Received: 3 December 2021

Revised: 11 April 2022

W) Check for updates

Accepted: 12 April 2022

DOI: 10.1111/gbb.12810

ORIGINAL ARTICLE

and Behavior

Experience of a hierarchical relationship between a pair of
mice specifically influences their affective empathy toward

each other

Jungjoon Park'?

1Department of Bio and Brain Engineering,
Korea Advanced Institute of Science and
Technology (KAIST), Daejeon, Republic of
Korea

2Center for Cognition and Sociality, Institute
for Basic Science (IBS), Daejeon, Republic of
Korea

Correspondence

Jaeseung Jeong, Department of Bio and Brain
Engineering, Korea Advanced Institute of
Science and Technology (KAIST), Bd. E16-1,
291 Daehak-ro, Yuseong-gu, Daejeon 34141,
Republic of Korea.

Email: jsjeong@kaist.ac.kr

Hee-Sup Shin, Center for Cognition and
Sociality, Institute for Basic Science (IBS),
55 Expo-ro, Yuseong-gu, Daejeon 34126,
Republic of Korea.

Email: shin@ibs.re.kr

Funding information

Institute for Basic Science, Grant/Award
Number: Center for Cognition and Sociality
[IBS-R001-D2]; National Research Foundation,
Grant/Award Number:
NRF2019M3E5D2A01066265

| Seungshin Ha? |

Hee-Sup Shin? | Jaeseung Jeong®

Abstract

Prior experience of social hierarchy is known to modulate emotional contagion, a
basic form of affective empathy. However, it is not known whether this behavioral
effect occurs through changes in an individual's traits due to their experience of
social hierarchy or specific social interrelationships between the individuals. Groups
of four mice with an established in-group hierarchy were used to address this in con-
junction with a tube test. The rank-1 and rank-4 mice were designated as the domi-
nant or subordinate groups, respectively. The two individuals in between were
designated as the intermediate groups, which were then used as the observers in
observational fear learning (OFL) experiments, an assay for emotional contagion. The
intermediate observers showed greater OFL responses to the dominant demonstra-
tor than the subordinate demonstrators recruited from the same home-cage. When
the demonstrators were strangers from different cages, the intermediate observers
did not distinguish between dominant and subordinate, displaying the same level of
OFL. In a reverse setting in which the intermediate group was used as the demon-
strator, the subordinate observers showed higher OFL responses than the dominant
observers, and this occurred only when the demonstrators were cagemates of the
observers. Furthermore, the bigger the rank difference between a pair, the higher the
OFL level that the observer displayed. Altogether, these results demonstrate that the
hierarchical interrelationship established between a given pair of animals is critical for
expressing emotional contagion between them rather than any potential changes in

intrinsic traits due to the experience of dominant/subordinate hierarchy.

Practitioner points
e Subordinate observer or dominant demonstrator resulted in higher affective

empathic response in familiar pairs but not unfamiliar pairs.
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1 | INTRODUCTION

Social animals naturally prefer to live together in groups and organize
themselves into a dominance hierarchy.' 3 Social hierarchy formation
within a group results in a distinct dominance status (e.g., dominant or
subordinate) depending on the individual's attributes. Recent studies
have reported that even isogenic individuals may show various pheno-
typic differences according to their social rank, for example, anxiety,
resilience in social defeat stress, aggression, and social motivation.>*~
¢ These hierarchical effects are mainly explained by changes in each
individual's intrinsic physiological state (e.g., neuroendocrine system
or energy-related metabolites) according to its dominance status
through prior hierarchical experiences.>*%”

Familiarity is also known to be established and maintained along
with social hierarchy formation.®® Familiarity toward the target has
been consistently reported to significantly affect diverse empathic
behaviors, such as social fear learning, motor mimicry, and prosocial
behavior, across various species.’®"*® While the familiarity bias has
been consistently demonstrated in a variety of laboratory environ-
ments, studies on the hierarchical effects are still controversial.*~71*
Furthermore, studies of hierarchical effects on empathy in the context
of familiarity remain elusive due to the lack of consistent and suffi-
cient pieces of evidence.’>"*” A recent study reported that subordi-
nate rats showed increased fear responses after interacting with a
fear-conditioned familiar dominant rat from their home-cage.l” As
hierarchical effects are generally attributable to the intrinsic traits of
an individual with a respective dominance hierarchy of its own,* the
abovementioned phenomenon could also be interpreted as occurring
due to differences in the intrinsic characteristics of the subjects. How-
ever, as mentioned earlier, it is difficult to completely rule out the pos-
sibility that familiarity, such as prior social interrelationships, was
reflected in this phenomenon.

In addition to familiarity issue, in a previous study, each domi-
nance rank was determined through qualitative observation from the
home-cage under the social condition of three animals in one cage®”;
hence, it was difficult to examine the quantitative relationship
between social rank and affective empathy in detail, for example, lin-
ear correlation between dominance score and level of empathic
response. Also, as each social rank of the observer and the rank of the

demonstrator were not controlled independently, it was difficult to

e The relative social rank of the observer with respect to the demonstrator had a
negative linear correlation with the affective empathic response of the observer in
familiar pairs but not unfamiliar pairs.

¢ The effect of social rank on affective empathy is attributed to the prior social hier-
archical interrelationship between them and is not due to intrinsic attributes of an

individual based on one's dominance rank.

affective empathy, emotional contagion, familiarity, hierarchical interrelationship,
observational fear learning, phenotypic variability, social dominance

clearly distinguish whether the hierarchical effect was mainly due to
the traits of the observer or the demonstrator.

To overcome these limitations, behavioral methodologies that can
precisely and robustly quantify the social rank are needed. There are
various ways to identify the dominance hierarchy within a cage, such
as agonistic behavior, barbering, territorial urine marking, ultrasonic
courtship vocalization, food competition, the warm spot test, and the
tube test.»®1? Among these, the tube test has been widely used as a
robust and straightforward method for identifying dominance hierar-
chies as it shows not only a stable and linear phenotypic result but
also a high correlation with the social rank identified through other
abovementioned behavioral assays reflecting various respective traits
of social dominance.*172°

Observational fear learning (OFL) is one of the representative
behavioral assays to study affective empathy or social transfer of fear
in various species.’>?1?2 |n the experimental design, observers who
witness the demonstrator suffer from pain or distress show behavioral
or physiological responses (e.g., increased heart rate and skin conduc-
tance, and decreased freezing) representing the level of emotional
transfer in response to others' suffering without the direct experience
of the aversive stimuli. As OFL is a pairwise (observer-demonstrator)
behavioral paradigm measuring the emotional transfer of fear from a
target, each characteristic of the observer and demonstrator that
might affect the experimental results should be carefully distinguished
and controlled independently. (i) Observer's traits (e.g., a higher level
of OFL response could be attributed to the observer's trait related to
anxiety) or (ii) demonstrator's stressful responses during the OFL
period, such as jumping, running, vocalization, and urination, can also
affect OFL responses of the observers.?21:23

This study aimed to verify the relationship between social domi-
nance and emotional empathic response in the context of prior social
interrelationship, that is, familiarity within a pair. To this end, the tube
test and OFL test were used as primary behavioral methodologies to
monitor social dominance and empathic fear response, respectively.
We wanted to clarify whether the putative intrinsic attributes that
depended on an individual's social rank are sufficient for the hierarchi-
cal effect on affective empathic behavior or whether prior social expe-
rience within a pair is necessary. Therefore, a subject was paired with
a familiar target from his home cage or a stranger target from a differ-

ent breeding cage for the OFL test.
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To consider the social rank of the observer or demonstrator one
at a time as an independent variable, intermediate rank groups were
employed. In the tetrad cage condition, the rank-1 and rank-4 mice
were designated as the dominant or subordinate groups, respectively.
The two individuals in between were designated as the intermediate
groups. To investigate whether the demonstrator's social rank could
affect the observer's OFL response, two groups of demonstrators
with distinct social rank (dominant, subordinate) were paired with
intermediate observers. In a reverse condition, two groups of
observers with distinct social rank were paired with intermediate
demonstrators. To investigate the qualitative relationship between
the phenotypic variations of OFL responses and the degree of relative

2425 \was used

social hierarchy difference within a pair, David's score
to calculate the relative cardinal dominance score of the observer with

respect to the demonstrator.

2 | METHODS AND MATERIALS

21 | Animals

We followed the ethical guidelines of the Institutional Animal Care
and Use Committee of the Institute for Basic Science (IBS) and the
Korea Advanced Institute of Science and Technology (KAIST). Ani-
mals were maintained in an individually ventilated cage (IVC) at
room temperature (22°C + 0.5°C) in a specific pathogen-free facil-
ity. Food and water were available ad libitum under a 12:12-h
light-dark cycle (8 AM to 8 PM lights on). C57BL/6J strain mice
(Mus musculus) were initially purchased from Jackson Laboratory
(JAX, Bar Harbor, USA) and bred within their colony at the
IBS/KAIST facility. Male pups were obtained from the mating cages
during the weaning period, cohoused with conspecific siblings, and
maintained. Male adult (11-20 weeks old) mice were used for the
experiment. Mice were housed under the IVC rack in cages (MT-
005 MVCS CAGE; Three-shine Inc, Daejeon, South Korea)
[200 x 320 x 145 mm, material: Polysulfone (PSF)].

The social conditions of all mice were controlled as a total of 3-5
mice per cage immediately after weaning (about 3 weeks after birth)
and maintained until the end of all experiments except for the condi-
tions of isolation/congested environment. The four mice per cage (tet-
rad) condition was mainly used for the tube test followed by OFL. All
subjects were naive before the experiments. Cagemates were used as
demonstrators during OFL in the case of familiar pair conditions. Thus,
90 mice from 36 cages and 212 mice from 53 cages (tetrad) were
used in the experiment with social housing conditions and the rest of
the experiments (tube test followed by OFL), respectively. Based on
the result 3.4 that observers did not show differences in OFL
responses according to the nonfamiliar demonstrator's social rank,
some demonstrators (6/4 mice per dominant/subordinate group; from
7 cages) of unknown rank (naive to tube test) were paired with
observers in the nonfamiliar OFL experiment result 3.5. Animals with
physical abnormalities [low body weight (<20 g) or severe injuries]

were excluded from the experiments or analysis.

and Behavior

2.2 | Behavioral experiments

All behavioral experiments were conducted in a soundproof chamber
with a ventilation system under a dim light (4-10 lux) during the light
cycle. The home-cages with subjects were moved to a behavior room
for 30 min before the experiments for room habituation. Room tem-
perature was maintained at 23°C, and a white noise generator
(approximately 95 dB near the speaker and 65 dB at the center of the
chamber) was activated to dilute the unwanted background acoustic
noise. In addition, 70% ethanol and distilled water were used to clean

the apparatus after each test.

2.2.1 | Observational fear learning

OFL behavior methodology was used to measure the level of emo-
tional contagion of fear in mice.!*2%27 A passive avoidance cage
(Coulbourn Instruments, Whitehall, PA, USA) was modified to be
used as the apparatus for OFL. A transparent Plexiglas partition
was put in the middle of the cage to separate two chambers
(180 x 175 x 380 mm, each)—for the observer mouse and demon-
strator mouse. The cage was dimly illuminated (4-10 lux) using a light-
emitting diode from the center of the ceiling. A stainless-steel rod
floor (5-mm diameter, spaced 10-mm apart) was put under both
chambers to deliver an electric shock. Although the rod floor was at
the bottom of both chambers, the shock was delivered only to the
demonstrator side. The apparatus was designed to allow for percep-
tion of major sensory modalities for social information transfer, includ-
ing visual, auditory, and olfactory signals through vacant spaces at the
bottom of the grid and a transparent partition.

Behaviors of the observer and demonstrator were recorded at
15 Hz using two digital cameras (Sentech, Berlin, Germany) fitted at
each ceiling. The observer's behavior was mainly analyzed to study
empathy, and the demonstrator's behavior was used to analyze fear-
related behavior. Electric shock was generated using a precision
animal shocker (Coulbourn Instruments). Trigger of signal for shock
delivery and data analysis was conducted using ACT-711 USB
interface (Coulbourn Instruments) and FreezeFrame3 software
(Actimetrics; Coulbourn Instruments).

Under the experimental condition, the observer and demonstrator
mice were located on the grid at each side divided by the transparent
partition. After a 5-min acclimation period (for acclimation to the
apparatus), electric shock (1 mA) was delivered to the demonstrator
mouse for 2 s every 10 s during 4-min training. The protocol parame-
ters were optimized to elicit sufficient OFL responses from observer
mice witnessing the demonstrator's painful reaction, such as vocaliz-

ing and jumping behavior.!!

222 | Tube test

Social dominance within a cage was measured using a modified ver-

sion of the tube test.?®?® The tube test apparatus was mainly
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composed of a 300-mm Plexiglass tube (26-mm diameter) and two
acrylic chambers (100 x 100 x 100 mm each) attached to the tube to
help subjects get accustomed to entering into the tube. The subjects
were given an adaption period of 3 days before the primary tube test.
Then, each mouse was gently put into the acrylic box, which was con-
nected to the tube, and trained to run through the tube 2-3 times.
The tube test experiment requires a pair of subjects at a time, as
does OFL. Each mouse was gently placed into the acrylic boxes con-
nected to each end of a transparent cylindrical acrylic tube. The
experimenter simultaneously opened each door between the box and
tube, allowing both mice to approach the center of the tube. They
push each other, and the one who is pushed out of the tube is consid-
ered defeated. The pairwise match was terminated after one of the
two subjects had won more than two times and was performed for at
least 3 days for all pairwise combinations of the mice from a cage in a

round-robin fashion.

2.3 | Analysis

2.3.1 | Automated analysis of freezing behavior

The emotional contagion of the fear response of the observer during
OFL is measured by freezing behavior as in the general fear condition-
ing behavioral paradigm.?? The significant motion pixels (SMP) algo-
rithm implemented in the FreezeFrame software was used for the
automated analysis of freezing behavior.3° A subject's degree of
movement was calculated as a pixel difference between two consecu-
tive frames from the recorded video. This yielded raw data of the
activity level by SMP as the motion index of the subject. Activity level
below the threshold of 30 SMP was considered as an immobile or
putative freezing status. To distinguish fragments of immobile status
from actual freezing responses, a minimum 1-s freezing bout thresh-
old was given; immobility maintained for a > 1-s time bout was con-
sidered as an excellent freezing bout.

The sum of the freezing bout durations (s) was averaged (%) in a
1-min time-bin (e.g., nine bins for 9-min data). Average freezing (%) dur-
ing baseline (5-min acclimation) and OFL (4-min test) was obtained by
averaging the five time-bin and the four time-bin, respectively; baseline
(%) and OFL (%). A relative increase in the freezing level in the OFL
period compared with the baseline was calculated (OFL — baseline) and
used for all statistical analyses. Observers or demonstrators that showed
abnormal behavior, such as excessive freezing, were excluded based on
the following criteria: excessive average freezing during baseline >10%
and excessive time-bin (1-min) freezing during baseline >15%. Some of
the demonstrators' data were excluded due to problems during the

recording process (criteria; OFL — baseline <5%).

2.3.2 | David's score

David's score is one of the appropriate metrics to calculate the cardi-

nal social dominance score.}*?*2> Unlike the simple calculation of

ordinal rank by comparing the total accumulated number of wins per
subject within a group, David's score considers all pairwise agonistic
outcomes (ratio of wins/losses) of an individual with regard to its tar-
gets' outcomes iteratively within a group (all combinations).2*?°
Therefore, it can reflect more detailed information on the hierarchical
social interrelationship.

David's score was calculated based on the results of the tube test.
Daily David's scores were computed for each individual within a cage
to yield daily traces of social rank and determine rank stability. To cal-
culate a final David's score and social rank, the final 3-day pairwise
agonistic outcomes of an individual were accumulated as an interac-
tion matrix. The weighted averages of the agonistic outcomes were
calculated with a discount rate of 0.9.

0= Z;Oi *},34; j={win, lose}, i:day={1,2,3}, y =discount rate,

where the O; represents the total agonistic outcomes (win, lose,
respectively), and the o; represents the agonistic outcomes of the day
(i). Therefore, the past was relatively attenuated concerning the recent
outcomes.

The final David's score was used for all analyses related to the rel-
ative David's score of the observer with respect to the demonstrator.
When the pairwise agonistic outcome between an observer and a
demonstrator was unstable (criteria; the number of days of perfect
win or loss for the observer/demonstrator <1 day), it was excluded

from the pair-specific behavioral analysis (familiar pair OFL).

2.3.3 | Statistical analysis

Statistical analyses were performed using Prism 9.0 (GraphPad). Normal-
ity was assessed using Shapiro-Wilk test. Welch's®! t-test was used to
compare two independent groups if the dataset had a normal distribu-
tion. Welch's one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to com-
pare more than two groups, followed by Dunnett's T3 multiple
comparisons test (post-hoc). When the dataset had non-normal distribu-
tion, the outliers were excluded based on the interquartile range (IQR)*?
calculation, followed by a retest for normality. Nonparametric tests were
prepared for the dataset still had a non-normal distribution: Mann-
Whitney U test to compare two groups and Kruskal-Wallis H test (one-
way ANOVA by ranks) followed by Dunn's multiple comparisons test
(post-hoc) to compare more than two groups. As all of the final data had
normal distribution, nonparametric tests were not used. Before linear
regression analysis, normality and homoscedasticity of residuals were
confirmed by Shapiro-Wilk test and fitted value versus residual plot,
respectively. Pearson's correlation coefficient R was calculated through
linear regression analysis to determine whether two variables were sig-
nificantly correlated: relative David's score (Obs — Dem) as an indepen-
dent variable and OFL response (OFL — baseline) as a dependent
variable (both cardinal). Significance levels a were set at 0.05 (5%), and
asterisks representing p-values were as follows: *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01;
***p < 0.001, and ***p < 0.0001. All the data were presented as means
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FIGURE 1

Empathic fear response is decreased in abnormal social housing conditions. (A) lllustration of six groups depending on the social

housing condition. Each group of home-cage borders is distinctly color labeled; gray: n1 (isolation), red: n2, orange: n3, green: n4, blue: n5, purple: né
(congested) mice per cage. (B) Schematic illustration of the observational fear learning (OFL) test as a behavioral paradigm to measure the emotional
contagion of fear. After 5 min of acclimation, electric foot shock is given to the demonstrator mouse during 4 min of training at regular intervals (2-s
duration x 20, 10-s interval). (C, D) Freezing behavior (%) of the observer mouse witnessing the demonstrator's reactions is measured. Six different
color labels depending on the social housing condition; n1 (isolation) (n = 11), n2 (n = 14), n3 (h = 13), n4 (h = 15), n5 (n = 14), and né (congested)

(n = 11). (D) Significant difference among the six groups. The individual housing and congested housing groups showed lower freezing compared with
the n4 (4 mice per cage) group. No statistical differences were found in the rest (2, 3, 4, or 5 mice per cage) groups

+ standard error of the means. Percent freezing was employed as a
dependent variable reflecting the subject's affective empathic response,
except for the results Section 3.2. In results Section 3.2, contingency
tables of integer counts with respect to two categorical variables were
statistically analyzed; social rank, and stability condition. Two-sided Fish-
er's exact test and Chi-square test were applied to 2 x 2 or arbitrary

dimensions of contingency tables, respectively.

2.4 | Graphical illustrations

All graphs, including time-series, scatter-bar, regression, and stacked
histogram, were plotted using Prism 9.0 (GraphPad). Schematic illus-
trations were prepared using Microsoft PowerPoint (for Mac, v16.54)
(Microsoft). Finally, mice were illustrated using the AutoDraw tool

from JamBoard (Google).

3 | RESULTS

3.1 | Empathic fear response is modulated by
social housing condition

As rodents are social animals, they are usually cohoused with a proper

number of conspecific cagemates for more than a few weeks before

the behavioral experiments to ensure appropriate social environments
under laboratory conditions.>®>~> Abnormal social density conditions,
such as social isolation or congested housing, have been reported to
significantly affect the experimental results of social behavior.*343¢3

OFL behavioral assay was conducted on six groups depending on
the social housing condition (the number of mice per cage) of the sub-
jects to investigate the effect of social housing condition as a putative
influential social factor on affective empathy. Percent freezing was
employed as a dependent variable reflecting the subject's affective
empathic response. The social housing condition (independent variable)
was determined based on the number of mice in a cage: 1 mouse per
cage (individual housing/social isolation; n = 11), 2 (n = 14), 3 (n = 13),
4 (n = 15), 5 (h = 14), and 6 (congested housing; n = 11). Results indi-
cated that the social housing condition is an influential factor in emo-
tional empathic response, as evident from the statistical difference
among the six groups. (Figure 1D; Fis329¢) = 11.77, p < 0.0001, Welch's
one-way ANOVA). Specifically, the isolation group and the congested
group showed significant decreases compared with most of the
remaining groups (Figure S1A; Isolation versus others; isolation versus
n2: ***p = 0.0007, isolation versus n3: *p = 0.0198, isolation versus n4:
*p = 0.0383, isolation versus n5: *p = 0.0117. Congested versus others;
congested versus n2: **p = 0.0063, congested versus n3: *p = 0.0458,
congested versus n4: p = 0.0806, congested versus n5: *p = 0.0247. No
statistical significance in the rest of the pairs. Dunnett's T3 multiple com-

parisons for post-hoc). No statistical difference was found in the groups
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FIGURE 2 Stability of social rank is higher in extreme ranks. (A) Diagram of the tube test apparatus and experimental scheme to measure
social hierarchy. Round-robin pairwise match within a cage of four mice during the 3-day tube test. (B) Rank trace to show the stability of social
rank during the 3-day period per each rank (n = 43 tetrads). Each color indicates a mouse of a specific social rank (blue: rank 1, green: rank

2, yellow: rank 3, and red: rank 4). (C) Stacked histograms were plotted according to three stability criteria (full-stable: maintained the same rank
for 3 days, semi-stable: maintained the same rank for 2 days with a total rank change of 1, unstable: the rest; stripe pattern: semi-stable, Gray:
unstable) per each rank. A significant difference was observed in the stability depending on four different social ranks. (D) Compared with the
individuals of intermediate ranks (ranks 2 and 3; diagonal stripe pattern), a higher number of those of extreme ranks (ranks 1 and 4) maintained

their own social hierarchy rank (full-stable and semi-stable)

with 2, 3, 4, or 5 mice per cage (Figure S1B; Fz26¢62 = 1.282,
p = 0.3010, Welch's one-way ANOVA). The result implies that the social
condition beyond the range of 2-5 mice per cage should be considered
inappropriate for social behavioral experiments. The post-hoc analysis
also revealed that the individual housing and congested housing groups
particularly showed a lack of empathic fear response compared with the
control group (4 mice per cage; social condition used in rest of the exper-
iments) (Figure 1D; p = 0.0140, p = 0.0303, respectively, Dunnett's mul-
tiple comparisons test). These results confirm that social housing with
social deficiency and housing with excessive social density in a confined

space could harm the individual's empathic fear response.

3.2 | Stability of dominance rank varies depending
on the social rank within a cage

Rodents that have been cohoused with conspecific cagemates for
more than a few weeks in a cage of a fixed social environment tend to

establish a social hierarchy, which is known to be one of the influential

factors that induce behavioral phenotypic variability in isogenic
individuals.***

The tube test was performed to observe the social rank within a
cage. First, the social rank based on dominance within a cage was
determined in the order of the highest value (total dominance score)
measured from the test; the individual with the highest value was
assigned rank 1, whereas the individual with the lowest value was
assigned rank 4 (tetrad; 4 mice in a cage). Second, to examine the sta-
bility of the social rank, an individual's daily social rank was also line-
plotted with four different color labels depending on the final social
rank during the 3 days (Figure 2B; blue: rank 1, green: rank 2, yellow:
rank 3, and red: rank 4). The individual traces qualitatively showed
that the stability varied depending on the social rank (Figure 2C, D).

Three different social rank stability criteria were applied for each
of the four different social ranks to analyze the social rank stability
more quantitatively. Subjects who maintained the same rank for
3 days were classified as the “full-stable” group, and the ones who
maintained the same rank for 2 days with a minimal change of

rank (only total rank change of 1 was allowed) were classified as the
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FIGURE 3 Empathic fear !
. Familiar
response of an observer is
P Obs ‘=) Dem

elevated toward a familiar
dominant demonstrator.

(A) lllustration of the behavioral
analysis. The tube test was
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on the results of the tube test,
two demonstrator groups were
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Dem-Fam; n = 7) and
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n = 6). Familiar cagemate
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“semi-stable” group. The rest were classified as “unstable.” The num-
ber of individuals corresponding to each criterion was determined and
expressed as a histogram. The result revealed a significant difference
in the contingency table (4: rank x 3: stability condition) (Figure 2C;
X2[<s] = 25.19, p = 0.0003, Chi-square test). The tendency to maintain
social rank was found to vary depending on the extremity of the
social rank (2: binary rank extremity x 2: binary stability). Com-
pared with the individuals of intermediate ranks (ranks 2 and 3), a
higher number of those of extreme ranks (ranks 1 and 4) maintained
their (full-stable and (Figure 2D;
p = 0.0181, Fisher's exact test, two-sided, n = 212). This suggests
that not all mice seem to be created equal in their tendency to

social rank semi-stable)

maintain their social rank (i.e., the proportion of individuals who
maintained a highly stable social rank in a given social environ-
ment). Mice of extreme social ranks were more likely to maintain
their stable social rank than mice of intermediate social ranks, a
finding that was consistent with the results of a previous study.*
No significant difference was observed in the contingency table of
dominant-subordinate grouping [2: binary social rank (dominant:
rank-1,rank-2; subordinate: rank-3, rank-4) x 2: binary stability]
(Figure S2B; n = 212, p = 0.0923, Fisher's exact test, two-sided,
n = 212), which was used in a previous study.® Thus, only stable

rank-1 and rank-4 mice were classified as “dominant (Dom)” and

00 =

O -

(after 1-week)

(C)

40- -Dem-Fam
-Dem-Fam
— [0 30'
o
c ®© 20+
o
Lo o) 10+
(3.0
0-

“subordinate (Sub)” groups, respectively, and the remaining as

“intermediate” groups for the remaining phases of the experiments.

3.3 | Empathic fear response of an observer is
elevated with a familiar dominant demonstrator

After assessing the stable social rank through the tube test, OFL was
performed as the primary behavioral assay. The social rank of the
demonstrator was considered as an independent variable with a puta-
tive effect on OFL. Therefore, the observers were grouped into inter-
mediate social rank groups, whereas the demonstrators were divided
into two groups: dominant (Dom) and subordinate (Sub). Behavioral
assay results showed that the observers of intermediate social rank
elicited significantly higher OFL to the “Dom” demonstrator from the
same breeding cage (Dom-Dem-Fam; n = 7) than to the familiar “Sub”
demonstrator (Sub-Dem-Fam; n = 6) (Figure 3C; Tis940) = 2.965,
p = 0.0212, Welch's t-test, two-tailed). No difference was noted in
the freezing responses of the observers of differing social ranks during
the acclimation period (Figure S4A; Tig394) = 0.3586, p = 0.7288,
Welch's t-test, two-tailed), suggesting that the effect of the demon-
strator's social rank on the observer's freezing response is specific to

the emotional responses of the social partner given an electric shock.
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FIGURE 4 No difference in the empathic fear response of an observer toward a nonfamiliar demonstrator. (A) lllustration of the behavioral
analysis. Similar to Figure 3A, except that the paired demonstrators were nonfamiliar conspecifics from different cages (reverse pair setting).
Based on the results of the tube test, two demonstrator groups were established: dominant (Dom-Dem-Non; n = 8) and subordinate (Sub-Dem-
Non; n = 5). Nonfamiliar stranger demonstrators from different cages are paired with observers. (B, C) There was no significant difference in the

observer's freezing toward a nonfamiliar demonstrator

Further, there was no difference in freezing responses between the
two different social rank groups of demonstrators (Figure S3B;
Tio.081) = 1.646, p = 0.1340, Welch's t-test, two-tailed).

3.4 | Dominance of a demonstrator is not a
sufficient condition to modulate the empathic fear
response

The effect of the demonstrator's social rank on the observer's OFL
response might be naively interpreted as the result of the changes in
the demonstrator's characteristics, as mentioned earlier. However,
suppose these variations in the individual intrinsic characteristics of
the demonstrators according to their social rank are necessary and
sufficient conditions to induce different levels of empathic fear
responses from observers. In that case, similar group differences
should still be observed depending on the social rank regardless of the
familiarity or prior social experience (e.g., the interrelationship
between demonstrator and observer).

Unfamiliar demonstrators from different cages were paired with
observers of intermediate social rank to analyze the issue in the context
of prior social relationships or familiarity. Except that the previous social
experiences between observers and demonstrators were excluded by
employing unfamiliar pairs from different cages, all of the other experi-
mental conditions were the same as before. Two groups of demonstra-
tors with different social ranks were paired with observers of
intermediate social rank: nonfamiliar dominant demonstrator (Dom-
Dem-Non; n = 7) or subordinate demonstrator (Sub-Dem-Non; n = 7)
from different cages. Unlike the results of the behavioral assay in the
familiar pair condition, there was no difference in the observers' empa-

thetic fear responses per the demonstrators' social rank when there

were no prior social experiences with one another (Figure 4C;
Ti11.97) = 04890, p = 0.6337, Welch's t-test, two-tailed). This result indi-
cates that the dominant social rank of the demonstrator itself is not a
sufficient condition to induce a higher level of empathic response from
the observer. There was no difference in freezing response between the
two different social rank groups of demonstrators (Figure S3D;
Ti11.00 = 1411, p = 0.1859, Welch's t-test, two-tailed).

3.5 | Empathic fear response is modulated by the
social rank of an observer only in the context of
familiarity

Observers of intermediate social ranks distinguished the two groups
of demonstrators of different social ranks (Sub/Dom) by showing sig-
nificant differences in empathic responses to each group, and this was
only valid for familiar cagemate pairs with prior social experiences
(e.g., home-cage and tube test). As with the demonstrator's social
rank, the observer's social rank could be relevant to the level of emo-
tional empathic response as aforementioned.

Two different groups of “Dom” and “Sub” mice were used as
observers and paired with the demonstrators of an intermediate social
rank from the same cage to determine the effect of the observer's social
rank on the OFL response. Compared with the “Sub” group observers,
the “Dom” group observers (Dom-Obs-Fam; n = 8) showed significantly
deficient empathic responses to the familiar demonstrators of the inter-
mediate social rank from the same cage (Sub-Obs-Fam; n = 6)
(Figure 5C; Ti.88g) = 2.813, p = 0.0265, Welch's t-test).

Demonstrators of an intermediate rank group from different cages
were paired with an observer from two groups of “Dom” (Dom-Obs-

Non; n = 11) or “Sub” (Sub-Obs-Non; n = 11) to exclude prior social
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Subordinate observers show elevated empathic fear response toward familiar demonstrators but not nonfamiliar demonstrators.

(A, D) lllustration of the two behavioral analysis. Similar to Figure 3A and 4A, except that the rank-pair setting is reversed. Based on the results of
the tube test, two observer groups were established: dominant (Dom-Obs-Fam) and subordinate (Sub-Obs-Fam). (A) Familiar cagemate
demonstrators are paired with observers. (B, C) Compared with dominant observers (Dom-Obs-Fam; n = 8), subordinate observers (Sub-Obs-
Fam; n = 6) showed higher freezing toward familiar demonstrators. (D) Nonfamiliar conspecific demonstrators from different cages are paired
with dominant (Dom-Obs-Non; n = 10) or subordinate (Dom-Obs-Non; n = 12) observers. (E, F) There was no significant difference in the

observer's freezing toward a nonfamiliar demonstrator

interrelationship experience between the observer and demonstrator
from the effect of the observer's social rank on OFL. There was no dif-
ference in OFL response between the two different social rank groups
of observers when they had not been paired with the demonstrator
before and therefore were not familiar with the demonstrator
(Figure 5F; T(a000; = 0.9940, p = 0.3321, Welch's t-test, two-tailed). This
indicates that previous social relationship or familiarity between observer
and demonstrator is necessary for the observer to show different levels

of OFL response depending on the social dominance rank.

3.6 | Relative social dominance of an observer
with respect to a demonstrator had a negative linear
correlation with the empathic fear response

According to the behavioral results so far, the influence of the social

rank on OFL was confirmed independently in each of the cases for

the observer and demonstrator. The context of prior social experi-
ence between the observer and demonstrator was necessary. More
specifically, higher OFL responses were shown in two experimental
conditions: when the observer and demonstrator had the social
ranks of (1) intermediate and dominant or (2) subordinate and inter-
mediate, respectively. Lower OFL responses were shown in the
other two experimental conditions: when the observer and demon-
strator had the social ranks of (1) intermediate and subordinate or
(2) dominant and intermediate, respectively. These results are both
consistent with the tendency of getting a higher OFL response
when the social rank of an observer is relatively lower than that of
the demonstrator (observer < demonstrator; e.g., subordinate <
intermediate and intermediate < dominant). This implies that the
relative social dominance interrelationship within a pair could be a
critical factor affecting OFL in addition to the independent consid-
erations of the absolute social dominance rank of each observer

and demonstrator.
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FIGURE 6

David’s score (Obs - Dem)

Information on relative social hierarchical interrelationship toward each other without respective absolute dominance rank is

enough to quantitatively predict the level of empathic fear response. (A) Classification of two groups based on the relative (Rel) dominance
between observer and demonstrator. Regardless of the absolute social rank, subjects (Obs-Dem pairs) are grouped only depending on the sign of
the value obtained by subtracting the demonstrator's David's score from the observer's David's score (Obs — Dem); that is, Obs > Dem: + (Dom-
Rel-Fam), Obs < Dem: — (Sub-Rel-Fam). (B, C) A relatively subordinate observer (Obs < Dem; n = 20) showed a higher OFL response than a
relatively dominant observer (Obs > Dem; n = 18). (D) Linear regression analysis. Relative dominance of the observer with respect to the
demonstrator (David's score of Obs - David's score of Dem) was used as an independent variable, whereas empathic fear response of observer
(OFL — baseline) was considered as the dependent variable. A significant negative linear correlation between the relative dominance score and
the empathic response was observed. (E) Similar to (A) except that the pairs are nonfamiliar. Two groups are classified based on the relative
dominance between the observer and demonstrator. Regardless of the absolute social rank, subjects (Obs-Dem pairs) are grouped only
depending on the sign of the value obtained by subtracting the demonstrator's (from different cage) David's score from the observer's David's
score; that is, Obs > Dem: + (Dom-Rel-Non; n = 14), Obs < Dem: — (Sub-Rel-Non; n = 19). (G) No statistical difference in nonfamiliar pair. (H) No
significance in nonfamiliar pair. (D, H) 95% confidence interval around the linear regression line

Two additional approaches were applied to validate this hypothe-
sis further. (1) The relative social dominance relationship between an
observer and a demonstrator was considered a single independent
variable, unlike previous analysis, which considered the social rank of
the observer and demonstrator separately. (2) David's score was cal-
culated to investigate the relationship between social interrelationship
and OFL responses in a more quantitative way.*#2>38

First, we assessed if the OFL response depends on whether the
observer has a relatively higher social dominance over the demonstra-
tor. To this end, two groups were classified according to the relative
social dominance of the observer over the demonstrator. The relative
(“Rel”) dominance was set based on the sign of the value obtained by
subtracting the demonstrator's social dominance score (David's score)

from the observer's social dominance score regardless of the absolute

social rank within a cage; that is, Obs > Dem: + (Dom-Rel-Fam;
n = 18), Obs < Dem: — (Sub-Rel-Fam; n = 22). The two groups of dif-
ferent relative social dominance conditions showed statistically signifi-
cant differences in the level of OFL responses (Figure 6C;
Tiasss) = 3.985, p = 0.0004, Welch's t-test, two-tailed). Consistent
with the previous results, which independently considered the abso-
lute social rank of each observer and demonstrator, the observer with
relatively lower social dominance over the demonstrator showed a
higher level of OFL response, and vice versa. In a nonfamiliar pair,
there was no statistical difference between Obs > Dem: + (Dom-Rel-
Non; n = 17) and Obs < Dem: — (Sub-Rel-Non; n = 18) groups
(Figure 6G; T(32.36) = 0.4662, p = 0.6442, Welch's t-test, two-tailed).
Next, the level of relative social hierarchy was considered on a

continuous scale. The binary classifications such as Dom versus Sub
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and Obs > Dem versus Obs < Dem were enough to show significant
differences in the OFL responses. However, it has been reported that
the social hierarchy within a particular group is not always composed
simply of equal intervals or units.*** This suggests that the hierarchi-
cal effect might not be binary or all-or-none but rather be on a contin-
uous scale, thereby explaining the phenotypic variation in empathic
responses. To reflect these details, David's score was used to calculate
the dominance score of the observer for the demonstrator within a
cage. The level of the relative social hierarchy of the observer over
the demonstrator was determined by subtracting David's score of the
demonstrator from that of the observer. Finally, regression analysis
was performed with the level of the relative social dominance (David's
score of observer - David's score of demonstrator) as an independent
variable representing the difference of social dominance between the
observer and demonstrator and the level of OFL response as a depen-
dent variable. The results of regression analysis revealed a significant
negative linear correlation between the relative social hierarchy level
and the OFL response level (Figure 6D; linear regression, F13g)
=10.34, p = 0.0027, R?> = 0.2139, Y = —0.3487*X + 6.462, n = 40);
the lower the observer's social hierarchy relative to the demonstra-
tor's, the higher the observer's level of OFL response. This finding is
consistent with the results of the behavioral experiments described
above and further provides a general negative correlation between
the relative social hierarchy and the OFL response on a continuous
scale. No statistical significance was observed in nonfamiliar pairs
(Figure 6H; linear regression, Fy33 =0.4983, p = 04852,
R? = 0.01488, Y = —0.07977*X + 7.422, n = 35).

4 | DISCUSSION

This study demonstrated a relationship between a mouse's rank in a
social hierarchy and affective empathic behavior in the context of
familiarity, that is, prior social interrelationship. Observers of interme-
diate social ranks showed elevated OFL responses with demonstra-
tors of relatively higher social dominance, which corroborates the
findings of a previous study demonstrating a relationship between
dominance and social transmission of fear.l” The OFL responses of
subordinate observers were also higher than those of dominant
observers in the presence of intermediate demonstrators.

However, intermediate observers did not distinguish between
dominant and subordinate stranger demonstrators from different
cages, and a similar trend was observed in a reverse setting; no differ-
ence was noted in dominant and subordinate observers with stranger
intermediate demonstrators. This result corroborates the findings of a
previous study showing that the subordinate deer mice observer dis-
played better vicarious social learning of defensive responses to biting
flies than the dominant observer only in the presence of a familiar
demonstrator.%? Thus, although familiarity bias was not significant in
the nociceptive response (i.e., more closely related to affective empa-
thy paradigm) from the reference, these independent experimental
approaches across various species with different behavioral paradigms

seem to result in a similar conclusion; familiarity bias is critical for the

and Behavior

hierarchical effect on the behaviors under the umbrella of empathy.
These findings strengthen the hypothesis that not intrinsic attributes
but the prior social interrelationship is a significant factor influencing
the appropriate processing of social information.

This better coincides with the view of utility maximization
through role distribution during hierarchy formation within a social
group???° than the aforementioned simple interpretation based on
intrinsic attributes. Under a stable social hierarchy, the subordinate
may avoid the fight and minimize their energy consumption in
exchange for conceding priority of resources.’”*! In exchange for
gaining priority of resources, the dominant may be obligated to inform
and respond to external potential threats on behalf of the group mem-
bers.r” Hence, only with tacit mutual consent based on the prior social
interrelationship between them, the subordinate observer might show
a higher OFL response based on elevated social sensitivity to the
demonstrator's aversive social alert signal that could imply putative
external threat.

This study is the first to demonstrate that an extrinsic factor
(familiarity; i.e., acquired social interrelationships) between two
individuals (observer and demonstrator) rather than an intrinsic fac-
tor of each individual is crucial to the hierarchical effects on emo-
tional empathic responses. Although most previous studies on
social hierarchy focused on intrinsic factors, such as neuroendo-
crine regulation or neural circuit, a notable review presented an
intrinsic-extrinsic factor framework in the realm of dominance hier-
archy research.! In addition, the literature mentioned the “winner
effect” as a rare but noteworthy behavioral example representing
an extrinsic factor in dominance hierarchy.*? Additionally, our
study contributes to resolving the imbalance between the tests of
intrinsic/extrinsic factors (relative lack of examples of extrinsic fac-
tors versus intrinsic factors) by providing additional evidence that
highlights familiarity, or prior social interrelationship, as one of the
extrinsic factors in social hierarchy studies.

Furthermore, the recently published intensive meta-analysis on
emotional empathy reported several controversial results, particularly
concerning familiarity.*> Concerning this issue, our study emphasizes
the necessity to consider social hierarchy in addition to familiarity and
therefore inspires an appropriate experimental design for further stud-
ies to establish a unified framework for the investigation of affective
empathy.

In such context, regardless of the absolute dominance rank of the
observer and demonstrator, observers were classified into two groups
only depending on the relative social hierarchy of the observer over
the familiar demonstrator. This revealed a consistent tendency of the
observer groups of relatively lower social hierarchy to show higher
OFL responses. We further showed that the difference in relative
social hierarchy level between the observer and demonstrator quanti-
fied by David's score has a significant negative linear relationship with
the level of OFL response of the observer to the demonstrator. The
results of regression analysis suggest that the hierarchical effect is not
simply all-or-none—responsive or not—but is proportional to the rela-
tive social hierarchy within a pair reflecting the prior social interrela-

tionship between the individuals.
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Here, we investigated almost all possible combinations of social
rank pairs of observer-demonstrator, except the extreme social rank
pairs (rank 1-rank 4, or vice versa). If the negative linear correlation
between relative dominance and affective empathy shown here is a
more ubiquitous phenomenon, extreme social rank pairs will also be
aligned with the linear regression line, distributed at both ends of the
line in the result (from Figure 6D). However, several studies (including
results Section 3.2 of this article) have reported that social rank for-
mation within a cage does not always correspond to the linear charac-
teristic rather nonlinear and could vary depending on the cage
environment.****? Further study with extreme social rank pairs in
various social environmental conditions could be a challenging but
promising and valuable approach to elucidate this issue more clearly.

In the present study, we refrained from thoroughly scrutinizing
the concept of development of social interrelationship itself, for
example, what happens during cohousing in home-cage or tube test
and how it affects the OFL response. Herein, several questions could
be raised; to what extent could mice be affected by prior social expe-
riences? Could a 3-day tube test sufficiently and reliably result in the
formation of familiarity and social hierarchy relationships with unfa-
miliar stranger mice and reflect them as a difference in affective
empathy in behavioral responses? According to most of the previous
literature, cohousing for a long-term period of >3-10 weeks is neces-
sary to induce familiarity-based enhancement of emotional empathic
responses.’®! However, contrary to the previous consensus, a recent
report showed that a short period of 3 days of excessive social experi-
ences accompanying physical contact with an unfamiliar stranger was
enough to result in an increased level of emotional contagions,
reflecting the formation of familiarity.**

In line with this, it has not yet been examined how rodents pro-
cess and acquire dynamic social information and how much complex-
ity they can handle. Because studying the dominance hierarchy in a
social environment of >5 mice per cage is usually tricky without con-
gested housing issues, these are intriguing but difficult questions to
answer. Several phenomenal studies suggested an alternative break-
through for investigating complex social hierarchies. Up to 12 mice
were reported to show linear and stable dominance rank under the
environment of large vivaria.*> Moreover, under more laboratory-
friendly conditions, a stable social rank of up to eight mice could be
established when the tube test is repeatedly applied with mice from
different cages with tetrad home-cage conditions.*® This recent pro-
gress in social behavioral studies may enable more advanced
approaches to unveil the underlying mechanisms of complex social

dynamics, which were previously difficult to explore in detail.

5 | CONCLUSION

In this study, we verified the effect of hierarchy on emotional
empathic behavior in mice using the tube test and OFL behavioral par-
adigm and clarified that it is not the intrinsic attributes of an individual
but the prior social interrelationship between the individuals that

determine the effect of social hierarchy on emotional empathic

responses. We also quantitatively presented the negative linear corre-
lation between the relative social hierarchy of the observer to the
demonstrator and the OFL response of the observer. By considering
the combinations of several social contexts, for example, familiarity,
social hierarchy, and prior social interrelationship, more carefully as
putative crucial factors for various social behaviors, we will better
understand the complex social behavior and underlying mechanisms.
In the social behavior research field, it would be possible to identify
consistent influential factors explaining phenotypic variations that
were previously unrecognized or uncontrollable. Consequently, we
could further uncover subtle but definite meanings from what was
previously considered as mere meaningless experimental noise to be

excluded.
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OFL Observational fear learning
ANOVA  one-way analysis of variance
Obs observer

Dem demonstrator

Fam familiar

Non non-familiar

Sub subordinate

Dom dominant

Rel relative

ORCID

Jungjoon Park "2 https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2944-0697

Seungshin Ha "' https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9498-4324

85U8017 SUOLILLOD 3ATea10 3|edldde aup Aq pausenob ae sejoie YO ‘85N JO Sa|nJ Joj A%eid18UlUO A8]IA UO (SUOTPUOO-PUB-SWLBI WD A8 | IM A eIq1BU1|UO//SANL) SUORIPUOD PUe SWB | 8L 885 *[GZ02/TT/ZT] U0 AriqiTauluO AB[IM *JO 3INHISU| pRoURAPY €810 AQ 0T8ZT qqB/TTTT 0T/I0p/AW00 A8 1M AIq1 Ul |UO//SdNY WO} PPeojUMOa ‘G ‘2202 XESTTOIT


http://www.enago.co.kr
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2944-0697
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2944-0697
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9498-4324
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9498-4324

PARK ET AL. Genes, Brain 13 of 14
and Behavior
Hee-Sup Shin "= https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4260-3718 19. Wang F, Kessels HW, Hu H. The mouse that roared: neural mecha-
Jaeseung Jeong () https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0827-2735 nisms of social hierarchy. Trends Neurosci. 2014;37(11):674-682. doi:
10.1016/j.tins.2014.07.005
20. Fan Z, Zhu H, Zhou T, Wang S, Wu Y, Hu H. Using the tube test to
REFERENCES measure social hierarchy in mice. Nat Protoc. 2019;14(3):819-831.
1. Zhou T, Sandi C, Hu H. Advances in understanding neural mecha- doi:10.1038/541596-018-0116-4

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

nisms of social dominance. Curr Opin Neurobiol. 2018;49:99-107. doi:
10.1016/j.conb.2018.01.006

Dunbar RIM, Dunbar EP. Dominance and reproductive success among
female gelada baboons. Nature. 1977;266(5600):351-352. doi:10.
1038/266351a0

Desjardins C, Maruniak JA, Bronson FH. Social rank in house mice:
differentiation revealed by ultraviolet visualization of urinary marking
patterns. Science. 1973;182(4115):939-941. doi:10.1126/science.
182.4115.939

Battivelli D, Vernochet C, Nguyen C, et al. Social status influences
normal and pathological behaviors in mice, a role for dopamine and
stress signaling. bioRxiv. November 27, 2019:856781. doi:10.1101/
856781

Kunkel T, Wang H. Socially dominant mice in C57BLé6 background
show increased social motivation. Behav Brain Res. 2018;336:173-
176. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2017.08.038

Larrieu T, Cherix A, Duque A, et al. Hierarchical status predicts behav-
ioral vulnerability and nucleus accumbens metabolic profile following
chronic social defeat stress. Curr Biol. 2017;27(14):2202-2210.e4. doi:
10.1016/j.cub.2017.06.027

Papilloud A, Weger M, Bacq A, et al. The glucocorticoid receptor in
the nucleus accumbens plays a crucial role in social rank attainment in
rodents. Psychoneuroendocrinology. 2020;112:104538. doi:10.1016/j.
psyneuen.2019.104538

Beery AK, Holmes MM, Lee W, Curley JP. Stress in groups: lessons
from non-traditional rodent species and housing models. Neurosci Bio-
behav Rev. 2020;113:354-372. doi:10.1016/j.neubiorev.2020.03.033
Blanchard DC, Blanchard RJ. Behavioral correlates of chronic
dominance-subordination relationships of male rats in a seminatural
situation. Neurosci Biobehav Rev. 1990;14(4):455-462. doi:10.1016/
S0149-7634(05)80068-5

Langford DJ, Crager SE, Shehzad Z, et al. Social modulation of pain as
evidence for empathy in mice. Science. 2006;312(5782):1967-1970.
doi:10.1126/science.1128322

Jeon D, Kim S, Chetana M, et al. Observational fear learning involves
affective pain system and Cav1.2 Ca2+ channels in ACC. Nat Neu-
rosci. 2010;13(4):482-488. doi:10.1038/nn.2504

Wechkin S, Masserman JH, Terris W. Shock to a conspecific as an
aversive stimulus. Psychon Sci. 1964;1(1):47-48. doi:10.3758/
BF03342783

Jones CE, Riha PD, Gore AC, Monfils MH. Social transmission of Pav-
lovian fear: fear-conditioning by-proxy in related female rats. Anim
Cogn. 2014;17(3):827-834. doi:10.1007/s10071-013-0711-2
Varholick JA, Pontiggia A, Murphy E, et al. Social dominance hierarchy
type and rank contribute to phenotypic variation within cages of labora-
tory mice. Sci Rep. 2019;9(1):1-11. doi:10.1038/541598-019-49612-0
Feng C, Li Z, Feng X, Wang L, Tian T, Luo YJ. Social hierarchy modu-
lates neural responses of empathy for pain. Soc Cogn Affect Neurosci.
2016;11(3):485-495. doi:10.1093/scan/nsv135

Haaker J, Molapour T, Olsson A. Conditioned social dominance
threat: observation of others' social dominance biases threat learning.
Soc Cogn Affect Neurosci. 2016;11(10):1627-1637. doi:10.1093/scan/
nsw074

Jones CE, Monfils MH. Dominance status predicts social fear trans-
mission in laboratory rats. Anim Cogn. 2016;19(6):1051-1069. doi:10.
1007/s10071-016-1013-2

Wang F, Zhu J, Zhu H, Zhang Q, Lin Z, Hu H. Bidirectional control of
social hierarchy by synaptic efficacy in medial prefrontal cortex. Sci-
ence. 2011;334(6056):693-697. doi:10.1126/science.1209951

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

Chen Q, Panksepp JB, Lahvis GP. Empathy is moderated by genetic
background in mice. Bartolomucci A, ed. PLoS One. 2009;4(2):e4387.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0004387

Debiec J, Olsson A. Social fear learning: from animal models to human
function. Trends Cogn Sci. 2017;21(7):546-555. doi:10.1016/j.tics.
2017.04.010

Hong EH, Choi JS. Observational threat conditioning is induced by
circa-strike activity burst but not freezing and requires visual atten-
tion. Behav Brain Res. 2018;353:161-167. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2018.
06.034

DAVID HA. Ranking from unbalanced paired-comparison data. Bio-
metrika. 1987;74(2):432-436. doi:10.1093/biomet/74.2.432

Gammell MP, de Vries H, Jennings DJ, Carlin CM, Hayden TJ. David's
score: a more appropriate dominance ranking method than Clutton-
Brock et al.’s index. Anim Behav. 2003;66(3):601-605. doi:10.1006/
anbe.2003.2226

Jeon D, Shin HS. A mouse model for observational fear learning and
the empathetic response. In: Crawley JN, Gerfen CR, Rogawski MA,
Sibley DR, Skolnick P, Wray S, eds. Current Protocols in Neuroscience.
John Wiley & Sons, Inc; 2011. Accessed May 21, 2013. doi:10.1002/
0471142301.ns0827s57

Keum S, Shin HS. Neural basis of observational fear learning: a poten-
tial model of affective empathy. Neuron. 2019;104(1):78-86. doi:10.
1016/j.neuron.2019.09.013

Park MJ, Seo BA, Lee B, Shin HS, Kang MG. Stress-induced changes
in social dominance are scaled by AMPA-type glutamate receptor
phosphorylation in the medial prefrontal cortex. Sci Rep. 2018;8(1):
15008. doi:10.1038/s41598-018-33410-1

Bouton ME, Bolles RC. Conditioned fear assessed by freezing and by
the suppression of three different baselines. Anim Learn Behav. 1980;
8(3):429-434. doi:10.3758/BF03199629

Kopec CD, Kessels HWHG, Bush DEA, Cain CK, LeDoux JE,
Malinow R. A robust automated method to analyze rodent motion
during fear conditioning. Neuropharmacology. 2007;52(1):228-233.
doi:10.1016/j.neuropharm.2006.07.028

Ruxton GD. The unequal variance t-test is an underused alternative
to Student's T-test and the Mann-Whitney U test. Behav Ecol. 2006;
17(4):688-690. doi:10.1093/beheco/ark016

Rousseeuw PJ, Hubert M. Robust statistics for outlier detection.
WIREs Data Mining Knowl Discov. 2011;1(1):73-79. doi:10.1002/
widm.2

Poole TB, Morgan HDR. Differences in aggressive behaviour
between male mice (Mus musculus L.) in colonies of different sizes.
Anim Behav. 1973;21(4):788-795. doi:10.1016/S0003-3472(73)
80105-8

Van Loo PLP, Van de Weerd HA, Van Zutphen LFM, Baumans V.
Preference for social contact versus environmental enrichment in
male laboratory mice. Lab Anim. 2004;38(2):178-188. doi:10.1258/
002367704322968867

Makinodan M, Rosen KM, Ito S, Corfas G. A critical period for
social experience-dependent oligodendrocyte maturation and mye-
lination.  Science. 2012;337(6100):1357-1360. doi:10.1126/
science.1220845

Essman WB. The development of activity differences in isolated and
aggregated mice. Anim Behav. 1966;14(4):406-409. doi:10.1016/
S0003-3472(66)80037-4

Panksepp JB, Lahvis GP. Differential influence of social versus isolate
housing on vicarious fear learning in adolescent mice. Behav Neurosci.
2016;130(2):206-211. doi:10.1037/bne0000133

85U8017 SUOLILLOD 3ATea10 3|edldde aup Aq pausenob ae sejoie YO ‘85N JO Sa|nJ Joj A%eid18UlUO A8]IA UO (SUOTPUOO-PUB-SWLBI WD A8 | IM A eIq1BU1|UO//SANL) SUORIPUOD PUe SWB | 8L 885 *[GZ02/TT/ZT] U0 AriqiTauluO AB[IM *JO 3INHISU| pRoURAPY €810 AQ 0T8ZT qqB/TTTT 0T/I0p/AW00 A8 1M AIq1 Ul |UO//SdNY WO} PPeojUMOa ‘G ‘2202 XESTTOIT


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4260-3718
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4260-3718
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0827-2735
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0827-2735
info:doi/10.1016/j.conb.2018.01.006
info:doi/10.1038/266351a0
info:doi/10.1038/266351a0
info:doi/10.1126/science.182.4115.939
info:doi/10.1126/science.182.4115.939
info:doi/10.1016/j.bbr.2017.08.038
info:doi/10.1016/j.cub.2017.06.027
info:doi/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2019.104538
info:doi/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2019.104538
info:doi/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2020.03.033
info:doi/10.1016/S0149-7634(05)80068-5
info:doi/10.1016/S0149-7634(05)80068-5
info:doi/10.1126/science.1128322
info:doi/10.1038/nn.2504
info:doi/10.3758/BF03342783
info:doi/10.3758/BF03342783
info:doi/10.1007/s10071-013-0711-2
info:doi/10.1038/s41598-019-49612-0
info:doi/10.1093/scan/nsv135
info:doi/10.1093/scan/nsw074
info:doi/10.1093/scan/nsw074
info:doi/10.1007/s10071-016-1013-2
info:doi/10.1007/s10071-016-1013-2
info:doi/10.1126/science.1209951
info:doi/10.1016/j.tins.2014.07.005
info:doi/10.1038/s41596-018-0116-4
info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0004387
info:doi/10.1016/j.tics.2017.04.010
info:doi/10.1016/j.tics.2017.04.010
info:doi/10.1016/j.bbr.2018.06.034
info:doi/10.1016/j.bbr.2018.06.034
info:doi/10.1093/biomet/74.2.432
info:doi/10.1006/anbe.2003.2226
info:doi/10.1006/anbe.2003.2226
info:doi/10.1002/0471142301.ns0827s57
info:doi/10.1002/0471142301.ns0827s57
info:doi/10.1016/j.neuron.2019.09.013
info:doi/10.1016/j.neuron.2019.09.013
info:doi/10.1038/s41598-018-33410-1
info:doi/10.3758/BF03199629
info:doi/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2006.07.028
info:doi/10.1093/beheco/ark016
info:doi/10.1002/widm.2
info:doi/10.1002/widm.2
info:doi/10.1016/S0003-3472(73)80105-8
info:doi/10.1016/S0003-3472(73)80105-8
info:doi/10.1258/002367704322968867
info:doi/10.1258/002367704322968867
info:doi/10.1126/science.1220845
info:doi/10.1126/science.1220845
info:doi/10.1016/S0003-3472(66)80037-4
info:doi/10.1016/S0003-3472(66)80037-4
info:doi/10.1037/bne0000133

RIS VRI Genes, Brain PARK ET AL.
and Behavior
38. Balasubramaniam KN, Berman CM, De Marco A, et al. Consistency of Neuroscience. 2020;24:126-132. doi:10.1016/j.neuroscience.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

dominance rank order: a comparison of David's scores with I&SI and
Bayesian methods in macaques. Am J Primatol. 2013;75(9):959-971.
doi:10.1002/ajp.22160

Kavaliers M, Colwell DD, Choleris E. Kinship, familiarity and social
status modulate social learning about “micropredators” (biting flies) in
deer mice. Behav Ecol Sociobiol. 2005;58(1):60-71. doi:10.1007/
s00265-004-0896-0

Jordan LA, Wong MYL, Balshine SS. The effects of familiarity and
social hierarchy on group membership decisions in a social fish. Biol
Lett. 2010;6(3):301-303. doi:10.1098/rsbl.2009.0732
Schjelderup-Ebbe T. Beitrage zur sozialpsychologie des haushuhns.
[observation on the social psychology of domestic fowls.]. Zeitschrift
fiir Psychologie und Physiologie der Sinnesorgane Abt 1 Zeitschrift fiir
Psychologie. 1922;88:225-252.

Zhou T, Zhu H, Fan Z, et al. History of winning remodels thalamo-
PFC circuit to reinforce social dominance. Science. 2017;357(6347):
162-168. doi:10.1126/science.aak9726

Hernandez-Lallement J, Gomez-Sotres P, Carrillo M. Towards a unified
theory of emotional contagion in rodents—A meta-analysis. Neurosci Bio-
behav Rev. 2020;3:1229-1248. doi:10.1016/j.neubiorev.2020.09.010
Lecker I, Yini X, Zhang H, Bonin RP. Physical contact promotes
the development of emotional contagion between mice.

45.

46.

2020.11.030

Williamson CM, Lee W, Curley JP. Temporal dynamics of social hier-
archy formation and maintenance in male mice. Anim Behav. 2016;
115:259-272. doi:10.1016/j.anbehav.2016.03.004

van den Berg WE, Lamballais S, Kushner SA. Sex-specific mechanism
of social hierarchy in mice. Neuropsychopharmacology. 2015;40(6):
1364-1372. doi:10.1038/npp.2014.319

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information may be found in the online version

of the article at the publisher's website.

How to cite this article: Park J, Ha S, Shin H-S, Jeong J.
Experience of a hierarchical relationship between a pair of
mice specifically influences their affective empathy toward
each other. Genes, Brain and Behavior. 2022;21(5):e12810.
doi:10.1111/gbb.12810

85U8017 SUOLILLOD 3ATea10 3|edldde aup Aq pausenob ae sejoie YO ‘85N JO Sa|nJ Joj A%eid18UlUO A8]IA UO (SUOTPUOO-PUB-SWLBI WD A8 | IM A eIq1BU1|UO//SANL) SUORIPUOD PUe SWB | 8L 885 *[GZ02/TT/ZT] U0 AriqiTauluO AB[IM *JO 3INHISU| pRoURAPY €810 AQ 0T8ZT qqB/TTTT 0T/I0p/AW00 A8 1M AIq1 Ul |UO//SdNY WO} PPeojUMOa ‘G ‘2202 XESTTOIT


info:doi/10.1002/ajp.22160
info:doi/10.1007/s00265-004-0896-0
info:doi/10.1007/s00265-004-0896-0
info:doi/10.1098/rsbl.2009.0732
info:doi/10.1126/science.aak9726
info:doi/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2020.09.010
info:doi/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2020.11.030
info:doi/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2020.11.030
info:doi/10.1016/j.anbehav.2016.03.004
info:doi/10.1038/npp.2014.319
info:doi/10.1111/gbb.12810

	Experience of a hierarchical relationship between a pair of mice specifically influences their affective empathy toward eac...
	1  INTRODUCTION
	2  METHODS AND MATERIALS
	2.1  Animals
	2.2  Behavioral experiments
	2.2.1  Observational fear learning
	2.2.2  Tube test

	2.3  Analysis
	2.3.1  Automated analysis of freezing behavior
	2.3.2  David's score
	2.3.3  Statistical analysis

	2.4  Graphical illustrations

	3  RESULTS
	3.1  Empathic fear response is modulated by social housing condition
	3.2  Stability of dominance rank varies depending on the social rank within a cage
	3.3  Empathic fear response of an observer is elevated with a familiar dominant demonstrator
	3.4  Dominance of a demonstrator is not a sufficient condition to modulate the empathic fear response
	3.5  Empathic fear response is modulated by the social rank of an observer only in the context of familiarity
	3.6  Relative social dominance of an observer with respect to a demonstrator had a negative linear correlation with the emp...

	4  DISCUSSION
	5  CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	GLOSSARY
	REFERENCES


