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Abstract
Caspr3 (Contactin-associated protein-like 3, Cntnap3) is a neural cell adhesion molecule

belonging to the Caspr family. We have recently shown that Caspr3 is expressed abun-

dantly between the first and second postnatal weeks in the mouse basal ganglia, including

the striatum, external segment of the globus pallidus, subthalamic nucleus, and substantia

nigra. However, its physiological role remains largely unknown. In this study, we conducted

a series of behavioral analyses on Capsr3-knockout (KO) mice and equivalent wild-type

(WT) mice to investigate the role of Caspr3 in brain function. No significant differences were

observed in most behavioral traits between Caspr3-KO andWTmice, but we found that

Caspr3-KO mice performed poorly during the early phase of the accelerated rotarod task in

which latency to falling off a rod rotating with increasing velocity was examined. In the late

phase, the performance of the Caspr3-KO mice caught up to the level of WT mice, suggest-

ing that the deletion of Caspr3 caused a delay in motor learning. We then examined

changes in neural activity after training on the accelerated rotarod by conducting immuno-

histochemistry using antibody to c-Fos, an indirect marker for neuronal activity. Experience

of the accelerated rotarod task caused increases in the number of c-Fos-positive cells in the

dorsal striatum, cerebellum, and motor cortex in both Caspr3-KO andWTmice, but the

number of c-Fos-positive cells was significantly lower in the dorsal striatum of Caspr3-KO

mice than in that of WT mice. The expression of c-Fos in the ventral striatum of Caspr3-KO

andWTmice was not altered by the training. Our findings suggest that reduced activation of

neural cells in the dorsal striatum in Caspr3-KO mice leads to a decline in motor learning in

the accelerated rotarod task.
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Introduction
Contactin-associated protein-like 3 (Caspr3, also known as Cntnap3) is a neural cell adhesion
molecule belonging to the Caspr family, which comprises five members: Caspr, Caspr2,
Caspr3, Caspr4, and Caspr5 [1–4]. Caspr and Caspr2 play essential roles in the formation and
maintenance of myelinated nerves via interaction with Contactin and TAG-1, respectively,
belonging to the Contactin family [5–7]. Null mutant mice of Caspr exhibit tremor, ataxia and
significant motor paresis, and die within a month [8]. Mice lacking Caspr2 display epilepsy
and autism-related deficits, such as abnormal vocal communication, repetitive and restrictive
behaviors, and abnormal social interactions [9]. It was also reported that Caspr2 knockdown
leads to decreases in dendritic arborization and spine development [10]. In addition, it has
been shown that Caspr4 plays essential roles in synaptic transmission in cortical interneurons;
mutant mice exhibit excessive grooming and increases in startle response amplitude and pre-
pulse inhibition [11]. By contrast, the function of Caspr3 remains largely unknown.

We previously generated Caspr3-knockout (KO) mice and monoclonal antibodies against
Caspr3, and have reported that Caspr3 is expressed abundantly between the first and second
postnatal weeks in mouse basal ganglia, including the striatum, external segment of the globus
pallidus, subthalamic nucleus, and substantia nigra [12]. In the striatum, the primary input
nucleus of the basal ganglia, Caspr3 was shown to be expressed in cholinergic interneurons and
a subpopulation of striatal projection neurons. However, Caspr3 KOmice have no gross abnor-
malities in the basal ganglia, as shown by Nissl staining [12]. Given that the basal ganglia have
very complicated structures and are involved in motor control and learning, their dysfunction
causes movement disorders such as Parkinson’s disease, Huntington’s disease, attention deficit
hyperactivity disorder, and hemiballism [13–16]. Based on these studies, it is assumed that
Caspr3 plays a role in regulating motor control or learning behavior.

In this study, we explored whether Capsr3-KO mice exhibit any behavioral abnormalities
using a battery of 11 different behavioral tests including tasks associated with motor control
and learning. Our results showed that Caspr3-KO mice displayed delayed motor learning in
the accelerated rotarod task. We then examined the expression of c-Fos, an indirect marker for
neuronal activity, in several brain regions in wild-type (WT) and Caspr3-KO mice after train-
ing on the rotarod and found a reduction in the number of c-Fos-positive cells in the dorsal
striatum of Caspr3-KO mice.

Results

Aberration of Caspr3 leads to delayed motor learning in the accelerated
rotarod task
To investigate the effect of null mutation in Caspr3, we conducted a series of behavioral tests
(Table 1, S1–S4 Tables). As Table 1 shows, no significant differences betweenWT and Caspr3-KO
mice were detected in any of the behavioral tests except for the accelerated rotarod test.

The accelerated rotarod test was performed to evaluate motor coordination and motor
learning (Fig 1; S3 and S4 Tables). In this test, motor performances of mice were analyzed by
measuring latency to falling off a rod that was rotated with increasing velocity. Animals were
trained in 10 trials per day for five consecutive days on a rotating rod. WT mice showed
marked improvements in their performance during the first 2 days, and the performance
reached a plateau on the third day (Fig 1A). The motor performance was maintained after the
fourth day. In contrast, the performances of Caspr3-KO mice on days 1 and 2 were signifi-
cantly worse than those of the WT mice (day 1: F(1, 22) = 6.642, p = 0.0172; day 2: F(1, 22) =
4.346, p = 0.0489; Fig 1A). Especially on day 1, Caspr3-KO mice showed significantly shorter
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latency to fall than WTmice in trial 9 (WT: 114 ± 6.2 s, Caspr3 KO: 73 ± 8.7 s, p = 0.0080) and
trial 10 (WT: 131.8 ± 9.9, KO: 88.0 ± 8.0 s, p = 0.0230) (Fig 1A). No significant differences were
detected in the performance on days 3, 4, and 5 between the two genotypes. We also calculated
the learning rate on each day (Fig 1B) and found that the learning rate of the Caspr3-KO mice
on day 1 was significantly lower than that of the WT mice (p = 0.0100; Fig 1B). There was no
significant difference in the learning rate on day 2 between WT and Caspr3-KO mice, even
though the performance on day 2 was significantly different between the two genotypes. Simi-
larly, there was no significant difference in the learning rates on days 3, 4, and 5 between WT
and Caspr3-KO mice. These findings suggested that the knockout of Caspr3 influences motor
learning during the early phase of the accelerated rotarod task, but does not affect motor per-
formance in the later phase of the learning task.

Next, we conducted the wheel running test to measure motor learning, which differs from
the accelerated rotarod test (S5 and S6 Tables). Animals were trained for 1 h per day for six
consecutive days inside a wheel. For WT and Caspr3-KO mice, the number of wheel rotations
gradually increased but showed no significant difference between the two genotypes (Fig 2A).
During the training, mice were occasionally swung around inside the wheel due to running
errors. We counted the number of errors (swings) during a 1-h session by video analysis. The

Table 1. Summary of results from the behavioral test battery. WT and Caspr3-KOmice showed no significant differences in spontaneous activity, anxi-
ety, working memory, aggressive behavior, fear learning, startle response, prepulse inhibition (PPI) or pain sensitivity. A significant behavioral difference
betweenWT and Caspr3-KOmice was observed only in the accelerated rotarod test (see Fig 1). All data are presented as mean ± SEM.

Schedule Test Index WT n Caspr3 KO n

Days 1–4 Home cage test Total activity 44,853.1 ± 3,303.5 17 41,021.7 ± 2,364.3 17

Active time (min) 1,550.7 ± 62.9 17 1,529.1 ± 52.4 17

Day 5 Open field test Total distance (cm) 5402.0 ± 218.5 13 5,423.6 ±183.7 12

Total time in central area (s) 7.3 ± 1.0 13 5.3 ± 0.8 12

Locomotion (s) 272.9 ± 10.7 13 276.4 ± 10.0 12

Leaning (s) 71.0 ± 9.8 13 81.9 ± 9.3 12

Rearing (s) 37.1 ± 6.9 13 29.5 ± 5.4 12

Grooming (s) 11.8 ± 1.7 13 11.2 ± 1.8 12

Pausing (s) 5.5 ± 1.8 13 11.5 ± 4.9 12

Stretching (s) 1.3 ± 0.5 13 3.0 ± 1.2 12

Day 6 Elevated plus maze test Total distance (cm) 124.1 ± 7.7 13 118 ± 7.9 12

Total time in open arm (s) 15.1 ± 5.5 13 12.3 ± 4.8 12

Day 7 Y-maze test (spontaneous alternation) % alternation 60.3 ± 6.2 13 68.5 ± 3.5 12

Days 8–12 Accelerated rotarod test Time (s) See Fig 1 See Fig 1

Learning rate See Fig 1 See Fig 1

Days 13–14 Resident–intruder test Nonaggressive behaviors (s) 232.0 ± 29.1 12 221.7 ± 20.5 12

Aggressive behaviors (s) 117.0 ± 48.8 12 156.5 ± 44.6 12

Day 15 Y-maze test (working memory) % first choice norvel arm 75 12 75 12

No. of norvel arm entries 5.5 ± 0.8 12 5.6 ± 0.6 12

Total time in norvel arm (s) 95.5 ± 11.5 12 81.7 ± 6.0 12

Days 16–18 Fear conditioning test Time of freezing (s) 101.5 ± 18.4 12 108.2 ± 14.2 12

Day 19 Startle response and PPI test Startle magnitude 488.7 ± 78.1 12 447.3 ± 60.8 12

Response time (ms) 21.4 ± 1.5 12 20.5 ± 1.8 12

PPI rate 43.8 ± 3.9 12 35.6 ± 6.2 12

prepulse response time (ms) 21.5 ± 1.7 12 21.4 ± 1.0 12

Day 20 Hot plate test Time (s) 23.9 ± 1.5 12 23.1 ± 1.2 12

Day 21 Tail flick test Time (s) 2.6 ± 0.2 12 2.6 ± 0.2 12

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.t001
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motor learning abilities were estimated by calculating the errors per 1,000 rotations (Fig 2B
and 2C). No significant difference between WT and Caspr3-KO mice was detected in the num-
ber of errors per 1,000 rotations on any day.

Decrease of c-Fos activity in the dorsal striatum after training on the
rotarod in Caspr3-KOmice
In the adult mouse brain, strong signals from Caspr3 were observed mainly in the striatum and
substantia nigra, and the expression of Caspr3 in the striatum was greater in the medial area
than in the lateral area (Fig 3A). To examine whether delayed motor learning in the accelerated
rotarod task in Caspr3-KO mice is due to reduced neural activity in the brain area where
Caspr3 is detected, we conducted immunohistochemistry analysis in several brain areas using
c-Fos antibody, which indirectly detects cells exhibiting neuronal activity, after training on the
accelerated rotarod (Fig 3B–3E, S7 and S8 Tables, all the image files have been deposited in the
Dryad database: doi:10.5061/dryad.tt550). In the dorsal striatum, two-way ANOVA showed
significant main effects of genotype (F(1, 21) = 5.581, p = 0.0279) and training (F(1, 21) =
66.736, p< 0.0001), as well as genotype x training interaction (F(1, 21) = 5.253, p = 0.0323; Fig
3B). Both Caspr3 WT and KOmice exhibited a significant increase in c-Fos-positive cells in

Fig 1. Caspr3-KOmice showed lowmotor learning during the early phase of the rotarod task. [A]
Latency to fall of WT and Caspr3-KOmice during training on the accelerated rotarod for five consecutive
days. The performance of Caspr3-KOmice on the first two training days was significantly worse than that of
WTmice. Repeated-measures two-way ANOVA was conducted to examine the main effect of genotype on
each day (p values indicated). [B] Learning rate of WT and Caspr3-KOmice during training on the
accelerated rotarod. The learning rate of Caspr3-KOmice on the first training day was significantly worse
than that of WTmice. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 by t-test with Bonferroni correction. †p < 0.05 by Mann-Whitney
test with Bonferroni correction (number of comparisons was ten for latency to fall, and five for learning rate).
n = 12 mice per genotype. Error bars represent SEM.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.g001
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the dorsal striatum after training (WT: n = 6 each; p = 0.0008; Caspr3-KO: n = 6 untrained and
7 trained; p< 0.0001; Fig 3B). However, the increase in c-Fos-positive cells by training was
lower in Caspr3-KO mice than in WTmice, and there was a difference between WT and
Caspr3-KO after training (p = 0.0596; Fig 3B). No increase of c-Fos expression after training

Fig 2. Assessment of motor performance using wheel running apparatus. [A] Total number of wheel
rotations per hour upon wheel running for six consecutive days. The number of wheel rotations gradually
increased but showed no significant difference betweenWT and Caspr3-KOmice. [B] Number of running
errors (swings) per 1,000 rotations during wheel running training. No significant differences were observed in
the numbers of running errors betweenWT and Caspr3-KOmice. [C] The number of running errors per 1,000
rotations, expressed as a percentage of the error score on day 1, on days 2–6. The errors of WT and
Caspr3-KOmice decreased during the days of training, and there was no significant difference between the
two genotypes. Error bars represent SEM. n = 14 (WTmice), n = 12 (Caspr3-KOmice).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.g002
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Fig 3. Quantification of c-Fos-expressing cells in WT and Caspr3-KOmice after training on the
accelerated rotarod. [A] Localization of Caspr3 in adult WT mice. Caspr3 was strongly expressed in the
striatum (Str) and substantia nigra (SN). Expression of Caspr3 in the striatum was stronger in the medial area
than in the lateral area. Scale bars: 1 mm. [B–E] Comparison of the number of c-Fos-expressing cells in
several brain regions betweenWT and Caspr3-KOmice after training in the accelerated rotarod task.
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was observed in the ventral striatum in either WT or Caspr3-KO mice (Fig 3B). An effect of
training, but not of genotype, was observed in the cerebellum, motor cortex M1, and motor
cortex M2. Significant increases in c-Fos-positive cells were detected after training on the
rotarod in the cerebellum (WT: p = 0.0156; Caspr3-KO mice: p = 0.0108) and motor cortex
M1 (WT: p = 0.0156; Caspr3 KO: p = 0.0264), but there was no significant difference between
the two genotypes (Fig 3C and 3D). Similarly, only the effect of training was significant in
motor cortex M2 (F(1, 21) = 24.463, p< 0.0001), and post hoc tests indicated significant
increases of c-Fos-positive cells after training in both WT (p = 0.0268) and Caspr3 KO
(p = 0.0164; Fig 3D) mice. In the cingulate cortex Cg1 and Cg2, neither a significant increase of
c-Fos-positive cells after training nor a significant genotype difference was observed (Fig 3E).

Collectively, these results suggest that reduced motor learning in the accelerated rotarod task
in Caspr3-KOmice was caused by a reduced activation of neural cells in the dorsal striatum.

Discussion

Behavioral phenotype of Caspr3-KOmice
To understand the role of Caspr3, we analyzed the behavioral phenotypes of Caspr3-KO mice
and their WT littermates. Caspr3-KO mice exhibited no difference fromWTmice in terms of
spontaneous activity, anxiety-like behaviors, and nociception. In the cases of Caspr2- and
Caspr4-KO mice, different levels of social behavior, grooming, and prepulse inhibition (PPI)
were previously observed compared with WTmice [9, 11]. However, in the present study, no
differences in these behaviors were observed between Caspr3-KO and WTmice. In contrast,
we found that Caspr3-KO mice showed reduced motor learning in the accelerated rotarod
task. The accelerated rotarod task has been widely used to study motor learning [17–21]. How-
ever, Caspr3-KO mice did not show any change of working memory in the Y-maze test or of
fear learning in the fear conditioning test. These results indicate that Caspr3 plays an important
role in motor learning but not in fear learning or working memory.

The role of Caspr3 in motor learning
It has been reported that motor learning is divided into two phases, “fast” and “slow” learning. In
fast learning, a great improvement in motor performance is observed within the first session, fol-
lowed by a period of consolidation for several hours. In slow learning, motor performance is
improved across sessions [22]. In previous studies of motor learning using the accelerated
rotarod task, animals showed improvement of performance during training on day 1, and exhib-
ited less improvement on the second and third training days [18, 23]. A study using multielec-
trode arrays revealed that the neuronal ensemble activity in the motor cortex and dorsal striatum
changed through the different phases of learning [18]. Another study showed that neural activity
in the dorsomedial striatum is preferentially engaged in the early phase of training, and the neu-
ral activity in the dorsolateral striatum is associated with the late phase of training [24].

Significant increases in the number of c-Fos-positive cells were observed in the dorsal striatum of WT and
Caspr3-KOmice after the training. However, the number of c-Fos-positive cells after the training was lower in
Caspr3-KOmice than in WTmice [B]. Scale bars: 100 μm. The number of c-Fos-positive cells in the ventral
striatum was not significantly different between the two genotypes [B]. In the cerebellum [C] and motor cortex
[D], c-Fos-positive cells were increased after the training in both WT and Caspr3-KOmice, but there was no
significant difference between the two genotypes. No significant differences were detected in the number of
c-Fos-positive cells in the cingulate cortex [E] between the two genotypes. §p < 0.10, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01,
***p < 0.001 by t-test with Bonferroni correction (number of comparisons was four). †p < 0.05 by Mann-
Whitney test with Bonferroni correction. n = 6 untrained mice per genotype; n = 6 trainedWTmice; n = 7
trained Caspr3-KOmice. Error bars represent SEM.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.g003
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It has been demonstrated that neural activity was suppressed by Caspr2 knockdown in cul-
tured cortical primary neurons [10]. In the same study, a Caspr3-knockdown experiment was
also performed and showed an inhibition of neural activity in the cultured cortical neurons.
This indicated that Caspr3 may modulate neural activity in the striatum.

Caspr3 is highly expressed in postnatal developmental stages in the basal ganglia, such as
the striatum, nucleus accumbens, external segment of the globus pallidus, and substantia nigra
[12]. In postnatal stages, cell adhesion molecules play important roles in developmental events
such as myelinations and synaptogenesis throughout the brain [5–7, 25–27]. It has been
reported that neural maturation was observed for morphological and physiological characteris-
tics in the striatum during the second postnatal week [28–31]. Although Nissl staining in histo-
logical analyses showed that Caspr3 KO mice have normal morphological structures in the
basal ganglia [12], it is possible that undetectable changes in neural maturation might be caused
by the lack of Caspr3 during postnatal development. Given that the protein product CASPR3 is
localized in striatonigral fibers [12], it will be important to determine whether Caspr3 KO mice
have normal circuit formation in the basal ganglia.

In the adult mouse brain, Caspr3 was observed in the striatum and substantia nigra, and
higher expression of Caspr3 was detected in the medial area of the striatum than in the lateral
area. The striatum and motor cortex are critical for motor learning [18, 32, 33]. Furthermore, it
has been reported that the expression of c-Fos, a neural activation marker, was increased in the
dorsal striatum, cerebellum, and cingulate cortex after training for the first 10 trials in the
accelerated rotarod task [19]. In the present study, Caspr3 KO mice showed fewer c-Fos-posi-
tive cells in the dorsal striatum after the first training session on the accelerated rotarod task.
These results suggest that Caspr3 may be associated with the control of neural activity in the
dorsomedial striatum, leading to the regulation of motor learning on the rotarod task.

In contrast, Caspr3 deficiency did not significantly impact motor learning in the wheel run-
ning test. The rotarod test is a forced motor task, whereas the wheel running test, in which
mice run freely during the test period, involves a focus on different behavioral properties to
measure motor learning. Wheel running is known to be driven by a motivational factor and is
considered to involve reward-related behavior [34]. In addition, reward has positive effects on
maintaining or increasing motor learning [35–37]. Previous studies showed that the nucleus
accumbens, a ventral striatum subregion, is associated with reward behaviors [38–41]. It has
been reported that c-Fos expression was induced not only in the dorsal striatum but also in the
nucleus accumbens by wheel running [42, 43]. There is a possibility that the acquisition of a
reward by wheel running influenced the improvement in motor learning.

The relationship between striatal synaptic plasticity and Caspr3
Striatal synaptic plasticity is regulated by a variety of neurotransmitters, including glutamate
[44–47]. For example, it has been reported that the N-methyl D-aspartate (NMDA) receptor in
the striatum is involved in instrumental learning [48, 49]. NMDA receptors are composed of
an obligatory NR1 subunit with different combinations of NR2A-D subunits, which alter chan-
nel kinetics [50]. The functional properties of NMDA receptors are largely dependent on the
composition of these subunits [51, 52]. NR1, NR2A, and NR2B are expressed preferentially in
the striatum [53, 54]. Mice with knockout of the striatum-specific NR1 subunit showed
impaired motor learning on the accelerated rotarod task [55], and pharmacologic blockade of
the NR2A subunit in the dorsal striatum influenced the late phase of learning in the task [56].
Meanwhile, transgenic mice that overexpress NR2B are known to achieve superior scores in
various learning and memory tasks [57]. NR2B interacts with Mint1, an adaptor protein, and
the interaction of Mint1 and KIF17, a neuron-specific microtubule-dependent molecular
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motor, is involved in the transport of vesicles containing NR2B [58]. It is also known that
KIF17 is critical to the maintenance of NR2A/2B levels [59]. It has been reported that Caspr3
interacts with Mint1/X11 via the PDZ domain-binding motif at the C-terminus of Caspr3 [3],
suggesting that Caspr3 also interacts with NR2B through the binding to Mint1/X11. Caspr (as
distinct from Caspr3) interacts with GluA1, a subunit of the α-amino-3-hydroxy-5-methyl-
4-isoxazolepropionic acid-type glutamate receptor [60]. Caspr is required for the trafficking of
GluA1 to the synapses, and the coexpression of Caspr with GluA1 increases the amplitude of
GluA1-mediated currents. Collectively, these reports suggest that Caspr3 is associated with the
transportation of NR2B, contributing to motor learning in the rotarod task. However, it
remains unclear whether Caspr3 is localized in the synapses, even though punctate signals
from Caspr3 were detected throughout the basal ganglia, cortex, and hippocampus [12].
Caspr3-positive signals did not overlap with presynaptic markers such as VGluT1, VGAT, and
GAD67, in these brain regions on postnatal day 7, although this is still early in the process of
synaptogenesis. We should conduct further detailed analyses using histological double staining
with synaptic markers such as VGluT1, VGAT, GAD67, glutamate receptors GABA receptors,
and dopamine receptors at postnatal day 14 or later, followed by immunoelectron microscopy
analysis and protein analysis of the synaptosomal fraction. These analyses will reveal whether
Caspr3 is localized in the synapses. It is also necessary to investigate the interaction of Caspr3
and NR2B in future study in order to understand the role of Caspr3 during motor learning.

Materials and Methods

Animals
Caspr3-KO mice were backcrossed to the C57BL/6JJmsSlc (B6) strain for 12 generations and
kept as a congenic strain [12]. B6 mice were purchased from Japan SLC (Hamamatsu, Japan).
Caspr3-KO homozygote males were mated with B6 females, and F1 males and the females were
crossed to produce F2 mice. Caspr3-KO homozygote (Caspr3-KO) and wild-type (WT) mice
were obtained from the F2 mice by genotyping at 4 weeks-of-age and kept with littermates of
the same sex until used for experiments. Male mice were used for the experiments throughout
this study. Behavioral tests were conducted at 10 to 13 weeks-of-age, during which the mice
were housed singly. All animals were housed in standard mouse cages (19.5 × 29.5 × 15 cm)
with wood shavings at the National Institute of Genetics (NIG) under a 12/12-h light/dark
cycle (lights on from 06:00 to 18:00 h) in a humidity- and temperature-controlled room
(50 ± 10%, 23 ± 2°C). Food and water were available ad libitum. All behavioral experiments
except for the home cage activity test were performed during the light period. Mice were main-
tained in accordance with NIG guidelines. This study was carried out in strict accordance with
the recommendations in the Guidelines for Proper Conduct of Animal Experiments of the Sci-
ence Council of Japan. The protocol was approved by the Institutional Committee for Animal
Care and Use of the National Institute of Genetics (Permit Numbers: 24–10 and 25–10). All
perfusion fixations were performed under sodium pentobarbital anesthesia, and all efforts were
made to minimize suffering.

Behavioral test battery
The series of behavioral tests included 11 different tests (Table 1). This battery was designed
for the measurement of spontaneous activity, anxiety, social behavior, aggressive behavior,
motor function, working memory, fear learning, sensorimotor gating, and nociception. The
body weight of each mouse was measured before the test battery. The sequence of the test bat-
tery and the number of animals used are shown in Table 1.

Behavioral Analysis of Caspr3-Knockout Mice

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887 January 25, 2016 9 / 17



Home cage activity test
Spontaneous activity was recorded with an infrared sensor (Activity Sensor; Ohara Co. Ltd.,
Tokyo, Japan) for individual mice in a home cage to which they had been habituated, as
described previously [61]. The activity was measured for 4 days; the first day was used for
habituation. The total activity score was calculated as the total of activities for each minute over
the 3 remaining days. Active time was calculated as the total number of minutes in which the
mouse accumulated more than one count within a 1-min interval.

Open field test
The open field test was conducted in accordance with a method described previously [62, 63].
The open field used consisted of a square arena (60 × 60 × 40 cm) made of a white polyvi-
nylchloride plastic board. The arena was brightly lit by incandescent lighting (365 lux). To ana-
lyze overall ambulation distance as well as time spent in the center, the arena was recorded
continuously with a video camera placed over its center and the footage was relayed to a video
tracking system (Image OF; Ohara Co. Ltd.) based on the National Institutes of Health (NIH)
ImageJ software. Animals were placed in the arena for 10 min. During the test, we observed
their behavior directly and scored the presence or absence of six behavioral items using the
freeware tanaMove, Version 0.07 (http://www.nig.ac.jp/labs/MGRL/tanaMove.html).

Locomotion: walking and running around the arena.
Leaning: standing on the hindlimbs with the forelimbs against the wall.
Rearing: standing on the hindlimbs without touching the wall.
Grooming: licking and/or scratching the fur, licking the genitalia and tail.
Pausing: a brief moment of inactivity.
Stretching: stretching the whole body forward while keeping the hindlimbs in place.

Elevated plus maze test
The elevated plus maze test was used to assess anxiety-like behaviors, on the basis of a previous
report [63]. The apparatus, made of a white acrylic board, consisted of two closed arms
enclosed by a clear acrylic plastic wall (30 × 5 × 15 cm) and two open arms without a wall
(30 × 5 × 0.25 cm) that extended from a central platform (5 × 5 cm). It was elevated 60 cm
above the floor and was dimly lit (150 lux). Mice were placed on the central platform and
allowed to explore freely for 10 min. Ambulatory activity, the numbers of entries into the open
and closed arms, and durations in the open and closed arms were measured using a video
tracking system (Image EPM; Ohara Co. Ltd.) based on the NIH ImageJ software.

Y-maze test
The Y-maze test was performed according to a method described previously [64]. The Y-maze
apparatus (Ohara Co. Ltd.) consisted of three identical arms (37.5 × 3.5 × 12 cm) radiating at
120° angles from a central platform. It was dimly lit (150 lux). We assessed spontaneous alter-
nation of entries into the three arms and working memory, as described below. We set a 7-day
interval between the evaluations of spontaneous alternation and working memory in order to
avoid the influence of a failure to acclimate to the apparatus and anxiety, in accordance with a
previous study [53]. Entry into an arm was defined as occurring when more than one-third of
the mouse’s body had entered the arm. All tests were recorded with a video camera and ana-
lyzed by an observer using tanaMove.

Spontaneous alternation: All three arms were open. Mice were placed in one of the arms
and allowed to explore freely for 6 min. The number and sequence of arm entries were
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recorded. The percentage of alternations was calculated as follows: % alternations = [number
of alternations] / [total possible alternations] × 100.

Working memory: One of the arms was determined as the start arm, and one of the arms
was closed. Mice were placed into the start arm and allowed to explore the maze for 15 min
(training trial). After a 1-h intertrial interval, all arms were opened. Mice were returned to the
start arm and allowed to explore freely for 5 min (test trial). In the test trial, the number of
entries into and the time spent in each arm, and the first choice of entry, were observed from
video recordings by an observer using tanaMove.

Accelerating rotarod test
Motor coordination and learning were measured by the accelerating rotarod test, similarly to
the approaches described in our previous report [65] and elsewhere [20]. The apparatus, which
consisted of a black striated rod (3 cm in diameter) 20 cm above the floor (Ohara Co. Ltd.), was
set to accelerate from 6 to 60 rpm over a 300-s period. Animals were placed on the rod with
constant low-speed rotation (6 rpm). After the mouse had got used to walking on the rod, the
test was started. The time until the mouse fell from the rod was measured automatically. Mice
were trained for five consecutive days, with one daily session consisting of 10 trials separated
by 300-s resting periods. The learning rate in each session was calculated as follows: learning
rate = (mean latency to falltrials 9 and 10) − (mean latency to falltrials 1 and 2) / (number of intertrial
intervals [which was 9 in this study]).

Resident–intruder test
Aggressive behaviors were observed using the resident–intruder test. C57BL6/J mice (main-
tained at the NIG) that were younger than the subject males were used as intruders. An
intruder mouse was placed into the home cage of the subject (resident) mouse, and the aggres-
sive (attack bites and aggressive grooming) and nonaggressive social behaviors (sniffing and
following) of the resident mouse were observed. The observation was performed for two conse-
cutive days for 15 min a day, and the data were summed. All tests were recorded with a video
camera and analyzed by an observer using tanaMove.

Fear conditioning test
The fear conditioning test was used to assess fear learning. All of the conditioning procedures
were conducted in a conditioning chamber (30 × 10 × 15 cm, Ohara Co. Ltd.) for two consecu-
tive days. The conditioning stimulus (CS) consisted of a sound (1 kHz, 55 dB) for 4 s, preceding
the unconditioned stimulus (US; electric stimulation: 75 V constant,�0.3 mA, through the
grid floor) by 1 s. The next day, mice were placed into a new cage without wood shavings and
habituated for 1 h. They were exposed to the CS sound for 5 min without the US. All tests were
recorded with a video camera, and the duration of freezing was measured by an observer using
tanaMove.

Startle response and PPI test
Acoustic startle response and its PPI were measured in accordance with a method described
previously [65]. An apparatus with a startle chamber consisting of a clear acrylic tube (San
Diego Instruments, San Diego, CA) was used for the tests. The startle response was recorded in
the presence of a 65-dB white noise background. All PPI test sessions consisted of 38 trials,
including habituation trials. The startle trials (pulse-only) consisted of a 40-ms, 120-dB pulse
of broad-band noise. The prepulse trials consisted of a 20-ms prepulse sound (70, 75, 80 dB)
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followed by a 30-ms, 120-dB sound pulse with a 70-ms interval. Each trial was presented six
times, and the average amplitude was calculated. PPI rates were calculated as follows: inhibition
rate = (1 − [prepulse + pulse] / [pulse-only]) × 100. The mean values of PPI in all prepulse con-
ditions were used for statistical analysis.

Hotplate test
A hotplate apparatus (model MK-350A, Muromachi Kikai Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) was used to
assess pain sensation, as described previously [66]. The hotplate surrounded by a wall made of
acrylic acid resin was heated and maintained at 52°C during the test. Mice were placed on it
and the time that they took to lick or shake the hindlimb was measured by an observer. If mice
jumped during the test, it was considered to be a response to the pain sensation.

Tail flick test
Using an apparatus consisting of a radiant heat source and a photosensor for detection of the
tail flick (model MK-330A, Muromachi Kikai Co., Ltd.), response latencies were measured as
described previously [66]. Mice were held gently on the apparatus, and the ventral surface of
the tail was exposed to radiant heat. Latency to the response to the heat stimulus was recorded
automatically with an infrared sensor three times per individual at three different positions on
the tail. The median value was used for statistical analysis.

Wheel running test
The wheel running test was used to assess motor learning, as described by Willuhn and Steiner
[42]. The running wheels (Ohara Co. Ltd.) consisted of a rotating metal chamber with a wire
mesh floor (15 cm in diameter, 5 cm wide), attached to a stationary metal wall. Mice were
trained on a running wheel for 60 min on six consecutive days. During the training session, the
animal was free to run, but could not leave the wheel. Numbers of rotations were measured by
a mechanical counter (Ohara Co. Ltd.). A state in which the mouse slipped and was swung like
a pendulum was considered to be a running error. All tests were recorded with a video camera,
and the numbers of errors were counted by a human observer using tanaMove.

Immunohistochemistry
Two hours after the first 10 trials of the rotarod task, mice were deeply anesthetized with
sodium pentobarbital (Somnopentyl, Kyoritsu Seiyaku Co., Tokyo, Japan) and perfused intra-
cardially with 0.9% saline followed by Zamboni solution (4% paraformaldehyde mixed with
0.2% picric acid in phosphate-buffered saline (PBS)) prior to dissecting the whole brains. After
postfixation in Zamboni solution overnight at 4°C, the brains were placed into 30% sucrose in
PBS, followed by a series of treatments for making embedded frozen brains. The brains were
cryosectioned at 60 μm. Adjacent sections containing primary and secondary motor cortex
(+1.70 mm to +0.98 mm from the bregma), cingulate cortex (+0.98 mm to −0.22 mm from the
bregma), striatum (+0.98 mm to −0.22 mm from the bregma), and cerebellum (−5.68 mm to
−6.36 mm from the bregma) were processed for free-floating immunostaining. Free-floating
sections were treated with 0.3% H2O2 in PBS-T (0.1% Triton X-100 in PBS), rinsed three times
in PBS-T, and then incubated in PBS-T containing 1.5% normal goat serum and 10% bovine
serum albumin for 1 h at room temperature. Sections were incubated with rabbit anti-Fos anti-
body (1:1,000; sc-52, Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Santa Cruz, CA) or rat anti-Caspr3 (1:2,000;
clone 3A2; [12]) in PBS-T with 0.2% bovine serum albumin overnight at 4°C, followed by three
rinses in PBS-T. Sections were incubated with biotinylated anti-rabbit IgG (1:250; PK6101,
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Vector Laboratories, Burlingame, CA) or biotinylated anti-rat IgG (1:250; BA-4001, Vector
Laboratories) in PBS-T with 1.5% normal goat serum for 1 h at room temperature and then
rinsed several times in PBS-T. The sections were incubated with ABC reagent from the Vectas-
tain Elite ABC kit (Vector Laboratories) for 30 min at room temperature and rinsed with 0.1 M
phosphate buffer, pH 7.2. The sections were then incubated in 0.05% 3,3-diaminobenzidine in
the presence of 0.01% H2O2 for 10 min. The sections were finally coverslipped with Perma-
Flour (Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc., Waltham, MA). Fluorescence images were acquired on an
inverted microscope (Biozero BZ-8100; Keyence, Osaka, Japan).

The quantification of c-Fos-positive cells was performed under a 2× objective, which yielded
a field of view of 440 × 331 μm. A total of five alternating sections were used for quantifying c-
Fos positive cells in each brain region.

Statistical analysis
Statistical analyses were performed in Statview 5.0J software (SAS Institute, Cary, NC). Before
the statistical analysis, we examined the normality and equal variances in our data by using
EZR (Saitama, Medical Centre, Jichi Medical University; http://www.jichi.ac.jp/saitama-sct/
SaitamaHP.files/statmed.html; [67]). To test the normality of our data, we conducted the Kol-
mogorov-Smirnov test under the null hypothesis that the data distribution followed a Gaussian
distribution. An F-test was then conducted to examine whether the variances of the WT and
KO groups were equal. For c-Fos experiments, we used the Bartlett test to examine equal vari-
ance among the four groups. When behavioral data followed these assumptions, t-tests were
used to detect significant differences between Caspr3 WT and KOmice. Otherwise, Mann-
Whitney tests, with Bonferroni correction if it is necessary were applied (Table 1, S2 and S8
Tables). Data from the accelerating rotarod test and wheel running test and the quantification
of c-Fos-positive cells were analyzed using two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA), and t-tests
with Bonferroni correction were conducted as post-hoc analyses (Figs 1–3; S4, S6 and S8
Tables). In cases where the data did not follow the normal distribution and show homoscedas-
ticity, the Mann-Whitney test with Bonferroni correction was applied (Figs 1–3; S4, S6 and S8
Tables). p< 0.05 was considered statistically significant. All values are reported as the
mean ± SEM.

Supporting Information
S1 Table. Data from a series of behavioral tests. Data obtained from home cage test, open
field test, elevated plus maze test, Y-maze test, resident-intruder test, fear conditioning test,
startle response test, PPI test, hot plate test, and tail flick test are presented.
(XLSX)

S2 Table. Statistics of behavioral data.
(XLSX)

S3 Table. Data from accelerated rotarod test.
(XLSX)

S4 Table. Statistics of accelerated rotarod test.
(XLSX)

S5 Table. Data from wheel running test.
(XLSX)

S6 Table. Statistics of wheel running test.
(XLSX)

Behavioral Analysis of Caspr3-Knockout Mice

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887 January 25, 2016 13 / 17

http://www.jichi.ac.jp/saitama-sct/SaitamaHP.files/statmed.html
http://www.jichi.ac.jp/saitama-sct/SaitamaHP.files/statmed.html
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.s001
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.s002
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.s003
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.s004
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.s005
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.s006


S7 Table. Data from quantification of c-Fos expressing cells.
(XLSX)

S8 Table. Statistics of c-Fos expressing cells.
(XLSX)

Acknowledgments
We thank Dr. Akira Tanave (NIG) for providing the freeware tanaMove (version 0.07) for
behavioral analyses.

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: HH AT YS TK. Performed the experiments: HH.
Analyzed the data: HH AT YS TK. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: HH AT YS
TK. Wrote the paper: HH AT YS TK.

References
1. Peles E, Nativ M, Lustig M, Grumet M, Schilling J, Martinez R, et al. Identification of a novel contactin-

associated transmembrane receptor with multiple domains implicated in protein-protein interactions.
EMBO J. 1997; 16: 978–988. PMID: 9118959

2. Bellen HJ, Lu Y, Beckstead R, Bhat MA. Neurexin IV, caspr and paranodin—novel members of the
neurexin family: encounters of axons and glia. Trends Neurosci. 1998; 21: 444–449. PMID: 9786343

3. Spiegel I, Salomon D, Erne B, Schaeren-Wiemers N, Peles E. Caspr3 and caspr4, two novel members
of the caspr family are expressed in the nervous system and interact with PDZ domains. Mol Cell Neu-
rosci. 2002; 20: 283–297. PMID: 12093160

4. Traut W, Weichenhan D, Himmelbauer H, Winking H. Newmembers of the neurexin superfamily: multi-
ple rodent homologues of the human CASPR5 gene. MammGenome. 2006; 17: 723–731. PMID:
16845472

5. Rios JC, Melendez-Vasquez CV, Einheber S, Lustig M, Grumet M, Hemperly J, et al. Contactin-associ-
ated protein (Caspr) and contactin form a complex that is targeted to the paranodal junctions during
myelination. J Neurosci. 2000; 20: 8354–8364. PMID: 11069942

6. Poliak S, Salomon D, Elhanany H, Sabanay H, Kiernan B, Pevny L, et al. Juxtaparanodal clustering of
Shaker-like K+ channels in myelinated axons depends on Caspr2 and TAG-1. J Cell Biol. 2003; 162:
1149–1160. PMID: 12963709

7. Traka M, Goutebroze L, Denisenko N, Bessa M, Nifli A, Havaki S, et al. Association of TAG-1 with
Caspr2 is essential for the molecular organization of juxtaparanodal regions of myelinated fibers. J Cell
Biol. 2003; 162: 1161–1172. PMID: 12975355

8. Bhat MA, Rios JC, Lu Y, Garcia-Fresco GP, ChingW, St Martin M, et al. Axon-glia interactions and the
domain organization of myelinated axons requires neurexin IV/Caspr/Paranodin. Neuron. 2001; 30:
369–383. PMID: 11395000

9. Peñagarikano O, Abrahams BS, Herman EI, Winden KD, Gdalyahu A, Dong H, et al. Absence of
CNTNAP2 leads to epilepsy, neuronal migration abnormalities, and core autism-related deficits. Cell.
2011; 147: 235–246. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2011.08.040 PMID: 21962519

10. Anderson GR, Galfin T, XuW, Aoto J, Malenka RC, Südhof TC. Candidate autism gene screen identi-
fies critical role for cell-adhesion molecule CASPR2 in dendritic arborizationand spine development.
Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. 2012; 109: 18120–18125. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1216398109 PMID: 23074245

11. Karayannis T, Au E, Patel JC, Kruglikov I, Markx S, Delorme R, et al. Cntnap4 differentially contributes
to GABAergic and dopaminergic synaptic transmission. Nature. 2014; 511: 236–240. PMID: 24870235

12. Hirata H, Umemori J, Yoshioka H, Koide T, Watanabe K, Shimoda Y. Cell adhesion molecule contac-
tin-associated protein 3 is expressed in the mouse basal ganglia during early postnatal stages. J Neu-
rosci Res. 2016; 94:74–89. doi: 10.1002/jnr.23670 PMID: 26389685

13. Albin RL, Young AB, Penney JB. The functional anatomy of basal ganglia disorders. Trends Neurosci.
1989; 12: 366–375. PMID: 2479133

14. DeLong MR. Primate models of movement disorders of basal ganglia origin. Trends Neurosci. 1990;
13: 281–285. PMID: 1695404

Behavioral Analysis of Caspr3-Knockout Mice

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887 January 25, 2016 14 / 17

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.s007
http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0147887.s008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9118959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9786343
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12093160
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16845472
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11069942
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12963709
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12975355
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11395000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.08.040
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21962519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1216398109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23074245
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24870235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jnr.23670
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26389685
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2479133
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1695404


15. Obeso JA, Rodríguez-Oroz MC, Rodríguez M, Lanciego JL, Artieda J, Gonzalo N, et al. Pathophysiol-
ogy of the basal ganglia in Parkinson's disease. Trends Neurosci. 2000; 23: S8–19. PMID: 11052215

16. Sieradzan KA, Mann DM. The selective vulnerability of nerve cells in Huntington's disease. Neuro-
pathol Appl Neurobiol. 2001; 27: 1–21. PMID: 11298997

17. Buitrago MM, Schulz JB, Dichgans J, Luft AR. Short and long-termmotor skill learning in an accelerated
rotarod training paradigm. Neurobiol Learn Mem. 2004; 81: 211–216. PMID: 15082022

18. Costa RM, Cohen D, Nicolelis MA. Differential corticostriatal plasticity during fast and slow motor skill
learning in mice. Curr Biol. 2004; 14: 1124–1134. PMID: 15242609

19. Bureau G, Carrier M, Lebel M, Cyr M. Intrastriatal inhibition of extracellular signal-regulated kinases
impaired the consolidation phase of motor skill learning. Neurobiol Learn Mem. 2010; 94: 107–115.
doi: 10.1016/j.nlm.2010.04.008

20. French CA, Jin X, Campbell TG, Gerfen E, Groszer M, Fisher SE, et al. An aetiological Foxp2 mutation
causes aberrant striatal activity and alters plasticity during skill learning. Mol Psychiatry. 2012; 17:
1077–1085. doi: 10.1038/mp.2011.105 PMID: 21876543

21. Bergeron Y, Chagniel L, Bureau G, Massicotte G, Cyr M. mTOR signaling contributes to motor skill
learning in mice. Front Mol Neurosci. 2014; 7: 26. doi: 10.3389/fnmol.2014.00026

22. Karni A, Meyer G, Rey-Hipolito C, Jezzard P, Adams MM, Turner R, et al. The acquisition of skilled
motor performance: fast and slow experience-driven changes in primary motor cortex. Proc Natl Acad
Sci USA. 1998; 95: 861–868. PMID: 9448252

23. Luft AR, Buitrago MM. Stages of motor skill learning. Mol Neurobiol. 2005; 32: 205–216. PMID:
16385137

24. Yin HH, Mulcare SP, Hilário MR, Clouse E, Holloway T, Davis MI, et al. Dynamic reorganization of stria-
tal circuits during the acquisition and consolidation of a skill. Nat Neurosci. 2009; 12: 333–341. doi: 10.
1038/nn.2261 PMID: 19198605

25. Toyoshima M, Sakurai K, Shimazaki K, Takeda Y, Shimoda Y, Watanabe K. Deficiency of neural recog-
nition molecule NB-2 affects the development of glutamatergic auditory pathways from the ventral
cochlear nucleus to the superior olivary complex in mouse. Dev Biol. 2009; 336: 192–200. doi: 10.
1016/j.ydbio.2009.09.043 PMID: 19818338

26. Sakurai K, ToyoshimaM, Ueda H, Matsubara K, Takeda Y, Karagogeos D, et al. Contribution of the
neural cell recognition molecule NB-3 to synapse formation between parallel fibers and Purkinje cells in
mouse. Dev Neurobiol. 2009; 69: 811–824. doi: 10.1002/dneu.20742 PMID: 19672956

27. Ding JB, OhWJ, Sabatini BL, Gu C. Semaphorin 3E-Plexin-D1 signaling controls pathway-specific syn-
apse formation in the striatum. Nat Neurosci. 2011; 15: 215–223. doi: 10.1038/nn.3003 PMID:
22179111

28. Chronister RB, Farnell KE, Marco LA, White LE. The rodent neostriatum: a Golgi analysis. Brain Res.
1976; 108: 37–46. PMID: 1276891

29. Misgeld U, Dodt HU, Frotscher M. Late development of intrinsic excitation in the rat neostriatum: an in
vitro study. Brain Res. 1986; 392: 59–67. PMID: 3011216

30. Tepper JM, Sharpe NA, Koós TZ, Trent F. Postnatal development of the rat neostriatum: electrophysio-
logical, light- and electronmicroscopic studies. Dev Neurosci. 1998; 20: 125–145. PMID: 9691188

31. Belleau ML, Warren RA. Postnatal development of electrophysiological properties of nucleus accum-
bens neurons. J Neurophysiol. 2000; 84: 2204–2216. PMID: 11067966

32. Luft AR, Buitrago MM, Ringer T, Dichgans J, Schulz JB. Motor skill learning depends on protein synthe-
sis in motor cortex after training. J Neurosci. 2004; 24: 6515–6520. PMID: 15269262

33. Wächter T, Röhrich S, Frank A, Molina-Luna K, Pekanovic A, Hertler B, et al. Motor skill learning
depends on protein synthesis in the dorsal striatum after training. Exp Brain Res. 2010; 200: 319–323.
doi: 10.1007/s00221-009-2027-7 PMID: 19823812

34. Lett BT, Grant VL, Byrne MJ, Koh MT. Pairings of a distinctive chamber with the aftereffect of wheel run-
ning produce conditioned place preference. Appetite. 2000; 34: 87–94. PMID: 10744895

35. Wächter T, Lungu OV, Liu T, WillinghamDT, Ashe J. Differential effect of reward and punishment on
procedural learning. J Neurosci. 2009; 29: 436–443. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4132-08.2009 PMID:
19144843

36. Abe M, Schambra H, Wassermann EM, Luckenbaugh D, Schweighofer N, Cohen LG. Reward
improves long-term retention of a motor memory through induction of offline memory gains. Curr Biol.
2011; 21: 557–562. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2011.02.030 PMID: 21419628

37. Galea JM, Mallia E, Rothwell J, Diedrichsen J. The dissociable effects of punishment and reward on
motor learning. Nat Neurosci. 2015; 18: 597–602. doi: 10.1038/nn.3956 PMID: 25706473

Behavioral Analysis of Caspr3-Knockout Mice

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887 January 25, 2016 15 / 17

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11052215
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11298997
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15082022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15242609
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2010.04.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/mp.2011.105
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21876543
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnmol.2014.00026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9448252
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16385137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nn.2261
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nn.2261
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19198605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2009.09.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2009.09.043
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19818338
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/dneu.20742
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19672956
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nn.3003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22179111
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1276891
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3011216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9691188
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11067966
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15269262
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00221-009-2027-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19823812
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10744895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4132-08.2009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19144843
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2011.02.030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21419628
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nn.3956
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25706473


38. Bradley KC, Meisel RL. Sexual behavior induction of c-Fos in the nucleus accumbens and amphet-
amine-stimulated locomotor activity are sensitized by previous sexual experience in female Syrian
hamsters. J Neurosci. 2001; 21: 2123–2130. PMID: 11245696

39. Yin HH, Knowlton BJ. The role of the basal ganglia in habit formation. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2006; 7: 464–
476. PMID: 16715055

40. Graybiel AM. Habits, rituals, and the evaluative brain. Annu Rev Neurosci. 2008; 31: 359–387. doi: 10.
1146/annurev.neuro.29.051605.112851 PMID: 18558860

41. Balleine BW, O'Doherty JP. Human and rodent homologies in action control: corticostriatal determi-
nants of goal-directed and habitual action. Neuropsychopharmacology. 2010; 35: 48–69. doi: 10.1038/
npp.2009.131 PMID: 19776734

42. Willuhn and Steiner. Motor-skill learning-associated gene regulation in the striatum: effects of cocaine.
Neuropsychopharmacology. 2006; 31: 2669–2682. PMID: 16395306

43. Vargas-Pérez H, Mena-Segovia J, Giordano M, Díaz JL. Induction of c-fos in nucleus accumbens in
naive male Balb/c mice after wheel running. Neurosci Lett. 2003; 352: 81–84. PMID: 14625028

44. Calabresi P, Pisani A, Mercuri NB, Bernardi G. Long-term potentiation in the striatum is unmasked by
removing the voltage-dependent magnesium block of NMDA receptor channels. Eur J Neurosci. 1992;
4: 929–935. PMID: 12106428

45. Calabresi P, Saiardi A, Pisani A, Baik JH, Centonze D, Mercuri NB, et al. Abnormal synaptic plasticity in
the striatum of mice lacking dopamine D2 receptors. J Neurosci. 1997; 17: 4536–4544. PMID:
9169514

46. Centonze D, Gubellini P, Bernardi G, Calabresi P. Permissive role of interneurons in corticostriatal syn-
aptic plasticity. Brain Res Brain Res Rev. 1999; 31: 1–5. PMID: 10611492

47. Fernagut PO, Diguet E, Stefanova N, Biran M, Wenning GK, Canioni P, et al. Subacute systemic 3-
nitropropionic acid intoxication induces a distinct motor disorder in adult C57Bl/6 mice: behavioural and
histopathological characterisation. Neuroscience. 2002; 114: 1005–1017. PMID: 12379255

48. Palencia CA, Ragozzino ME. The influence of NMDA receptors in the dorsomedial striatum on
response reversal learning. Neurobiol Learn Mem. 2004; 82: 81–89. PMID: 15341793

49. Yin HH, Knowlton BJ, Balleine BW. Blockade of NMDA receptors in the dorsomedial striatum prevents
action-outcome learning in instrumental conditioning. Eur J Neurosci. 2005; 22: 505–512. PMID:
16045503

50. Wenthold RJ, Prybylowski K, Standley S, Sans N, Petralia RS. Trafficking of NMDA receptors. Annu
Rev Pharmacol Toxicol. 2003; 43: 335–358. PMID: 12540744

51. Sucher NJ, Awobuluyi M, Choi YB, Lipton SA. NMDA receptors: from genes to channels. Trends Phar-
macol Sci. 1996; 17: 348–355. PMID: 8979769

52. Yashiro K, Philpot BD. Regulation of NMDA receptor subunit expression and its implications for LTD,
LTP, and metaplasticity. Neuropharmacology. 2008; 55: 1081–1094. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropharm.2008.
07.046 PMID: 18755202

53. Standaert DG, Testa CM, Young AB, Penney JB Jr. Organization of N-methyl-D-aspartate glutamate
receptor gene expression in the basal ganglia of the rat. J Comp Neurol. 1994; 343: 1–16. PMID:
8027428

54. Kosinski CM, Standaert DG, Counihan TJ, Scherzer CR, Kerner JA, Daggett LP, et al. Expression of N-
methyl-D-aspartate receptor subunit mRNAs in the human brain: striatum and globus pallidus. J Comp
Neurol. 1998; 390: 63–74. PMID: 9456176

55. Dang MT, Yokoi F, Yin HH, Lovinger DM, Wang Y, Li Y. Disrupted motor learning and long-term synap-
tic plasticity in mice lacking NMDAR1 in the striatum. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. 2006; 103: 15254–
15259. PMID: 17015831

56. Lemay-Clermont J, Robitaille C, Auberson YP, Bureau G, Cyr M. Blockade of NMDA receptors 2A sub-
unit in the dorsal striatum impairs the learning of a complex motor skill. Behav Neurosci. 2011; 125:
714–723. doi: 10.1037/a0025213 PMID: 21859173

57. Tang YP, Shimizu E, Dube GR, Rampon C, Kerchner GA, ZhuoM, et al. Genetic enhancement of learn-
ing and memory in mice. Nature. 1999; 401: 63–69. PMID: 10485705

58. Setou M, Nakagawa T, Seog DH, Hirokawa N. Kinesin superfamily motor protein KIF17 and mLin-10 in
NMDA receptor-containing vesicle transport. Science. 2000; 288: 1796–1802. PMID: 10846156

59. Yin X, Takei Y, Kido MA, Hirokawa N. Molecular motor KIF17 is fundamental for memory and learning
via differential support of synaptic NR2A/2Blevels. Neuron. 2011; 70: 310–325. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.
2011.02.049 PMID: 21521616

60. Santos SD, Iuliano O, Ribeiro L, Veran J, Ferreira JS, Rio P, et al. Contactin-associated protein 1
(Caspr1) regulates the traffic and synaptic content of α-amino-3-hydroxy-5-methyl-4-isoxazolepropionic

Behavioral Analysis of Caspr3-Knockout Mice

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887 January 25, 2016 16 / 17

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11245696
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16715055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.29.051605.112851
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.29.051605.112851
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18558860
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/npp.2009.131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/npp.2009.131
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19776734
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16395306
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14625028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12106428
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9169514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10611492
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12379255
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15341793
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16045503
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12540744
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8979769
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2008.07.046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2008.07.046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18755202
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8027428
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9456176
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17015831
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0025213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21859173
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10485705
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10846156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2011.02.049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2011.02.049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21521616


acid (AMPA)-type glutamate receptors. J Biol Chem. 2012; 287: 6868–6877. doi: 10.1074/jbc.M111.
322909 PMID: 22223644

61. Kato S, Ishii A, Nishi A, Kuriki S, Koide T. Segregation of a QTL cluster for home-cage activity using a
new mapping method based on regression analysis of congenic mouse strains. Heredity. 2014; 113:
416–423. doi: 10.1038/hdy.2014.42 PMID: 24781804

62. Takahashi A., Kato K., Makino J., Shiroishi T., Koide T. Multivariate analysis of temporal descriptions of
open-field behavior in wild derived mouse strains. Behav Genet. 2006; 36: 763–774. PMID: 16402282

63. Takahashi A., Nishi A., Ishii A., Shiroishi T., Koide T. Systematic analysis of emotionality in consomic
mouse strains established from C57BL/6J and wild-derived MSM/Ms. Genes Brain Behav. 2008; 7:
849–858. doi: 10.1111/j.1601-183X.2008.00419.x PMID: 18616609

64. Sarnyai Z, Sibille EL, Pavlides C, Fenster RJ, McEwen BS, Toth M. Impaired hippocampal-dependent
learning and functional abnormalities in the hippocampus in mice lacking serotonin(1A) receptors. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA. 2000; 97: 14731–14736. PMID: 11121072

65. Kanno K., Kokubo H., Takahashi A., Koide T., Ishiura S. Enhanced prepulse inhibition and low sensitiv-
ity to a dopamine agonist in Hesr1-knockout mice. J Neurosci Res. 2014; 92: 287–297. doi: 10.1002/
jnr.23291 PMID: 24431082

66. Koide T, Moriwaki K, Ikeda K, Niki H, Shiroishi T. Multi-phenotype behavioral characterization of inbred
strains derived from wild stocks of Mus musculus. MammGenome. 2000; 11: 664–670. PMID:
10920237

67. Kanda Y. Investigation of the freely-available easy-to-use software “EZR” (Easy R) for medical statis-
tics. Bone Marrow Transplant. 2013; 48: 452–458. doi: 10.1038/bmt.2012.244 PMID: 23208313

Behavioral Analysis of Caspr3-Knockout Mice

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0147887 January 25, 2016 17 / 17

http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M111.322909
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M111.322909
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22223644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/hdy.2014.42
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24781804
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16402282
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-183X.2008.00419.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18616609
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11121072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jnr.23291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jnr.23291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24431082
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10920237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bmt.2012.244
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23208313

