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Figure 1. Enrichment Paradigm Figure 2. Testing Procedure

24 male Sprague-Dawley rats Smaller reward = 1 pellet * Social and novelty enrichment did not atfect impulsive or risky choice behaviors.

Reared for 30 days (PND 21 to 51) Larger reward = 2 pellets * Novelty enrichment showed a selective etfect on behavioral tlexibility by decreasing never
e 1C: Isolated condition Delay discounting®: reinforced errors, indicating a potential etfect of novelty enrichment on rats’ novelty-

* IC+: Isolated condition + novelty 7.5215230260 s secking behaviors.
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