infusions/session. It is thus possible that with no such limi-
tation, we could have been able to detect differences in the 
maintenance of cocaine SA between EE and EI animals. 
Yet, it has been shown that the propensity to acquire drug 
SA or to self-administer high levels of drugs such as alcohol 
(Giuliano et al. 2019, 2018) or cocaine (Deroche-Gamonet 
et al. 2004; Ducret et al. 2016) was not associated with the 
vulnerability to develop a compulsive pattern of drug-seek-
ing/taking, which is a core feature of addiction. In such stud-
ies, drug addiction is operationalized by the (1) inability to 
refrain from drug-seeking when signaled as unavailable, (2) 
high breaking points during progressive ratio schedules of 
reinforcement, and (3) persistence of drug SA despite con-
current punishment with electric shock (Belin and Deroche-
Gamonet 2012; Belin et al. 2008). Even though the housing 
environment did not affect SA acquisition and maintenance, 
“addiction-prone” RHA rats showed a remarkably higher 
rate of active responding during TO, increased their rate 
of cocaine intake faster over sessions, and reached the 
maximum allowed of 60 cocaine infusions within sessions 
quicker when raised in EE than in EI conditions. In contrast, 
no such environmental-related difference was observed in 
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the “addiction-resistant” RLA rats. These findings indicate 
that cocaine may have greater reinforcing properties in EE 
relative to EI condition in the “addiction-prone” RHA but 
not in the “addiction-resistant” RLA rat line. If this is the 
case, such a line-specific effect suggests that neither early 
rearing conditions nor phenotype alone influences cocaine 
intake later in life but that both are risk factors that inter-
act such that early environmental factors affect drug-taking 
behaviors in drug-vulnerable individuals. However, it is 
not clear from our data whether it is enriched rearing that 
increased cocaine-taking in RHAs or whether it is isolation 
rearing that decreased it. Previous data from our laboratory 
showed that, when raised in standard housing conditions, 
RHA rats display greater cocaine intake and a higher rate 
of active nose-poke responding relative to RLA rats (Dimi-
ziani et al. 2019), comparable to the findings here of higher 
active nose-poke responding during TO in RHA EE relative 
to RHA EI, and to RLA EE and RLA EI. Taken together, this 
suggests that it is EI that may reduce the reinforcing effects 
of cocaine in RHA rats relative to the EE condition, less-
ening the between-line differences previously observed in 
standard housing conditions. A reduced cocaine reinforcing 
effect in RHA EI rats is consistent with previous evidence 
showing that EI rats are less sensitive to the reinforcing and 
motivational effects of cocaine than EE rats as indicated by 
lower breakpoints in a progressive ratio schedule of rein-
forcement in EI rats (Smith et al. 2009). Consistent with this 
hypothesis, when compared to enriched rearing, isolation 
rearing has been shown to decrease the rewarding effects of 
cocaine, AMPH, and morphine in conditioned place pref-
erence procedures (Bardo et al. 1995; Bowling and Bardo 
1994; Coudereau et al. 1997; Schenk et al. 1983). Moreover, 
although activation of the DA mesostriatal system plays a 
central role in cocaine reward (Ikegami and Duvauchelle 
2004), RHA EI rats exhibited reduced motivated behaviors 
for cocaine but similar increases in striatal AMPH-induced 
DA release compared to RHA EE. Thus, consistent with pre-
vious observations in mice (Solinas et al. 2009), the effects 
of the environment on the rewarding effects of cocaine in 
RHAs appear to be independent of different DA release in 
the striatum. The present findings, while providing further 
evidence for similar acquisition and maintenance of drug SA 
between EE and EI rats at high doses (Alvers et al. 2012; 
Bardo et al. 2001; Gipson et al. 2011; Green et al. 2002), 
also suggest that EE increases cocaine-taking behaviors in 
vulnerable individuals.

One limitation of our study was the inability to obtain 
reliable estimates of [123I]IBZM gamma in VST using the 
LSSRM. As previously reported (Belles et al. 2020), the 
unreliability of [123I]IBZM gamma estimates in VST is 
unclear but may be related to increases in radiotracer deliv-
ery coincident to the AMPH activation in this region. In 
such conditions, the amplitude of DA release (i.e., gamma) 

as estimated by the LSSRM is underestimated and unreli-
able (Normandin et al. 2012). A second limitation is the use 
of EI as a comparison condition to EE. Social isolation and 
a poor rearing environment can have profound effects on 
brain and behavior and, in particular, increase anxiety- and 
depressive-like behaviors, enhance spontaneous locomotor 
activity, and deteriorate learning and memory (Burke et al. 
2017; Karkhanis et al. 2014; Solinas et al. 2010). Therefore, 
our findings do not preclude the possibility that EI stress-
induced effects could have altered the behavioral and neu-
rochemical mechanisms here investigated and consequently 
limited the value of EI as a comparison condition for the 
effects of EE. A third limitation of the study is that early 
environmental factors could also influence other behavioral 
traits that characterize the Roman rat lines. RHA and RLA 
rats are known to differ, among others, in their emotional 
responses to stress, in anxiety, working and reference mem-
ory, and Pavlovian aversive conditioning (review in Giorgi 
et al. 2019). Our findings thus do not preclude the possibility 
that, besides affecting impulsivity and novelty preference, 
EE and EI may have also altered other behavioral traits in 
Roman rats and that those changes may have contributed to 
the observed results.

Altogether, the present findings provide additional evi-
dence for the role of environmental factors on drug-taking 
behaviors. While we further demonstrate an impact of EE 
on impulsivity and novelty preference (Kirkpatrick et al. 
2013; Vazquez-Sanroman et al. 2021), this study addition-
ally showed that these behavioral traits were associated with 
D2/3R availability and evoked DA release in DST only in 
impoverished animals, paralleling similar findings in ani-
mals housed in standard conditions (Belles et al. 2020). This 
finding revealed that the effects of environmental factors 
on addiction-related traits are likely not fully mediated by 
DAergic mechanisms and that other neurotransmitters such 
as 5-HT or glutamate could be implicated (review in Holmes 
et al. 2005). Moreover, our data suggested that early rearing 
EI could decrease the reinforcing effects of psychostimu-
lants, attenuating, rather than potentiating, the propensity to 
drug abuse in vulnerable individuals. The present study fur-
ther substantiates the view that the propensity to drug intake 
results not only from genetic but also epigenetic mechanisms 
associated with environmental factors during early life that 
are crucial to determining susceptibility to drug abuse later 
in life.

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00213-​021-​05971-z.

Acknowledgements  We also thank Maria Surini-Demiri for her excel-
lent technical assistance.

Funding  This work was supported by the Swiss National Science 
Foundation (SNF; grant no. 31003A_156378). We thank the “Swiss 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-021-05971-z


Psychopharmacology	

1 3

Association for Alzheimer’s Research” for funding the U-SPECT-II 
imaging system. SNF had no further role in study design; collection, 
analysis, or interpretation of data; writing of the report; or the decision 
to submit the paper for publication.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors declare no competing interests.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

Alpert NM, Badgaiyan RD, Livni E, Fischman AJ (2003) A novel 
method for noninvasive detection of neuromodulatory changes 
in specific neurotransmitter systems. Neuroimage 19:1049–1060

Alvers KM, Marusich JA, Gipson CD, Beckmann JS, Bardo MT (2012) 
Environmental enrichment during development decreases intra-
venous self-administration of methylphenidate at low unit doses 
in rats. Behav Pharmacol 23:650–657

American Psychiatric Association DSMTF (2013) The diagnostic and 
statistical manual of mental disorders: DSM 5. bookpointUS.

Anker JJ, Perry JL, Gliddon LA, Carroll ME (2009) Impulsivity pre-
dicts the escalation of cocaine self-administration in rats. Phar-
macol Biochem Behav 93:343–348

Bardo MT, Bowling SL, Rowlett JK, Manderscheid P, Buxton ST, 
Dwoskin LP (1995) Environmental enrichment attenuates loco-
motor sensitization, but not in vitro dopamine release, induced by 
amphetamine. Pharmacol Biochem Behav 51:397–405

Bardo MT, Klebaur JE, Valone JM, Deaton C (2001) Environmental 
enrichment decreases intravenous self-administration of ampheta-
mine in female and male rats. Psychopharmacology 155:278–284

Bardo MT, Neisewander JL, Pierce RC (1989) Novelty-induced place 
preference behavior in rats: effects of opiate and dopaminergic 
drugs. Pharmacol Biochem Behav 32:683–689

Bari A, Dalley JW, Robbins TW (2008) The application of the 5-choice 
serial reaction time task for the assessment of visual attentional 
processes and impulse control in rats. Nat Protoc 3:759–767

Belin D, Belin-Rauscent A, Everitt BJ, Dalley JW (2016) In search of 
predictive endophenotypes in addiction: insights from preclinical 
research. Genes Brain Behav 15:74–88

Belin D, Berson N, Balado E, Piazza PV, Deroche-Gamonet V 
(2011) High-novelty-preference rats are predisposed to com-
pulsive cocaine self-administration. Neuropsychopharmacology 
36:569–579

Belin D, Deroche-Gamonet V (2012) Responses to novelty and vulner-
ability to cocaine addiction: contribution of a multi-symptomatic 
animal model. Cold Spring Harb Perspect Med 2.

Belin D, Mar AC, Dalley JW, Robbins TW, Everitt BJ (2008) High 
impulsivity predicts the switch to compulsive cocaine-taking. Sci-
ence 320:1352–1355

Belles L, Dimiziani A, Tsartsalis S, Millet P, Herrmann FR, Ginovart 
N (2020) Dopamine D2/3 receptor availabilities and evoked dopa-
mine release in striatum differentially predict impulsivity and 
novelty preference in Roman high- and low-avoidance rats. Int J 
Neuropsychopharmacol.

Bowling SL, Bardo MT (1994) Locomotor and rewarding effects of 
amphetamine in enriched, social, and isolate reared rats. Pharma-
col Biochem Behav 48:459–464

Bowling SL, Rowlett JK, Bardo MT (1993) The effect of environmen-
tal enrichment on amphetamine-stimulated locomotor activity, 
dopamine synthesis and dopamine release. Neuropharmacology 
32:885–893

Brenes JC, Rodriguez O, Fornaguera J (2008) Differential effect of 
environment enrichment and social isolation on depressive-like 
behavior, spontaneous activity and serotonin and norepineph-
rine concentration in prefrontal cortex and ventral striatum. 
Pharmacol Biochem Behav 89:85–93

Burke AR, McCormick CM, Pellis SM, Lukkes JL (2017) Impact 
of adolescent social experiences on behavior and neural cir-
cuits implicated in mental illnesses. Neurosci Biobehav Rev 
76:280–300

Cain ME, Green TA, Bardo MT (2006) Environmental enrichment 
decreases responding for visual novelty. Behav Processes 
73:360–366

Carroll ME, Lac ST (1997) Acquisition of i.v. amphetamine and 
cocaine self-administration in rats as a function of dose. Psy-
chopharmacology 129:206–214

Carson RE (1986) Parameters estimation in positron emission 
tomography. Positron emission tomography Principles and 
applications for the brain and the heart.

Chauvet C, Lardeux V, Goldberg SR, Jaber M, Solinas M (2009) 
Environmental enrichment reduces cocaine seeking and rein-
statement induced by cues and stress but not by cocaine. Neu-
ropsychopharmacol 34:2767–2778

Christian BT, Lehrer DS, Shi B, Narayanan TK, Strohmeyer PS, 
Buchsbaum MS, Mantil JC (2006) Measuring dopamine neuro-
modulation in the thalamus: using [F-18]fallypride PET to study 
dopamine release during a spatial attention task. Neuroimage 
31:139–152

Coudereau JP, Debray M, Monier C, Bourre JM, Frances H (1997) 
Isolation impairs place preference conditioning to morphine but 
not aversive learning in mice. Psychopharmacol 130:117–123

Crofton EJ, Zhang Y, Green TA (2015) Inoculation stress hypothesis 
of environmental enrichment. Neurosci Biobehav Rev 49:19–31

Dalley JW, Everitt BJ, Robbins TW (2011) Impulsivity, compulsiv-
ity, and top-down cognitive control. Neuron 69:680–694

Dalley JW, Fryer TD, Brichard L, Robinson ES, Theobald DE, Laane 
K, Pena Y, Murphy ER, Shah Y, Probst K, Abakumova I, Aig-
birhio FI, Richards HK, Hong Y, Baron JC, Everitt BJ, Rob-
bins TW (2007) Nucleus accumbens D2/3 receptors predict trait 
impulsivity and cocaine reinforcement. Science 315:1267–1270

Dalley JW, Roiser JP (2012) Dopamine, serotonin and impulsivity. 
Neurosci 215:42–58

Dalley JW, Theobald DE, Pereira EA, Li PM, Robbins TW (2002) 
Specific abnormalities in serotonin release in the prefrontal cor-
tex of isolation-reared rats measured during behavioural perfor-
mance of a task assessing visuospatial attention and impulsivity. 
Psychopharmacol 164:329–340

De Bellis MD (2002) Developmental traumatology: a contributory 
mechanism for alcohol and substance use disorders. Psychoneu-
roendocrinol 27:155–170

Deroche-Gamonet V, Belin D, Piazza PV (2004) Evidence for addic-
tion-like behavior in the rat. Science 305:1014–1017

Diergaarde L, Pattij T, Poortvliet I, Hogenboom F, de Vries W, 
Schoffelmeer AN, De Vries TJ (2008) Impulsive choice and 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


	 Psychopharmacology

1 3

impulsive action predict vulnerability to distinct stages of nico-
tine seeking in rats. Biol Psychiatry 63:301–308

Dimiziani A, Belles Ano L, Tsartsalis S, Millet P, Herrmann F, 
Ginovart N (2019) Differential involvement of D2 and D3 
receptors during reinstatement of cocaine-seeking behavior 
in the Roman high- and low-avoidance rats. Behav Neurosci 
133:77–85

Djouma E, Card K, Lodge DJ, Lawrence AJ (2006) The CRF1 receptor 
antagonist, antalarmin, reverses isolation-induced up-regulation of 
dopamine D2 receptors in the amygdala and nucleus accumbens 
of fawn-hooded rats. Eur J Neurosci 23:3319–3327

Duaux E, Krebs MO, Loo H, Poirier MF (2000) Genetic vulnerability 
to drug abuse. Eur Psychiatry 15:109–114

Ducret E, Puaud M, Lacoste J, Belin-Rauscent A, Fouyssac M, Dugast 
E, Murray JE, Everitt BJ, Houeto JL, Belin D (2016) N-acetyl-
cysteine facilitates self-imposed abstinence after escalation of 
cocaine intake. Biol Psychiatry 80:226–234

Economidou D, Pelloux Y, Robbins TW, Dalley JW, Everitt BJ (2009) 
High impulsivity predicts relapse to cocaine-seeking after punish-
ment-induced abstinence. Biol Psychiatry 65:851–856

Ersche KD, Turton AJ, Pradhan S, Bullmore ET, Robbins TW (2010) 
Drug addiction endophenotypes: impulsive versus sensation-
seeking personality traits. Biol Psychiatry 68:770–773

Everitt BJ, Robbins TW (2016) Drug addiction: updating actions to 
habits to compulsions ten years on. Annu Rev Psychol 67:23–50

Fattore L, Piras G, Corda MG, Giorgi O (2009) The Roman high- and 
low-avoidance rat lines differ in the acquisition, maintenance, 
extinction, and reinstatement of intravenous cocaine self-admin-
istration. Neuropsychopharmacol 34:1091–1101

Fernandez-Teruel A, Driscoll P, Gil L, Aguilar R, Tobena A, Escori-
huela RM (2002) Enduring effects of environmental enrichment 
on novelty seeking, saccharin and ethanol intake in two rat lines 
(RHA/Verh and RLA/Verh) differing in incentive-seeking behav-
ior. Pharmacol Biochem Behav 73:225–231

Fletcher PJ, Tampakeras M, Sinyard J, Higgins GA (2007) Opposing 
effects of 5-HT(2A) and 5-HT(2C) receptor antagonists in the 
rat and mouse on premature responding in the five-choice serial 
reaction time test. Psychopharmacol 195:223–234

Fouyssac M, Puaud M, Ducret E, Marti-Prats L, Vanhille N, Ansquer 
S, Zhang X, Belin-Rauscent A, Giuliano C, Houeto JL, Everitt 
BJ, Belin D (2020) Environment-dependent behavioral traits and 
experiential factors shape addiction vulnerability. Eur J Neurosci.

Gill KE, Beveridge TJ, Smith HR, Porrino LJ (2013) The effects of 
rearing environment and chronic methylphenidate administration 
on behavior and dopamine receptors in adolescent rats. Brain Res 
1527:67–78

Giorgi O, Corda MG, Fernandez-Teruel A (2019) A genetic model of 
impulsivity, vulnerability to drug abuse and schizophrenia-rele-
vant symptoms with translational potential: the Roman high- vs. 
low-avoidance rats. Front Behav Neurosci 13: 145.

Gipson CD, Beckmann JS, El-Maraghi S, Marusich JA, Bardo 
MT (2011) Effect of environmental enrichment on escala-
tion of cocaine self-administration in rats. Psychopharmacol 
214:557–566

Giuliano C, Belin D, Everitt BJ (2019) Compulsive alcohol seeking 
results from a failure to disengage dorsolateral striatal control over 
behavior. J Neurosci 39:1744–1754

Giuliano C, Pena-Oliver Y, Goodlett CR, Cardinal RN, Robbins TW, 
Bullmore ET, Belin D, Everitt BJ (2018) Evidence for a long-
lasting compulsive alcohol seeking phenotype in rats. Neuropsy-
chopharmacol 43:728–738

Green TA, Gehrke BJ, Bardo MT (2002) Environmental enrichment 
decreases intravenous amphetamine self-administration in rats: 
dose-response functions for fixed- and progressive-ratio sched-
ules. Psychopharmacol 162:373–378

Hall FS, Wilkinson LS, Humby T, Inglis W, Kendall DA, Marsden CA, 
Robbins TW (1998) Isolation rearing in rats: pre- and postsynaptic 
changes in striatal dopaminergic systems. Pharmacol Biochem 
Behav 59:859–872

Hofford RS, Darna M, Wilmouth CE, Dwoskin LP, Bardo MT (2014) 
Environmental enrichment reduces methamphetamine cue-
induced reinstatement but does not alter methamphetamine reward 
or VMAT2 function. Behav Brain Res 270:151–158

Holmes A, le Guisquet AM, Vogel E, Millstein RA, Leman S, Bel-
zung C (2005) Early life genetic, epigenetic and environmental 
factors shaping emotionality in rodents. Neurosci Biobehav Rev 
29:1335–1346

Ikegami A, Duvauchelle CL (2004) Dopamine mechanisms and 
cocaine reward. Int Rev Neurobiol 62:45–94

Karkhanis AN, Locke JL, McCool BA, Weiner JL, Jones SR (2014) 
Social isolation rearing increases nucleus accumbens dopamine 
and norepinephrine responses to acute ethanol in adulthood. Alco-
hol Clin Exp Res 38:2770–2779

King MV, Seeman P, Marsden CA, Fone KC (2009) Increased dopa-
mine D2High receptors in rats reared in social isolation. Synapse 
63:476–483

Kirkpatrick K, Marshall AT, Clarke J, Cain ME (2013) Environmental 
rearing effects on impulsivity and reward sensitivity. Behav Neu-
rosci 127:712–724

Kirkpatrick K, Marshall AT, Smith AP, Koci J, Park Y (2014) Indi-
vidual differences in impulsive and risky choice: effects of envi-
ronmental rearing conditions. Behav Brain Res 269:115–127

Kodjo CM, Klein JD (2002) Prevention and risk of adolescent sub-
stance abuse. The role of adolescents, families, and communities. 
Pediatr Clin North Am 49:257–268

Kreek MJ, Nielsen DA, Butelman ER, LaForge KS (2005) Genetic 
influences on impulsivity, risk taking, stress responsivity and vul-
nerability to drug abuse and addiction. Nat Neurosci 8:1450–1457

Laruelle M, Abi-Dargham A, van Dyck CH, Rosenblatt W, Zea-Ponce 
Y, Zoghbi SS, Baldwin RM, Charney DS, Hoffer PB, Kung HF 
et al (1995) SPECT imaging of striatal dopamine release after 
amphetamine challenge. J Nucl Med 36:1182–1190

Loos M, van der Sluis S, Bochdanovits Z, van Zutphen IJ, Pattij T, 
Stiedl O, Neuro BMPC, Smit AB, Spijker S (2009) Activity and 
impulsive action are controlled by different genetic and environ-
mental factors. Genes Brain Behav 8:817–828

Martinez D, Orlowska D, Narendran R, Slifstein M, Liu F, Kumar D, 
Broft A, Van Heertum R, Kleber HD (2010) Dopamine type 2/3 
receptor availability in the striatum and social status in human 
volunteers. Biol Psychiatry 67:275–278

Modlinska K, Chrzanowska A, Pisula W (2019) The impact of change-
ability of enriched environment on exploration in rats. Behav Pro-
cesses 164:78–85

Molander AC, Mar A, Norbury A, Steventon S, Moreno M, Caprioli D, 
Theobald DE, Belin D, Everitt BJ, Robbins TW, Dalley JW (2011) 
High impulsivity predicting vulnerability to cocaine addiction in 
rats: some relationship with novelty preference but not novelty 
reactivity, anxiety or stress. Psychopharmacology 215:721–731

Moreno M, Cardona D, Gomez MJ, Sanchez-Santed F, Tobena A, 
Fernandez-Teruel A, Campa L, Sunol C, Escarabajal MD, Tor-
res C, Flores P (2010) Impulsivity characterization in the Roman 
high- and low-avoidance rat strains: behavioral and neurochemical 
differences. Neuropsychopharmacology 35:1198–1208

Morgan D, Grant KA, Gage HD, Mach RH, Kaplan JR, Prioleau O, 
Nader SH, Buchheimer N, Ehrenkaufer RL, Nader MA (2002) 
Social dominance in monkeys: dopamine D2 receptors and 
cocaine self-administration. Nat Neurosci 5:169–174

Normandin MD, Schiffer WK, Morris ED (2012) A linear model for 
estimation of neurotransmitter response profiles from dynamic 
PET data. Neuroimage 59:2689–2699



Psychopharmacology	

1 3

O'quigley J (1994) Statistical methods for survival data analysis. (2nd 
edition). Elisa Lee, John Wiley, New York, 1992. no. of pages: 
XII + 482. price: £47.50. ISBN: 0–471–61592–7. Statistics in 
Medicine 13: 883–884.

Paxinos G, Watson C (1998) The rat brain in stereotaxic coordinates 
San Diego: Academic Press.

Perry JL, Stairs DJ, Bardo MT (2008) Impulsive choice and environ-
mental enrichment: effects of d-amphetamine and methylpheni-
date. Behav Brain Res 193:48–54

Poulton A, Hester R (2020) Transition to substance use disorders: 
impulsivity for reward and learning from reward. Soc Cogn Affect 
Neurosci 15:1182–1191

Preece MA, Dalley JW, Theobald DE, Robbins TW, Reynolds 
GP (2004) Region specific changes in forebrain 5-hydroxy-
tryptamine1A and 5-hydroxytryptamine2A receptors in isola-
tion-reared rats: an in vitro autoradiography study. Neuroscience 
123:725–732

Puhl MD, Blum JS, Acosta-Torres S, Grigson PS (2012) Environmen-
tal enrichment protects against the acquisition of cocaine self-
administration in adult male rats, but does not eliminate avoidance 
of a drug-associated saccharin cue. Behav Pharmacol 23:43–53

Ravenelle R, Byrnes EM, Byrnes JJ, McInnis C, Park JH, Donaldson 
ST (2013) Environmental enrichment effects on the neurobehav-
ioral profile of selective outbred trait anxiety rats. Behav Brain 
Res 252:49–57

Rilke O, May T, Oehler J, Wolffgramm J (1995) Influences of hous-
ing conditions and ethanol intake on binding characteristics of 
D2, 5-HT1A, and benzodiazepine receptors of rats. Pharmacol 
Biochem Behav 52:23–28

Robinson ES, Dalley JW, Theobald DE, Glennon JC, Pezze MA, 
Murphy ER, Robbins TW (2008) Opposing roles for 5-HT2A 
and 5-HT2C receptors in the nucleus accumbens on inhibitory 
response control in the 5-choice serial reaction time task. Neu-
ropsychopharmacol 33:2398–2406

Rocha A, Valles R, Cardon AL, Bratton GR, Nation JR (2005) 
Enhanced acquisition of cocaine self-administration in rats 
developmentally exposed to lead. Neuropsychopharmacol 
30:2058–2064

Rodriguez-Ortega E, de la Fuente L, de Amo E, Cubero I (2018) Envi-
ronmental enrichment during adolescence acts as a protective and 
therapeutic tool for ethanol binge-drinking, anxiety-like, novelty 
seeking and compulsive-like behaviors in C57BL/6J Mice During 
Adulthood. Front Behav Neurosci 12:177

Sanchez-Roige S, Fontanillas P, Elson SL, Gray JC, de Wit H, MacK-
illop J, Palmer AA (2019) Genome-wide association studies of 
impulsive personality traits (BIS-11 and UPPS-P) and drug exper-
imentation in up to 22,861 adult research participants identify loci 
in the CACNA1I and CADM2 genes. J Neurosci 39:2562–2572

Schenk S, Hunt T, Colle L, Amit Z (1983) Isolation versus grouped 
housing in rats: differential effects of low doses of heroin in the 
place preference paradigm. Life Sci 32:1129–1134

Schiffer WK, Mirrione MM, Biegon A, Alexoff DL, Patel V, Dewey 
SL (2006) Serial microPET measures of the metabolic reaction to 
a microdialysis probe implant. J Neurosci Methods 155:272–284

Schiller L, Jahkel M, Oehler J (2006) The influence of sex and social 
isolation housing on pre- and postsynaptic 5-HT1A receptors. 
Brain Res 1103:76–87

Schrijver NC, Bahr NI, Weiss IC, Wurbel H (2002) Dissociable effects 
of isolation rearing and environmental enrichment on explora-
tion, spatial learning and HPA activity in adult rats. Pharmacol 
Biochem Behav 73:209–224

Segovia G, Del Arco A, De Blas M, Garrido P, Mora F (2010) 
Environmental enrichment increases the in vivo extracellular 

concentration of dopamine in the nucleus accumbens: a microdi-
alysis study. J Neural Transm (vienna) 117:1123–1130

Smith MA, Iordanou JC, Cohen MB, Cole KT, Gergans SR, Lyle MA, 
Schmidt KT (2009) Effects of environmental enrichment on sen-
sitivity to cocaine in female rats: importance of control rates of 
behavior. Behav Pharmacol 20:312–321

Solinas M, Thiriet N, Chauvet C, Jaber M (2010) Prevention and treat-
ment of drug addiction by environmental enrichment. Prog Neu-
robiol 92:572–592

Solinas M, Thiriet N, El Rawas R, Lardeux V, Jaber M (2009) Environ-
mental enrichment during early stages of life reduces the behavio-
ral, neurochemical, and molecular effects of cocaine. Neuropsy-
chopharmacology 34:1102–1111

Tanas L, Ostaszewski P, Iwan A (2015) Effects of post-weaning social 
isolation and environment al enrichment on exploratory behavior 
and ankiety in Wistar rats. Acta Neurobiol Exp (wars) 75:72–79

Thiel KJ, Sanabria F, Pentkowski NS, Neisewander JL (2009) Anti-
craving effects of environmental enrichment. Int J Neuropsychop-
harmacol 12:1151–1156

Tournier BB, Steimer T, Millet P, Moulin-Sallanon M, Vallet P, Ibanez 
V, Ginovart N (2013) Innately low D2 receptor availability is 
associated with high novelty-seeking and enhanced behavioural 
sensitization to amphetamine. Int J Neuropsychopharmacol 
16:1819–1834

van der Veen R, Kentrop J, van der Tas L, Loi M, van IJzendoorn-
Bakermans-Kranenburg MHMJ, Joels M (2015) Complex living 
conditions impair behavioral inhibition but improve attention in 
rats. Front Behav Neurosci 9:357

Vazquez-Sanroman DB, Arlington Wilson G, Bardo MT (2021) 
Effects of social isolation on perineuronal nets in the amygdala 
following a reward omission task in Female Rats. Mol Neurobiol 
58:348–361

Wingo T, Nesil T, Choi JS, Li MD (2016) Novelty seeking and drug 
addiction in humans and animals: from behavior to molecules. J 
Neuroimmune Pharmacol 11:456–470

Winstanley CA, Theobald DE, Dalley JW, Glennon JC, Robbins TW 
(2004) 5-HT2A and 5-HT2C receptor antagonists have opposing 
effects on a measure of impulsivity: interactions with global 5-HT 
depletion. Psychopharmacol 176:376–385

Zambrana C, Marco EM, Arranz L, de Castro NM, Viveros MP, de la 
Fuente M (2007) Influence of aging and enriched environment on 
motor activity and emotional responses in mice. Ann N Y Acad 
Sci 1100:543–552

Zeeb FD, Wong AC, Winstanley CA (2013) Differential effects of envi-
ronmental enrichment, social-housing, and isolation-rearing on 
a rat gambling task: dissociations between impulsive action and 
risky decision-making. Psychopharmacol 225:381–395

Zhu J, Apparsundaram S, Bardo MT, Dwoskin LP (2005) Environ-
mental enrichment decreases cell surface expression of the dopa-
mine transporter in rat medial prefrontal cortex. J Neurochem 
93:1434–1443

Zimmermann A, Stauffacher M, Langhans W, Wurbel H (2001) Enrich-
ment-dependent differences in novelty exploration in rats can be 
explained by habituation. Behav Brain Res 121:11–20

Publisher's note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


	Early environmental enrichment and impoverishment differentially affect addiction-related behavioral traits, cocaine-taking, and dopamine D23 receptor signaling in a rat model of vulnerability to drug abuse
	Abstract
	Rationale 
	Objectives 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusion 

	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Animals
	General procedure
	Environmental housing conditions
	Drugs
	Novelty-induced place preference (NIPP)
	Five-choice serial reaction time task (5-CSRTT)
	SPECT imaging and the radioligand [123 I]IBZM
	Cocaine self-administration
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Novelty-induced place preference (NIPP)
	Five-choice serial reaction time task (5-CSRTT)
	SPECT imaging and the radioligand [123 I]IBZM
	Cocaine self-administration
	Relationships between [123I]IBZM binding measures and behavioral measures

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements 
	References


