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Does elimination of a negative phototaxis 
eliminate CAR acquisition in goldfish? 

D. J. ZERBOLIO and L. L. WICKSTRA 
University of Missouri, St. Louis, Missouri 63121 

Eleven groups run under classical, instrumental, pseudoconditioning, CS-only, US·only, and 
time-lapse procedures, with the ITI illuminated and a color change CS, showed that true 
classically trained animals do not increase CAR performance with training, whereas instru· 
mentally trained goldfish do. This is consistent with a phototaxic interpretation suggested in 
earlier work. Additionally, the finding that CS-only and time-lapse controls show high "acquisi· 
tion" rates, whereas pseudoconditioning controls do not, not only questions the use of the 
pseudoconditioning procedure as the sole learning control in this situation, but also questions 
a learning interpretation itself. Conclusions of what and how, or even if, goldfish learn in 
this apparatus seem premature. 

Zerbolio and Wickstra (1978) have shown that, with 
a dark intertrial interval (ITI) and a sudden illumination 
onset conditioned stimulus (CS), goldfish, whether 
classically or instrumentally trained, acquired a condi· 
tioned avoidance response (CAR) in a shuttlebox, show· 
ing high and comparable performance levels. This fmd· 
ing is consistent with earlier reports (Woodard & 
Bitterman, 1973). But Zerbolio and Wickstra (1978) 
offered an alternative to Woodard and Bitterman's 
(I973) conclusion that all of their data could be ac· 
counted for by classical processes and without reference 
to instrumental processes. Specifically, with the pairing 
of CS and unconditioned stimulus (US) in all learning 
groups, goldfish develop a negative phototaxis and 
respond to the sudden light onset. Thus, the critical 
stimulus event is the negatively phototaxic CS onset, 
not the consequences of the response in terms of omission 
or not of the US. The phototaxic explanation has been 
used to explain differential conditioning due to spatial 
location of an illumination onset CS where, when the 
phototaxis was eliminated by using an illuminated ITI 
and a color change CS, the spatial location differences 
failed to materialize (Zerbolio & Wickstra, 1976; 
Zerbolio, 1976). 

Additionally, Zerbolio and Wickstra (1978) found 
that, although pseudoconditioning procedures produced 
no CAR acquisition, additional control groups run 
under CS·only, US-only, and time·lapse procedures all 
showed significant "CAR" acquisition, which challenges 
the use of the pseudoconditioning paradigm as an ap· 
propriate learning control procedure for this animal 
(Jensen, 1961; Kimble, 1967; Rescorla, 1967). 

The present study is basically a replication of the 
earlier Zerbolio and Wickstra (1978) work, including the 
same learning and control groups. In the present study, 
to eliminate the phototaxis effect, all subjects were run 
with an illuminated ITI and a color change CS (Zerbolio, 
1976). 

METHOD 

Subjects 
The subjects were 110 5-6 cm goldfish from Ozark Fisheries, 

housed in 30-gal aquaria upon receipt and transferred 24 h prior 
t9 use to 7.5 x 11.5 x 12.5 em deep individual aquaria for the 
duration of the experiment. Fish were fed daily, and housing 
was well aeriated and filtered. Temperature (21.1°C) and pH 
(7 ± .1) were held constant throughout all procedures. 

Apparatus 
Subjects were run in identical 29.2 x 11.4 x 11.4 cm deep 

shuttle tanks, divided into two compartments by a 9-cm hurdle 
with 45-<ieg sloping sides, with photocells mounted at hurdle 
ends. This apparatus is essentially that described by Horner, 
Longo, and Bitterman (1961). The hurdle, 6.35 cm high, was 
covered with 2.5 cm of water, comparable to water clearance in 
Behrend and Bitterman (1962). Christmas tree 1l0·V ac lamps, 
mounted at the ends of the tank .served as CS (blue) and provided 
ITI illumination (green). Color of CS and ITI illumination 
(green or blue) has been shown to produce no differences 
(Zerbolio & Wickstra, 1976). CS or ITI illumination, which 
occurred simultaneously at both ends as appropriate, was evenly 
diffused via translucent plates attached to the .ends of the 
tank. The US, a 7.5·V ac (.66 V fcm) shock, was a single 
200·msec pulse. This duration and intensity has been found to 
produce maximal avoidance performance (Zerbolio & Wickstra, 
1975). All events were programmed and recorded via automatic 
circuitry. 

Procedure 
Eleven groups of 10 subjects each were run 5 days at 20 

trials per day with a variable·interval (VI) 60-sec ITI. A trial 
consisted of a lO-sec period, during which subject's activity 
was monitored for response. If a response (or responses) occurred 
during the lO-sec trial period, an "avoidance" (one only) was 
recorded. The number of responses during the ITI was also 
recorded. The US, if appropriate, occurred at the end of the 
lO-sec period or during the ITI in the pseudoconditioning pro
cedures. The CS, if appropriate, was a color change from green 
(lTI) to blue (CS) during this period. The specific procedures are 
detailed below. 

Instrumental conditioning (IC). Two IC groups were trained: 
The first was a true IC procedure, where CS termination was 
contingent (CSc) on the subject's response; in a second, or 
modified, procedure, CS termination was not contingent (CSnc) 
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or independent of the subject's response and remained on for 
the full lO-sec period. In both IC groups, a response during the 
lO-sec period· was counted as an avoidance and produced US 
omission for that trial. 

Oassical conditioning (CC). Two CC groups were trained: 
a true CC condition, where CS remained on for the full lO-sec 
trial period and was independent of the subject's response 
(CSnc), and a second modified procedure, where CS termina
tion was response contingent (CSc). US presentation occurred 
on every trial independent of response. "Avoidances" were 
recorded as above. 

CS only. Two CS-{)nly groups were run: For the first group, 
CS termination was not response contingent (CSnc); for the 
second, the subject's response produced CS termination (CSc). 
"Avoidances" were recorded as above. 

US only. The IC and CC groups had a potential 20 US 
presentaions each day. The US-{)nly procedure was comparable 
except the CS was never presented. One US-{)nly group could 
produce US omission with a response in the proceeding lO-sec 
period (USc), whereas the second received a US following each 
trial period (USnc). "Avoidances" were recorded when subjects 
responded in the lO-sec period, as above. 

Pseudoconditioning (PC). Two PC groups were run. The IC 
and CC groups received 40 stimuli (paired in 20 trials). The PC 
groups received 40 stimuli (20 CS and 20 US) in Gellerman 
series with a VI 30-sec ITl. CS and US were never paired. In one 
group, a response during the CS period produced CS termination 
(CSc), whereas, in the second PC group, CS termination was not 
contingent (CSnc) on the subject's response. "Avoidances" 
were recorded only in the 10-sec CS period and all subjects 
received 20 US presentations per day. 

Time lapse. A single group of 10 subjects was monitored for 
20 10-sec periods per day for "avoidance responses," with 
trials spaced as the CS intervals of other groups. Responses in a 
10-sec "trial" period were recorded as "avoidances." 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The mean number of avoidances for each of the 
11 groups over the 5 days of training appears in Figure 1. 

A two-way repeated ANOV A found reliable dif
ferences between training procedures [F(10,99) = 9.084, 
p < .01] , a reliable training effect [F( 4,396) = 66.668, 
p < .01], and a significant Training by Procedure inter
action [F(40,396) = 3.853, P < .01] . A partition of the 
interaction showed that increases in avoidance (learning?) 
occurred for the true IC [F(4,396) = 36.488, p < .01], 
modified IC [F(4,396) = 12.183, P <_.01], modified 
CC [F(4,396) = 24.224, p < .01], CS only CSnc 
[F(4,396) = 9.477, p < .01], CS only CSc [F(4,396) = 
10.477, p<.OI], US only USc [F(4,396) = 3.922, 
p < .01], and time-lapse [F( 4,396) = 7.459, P < .01] 
procedures. The noncontingent US-only procedure 
(USnc), the two PC groups (PC-CSc and PC-CSnc), 
and the true classical procedure showed no reliable 
increases in avoidance behavior over training [F( 4,396) = 
1.738, .472, .948, and 2.279, respectively, p > .05]. 
Basically, the only difference in the learning groups be
tween this study and the earlier work by Zerbolio 
and Wickstra (1978) is that, with the phototaxis reduced 
or eliminated by the use of an illuminated ITI and a 
color change CS as opposed to a dark ITI and a sudden 
onset of illumination CS, the true classical procedure 
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Figure l. The mean number of trial intervals in which at 
least one response (avoidance or avoidance equivalent) occurred 
for all 11 groups. Shown are response-contingent CS termina
tion (CSc) and noncontingent CS termination (CSnc), as well 
as response-contingent US omission (USc) and noncontingent 
US procedures (USn c). True classical (CSnc, USnc) and true 
instrumental (CSc, USc) procedures are indicated. 

shows no statistical evidence of learning. On the other 
hand, the true IC, modified IC, and modified CC, where 
the CS and/or US is terminated or omitted by the 
subject's response (an instrumental procedure), show 
significant acquisition with training. These results are 
highly consistent with Zerbolio and Wickstra's (1978) 
suggestion that, with a dark ITI and an illumination 
onset CS, after the CS and US are paired, the critical 
stimulus event is the onset of a highly negative photo
taxic CS; the events that follow, namely, the omission 
or inclusion of the US, are of secondary importance. 
What is more disturbing about these data is the high 
activity rates shown by the additional controls. As 
Zerbolio ?!ld Wickstra (1978) found earlier, the pseudo
conditioning groups show very low or no acquisition 
rate, but the additional controls suggested by Jensen 
(1961) clearly show an acquisition rate equivalent to 
and, in some cases, above that of the traditional learning 
proced ure groups. Clearly, the pseudoconditioning 
procedure, or at least the explicitly unpaired PC pro
cedure, is not an appropriate learning control for this 
organism (Kimble, 1967; Rescorla, 1967). 

The present data pose a much more serious question. 
Given the unexpectedly high "acquisition" performances 
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shown by the CS-only and time-lapse controls, is the 
perfonnance increase shown by the "learning" groups 
(e .g., IC true) really learning or simply a return to a 
high (control) base rate perfonnance level following a 
suppression of response rate due to the novelty of the 
situation. Several studies have shown that, upon the 
introduction of a US, response rate is immediately 
suppressed but recovers with training (Scobie & Fallon, 
1974; Woodard & Bitterman, 1973; Zerbolio & Wickstra, 
1978). The recovery of response rate could be learning, 
but, with the phototaxis effect removed, it could also 
be simply a return to a high base rate perfonnance 
level. Studies involving more training to determine 
asymptotic levels reached or perhaps requiring a re
sponse different than a high activity rate such as a 
passive avoidance response seem indicated. As far as 
the original question of whether goldfish learn classically 
or instrumentally, the present data and that shown 
earlier by Zerbolio and Wickstra (1978) seem to indicate 
that a learning conclusion, classical or instrumental, may 
be premature. 

REFERENCES 

BEHREND, E. R., & BITTERMAN, M. E. Avoidance·condi
tioning in the goldfISh: Exploratory studies of the US-US 
interval. American Journal of Psychology, 1962, 75, 32-40. 

HORNER, J. L., LoNGO, N., & BITTERMAN, M. E. A shuttle
box for fISh and a control circuit of general applicability. 
American Journal of Psychology, 1%1, 74, 114-120. 

JENSEN, D. D. Operationism and the question "Is this behav
ior learned or innate?" Behavior, 1%1, 17, 1-8. 

KIMBLE, G. A. Foundations of conditioning and learning. 
New York: Appleton·Century·Crofts, 1%7. 

RESCORLA, R. A. Pavlovian conditioning and its proper con
trol procedures. Psychological Review, 1967, 74, 71-80. 

SCOBIE, S. R., & FALLON, D. Operant and Pavlovian control 
of a defensive shuttle response in goldfISh (Carassius 
auratus). Journal of Comparative and Physiological 
Psychology, 1974, 86, 858·866. 

WOODARD, W. T., & BITTERMAN, M. E. Pavlovian analysis 
of avoidance conditioning in the goldfISh (Carassius 
auratus). Journal of Comparative and Physiological 
Psychology, 1973, 82, 123·129. 

ZERBOLlO, D. J. Spatially located visual CS effects in condi
tioned shuttlebox avoidance in goldfISh: A phototatic 
explanation. Bulletin of the Psychonomic Society, 1976, 8, 
359·361. 

ZERBOLlO, D. J., JR., & WICKSTRA, L. L. The effect of power 
(US intensity by US duration) on shuttle box avoidance 
acquisition in goldfish. Bulletin of the Psychonomic Society, 
1975, 5, 345·347. 

ZERBOLlO, D. J., & WICKSTRA, L. L. Spatially located visual 
CS effects in conditioned avoidance shuttle response acqui· 
sition in goldfish: Conditioned aversion or phototaxis? 
Bulletin of the Psychonomic Society, 1976, 8, 156-158. 

ZERBOLlO, D. J., & WICKSTRA, L. L. Goldfish avoidance 
acquisition: Is the process classical, instrumental, or a 

'phototaxis? Bulletin of the Psychonomic Society, 1978, 11, 
321-323. 

(Received for publication February 9, 1978.) 



<<
  /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




