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Differential expression of Dusp1 
and immediate early response 
genes in the hippocampus of rats, 
subjected to forced swim test
Ivan Vlasov *, Elena Filatova , Petr Slominsky  & Maria Shadrina 

The forced swim test (FST) is widely used to screen for potential antidepressant drugs and treatments. 
Despite this, the nature of stillness during FST and whether it resembles “depressive-like behavior” 
are widely debated issues. Furthermore, despite being widely used as a behavioral assay, the effects 
of the FST on the brain transcriptome are rarely investigated. Therefore, in this study we have 
investigated changes in the transcriptome of the rat hippocampus 20 min and 24 h after FST exposure. 
RNA-Seq is performed on the hippocampus tissues of rats 20 min and 24 h after an FST. Differentially 
expressed genes (DEGs) were identified using limma and used to construct gene interaction networks. 
Fourteen differentially expressed genes (DEGs) were identified only in the 20-m group. No DEGs were 
identified 24 h after the FST. These genes were used for Gene Ontology term enrichment and gene-
network construction. Based on the constructed gene-interaction networks, we identified a group 
of DEGs (Dusp1, Fos, Klf2, Ccn1, and Zfp36) that appeared significant based on multiple methods 
of downstream analysis. Dusp1 appears especially important, as its role in the pathogenesis of 
depression has been demonstrated both in various animal models of depression and in patients with 
depressive disorders.

The forced swim test (FST) is a widely used assay in the fields of neuropharmacology and study of depression. 
All in all, more than 6000 papers using the FST have been published. The FST was presented by Porsolt et al. as 
a model created to satisfy two main requirements: they “resemble depressive illness and are selectively sensitive 
to clinically effective antidepressant treatments”1. The sensitivity of the FST to contemporary antidepressant 
treatments was demonstrated in an original paper1. However, the validity of the FST as a model of depressive 
behavior is now contested. On the one hand, the interpretation of animal stillness during an FST as “depression-
like behavior” is most common. It is accepted by 70% of researchers publishing studies using the FST2 On the 
other hand, according to a number of authors, the FST is lacking in the face and construct validity2. The FST’s 
predictive validity is also limited – in the case of some widely used clinical treatments (barbiturates and benzo-
diazepines), it has been prone to delivering false-positive results3. In addition, significant differences in phar-
macodynamics have been observed in human subjects compared with rodents used in an FST4. Some authors 
believe that interpreting the FST as a model of acute stress and adaptive reactions to acute stress would be a 
more valid approach2,5.

However, the importance of stress in the pathogenesis of depression should not be underestimated. The theory 
of the stress-induced pathogenesis of depression is one of the main theories of depression. In this theory, it is 
supposed that the hyperactivity of the hypothalamic–pituitary–adrenal axis under the influence of acute stress 
is a major factor in the pathogenesis of depression. The fact that stressful events are among the main factors 
that trigger the first manifestations of depression speaks in favor of this theory6–8. Additionally, cortisol levels 
in blood plasma and cerebrospinal fluid, as well as corticotropin levels in blood plasma, are elevated in patients 
with depressive disorders9. Additionally, a reduction in central corticosteroid receptors has been observed in 
patients with depression10.

In view of these data, the use of the FST as a stressor to investigate the effects of acute stress on brain pro-
cesses and their possible relationship with the pathogenesis of depression appears to be an interesting line of 
study. Many recent studies employing the FST have examined the effects of antidepressants11–13, other drugs (e.g. 
the hypotensive drug Telmisartan)14 other compounds (e.g. milk lactoferrin)15, mutations16 and physiological 
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factors17, by comparing low immobility with high immobility in subgroups. Only a few studies have examined 
the direct effect of acute stress from the FST on transcription profiles by comparing a group subjected to the 
FST with a group not subjected to the FST. Therefore, we studied transcriptional profiles in the brains of rats 
exposed to the FST and divided into groups with immediate (20 min after the test) and delayed (24 h after the 
test) responses to acute stress.

Results
A transcriptomics analysis was performed on hippocampal tissues dissected from 18 rats, including six control 
rats that were not subjected to the FST, six rats decapitated in 20 min (hereinafter 20-m group) after the test, and 
six rats decapitated in 24 h (hereinafter 24-h group) after the test. Fourteen DEGs were identified in the 20-m 
group: two were downregulated and 12 were upregulated (see Supplementary File 1 for the full list). No DEGs 
were identified in the 24-h group. A Gene Ontology (GO) term enrichment analysis was performed using the 
DEGs from the 20-m group. The following terms were identified as significantly enriched (Table 1).

We created a network of the interaction of DEGs with various neuronal cells using Pathway Studio (Fig. 1). 
To construct this network, we determined the relationship between all DEGs and cells found using the keyword 
“neuron” in Pathway Studio. This network contained eight genes: Cyr61/Ccn1, Dusp1, Klf2, Klf4, Atf3, Zfp36, 
Btg2, and Fos.

Using the Pathway Studio software, we examined the DEGs for any known interactions and identified a group 
of interacting DEGs (Fig. 2). For this purpose, all known interactions between the DEGs were identified, with 
all DEGs not interacting with any other DEG being removed. In comparing Figs. 1 and 2, it became evident that 
eight genes–i.e. Dusp1, Zfp36, Klf2, Klf4, Ccn1/Cyr61, Btg2, and Fos––were common for the two networks. Using 
the “rtn” package in R, we analyzed the coexpression patterns to identify interacting genes based on empiri-
cal evidence (Fig. 3). Using expression data (pseudocounts per transcript in each observation), we identified a 
network of interacting genes that linked transcription factors to their potential targets. This network consisted 
of the Apold1, Zfp36, Ccn1/Cyr61, Fos, Klf2, and Dusp1 genes; all of them were also differentially expressed.

We identified a group of genes (Dusp1, Fos, Klf2, Ccn1 and Zfp36) that appeared significant based on mul-
tiple methods of downstream analysis, and examined their possible differential expression in the hippocampus 
and prefrontal cortex (PFC) using reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT–PCR) (Table 2). Only 
one gene (Zfp36) was not significantly up-regulated in hippocampus tissues of the 20-m group, although it is 
worth noting that the direction of the differential expression at the significance level was in accordance with the 
ribonucleic acid (RNA) sequence data.

Discussion
In this study, a transcriptomics analysis of the hippocampus tissues of rats subjected to the FST was conducted. 
The FST is a commonly used model, which is mostly employed in drug screening for investigating potential 
antidepressant application (according to (Molendijk, de Kloet5), no less than 4300 papers in 2015). However, 
studies of the direct effect of the FST on brain transcriptomes are exceedingly rare.

We conducted a search for similar experiments in the literature data using search queries “stress mouse RNA-
Seq” and “stress rat RNA sequence” in PubMed. The results were 757 and 153, respectively. To identify the most 
relevant papers, we filtered out papers in languages other than English (8); papers with model animals other than 
rats and mice (63); papers with conditions other than stress or depression, such as cancer, infectious diseases, etc. 
(497); papers using other tissues than central nervous system, such as bones, lungs, etc. (182); papers investigat-
ing other forms of stress, such as endoplasmic reticulum stress or fluid shear stress (15); papers not intended to 
investigate differential expression (36); papers investigating rats or mice that have been genetically modified, 
carry significant mutations or deletions, are old, or have been bred for neurological issues (such as being prone 
to seizures) rats (5); and, finally, papers in which transcriptomic profiling of stressed and nonstressed mice and 
rats was not conducted (94). Using this approach, ten papers with the most similar conditions and approaches 
have been selected. Only one paper out of the ten studied differential expression in the brain of mice subjected 
to FST and not subjected to the FST using RNA-Seq. Nine of the ten papers have studied other models of stress 
in rodents, such as uncontrollable chronic stress, social defeat, and acute and chronic immobilization.

Table 1.   Significantly enriched GO Biological process terms. DEGs for enrichment are detected in 
hippocampus of rats from FST 20 m group.

Term GO ID GO term P value (FDR corrected) Total genes linked to the term Total DEGs linked to the term (%) Names of linked DEGs

GO:0071409 Cellular response to cycloheximide 5.3*10–6 4 2 (50%) [Klf2, Klf4]

GO:0071499 Cellular response to laminar fluid 
shear stress 8.8*10–6 5 2 (40%) [Klf2, Klf4]

GO:0060213
Positive regulation of nuclear-
transcribed mRNA poly(A) tail 
shortening

4.8*10–5 11 2 (18, 18%) [Btg2, Zfp36]

GO:0036003
Positive regulation of transcription 
from RNA polymerase II promoter 
in response to stress

9.2*10–5 15 2 (13, 33%) [Atf3, Klf2]

GO:0006094 Gluconeogenesis 8.1*10–4 55 2 (4, 55%) [Atf3, Sik1]



3

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |         (2023) 13:9985  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-36611-5

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Zhang et al. in their 2019 paper18, conducted a transcriptome analysis in the hippocampus of mice that had 
been subjected to three different tests–the tail suspension test, FST, and elevated labyrinth test. The authors 
identified more than 200 DEGs in each test group. The best fit to our own data was the FST test group. In Zhang 
et al. paper, tissues were extracted from mice 24 h after FST, the same as for our 24-h group. However, unlike 
our data, 224 DEGs were identified in that test group. Biological differences between rats and mice, methodo-
logical differences such as use of pulled mRNA (in (Zhang et al.18) vs individual samples in our study), and use 

Figure 1.   DEGs detected in hippocampus of rats from FST 20 m group and their interactions with various 
neuronal cells.
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Figure 2.   Interactions of DEGs detected in hippocampus of rats from FST 20 m group.

Figure 3.   Expression based interaction network of genes in hippocampus based on expression data from FST 
20 m, FST 24 h and control group.
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of different sets of bioinformatic tools could explain these differences. Unfortunately, lack of access to primary 
data makes further comparison of results impossible.

A 2021 study (Mifsud et al.19, mostly focused on MR/GR regulation and binding, investigated, among other 
things, the effects of forced swimming stress on gene expression in rat hippocampus. Multiple methodological 
differences complicate the direct comparison. We consider the following differences to be the most impactful 
(in (Mifsud et al.19) and our work, respectively): the use of isoflurane anesthesia versus no anesthesia, the use of 
response measurement between several timelines after the FST and two separate baseline groups versus pairwise 
comparison against a single baseline group, the use of riboRNA depletion versus poly-A enrichment, and the 
use of a single occurrence of a forced swimming stressor versus use of a pretest swimming stressor before the 
actual test. Nevertheless, despite these differences, we have identified common genes between their responsive 
to stress genes and our differentially expressed genes: Sik1, Btg2, Atf3, Apold1, Fos, Ccn/Cyr61, Klf4, and Zfp36. 
In both studies, these genes are expressed at a higher level in stressed versus nonstressed rats.

A similar situation can be observed in (von Ziegler et al.20). In this work, multiomic profiling was performed 
on the hippocampi of mice, subjected to a forced swimming stressor at several time points. Despite numerous 
methodological differences (the biological difference between mice and rats probably being the most important 
one), the genes Fos, Dusp1, Sik1, Btg2, Atf3, Apold1, Cyr61, Klf2, Klf4, and Ier2 and their mouse orthologs, respec-
tively, are up-regulated shortly after exposure to the forced swim test in both our own (20 min after the end of 
the FST) transcriptomic profiling and that of von Ziegler et al. (45 min after the beginning). It is worth noting 
that, at the latest time point (4 h) in the Ziegler study, the expression of these genes returns to the baseline level, 
which is consistent with our own measurements at 24 h after the FST.

We have found two studies using microarrays to find changes in brain transcriptome after the FST, including 
changes in the hippocampus. In this study, 1298 DEGs were detected, which were almost two orders of magni-
tude higher than in our data21 However, these DEGs were expressed insignificantly differentially, which makes 
comparison with our data incorrect, as we reported only genes that were significantly deferentially expressed 
after FDR correction.

Similarly, no mention of multiple hypothesis correction can be found in the article (Yamamoto et al.22), 
although in this case a different choice of examined tissue (from the cerebellum and PFC versus hippocampus) 
has further complicated the comparison. No common DEGs could be found between our results and those 
reported in this paper.

In many studies, the FST was considered a model of depression and passive animal behavior observed during 
the test was considered “depressive.” Several articles have criticized the use of FST as a model of depression. An 
argument used in these works was that passive behavior recorded during the test was adaptive, as the animal rec-
ognizes that escape attempts are futile5,23. These hypotheses about animal response are consistent with our results; 
e.g. a transcriptomics analysis of hippocampus tissues from the brains of rats subjected to the FST detected 14 
DEGs 20 min and no DEGs 24 h after the test. These results would be expected if the working hypothesis was 
that animals are not in a depressive state, but simply learn a new adaptive behavior. In contrast, the detection of 
DEGs 20 min after the test suggests the possibility of using the FST model for the examination of the impact of 
acute stress on the brain transcriptome.

The amygdala, prefrontal cortex (PFC), and hippocampus appear to be the most promising regions in the 
brain for the investigation of stress effects on the transcriptome level. The presence of glucocorticoid and min-
eralocorticoid receptors (GRs, MRs) in these three brain regions is well documented24. Neurons in all these 
regions are affected by remodeling due to stress effects24. Therefore, we have decided to use the hippocampus for 
transcriptome profiling and then confirm the differential expression of several DEGs revealed by transcriptome 
profiling in both the PFC and hippocampus.

The inhibitory effects of stress and cortisol (CORT) on hippocampus-based memory are widely known25,26. 
Long-term potentiation was also shown to be inhibited under the effects of stress27,28. It is worth noting that the 
effects of cortisol on potentiation and memory are dose-dependent and biphasic: small doses improve memory 
based on the hippocampus and long-term potentiation, while the effect of high doses is the opposite29,30. Fur-
thermore, prolonged stress exposure led to decreased hippocampus volume31.

Similarly to hippocampus-based memory, PFC-based working memory is also affected by cortisol and stress 
in a dose-dependent biphasic manner. Acute stress also improves working memory32, and chronic stress inhibits 
it33. Stress exposure causes changes in the morphology of pyramid neurons in the PFC34. According to fMRI 

Table 2.   Mean (RNA-seq) and median (RT-PCR) FC of the most interesting DEGs based on RT-PCR and 
RNA-seq. Significantly DE values are in bold (P value < 0.05) (Kruskal–Wallis test in case of RT-PCR and 
Moderated t test in case of RNA-seq). FDR multiple test correction is applied in both cases.

Genes

Hippocampus Prefrontal cortex

20 min 24 h 20 min 24 h

RT-PCR RNA-seq RT-PCR RNA-seq RT-PCR RT-PCR

Dusp1 2.25 (2.18–2.55) 3.33 1 (0.9–1.26) 1.12 2.71 (2.32–2.85) 2.36 (2.13–2.82)

Fos 4.83 (2.3–7.05) 2.40 1.58 (1.46–1.97) 1.03 2.62 (1.58–3.76) 2.94 (2.64–7.43)

Klf2 1.9 (1.73–3.11) 2.10 1.5 (1.17–1.83) 1.09 2.8 (2.46–3.33) 1.87 (1.53–2.26)

Zfp36 1.47 (1.02–3.82) 2.17 1.05 (0.94–1.31) 1.28 2.26 (1.97–2.65) 0.87 (0.72–0.94)

Ccn1 8.05 (4.15–14) 10.09 0.84 (0.65–0.98) 1.04 11.24 (8.59–15.71) 1.9 (1.56–2.77)
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imaging, individuals under a high level of stress exhibited reduced functional connectivity in brain circuitry, 
including the PFC35.

We performed GO term enrichment for the 14 detected DEGs (Table 1). Due to the low overall number of 
DEGs detected, even significantly enriched terms had no more than two associated DEGs. Therefore, it was 
difficult to evaluate the relevance of these terms, especially “gluconeogenesis,” for which two genes represented 
only 4.6% of all the genes associated with the term. However, the terms GO:0036003 and GO:0071499 are tan-
gentially relevant to stress and may deserve attention. It is also worth noting that the term GO:0071499 (cellular 
response to laminar fluid shear stress) can be linked to acute stress through common effector mechanisms, i.e. 
mitogen-activated protein kinases (MAPKs)36, the functions of which are highly affected by Dusp1, one of the 
detected DEGs. Additionally, for all 14 detected DEGs, we built two interaction networks including relation to 
neuronal cells (Fig. 1) and known interactions from the literature (Fig. 2). Moreover, we built a coexpression-
based network of interacting genes using transcriptomic profiles (Fig. 3). The genes common between these three 
networks were chosen for further examination: Dusp1, Fos, Klf2, Ccn1, and Zfp36.

Dusp1 is a dual-specificity phosphatase that belongs to a family of phosphatases that inactivate MAPKs, a 
family of key regulators of cellular processes and the immune response37. Based on the literature data, Dusp1 over-
expression appears to be connected to both acute and chronic stress. Meta-analysis of microarray transcriptomic 
data has showed that Dusp1 expression was consistently regulated by glucocorticoids38. Even in the absence of 
glucocorticoids, restraint stress by itself leads to the induction of Dusp1 expression in the hypothalamic paraven-
tricular nucleus and anterior pituitary of adrenalectomized mice39. Treatment with dexmedetomidine attenuates 
both stress-induced liver injury and Dusp1 overepxression in mice, subjected to acute stress40. A similar result, 
i.e. alleviation of the pathologic phenotype and overexpression of Dusp1, has also been shown in a mouse model 
of learnt helplessness after deep transcranial magnetic stimulation41. Dusp1 is also overexpressed in models of 
depression caused by chronic pain, and mild, unpredictable, and periodic photostimulation. Intake of a Dusp1 
antagonist and local silencing or knockout of Dusp1 alleviated depressive behavior in these models42. Dusp1 was 
found to be overexpressed in the hippocampus41,43–45 and ventrolateral orbital cortex46 of rats and mice, subjected 
to chronic stress. Dusp1 was also overexpressed in gastric tissues of rats with stress-induced gastric ulcer47.

DUSP1 overexpression also appears to be involved in depression. An increased amount of DUSP1 in blood 
plasma is associated with depression in women48. DUSP1 is overexpressed in postmortem tissues of the sub-
regions of the hippocampus in patients with major depressive disorder (MDD)45. DUSP1 expression in the 
blood of patients with MDD is reduced after transcranial magnetic stimulation, a treatment that also alleviates 
symptoms of depression49.

It can be concluded that overexpression of DUSP1 is central to the physiology of stress. Overexpression of 
Dusp1, linked to a depressive-like phenotype, is a common feature of various rodent chronic-stress-based models 
of depression. Our data demonstrated there to be Dusp1 overexpression in the hippocampus and PFC of rats 
subjected to the FST.

Fos is a gene that encodes the immediate early response transcription factor c-Fos. It’s expression is induced 
as part of an activity-regulated gene expression program in response to various stimuli. It is widely regarded as 
a marker of neuronal activity50,51. Therefore, Fos induction as part of the stress response is not a specific reaction 
to stress, which is well documented in the literature. A comprehensive review of all studies on Fos induction in 
response to stress is beyond the scope of this paper. Therefore, we decided to focus on studies that illustrate the 
specificity of the connection between Fos and stress.

Stress induces Fos expression in several regions of the brain involved in stress reaction and regulation of 
the stress—the hippocampus52–56; hypothalamus, amygdala, and nucleus accumbens52–54,56–60; HPA-axis58; and 
PFC53,57,61. Ingestion of antidepressants and anxiolytics reduces the induction of Fos expression. c-Fos is expressed 
in response to electroshock tests in rodents, and during presentation of the environments in which these tests 
occurred. Introduction of diazepam reduces induction of this expression62. Clozapine restores normal social 
interactions in rats subjected to acute restraint stress and reduces Fos expression in several parts of the brain53. 
Short-term fluoxetine treatment reduces Fos expression in the lymbic system of rats subjected to acute forced 
restraint stress59. It is worth noting that the dynamics and localization of Fos induction may be sex-dependent55,63. 
Therefore, common experimental designs using exclusively male rodents (as in our study) may be flawed or 
limited.

Overexpression of Fos in the hippocampus of rats subjected to the FST may evidence the commonality of the 
molecular mechanisms of various acute stress models. It is also worth noting that forced swimming and restraint 
stress induce similar levels of GR/MR binding to the glucocorticoid-responsive elements of specific stress related 
genes in hippocampus64. This commonality makes the FST potentially very useful for research into the molecular 
mechanisms of stress, considering how easy to conduct and standardize it is.

Klf2, another DEG in our data, is a gene from the Krüppel-like factor family, i.e. DNA-binding transcription 
factors with zinc finger motifs. The genes of this family participate in the facilitation of different cellular func-
tions. Klf2 plays a role in such cellular processes as inflammation and functioning of the immune system and 
participates in the differentiation of various cell types65.

It has been shown previously that multihit early life adversity causes differential expression of Klf2 in mice. 
Interestingly, there is another gene that is regulated in a sex-dependent manner, and the direction of its significant 
differential expression is opposite in males and females66. Our data indicate that there may be a connection of 
overexpression of this gene with acute stress.

Cysteine-rich angiogenic inducer 61 (Cyr61/Ccn1) belongs to the CCN family of genes, a group of regulatory 
genes connected by a common multimodular organization67. Ccn1 was first discovered as an immediate early 
response gene induced by growth factors68. It participates in a multitude of cellular processes, such as angiogen-
esis, cellular adhesion, proliferation, and migration. Various stressors, such as hypoxia, mechanical stretching, 
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and UV light, induce the expression of this gene. Cyr61 is up-regulated in various animal models, such as asthma, 
lung fibrosis, hyperoxia, and ventilator-associated lung injury69.

Dieckmann et al. published a study, in which they investigated the potential effects of early childhood adver-
sity on adults. In this study, they compared the transcriptomic profiles of blood monocytes from adults who 
suffered from early childhood adversity and matched controls 3 h after exposure to a stressful event. In that study, 
CYR61 was found among significantly overexpressed genes70.

Cyr61 expression has previously been shown to increase significantly increased in the neocortex of mice by 
both restraint stress and intake of FG7142, which is a partial inverse agonist of benzodiazepine receptors that 
mimics the physiological and neurochemical changes induced by stressful stimuli71. In both cases, the mice 
were sacrificed an hour after exposure. In the same study, Btg2 and Fos were also overexpressed after both stress 
exposure and FG7142. These two genes were also overexpressed in our study. This could be understood as a 
demonstration of the commonality of molecular mechanisms involved in stress, caused by FST and other classic 
stress models, such as restrain stress. This underlines the role of these three genes in the early response to stress.

The last DEG of particular interest encodes Zfp36, also known as tristetraprolin, which is a transcription factor 
with a zinc finger motif. This protein is an RNA-binding protein that plays a role in various cellular processes, 
namely differentiation, proliferation, carcinogenesis, and many others72. A study performed using the orbito-
frontal cortex brain tissues of suicide victims showed the overexpression of ZFP3673. However, further studies 
were unable to confirm that there is a connection between a single-nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) of this gene 
and suicidal behavior74. We have detected an overexpression of this gene in the brains of rats subjected to the 
FST, which implies a connection between changes in the expression of this gene and stress. The potential link 
between stress, ZFP36 overexpression, and suicidal behavior may be an important topic for further investigation.

Intergenic interactions among DEGs are also of interest, in particular, the effect of differential-expression tran-
scription factors on the overexpression of other genes. As is shown in Fig. 2, according to data in the literature, 
many of these genes have a negative impact on the expression of their target genes; however, in our results, all of 
these genes were overexpressed simultaneously. Using the reconstruction of transcriptional regulatory network 
inference (RTNI) method, we attempted to recreate the networks of mutual effects on the expression of our 
DEGs (Fig. 3). In the RTNI analysis, we used all the expression data for all genes. Pathway Studio only worked 
with DEGs that were previously annotated. Our results appear to confirm a close interaction among Dusp1, Fos, 
Klf2, Ccn1, and Zfp36. Preexisting literature data based on the pattern of coexpression support the assumption 
of the importance of this group of genes for developing acute stress at the molecular level.

Materials and methods
FST model.  This study was conducted with male Sprague Dawley (SD) rats. Rats weighing 140–210 g at the 
beginning of the experiment were divided into three groups: a control group, a group that would be decapitated 
24 h after the FST, and a group that would be decapitated 20 min after the FST (n = 8 animals each). The experi-
mental work was carried out in accordance with the Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals75 and was 
approved by the Ethics Committee of the Institute of Molecular Genetics of the Russian Academy of Sciences. 
On the first day of the experiment, animals from the first and second experimental groups were placed for 
15 min in a cylinder with a diameter of 20 cm and a height of 45 cm that was filled with water at a temperature 
of 24–25 °C water up to the 30-cm mark (pretest). On the second day, the animals were placed in the cylinder for 
5 min (test). Twenty minutes after the second session, the animals in the first experimental group were decapi-
tated. The animals of the second group were decapitated 24 h after the test.

The study was conducted and reported in accordance with the ARRIVE Essential 10 guidelines 76.

Randomization and blinding.  Animals were weighed, and their sucrose preference was measured immediately 
after their arrival to IMG vivarium and 2 weeks before the FST. These measurement points are called the “first 
time point” and “second time point” (_1 and _2 in Supplementary File 3).

The animals were randomly divided into groups at second time point using the following procedure:

(1)	 Animals were randomly divided into groups (sample() command in R programming language)
(2)	 The Kruskall–Wallis one-way ANOVA test was used to ensure that groups are not significantly different 

in sucrose preference and food consumption. If there was a significant difference, the procedure (kruskall.
test() command in the R programming language) was restarted.

The same procedure was used to select animals for sequencing, albeit with selection of subgroups of full 
groups.

Blinding was present during the handling of the animals prior to treatment. Blinding during the carrying 
out of the experiment, data analysis, and outcome assessment are not applicable to our experiment design. Full 
data describing the groups can be found in Supplementary File 3.

RNA isolation.  The hippocampus and prefrontal cortex were dissected from the whole brain. The dissection 
took no more than 10 min per animal. Samples were flash frozen, homogenized a using rotor homogenizer, and 
then soaked in RNA-later buffer (Thermo Fisher Scientific).

Total RNA was isolated from a 10-mg sample of tissue from the frontal cortex (F) and hippocampus (H) of 
the brains of rats. Total RNA isolation was performed from the rat brains for expression analysis of individual 
genes for each individual animal. Total RNA isolation was conducted using a Direct-Zol RNA Mini-Prep Kit 
(Zymo Research) according to the manufacturer’s recommendations. The concentration of isolated total RNA was 
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measured using a Quant-iT RNA BR Assay Kit and a Qubit fluorimeter (Invitrogen). RNA quality was monitored 
using an Experion automated electrophoresis system (Bio-Rad Laboratories). The RNA quality index, measured 
using BioAnalyzer (Agilent), was higher than 8.5 in all samples.

Whole-transcriptome analysis was performed using samples of tissue isolated from hippocampus of the rats 
brain. For this purpose, 5 mg of brain tissue were taken from each of the 8 animals in each group (the control 
group, the group decapitated 20 min after the FST, and the group decapitated 24 h after the FST).

RNA sequencing.  A polyA fraction of RNA was extracted from total RNA for RNA-seq. Sequencing librar-
ies were prepared using a NEBNext® mRNA Library Perp Reagent Set (NEB, United States). Sequencing was 
performed using HiSeq1500 (Illumina, United States). Read counts per sample can be found in Supplementary 
File 4. RNAs of six (FST 24 h, control) or seven (FST 20 min) animals from each group were sequenced.

RT‑qPCR.  Gene-expression analysis was conducted using a reverse-transcription (RT) reaction and real-
time quantitative PCR (qPCR) with TaqMan probes. Single-stranded DNA was synthesized using 500  ng of 
total RNA, 100 ng of Escherichia coli tRNA as a carrier77, specific primers, and an OT-1 kit for reverse transcrip-
tion (Syntol) according to the manufacturer’s recommendations. Each RT reaction was performed in triplicate. 
Sequences of gene-specific primers and probes are presented below.

Ccn1-for 5′-CAA​GGG​GCT​GGA​ATG​CAA​TTTC​
Ccn1-rev 5′-CCG​TTC​TGG​TAG​ATC​CTG​GAG​TTA​
Ccn1-probe 5′-VIC- AGG​GAT​CTG​CAG​AGC​TCA​GTC​AGA​AGGCA-BHQ2
Fos-F 5′- GGG​ACA​GCC​TTT​CCT​ACT​ACC​
Fos-R 5′- TGG​CAC​TAG​AGA​CGG​ACA​GA
Fos-P 5-VIC- CCA​GCC​GAC​TCC​TTC​TCC​AGC​ATG​-BHQ2
Dusp1-F 5′- GCT​GAG​TAC​TAG​TGT​GCC​TG
Dusp1-R 5′- GTC​GAG​CAT​ATC​TTT​CCG​GG
Dusp1-P 5′-VIC- CTT​CCT​GTA​CCT​GGG​CAG​TGC​TTA​-BHQ2
Klf2-F 5′- CGG​CAA​GAC​CTA​CAC​CAA​GAG​
Klf2-R 5′- GCC​GTC​CCA​GTT​GCA​ATG​ATA​
Klf2-P 5′-VIC- CTC​ACC​TGT​GTG​CGT​CCT​CAG​ATG​CG-BHQ2
Zfp36-F 5′- CGA​CTG​TCG​GTC​TCT​TCT​CCA​
Zfp36-R 5′- GAC​TCA​GTT​CCT​CCG​TGG​TC
Zfp36-P 5′-VIC- TGA​CAG​GTC​ATG​GCT​CAT​CGA​CAT​AAG​GCT​CTC-BHQ2
Psmd6-F 5′-CTG​GGA​GAA​AGT​GAA​ATT​CGA​GAT​G
Psmd6-R 5′-GGC​CAC​AGT​CTT​ATC​ATA​TGT​CTT​G
Psmd6-P 5′-VIC-CCT​CCT​TGT​CAC​CTA​TCT​GAC​AGA​GGT​ACT​CTG​CTT​-BHQ2
Sars-F 5′-ACC​CAG​CCC​TCA​TTC​GAG​AG
Sars-R 5′-TCA​GCT​TGT​TCA​AGT​TGT​CTGC​
Sars-P 5′-VIC-CGT​CGC​CAC​TCG​CTG​TCT​GCC​TTC​AC-BHQ2qPCR was performed using cDNA, which 

was diluted 50 times in an aqueous solution of E. coli tRNA. One hundred nanograms of the carrier77, PCR 
reagents (Syntol), and a StepOnePlus System (Applied Biosystems) were then added to each reaction tube. 
Thermal cycling was performed as follows: (1) 600 s at 95 °C and (2) 45 cycles: 5 s at 95 °C followed by 10 s at 
60 °C. qPCR was replicated three times for each cDNA. Psmd6 and Sars transcripts were used as references to 
normalize gene-expression data.

Statistical analysis.  The sequences of the primers and probes for expression analysis of the chosen genes 
Ccn1, Dusp1, Fos, Klf2, and Zfp36 and reference genes Psmd6 and Sars were designed using Beacon Designer 7.0 
software (Premier Biosoft International).

Relative levels of the transcripts in the experimental groups were calculated as R = 2^(– ΔΔCt)78. The levels 
of the transcripts studied in the control group were set as 1. The significance of group differences was evaluated 
using the nonparametric Kruskall–Wallis test in the R programming language.

RNA‑seq data analysis.  Ambiguous and low-quality bases were removed from FASTQ files using Adap-
terRemoval V279.

Trimmed files were aligned to transcriptome obtained from an Rnor 6.0 assembly of rat genome and Rnor 
6.0.93 gene annotation using the RSEM80 command rsem-prepare-reference with the –star option to also gener-
ate STAR indices81.

Alignment was performed using STAR and RSEM through the command rsem-calculate-expression with 
the –star option. Obtained pseudocounts were normalized using TMM algorithm normalization from the R 
“edgeR” package, command “calcNormFactors”82 and CPM algorithm from the R “limma” package, and “voom” 
command83. Mapped reads per sample and mapping percentages can be found in Supplementary File 4. PCA 
was conducted in order to identify potential outliers and batch effects. Plots of first four PCs can be found in 
Supplementary file 5.

A batch-effect correction was performed using the ComBat command from the R package “sva”84.
To detect differentially expressed genes, normalized reads were processed with the command (estimation of 

mean-dispersion ratios, determination of weights of observations), “lmFit” (creating a linear model describing 
the observations) and “eBayes” (determining the parameters of the aforementioned model) from the “limma” 
R package83.
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Downstream analysis was performed on DEGs that were defined as genes in which the FC between control 
and experiment was higher than 1.5 and the p value of a moderated t test performed by limma with FDR multiple 
test correction was less than 0.05.

Raw and processed data can be accessed in the Gene Expression Omnibus, accession number GSE162524.

GO term enrichment.  Gene ontology term enrichment85 was performed using the ClueGO v. 2.5.386 and 
Cluepedia v. 1.5.387 apps for Cytoscape v. 3.6.1.

Terms were determined to be significantly enriched with the help of a hypergeometric enrichment test with 
correction of FDR (p < 0.05) with at least two genes related to the term. Terms were grouped by ClueGo based 
on the amount of common genes (> 50%).

Gene networks.  Gene-interaction networks were constructed using Pathway Studio® v. 12.1.0.9 (Elsevier, 
Netherlands).

Target genes and transcription-factor interaction networks were constructed using the R package “RTN”88,89, 
according to the developer’s recommendations. A description of the used code and commands can be found in 
Supplementary File 2.

Conclusions
In our study, the transcriptome of hippocampus tissues derived from rats subjected to FST 20 min and 24 h after 
the test was examined. We identified significant changes in the transcription of 14 genes in the 20-min group, but 
not in the 24-h group, which demonstrated that the hippocampus transcriptome was affected by an immediate 
stress reaction after the FST, which subsides over the following 24 h.

A bioinformatics analysis of these genes revealed a group of interacting DEGs, namely, Fos, Klf2, Ccn1, Zfp36, 
and Dusp1. Based on this analysis, we believe that these genes play an important role in the immediate response 
to stress in the hippocampus. Four of these genes were previously found to be related to the immediate or delayed 
effects of stress exposure, which indirectly supports our findings.

It has also been shown that some of these five genes exhibit a significant change in their expression in the 
PFC 20 min (Dusp1, Klf2, Zfp36, and Ccn1) and 24 h (Dusp1 and Fos) after the test. This suggests that the PFC 
is a brain area in which a delayed response to acute stress also occurs.

Of the five aforementioned genes, Dusp1 is especially important, as its role in the pathogenesis of depression 
was demonstrated in both various animal stress models and in patients with depressive disorders. The significant 
differential expression in the brains of rats subjected to the FST indicates a possible commonality of molecular 
mechanisms acting in different rodent stress models.

Study limitations

1)	 Within the scope of this study we haven’t conducted a measurement of relative changes of levels of proteins, 
encoded by genes mentioned in conclusion. Changes in the levels of mRNA don’t necessarily lead to changes 
in the levels of encoded proteins, which warrants caution when interpreting the applicability of findings of 
this study.

2)	 It is worth reiterating that FST is a very difficult model/assay to interpret. Despite its widespread use for 
antidepressant screening, FST’s relation to depression and interpretation of immobility of rats as “depressive 
phenotype” is dubious. We believe that it is worth mentioning that certain DEGs that we have identified have 
previously were found to be linked with depressive disorders and suicidality, but despite that we would like 
to state once again that within this work we interpret FST as a stressor, rather than a model of depression.

3)	 Measurements of immobility were not taken within this study, which makes it difficult to demonstrate the 
impact of FST on rats’ behavior.

4)	 Exclusively male rats were used in this study. As it was mentioned in discussion, changes of brain transcrip-
tome after stress and/or depression both appear to be affected by sex. This suggests that data obtained in 
studies that focus on male rats exclusively is incomplete.

Data availability
The datasets generated and/or analysed during the current study are available in the GEO repository GSE162524.
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References
	 1.	 Porsolt, R. D., le Pichon, M. & Jalfre, M. Depression: A new animal model sensitive to antidepressant treatments. Nature 266, 

730–732 (1977).
	 2.	 Molendijk, M. L. & de Kloet, E. R. Coping with the forced swim stressor: Current state-of-the-art. Behav. Brain Res. 364, 1–10 

(2019).
	 3.	 de Pablo, J. M., Ortiz-Caro, J., Sanchez-Santed, F. & Guillamón, A. Effects of diazepam, pentobarbital, scopolamine and the timing 

of saline injection on learned immobility in rats. Physiol. Behav. 50, 895–899 (1991).
	 4.	 de Kloet, E. R. & Molendijk, M. L. Coping with the forced swim stressor: Towards understanding an adaptive mechanism. Neural 

Plast. 2016, 6503162 (2016).



10

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |         (2023) 13:9985  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-36611-5

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	 5.	 Molendijk, M. L. & de Kloet, E. R. Immobility in the forced swim test is adaptive and does not reflect depression. Psychoneuroen-
docrinology 62, 389–391 (2015).

	 6.	 Bao, A. M., Meynen, G. & Swaab, D. F. The stress system in depression and neurodegeneration: Focus on the human hypothalamus. 
Brain Res. Rev. 57, 531–553. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​brain​resrev.​2007.​04.​005 (2008).

	 7.	 Swaab, D. F., Bao, A. M. & Lucassen, P. J. The stress system in the human brain in depression and neurodegeneration. Ageing Res. 
Rev. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​arr.​2005.​03.​003 (2005).

	 8.	 Kendler, K. S., Karkowski, L. M. & Prescott, C. A. Causal relationship between stressful life events and the onset of major depres-
sion. Am. J. Psychiatry https://​doi.​org/​10.​1176/​ajp.​156.6.​837 (1999).

	 9.	 Holsboer, F. & Barden, N. Antidepressants and hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenocortical regulation. Endocr. Rev. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1210/​edrv-​17-2-​187 (1996).

	10.	 Modell, S., Yassouridis, A., Huber, J. & Holsboer, F. Corticosteroid receptor function is decreased in depressed patients. Neuroen-
docrinology https://​doi.​org/​10.​1159/​00012​7275 (1997).

	11.	 Ostadhadi, S. et al. Involvement of NMDA receptors in the antidepressant-like effect of tramadol in the mouse forced swimming 
test. Brain Res. Bull. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​brain​resbu​ll.​2017.​07.​016 (2017).

	12.	 Flores-Burgess, A. et al. Galanin (1–15) enhancement of the behavioral effects of Fluoxetine in the forced swimming test gives a 
new therapeutic strategy against depression. Neuropharmacology https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuro​pharm.​2017.​03.​010 (2017).

	13.	 McMurray, K. M. J. et al. Identification of a novel, fast-acting GABAergic antidepressant. Mol. Psychiatry https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​
mp.​2017.​14 (2018).

	14.	 Aswar, U., Chepurwar, S., Shintre, S. & Aswar, M. Telmisartan attenuates diabetes induced depression in rats. Pharmacol. Rep. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​pharep.​2016.​12.​004 (2017).

	15.	 Takeuchi, T., Matsunaga, K. & Sugiyama, A. Antidepressant-like effect of milk-derived lactoferrin in the repeated forced-swim 
stress mouse model. J. Vet. Med. Sci. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1292/​jvms.​17-​0200 (2017).

	16.	 Slattery, D. A., Uzunov, D. P. & Cryan, J. F. 11-β hydroxysteroid type 1 knockout mice display an antidepressant-like phenotype in 
the forced swim test. Acta Neuropsychiatr. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​neu.​2015.​50 (2015).

	17.	 Shiota, N., Narikiyo, K., Masuda, A. & Aou, S. Water spray-induced grooming is negatively correlated with depressive behavior in 
the forced swimming test in rats. J. Physiol. Sci. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s12576-​015-​0424-1 (2016).

	18.	 Zhang, J. et al. Co-expression network of mRNAs and lncRNAs regulated by stress-linked behavioral assays. Psychopharmacology 
237, 571–582 (2020).

	19.	 Mifsud, K. R. et al. Distinct regulation of hippocampal neuroplasticity and ciliary genes by corticosteroid receptors. Nat. Commun. 
12, 4737 (2021).

	20.	 von Ziegler, L. M. et al. Multiomic profiling of the acute stress response in the mouse hippocampus. Nat. Commun. 13, 1824 (2022).
	21.	 Gray, J. D., Rubin, T. G., Hunter, R. G. & McEwen, B. S. Hippocampal gene expression changes underlying stress sensitization and 

recovery. Mol. Psychiatry 19, 1171–1178 (2014).
	22.	 Yamamoto, Y., Ueyama, T., Ito, T. & Tsuruo, Y. Downregulation of growth hormone 1 gene in the cerebellum and prefrontal cortex 

of rats with depressive-like behavior. Physiol. Genom. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1152/​physi​olgen​omics.​00119.​2014 (2015).
	23.	 Commons, K. G., Cholanians, A. B., Babb, J. A. & Ehlinger, D. G. The rodent forced swim test measures stress-coping strategy, not 

depression-like behavior. ACS Chem. Neurosci. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acsch​emneu​ro.​7b000​42 (2017).
	24.	 McEwen, B. S., Nasca, C. & Gray, J. D. Stress effects on neuronal structure: Hippocampus, amygdala, and prefrontal cortex. Neu-

ropsychopharmacology 41, 3–23 (2016).
	25.	 McEwen, B. S. & Sapolsky, R. M. Stress and cognitive function. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 5, 205–216 (1995).
	26.	 Kim, J. J. & Diamond, D. M. The stressed hippocampus, synaptic plasticity and lost memories. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 3, 453–462 

(2002).
	27.	 Pavlides, C., Nivón, L. G. & McEwen, B. S. Effects of chronic stress on hippocampal long-term potentiation. Hippocampus 12, 

245–257 (2002).
	28.	 Shors, T. J. & Dryver, E. Effect of stress and long-term potentiation (LTP) on subsequent LTP and the theta burst response in the 

dentate gyrus. Brain Res. 666, 232–238 (1994).
	29.	 Pavlides, C., Watanabe, Y., Magariños, A. M. & McEwen, B. S. Opposing roles of type I and type II adrenal steroid receptors in 

hippocampal long-term potentiation. Neuroscience 68, 387–394 (1995).
	30.	 Okuda, S., Roozendaal, B. & McGaugh, J. L. Glucocorticoid effects on object recognition memory require training-associated 

emotional arousal. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 101, 853–858 (2004).
	31.	 Lee, T., Jarome, T., Li, S.-J., Kim, J. J. & Helmstetter, F. J. Chronic stress selectively reduces hippocampal volume in rats: A longi-

tudinal magnetic resonance imaging study. NeuroReport 20, 1554–1558 (2009).
	32.	 Yuen, E. Y. et al. Acute stress enhances glutamatergic transmission in prefrontal cortex and facilitates working memory. Proc. Natl. 

Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 106, 14075–14079 (2009).
	33.	 Yuen, E. Y. et al. Repeated stress causes cognitive impairment by suppressing glutamate receptor expression and function in pre-

frontal cortex. Neuron 73, 962–977 (2012).
	34.	 Bloss, E. B., Janssen, W. G., McEwen, B. S. & Morrison, J. H. Interactive effects of stress and aging on structural plasticity in the 

prefrontal cortex. J. Neurosci. 30, 6726–6731 (2010).
	35.	 Liston, C., McEwen, B. S. & Casey, B. J. Psychosocial stress reversibly disrupts prefrontal processing and attentional control. Proc. 

Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 106, 912–917 (2009).
	36.	 Traub, O. & Berk, B. C. Laminar shear stress: Mechanisms by which endothelial cells transduce an atheroprotective force. Arterio-

scler. Thromb. Vasc. Biol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1161/​01.​ATV.​18.5.​677 (1998).
	37.	 Wancket, L. M., Frazier, W. J. & Liu, Y. Mitogen-activated protein kinase phosphatase (MKP)-1 in immunology, physiology, and 

disease. Life Sci. 90, 237–248 (2012).
	38.	 Juszczak, G. R. & Stankiewicz, A. M. Glucocorticoids, genes and brain function. Prog. Neuropsychopharmacol. Biol. Psychiatry 82, 

136–168 (2018).
	39.	 Osterlund, C. D., Thompson, V., Hinds, L. & Spencer, R. L. Absence of glucocorticoids augments stress-induced Mkp1 mRNA 

expression within the hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis. J. Endocrinol. 220, 1–11 (2014).
	40.	 Sha, J. et al. Dexmedetomidine improves acute stress-induced liver injury in rats by regulating MKP-1, inhibiting NF-κB pathway 

and cell apoptosis. J. Cell. Physiol. 234, 14068–14078 (2019).
	41.	 Zhang, Y. et al. Deep-brain magnetic stimulation promotes adult hippocampal neurogenesis and alleviates stress-related behaviors 

in mouse models for neuropsychiatric disorders. Mol. Brain https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​1756-​6606-7-​11 (2014).
	42.	 Barthas, F. et al. Cingulate overexpression of mitogen-activated protein kinase phosphatase-1 as a key factor for depression. Biol. 

Psychiatry https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​biops​ych.​2017.​01.​019 (2017).
	43.	 Lee, J.-E., Kwon, H.-J., Choi, J. & Han, P.-L. Stress-induced epigenetic changes in hippocampal Mkp-1 promote persistent depres-

sive behaviors. Mol. Neurobiol. 56, 8537–8556 (2019).
	44.	 Wang, C.-H. et al. Role of hippocampus mitogen-activated protein kinase phosphatase-1 mRNA expression and DNA methylation 

in the depression of the rats with chronic unpredicted stress. Cell. Mol. Neurobiol. 35, 473–482 (2015).
	45.	 Duric, V. et al. Negative regulator of MAP kinase is increased in depression and is necessary and sufficient for expression of depres-

sive behavior. Nat. Med. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nm.​2219 (2010).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainresrev.2007.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arr.2005.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.156.6.837
https://doi.org/10.1210/edrv-17-2-187
https://doi.org/10.1210/edrv-17-2-187
https://doi.org/10.1159/000127275
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainresbull.2017.07.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2017.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2017.14
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2017.14
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pharep.2016.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1292/jvms.17-0200
https://doi.org/10.1017/neu.2015.50
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12576-015-0424-1
https://doi.org/10.1152/physiolgenomics.00119.2014
https://doi.org/10.1021/acschemneuro.7b00042
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.ATV.18.5.677
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-6606-7-11
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2017.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm.2219


11

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |         (2023) 13:9985  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-36611-5

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	46.	 Zhao, Y. et al. MicroRNA-101 in the ventrolateral orbital cortex (VLO) modulates depressive-like behaviors in rats and targets 
dual-specificity phosphatase 1 (DUSP1). Brain Res. 1669, 55–62 (2017).

	47.	 Huang, P. et al. Analysis of candidate biomarkers and related transcription factors involved in the development and restoration of 
stress-induced gastric ulcer by transcriptomics. Cell Stress Chaperones 25, 265–275 (2020).

	48.	 Hui, L. Y. et al. Association between MKP-1, BDNF, and gonadal hormones with depression on perimenopausal women. J. Womens 
Health https://​doi.​org/​10.​1089/​jwh.​2015.​5214 (2016).

	49.	 Teyssier, J. R., Trojak, B., Chauvet-Gelinier, J. C. & Bonin, B. Low frequency transcranial magnetic stimulation downregulates 
expression of stress genes in blood leucocytes: Preliminary evidence. J. Psychiatr. Res. 47, 935–936 (2013).

	50.	 Joo, J.-Y., Schaukowitch, K., Farbiak, L., Kilaru, G. & Kim, T.-K. Stimulus-specific combinatorial functionality of neuronal c-fos 
enhancers. Nat. Neurosci. 19, 75–83 (2016).

	51.	 Chung, L. A brief introduction to the transduction of neural activity into fos signal. Dev. Reprod. https://​doi.​org/​10.​12717/​dr.​2015.​
19.2.​061 (2015).

	52.	 Fee, C., Prevot, T., Misquitta, K., Banasr, M. & Sibille, E. Chronic stress-induced behaviors correlate with exacerbated acute stress-
induced cingulate cortex and ventral hippocampus activation. Neuroscience 440, 113–129 (2020).

	53.	 de Oliveira, R. P. et al. Clozapine prevented social interaction deficits and reduced c-Fos immunoreactivity expression in several 
brain areas of rats exposed to acute restraint stress. PLoS ONE 17, e0262728 (2022).

	54.	 Chowdhury, G. M., Fujioka, T. & Nakamura, S. Induction and adaptation of Fos expression in the rat brain by two types of acute 
restraint stress. Brain Res. Bull. 52, 171–182 (2000).

	55.	 Bohacek, J., Manuella, F., Roszkowski, M. & Mansuy, I. M. Hippocampal gene expression induced by cold swim stress depends on 
sex and handling. Psychoneuroendocrinology 52, 1–12 (2015).

	56.	 Matsuda, S. et al. Persistent c-fos expression in the brains of mice with chronic social stress. Neurosci. Res. 26, 157–170 (1996).
	57.	 Chung, K. K., Martinez, M. & Herbert, J. c-fos expression, behavioural, endocrine and autonomic responses to acute social stress 

in male rats after chronic restraint: Modulation by serotonin. Neuroscience 95, 453–463 (2000).
	58.	 Ostrander, M. M. et al. Chronic stress produces enduring decreases in novel stress-evoked c-fos mRNA expression in discrete 

brain regions of the rat. Stress 12, 469–477 (2009).
	59.	 Lino-de-Oliveira, C., Sales, A. J., del Bel, E. A., Silveira, M. C. & Guimarães, F. S. Effects of acute and chronic fluoxetine treatments 

on restraint stress-induced Fos expression. Brain Res. Bull. 55, 747–754 (2001).
	60.	 Berton, O. et al. Essential role of BDNF in the mesolimbic dopamine pathway in social defeat stress. Science 311, 864–868 (2006).
	61.	 Bland, S. T. et al. Expression of c-fos and BDNF mRNA in subregions of the prefrontal cortex of male and female rats after acute 

uncontrollable stress. Brain Res. 1051, 90–99 (2005).
	62.	 Beck, C. H. M. & Fibiger, H. C. Conditioned fear-induced changes in behavior and in the expression of the immediate early gene 

c-fos: With and without diazepam pretreatment. J. Neurosci. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1523/​jneur​osci.​15-​01-​00709.​1995 (1995).
	63.	 Moench, K. M., Breach, M. R. & Wellman, C. L. Chronic stress produces enduring sex- and region-specific alterations in novel 

stress-induced c-Fos expression. Neurobiol. Stress 10, 100147 (2019).
	64.	 Mifsud, K. R. & Reul, J. M. H. M. Acute stress enhances heterodimerization and binding of corticosteroid receptors at glucocorticoid 

target genes in the hippocampus. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 113, 11336–11341 (2016).
	65.	 Jha, P. & Das, H. KLF2 in regulation of NF-κB-mediated immune cell function and inflammation. Int. J. Mol. Sci. https://​doi.​org/​

10.​3390/​ijms1​81123​83 (2017).
	66.	 Rincel, M. et al. Multi-hit early life adversity affects gut microbiota, brain and behavior in a sex-dependent manner. Brain Behav. 

Immun. 80, 179–192 (2019).
	67.	 Perbal, B. The CCN family of genes: A brief history. J. Clin. Pathol. Mol. Pathol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1136/​mp.​54.2.​103 (2001).
	68.	 O’Brien, T. P., Yang, G. P., Sanders, L. & Lau, L. F. Expression of cyr61, a growth factor-inducible immediate-early gene. Mol. Cell. 

Biol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1128/​mcb.​10.7.​3569 (1990).
	69.	 Zhang, Y. et al. Stretch-induced expression of CYR61 increases the secretion of IL-8 in A549 cells via the NF-κβ/lκβ pathway. Curr. 

Med. Sci. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11596-​018-​1929-7 (2018).
	70.	 Dieckmann, L., Cole, S. & Kumsta, R. Stress genomics revisited: Gene co-expression analysis identifies molecular signatures 

associated with childhood adversity. Transl. Psychiatry 10, 34 (2020).
	71.	 Kurumaji, A., Ito, T., Ishii, S. & Nishikawa, T. Effects of FG7142 and immobilization stress on the gene expression in the neocortex 

of mice. Neurosci. Res. 62, 155–159 (2008).
	72.	 Guo, J., Qu, H., Chen, Y. & Xia, J. The role of RNA-binding protein tristetraprolin in cancer and immunity. Med. Oncol. https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s12032-​017-​1055-6 (2017).
	73.	 Thalmeier, A. et al. Gene expression profiling of post-mortem orbitofrontal cortex in violent suicide victims. Int. J. Neuropsychop-

harmacol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​S1461​14570​70078​94 (2008).
	74.	 Balestri, M. et al. Nine differentially expressed genes from a post mortem study and their association with suicidal status in a 

sample of suicide completers, attempters and controls. J. Psychiatr. Res. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jpsyc​hires.​2017.​03.​009 (2017).
	75.	 Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals. Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals (National Academies Press, 

2011). https://​doi.​org/​10.​17226/​12910.
	76.	 Percie du Sert, N. et al. Reporting animal research: Explanation and elaboration for the ARRIVE guidelines 2.0. PLoS Biol. 18, 

e3000411 (2020).
	77.	 Suslov, O. & Steindler, D. A. PCR inhibition by reverse transcriptase leads to an overestimation of amplification efficiency. Nucleic 

Acids Res. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​nar/​gni176 (2005).
	78.	 Livak, K. J. & Schmittgen, T. D. Analysis of relative gene expression data using real-time quantitative PCR and the 2-ΔΔCT method. 

Methods https://​doi.​org/​10.​1006/​meth.​2001.​1262 (2001).
	79.	 Schubert, M., Lindgreen, S. & Orlando, L. AdapterRemoval v2: Rapid adapter trimming, identification, and read merging. BMC 

Res. Notes https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s13104-​016-​1900-2 (2016).
	80.	 Li, B. & Dewey, C. N. RSEM: Accurate transcript quantification from RNA-seq data with or without a reference genome. Bioin-

formatics https://​doi.​org/​10.​1201/​b16589 (2014).
	81.	 Dobin, A. et al. STAR: Ultrafast universal RNA-seq aligner. Bioinformatics 29, 15–21 (2013).
	82.	 Robinson, M. D., McCarthy, D. J. & Smyth, G. K. edgeR: A Bioconductor package for differential expression analysis of digital 

gene expression data. Bioinformatics 26, 139–140 (2010).
	83.	 Ritchie, M. E. et al. Limma powers differential expression analyses for RNA-sequencing and microarray studies. Nucleic Acids Res. 

43, e47 (2015).
	84.	 Leek, J. T. et al. sva: Surrogate variable analysis. R package version 3.20.0. Preprint at (2016).
	85.	 Carbon, S. et al. The gene ontology resource: 20 years and still going strong. Nucleic Acids Res. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​nar/​gky10​

55 (2019).
	86.	 Bindea, G. et al. ClueGO: A Cytoscape plug-in to decipher functionally grouped gene ontology and pathway annotation networks. 

Bioinformatics https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​bioin​forma​tics/​btp101 (2009).
	87.	 Bindea, G., Galon, J. & Mlecnik, B. CluePedia Cytoscape plugin: Pathway insights using integrated experimental and in silico data. 

Bioinformatics https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​bioin​forma​tics/​btt019 (2013).
	88.	 Fletcher, M. N. C. et al. Master regulators of FGFR2 signalling and breast cancer risk. Nat. Commun. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​

ncomm​s3464 (2013).

https://doi.org/10.1089/jwh.2015.5214
https://doi.org/10.12717/dr.2015.19.2.061
https://doi.org/10.12717/dr.2015.19.2.061
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.15-01-00709.1995
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18112383
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18112383
https://doi.org/10.1136/mp.54.2.103
https://doi.org/10.1128/mcb.10.7.3569
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11596-018-1929-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12032-017-1055-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12032-017-1055-6
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145707007894
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2017.03.009
https://doi.org/10.17226/12910
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gni176
https://doi.org/10.1006/meth.2001.1262
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13104-016-1900-2
https://doi.org/10.1201/b16589
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky1055
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky1055
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp101
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btt019
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3464
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3464


12

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |         (2023) 13:9985  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-36611-5

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	89.	 Castro, M. A. A. et al. Regulators of genetic risk of breast cancer identified by integrative network analysis. Nat. Genet. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1038/​ng.​3458 (2015).

Author contributions
Conceptualization, I.V., M.S., P.S.; methodology, I.V., M.S., P.S.; software, I.V.; validation, E.F. and I.V.; formal 
analysis, I.V.; investigation, I.V.; resources, M.S. and P.S.; data curation, I.V., M.S. and P.S.; writing—original draft 
preparation, I.V.; writing—review and editing, M.S., E.F. and P.S.; visualization, I.V.; supervision, P.S.; project 
administration, P.S.; funding acquisition, P.S. All authors have reviewed and agreed to the current version of 
the manuscript.

Funding
This research was supported by Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Russian Federation, agree-
ment 075-15-2023-324. Funding source had no involvement in the collection, analysis and interpretation of 
data, in the writing of the report and in the decision to submit the article for publication.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1038/​s41598-​023-​36611-5.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to I.V.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

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

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, 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/.

© The Author(s) 2023

https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.3458
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.3458
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-36611-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-36611-5
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Differential expression of Dusp1 and immediate early response genes in the hippocampus of rats, subjected to forced swim test
	Results
	Discussion
	Materials and methods
	FST model. 
	Randomization and blinding. 

	RNA isolation. 
	RNA sequencing. 
	RT-qPCR. 
	Statistical analysis. 
	RNA-seq data analysis. 
	GO term enrichment. 
	Gene networks. 

	Conclusions
	Study limitations
	References


