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Behavioral contrast in rats with an 
operant licking response 
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Access to a sucrose tube was made contingent upon licks on an empty glass tube. After 
training on a mult VI 45NI 45 schedule. separate groups of rats were shifted to either a 
mult VI 45/ext or a mixed VI 45/ext schedule. Illumination or nonillumination of the operant 
tube was used as the discriminative stimulus for the multiple group. Substantial stimulus 
control and behavioral contrast was demonstrated in the multiple-schedule group. but an 
equivalent increase in response rate was shown in the mixed group. Behavioral contrast was 
attributed to decrease in reinforcement density subsequent to the shift rather than to behaviors 
elicited by the predictive value of S+. 

When reinforcement schedules are shifted from equal 
to unequal by a change in one component of a multiple 
schedule, rate of responding in both components often 
changes in a systematic fashion . Of particular interest 
has been response·rate changes in the presence of the 
unshifted component. These changes are referred to as 
behavioral contrast if the response-rate change in the 
unshifted component is in a direction opposite to that 
occurring in the shifted component (Reynolds, 1961). 
However, there are conditions under which response rate 
in the shifted component does not change, but response 
rate in the unshifted component does change in a direc­
tion opposite to the shift in reinforcement rate in the 
shifted component (e.g., Bloomfield, 1967; Halliday & 
Boakes, 1974). These changes also have been referred to 
as behavioral contrast. 

Behavioral contrast has been a topic of considerable 
research and theoretical activity, yet there is no formu­
lation that seems to encompass all of the phenomena 
included under the behavioral contrast rubric (Hearst 
& Gormley, 1976; Hinson & Staddon, 1978; Rachlin, 
1973; Schwartz & Gamzu, 1977; Williams, 1979). 

The present paper is concerned with an initial explo­
ration of behavioral contrast in rats with a novel response· 
reinforcement arrangement: Rats were required to make 
operant licks on an empty glass tube, configured to 
record licks and provide lick-contingent feedback, in 
order to receive liquid sucrose reinforcement, also made 
available in a tube. 

METHOD 

Subjects 
Eight naive male Sprague-Dawley-derived rats were used 

as subjects. The animals were maintained at 82% of their free­
feeding weights and were housed individually under a 14/10 
light/dark cycle. 

Apparatus 
Training was conducted in a Plexiglas chamber measuring 

30 x 25 x 25 cm. On one side of the chamber, there were two 
holes spaced 11 cm apart and 4 cm above the wire-mesh floor. 
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One of these holes was 1.5 cm in diameter and provided access 
to a modified glass drinking tube. This tube (hereafter termed 
the "operant" tube) was constructed by cutting a segment 
2 cm long from the drinking end of a standard glass drinking 
tube and filling the opening in the drinking end with melted 
solder, which, at the same time, was used to anchor a small 
wire drawn out through the back of the tube. The solder and 
wire constituted one side of a contact relay circuit, the other 
side of which was wired to the hardware cloth floor of the 
chamber. The contact relay circuit was wired to programming 
equipment located in an adjacent room for the recording of 
operant licks. In addition, a second contact relay amplifier was 
attached to the operant tube and located just outside the Plexi­
glas chamber. The purpose of this second circuit was to provide 
auditory feedback (clicks) to the rat whenever it made contact 
with the solder surface of the operant tube. Visual feedback was 
also provided by the flash of an amber light located next to the 
contact relay and operated by the relay. 

Inside the operant tube was a small bulb, the illumination or 
nonillumination of which was used as the discriminative stimu­
lus. The operant tube was mounted so that the solder surface 
was flush with the inside wall of the chamber. 

Located 11 cm to the right of the access hole containing 
the operant tube was a second access hole, 1 cm in diameter, 
through which a metal drinking tube was attached to a graduated 
cylinder. This tube was used to provide access to a sucrose 
solution whenever a reinforcement was scheduled. 

Procedure 
The rats were given 1 day of magazine training, which con­

sisted of 10 exposures to the sucrose tube made available on a 
VI 45'sec schedule. On each exposure, the rat was allowed a 
10-sec access period, beginning with the fust lick. A 20% (by 
weight: sucrose/sucrose + water) sucrose solution was used as 
the reinforcement. 

On the next day, the operant tube was introduced and the 
rats were allowed 10 reinforcements (10 sec access each) on a 
CRF schedule. No hand shaping was employed. The CRF sched­
ule was continued for a total of 5 days. The remainder of train­
ing progressed as follows : 2 days FR 2; 1 day each FR 3, FR 5, 
FR 7, FR 10; 3 days FR 11; 6 days VI 30 sec; 12 days VI 45 sec. 
During the VI periods, session length was 12 min and the light in 
the operant tube alternated on and off every 2 min. There were 
two VI tapes of each value (30 sec and 45 sec), and these were 
alternated across sessions. Each tape was prepared according to 
the Catania formula (Catania & Reynolds, 1968). The 12 days 
of VI 45/VI 45 training was considered as baseline for the 
subsequent shift to a differential multiple schedule. 
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On the day following the 12th VI 45/VI 45 baseline day, 
fOUl of the rats were shifted to a mult VI 45/ext schedule. For 
half the animals in this group, light on in the operant tube 
served as S+ and light off as S-; the remaining animals had the 
reversed conditions. Session length was increased to 24 min, but 
the discriminative stimuli continued to alternate every 2 min. 

The remaining four animals were shifted to a type of mixed 
schedule. That is, they were shifted from the baseline VI45/VI45 
condition to a mixed VI 45/ext schedule. However, the light-onl 
light-off condition of the tube continued to be presented, but 
these cues were uncorrelated with the reinforcement contingen­
cies. Session length was the same for these animals as for the 
mult group, but rate of stimulus alternation was different. The 
light-on/light-off conditions were maintained for either 2-min or 
4-min periods, and these varied in a random fashion with the 
restriction that total length of each be equivalent in each session 
and that the time that each lighting condition was paired with 
each reinforcement condition be equal during a session. Thus, 
the stimuli present for the "mixed" group were not predictive 
of reinforcement availability. 

RESULTS 

The mean number of reinforcements earned per 
session remained at approximately 14 in all experi­
mental phases for both groups. 

Response rates for each of the four rats in the mult VI/ 
ext condition are presented in Figure 1. The switch from 
baseline VI 45/VI 45 to the multiple schedule was 
accompanied by a clear rise in rate of responding in the 
presence of the S+ in three of the four rats. There was, 
however, an indication of a decline in rate of responding 
in the presence of S- in only two of the rats (Rats 
44 and 46), and this decline was not substantial. 

These same data, with response rate during the shift 
expressed as a ratio of baseline response-rate, are pre­
sented as group means in the left panel of Figure 2. 
These data indicate clearly the development of stimulus 
control and the rise in S+ responding above the baseline 
level, whereas S- responding remains near the original 
baseline rate. Analysis of variance on these data indicate 
a reliable difference between S+ and S- responding 
[F(I,39) = 37.29, p < .001]. 

It is also evident in Figures 1 and 2 that the return 
to baseline conditions for 13 sessions did not return 
response rates to the original baseline. A second shift to 
the mult VI/ext schedule produced another rise in 
response rate, but one that exceeded the second baseline 
in only two of the four rats. 

The data obtained from the animals exposed to the 
"mixed" schedule are presented in Figure 3 and in the 
right-hand panel of Figure 2. It is evident that these 
animals did not show any sign of stimulus control, as 
would be expected, but it is also evident that these 
animals showed a rise in response rate when the shift 
to the mixed schedule was introduced. In the case of 
both the mult and mixed animals, the rise in response 
rate occurring during the shift was discontinuous with 
the baseline function, with the possible exception of one 
rat under each condition (Rats 60 and 70). The dip in 
response rate occurring in the mixed group was the 
result of a combination of apparatus failure and over­
feeding of the animals. This drop does not seem to 

MUll MUll 

VI-45. VI- 45 VI-4S. fXT 

.. 

MULT. 

VI-45, EXT. 

!~ 
± 
'~----------------------------

.' (I' . , 

.. ,. . ,', t "'~"'" . ' . " :' .. \'tt .. ··.' .. V/ ' I M M ru .. ~ 
." "- t ~;!'V;J .; ... :'t.jf '\ . . c~· 

.. , , , , , , , , , , , I , , , , I , , , I , , , , 

1 9 " I, I 3 S 7 9 " 13 1$ 17 I' 21 I 3 5- -, .. 11 13 I 3 So 
DAYS 

Figure I. Response rate to operant tube as a function of 
experimental conditions in four rats exposed to multiple 
schedules. For two of the rats, s+ was the illumination of the 
operant tube ("on''). For the other rats, this was the s-. 

obviate any of the conclusions that may be drawn from 
these data. 

The animals exposed to the mixed schedule showed a 
drop in response rate when baseline conditions were 
reinstituted, but, as in the case of the animals exposed to 
the multiple schedule, this drop was not sufficient to 
return the animals to baseline response rates. There was 
also a tendency for response rates to rise above the 
second baseline when the mixed schedule was reintro­
duced, but this was pronounced in only two of the 
animals. 

A comparison of the rates obtained during the shift 
phases by the animals exposed to multiple and mixed 
schedules is most readily obtained in Figure 2. It is clear 
that there was no tendency for the response rates 
occurring under S+ conditions in the animals exposed to 
the multiple schedule to exceed the overall response rate 
of the animals exposed to the "mixed" schedule. If 
anything, response rates under the latter schedule tended 
to be slightly higher. 
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Figure 2. Mean response ratios for the multiple and mixed groups as a function of experi­
mental conditions. The ratios were obtained by dividing response rates for each shift session by 
preshift baseline response rates for each rat. 
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Figure 3. Response rate to the operant tube as a function of 
experimental conditions in four rats exposed to mixed schedules. 
These rats received the light-on and -off stimuli, but these stimuli 
were un correlated with reinforcement. 

DISCUSSION 

If behavioral contrast in multiple VI schedules may be 
defmed in terms of response-rate changes in the unshifted com­
ponent in a direction away from reinforcement rate changes in 
the shifted component (cf. Bloomfield, 1967; Halliday & Boakes, 
1974), then the present study demonstrates behavioral contrast 
in rats with an operant licking response. More systematic and 
detailed studies of the operant lick response may indicate 
whether the general failure of S - responding to extinguish in 
multiple schedules is a characteristic of the operant licking 
response or an accident of the particular parameters used here. 

The occurrence of behavioral contrast in the absence of a 
substantial decline in S- response rates in the present and 
earlier studies (e.g., Halliday & Boakes, 1974) has relevance for 
a recent theory of behavioral contrast. Hinson and Staddon 
(1978) have argued that behavioral contrast is due simply to 
reallocation of available responses, a greater share going to the 
criterion operant response in the presence of the unchanged 
component. This may be reasonable, but studies like the present 
one indicate that these "extra" responses may come entirely 
from interim or adjunctive behavior. It is not necessary that the 
time allocated to S- responding be reduced in order to obtain 
con trast in S+. 

Finally, the present results speak to the usual defmition of 
behavioral contrast. The discontinuity in response rates to S+ 
between first baseline and first shift indicates contrast occurred 
in the present experiment, in terms of the usual procedure of 
defining contrast in terms of a comparison of S+ responding with 
preshift baseline. However, a number of investigators (e.g., 
Mackintosh, 1974) have argued for the inclusion of control 
groups in order to insure that contrast has indeed occurred. One 
such control, the maintenance of some animals on the original 
VI/VI schedule was not included in the present experiment. 
But, again referring to the fairly abrupt increase in response rates 
following the shift, it seems likely that contrast, defined in 
terms of a comparison with such unshifted animals, would still 
have occurred in the present experiment. 

The control group that was included, the "mixed" group, is 
one that controls for the effects of shift in overall reinforcement 
density (cf. Hearst & Gormley, 1976). The fact that the mixed 
group in the present experiment showed a rise in response rate 
at least as great as the mult group following the reinforcement 
shift indicates that the contrast obtained in the present experi­
ment, as defined in terms of baseline comparisons, is related to 
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the decrease in reinforcement density, or an overall change for 
the worse (Bloomfield, 1969; Scull, Davies, & Am sel , 1970), 
rather than to elicited behaviors directed toward the S+ stimulus 
(Schwartz & Gamzu, 1977). 

REFERENCES 

BLOOMFIELD, T. M. Some temporal properties of behavioral 
contrast. Journal of the Experimental Analysis of Behavior, 
1967,10,159-164. 

BLOOMFIELD, T. M . Behavioral contrast and the peak shift. In 
R. M. Gilbert & N. S. Sutherland (Eds.), Animal discrimination 
learning. London: Academic Press, 1969. 

CATANIA, A. C ., & REYNpLDS, G. A quantitative analysis of the 
responding maintained by interval schedules of reinforcement. 
Journal of the Experimental Analysis of Behavior, 1968, 11, 
327-383. 

HALLIDAY, M. S., & BOAKES, R. A . Behavioral contrast without 
response-rate relations. Journal of the Experimental Analysis of 
Behavior, 1974,33,453-462. 

HEARST, E., & GORMLEY, D . Some tests of the additivity 
(autoshaping) theory of behavioral contrast. Animal Learning &: 
Behavior, 1976,4, 145-150. 

HINSON, J. M., & STADDON, J. E. R. Behavioral competition: 
A mechanism for schedule interactions. Science, 1978, 202, 
432-434. 

MACKINTOSH, N. J. The psychology of animal learning. London: 
Academic Press, 1974. 

RACHLIN, H. Contrast and matching. Psychological Review, 1973, 
80,217-234. 

REYNOLDS, G. S. Behavioral contrast. Journal of the Experimental 
Analysis of Behavior, 1961,4,51-71. 

SCHWARTZ, B., & GAMZU, E. Pavlovian control of operant 
behavior: An analysis of autoshaping and its implications for 
operant conditioning. In W. K. Honig & J. E. R. Staddon 
(Eds.), Handbook of operant behavior. New York: Appleton­
Century-Crofts, 1977. 

ScULL, J., DAVIES, K., & AMSEL, A. Behavioral contrast and 
frustration effect in multiple and mixed fixed-interval schedules 
in the rat. Journal of Comparative and Physiological Psychology, 
1970,71,478-483. 

WILLIAMS, B . A. Contrast, component duration, and the follow­
ing schedule of reinforcement. Journal of Experimental Psy­
chology: Animal Behavior Processes, 1979,5,379-396. 

(Received for publication May 19, 1981.) 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFA1B:2005
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0034002e00350032003600330029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003100200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




