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Remembering features of past feeding experience can refine foraging and food choice. Insects can learn to associate sensory cues with components of food, such as sugars, amino acids, water, salt, alcohol, toxins and pathogens. In the fruit fly Drosophila some food components activate unique subsets of dopaminergic neurons (DANs) that innervate distinct functional zones on the mushroom bodies (MBs). This architecture suggests that the overall dopaminergic neuron population could provide a potential cellular substrate through which the fly might learn to value a variety of food components. In addition, such an arrangement predicts that individual component memories reside in unique locations. DANs are also critical for food memory consolidation and deprivation-state dependent motivational control of the expression of food-relevant memories. Here, we review our current knowledge of how nutrient-specific memories are formed, consolidated and specifically retrieved in insects, with a particular emphasis on Drosophila.
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INTRODUCTION

All foraging animals have to obtain an optimal balance of nutrients from a variety of available food sources. In addition, nutrient demands change as animals age, reproduce, migrate, face predators and overcome immune challenges. Animals must therefore constantly adjust their foraging strategies to meet these nutritional needs. Remembering details of prior successful feeding experience can aid foraging so that the useful food sources can be found and appropriate nutrients consumed when required. Avoiding toxic and potentially harmful sources is also important. Insects can learn to associate food-related smells, tastes, colors and textures as predictors of potentially nutritious or harmful food (Papaj and Prokopy, 1989; Dukas, 2008; Hollis and Guillette, 2011). Learning improves the efficiency of foraging and evolutionary fitness (Dukas and Bernays, 2000; Dukas and Duan, 2000; Raine and Chittka, 2008). It therefore seems likely that natural selection has honed mechanisms that produce efficient foraging strategies.

In Drosophila the neurobiology of food and water-reinforced memory can be studied using simple associative learning paradigms where groups of hungry or thirsty flies associate an odor with consumption of food or water (Tempel et al., 1983; Krashes and Waddell, 2008; Colomb et al., 2009; Lin et al., 2014). Hunger and thirst preferentially promote efficient expression of either the sugar or water memories. These assays combined with genetic control in Drosophila permit an investigation of neural mechanisms through which learning influences efficient foraging behavior. In this review, we provide examples of food-driven behavior from a variety of insects, but mostly focus on recent studies in Drosophila. Work in the fruit fly supports a provocative model that the anatomical segregation of dopaminergic neurons (DANs) might provide a neural substrate across which specific food component memories can be formed and deprivation state-dependent memory expression might be controlled.

DOPAMINERGIC NEURONS REINFORCE FOOD COMPONENT MEMORIES

Insect mushroom bodies (MBs) are large ensembles of parallel projecting neurons (ranging from approximately 500,000 in the honeybee to 5000 in fruit flies) that appear to function as a multimodal association network in which memories are formed and stored, and behaviors are controlled (Vowles, 1964; Menzel et al., 1974; Heisenberg, 1980; Heisenberg et al., 1985; de Belle and Heisenberg, 1994; Mizunami et al., 1998; Strausfeld et al., 1998; Ikeda et al., 2005; Vogt et al., 2014; Kirkhart and Scott, 2015; Figure 1). Individual MB neurons, or Kenyon cells (KCs), receive input in the calyx and surrounding areas from olfactory, visual, gustatory and tactile streams from the periphery (Ito et al., 1998; Strausfeld et al., 1998). Individual odors are represented as activity in relatively sparse subsets of the overall population of KCs (Perez-Orive et al., 2002; Ito et al., 2008; Honegger et al., 2011).
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FIGURE 1. Dopaminergic neurons (DANs) innervating the mushroom bodies (MBs) provide reinforcement and motivational control. DANs innervating unique zones of the MB lobes may represent the reinforcing properties of individual food components. Reinforcement from the sweet taste and energetic value of sugars are segregated in rewarding DANs. A unique water reinforcement zone may exist on the horizontal MB lobe. The taste and energetic elements of other nutrients may involve different subsets of DANs. Aversive DANs provide the reinforcing properties of bad taste. They also control nutrient-dependent consolidation, and hunger-dependent expression, of carbohydrate memories. It is currently unclear if similar processes represent other deprivation states. Dashed boxes denote food components and dashed arrows, neuronal pathways that remain be delineated in fruit flies. Cell body colors correspond to their relevant innervation zones on the MB. The diagram is not intended to be anatomically accurate.



Dopaminergic neurons (DANs) innervating the MB are critical for learning the value of beneficial and harmful food components. Anatomically discrete DANs provide valence-specific learning signals to different regions on the mushroom body lobes (Riemensperger et al., 2005; Claridge-Chang et al., 2009; Aso et al., 2012, 2014a; Burke et al., 2012; Liu et al., 2012; Waddell, 2013; Figure 1). There, dopamine release is believed to modify output synapses of coincident odor-activated KCs (Heisenberg, 2003; Owald and Waddell, 2015). This organization, taken with the large number and anatomical diversity of rewarding DANs, is supportive of a general model that nutrient-specific associative memories may be formed within different MB zones that are innervated by the relevant DANs (Aso et al., 2014a; Lin et al., 2014; Huetteroth et al., 2015; Yamagata et al., 2015). With this model in mind, we will discuss the fields’ current knowledge of learning with specific food components.

Carbohydrate Learning

Carbohydrates are an essential source of energy and many insects including bees, ants, cockroaches, crickets and fruit flies can be trained to associate sensory cues with sugar consumption (Kuwabara, 1957; Takeda, 1961; Nelson, 1971; Fukushi, 1973; McGuire and Hirsch, 1977; Bitterman et al., 1983; Tempel et al., 1983; Yuval and Galun, 1987; Sakura and Mizunami, 2001; Scherer et al., 2003; Neuser et al., 2005; Gerber and Stocker, 2007; Krashes and Waddell, 2008; Schipanski et al., 2008; Colomb et al., 2009; Josens et al., 2009; Menzel, 2012; Rohwedder et al., 2012; Apostolopoulou et al., 2013). Following a 2 min pairing of odor and sucrose, adult Drosophila form memories that can be immediately expressed and last for days (Krashes and Waddell, 2008; Colomb et al., 2009). Both the sweet taste and nutrient value of a sugar contribute to memory reinforcement (Burke and Waddell, 2011; Fujita and Tanimura, 2011). Training with arabinose or xylose, sugars that taste sweet but that fruit flies cannot metabolize, only forms short-term memory. However, if arabinose or xylose is supplemented with nutritious but tasteless sorbitol flies form long-term memory (Burke and Waddell, 2011).

The segregation of sweet taste and nutrient value reinforcement is evident at the level of the DANs (Figure 1). Two distinct subsets of DANs convey sweet taste and nutrient value reinforcement (Huetteroth et al., 2015; Yamagata et al., 2015). Sweet-taste DANs are activated by octopamine through the OAMB α-adrenergic like receptor (Burke et al., 2012; Huetteroth et al., 2015). Consequently, flies that cannot synthesize or release octopamine are unable to reinforce short-term memories but they show normal long-term memory when conditioned with sucrose (Schwaerzel et al., 2003; Das et al., 2014). Furthermore, pairing odor presentation with artificial activation of the OAMB-expressing DANs implants only a short-term memory (Huetteroth et al., 2015; Yamagata et al., 2015). A similar pairing of odor-presentation with artificial activation of octopaminergic neurons forms an appetitive short-term memory in larvae and adult flies (Schroll et al., 2006; Burke et al., 2012).

In the honeybee the octopaminergic VUMmx1 neuron responds to sucrose and electrical stimulation of VUMmx1 can substitute for sugar-reward in olfactory learning (Hammer, 1993). It seems possible that VUMmx1-released octopamine might also provide sweet-taste reinforcement via subsets of DANs in the bee.

Blocking nutrient value DANs during sucrose learning specifically impairs long-term memory (Huetteroth et al., 2015; Yamagata et al., 2015). In addition, pairing direct activation of the nutrient value DANs with odor can implant a long-term memory. Although nutrient information is available to direct behavior minutes after training, work suggests that a delayed post-ingestive signal is also required to drive long-term memory consolidation (Burke and Waddell, 2011). Pharmacological block of the intestinal glucose transporter specifically impairs D-glucose reinforced LTM (Musso et al., 2015). Interestingly, the activity of aversive DANs that were known to signal satiety (Krashes et al., 2009) is increased following ingestion of nutritious sugar, and forcing their activity after training can facilitate long-term memory (Musso et al., 2015). Memory consolidation also requires activity after training in a plausible recurrent network loop from MB neurons to glutamatergic MB output neurons (MBONs) to rewarding DANs. Blocking any of the contributing neurons after training impaired long-term sugar-reinforced memory (Ichinose et al., 2015). Taken together these experiments suggest ongoing activity in a distributed set of DANs may provide post-ingestive nutrient value information to reinforce long-term memory. It will be important to establish how the two reported mechanisms relate and whether they are triggered together. Neurons in the brain expressing the GR43a fructose receptor have been suggested to provide nutrient value input to DANs (Miyamoto et al., 2012; Yamagata et al., 2015).

Amino Acid Learning

Amino acids are essential building blocks of proteins for growth, development and reproduction. For some insects, such as tsetse flies, Colorado beetles and blowflies, amino acids can provide energy to fuel flight (Bursell, 1963; Sacktor and Childress, 1967; de Kort et al., 1973). Proteins and specific amino acids are also critical in the diet for egg production and fertility in blowflies, and other species of fruit flies including Drosophila (Grandison et al., 2009; Harwood et al., 2013).

Ample evidence suggests that amino acids are discretely valued from sugars in the insect brain. Honeybees and butterflies show a preference for nectars that contain certain amino acids (Inouye and Waller, 1984; Hendriksma et al., 2014). Female blowflies consume more proteins than males after eclosion and furthermore, mated females show peaks of protein consumption following each bout of egg production (Strangways-Dixon, 1959, 1961; Dethier, 1961, 1976). Mated female Drosophila shows a similar preference for protein-rich food over sugar, compared to males and virgin females, after a period of protein deprivation (Ribeiro and Dickson, 2010; Vargas et al., 2010). However this switch in preference after mating is independent of egg production and is mediated instead by sex peptide, which is transferred with the male seminal fluid to the female during copulation (Ribeiro and Dickson, 2010). Adult fruit flies also prefer to eat amino acids rather than glucose when protein-deprived (Toshima and Tanimura, 2012). Work in Drosophila larvae suggests that DANs are involved in amino acid evaluation. Larvae avoid eating food that lacks essential amino acids and this behavior requires the GCN2 amino acid sensor in three larval DANs (Bjordal et al., 2014).

Amino acids can also reinforce learning. Locusts and cockroaches can be trained to associate odors or colors with protein-rich food (Raubenheimer and Tucker, 1997; Gadd and Raubenheimer, 2000) and honeybees can be trained with odors reinforced with sugar containing an amino acid (Simcock et al., 2014). Although Drosophila larvae can be reward-conditioned using non-essential aspartic acid (Schleyer et al., 2015) such a phenomenon remains to be demonstrated in adult flies.

Water Learning

Water is essential for cell function and is perhaps the most critical nutrient for a small insect that can easily desiccate. Water-deprived insects, show robust approach behavior to water vapor and water-associated sensory cues (Raubenheimer and Blackshaw, 1994; Matsumoto and Mizunami, 2002a; Unoki et al., 2006; Lin et al., 2014). In adult Drosophila, learning to associate an odor with drinking water requires the action of DANs that are different to those that are required for reinforcement with nutritious sugar (Lin et al., 2014). At present the water DANs have not been functionally segregated from those that reinforce the sweet taste of sugar. However, water learning does not require octopamine suggesting that water and sweet-taste DANs may also innervate separate zones on the MB lobes. Water-associated memory persists for 6–10 weeks in the cricket (Matsumoto and Mizunami, 2002b). In Drosophila perdurance of water memory appears to correlate with the amount of water ingested during training. Drinking more leads to a longer lasting memory and under certain conditions 24 h water memory was observed (Lin et al., 2014).

Bad Tastes and Toxins

Avoiding consumption of harmful food also provides an obvious survival advantage. Many toxins are repellents by virtue of their bad taste, which allows insects to reject toxin-laden food using multiple layers of taste detection (recently reviewed in Freeman and Dahanukar, 2015; Joseph and Carlson, 2015). In addition, honeybees can learn to avoid odors or visual stimuli associated with toxic compounds that they can taste (Wright et al., 2010; Wright, 2011). Learned bitter taste aversion in the honeybee requires dopamine (Wright et al., 2010).

Drosophila larvae can be conditioned to associate an odor with aversive bitter-tasting quinine (Gerber and Hendel, 2006; Schleyer et al., 2011; Apostolopoulou et al., 2014). Hungry adult flies can be coaxed to consume bitter-tasting compounds if they are mixed with a high enough concentration of sugar (Das et al., 2014). Flies trained with a bitter-sugar mixture show immediate avoidance of the conditioned odor, which later switches to conditioned odor approach. This suggests the flies form a labile aversive memory and a lasting approach memory that compete to guide behavior (Das et al., 2014). The bitter-sugar mixture activates the aversive and rewarding DANs together (Das et al., 2014; Harris et al., 2015). Although it is not known whether all aversive compounds engage the same DANs, those activated by bitter-taste are also required for aversive learning with electric shock and high heat (Schwaerzel et al., 2003; Claridge-Chang et al., 2009; Aso et al., 2010, 2012; Galili et al., 2014). Therefore the aversive DANs may only code the magnitude of an aversive stimulus and not its quality (Das et al., 2014; Galili et al., 2014).

Grasshoppers, desert locusts and honeybees can also learn the post-ingestive consequences of consuming toxic food (Behmer et al., 1999; Wright et al., 2010; Simoes et al., 2012). In honeybees memory of post-ingestive malaise develops over time and requires serotonin, 5-HT (Wright, 2011). Adult Drosophila can also learn to avoid an odor that was associated with pathogen-tainted food (Babin et al., 2014). Since the flies could not taste the intestinal pathogen in this study, it is possible that the learned aversion is reinforced by post-ingestive malaise (Hurst et al., 2014).

Salt Learning

Salt is essential for osmotic balance and many physiological processes and insects actively regulate their salt intake (Trumper and Simpson, 1993; Simpson et al., 2006; Simpson and Raubenheimer, 2012). Mated female Drosophila exhibit an enhanced gustatory response for salt and increase salt consumption. This increased salt appetite, like the learning-independent change in protein preference (Ribeiro and Dickson, 2010), is driven by male sex peptide transferred to the female during copulation (Walker et al., 2015).

Insects such as locusts and crickets can learn to associate specific sensory cues with salt or salt infused food. Interestingly, whereas locusts were shown to approach the salty food associated cue, crickets showed learned avoidance of a salt reinforced cue (Trumper and Simpson, 1994; Unoki et al., 2006). Studies of salt learning in larval Drosophila may provide an explanation for this apparent conundrum. Larvae are attracted to odors paired with low salt concentrations but avoid odors previously paired with higher salt concentrations (Niewalda et al., 2008; Russell et al., 2011). Assuming adult fruit flies can be conditioned with salt, one might predict that high salt learning would activate aversive DANs while lower concentrations might preferentially recruit rewarding DANs. This could simply reflect the different gustatory neurons that are activated by low and high salt concentrations (Hiroi et al., 2004; Zhang et al., 2013).

Alcohol Learning

Insects encounter low levels of ethanol in rotting fruits and it has been reported that consuming ethanol enhances fitness of larvae and adult fruit flies (Geer et al., 1993; Bokor and Pecsenye, 2000; Devineni and Heberlein, 2013). Female fruit flies also have a preference for laying eggs on ethanol-containing food (Azanchi et al., 2013).

Adult fruit flies can also be conditioned with odors reinforced with ethanol vapor. Their performance after training shows a similar profile to flies conditioned with bitter-tainted sugar (Das et al., 2014); early aversion later switches to approach (Kaun et al., 2011) consistent with a model that alcohol also reinforces parallel appetitive and aversive memories (Aso et al., 2014b). Surprisingly, broad manipulation of DANs suggested that they are dispensable for alcohol to reinforce learned aversion and approach, but are required for expression of longer-term alcohol-conditioned approach (Kaun et al., 2011). It therefore remains unclear whether specific DANs contribute to alcohol reinforcement.

SPECIFIC DEFICIT PROMOTES APPROPRIATE MEMORY EXPRESSION

Efficient foraging requires insects to utilize their learned behaviors at the appropriate time. Studies of locusts and cockroaches suggest that insects possess a sophisticated level of control that permits nutrient-specific deficits to select the relevant procurement behaviors. Following training to associate colors or odors paired with synthetic foods that are either rich in carbohydrate or protein, they chose the cue predicting carbohydrate if sugar deprived, but the cue predicting protein if protein deprived (Raubenheimer and Tucker, 1997; Gadd and Raubenheimer, 2000). Work in the fruit fly again suggests possible mechanisms to accomplish this level of nutrient-deficit dependent control based on reward expectation.

Sugar-conditioned Drosophila most efficiently approach the previously rewarded odor only when they are hungry (Krashes and Waddell, 2008; Krashes et al., 2009). The state of hunger is broadcast throughout the brain by multiple monoamine and neuropeptide signals to control feeding, energy expenditure, the gain of sensory neurons, nutritional homeostasis and sugar memory expression (reviewed in Audsley and Weaver, 2009; Nässel and Winther, 2010; Pool and Scott, 2014). Drosophila Neuropeptide F (dNPF), an orthologue of mammalian neuropeptide Y (Brown et al., 1999) mediates hunger-dependent control of sugar memory expression by modulating the activity of a subset of aversive DANs that innervate the MB (Krashes et al., 2009; Figure 1). A model suggests that in the food-satiated state, the tonic activity of aversive DANs on the MB inhibits the expression of sugar memory. When flies are starved, dNPF release inhibits the aversive DANs, releasing sugar memory expression (Krashes et al., 2009).

Artificial activation of a subset of 5-HT expressing neurons in satiated flies also releases sugar memory expression in addition to promoting general feeding behaviors (Albin et al., 2015). Therefore 5-HT neurons may be upstream of dNPF neurons in signaling nutritional status mediating motivational control of sugar memory expression.

Expression of sugar memory can also be suppressed by ingestion of a high osmolarity nutritious or non-nutritious solution (Gruber et al., 2013). This reported lack of nutrient-specificity seems somewhat counter-intuitive and the adaptive relevance of such a non-specific suppression of food-related memory expression is currently unclear.

Importantly, thirst and hunger states provide independent control over memory expression. Whereas thirsty flies most efficiently express water memory, hungry flies preferentially express sugar memory (Lin et al., 2014). It therefore seems possible that the expression of other nutrient-specific memories will be controlled by independent, perhaps DAN-dependent, neural mechanisms in the fly.

Interesting work with salt in rats provides a more extreme example of how predictive evaluation can be robustly changed by internal nutrient deficit. Rats taught to avoid a metal lever paired with high aversive concentrations of salt, avidly approach the same lever when they are deprived of sodium (Robinson and Berridge, 2013). Establishing a similar paradigm in Drosophila could be informative.

CONCLUSION

In summary, work suggests that foraging insects learn about multiple components of their food. Subsequently their behavior can be directed by their knowledge towards a specific goal of neutralizing a particular nutrient deficit. We propose that nutrient components might be differentially represented in subsets of reinforcing DANs so that carbohydrate, protein, lipid (Toshima and Tanimura, 2012; Masek and Keene, 2013), water and salt memories can be independently coded (Figure 1). In addition, other combinations of DANs might promote the expression of these nutrient-specific memories by increasing the valuation of the predictive cues, through gating of the relevant parts of the MBON network (Owald and Waddell, 2015). Rigorously testing these models in Drosophila may uncover general organizational principles of how a dopaminergic evaluation system operates.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

The article was written with the input of all three authors.

FUNDING

SL was supported by an EMBO Advanced Fellowship. SW is funded by a Wellcome Trust Senior Research Fellowship in the Basic Biomedical Sciences and by funds from the Gatsby Charitable Foundation, the Oxford Martin School and the Bettencourt-Schueller Foundation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Johannes Felsenberg, Vincent Croset, Paola Cognigni and Geraldine Wright for comments on the manuscript.

REFERENCES

Albin, S., Kaun, K., Knapp, J.-M., Chung, P., Heberlein, U., and Simpson, J. (2015). A subset of serotonergic neurons evokes hunger in adult Drosophila. Curr. Biol. 25, 2435–2440. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2015.08.005

Apostolopoulou, A. A., Mazija, L., Wüst, A., and Thum, A. S. (2014). The neuronal and molecular basis of quinine-dependent bitter taste signaling in Drosophila larvae. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 8:6. doi: 10.3389/fnbeh.2014.00006

Apostolopoulou, A. A., Widmann, A., Rohwedder, A., Pfitzenmaier, J. E., and Thum, A. S. (2013). Appetitive associative olfactory learning in Drosophila larvae. J. Vis. Exp. 72:4334. doi: 10.3791/4334

Aso, Y., Hattori, D., Yu, Y., Johnston, R. M., Nirmala, A., Ngo, T.-T., et al. (2014a). The neuronal architecture of the mushroom body provides a logic for associative learning. eLife 3:e04577. doi: 10.7554/eLife.04577

Aso, Y., Sitaraman, D., Ichinose, T., Kaun, K. R., Vogt, K., Belliart-Guérin, G., et al. (2014b). Mushroom body output neurons encode valence and guide memory-based action selection in Drosophila. eLife 3:e04580. doi: 10.7554/elife.04580

Aso, Y., Herb, A., Ogueta, M., Siwanowicz, I., Templier, T., Friedrich, A. B., et al. (2012). Three dopamine pathways induce aversive odor memories with different stability. PLoS Genet. 8:e1002768. doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.1002768

Aso, Y., Siwanowicz, I., Bräcker, L., Ito, K., Kitamoto, T., and Tanimoto, H. (2010). Specific dopaminergic neurons for the formation of labile aversive memory. Curr. Biol. 20, 1445–1451. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2010.06.048

Audsley, N., and Weaver, R. J. (2009). Neuropeptides associated with the regulation of feeding in insects. Gen. Comp. Endocrinol. 162, 93–104. doi: 10.1016/j.ygcen.2008.08.003

Azanchi, R., Kaun, K. R., and Heberlein, U. (2013). Competing dopamine neurons drive oviposition choice for ethanol in Drosophila. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 110, 21153–21158. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1320208110

Babin, A., Kawecki, T. J., Kolly, S., Schneider, F., Dolivo, V., Zini, M., et al. (2014). Fruit flies learn to avoid odours associated with virulent infection. Biol. Lett. 10:20140048. doi: 10.1098/rsbl.2014.0048


Behmer, S. T., Elias, D. O., and Bernays, E. A. (1999). Post-ingestive feedbacks and associative learning regulate the intake of unsuitable sterols in a generalist grasshopper. J. Exp. Biol. 202, 739–748.


Bitterman, M. E., Menzel, R., Fietz, A., and Schäfer, S. (1983). Classical conditioning of proboscis extension in honeybees (Apis mellifera). J. Comp. Psychol. 97, 107–119. doi: 10.1037/0735-7036.97.2.107

Bjordal, M., Arquier, N., Kniazeff, J., Pin, J. P., and Léopold, P. (2014). Sensing of amino acids in a dopaminergic circuitry promotes rejection of an incomplete diet in Drosophila. Cell 156, 510–521. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2013.12.024

Bokor, K., and Pecsenye, K. (2000). Differences in the effect of ethanol on fertility and viability components among laboratory strains of Drosophila melanogaster. Hereditas 132, 215–227. doi: 10.1111/j.1601-5223.2000.00215.x

Brown, M. R., Crim, J. W., Arata, R. C., Cai, H. N., Chun, C., and Shen, P. (1999). Identification of a Drosophila brain-gut peptide related to the neuropeptide Y family. Peptides 20, 1035–1042. doi: 10.1016/s0196-9781(99)00097-2

Burke, C. J., Huetteroth, W., Owald, D., Perisse, E., Krashes, M. J., Das, G., et al. (2012). Layered reward signalling through octopamine and dopamine in Drosophila. Nature 492, 433-437. doi: 10.1038/nature11614

Burke, C. J., and Waddell, S. (2011). Remembering nutrient quality of sugar in Drosophila. Curr. Biol. 21, 746–750. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2011.03.032

Bursell, E. (1963). Aspects of the metabolism of amino acids in the tsetse fly, Glossina (Diptera). J. Insect. Physiol. 9, 439–452. doi: 10.1016/0022-1910(63)90054-4

Claridge-Chang, A., Roorda, R. D., Vrontou, E., Sjulson, L., Li, H., Hirsh, J., et al. (2009). Writing memories with light-addressable reinforcement circuitry. Cell 139, 405–415. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2009.08.034

Colomb, J., Kaiser, L., Chabaud, M. A., and Preat, T. (2009). Parametric and genetic analysis of Drosophila appetitive long-term memory and sugar motivation. Genes Brain Behav. 8, 407–415. doi: 10.1111/j.1601-183x.2009.00482.x

Das, G., Klappenbach, M., Vrontou, E., Perisse, E., Clark, C. M., Burke, C. J., et al. (2014). Drosophila learn opposing components of a compound food stimulus. Curr. Biol. 24, 1723–1730. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2014.05.078

de Belle, J. S., and Heisenberg, M. (1994). Associative odor learning in Drosophila abolished by chemical ablation of mushroom bodies. Science 263, 692–695. doi: 10.1126/science.8303280

de Kort, C. A. D., Bartelink, A. K. M., and Schuurmans, R. R. (1973). The significance of l-proline for oxidative metabolism in the flight muscles of the Colorado beetle, Leptinotarsa decemlineata. Insect Biochem. 3, 11–17. doi: 10.1016/0020-1790(73)90014-0

Dethier, V. G. (1961). Behavioral aspects of protein ingestion by the blowfly Phormia regina meigen. Bio. Bull. 121, 456–470. doi: 10.2307/1539446


Dethier, V. G. (1976). The Hungry Fly: A Physiological Study of the Behavior Associated with Feeding. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.


Devineni, A. V., and Heberlein, U. (2013). The evolution of Drosophila melanogaster as a model for alcohol research. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 36, 121–138. doi: 10.1146/annurev-neuro-062012-170256

Dukas, R. (2008). Evolutionary biology of insect learning. Annu. Rev. Entomol. 53, 145–160. doi: 10.1146/annurev.ento.53.103106.093343

Dukas, R., and Bernays, E. A. (2000). Learning improves growth rate in grasshoppers. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 97, 2637–2640. doi: 10.1073/pnas.050461497

Dukas, R., and Duan, J. (2000). Potential fitness consequences of associative learning in a parasitoid wasp. Behav. Ecol. 11, 536–543. doi: 10.1093/beheco/11.5.536

Freeman, E. G., and Dahanukar, A. (2015). Molecular neurobiology of Drosophila taste. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 34, 140–148. doi: 10.1016/j.conb.2015.06.001

Fujita, M., and Tanimura, T. (2011). Drosophila evaluates and learns the nutritional value of sugars. Curr. Biol. 21, 751–755. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2011.03.058


Fukushi, T. (1973). Olfactory conditioning in the housefly. Musca Domestica 46, 135–143.


Gadd, C., and Raubenheimer, D. (2000). Nutrient-specific learning in an omnivorous insect: the american cockroach Periplaneta americana L. Learns to associate dietary protein with the odors citral and carvone. J. Insect Behav. 13, 851–864. doi: 10.1023/A:1007862501311

Galili, D. S., Dylla, K. V., Lüdke, A., Friedrich, A. B., Yamagata, N., Wong, J. Y., et al. (2014). Converging circuits mediate temperature and shock aversive olfactory conditioning in Drosophila. Curr. Biol. 24, 1712–1722. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2014.06.062

Geer, B. W., Heinstra, P. W., and McKechnie, S. W. (1993). The biological basis of ethanol tolerance in Drosophila. Comp. Biochem. Physiol. B 105, 203–229. doi: 10.1016/0305-0491(93)90221-p

Gerber, B., and Hendel, T. (2006). Outcome expectations drive learned behaviour in larval Drosophila. Proc. Biol. Sci. 273, 2965–2968. doi: 10.1098/rspb.2006.3673

Gerber, B., and Stocker, R. F. (2007). The Drosophila larva as a model for studying chemosensation and chemosensory learning: a review. Chem. Senses 32, 65–89. doi: 10.1093/chemse/bjl030

Grandison, R. C., Piper, M. D., and Partridge, L. (2009). Amino-acid imbalance explains extension of lifespan by dietary restriction in Drosophila. Nature 462, 1061–1064. doi: 10.1038/nature08619

Gruber, F., Knapek, S., Fujita, M., Matsuo, K., Bräcker, L., Shinzato, N., et al. (2013). Suppression of conditioned odor approach by feeding is independent of taste and nutritional value in Drosophila. Curr. Biol. 23, 507–514. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2013.02.010

Hammer, M. (1993). An identified neuron mediates the unconditioned stimulus in associative olfactory learning in honeybees. Nature 366, 59–63. doi: 10.1038/366059a0

Harris, D. T., Kallman, B. R., Mullaney, B. C., and Scott, K. (2015). Representations of taste modality in the Drosophila brain. Neuron 86, 1449–1460. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2015.05.026

Harwood, J. F., Chen, K., Muller, H. G., Wang, J. L., Vargas, R. I., and Carey, J. R. (2013). Effects of diet and host access on fecundity and lifespan in two fruit fly species with different life history patterns. Physiol. Entomol. 38, 81–88. doi: 10.1111/phen.12006

Heisenberg, M. (1980). Mutants of brain structure and function: what is the significance of the mushroom bodies for behavior. Basic Life Sci. 16, 373–390. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4684-7968-3_27

Heisenberg, M. (2003). Mushroom body memoir: from maps to models. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 4, 266–275. doi: 10.1038/nrn1074

Heisenberg, M., Borst, A., Wagner, S., and Byers, D. (1985). Drosophila mushroom body mutants are deficient in olfactory learning. J. Neurogenet. 2, 1–30. doi: 10.3109/01677068509100140

Hendriksma, H. P., Oxman, K. L., and Shafir, S. (2014). Amino acid and carbohydrate tradeoffs by honey bee nectar foragers and their implications for plant-pollinator interactions. J. Insect Physiol. 69, 56–64. doi: 10.1016/j.jinsphys.2014.05.025

Hiroi, M., Meunier, N., Marion-Poll, F., and Tanimura, T. (2004). Two antagonistic gustatory receptor neurons responding to sweet-salty and bitter taste in Drosophila. J. Neurobiol. 61, 333–342. doi: 10.1002/neu.20063

Hollis, K., and Guillette, L. (2011). Associative learning in insects: evolutionary models, mushroom bodies and a neuroscientific conundrum. Comp. Cogn. Behav. Rev. 6, 25–46. doi: 10.3819/ccbr.2011.60004

Honegger, K. S., Campbell, R. A., and Turner, G. C. (2011). Cellular-resolution population imaging reveals robust sparse coding in the Drosophila mushroom body. J. Neurosci. 31, 11772–11785. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1099-11.2011

Huetteroth, W., Perisse, E., Lin, S., Klappenbach, M., Burke, C., and Waddell, S. (2015). Sweet taste and nutrient value subdivide rewarding dopaminergic neurons in Drosophila. Curr. Biol. 751–758. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2015.01.036

Hurst, V., Stevenson, P. C., and Wright, G. A. (2014). Toxins induce ‘malaise’ behaviour in the honeybee (Apis mellifera). J. Comp. Physiol. A Neuroethol. Sens. Neural Behav. Physiol. 200, 881–890. doi: 10.1007/s00359-014-0932-0

Ichinose, T., Aso, Y., Yamagata, N., Abe, A., Rubin, G. M., and Tanimoto, H. (2015). Reward signal in a recurrent circuit drives appetitive long-term memory formation. eLife 4:e10719. doi: 10.7554/elife.10719

Ikeda, K., Numata, H., and Shiga, S. (2005). Roles of the mushroom bodies in olfactory learning and photoperiodism in the blow fly Protophormia terraenovae. J. Insect Physiol. 51, 669–680. doi: 10.1016/j.jinsphys.2005.05.001

Inouye, D. W., and Waller, G. D. (1984). Responses of honey bees (Apis mellifera) to amino acid solutions mimicking floral nectars. Ecology 618–625. doi: 10.2307/1941424

Ito, I., Ong, R. C., Raman, B., and Stopfer, M. (2008). Sparse odor representation and olfactory learning. Nat. Neurosci. 11, 1177–1184. doi: 10.1038/nn.2192


Ito, K., Suzuki, K., Estes, P., Ramaswami, M., Yamamoto, D., and Strausfeld, N. J. (1998). The organization of extrinsic neurons and their implications in the functional roles of the mushroom bodies in Drosophila melanogaster Meigen. Learn. Mem. 5, 52–77.


Joseph, R. M., and Carlson, J. R. (2015). Drosophila chemoreceptors: a molecular interface between the chemical world and the brain. Trends Genet. 31, 683–695. doi: 10.1016/j.tig.2015.09.005

Josens, R., Eschbach, C., and Giurfa, M. (2009). Differential conditioning and long-term olfactory memory in individual Camponotus fellah ants. J. Exp. Biol. 212, 1904–1911. doi: 10.1242/jeb.030080

Kaun, K. R., Azanchi, R., Maung, Z., Hirsh, J., and Heberlein, U. (2011). A Drosophila model for alcohol reward. Nat. Neurosci. 14, 612–619. doi: 10.1038/nn.2805

Kirkhart, C., and Scott, K. (2015). Gustatory learning and processing in the Drosophila mushroom bodies. J. Neurosci. 35, 5950–5958. doi: 10.1523/jneurosci.3930-14.2015

Krashes, M. J., DasGupta, S., Vreede, A., White, B., Armstrong, J. D., and Waddell, S. (2009). A neural circuit mechanism integrating motivational state with memory expression in Drosophila. Cell 139, 416–427. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2009.08.035

Krashes, M. J., and Waddell, S. (2008). Rapid consolidation to a radish and protein synthesis-dependent long-term memory after single-session appetitive olfactory conditioning in Drosophila. J. Neurosci. 28, 3103–3113. doi: 10.1523/jneurosci.5333-07.2008


Kuwabara, M. (1957). Bildung des bedingten reflexes von Pavlovs typus bei der honigbiene, Apis mellifica (mit 1 textabbildung). J. Fac. Sci. Hokkaido Univ. Ser. Zool. 13, 458–464.


Lin, S., Owald, D., Chandra, V., Talbot, C., Huetteroth, W., and Waddell, S. (2014). Neural correlates of water reward in thirsty Drosophila. Nat. Neurosci. 17, 1536–1542. doi: 10.1038/nn.3827

Liu, C., Plaçais, P.-Y., Yamagata, N., Pfeiffer, B. D., Aso, Y., Friedrich, A. B., et al. (2012). A subset of dopamine neurons signals reward for odour memory in Drosophila. Nature 488, 512–516. doi: 10.1038/nature11304

Masek, P., and Keene, A. C. (2013). Drosophila fatty acid taste signals through the PLC pathway in sugar-sensing neurons. PLoS Genet. 9:e1003710. doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.1003710


Matsumoto, Y., and Mizunami, M. (2002a). Temporal determinants of long-term retention of olfactory memory in the cricket Gryllus bimaculatus. J. Exp. Biol. 205, 1429–1437.


Matsumoto, Y., and Mizunami, M. (2002b). Lifetime olfactory memory in the cricket Gryllus bimaculatus. J. Comp. Physiol. A Neuroethol. Sens. Neural Behav. Physiol. 188, 295–299. doi: 10.1007/s00359-002-0303-0

McGuire, T. R., and Hirsch, J. (1977). Behavior-genetic analysis of Phormia regina: conditioning, reliable individual differences and selection. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 74, 5193–5197. doi: 10.1073/pnas.74.11.5193


Menzel, R., Erber, J., and Masuhr, T. (1974). “Learning and memory in the honeybee,” in Experimental Analysis of Insect Behaviour, ed. L. Barton-Browne (Berlin: Springer), 195–217.


Menzel, R. (2012). The honeybee as a model for understanding the basis of cognition. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 13, 758–768. doi: 10.1038/nrn3357

Miyamoto, T., Slone, J., Song, X., and Amrein, H. (2012). A fructose receptor functions as a nutrient sensor in the Drosophila brain. Cell 151, 1113–1125. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2012.10.024

Mizunami, M., Weibrecht, J. M., and Strausfeld, N. J. (1998). Mushroom bodies of the cockroach: their participation in place memory. J. Comp. Neurol. 402, 520–537. doi: 10.1002/(sici)1096-9861(19981228)402:4<520::aid-cne6>3.3.co;2-b

Musso, P.-Y., Tchenio, P., and Preat, T. (2015). Delayed dopamine signaling of energy level builds appetitive long-term memory in Drosophila. Cell Rep. 10, 1023–1031. doi: 10.1016/j.celrep.2015.01.036

Nässel, D. R., and Winther, Å. M. E. (2010). Drosophila neuropeptides in regulation of physiology and behavior. Prog. Neurobiol. 92, 42–104. doi: 10.1016/j.pneurobio.2010.04.010

Nelson, M. C. (1971). Classical conditioning in the blowfly (Phormia regina): associative and excitatory factors. J. Comp. Physiol. Psychol. 77, 353–368. doi: 10.1037/h0031882

Neuser, K., Husse, J., Stock, P., and Gerber, B. (2005). Appetitive olfactory learning in Drosophila larvae: effects of repetition, reward strength, age, gender, assay type and memory span. Anim. Behav. 69, 891–898. doi: 10.1016/j.anbehav.2004.06.013

Niewalda, T., Singhal, N., Fiala, A., Saumweber, T., Wegener, S., and Gerber, B. (2008). Salt processing in larval Drosophila: choice, feeding and learning shift from appetitive to aversive in a concentration-dependent way. Chem. Senses 33, 685–692. doi: 10.1093/chemse/bjn037

Owald, D., and Waddell, S. (2015). Olfactory learning skews mushroom body output pathways to steer behavioral choice in Drosophila. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 35, 178–184. doi: 10.1016/j.conb.2015.10.002

Papaj, D. R., and Prokopy, R. J. (1989). Ecological and evolutionary aspects of learning in phytophagous insects. Ann. Rev. Entomol. 34, 315–350. doi: 10.1146/annurev.ento.34.1.315

Perez-Orive, J., Mazor, O., Turner, G. C., Cassenaer, S., Wilson, R. I., and Laurent, G. (2002). Oscillations and sparsening of odor representations in the mushroom body. Science 297, 359–365. doi: 10.1126/science.1070502

Pool, A. H., and Scott, K. (2014). Feeding regulation in Drosophila. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 29, 57–63. doi: 10.1016/j.conb.2014.05.008

Raine, N. E., and Chittka, L. (2008). The correlation of learning speed and natural foraging success in bumble-bees. Proc. Biol. Sci. 275, 803–808. doi: 10.1098/rspb.2007.1652

Raubenheimer, D., and Blackshaw, J. (1994). Locusts learn to associate visual stimuli with drinking. J. Insect Behav. 7, 569–575. doi: 10.1007/bf02025450

Raubenheimer, D., and Tucker, D. (1997). Associative learning by locusts: pairing of visual cues with consumption of protein and carbohydrate. Anim. Behav. 54, 1449–1459. doi: 10.1006/anbe.1997.0542

Ribeiro, C., and Dickson, B. J. (2010). Sex peptide receptor and neuronal TOR/S6K signaling modulate nutrient balancing in Drosophila. Curr. Biol. 20, 1000–1005. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2010.03.061

Riemensperger, T., Völler, T., Stock, P., Buchner, E., and Fiala, A. (2005). Punishment prediction by dopaminergic neurons in Drosophila. Curr. Biol. 15, 1953–1960. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2005.09.042

Robinson, M. J. F., and Berridge, K. C. (2013). Instant transformation of learned repulsion into motivational “wanting”. Curr. Biol. 23, 282–289. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2013.01.016

Rohwedder, A., Pfitzenmaier, J. E., Ramsperger, N., Apostolopoulou, A. A., Widmann, A., and Thum, A. S. (2012). Nutritional value-dependent and nutritional value-independent effects on Drosophila melanogaster larval behavior. Chem. Senses 37, 711–721. doi: 10.1093/chemse/bjs055

Russell, C., Wessnitzer, J., Young, J. M., Armstrong, J. D., and Webb, B. (2011). Dietary salt levels affect salt preference and learning in larval Drosophila. PLoS One 6:e20100. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0020100

Sacktor, B., and Childress, C. C. (1967). Metabolism of proline in insect flight muscle and its significance in stimulating the oxidation of pyruvate. Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 120, 583–588. doi: 10.1016/0003-9861(67)90522-x

Sakura, M., and Mizunami, M. (2001). Olfactory learning and memory in the cockroach Periplaneta americana. Zoological Sci. 18, 21–28. doi: 10.2108/zsj.18.21

Scherer, S., Stocker, R. F., and Gerber, B. (2003). Olfactory learning in individually assayed Drosophila larvae. Learn. Mem. 10, 217–225. doi: 10.1101/lm.57903

Schipanski, A., Yarali, A., Niewalda, T., and Gerber, B. (2008). Behavioral analyses of sugar processing in choice, feeding and learning in larval Drosophila. Chem. Senses 33, 563–573. doi: 10.1093/chemse/bjn024

Schleyer, M., Miura, D., Tanimura, T., and Gerber, B. (2015). Learning the specific quality of taste reinforcement in larval Drosophila. eLife 4:e04711. doi: 10.7554/elife.04711

Schleyer, M., Saumweber, T., Nahrendorf, W., Fischer, B., von Alpen, D., Pauls, D., et al. (2011). A behavior-based circuit model of how outcome expectations organize learned behavior in larval Drosophila. Learn. Mem. 18, 639–653. doi: 10.1101/lm.2163411

Schroll, C., Riemensperger, T., Bucher, D., Ehmer, J., Völler, T., Erbguth, K., et al. (2006). Light-induced activation of distinct modulatory neurons triggers appetitive or aversive learning in Drosophila larvae. Curr. Biol. 16, 1741–1747. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2006.07.023


Schwaerzel, M., Monastirioti, M., Scholz, H., Friggi-Grelin, F., Birman, S., and Heisenberg, M. (2003). Dopamine and octopamine differentiate between aversive and appetitive olfactory memories in Drosophila. J. Neurosci. 23, 10495–10502.


Simcock, N. K., Gray, H. E., and Wright, G. A. (2014). Single amino acids in sucrose rewards modulate feeding and associative learning in the honeybee. J. Insect Physiol. 69, 41–48. doi: 10.1016/j.jinsphys.2014.05.004

Simoes, P. M. V., Ott, S. R., and Niven, J. E. (2012). A long-latency aversive learning mechanism enables locusts to avoid odours associated with the consequences of ingesting toxic food. J. Exp. Biol. 215, 1711–1719. doi: 10.1242/jeb.068106

Simpson, S. J., Sword, G. A., Lorch, P. D., and Couzin, I. D. (2006). Cannibal crickets on a forced march for protein and salt. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 103, 4152–4156. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0508915103


Simpson, S. J., and Raubenheimer, D. (2012). The Nature of Nutrition: A Unifying Framework from Animal Adaptation to Human Obesity, Princeton: Princeton University Press.


Strangways-Dixon, J. (1959). Hormonal control of selective feeding in female Calliphora erythrocephala Meig. Nature 184, 2040–2041. doi: 10.1038/1842040b0


Strangways-Dixon, J. (1961). The relationship between nutrition, hormones and reproduction in the blowfly Calliphora erythrocephala (Meig.) I. Selective feeding in relation to the reproductive cycle, the corpus allatum volume and fertilization. J. Exp. Biol. 38, 225–235.



Strausfeld, N. J., Hansen, L., Li, Y., Gomez, R. S., and Ito, K. (1998). Evolution, discovery and interpretations of arthropod mushroom bodies. Learn. Mem. 5, 11–37.


Takeda, K. (1961). Classical conditioned response in the honey bee. J. Insect Physiol. 6, 168–179. doi: 10.1016/0022-1910(61)90060-9

Tempel, B. L., Bonini, N., Dawson, D. R., and Quinn, W. G. (1983). Reward learning in normal and mutant Drosophila. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 80, 1482–1486. doi: 10.1073/pnas.80.5.1482

Toshima, N., and Tanimura, T. (2012). Taste preference for amino acids is dependent on internal nutritional state in Drosophila melanogaster. J. Exp. Biol. 215, 2827–2832. doi: 10.1242/jeb.069146

Trumper, S., and Simpson, S. J. (1993). Regulation of salt intake by nymphs of Locusta migratoria. J. Insect Physiol. 39, 857–864. doi: 10.1016/0022-1910(93)90118-b

Trumper, S., and Simpson, S. J. (1994). Mechanisms regulating salt intake in fifth instar nymphs of Locusta migratoria. Physiological entomology. 19, 203–215. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-3032.1994.tb01044.x

Unoki, S., Matsumoto, Y., and Mizunami, M. (2006). Roles of octopaminergic and dopaminergic neurons in mediating reward and punishment signals in insect visual learning. Eur. J. Neurosci. 24, 2031–2038. doi: 10.1111/j.1460-9568.2006.05099.x

Vargas, M. A., Luo, N., Yamaguchi, A., and Kapahi, P. (2010). A role for S6 kinase and serotonin in postmating dietary switch and balance of nutrients in D. melanogaster. Curr. Biol. 20, 1006–1011. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2010.04.009

Vogt, K., Schnaitmann, C., Dylla, K. V., Knapek, S., Aso, Y., Rubin, G. M., et al. (2014). Shared mushroom body circuits operate visual and olfactory memories in Drosophila. eLife 1–22. doi: 10.7554/eLife.02395

Vowles, D. M. (1964). Olfactory learning and brain lesions in the wood ant (Formica rufa). J. Comp. Physiol. Psychol. 58, 105–111. doi: 10.1037/h0042609

Waddell, S. (2013). Reinforcement signalling in Drosophila; dopamine does it all after all. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 23, 324–329. doi: 10.1016/j.conb.2013.01.005

Walker, S., Corrales-Carvajal, V., and Ribeiro, C. (2015). Postmating circuitry modulates salt taste processing to increase reproductive output in Drosophila. Curr. Biol. 2621–2630. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2015.08.043

Wright, G. (2011). The role of dopamine and serotonin in conditioned food aversion learning in the honeybee. Commun. Integr. Biol. 4, 318–320. doi: 10.4161/cib.4.3.14840

Wright, G. A., Mustard, J. A., Simcock, N. K., Ross-Taylor, A. A. R., McNicholas, L. D., Popescu, A., et al. (2010). Parallel reinforcement pathways for conditioned food aversions in the honeybee. Curr. Biol. 20, 2234–2240. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2010.11.040

Yamagata, N., Ichinose, T., Aso, Y., Plaçais, P.-Y., Friedrich, A. B., Sima, R. J., et al. (2015). Distinct dopamine neurons mediate reward signals for short- and long-term memories. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U S A 112, 578–583. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1421930112

Yuval, B., and Galun, R. (1987). Aspects of compound-conditioning to gustatory stimuli in the housefly Musca domestica L. J. Insect Physiol. 33, 159–165. doi: 10.1016/0022-1910(87)90142-9

Zhang, Y. V., Ni, J., and Montell, C. (2013). The molecular basis for attractive salt-taste coding in Drosophila. Science 340, 1334–1338. doi: 10.1126/science.1234133

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2016 Das, Lin and Waddell. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution and reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/cover.jpg
, frontiers _
in Integrative Neuroscience










OPS/images/logo.jpg
,frontiers . )
in Integrative Neuroscience





OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
®

o fark





OPS/images/fnint-10-00004-g001.gif
odour/sensory cues 4 T lowsalt taste

vertical { protein taste
lobes rewarding
DANs
55 (PAM cluster)
Ealyx m
. -
aversive
> oaNs (09
(PPL1 cluster)
P2 horizontal
I lobes
/ dNPF neurons|

/
thirst inputto |
MB and associated neurons |

thirst hunger





