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The zebrafish (Danio rerio) is an established model organism in pharmacology and
biomedicine, including in research on alcohol use disorders and alcohol-related
disease. In the past 2 decades, zebrafish has been used to study the complex effects
of ethanol on the vertebrate brain and behavior in both acute, chronic and developmental
exposure paradigms. Sex differences in the neurobehavioral response to ethanol are well
documented for humans and rodents, yet no consensus has been reached for zebrafish.
Here, we show for the first time that male zebrafish of the AB strain display more severe
behavioral impairments than females for equal exposure concentrations. Adult zebrafish
were immersed in 0, 1 or 2% (v/v) ethanol for 30 min, after which behavior was individually
assessed in the zebrafish Multivariate Concentric Square Field™ (zMCSF) arena. Males
exposed to 2% ethanol showed clear signs of sedation, including reduced activity,
increased shelter seeking and reduced exploration of shallow zones. The 1% male
group displayed effects in the same direction but of smaller magnitude; this group also
explored the shallow areas less, but did not show a general reduction in activity nor an
increase in shelter seeking. By contrast, 1 and 2% exposed females showed no alterations
in explorative behavior. Females exposed to 2% ethanol did not display a general reduction
in activity, rather activity gradually increased from hypoactivity to hyperactivity over the
course of the test. This mixed stimulatory/depressant effect was only quantifiable when
locomotory variables were analyzed over time and was not apparent from averages of the
whole 30-min test, which may explain why previous studies failed to detect sex-specific
effects on locomotion. Our results emphasize the importance of explicitly including sex and
time as factors in pharmacological studies of zebrafish behavior. We hypothesize that the
lower sensitivity of female zebrafish to ethanol may be explained by their greater body
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weight and associated larger distribution volume for ethanol, which may render lower brain
ethanol concentrations in females.

Keywords: alcohol, swimming kinematics, exploration, anxiety-like behavior, sex differences, multivariate
concentric square field (MCSF), risk taking, shelter seeking behaviour

1 INTRODUCTION

Alcohol use disorders (AUDs) and alcohol-related disease have a
severe negative impact on individual health and social
functioning, and on society. It is estimated that worldwide, 3
million deaths every year occur as a result of the harmful use of
alcohol (Poznyak and Rekve, 2018). Alcohol (ethanol, EtOH) has
both acute and chronic effects on the brain and on behavior,
which to a large extent has been characterized using rodents as
model organisms (Bell et al., 2017). Ethanol has a highly complex
mechanism of action (Koob et al., 1998; Abrahao et al., 2017),
therefore much remains to be investigated. In recent years, the
zebrafish has gained popularity as a model organism in
biomedical research owing to its short developmental time,
ease of maintenance, high egg production, external fertilization
and possibilities for gene editing tools (Liu et al., 2019). Given the
increasing use of zebrafish it is important to translate and confirm
results from rodents to zebrafish.

Ethanol can be administered to zebrafish via the holding water
for studies of both acute (Gerlai et al., 2000) and chronic effects
(Gerlai et al., 2006; Gerlai et al., 2009) as well as developmental
ethanol exposure (Carvan et al., 2004; Lockwood et al., 2004). The
most commonly used doses are immersion treatments with 0.25,
0.5 and 1.0% (v/v) ethanol for one hour, which result in blood and
brain ethanol concentrations that are comparable to human
drinkers after mild to moderate acute ethanol consumption
(Dlugos and Rabin, 2003; Echevarria et al., 2011; Rosemberg
et al., 2012). In agreement with mammals (Pohorecky, 1977;
Calabrese and Baldwin, 2003), acute ethanol exposure alters
zebrafish locomotory behavior in a biphasic dose-dependent
manner; low concentrations (0.25 and 0.5% for 60 min) increase
locomotory activity while higher concentrations (1% for 60min)
result in reduced activity (Gerlai et al., 2000; Gerlai, 2003),
suggesting a sedative effect (but see (Gerlai et al., 2006; Mathur
and Guo, 2011)). Moreover, increases in risk-taking behavior have
been reported for the 0.5 and 1% dose (60 min immersion
duration), including a reduced avoidance reaction (Gerlai et al.,
2006; Gerlai et al., 2009), reduced diving response (Gerlai et al.,
2008; Mathur and Guo, 2011), reduced scototaxis (Gebauer et al.,
2011; Mathur and Guo, 2011) and reduced shoaling behavior
(Gerlai et al., 2009). Finally, considerable differences in the
behavioral responses to ethanol have been found between
zebrafish strains (Gerlai et al., 2008; Gerlai et al., 2009; Pannia
et al., 2014), emphasizing the importance of genetic differences.

Although zebrafish males and females can be difficult to
distinguish from one another morphologically, it is well
recognized that the sexes display behavioral differences in
locomotory activity, exploration, boldness and aggression
(Dahlbom et al., 2011; Dahlbom et al., 2012; Mustafa et al.,
2019; Genario et al., 2020; Dos Santos et al., 2021; Souza et al.,

2021). The sexes also differ markedly in responses to various
toxicants and pollutants (reviewed in (Genario et al., 2020)),
although for the case of ethanol no consensus has been reached.
While most acute exposure studies used a population containing
both sexes, and in many cases even reported an equal sex ratio,
results from both sexes were often pooled in the statistical analysis
(but see (Dlugos et al., 2011; Clayman et al., 2017; Goodman and
Wong, 2020; Souza et al., 2021)). One exception is a study by
Dlugos et al. (2011) who reported a greater increase in nearest
neighbor distance in groups of wild-type females compared to
males after exposure to 0.5% ethanol for 2 h, while males showed
a greater increase at the 1% (v/v) dose (Dlugos et al., 2011). In
addition, a recent study by Souza et al. (2021) found that the
behavior of short-fin zebrafish females towards a novel object was
affected by low concentrations (0.25 and 0.5% (v/v) for one hour)
where male behavior was unaffected. We asked the question, to
what extend the sex differences reported extrapolate to other
behavioral contexts and zebrafish strains, in particular to the
widely used AB strain. We wanted to include several proxies for
ethanol-induced effects on activity, exploration, shelter seeking
and risk-taking behavior while avoiding carry-over and test order
effects between different behavioral tests. We therefore chose to
use the recently developed zebrafish version of a multivariate test
arena used in over 40 rodent studies, the Multivariate Concentric
Square Field™(MCSF) (Bikovski et al., 2020; Vossen et al., 2022).

The zebrafish MCSF (zMCSF) arena consists of a central
square area surrounded by semi-sheltered corridors, a dark
corner roof (DCR), and an inclined ramp (Vossen et al.,
2022). These areas differ in illumination and elevation, are
sheltered or exposed to different degrees, and the arena cannot
be overseen from any of these areas. This design offers the animal
a free choice between several alternative locations of different
quality in terms of risk and safety, while also providing an
incentive for exploration. This generates a behavioral profile of
an individual within a single behavioral test. In a previous study,
we repeatedly tested male and female AB and wild-caught
zebrafish in this arena, and cross-validated the results with the
novel tank diving test (Vossen et al., 2022). This revealed no
major sex differences in exploratory behavior, except for a higher
locomotory activity in AB males compared to females. However,
we detected large differences between strains. AB zebrafish
avoided the risky area (inclined ramp), and often left one or
more zones unexplored. Wild zebrafish swam faster than AB and
spent more time on the ramp, but avoided the center of the arena.
The zMCSF was largely resilient to repeated testing. These results
led us to conclude that the zMCSF can distinguish between
different magnitudes and types of risk taking and shelter
seeking, which may also render a more fine-grained analysis of
the changes in behaviors induced by acute ethanol exposure
(Vossen et al., 2022).
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The aim of the current study was to investigate whether acute
ethanol exposure differentially affected behavioral profiles of
male and female AB zebrafish in the zMCSF. In previous
studies, the effect of 1% (v/v) acute ethanol exposure on
locomotory activity was inconsistent even within the AB strain
(Gerlai et al., 2008; Mathur and Guo, 2011; Tran and Gerlai,
2013) and AB appeared to be more tolerant than other strains
(Gerlai et al., 2008). We therefore chose to include one widely
used dose (1% v/v) and one higher dose (2% v/v) as suggested by
Gerlai and coworkers (Gerlai et al., 2008). Regarding the choice of
immersion duration, two zebrafish studies have reported that
brain and blood ethanol content reached a steady-state
concentration within 15–20 min (Dlugos and Rabin, 2003;
Echevarria et al., 2011) while another study saw a small but
significant increase from 15 to 30 min (Rosemberg et al., 2012).
Hence, we chose an immersion duration of 30 min.

2 MATERIALS AND METHODS

Experiments took place at the Department of Neuroscience,
located at the Biomedical Center of Uppsala University,
Sweden in October and November 2017. Ethical approval for
the use of animals was given by the Uppsala Regional Animal
Ethical Committee (permit C55/13), following the guidelines of
the Swedish Legislation on Animal Experimentation (Animal
Welfare Act SFS 1998:56) and the European Union Directive on
the Protection of Animals Used for Scientific Purposes (Directive
2010/63/EU).

2.1 Animals and Housing
A total of 51 adult zebrafish (23 females and 28 males, 19 months
old) of the AB strain were used in this study. Animals were
obtained from SciLifeLab (Evolutionary Biology Center, Uppsala
University), a local zebrafish facility that regularly obtains AB
strain zebrafish from the Zebrafish International Resource Center
(ZIRC at the University of Oregon Eugene). Animals were kept in
mixed-sex groups in a stand-alone system (Aquaneering, San
Diego, 117 United States) in 2.8L tanks supplied with
recirculating copper-free Uppsala municipal tap water (10%
daily exchange). Temperature was maintained at 27 ± 1.5 °C
and the photoperiod was 14L:10D (lights on at 07:00 a.m.).
Animals were fed twice a day with flakes (tropical energy
food, Aquatic 120 Nature, Roeslare, Belgium) and Artemia
brine shrimp (Argentemia Platinum Grade 0, Argent 121
Aquaculture, Redmond, United States). All animals were naïve
to behavioral testing.

2.2 Ethanol Exposure
One week before the start of behavioral testing, subjects were
randomly placed into one of three 2.8L rack system tanks
(Aquaneering, San Diego, United States); tank 1 (9 females, 9
males), tank 2 (10 females, 10 males) or tank 3 (9 males, 9
females). The sex of each individual was determined by visual
examination (in brief, extrusion of belly, ovipositor and color of
the anal fin (Gupta and Mullins, 2010)). The housing tanks were
kept in the rack system for 7 days prior to behavioral testing, to

ensure a stable dominance hierarchy within each dose group.
Immediately prior to behavioral testing, each fish was individually
immersed for 30 min into a 1.75L trapezoidal tank containing
1.0L rack system water mixed with 0, 1 or 2% (v/v) ethanol
(≥99.5%, VWR, Sweden). Exposure started no earlier than 30 min
after morning feeding. Immediately following ethanol (or
control) treatment, an individual zebrafish was transferred to
the zMCSF arena using a small net, and its behavior was video
recorded for 30 min.

2.3 The Zebrafish Multivariate Concentric
Square Field™ (zMCSF)
The multivariate concentric square field is a behavioral test arena
that was originally developed for rodents (Bikovski et al., 2020;
Meyerson et al., 2006). We recently translated the MCSF test to
zebrafish and quantified strain and sex differences as well as the
effect of repeated testing (Vossen et al., 2022). All behavioral tests
took place in a separate room located inside the aquarium room.
The experimenter was not present or visible during video
recordings. The zMCSF is a square tank (30 × 30 × 25.8 cm)
containing three objects; a roof, a corridor and a ramp, which are
placed around the walls thereby surrounding a central open area
(Figure 1). The arena is filled with 8L pre-heated copper-free
Uppsala municipal tap water (23 ± 2°C) creating a water depth of
10 cm. The water inside the arena is exchanged fully between
trials. An infrared backlight (Noldus, Wageningen, Netherlands)
is placed under the zMCSF arena and an infrared camera (JVC
SuperLoLux, Yokohama, Japan) on the ceiling records the
movement of the fish through the arena. Two photographic
lights (Walimex daylight 1,000, the Hague, Netherlands)
provide ambient lighting of 0.46 Lux (Lux meter, Fisher
Scientific LTD., Uppsala, Sweden). The arena is divided
(virtually) into 13 zones (Figure 1): the area where the animal
is released into the arena (START), a dark corner with a roof
(DCR), a semi-sheltered area consisting of two corridors (CORR1
and CORR2) and a corner (CORN), an inclined ramp leading
from high to low water depth (RAMP1-4), a central square
consisting of an central circle (CIRC) and the remnant of the
central square (CENT) and finally the remaining floor area that
does not belong to any of the other zones (REST). From previous
work on the zMCSF we derived that zebrafish seek shelter in the
DCR (and to some extend CORR1, CORN and CORR2), while
the RAMP zones (especially RAMP4) comprise high risk zones
for AB zebrafish (Vossen et al., 2022).

2.4 Video Tracking and Data Extraction
Videos were recorded and video tracked with Ethovision XT12
software (Noldus, Wageningen, the Netherlands). Behavioral
recording started 2 s after the animal was detected in the
arena and ended 30 min later. All trials were manually
assessed for possible tracking errors. We extracted six variables
from the tracks using Ethovision XT15 (Noldus, Wageningen,
Netherlands). For the whole arena we extracted duration in arena,
total distance moved (cm) and average velocity (cm s−1). For each
zone, we extracted the cumulative duration (s) in zone, frequency
of zone visits and latency (s) until first entry into zone. For the
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REST zone only the duration (s) in this zone could be extracted.
From these variables, we computed an additional five
ethologically relevant variables (Vossen et al., 2022). Total
activity was defined as the sum of all zone frequencies (zone
entries). Duration per visit (s) was computed as the total duration
in zone divided by the frequency of visits to that zone. Frequency
(%) was calculated as the frequency of visits to that zone divided
by total activity. Using the latency (s) variable, we derived the
number of zones entered by the fish, and if the fish had explored
all zones (yes or no). Finally, these same variables were extracted
from Ethovision over time, with one minute per time bin, which
was labeled the ‘minute bins dataset’.

2.5 Statistical Analyses
All statistical analyses were carried out in R statistical computing
software version 4.0.2 (R_Core_Team, 2020) with added packages
“lme4” (Bates et al., 2015), “emmeans” (Lenth, 2020)
“bestNormalize” (Peterson and Cavanaugh, 2019; Peterson, 2021)
and “ggplot2” (Wickham, 2016). We first explored the data by
conducting a principal component analysis (PCA) on each dataset,
using the “prcomp” function with scaling and centering of variables.

2.5.1 Statistical Analysis of Locomotory Activity
To evaluate the effect of ethanol dose (hereafter Dose) and the sex
of the individual (hereafter Sex) on total distance moved (cm) and
mean velocity (cm s−1) over the whole trial, we computed two
two-way ANOVAs with main effects of Dose and Sex plus the
interaction effect. Total activity was modelled with a generalized
linear model (GLM) with a negative binomial error distribution,
using the same explanatory variables. Post-hoc pairwise
comparisons with Bonferroni correction for multiple testing
were computed using the “emmeans” function.

Since these three activity variables followed a linear pattern
over time, this allowed for regression analyses on the minute bin

dataset using mixed-effect modeling which allows for inclusion of
repeated measurements on the same individuals. Distance moved
(cm) per minute and velocity (cm s−1) per minute were analyzed
with two linear mixed-effect models (LMMs) with fixed effects of
Dose and Sex and Minute and a random intercept of Individual.
The “emtrends” function was used to compare the slopes of the
different Dose/Sex groups. Total activity per minute was
modelled using a generalized linear mixed-effects model
(function “glmer.nb”) incorporating the same explanatory
variables as for distance moved (cm) and velocity (cm s−1) per
minute.

2.5.2 Statistical Analysis of Exploratory Behavior, Risk
Taking and Shelter Seeking
To evaluate exploratory behavior, we constructed a Poisson GLM
with the number of zones explored as a response variable and
Dose, Sex and their interaction as explanatory variables. In
addition, a binomial GLM with the same explanatory variables
was performed on the binary variable indicating whether all zones
had been visited.

Risk taking and shelter seeking were evaluated using zone-
specific variables total duration (s), average duration per visit (s)
and latency (s). A linear mixed-effects model (LMM) was
constructed with fixed effects of Zone, Dose and Sex and their
interactions and a random intercept of Individual. We applied a
log transformation on duration and duration per visit (log (y+1)).
Latency was transformed using an ordered quantile
normalization (“orderNorm” function (Peterson and
Cavanaugh, 2019)), a rank-based procedure, suggested by the
“bestNormalize” function (Peterson, 2021). For count variables
frequency and frequency (%) we computed a negative binomial
generalized linear mixed-effects model (GLMM), with the same
fixed and random effects, after a Poisson GLMM proved to suffer
from overdispersion. For all models, we computed post-hoc

FIGURE 1 | The zMCSF testing arena, which contains a dark corner roof (DCR), two walls building a corridor and corner (CORR1, CORN, CORR2), and an inclined
ramp creating decreasing water depth (RAMP1-4), all of which surround a central open area (CENT and CIRC). For exact measurements, see blueprints provided in
(Vossen et al., 2022). (A) 3Dmodel of the zMCSF arena. (B) Virtual division of zones in the arena, as seen by the ceiling mounted camera and used for video tracking with
Ethovision XT15 (Noldus, Wageningen, the Netherlands). Images reprinted from (Vossen et al., 2022). Abbreviations: CENT, center; CIRC, central circle; CORN,
corner; CORR, corridor; DCR, dark corner roof; REST, the part of the arena not designated to any other zone.
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comparisons with Bonferroni correction and we tested only for
effects within each Zone between all Dose/Sex groups.

The response variables did not show a linear pattern over time
(i.e. per minute), therefore the minute bins dataset could not be
analyzed using (G)LMMs. However, we provide the reader with
detailed graphs of duration (s) and frequency in zone per Dose/
Sex group for visual analysis.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Principal Component Analysis (PCA)
Individual principal component scores largely overlapped
between groups (Supplementary Figure S1A). Only the 2%
male group stood out, having a relatively low score on PC1
and PC2 score, indicative of a longer duration in DCR and low
activity. The loading plot showed a clear separation of the
variables from each zone (Supplementary Figure S1B).

3.2 Locomotory Activity
Males exposed to 2% ethanol showed a reduction in total
distance moved (ANOVA, t2,45 = 2.755, p = 0.025;
Figure 2A, Supplementary Table S1, S2) and mean velocity
compared to control males (ANOVA, t2,45 = 2.764, p = 0.025;
Supplementary Table S1, S2). No dose differences were
observed in females over the entire 30-min test (Figure 2A,
Supplementary Table S1, S2).

FIGURE 2 | Locomotory activity in the zMCSF ofmale and female AB zebrafish acutely exposed to 0, 1 or 2% (v/v) ethanol for 30 min. (A) Total distancemoved over
the 30-min trial (in cm; mean ± SEM per group) and (B) distance moved per minute (in cm; mean per group) by female (F; purple colors) and male (M; orange colors)
zebrafish exposed to 0% (controls; light shades), 1% ethanol (medium dark shades) or 2% ethanol (dark shades). Lines indicate the linear regression line and confidence
intervals (shaded) per Dose/Sex group.

TABLE 1 | Results of the linear mixed-effects model of Distance moved (cm) per minute, with fixed effects of Minute, Dose and Sex and all interactions, and a random
intercept of individual.

Response Explanatory Test statistic df p-value

Distance moved (cm) Dose F = 2.483 2, 61 0.087 -
Sex F = 0.714 1, 61 0.398 -
Minute F = 8.180 1, 1,473 0.004 **
Dose × Sex F = 2.151 2, 61 0.116 -
Dose × Min F = 10.648 1, 61 <0.001 ***
Sex × Min F = 0.193 1, 1,473 0.660 -
Dose × Sex × Min F = 18.788 2, 1,473 <0.001 ***

TABLE 2 | Post-hoc pair-wise comparisons between Dose/Sex groups in average
Distance moved (cm) per minute, averaged over all Minutes.

Contrast t ratio df p-value

Females 0–1% −1.085 2, 45 0.851 -
0–2% 0.041 2, 45 1.000 -
1–2% 1.089 2, 45 0.846 -

Males 0–1% 1.422 2, 45 0.486 -
0–2% 2.755 2, 45 0.025 *
1–2% 1.405 2, 45 0.501 -

Sex difference 0% −1.198 2, 45 0.237 -
1% 1.294 2, 45 0.202 -
2% 1.380 2, 45 0.174 -

TABLE 3 | Post-hoc pair-wise comparisons of the slope in Distance moved over
time, per Sex/Dose group.

Contrast t ratio df p-value

Females 0–1% 1.885 2, 1,473 0.144 -
0–2% −4.960 2, 1,473 <0.001 ***
1–2% −6.781 2, 1,473 <0.001 ***

Males 0–1% 2.798 2, 1,473 0.014 *
0–2% 2.802 2, 1,473 0.014 *
1–2% 0.076 2, 1,473 0.997 -

Sex difference 0% −3.070 2, 45 0.013 *
1% −2.200 2, 45 0.068 -
2% 6.780 2, 45 <0.001 ***
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FIGURE 3 | Exploration of the zMCSF arena by male and female AB zebrafish acutely exposed to 0, 1 or 2% (v/v) ethanol for 30 min. Within each graph, the data is presented per Dose/Sex group. The different
zones are presented in different columns. Rows contain different response variables: (A)Duration in zone (s), (B)Duration per visit in zone (s), (C) Frequency of zone entries, (D) Frequency of zone entries (as percentage of
the total number of zone entries) and (E) Latency (s) until first entry into a zone. Colors indicate Dose/Sex group as follows: females (purple colors) and males (orange colors) zebrafish exposed to 0% (controls; light
shades), 1% ethanol (medium dark shades) or 2% ethanol (dark shades). Bars represent mean ± SEM over the 30-min trial. Stars indicate significant differences (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001).
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Regression analyses over time revealed sex-specific effects of
Dose on activity patterns (Tables 1, 2, 3 and Figure 2B). Both
1% and 2% males showed a more negative slope in distance
moved over time compared to control males (LMM contrasts;
males 0 vs 1%: t2,1473 = 3.256, p = 0.014; t2,1473 = 3.344, p = 0.014;
Table 3 and Figure 2B). While control and 1% females showed a
decrease in distance moved over time, 2% females had a positive
slope in distance moved over time (LMM contrast; females 0 vs
2%: t2,1473 = -4.960, p < 0.001; 1 vs 2%: t2,1473 = -6.781, p < 0.001;
Table 3 and Figure 2B). Finally, the slope of males and females
differed significantly for the control dose (LMM contrast; t2,45 =
-3.070, p = 0.013) and 2% dose (LMM contrast, t2,45 = 6.780, p <
0.001), but not for the 1% dose (LMM contrast; t2,45 = -2.200, p =
0.068; Table 3 and Figure 2B). The patterns in velocity and total
activity were highly similar to distance moved (Supplementary
Table S2).

3.2.1 Exploratory Behavior, Risk Taking and Shelter
Seeking
In males, ethanol dose influenced whether or not a fish
explored all zones of the zMCSF (Poisson GLM, χ22,48 =
7.492, p = 0.024; Supplementary Table S2). While for 1%
males 9 out of 10 animals explored all zones, in 2% males,
only 3 out of 9 animals explored all zones (Supplementary
Table S1). Both ethanol dose and the sex of the fish influenced
how long and how often animals visited the zones of the
zMCSF, as indicated by significant three-way interactions
between Zone, Dose and Sex for variables duration in zone,
frequency in zone and percentage frequency in zone
(Supplementary Table S1, S2). Compared to control
males, 2% males spent shorter durations in RAMP1-4
(LMM contrasts; t22,309 = 3.215, p = 0.022; t22,309 = 3.612,
p = 0.005; t22,309 = 3.599, p = 0.006; t22,309 = 3.186, p = 0.024;
Figure 3A and Supplementary Table S1) and a longer
duration per visit in the DCR (LMM contrast, t22,392 =
-3.974, p = 0.001; Figure 3B and Supplementary Table
S1). Graphical analysis of duration and frequency in zone
over time revealed that the long visits to the DCR by the 2%
males were particularly pronounced in the last 10 minutes of
the test, a time at which control males explored RAMP1-4
(Supplementary Figure S2). While the 1% males also entered
RAMP1-4 less often (LMM contrasts; t22,309 = 3.288, p =
0.015; t22,309 = 4.195, p < 0.001; t22,309 = 3.872, p = 0.002;
t22,309 = 3.968, p = 0.001; Figures 3C,D and Supplementary
Table S1), they did not pay long visits to the DCR (LMM
contrast, t22,392 = -0.345, p = 1.000; Figure 3B and
Supplementary Table S1).

In contrast to males, in females pairwise comparisons
between control, 1% and 2% doses did not reveal any
significant differences in zone-related variables (Figure 3
and Supplementary Table S1). Control females
furthermore did not differ from control males for any zone
or variable (Figure 3 and Supplementary Table S1).
Although all female groups paid shorter visits to the DCR
than all male groups (LMM contrast, t10,383 = -3.372, p =
0.001), this effect was driven by the long visits to the DCR by
the 2% males.

4 DISCUSSION

In the present study, we exposed male and female zebrafish to
control, 1% or 2% ethanol (v/v) for 30 min, after which we
behaviorally phenotyped animals in the zMCSF test that we
recently described (Vossen et al., 2022). Ethanol treatment
differentially affected the behavior of female and male AB
zebrafish. The strongest effects of the acute ethanol exposure
were seen in the 2% male group, which showed a significant
reduction in locomotory activity throughout the entire test,
reduced risk taking, as indicated by spending less time on the
inclined ramp and increased shelter seeking by longer duration
per visit to the DCR. The 1% male group displayed effects in the
same direction but of smaller magnitude; this group also explored
the inclined ramp less, while no general reduction in activity nor
an increased duration per visit to the DCR could be detected.
Females exposed to 2% ethanol showed signs of lower activity
during the first 10 minutes of the test, but gradually increased
their activity over the test and became more active than both
control and 1% females in the last 10 minutes. Explorative
behavior was unaffected in 2% females. The 1% exposed
females showed no alterations in any of the measured behaviors.

4.1 Sex Differences in the Response to
Acute Ethanol Exposure
The observed effects of both the 1% and 2% dose on males may be
best interpreted as sedative effects, which likely arise from the
well-establishedmotor suppressing and intoxicating effect of high
ethanol doses (Koob et al., 1998). Although a reduced time on the
ramp and longer visits to the DCR are usually interpreted as lower
risk-taking and increased shelter seeking, respectively (Meyerson
et al., 2013; Vossen et al., 2022), an alternative explanation is that
the sedated males moved to the DCR to rest, thereby inevitably
reducing the time spent on ramp. Indeed, we previously found
that the majority of AB zebrafish choose the DCR as their “home
base” (Vossen et al., 2022), i.e. a location in which the animal
spends a disproportional amount of time and from which it
makes round trips in different directions, which is often the
preferred area for rest or sleep (Eilam and Golani, 1989; Stewart
et al., 2010).

The mixed stimulatory/depressant effects on locomotory
activity found in 2% females, with initial low activity followed
by hyperactivity, show a striking resemblance to that of female
mice exposed to an intermediate dose (Matchett and Erickson,
1977).While a low dose (0.5 or 1.0 g/kg i. p.) hadmild stimulatory
effects and a high dose (4.0 g/kg i. p.) produced a general
reduction in activity, an intermediate dose (2.0 g/kg i. p.)
produced first sedative followed by stimulatory effects on
spontaneous locomotory behavior (Matchett and Erickson,
1977). It is possible that zebrafish females quickly eliminated
the high ethanol dose from the blood (by ventilation or enzymatic
oxidation, or both), whereby the lower concentration at the end of
the test produced the stimulatory effect on locomotion. To test
this hypothesis, more data on the rate of ethanol elimination in
male and female zebrafish are needed. Hence, it seems that 2%
ethanol was an intermediate dose for female zebrafish while it
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constituted a high (sedative) dose for males. In other words, the
dose-response curve of female zebrafish was shifted towards the
right compared to males, making females the less affected sex in
this strain and possibly, in this species. To further map the dose-
response curve of both sexes, we suggest to behaviorally test
female AB zebrafish at doses above 2% to capture at what dose
sedative effects occur. In males, concentrations below 1% may
convey at what concentration stimulatory andmixed stimulatory/
depressant effects occur. It may also be necessary to increase the
test duration to be able to estimate recovery periods for all doses.

The sex differences observed in AB zebrafish may be partially
explained by the larger standardized weight of females compared to
males (Fulton’s condition factor (Fulton, 1902)). In a recent study
using AB zebrafish from the same supplier (Vossen et al., 2020), we
found females to have a 27% larger standardized weight (L.E. Vossen,
unpublished data). This might well translate into a larger aqueous
volume which renders a larger distribution volume for ethanol in
females, reducing blood alcohol concentrations (Smith et al., 2013).
Alternative explanations, such as a sex differences in absorption
(Klockhoff et al., 2002), metabolizing enzymes present in the liver
and stomach (Frezza et al., 1990; Baraona et al., 2001), an interaction
effectwith sex hormones (Dettling et al., 2008) or actual sex differences
in the sensitivity of the brain at equal blood alcohol concentrations
(Miller et al., 2009), as evident from human studies, should certainly
not be excluded. An important recent discovery concerns the role of a
brain metabolic pathway of ethanol in producing behavioral effects
typical of intoxication (Jin et al., 2021).

4.2 Lack of Sex Differences in Control
Animals
We observed few sex differences in unexposed AB strain females and
males in the zMCSF, in linewith our earlier study (Vossen et al., 2022).
At baseline, control males increased their activity over time while
control females showed a slight decrease, but we found no sex
differences in activity or exploration over the whole trial. In
conventional behavioral tests, female zebrafish often display a
more “shy” or “reactive” stress coping style than males. Although
there are considerable differences between strains and tests, females
tend to show increased levels of thigmotaxis and shelter seeking
(Dahlbom et al., 2011;Mustafa et al., 2019), a stronger diving response
(Mustafa et al., 2019), lower activity in a novel environment (Mustafa
et al., 2019) and more hesitation towards a novel object (Souza et al.,
2021) compared to males. The absence of a sex difference in control
animals in the zMCSF may be explained by the design of this arena
(Vossen et al., 2022). Since males often display a higher activity in
conventional tests, this may “drive” them into the center of the open
field, the top zone of a novel tank diving arena, or the white
compartment of a light/dark test, simply because there are no
other zones to move in. In the zMCSF, the risky areas only
comprise a small part of the arena, therefore a move into this area
may be a more active choice for exploration versus shelter seeking.
Hence the zMCSF may allow for a clearer separation between
locomotory and explorative activity. Indeed, a study on acute
ethanol exposure in male Wistar rats using the MCSF arena
showed motor stimulative effects at a low ethanol dose (0.5 g/kg i.
p.) and sedative effects at dose (1.5 g/kg i. p.) not commonly reported

to induce sedation in conventional behavioral tests (Karlsson and
Roman, 2016).

4.3 On the Use of the AB Strain
Our results stand in contrast to a study by Souza et al. (2021),
where a different strain of zebrafish (short-fin zebrafish from a
local pet store in Brazil) was exposed to 0, 0.25, 0.5 or 1.0% (v/v)
ethanol for one hour, and subsequently tested in a novel object
test (Souza et al., 2021). Both sexes showed a reduction in
locomotory activity in response to the 1.0% dose. While
control females spent less time in the center of the arena than
control males, 0.25% exposed females spent equal time in the
center as males. Compared to males exposed to the same dose,
0.5% exposed females swam faster towards and kept a greater
distance to, the novel object and spentmore time in the peripheral
zone. The results were interpreted as an anxiolytic effect of 0.5%
ethanol in females, that was absent in males (Souza et al., 2021).
One explanation for the discrepancy between the studies may lie
in the use of different strains. It has been noted before that AB
zebrafish in general show aberrant behavior (Gerlai et al., 2008;
Gorissen et al., 2015; Vossen et al., 2020) and more specifically,
display a distinct response to ethanol in comparison to other
strains, both in terms of behavior and monoamine
neurotransmitter release (Gerlai et al., 2008; Gerlai et al.,
2009). Nonetheless, most mutant strains are derived from the
AB strain, which makes the characterization of the
pharmacological responses in this specific strain important.
Furthermore, it seems that results obtained on AB zebrafish
are coherent within this strain. For example, similar sex-
specific effects as found herein were detected in AB zebrafish
exposed to environmental concentrations (μg L−1 range) of the
anxiolytic benzodiazepine oxazepam (Vossen et al., 2020). AB
males showed a dose-dependent increase in duration in the
bottom of a diving arena and an associated decrease in
velocity, indicative of a sedative effect, while AB females were
largely unaffected at all concentrations (Vossen et al., 2020).

4.4 Conclusions
We found significant sex differences in the effect of acute ethanol
exposure (1 or 2% (v/v) for 30min) on adult zebrafish behavior in a
complex test arena, the zMCSF. Females were more tolerant, showing
mixed depressive/stimulatory effects on locomotory behavior for the 2%
dose. Males displayed clear signs of sedation as indicated by reduced
activity and exploration and retreat to the sheltered area under the 2%
dose, and to a lesser extendunder 1% exposure.Ourfindings emphasize
the importance of explicitly including effects of sex (Souza et al., 2021)
and time course (Tran and Gerlai, 2013; Pannia et al., 2014) in analyses
of behavioral experiments on adult zebrafish. The use of the zMCSF test
may have enabled a clearer distinction between locomotory activity and
risk-taking/shelter seeking behavior. However, further pharmacological
validation of the zMCSF test is needed.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The data generated for this study can be found on figshare with
the identifier https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.18258962.

Frontiers in Pharmacology | www.frontiersin.org June 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 8539368

Vossen et al. Sex-Specific Behavioral Effects of Ethanol

https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.18258962
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology#articles


ETHICS STATEMENT

The animal study was reviewed and approved by the Uppsala
Regional Animal Ethical Committee (permit C55/13), following
the guidelines of the Swedish Legislation on Animal
Experimentation (Animal Welfare Act SFS1998:56) and the
European Union Directive on the Protection of Animals Used
for Scientific Purposes (Directive 2010/63/EU).

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

ER conceptualized and designed the study and supervised RB
and PR. SW provided supervision and resources. RB and PR
performed the experiments. LV validated, curated and
visualized the data, conducted the statistical analyses and
wrote the first draft of the manuscript. All authors
contributed to manuscript revision, read, and approved the
submitted version.

FUNDING

This work was supported by grants from the Torvald and Britta
Gahlins Foundation, the Carl Tryggers Foundation (CTS 20:352)
and the Facias Foundation (all to ER).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank MSc Nikita Tjernström, Dr Arshi Mustafa,
and the staff of the Technical Service at BMC and the Uppsala
University Behavioral Facility (UUBF), Disciplinary Domain of
Medicine and Pharmacy, Uppsala University.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The SupplementaryMaterial for this article can be found online at:
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fphar.2022.853936/
full#supplementary-material

REFERENCES

Abrahao, K. P., Salinas, A. G., and Lovinger, D. M. (2017). Alcohol and the Brain:
Neuronal Molecular Targets, Synapses, and Circuits. Neuron 96, 1223–1238.
doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2017.10.032

Baraona, E., Abittan, C. S., Dohmen, K., Moretti, M., Pozzato, G., Chayes, Z. W.,
et al. (2001). Gender Differences in Pharmacokinetics of Alcohol. Alcohol Clin.
Exp. Res. 25, 502–507. doi:10.1111/j.1530-0277.2001.tb02242.x

Bates, D., Mächler, M., Bolker, B., and Walker, S. (2015). Fitting Linear Mixed-
Effects Models Using Lme4. J. Stat. Softw. 67, 1–48. doi:10.18637/jss.v067.i01

Bell, R. L., Hauser, S. R., Liang, T., Sari, Y., Maldonado-Devincci, A., and Rodd, Z.
A. (2017). Rat Animal Models for Screening Medications to Treat Alcohol Use
Disorders. Neuropharmacology 122, 201–243. doi:10.1016/j.neuropharm.2017.
02.004

Bikovski, L., Robinson, L., Konradsson-Geuken, A., Kullander, K., Viereckel, T.,
Winberg, S., et al. (2020). Lessons, Insights and Newly Developed Tools
Emerging from Behavioral Phenotyping Core Facilities. J. Neurosci. Methods
334, 108597. doi:10.1016/j.jneumeth.2020.108597

Calabrese, E. J., and Baldwin, L. A. (2003). Ethanol and Hormesis. Crit. Rev.
Toxicol. 33, 407–424. doi:10.1080/713611043

Carvan, M. J., 3rd, Loucks, E., Weber, D. N., and Williams, F. E. (2004). Ethanol
Effects on the Developing Zebrafish: Neurobehavior and Skeletal
Morphogenesis. Neurotoxicol Teratol. 26, 757–768. doi:10.1016/j.ntt.2004.
06.016

Clayman, C. L., Malloy, E. J., Kearns, D. N., and Connaughton, V. P. (2017).
Differential Behavioral Effects of Ethanol Pre-exposure in Male and Female
Zebrafish (Danio rerio). Behav. Brain Res. 335, 174–184. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2017.
08.007

Dahlbom, S. J., Backström, T., Lundstedt-Enkel, K., and Winberg, S. (2012).
Aggression and Monoamines: Effects of Sex and Social Rank in Zebrafish
(Danio rerio). Behav. Brain Res. 228, 333–338. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2011.12.011

Dahlbom, S. J., Lagman, D., Lundstedt-Enkel, K., Sundström, L. F., andWinberg, S.
(2011). Boldness Predicts Social Status in Zebrafish (Danio rerio). PLoS One 6,
e23565. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0023565

Dettling, A., Skopp, G., Graw, M., and Haffner, H. T. (2008). The Influence of Sex
Hormones on the Elimination Kinetics of Ethanol. Forensic Sci. Int. 177, 85–89.
doi:10.1016/j.forsciint.2007.11.002

Dlugos, C. A., Brown, S. J., and Rabin, R. A. (2011). Gender Differences in Ethanol-
Induced Behavioral Sensitivity in Zebrafish. Alcohol 45, 11–18. doi:10.1016/j.
alcohol.2010.08.018

Dlugos, C. A., and Rabin, R. A. (2003). Ethanol Effects on Three Strains of
Zebrafish: Model System for Genetic Investigations. Pharmacol. Biochem.
Behav. 74, 471–480. doi:10.1016/s0091-3057(02)01026-2

Dos Santos, B. E., Giacomini, A. C. V. V., Marcon, L., Demin, K. A., Strekalova, T.,
de Abreu, M. S., et al. (2021). Sex Differences Shape Zebrafish Performance in a
Battery of Anxiety Tests and in Response to Acute Scopolamine Treatment.
Neurosci. Lett. 759, 135993. doi:10.1016/j.neulet.2021.135993

Echevarria, D. J., Toms, C. N., and Jouandot, D. J. (2011). Alcohol-induced
Behavior Change in Zebrafish Models. Rev. Neurosci. 22, 85–93. doi:10.
1515/RNS.2011.010

Eilam, D., and Golani, I. (1989). Home Base Behavior of Rats (Rattus norvegicus)
Exploring a Novel Environment. Behav. Brain Res. 34, 199–211. doi:10.1016/
s0166-4328(89)80102-0

Frezza, M., Di Padova, C., Pozzato, G., Terpin, M., Baraona, E., and Lieber, C. S.
(1990). High Blood Alcohol Levels in Women. The Role of Decreased Gastric
Alcohol Dehydrogenase Activity and First-Pass Metabolism. N. Engl. J. Med.
322, 95–99. doi:10.1056/NEJM199001113220205

Fulton, T. W. (1902).The Rate of Growth of Fishes, Annual Report of the Fishery
Board for Scotland. Edinburgh: Neill and Co.

Gebauer, D. L., Pagnussat, N., Piato, A. L., Schaefer, I. C., Bonan, C. D., and Lara, D.
R. (2011). Effects of Anxiolytics in Zebrafish: Similarities and Differences
between Benzodiazepines, Buspirone and Ethanol. Pharmacol. Biochem.
Behav. 99, 480–486. doi:10.1016/j.pbb.2011.04.021

Genario, R., de Abreu, M. S., Giacomini, A. C. V. V., Demin, K. A., and Kalueff, A.
V. (2020). Sex Differences in Behavior and Neuropharmacology of Zebrafish.
Eur. J. Neurosci. 52, 2586–2603. doi:10.1111/ejn.14438

Gerlai, R., Ahmad, F., and Prajapati, S. (2008). Differences in Acute Alcohol-
Induced Behavioral Responses Among Zebrafish Populations. Alcohol Clin.
Exp. Res. 32, 1763–1773. doi:10.1111/j.1530-0277.2008.00761.x

Gerlai, R., Chatterjee, D., Pereira, T., Sawashima, T., and Krishnannair, R. (2009).
Acute and Chronic Alcohol Dose: Population Differences in Behavior and
Neurochemistry of Zebrafish. Genes Brain Behav. 8, 586–599. doi:10.1111/j.
1601-183X.2009.00488.x

Gerlai, R., Lahav, M., Guo, S., and Rosenthal, A. (2000). Drinks like a Fish: Zebra
Fish (Danio rerio) as a Behavior Genetic Model to Study Alcohol Effects.
Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 67, 773–782. doi:10.1016/s0091-3057(00)00422-6

Gerlai, R., Lee, V., and Blaser, R. (2006). Effects of Acute and Chronic Ethanol
Exposure on the Behavior of Adult Zebrafish (Danio rerio). Pharmacol.
Biochem. Behav. 85, 752–761. doi:10.1016/j.pbb.2006.11.010

Gerlai, R. (2003). Zebra Fish: An Uncharted Behavior Genetic Model. Behav.
Genet. 33, 461–468. doi:10.1023/a:1025762314250

Frontiers in Pharmacology | www.frontiersin.org June 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 8539369

Vossen et al. Sex-Specific Behavioral Effects of Ethanol

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fphar.2022.853936/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fphar.2022.853936/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.10.032
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-0277.2001.tb02242.x
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v067.i01
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2017.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2017.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2020.108597
https://doi.org/10.1080/713611043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ntt.2004.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ntt.2004.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2017.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2017.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0023565
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2007.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcohol.2010.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcohol.2010.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0091-3057(02)01026-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2021.135993
https://doi.org/10.1515/RNS.2011.010
https://doi.org/10.1515/RNS.2011.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0166-4328(89)80102-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0166-4328(89)80102-0
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJM199001113220205
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2011.04.021
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejn.14438
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-0277.2008.00761.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-183X.2009.00488.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-183X.2009.00488.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0091-3057(00)00422-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2006.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1025762314250
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology#articles


Goodman, A. C., and Wong, R. Y. (2020). Differential Effects of Ethanol on
Behavior and GABAA Receptor Expression in Adult Zebrafish (Danio rerio)
with Alternative Stress Coping Styles. Sci. Rep. 10, 13076. doi:10.1038/s41598-
020-69980-2

Gorissen, M., Manuel, R., Pelgrim, T. N., Mes, W., de Wolf, M. J., Zethof, J., et al.
(2015). Differences in Inhibitory Avoidance, Cortisol and Brain Gene
Expression in TL and AB Zebrafish. Genes Brain Behav. 14, 428–438.
doi:10.1111/gbb.12220

Gupta, T., and Mullins, M. C. (2010). Dissection of Organs from the Adult
Zebrafish. J. Vis. Exp. 2010, 1717. doi:10.3791/1717

Jin, S., Cao, Q., Yang, F., Zhu, H., Xu, S., Chen, Q., et al. (2021). Brain Ethanol
Metabolism by Astrocytic ALDH2 Drives the Behavioural Effects of Ethanol
Intoxication. Nat. Metab. 3, 337–351. doi:10.1038/s42255-021-00357-z

Karlsson, O., and Roman, E. (2016). Dose-dependent Effects of Alcohol
Administration on Behavioral Profiles in the MCSF Test. Alcohol 50, 51–56.
doi:10.1016/j.alcohol.2015.10.003

Klockhoff, H., Näslund, I., and Jones, A. W. (2002). Faster Absorption of Ethanol
and Higher Peak Concentration in Women after Gastric Bypass Surgery. Br.
J. Clin. Pharmacol. 54, 587–591. doi:10.1046/j.1365-2125.2002.01698.x

Koob, G. F., Roberts, A. J., Schulteis, G., Parsons, L. H., Heyser, C. J., Hyytiä, P.,
et al. (1998). Neurocircuitry Targets in Ethanol Reward and Dependence.
Alcohol Clin. Exp. Res. 22, 3–9. doi:10.1111/j.1530-0277.1998.tb03611.x

Lenth, R. (2020). Emmeans: Estimated Marginal Means, Aka Least-Squares Means.
Am. Statistician 34 (4), 216–221. Available at: https://github.com/rvlenth/
emmeans

Liu, K., Petree, C., Requena, T., Varshney, P., and Varshney, G. K. (2019).
Expanding the CRISPR Toolbox in Zebrafish for Studying Development and
Disease. Front. Cell Dev. Biol. 7, 13. doi:10.3389/fcell.2019.00013

Lockwood, B., Bjerke, S., Kobayashi, K., and Guo, S. (2004). Acute Effects of
Alcohol on Larval Zebrafish: a Genetic System for Large-Scale Screening.
Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 77, 647–654. doi:10.1016/j.pbb.2004.01.003

Matchett, J. A., and Erickson, C. K. (1977). Alteration of Ethanol-Induced Changes
in Locomotor Activity by Adrenergic Blockers in Mice. Psychopharmacol. Berl.
52, 201–206. doi:10.1007/BF00439111

Mathur, P., and Guo, S. (2011). Differences of Acute versus Chronic Ethanol
Exposure on Anxiety-like Behavioral Responses in Zebrafish. Behav. Brain Res.
219, 234–239. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2011.01.019

Meyerson, B. J., Augustsson, H., Berg, M., and Roman, E. (2006). The Concentric
Square Field: A Multivariate Test Arena for Analysis of Explorative Strategies.
Behav. Brain Res. 168, 100–113. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2005.10.020

Meyerson, B. J., Jurek, B., and Roman, E. (2013). A Rank-Order Procedure Applied
to an Ethoexperimental Behavior Model-The Multivariate Concentric Square
Field&lt;sup&gt;TM &lt;/sup&gt;(MCSF) Test. Jbbs 03, 350–361. doi:10.4236/
jbbs.2013.34035

Miller, M. A., Weafer, J., and Fillmore, M. T. (2009). Gender Differences in Alcohol
Impairment of Simulated Driving Performance and Driving-Related Skills.
Alcohol Alcohol 44, 586–593. doi:10.1093/alcalc/agp051

Mustafa, A., Roman, E., and Winberg, S. (2019). Boldness in Male and Female
Zebrafish (Danio rerio) Is Dependent on Strain and Test. Front. Behav.
Neurosci. 13, 248. doi:10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00248

Pannia, E., Tran, S., Rampersad, M., and Gerlai, R. (2014). Acute Ethanol Exposure
Induces Behavioural Differences in Two Zebrafish (Danio rerio) Strains: a Time
Course Analysis. Behav. Brain Res. 259, 174–185. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2013.11.006

Peterson, R. A., and Cavanaugh, J. E. (2019). Ordered Quantile Normalization: a
Semiparametric Transformation Built for the Cross-Validation Era. J. Appl.
Statistics 47 (13-15), 1–16. doi:10.1080/02664763.2019.1630372

Peterson, R. A. (2021). Finding Optimal Normalizing Transformations via
bestNormalize. R J. 13, 310–329. doi:10.32614/rj-2021-041

Pohorecky, L. A. (1977). Biphasic Action of Ethanol. Biobehav. Rev. 1, 231–240.
doi:10.1016/0147-7552(77)90025-0

Poznyak, V., and Rekve, D. (2018). “Global Status Report on Alcohol and Health
2018. Geneva: World Health Organization,” 450.

R Core Team (2020). A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing.
Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing.

Rosemberg, D. B., Braga, M. M., Rico, E. P., Loss, C. M., Córdova, S. D., Mussulini,
B. H., et al. (2012). Behavioral Effects of Taurine Pretreatment in Zebrafish
Acutely Exposed to Ethanol. Neuropharmacology 63, 613–623. doi:10.1016/j.
neuropharm.2012.05.009

Smith, D. L., Jr., Barry, R. J., Powell, M. L., Nagy, T. R., D’Abramo, L. R., and
Watts, S. A. (2013). Dietary Protein Source Influence on Body Size and
Composition in Growing Zebrafish. Zebrafish 10, 439–446. doi:10.1089/
zeb.2012.0864

Souza, T. P., Franscescon, F., Stefanello, F. V., Müller, T. E., Santos, L. W.,
and Rosemberg, D. B. (2021). Acute Effects of Ethanol on Behavioral
Responses of Male and Female Zebrafish in the Open Field Test with the
Influence of a Non-familiar Object. Behav. Process. 191, 104474. doi:10.
1016/j.beproc.2021.104474

Stewart, A., Cachat, J., Wong, K., Gaikwad, S., Gilder, T., DiLeo, J., et al. (2010).
Homebase Behavior of Zebrafish in Novelty-Based Paradigms. Behav. Process.
85, 198–203. doi:10.1016/j.beproc.2010.07.009

Tran, S., and Gerlai, R. (2013). Time-course of Behavioural Changes Induced by
Ethanol in Zebrafish (Danio rerio). Behav. Brain Res. 252, 204–213. doi:10.
1016/j.bbr.2013.05.065

Vossen, L. E., Červený, D., Sen Sarma, O., Thörnqvist, P. O., Jutfelt, F., Fick,
J., et al. (2020). Low Concentrations of the Benzodiazepine Drug
Oxazepam Induce Anxiolytic Effects in Wild-Caught but Not in
Laboratory Zebrafish. Sci. Total Environ. 703, 134701. doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2019.134701

Vossen, L. E., Brunberg, R., Rådén, P., Winberg, S., and Roman, E. (2022). The
Zebrafish Multivariate Concentric Square Field: A Standardized Test for
Behavioral Profiling of Zebrafish (Danio rerio). Front. Behav. Neurosci. 16.
744533. doi:10.3389/fnbeh.2022.744533

Wickham, H. (2016). ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis. New York:
Springer-Verlag.

Conflict of Interest: 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.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Vossen, Brunberg, Rådén, Winberg and Roman. This is an open-
access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted,
provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) 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.

Frontiers in Pharmacology | www.frontiersin.org June 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 85393610

Vossen et al. Sex-Specific Behavioral Effects of Ethanol

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-69980-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-69980-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/gbb.12220
https://doi.org/10.3791/1717
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42255-021-00357-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcohol.2015.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2125.2002.01698.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-0277.1998.tb03611.x
https://github.com/rvlenth/emmeans
https://github.com/rvlenth/emmeans
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcell.2019.00013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2004.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00439111
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2005.10.020
https://doi.org/10.4236/jbbs.2013.34035
https://doi.org/10.4236/jbbs.2013.34035
https://doi.org/10.1093/alcalc/agp051
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00248
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2013.11.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/02664763.2019.1630372
https://doi.org/10.32614/rj-2021-041
https://doi.org/10.1016/0147-7552(77)90025-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2012.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2012.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1089/zeb.2012.0864
https://doi.org/10.1089/zeb.2012.0864
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beproc.2021.104474
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beproc.2021.104474
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beproc.2010.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2013.05.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2013.05.065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134701
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134701
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2022.744533
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology#articles

	Sex-Specific Effects of Acute Ethanol Exposure on Locomotory Activity and Exploratory Behavior in Adult Zebrafish (Danio rerio)
	1 Introduction
	2 Materials and Methods
	2.1 Animals and Housing
	2.2 Ethanol Exposure
	2.3 The Zebrafish Multivariate Concentric Square Field™ (zMCSF)
	2.4 Video Tracking and Data Extraction
	2.5 Statistical Analyses
	2.5.1 Statistical Analysis of Locomotory Activity
	2.5.2 Statistical Analysis of Exploratory Behavior, Risk Taking and Shelter Seeking


	3 Results
	3.1 Principal Component Analysis (PCA)
	3.2 Locomotory Activity
	3.2.1 Exploratory Behavior, Risk Taking and Shelter Seeking


	4 Discussion
	4.1 Sex Differences in the Response to Acute Ethanol Exposure
	4.2 Lack of Sex Differences in Control Animals
	4.3 On the Use of the AB Strain
	4.4 Conclusions

	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References


