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Abstract

Maintaining animals in an enriched environment may have different effects on animals depending
on their background. Wild-type rats, such as WWCPS (Warsaw Wild Captive Pisula Stryjek) rats,
are at an early stage of adaptation to laboratory conditions, and we can hypothesise that enriched
laboratory environment provides them with conditions much closer to a natural habitat than
standard laboratory cages. The WWCPS rats responded to novelty by orienting their behaviour
towards the source of change, followed by rapid habituation of that response. The laboratory rats
responded similarly to WWCPS rats immediately after the change, but their increased activity in
that section of the experimental cage was not subjected to habituation. We propose, that for ani-
mals at early stages of domestication, information-seeking is more important in the regulation of
their behaviour than it is for fully domesticated animals. In the latter, it is the stimulus-seeking
that dominates behaviour regulation. Laboratory rats, and WWCPS rats showed different profiles
of response to maintaining in the enriched laboratory conditions.
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1. Introduction
The effects of long-term influence of environmental conditions on behaviour, as well as the anatomical and
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neurochemical structure of the brain have attracted the attention of researchers for decades (Diamond, 2001; Foti,
Laricchiuta, Cutuli, De Bartolo, Gelfo, Angelucci, & Petrosini, 2011; Krech, Rosenzweig, & Bennett, 1962).
One of the ways in which these mechanisms are explored is by studying animals in enriched and impoverished
physical and social environments (Fairhurst, Frey, Reichert, Szelest, Kelly, & Bortolotti, 2011; Lewis, 2004;
Mailloux, Edwards, Barry, Rowsell, & Achorn, 1974; Pisula, Ostaszewski, & Matysiak, 1992). Environmental
enrichment is achieved by providing animals with a cognitively and physically stimulating living space and op-
portunities for diverse social interaction. Comparisons between groups of animals living in enriched environ-
ments and those raised in standard laboratory settings reveal multiple differences. Animals living in enriched
conditions perform better in learning tasks (Leggio, Mandolesi, Federico, Spirito, Ricci, Gelfo, & Petrosini,
2005), exhibit higher exploratory activity, lower fear (Huck & Price, 1975; Genaro & Schmidek, 2002), and in-
creased social activity (Morley-Fletcher, Rea, Maccari, & Laviola, 2003). A number of anatomical and chemical
differences in the brain have also been reported (Diamond, 2001; Foti, Laricchiuta, Cutuli, De Bartolo, Gelfo,
Angelucci, & Petrosini, 2011; Krech, Rosenzweig, & Bennett, 1962). A number of authors researching this area
note significant brain plasticity, even in adult animals. Environmental enrichment was found to counteract cog-
nitive impairments caused by, among other things, brain damage and stress (Moncek, Duncko, Johansson, &
Jezova, 2004; Sackett, Novak, & Kroeker, 1999). Another important issue investigated within the environmental
enrichment framework is the animal welfare (Jones, Mason, & Pillay, 2011; Reinhardt, 2003). Providing ani-
mals with environmental stimulation by enriching their physical surroundings has beneficial effects on their
functioning in captivity (Swaisgood, White, Zhou, Zhang, & Lindburg, 2005).

From the beginning of research on the effects of enriched environment on animal behaviour, laboratory mice
and rats have played a special part (Boyles, Black, & Furchtgott, 1965; Manosevitz & Joel, 1973; McCall, Les-
ter, & Dolan, 1969). Extensive research on these animals allowed for a comprehensive analysis of the effects of
environmental complexity on animal behaviour. Still, we should not ignore the fact that these studies were con-
ducted on laboratory animals. Raised for generations in specific conditions, very different from their natural en-
vironment, they have undergone multiple anatomical, physiological and behavioural changes (Barnett, Dickson,
& Hocking, 1979; Blanchard, Flannelly, & Blanchard, 1986; Huck & Price, 1975; Lockard & Haerer, 1968;
Price, 1999). This is why the study of how environmental complexity affects the changes of animal behaviour in
the process of domestication is particularly important (Lickliter & Ness, 1990; Mitchell, 1976). For example, R.
B. Lockard and H. Haerer (1968) claimed that the living conditions of laboratory animals imitate characteristics
of impoverished environment, leading to psychological and physiological degeneration in rats. C. Hughes and R.
Boice (1973) and R. Boice (1973, 1977) opposed that view, citing multiple similarities between wild and labor-
atory rats. More recent reports paint a more complex picture of the effects of domestication on the behaviour of
animals (Epp, Barker, & Galea, 2009; Himmler, Modlinska, Stryjek, Himmler, Pisula, & Pellis, 2014; Stryjek,
Modlinska, & Pisula, 2012). Multiple studies have shown that strains of laboratory rats may differ in some as-
pects from one another to a greater extent than they differ from their wild conspecifics (e.g. Fonio, Benjamini,
Sakov, & Golani, 2006; Himmler, Stryjek, Modlinska, Derksen, Pisula, & Pellis, 2013; Stryjek, Modlinska, &
Pisula, 2012).

In his conclusion from many years of research on domestication, E. O. Price (1999) stated that the associated
behavioural modifications are often quantitative. Sensitivity thresholds to social stimuli change, but the form of
behaviour remains the same. This view is consistent with earlier findings (e.g. Boice, 1977). Furthermore, it ap-
pears that various effects of environmental enrichment observed in wild and laboratory rats may be associated
with stages of domestication. From the theoretical standpoint, the same technique of breeding animals in an
enriched environment may have different effects on animals depending on their background. Assuming that
wild-type rats, such as WWCPS (Warsaw Wild Captive Pisula Stryjek rats—Stryjek & Pisula, 2008), are at an
early stage of adaptation to laboratory conditions, we can hypothesise that enriched laboratory environment pro-
vides them with conditions much closer to a natural habitat than standard laboratory cages. As such, this mani-
pulation relieves strong environmental pressure of having to adapt to conditions that are drastically different
from those encountered in nature. For laboratory rats, on the other hand, enriched environment is more a way to
open new developmental opportunities. Since due to the process of domestication lasting many generations,
these animals are adapted to laboratory conditions. This view was empirically confirmed in a seminal study by
U. W. Huck & E. O. Price (1975). They kept wild and laboratory Long-Evans rats in standard (old-type wire
cages) and enriched conditions (cages equipped with a variety of objects). Next, the rats were tested in the open
field test with the typical measures for this method, including: ambulation, rearing, jumping, facial grooming,
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body grooming, fecal boluses. The authors reported a strong effect of enrichment in wild rats, which were more
active in the open field test than their conspecifics raised in standard conditions. The difference between labora-
tory rats raised in enriched and standard conditions was much smaller. Wild rats raised in standard laboratory
cages in the study conducted by Huck & Price (1975) were subjected to strong environmental pressure by being
deprived of spatial stimuli and the ability to manipulate their surroundings. In that sense, enriched environment
was closer to natural conditions, and, as a result, less emotogenic than being raised in standard cages. For labor-
atory rats, environmental enrichment constituted improvement of living conditions, which, however, did not
translate into a radical decrease in environmental pressure because of their adaptation to laboratory conditions.
In hindsight, and in the light of subsequent findings (Fernandez-Teruel, Escorihuela, Castellano, Gonzalez, &
Tobefa, 1997; Moncek, Duncko, Johansson, & Jezova, 2004), it seems likely that the interpretation of the re-
sults obtained by Huck & Price (1975) in terms of emotional changes is the most valid one.

The effects of environmental enrichment on emotional processes, including coping with stress, continue to at-
tract the attention of many authors (e.g. Branchi, Santarelli, D’Andrea, & Alleva, 2013). By contrast, the effects
of long-term environmental influence on the behaviour of animals in low stress situations remain relatively un-
explored. With the use of testing procedures designed to reduce stress in tested animals, it is possible to assess a
wider spectrum of cognitive processes that are not subject to stereotypies due to strong emotional arousal (Pisula,
2003, 2004). For example, research conducted between 2000 and 2012 on laboratory rats shows that in low-
stress conditions they usually respond to novelty by approaching its source and exploring a novel or altered ob-
ject (Pisula, 2003, 2004; Tanas & Stryjek, 2008). Nevertheless, so far the results of research on novelty in low
stress conditions in the WWCPS rats have been inconclusive. In the study of the WWCPS rats, Tana$ & Pisula
(2011) observed no positive responses, such as approaching the source of novelty. Wistar rats, similarly to other
laboratory rats in previous studies (Dellu, Mayo, Vallée, Maccari, Piazza, Le Moal, & Simon, 1996; Fernandez-
Teruel, Escorihuela, Castellano, Gonzalez & Tobefia, 1997), showed strong neophilia. Pisula et al. (2012) re-
ported analogous findings in the study where the WWCPS rats were much more cautious when exploring a low-
stress novelty compared to gray short-tailed opossum and laboratory rats. It is unclear whether this difference is
associated with the WWCPS rats’ emotional or cognitive functioning. The results obtained by Tana$ & Pisula
(2011) indicate the lack of emotional components explaining behavioural differences. However, in study by Pi-
sula et al. (2012), comparative analysis of the WWCPS rats, laboratory rats and gray short-tailed opossum re-
vealed a significant role of emotional arousal as a source of differences between the three strains. One possible
way to resolve this issue would be an attempt to stabilise emotional stimulation by introducing low-stress condi-
tions for the experimental protocol.

The subject of the present study was the effect of enriched environment on the behavioural response to no-
velty tested in a low-stress setup. In the light of numerous publications on the long-term effects of stimulating en-
vironment on the emotional and cognitive processes we can assume that wild WWCPS rats subjected to this type of
manipulation in low-stress conditions will demonstrate stronger positive responses to novelty than laboratory rats.

2. Method

The study employed a 2 (rat strain) x 2 (environment type) x 2 (sex) experimental design.

2.1. Subjects

The study tested 39 wild rats from F2-F4 generations of the WWCPS strain (19 females and 20 males) and 40
Brown Norway rats (20 females and 20 males). The Brown Norway (BN) rats were bred in the Mossakowski
Medical Research Centre of the Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw. They arrived to our vivarium at the age
of seven weeks. The WWCPS rats were bred and maintained in the facility of the H. Chodkowska School of
Management and Law in Warsaw.

Prior to experiments the rats were cared for in accordance with the Regulation of the Polish Minister of Agri-
culture and Rural Development of 10 March 2006 on laboratory animal care. They were housed in groups of 4
to 5 in Eurostandard type IV cages with ad libitum access to water and standard laboratory fodder. The day/night
cycle was 13 h/11 h.

2.2. Housing Conditions

One half of the rats were raised in standard conditions (control group), while the other half in enriched environ-
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mental conditions (experimental group). The selection of the groups met the criteria of randomization.

Standard conditions

The rats were raised in groups of 4 - 5 in standard housing cages (Eurostandard Type 1V) with ad libitum
access to water and standard laboratory feed (Labofeed H). The temperature in the vivarium was 21°C - 22°C,
humidity 40% - 60%, the day/night cycle was 13 h/11 h.

Enriched conditions

In the enriched housing conditions the rats were kept in two 200 cm/100 cm/75 cm pens (see Figure 1). The
floor of each pen was tiled with easy-to-wash tiles. The walls were made of galvanised sheet-plated chipboard.
Covers were made of wire mesh mounted on a wooden frame. Each area was equipped with a two-level metal
shelf (length 70 cm, width 40 cm, height 40 cm). The bottom level of the shelf was made of metal plate, the up-
per level was made of transparent plastic plate to enable observation of animals on the lower level. One shelf
was installed at 14 cm, the other at 40 cm. A wire ladder was fixed to each shelf, enabling the rats to climb to
either level. The areas also included two water bottles and a bowl with standard laboratory feed. The floor was
covered with wood shavings. Rats were kept in single-sex groups of 10.

2.3. Experimental Apparatus

Exploration was measured in an 835/575/800 mm wooden chamber (Figure 2). The front, raising wall was
made of transparent Plexiglas plate. The chamber was divided into three zones of equal areas. The dividing
walls between the zones were 435 mm high. A transporter of 160 mm in diameter with doors 120 mm tall and
100 mm wide was placed in the middle zone. The transporter in which rats were moved from cages to the expe-
rimental apparatus served as the starting point for the animals. A mirror suspended from the ceiling enabled ex-
perimenters to observe the rats’ behaviour in the parts where the view from the front was blocked. The left (B)
and right (C) zones contained wooden tunnels 80 mm high, 120 mm wide and 200 mm deep. Tunnels in the
zones were open from the front. Animals could enter the tunnels or climb on them.

2.4. Procedures

Single-sex groups of 9 - 10 rats from one strain were introduced to housing pens (Figure 1) at 40 days of age.
Temperature in the vivarium was 21°C - 22°C, humidity 40% - 60%, the day/night cycle was 13 h of light and
11 h of darkness. The open sections of the pens were lit at 75 - 100 Ix. Animals had ad libitum access to water
and food (Labofeed H). The areas were cleaned on a weekly basis.

Until the start of the experiment, the rats in the control group were kept in standard cages in the vivarium and
were not subject to any additional manipulation other than routine handling, with modifications described by
Stryjek (2008) and Stryjek & Modlinska (2013).

To record behaviour and responses to novelty, each animal was been placed in the experimental chamber for
six minutes once daily, during 15 consecutive days. The experimenter left the room immediately after placing
the container with the animal in the middle of zone “A” of the apparatus and opening the doors of the starting
box. Then the animal was free to stay in the starting box or to leave it to explore the chamber. The first ten ses-
sions were the habituation sessions during which the apparatus was arranged in the same way (see Figure 2).
Introduction of a novelty (i.e. addition of new tunnel on top of the old ones in the zone “C”) took place before
the eleventh session. Five more sessions were conducted with the chamber remaining in this new arrangement.
Sessions 1st, 2nd, 5th, 6th, 9th through 12th, 14th and 15th were video recorded.

The animals were always introduced into the experimental area in the same sequence. All rats had individual
markings on their tails to facilitate identification.

All procedures described in this paper were approved by the 1st Local Ethics Commission in Animal Experi-
mentation, Warsaw, Poland.

3. Results

The time spent in each of the three zones of the experimental apparatus (“A”, “B”, or “C”) and the numbers of
interactions with objects present in each part were quantified. The data file was built on the basis of videotape
records using the EthoLog 2.2 observational software (Ottoni, 2000). In order to reduce irrelevant variance, the
data collected in the course of the experiment were aggregated into four categories that from this point will be
called “phases”. Phase | consisted of data collected during Sessions 1, 2 and 5, Phase Il consisted of data col-
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Figure 1. Housing pens (1) male section, (2) female section, (A) two-level shelf, (B) water bottles,
(C) ladder, (D) feed bowl.
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Figure 2. Experimental apparatus used in this study. Above: Experimental area arrangement in ha-
bituation sessions 1 - 10 (before manipulation). Below: Experimental area arrangement in sessions
11 - 15 (after manipulation). (A) Starting zone; (B) Zone with permanent configuration of tunnels; (C)
Zone with novelty in tunnel’s arrangement.

lected during Sessions 6, 9 and 10, Phase 111 of data collected during Sessions 11 and 12, and Phase IV of data
collected during Sessions 14 and 15.

As a measure of stress response, the amount of time each rat spent on grooming was assessed (Komorowska
& Pisula, 2003; Thor et al., 1988).

The experimental design applied in this study was based on a repeated measure, and therefore our main focus
is on the interactions among line, sex, and trial effects. Moreover, since the main goal of this study is to test the
response of two selected lines of rats to the environmental change, we decided to analyse the environmental ef-
fects, sex effects and repeated measure effects within the two lines independently. The main comparisons there-
fore will be based on the within line effects of sex, environment and repeated measures (which also involves in-
troduction of novelty during the testing phases). The main statistical procedure applied is ANOVA with sex and
environment as between subject factors and measurement (involving introduction of novelty) as within subject
factor.

3.1. Grooming

WWCPS rats demonstrated a distinctive pattern of change in grooming in response to the introduction of novelty in
the experimental chamber. The change involved a marked decrease in grooming beginning from Phase 3 (no-
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velty effect) (see Figure 3). The size of the effect varied depending on sex and type of housing, which translated
into interaction effects. The interaction effects sex x measurement [F (3, 108) = 21.396, p < 0.001] and envi-
ronment x measurement [F (3, 108) = 18.988, p < 0.001] were found.

The Brown Norway rats exhibited significantly less grooming than WWCPS rats throughout the study. In BN
rats, there was a weak factor effect of measurement [F (3, 108) = 2.707, p < 0.05] demonstrated by increased
grooming in the initial experimental sessions and in those after the introduction of novelty (see Figure 3).

3.2. Interactions with the Transporter

WWCPS rats showed a steady drop in the interactions with the transporter (a direct physical contact with any
part of the transporter) in Phases I-111. Due to the differences in effect size, an analysis showed a major effect of
measurement [F (3, 108) = 7.373, p < 0.001] as well as interaction effects of sex x measurement [F (3, 108) =
27.518, p < 0.001] and environment x measurement [F (3, 108) = 25.915, p < 0.001].

A different pattern emerged in BN rats: the females exhibited a marked decrease in interactions with the
transporter between the second and third phases. Statistical analysis yielded interaction effect for sex x mea-
surement [F (3, 108) = 11.027, p < 0.001] (see Figure 4).

3.3. Interactions with Objects in Zone “B”

The WWCPS rats interacted more with tunnels in Zone “B” of the experimental cage during the habituation part
of the experiment (Phases | and I1). The number of interactions decreased significantly following the introduc-
tion of novelty in Zone “C” (cf. Figure 6). Differences in the size of that effect resulted in interaction effects of
sex X measurement [F (3, 108) = 19.161, p < 0.001] and environment x measurement [F (3, 108) = 18.807, p <
0.001].

The pattern was different in the BN rats: the number of interactions with tunnels in zone “B” of the experi-
mental cage decreased in Phase IV (Figure 5). Due to differences in the steepness of that decrease, statistical
analysis yielded interaction effect sex x environment x measurement [F (3, 108) = 3.090, p < 0.05].

3.4. Interactions with Objects in Zone “C”

The WWCPS rats demonstrated a significant increase in the number of interactions with objects/tunnels in zone
“C” of the experimental cage in Phase Ill, followed by a steep decline in Phase IV [F (3, 108) = 7.788, p <
0.001]. In addition, ANOVA yielded interaction effects sex x measurement [F (3, 108) = 15.160, p < 0.001] and
environment x measurement [F (3, 108) = 15.054, p < 0.001], which, however, have no bearing on the nature of
the relationship (see Figure 6).
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Figure 3. Number of grooming onsets in respective groups of animals. Means of the effects of sex
and environment across trial (phases of measurement) for WWCPS rats and of the trial factor for

BN rats are shown.
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Figure 4. Number of interactions with the transporter in respective groups of animals. Means of
the effects of sex and environment across trial for WWCPS rats and of the sex x trial factor for
BN rats are shown.
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The BN rats showed a comparable pattern of responses to novelty in Zone “C” of the experimental cage. Si-
milarly to the WWCPS rats, it involved an increase in object interaction in Phase 11l1. However, unlike in the
WWCPS rats, in the BN rats there was no decline in that activity in Phase IV. An ANOVA vyielded the main ef-
fect of measurement [F (3, 159) = 64.835, p < 0.001] and an interaction effect of sex x measurement [F (3, 159)
=5.542, p < 0.01] in the form of stronger response to the novelty among BN females.

3.5. Rearing

The WWCPS rats presented a complex picture of changes in rearing in response to novelty. The effects of sex x
measurement [F (3, 159) = 26.346, p < 0.001] and environment x measurement [F (3, 159) = 27.041, p < 0.001]
interactions involved the fact that males and rats raised in standard conditions showed much higher initial levels
of rearing than their counterparts, followed by a marked decrease when novelty was introduced in the experi-
mental cage. Females and rats raised in enriched conditions presented lower initial rearing and less steep decline
in that activity. Two patterns emerged in the BN rats. During the experiment, there was a steady decrease in
rearing [F (3, 108) = 13.882, p < 0.001]. In addition, there was the effect of environment x measurement interac-
tion [F (3, 108) = 2.837, p < 0.05] in that the enriched environment rats achieved their trough results in Phase I,
while their counterparts raised in standard conditions in Phase IV (Figure 7).

4. Discussion

The analysis of grooming revealed differences in profiles for that activity between Brown Norway laboratory
rats and wild-type WWCPS rats. Firstly, the initial level of that behaviour is several times higher in the latter
than in the former (Figure 3). The difference is so large that it hardly requires statistics to prove it. This finding
is consistent with the seminal result obtained by Hughes (1975) and the results of our previous studies (Tana$ &
Pisula, 2011). All WWCPS rats responded to modification in the experimental cage with a significant decline in
grooming. It can be hypothesised that the cognitive task of having to integrate new elements with existing in-
formation resources had an inhibiting effect on grooming, which is typically interpreted as a symptom of emo-
tionality and indicator of the level of stress (Komorowska & Pisula, 2003). Cognitive effort is often thought to
inhibit emotion (Christoff, Ream, & Gabrieli, 2004). Presumably the novelty introduced in the experimental
cage affected that aspect of behavioural organisation more in WWCPS rats than in their laboratory conspecifics.
However, in the former, the effect of rearing conditions on grooming was also present.

The analysis of the animals’ interactions with the transporter, used to carry them to the experimental chamber,
revealed a different response pattern for either strain. Sex differences were present in Brown Norway rats. Males
exhibited the same level of transporter interaction for the duration of the experiment. Females, on the other
hand, showed a marked decrease in Phase Il1, i.e. after the introduction of novelty in the experimental cage. All
WWCPS rats demonstrated a similar pattern of changes, with transporter interactions decreasing progressively
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Figure 7. Number of rearings in respective groups of animals. Means of the effects of sex and en-
vironment across trial for WWCPS rats and of the environment x trial factor for BN rats are

shown.
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in all phases of the experiment. Since the transporter was a fixed element of the environment, it can be assumed
that changes in interaction level were less a function of the rats’ cognitive processes than emotional phenomena.
Presumably, rats are relatively attracted to the darkened interior of the transporter. Again, housing conditions
proved to have a significant effect on the behaviour of wild rats.

The two strains behaved differently in the section of the experimental cage marked as Zone “B”, where no al-
terations were made to the setting. The WWCPS rats raised in enriched environmental conditions exhibited a
decrease in the number of interactions with objects in that zone immediately following the introduction of no-
velty in Zone “C” and in the last phase of the experiment. By contrast, Brown Norway rats raised in standard
conditions showed no changes in the number of interactions with objects in that part of the cage when novelty
was introduced in Zone “C”. In Brown Norway rats interactions declined only in the final phase of the experi-
ment. This is a departure from the data obtained in an earlier study (Pisula, Turlejski, Stryjek, Natecz-Tolak,
Grabiec, & Djavadian, 2012), in which laboratory rats (Wistar) showed increased interaction in the unaltered
part of the experimental cage, and no such changes were observed in WWCPS rats.

The key aspect in the analysis of the effects obtained is the response of the rats in the study to the introduction
of novelty in Zone “C”. In Zone “C”, a new object was introduced to augment the novelty, and the number of
tunnels was increased to boost complexity. The WWCPS rats exhibited a pattern of behaviour that can be de-
scribed in terms of a response to novelty that involved orienting their behaviour towards the source of change
(zone with a tunnel added), followed by rapid habituation of that response. The laboratory rats (Brown Norway)
responded similarly to WWCPS rats immediately after the change, but their increased activity in that section of
the experimental cage was not subject to habituation, i.e. the level of activity remained constant over subsequent
sessions. From that we may infer that wild rats, similarly to their laboratory counterparts, relocated their explo-
ratory behaviour to the area where novelty appears, and then that activity is relatively quickly extinguished. This
could mean that undomesticated rats (WWCPS) exhibit greater behavioural plasticity with respect to changes in
their environment.

As was the case with other variables, the WWCPS rats exhibited observable effects of housing conditions on
the level of exploration in the altered and unaltered sectors. As far as rearing is concerned, the behavioural pat-
terns in both strains were similar. Rats raised in standard conditions performed more rearing behaviour than
those housed in enriched environment pens. There were sex differences in the WWCPS rats: females were rear-
ing more than males. Both the environmental and sex effects disappeared when novelty was introduced in the
cage housing the WWCPS rats. By contrast, in Brown Norway rats the effect of the environment was not extin-
guished in later sessions.

Jones, Mason, & Pillay (2011) and Latham & Mason (2010) demonstrated the role of the factor called envi-
ronmental downshift. This procedure involves moving animals housed in enriched environmental conditions to
standard laboratory cages for a period immediately preceding measurements. This is a key element of the proto-
col, which had to be taken into account in the present study. The procedure was required due to the treatment of
WWCPS rats (Stryjek, 2008; Stryjek & Modlinska, 2013). Seven days before tests, rats kept in enriched condi-
tions were moved to standard cages to ensure standardisation of the appropriate measurement procedure. The
research by Jones, Mason, & Pillay (2011) and Latham & Mason (2010) quoted above were rooted in the theo-
retical framework of animal welfare. Nevertheless, the effects identified in those experiments are relevant for
basic research.

It appears that, as postulated by classic theories of behavioural motivation, rats’ activity is regulated primarily
by two major components: stimulation-seeking and information-seeking (Hebb, 1955; Pisula, 2007). It appears
that the specific of behaviour and its changes due to environmental factors in WWCPS and Brown Norway rats
can be explained by the dominant role of a different regulating component. A general idea that can be extrapo-
lated from the results of the present study is that for animals at early stages of domestication (wild animals
raised in a laboratory for 2 - 3 generations, i.e. WWCPS rats), information-seeking is more important in the reg-
ulation of their behaviour than it is for fully domesticated animals. In the latter, on the other hand, it is the sti-
mulus-seeking that dominates. The following arguments support this claim:

o rapid habituation to environmental changes in WWCPS rats’ behavioural profile

o delayed changes (Zones B, A, grooming, rearings) in the behaviour of Brown Norway rats in response to en-
vironmental change

e persistent activity around altered objects in Zone C in Brown Norway rats, which can be interpreted as a sign
of stimulus seeking (more complex environment offers more stimuli).
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Moreover, a characteristic variable discriminating wild and laboratory rats proved to be the duration of
grooming. WWCPS rats demonstrated more profound behavioural symptoms of stress. It also appears that wild
rats are more sensitive to the conditions in which they are raised. The effect of housing environment was present
in all variables of interest. The results seem to hold some importance for the understanding of the phenomenon
of domestication process.

5. Conclusion

Animals that are different in terms of the domestication process advancement, respond to environmental enrich-
ment in different ways. Individuals that are fully domesticated, are mostly driven by the changes in stimulating
properties of the environment. On the other hand, individuals that are less advanced in the process of domestica-
tion, respond mainly to the information involved in the change of stimulus field. Therefore, animals of the same
species, but belonging to subpopulations being at various levels of domestication, seem to be a valuable com-
parative model, to study behavioral development in the context of domestication processes.
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