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INTRODUCTION / RESULTS
» Exposure to isolated environments has been shown to (1) increase impulsive Impulsive Choice : Behavioral Flexibility . Impulsive Action
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objects) are traditionally compared to rats raised in isolated environments (no ) g . % L .
conspecifics or novel objects),* confounding the effects of social and novelty 5 . Q y g .
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* Goals of the experiment: (1) Parse out the effects of social and novelty S . g O .
enrichment on two measures of impulsivity and one measure of behavioral @ & 7
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flexibility using a 2x2 between-subjects design; (2) Determine the relationship 0. | 0. | H | 0 o5 - | . 0- |
between impulsivity and behavioral flexibility across individual rats. C  SC : + C  SC C  SC C  SC
METHOD * IC and novelty-enriched (+) rats * IC rats showed a greater change in * IC rats produced
were more impulsive than SC and behavior between the two tasks, more rewarded IRTs
* Impulsive choice task non-enriched (-) rats, respectively indicating greater flexibility on the DRL task
* Smaller-sooner (SS): 1 pelletin 10 s
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+ Isolated + novel objects (IC+)  ° Impulsive action task * The more impulsive SC rats * The more impulsive SC rats * The more behaviorally inefficient
+ Social, no novel objects (SC-) o Differential-reinforcement-of-low-rate (impulsive choice) exhibited (impulsive choice) were more SC rats (DRL) exhibited greater
+ Social + novel objects (SC+) (DRL) with a 30-s criterion greater set-shifting deficits behaviorally inefficient (DRL) set-shifting deficits
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