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Thirty-two rats received 96 trials of differential
reward magnitude training in a nonchoice brightness
discrimination apparatus. The proportion of S+ trials to
total trials (.25 or .50 ) as well as the magnitude of S­
reward affected both S+ and S- performance levels.
Results were interpreted as consistent with the
viewpoint that uncertainty generates S+ and S­
depression effects.

In differential instrumental conditioning, performance
to a particular incentive condition associated with one
discriminandum is depressed relative to that of
nondiscrimination Ss which receive that incentive in
both discriminanda. Performance to the large reward
stimulus (S+) is depressed relative to control Ss which
receive large reward in both "S+" and "S-," and
performance to S- is depressed relative to that of small
reward control Ss (cf. Black, 1968; McHose, 1970).
Moreover, it is now apparent that both S+ and S­
depression effects increase as the difference between S+
and S- incentives increases (cf. McHose, 1970).

While the incentive difference variable clearly
influences the amount of depression within a
discriminandum, recent data indicate that any
theoretical account of these depression effects must also
appeal to behavioral processes influenced by factors
other than those related simply to
discriminandum-specific incentives. Thus, McHose,
McHewitt, & Peters (1972) found that, among
discrimination groups which receive the same S+ and S­
incentives, Ss which receive more frequent S+ than S­
presentations display slower S- speeds and faster S+
speeds than Ss which receive equally frequent S+ and S­
presentations. That is, a relatively high proportion of S+
trials apparently increases S- depression and attenuates
S+ depression.

The McHose et al (1972) data are consistent with the
viewpoint that S+ and S- depression effects result in
part from S's uncertainty regarding the incentive
outcome of a given trial, uncertainty generated by
differential information provided by prediscrimination
(e.g., startbox) as opposed to discriminandum cues. For
groups which receive a high relative frequency of S+
trials, it may be assumed that startbox cues generate an
expectancy of an S+ event. Subsequent exposure to the
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S+ stimulus would therefore produce a minimal degree
of uncertainty (little S+ depression), while exposure to
S- stimuli would result in a substantial S- depression
effect. This not ion, herein applied symmetrically to S+
and S- behavior, has theoretical antecedents in
discussions intended to apply only to S+ behavior
[perkins's (1970) rg-preparedness hypothesis] or to S­
behavior (Ludvigson & Gay, 1967).

From this uncertainty framework, it should be
apparent that a low relative frequency of S+
presentations should maximize S+ depression and
minimize S- depression. The present study tests this
implication of an uncertainty hypothesis by the
comparison of groups which receive infrequent S+ trials
to groups which receive equally frequent S+ and S­
trials. For reasons to be discussed later, the magnitude of
S- reward was also manipulated between groups.

METHOD
The Ss were 32 naive male albino rats, 90-100 days old,

obtained from the Holtzman Company, Madison,Wisconsin.
The differential conditioning apparatus consisted of a gray

startbox (SB) and parallel flat black and flat white alley-goal
sections. The SB could be aligned in series with either the black
or the white alley-goal section. The SB, alley, and goal sections
were 25,80, and 25 em long, respectively, with an interior width
and height of 7 and 9 em, respectively, throughout the
apparatus. Opaque doors separated the SB and goal sections
from the alley segment of the apparatus. Photocell-clock
circuitry provided traversal times over the rust two 15-cm and
second two 30-em segmentsof the alley.

Ten days prior to the rust training day (Day 11), Ss were
placed on a 23-h food-deprivation schedule maintained
throughout the experiment. On Days 9 and 10, each S was
handled for approximately 5 min, allowed 2 min exploration of
the alley sections of the apparatus, and fed 20 45-mg Noyes
pellets, identical to the subsequent reinforcement pellet, in
addition to its regular l-h feeding.

Eight Ss were assigned randomly to each of four groups
labeled according to the number of pellets received in the
negative discriminandum (e.g., white alley) and the proportion
(times 100) of S+ to total trials: Groups 0-25, 2-25, 0-50, and
2-50. All Ss always received 12 pellets reward in the positive
discriminandum (e.g., black alley). The brightness of S+ was
counterbalanced within each group. All Ss received a total of 96
trials at the rate of 4 trials per day. The 25 groups were
administered three S- (M) trials and one S+ (P) trial per day
according to the following recursive schedule (for black-positive
Ss): PMMM, MPMM, MMMP, MMPM, or (for white-positive Ss):
MPMM, PMMM, MMPM, MMMP. The 50 groups received two
black (B) and two white (W) trials per day according to the
following recursiveschedule: BWBW, WBBW, WBWB, BWWB .

Trials were administered to squads of eight Ss, one from each
experimental condition (including the counterbalance factor).
Each S within a squad received its first daily trial before any S
received its second trial, etc., resulting in an intertrial interval of
approximately 6 min. On each trial, the start door was opened
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training, the 12-2 groups ran faster to each stimulus than
did the 12-0 groups. The analysis reported above yielded
a significant S+ Magnitude by Discriminanda interaction
[F{1,24) = 13.88 , P < .001], and subsequent contrast
comparisons indicated that group differences were
statistically (p < .0 I) reliable with respect to both S+
and S- performance levels.

Finally, two salient aspects of the data are not
depicted in Fig . 1. First, all four groups ran reliably
(p < .01) faster to S+ than to S-, as evidenced by
postanalysis t tests. Second, the F ratios for the S­
Magnitude by S+ Proportion interaction and the triple
interaction of these variables with discriminanda were
less than unity. Thus, the S- magnitude effects depicted
in Fig. 1 are representative of the 50 and 25 groups, and,
similarly, the proportion effects shown in Fig. 1 are
representative of both the zero- and two-pellet S­
reward conditions.

after S had oriented toward the door for 3 sec and S was
removed from the goalbox immediately after consuming the
reward.

TRIAL BLOCKS

Fig. 1. Group mean speeds for the various conditions as a
function of blocks of eight total trials.

RESULTS
As was the case in previous data (McHose et al, 1972),

the first three response measures yielded essentially the
same information, with the early run (second 15-cm)
measure proving most statistically reliable . Group mean
early run speeds for the various groups are presented in
Fig. 1, collapsed over the magnitude of S- reward
variable (left panel) or the proportion of S+ trials
variable (right panel) . Each trial block contains the data
over eight total trials, with speeds on S+ trials plotted
separately from those on S- trials.

Looking first at the effects of the proportion variable,
it can be seen in Fig. 1 that by the end of training, the
50 groups ran faster to S+ and slower to S- than did the
25 groups. Analysis of variance of the data over
Blocks 9-12, including proportion S+, magnitude S-,
brightness of S+, and discriminanda as factors, yielded a
significant Proportion by Discriminanda interaction
[F{1 ,24) =16.80, p < .001]. Subsequent contrast
comparisons indicated that the 50 groups ran
significantly (p < .01) faster to S+ and slower to S­
than did the 25 groups.

As may be seen in the right panel of Fig. 1,
performance to both S+ and S- varied with the
magnitude of S- reward such that, by the end of

DISCUSSION
The effects of S+ frequency in the current study, aswellas in

the previous literature (e.g., McHose et al, 1972; Seymann,
1969) are consistent with the assumption (McHose et ai, 1972)
that S+ and S- depression effects result from the inhibitory
effect of uncertainty as to the incentiveoutcome of a given trial,
uncertainty generated by differential information or
expectancies provided by prediscrimination (e.g., startbox) cues
as opposed to discriminandum cues. Thus, for groups which
receive a relatively high presentation frequency of a particular
discriminandum, placementin the startbox mightbe expected to
evoke an expectancy of the incentive event associated with that
discriminandum and, consequently, minimal uncertainty if
subsequently exposed to that discriminandum, but substantial
uncertainty if exposed to the other stimulus. While the
informational value of startbox cues may be manipulatedby the
relative frequency variable employed in the present study,
correlating startbox brightness with alley brightness should
reduce uncertainty in the alley portions of the runway,
minimizing depression effects as typically measured, an
expectation consistent with previous data (Ludvigson & Gay,
1967).

A t this juncture it would appear that two incentivevariables
affect both S+ and S- performance in differential conditioning,
in addition to the discriminandum presentation frequency
variable. First, performance within a discriminandum is a
positive function of the incentive (reward amount, delay, or
percentage) associated with that stimulus. Second, performance
within a discriminandum is an inverse function of the difference
between the incentive associated with that stimulus and the
incentiveassociated with the other stimulus. A simple theoretical
model employing these incentive factors has previously been
shown to adequately describe the effects of variation in S+ and
S- incentives on both S+ and S- performancein the context of
equiprobable S+ and S- presentations (Gavalek & McHose,
1970; McHose, 1970).

Insofar as incentive factors alone are concerned, the present
data as well as previous findings are consistent with the model
developed by McHose (1970). Thus, the current finding that S+
and S- speeds increased as S- reward magnitude increased is
consistent with previous data for 50-type conditions described
by this model (cf. McHose, 1970). The fact that the effects of
S- reward magnitude were comparable for 50 and 25 groups,
together with the observation that S+ magnitude of reward
effects are invariant with the relative frequency of S+ trials
(McHose et al, 1972), indicates that the theoretical description
of the effects of these incentive variables previously applied to
50-type groups (McHose, 1970) will suffice for conditions in
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which S+ presentations occur either more or less frequently than
S- presentations .'

Within the incentive model (McHose, 1970), S+ and S­
depression or contrast effects result from the operation of the
incentive difference variable. The present as well as previous data
(McHose et al, 1972; Seymann, 1969) now indicate that these
depression effects are also regulated by the relative frequency
with which a discriminandum is presented. The present
viewpoint is that these two factors which determine S+ and S­
contrast effects are conceptually related in that they jointly
determine uncertainty, U, which interferes with the ongoing
instrumental response. Within this framework, U is an additive
function of the degree and importance of uncertainty, with
degree determined by variables such as the relative frequency of
discriminandum presentation , as discussed previously, and
importance regulated by the incentive difference variable. Such
an approach will satisfactorily account for the present data as
well as previous findings with regard to both S+ and S- incentive
levels and relative frequency of S+ manipulations. This
framework is, of course, noncommital with respect to the
specific mechanisms whereby either prediscriminandum or
discriminandum cues generate information or expectancies, but
we see no current reason why the rg mechanism of expectancy as
applied to S+ contrast (Seymann, 1969) or S- contrast
(Ludvigson & Gay, 1967) phenomena would not suffice in this
regard.
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NOTE
1. While the effects of relative frequency of S+ trials on S+

and S- performance are clear. the present data in isolation do
not establish the existence of the familiar S+ and S- depression
effects in conditions which receive relatively infrequent S+
presentations, since neither S+ nor S- nondiscrimination
"control" group was included in the present design. This design
shortcoming is further complicated by the seeming necessity for
two pairs of nondiscrimination control conditions, one S+ and
S- pair for each (50 and 25) stimulus frequency condition. The
previous literature, however, indicates that these problems are
more apparent than real. First, Seymann (1969) has shown that
the asymptotic performance levels of nondiscrimination control
Ss are unaffected by the relative frequency of one stimulus to
the other. precluding the necessity of two pairs of control Ss,
Given the Seyrnann (1969) data, the present relationships
between 50 and 25 groups sufficiently warrant the conclusion
that both S+ and S- depression effects occur in the latter
conditions. Previous studies have consistently shown that the S+
performance level of any 50-type discrimination group is
depressed relative to that of an S+ control condition and, in fact ,
matches that of the S- control condition appropriate for that
discrimination group. Thus, the observation that both the S+ and
S- performance levels of the 25 conditions are reliably slower
than the S+ performance level exhibited by the 50 groups is
indicative of S+ and S- depression effects in the 25 conditions.

(Received for publication November 13, 1972.)

Bull. Psychon. Soc., 1973, Vol. 1 (2)



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

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


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



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


    /SKY <>

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

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




