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Using the tube test to measure social hierarchy
in mice
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Investigation of the neural mechanisms underlying social hierarchy requires a reliable and effective behavioral test.
The tube test is a simple and robust behavioral assay that we recently validated as a reliable measure of social hierarchy
in mice. The test was demonstrated to produce results largely consistent with the results seen when using other
dominance measures, including the warm spot test, territory urine marking or the courtship ultrasound vocalization test.
Here, we describe a step-by-step procedure to use the tube test to measure dominance within a cage of four male
C57/BL6 mice as an example application. The procedure comprises three stages: habituation, training to pass through the
tube, and the tube test itself. The social rank of each mouse is determined by the number of wins it gains when competing
against the other three cagemates. A stable rank is derived when all mice maintain the same ranking for 4 consecutive
days. The time required to acquire a stable rank usually varies from 4 to 14 d. An additional 5 d is required for habituation
and training.

Introduction
Social hierarchy is a fundamental self-organizing scheme in most animal societies by which group
members maintain relatively dominant or subordinate statuses to determine access to resources1–4.
As one of the most robust forms of animal behavior, social hierarchy has a profound impact on
individuals’ survival, reproductive success, health and other behaviors3,5–8. Indeed, dominance,
together with the level of arousal, and positive versus negative affect, is considered to be one of the
three major dimensions that describes all emotions9–11. A stable hierarchy is also essential in
minimizing unnecessary ﬁghts among group members12. Despite its importance to societies and
individuals, understanding of the mechanisms underlying social hierarchy at the neural, behavioral
and cognitive level is limited. To investigate the mechanisms underlying social hierarchy, a robust and
reliable behavioral assay is essential.
Social dominance is operationally deﬁned as consistent winning in social conﬂicts when incompatible motivational priorities exist among individuals13–15. On the basis of this deﬁnition, several
behavioral measures have been developed in the laboratory setting to measure the social dominance
relationship. One such assay, the tube test, is based on an ecologically relevant resource, use of space.
It models a right-of-way type of confrontation, which is common in the wild. After being trained to
walk forward through a narrow tube, two mice are set to meet in the middle of the tube16,17. Because
the tube allows only one mouse to pass at a time, this creates incompatible motivational priorities,
and one of these two mice has to give way to the other. This protocol describes how to use this assay
to measure social dominance.
Other behavioral assays are also available. In the food competition test, which has been used in
rodents18,19, chickens20 and pigs21, dominance is indicated by food consumed or weight change when
highly appetitive food is provided or when food is restricted22,23. In the water competition test, a pair
of water-deprived rats19,23 or mice24 competes for a single and limited source of water23,25. In the
recently developed warm spot test26,27, which utilizes animals’ natural desire to stay warm, four
cagemate mice compete for a small warm corner in an ice-cold cage. Moreover, territory urine
marking28,29, allogrooming30–33, ultrasonic courtship vocalization34–36, and offensive and defensive
behaviors in a large vivarium37 have also been used to determine dominance.
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Development and overview of tube test
The tube test was ﬁrst established to evaluate dominance tendencies among different mouse strains
half a century ago16 and was afterward used to score the phenotype of genetically modiﬁed mouse
lines38–40. In the tube test, two mice enter a narrow tube from opposite ends and meet in the middle.
The mouse that forces the opponent out of its way is designated as the ‘winner’ and dominant. The
one that retreats out of the tube ﬁrst is designated as the ‘loser’ and subordinate.
We recently applied the tube test to cagemates for the ﬁrst time and validated the tube test
as a reliable measure of social hierarchy in C57BL/6J cagemate mice on the basis of its transitivity,
stability and consistency with several other dominance measures17. Speciﬁcally, for transitivity, we
found that if mouse A beats mouse B and mouse B beats mouse C, then during 95% of tests (n = 264)
mouse A will beat mouse C. For stability, we found that 86% (n = 162) of any two mice maintain
their relative tube test rank on 2 consecutive days, and for any four-mouse cage, 59% (n = 216) of
cages maintain identical ranks to those seen on the previous day. For consistency with other dominance measures, we found that dominant mice in the tube test also tend to show less weight
reduction in the visible burrow system, display more agonistic behavior in a new cage, make more
urine marks and produce more ultrasonic vocalization toward females17. Among the seven
cages showing a barber-like phenomenon, six barber mice had the top rank in the tube test17. Other
studies have also reported the correlation of tube test dominance with barber behavior31,32,40, urine
marking41 and warm spot competition26. The tube test can also be subjected to video analysis of
detailed behaviors. By quantifying voluntary behavior (e.g., push initiation) and coping response
(pushback, resistance and retreat), one can gain insights into the potential internal states of mice.
Thus, the tube test appears to be simple, robust and reliable, permitting detailed quantiﬁcation of
dominance-related behaviors42.
In an older version of the tube test16, the apparatus and procedure are relatively complicated.
The earlier apparatus included one tube, two goal boxes attached at both ends of the tube and
three doors, two at the entrances connecting to the goal boxes and one in the middle of the
tube. Before the tube test, mice were deprived of food to maintain 85% of normal weight. In the
training and testing stages, mice were given a food reward in the goal box after passing through
the tube and forcing the opponent out16. We simpliﬁed the apparatus, using only a transparent
plastic tube without goal boxes, doors or dividers (unless these were required for a speciﬁc
application such as calcium imaging, see ‘Modiﬁcations of the tube test’)17. We compared tube
test results in the presence and absence of food deprivation and food reward and found no
substantial difference in transitivity or stability. We therefore simpliﬁed the procedure, removing
the food-deprivation and reward steps, and thus eliminating food reward as a confounder in the
behavioral outcome17.
Advantages and limitations of the tube test
The tube test has several advantages over other methods measuring social dominance. First, compared with assays based on scoring offensive and defensive behaviors, or food and water competition23,37, which often require a large and complicated vivarium, hours of videotaping, animal tracking
and behavior quantiﬁcation, the tube test uses easy procedures and scoring, and requires only simple
equipment (a plastic tube). Second, unlike the social defeat, resident intruder or other aggressionbased assays, the tube test does not involve vicious attacks and minimizes physical injuries. Third,
tube test results are robust and highly penetrant: almost every mouse can obtain a tube test rank. This
is in contrast to the barber test, in which the occurrence of a barber is low, or the ultrasound
vocalization test, in which not every mouse would produce ultrasound.
Clearly, few animal models can fully model the situation seen in the wild or in human society, and
all have some limitations and caveats. The tube test also has its limitations. First, in wild-type mice,
many factors, such as age, weight and basal stress level, can affect the results of the tube test. Indeed,
the effect of stress when undertaking the tube test is itself a topic that is worth studying43,44. To
minimize contributions from these confounding factors, mouse age and weight should be matched,
and acute stress should be minimized through habituation and training procedures. Second, in
mutant or manipulated mice, defects in social recognition, social memory and locomotion can also
affect the tube test results. Necessary control experiments must be performed before conclusions
about social dominance can be made. Given that each individual behavioral assay can be affected by
multiple factors, we strongly suggest using more than two dominance measures, for example, by also
carrying out the warm spot test, or territory urine marking or ultrasonic courtship vocalization assays,
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in addition to the tube test. The additional assay used should be based on different sensory or motor
properties to increase conﬁdence in the conclusions reached regarding social dominance. Third, care
must be taken when extending the tube test as a dominance measure to other mouse strains or rodent
species. Although a good correlation between the tube test and other dominance measures has been
established in C57/BL6 mice17,26,31–33,35,40,41 and Lister Hooded rats22, when comparing dominance
tendencies among different mouse or rat strains, some earlier studies reported that the strains that
advance in the tube test do not tend to dominate in tests of food competition or ﬁghting45,46. In these
studies, dominance relationships were compared across different strains of mice or rats. It may be
debatable whether it is more appropriate to test dominance among individuals within the same strain,
which naturally form a social structure. Nevertheless, when using the tube test for a new strain,
gender or rodent species, it is highly recommended that correlation between the results of tube test
and other dominance measures be examined ﬁrst. Fourth, attention also needs to be paid to how
animals win in the tube test, in addition to the simple outcome of winning or losing. An earlier study
showed that administration of marijuana extract Δ9-trans-tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) to rats
increased winning in the tube test47,48, but that the THC-treated rat tended to ‘freeze’ in the tube until
its opponent eventually retreated. Quantiﬁcation of push, resistance and retreat behaviors should be
used to exclude this kind of ‘winning’.

Applications of the tube test
As a simple and robust assay for social dominance, the tube test allows the investigation of the neural
mechanisms underlying social hierarchy, including the neural circuit basis17,43,49, hormonal regulation50, the dynamics of hierarchical structure26,51, and the contribution from internal states and
external factors26. Furthermore, because dominance is one of the strongest factors affecting animal
behaviors, the tube test also provides an opportunity to examine the relationship between social status
and various behaviors such as reward motivation, addiction52, learning and memory, territorial
behavior41, social interaction53,54 and vulnerability to depression43. Finally, the tube test has also been
used to investigate social dominance in mouse models of neuropsychiatric disorders such as schizophrenia40, fragile X syndrome55, major depression56 and autism spectrum disorder57. In summary,
the tube test provides a unique opportunity for researchers who are interested in exploring the
neural mechanisms of social hierarchy and studying various behaviors and phenomena related to
social hierarchy.
So far, the tube test has been applied to several different species. We have conducted tube tests in
the adult (8–14 weeks old) male C57BL/6J strain and found good correlations with other dominance
measures17. Other studies have used adult (10–12 weeks old, 30–35 g) male mice of the ICR strain50,
adult58 and juvenile59 male rats of the Sprague–Dawley strain, and adult (11–13.5 weeks old) prairie
voles of both sexes52. Some of these studies have demonstrated a correlation between the results of the
tube test and other dominance measures such as the resource competition task among outbred male
Lister Hooded rats22.
Experimental design
Our protocol for measuring social hierarchy consists of three main stages: habituation (3 d), training
(2 d) and testing (at least 4 d). In the habituation stage, mice are handled to reduce stress. In the
training stage, mice are trained to walk forward through the tube from both ends of the tube. In the
testing stage, mice are tested in a pair-wise fashion in the tube. Tests are conducted among
cagemates using a round-robin design, and mouse rank is assessed by the number of times a
particular mouse wins17. The rank is considered stable when all mice maintain the same ranking for
4 consecutive days.
Habituation (Step 1)
The habituation stage aims to reduce stress and anxiety when mice are handled and exposed to the
tube. In our lab, mice are imported from external providers and travel time is ~6 h on the road. We
recommend that mice be group housed and allowed to rest for at least 7 d in the animal facility before
habituation starts. Handling helps to familiarize mice with the experimenters, which takes 1–2 min
per mouse per day. For pre-exposure, we put a short habituation tube into the home cage to
familiarize mice with the tube. Handling and placement of the habituation tube can start 3 d before
the tube test.
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Fig. 1 | Tubes. a, A tube with a 15-mm slit for optogenetics and tetrode recording experiments (left); a tube with an
inside diameter of 30 mm, for testing adult C57BL/6J males (middle); and a tube with an inside diameter of 26 mm,
for testing adult C57BL/6J females (right). The tubes mentioned above are 30 cm long. b, A 60-cm-long tube for
calcium imaging experiments; it has a slit opening at the top and two perforated sliding gates near the entrances. All
animal studies and experimental procedures were approved by the Animal Care and Use Committee of the animal
facility at Zhejiang University.

Training (Steps 2–11)
The training stage (Supplementary Video 1) aims to familiarize the mice with the test procedure and
environment. It is important for the mice to know the consequence of walking through the tube and
that the other end of the tube is safe. All mice should go through the tube ten times per day, ﬁve times
from each side. Training takes 2 d, 10–15 min per mouse each day.
Testing (Steps 12–19)
In the testing stage (Supplementary Video 2), mice are tested in a pair-wise fashion in the tube for at
least 4 d. Each trial of the tube test usually takes <30 s. In rare cases, neither mouse retreats within
2 min; in such cases, the tube test should be stopped (see Troubleshooting section). After each trial,
the mice are put back into the home cage and left to rest with their cagemates for 2 min before
starting the next trial, in order to reduce the potential immediate impact of recent winning or losing.
A round-robin design is used to randomize the test order. It takes ~20 min to conduct tube tests for a
cage of four mice each day. The mouse rank is assessed by the number of wins against the other three
cagemates. We consider a rank stable if all four cagemate mice maintain the same ranking for
4 consecutive days, based on our following observation: 98.4% (124 out of 126 pairs from 21 cages)
of mouse pairs showed the same rank on the 5th day after maintaining a stable ranking for
4 consecutive days.
Video analysis of behavioral details (Step 20)
A video device can be used to record the whole test procedure (for example, Supplementary Video 3)
and precisely capture speciﬁc behavioral epochs in the tube test. By undertaking frame-by-frame
analysis, it is possible to classify behaviors into push initiation, pushback, resistance, retreat or
stillness (see deﬁnition of each behavior in the Procedure). For example, after analyzing videos of
multiple tube test trials, Zhou et al.26 found that natural winner mice, or mice receiving optogenetic
stimulation in the dorsal medial prefrontal cortex (dmPFC), are more likely to initiate pushes with
longer duration and generate more pushbacks and resistance, demonstrating more effortful behaviors
than loser mice or unstimulated mice.
Modiﬁcations of the tube test
The tube test can be modiﬁed. First, the size of the tube can be modiﬁed. The standard size is
~30 cm in length, with a 3-cm internal diameter (Fig. 1a), which is sufﬁcient to permit only one male
adult C57BL/6J mouse to pass through smoothly without reversing direction or crawling over
the opponent mouse. Tubes with suitable internal diameter should be chosen on the basis of body
size: 3 cm for testing adult C57BL/6J males; 2.6 cm for adult C57BL/6J females, which are smaller
than male mice; and 4 cm for CD1 adult male mice, which are larger than C57BL/6J mice (Fig. 1a).
If needed (e.g., to increase behavioral epochs per trial for imaging or recording purposes), the
length of the tube can be increased to 60 cm, which may allow more and longer pushes and retreats.
When conducting the tube test on rats, some groups used a tube 1.5 m in length, with an inside
diameter of 60 cm, for adult male rats58; others used a tube 45 cm in length, with an inside diameter
of 4 cm, for juveniles59.
In addition, a slit can be opened on the tube to allow optogenetic manipulation or in vivo electrophysiology recording or calcium imaging during the tube test in real time. The width of the slit can
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Box 1 | Optogenetics application ● Timing 3d

c

c

Procedure
CRITICAL The tube test can also be modiﬁed to accommodate optogenetic experiments.
1 After a viral injection of channelrhodopsin-2 and ﬁber implantation into the brain region of interest, let the
mice recover for 3–4 weeks. This time delay enables channelrhodopsin-2 to be fully expressed.
2 Use a tube with a 15-mm slit opening at the top of the tube to allow mice with optic ﬁbers to pass through the
tube smoothly. Set up the recording device when needed.
3 Following the same procedure as for a regular tube test, train the mice for 2 d and conduct the test once daily
until ranks are stable for at least 4 consecutive test days.
4 To accommodate mice performing the tests with optic ﬁbers, test mice with a dummy ﬁber attached to the
head for 1–2 d. Ensure that the ranks remain unchanged.
? TROUBLESHOOTING
5 For the test, attach an optic ﬁber to the mouse chosen for manipulation. Attach dummy ﬁbers to the other
three mice. Allow the mice to accommodate to their surroundings for several minutes in their home cage.
Prevent mice from biting the ﬁbers attached to other mice. Conduct the six-trial tube tests once without light
to ensure that the ranks remain the same.
6 Repeat the test with light stimulation delivered to the chosen mouse right before it enters the tube, and
observe potential behavioral changes.
CRITICAL STEP Choose rank 1–4 mice in the same cage to compete with each other in random order. Each
manipulated mouse should be allowed to compete against cagemates with the closest rank ﬁrst and then
against those with more distant ranks. For each trial, we use minimum light stimulation at the beginning and
gradually dial up to maximum intensity if the rank does not change. Once the rank changes, we switch the
mice to the other end of the tube and repeat the process. Mice have to win or lose two out of three tube tests
from both sides of the tube. Only then can we conclude that light stimulation of this intensity successfully
induces tube test rank change. If needed, repeat the tube test 24, 48 and 72 h later to determine whether light
stimulation has a long-term effect on rank.

be adjusted on the basis of the size of the optic connector or cannula on the mouse’s head (Fig. 1a).
However, it should not be too wide, because if it is, it could allow a mouse to escape. In our
laboratory, the width of the slit is <15 mm for adult male mice and <12 mm for adult female mice.
Gates can also be added to the tube when needed. For example, for calcium imaging during
the tube test, we use a slit tube with two perforated sliding gates near the entrances. Mice are trained
to wait at the gate for a delaying period of 5 s, during which the calcium signal baseline becomes
stable (Fig. 1b).
Other groups have reported several modiﬁed versions of the tube test. For example, a sophisticated
automated version has been designed with doors, air valves, an IR tracking system and attached
chambers51. The IR tracking system automatically tracks the position of the mouse and controls the
opening of doors and activation of air valves. Another group encourages mice to enter the tube by
encasing the tube in a dark box and gently poking the mice with a 25-ml pipette to encourage them to
walk through the tube60. In addition, a modiﬁed ‘hierarchy corridor test’ uses a 1-m-long corridor
with two antechambers and three gates to replace the tube49. These modiﬁcations may have their own
advantages and disadvantages. For example, the automated tube test has the advantage of minimizing
variabilities introduced by different experimenters, but it may introduce other confounders, such as
air puffs, into the test and is more complicated to operate.
Controls
When conducting tube tests in mutant or optogenetically/pharmacogenetically manipulated mice,
proper controls are needed. It is essential to exclude whether the genetic mutation or manipulation
causes changes in tube test rank through non-speciﬁc factors such as defects in social recognition,
social memory, anxiety level, locomotion or muscle strength26. For optogenetic and pharmacogenetic
manipulation experiments, control experiments conducted on a GFP-expressing group can exclude
artifacts induced by light, drugs or viral injection.
Optogenetic manipulation in the tube test
For optogenetic manipulations, a tube with a width-adjustable slit is used for mice implanted
with optic connectors (Box 1). For example, we have successfully increased tube test rank by optogenetic activation of the dmPFC26. After recovery from the surgeries and expression of AAV-CAGChR2(H134R) for at least 2 weeks, mice were handled and trained to walk through the tube
for 2 days, and then were tested in the tube test. Once a stable rank was acquired, mice were
habituated with dummy optic ﬁbers and tube tests were conducted for 2 d to ensure that the rank was
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still stable. On the day of photostimulation, we measured the rank without light stimulation ﬁrst,
then switched on 473-nm light stimulation just before mice entered the tube. Upon optogenetic
activation of the dmPFC, eight of ten mice increased their rank in the tube test26. Further details
of how to implement this assay are described in the Procedure, and an example is shown in
Supplementary Video 4.

Materials
Biological materials
Mice. We use adult (8–14 weeks old) male or female mice of the C57BL/6J strain from the Shanghai
SLAC Laboratory Animal Center. Age and body weight are matched within the same experiment.
! CAUTION Experiments using rodents must conform to local and national regulations. Our study using
the tube test was approved by the Animal Care and Use Committee of the animal facility at Zhejiang
University.

Reagents
●
●

Bleach (Bluemoon, cat. no.1038227)
Ethanol (Oyeah, cat. no.3098331)

Equipment
A transparent Plexiglas tube, 30 cm in length, with a 3-cm internal diameter (Fig. 1a) (Zhiyuan, cat. no.
520732022123)
● A short habituation tube, 15 cm in length, with a 3-cm internal diameter (for habituation in the home
cage; Zhiyuan, cat. no. 520732022123)
● Video camera: we use a Logitech C930e camera (Logitech, cat. no. 1140630) connected to a computer
for regular experiments. This camera captures sufﬁciently clear images under dim light and allows
accurate detailed behavioral analysis (Supplementary Videos 3 and 4); another camera (Panasonic,
model no. HC-X920M) was used to shoot higher-resolution videos for illustration purposes
(Supplementary Videos 1 and 2).
● A plastic stick (for cleaning the tube and manual intervention in behavioral training; Zhiyuan, cat. no.
520732022123)
●
Stopwatch (to time the tube test trial; Tianfu, cat. no. TF307)
●
Integrated laser (for optogenetics; Newdoon, cat. no. NEWDOON-470-180212)
● Super Glue (Lanmei, cat. no. 39060278588)
● Double-sided adhesive tape (3M, cat. no. 6516527)
●

Biological materials setup
Animal housing
The mice we used were 6–8 weeks old upon purchase and were group-housed (four in a cage
under standard housing conditions). Mice should be kept in a temperature-controlled room with a
12 h/12 h light/dark cycle (lights on at 7 AM/lights off at 7 PM).

Equipment setup
Tube
We use a transparent Plexiglas tube with a 30-cm length and a 3-cm internal diameter. The exact size
should be just sufﬁcient to permit only one adult mouse to comfortably pass through without turning
around (Fig. 1a). For mice of smaller or larger size, the tube size should be adjusted accordingly. In
the experimental room, attach the tube to the table with double-sided adhesive tape and make sure it
does not move during tests (Supplementary Video 1). Alternatively, the tube can be secured using
other methods such as with Super Glue or joists and brackets. Before each trial, use 5% (vol/vol)
bleach and 75% (vol/vol) ethanol sequentially to clean the tube.
Tube for optogenetics or in vivo recording
Use a tube with a 15-mm slit opening at the top to allow mice wearing an optic ﬁber or tetrode to pass
through the tube smoothly (Fig. 1a).
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Tube for calcium imaging
Use a tube with a slit opening at the top and two perforated sliding gates near the entrances and train
the mice to wait at the gate for a delay period of 5 s during which the calcium signal baseline becomes
stable (Fig. 1b).

Procedure
Habituation ● Timing 3 d
House four mice of similar weight and age in one cage. Place a habituation tube into the home
cage so the mice become used to the tube. 3 d before the tube test starts, begin handling the
mice daily (1–2 min/mouse) to reduce their stress during experiments. At the end of the
habituation period, mark the tail of each mouse, using prominent colors and distinguishable
patterns. When marking tails, gently hold the tail and allow the animal to move freely. Periodically
check the mark and re-mark when necessary to prevent fading. Alternatively, mark the mice with
ear tags.
! CAUTION Experiments using rodents must conform to local and national regulations. All animal
studies and experimental procedures presented here were approved by the Animal Care and Use
Committee of the animal facility at Zhejiang University.
CRITICAL STEP The age and weight of the mice can inﬂuence rank in the tube test. Therefore,
choose mice of a similar age and with weight differences of <15%.

c

1

Training mice to go through the tube ● Timing 2d, ~15 min per mouse on day 1 and ~10 min
per mouse on day 2
Remove the mice from the animal facility and habituate them in the behavioral test room for at
least 20 min.
CRITICAL STEP The behavioral test room should be quiet, temperature-controlled and uniformly
illuminated by dim light.
3 Before training, prepare a tube, a plastic stick, 5% (vol/vol) bleach, 75% (vol/vol) ethanol, paper
towels, a recording sheet, a pen and a timer. Clean the table, tube and plastic stick with 5% bleach
and 75% ethanol sequentially to reduce odor cues and ensure proper disinfection. Attach the tube
to the middle of the table with double-sided adhesive tape.
4 Remove the cage lid and let the mice freely explore in the cage for about a minute to become
accustomed to the cage with the open roof.
5 Gently lift a mouse brieﬂy by the tail, hold it in your hand and then place it on the table.
Let it explore freely for about a minute to reduce its stress. Then place the mouse at one end of
the tube.
CRITICAL STEP When picking up the mouse by the tail, try to be swift and gentle, and do not
keep the mouse hanging in the air for too long. Let its paws touch the table as soon as possible to
reduce stress.
6 Release the tail once the mouse enters the tube. Let the mouse walk through the tube. Use a plastic
stick to follow the mouse and gently touch its tail when it retreats or stops moving for a long time
(Supplementary Video 1).
CRITICAL STEP The purpose of this step is to train the mouse to walk forward in the tube and
prevent it from backing out. This is done without bias to each mouse.
? TROUBLESHOOTING
7 Place the mouse on the other side of the tube and repeat Step 6.
8 Repeat Steps 6 and 7 four more times so the same mouse goes through the tube for a total of ten
times, from alternating ends of the tube.
9 Return the mouse to the cage. Clean the tube with 5% bleach and 75% ethanol to remove odor,
urine and feces. Ensure that the tube is clean, dry and without residual odor of bleach and ethanol.
10 Repeat Steps 5–9 on the other three mice. Train each mouse to pass through the tube ﬁve times
from each end.
11 Repeat training steps 5–10 on the second day. It becomes quicker and easier for the mice to go
through the tube.
CRITICAL STEP All mice should go through the tube ten times in total on day 2, ﬁve times from
each side.
c

c

c

c

2
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Perform the tube test until the ranks become stable ● Timing at least 4 d, requiring
~20 min to complete six trials each day

c

c

c

CRITICAL The time to acquire a stable rank may be affected by stress levels and usually varies from
4 d to 14 d for male mice.
12 Remove the mice from the animal facility and habituate them in the behavior room for at least
20 min. If videotaping is needed, place a camera to take a lateral view of the whole tube. Find a
proper distance between the camera and the tube to capture an image of the whole tube and make
sure the image is sharp and clear. We use a distance of 40 cm. A video rate of 20 frames per s is
needed for detailed frame-by-frame behavioral analysis.
13 Remove the cage lid and let the mice freely explore in the cage for ~1 min.
14 Before the test, again train each mouse to pass through the tube once from each end. Draw a middle
line on the tube.
CRITICAL STEP This step greatly reduces the likelihood that mice will refuse to enter the tube,
even after repeated losses.
15 During the test trial, grasp two mice by the tail brieﬂy, without restricting their movement in the
home cage, and hold them in your two hands. Transfer the mice from the home cage to the
opposite ends of the tube. Continue holding the mice gently by the tail until they enter the tube and
meet in the middle, and then simultaneously release them and start the timer (Supplementary
Video 2).
? TROUBLESHOOTING
16 The mouse that pushes the other mouse out of the tube is designated as the ‘winner’. The mouse
that retreats from the tube ﬁrst is designated as the ‘loser’. Stop the timer when all four paws of
the loser are out of the tube. Use a plastic stick to follow the winner to prevent it from retreating
or returning to the tube after it exits. Let both mice explore the table freely for about a minute
before placing them back into their home cage (Supplementary Video 2). A normal tube test
takes <1 min.
? TROUBLESHOOTING
17 Record the test results and time spent in the tube for each trial. Between trials, clean the tube with
5% bleach and 75% ethanol.
18 From trial to trial, the same mouse should enter the tube from each end alternately. Rank mice by
their number of wins, which should vary from 0 to 3. The order of the two mice in each trial should
be randomized. We use the following round-robin design to randomize the test order (A, B, C
and D are mouse IDs):
Day 1 AB CD BC DA BD AC; Day 2 AD CB DC BA AC DB; Day 3 DB CA AD BC CD AB;
Day 4 DC AB BD AC DA CB; Day 5 CA BD DC AB BC DA; Day 6 BC AD CA DB BA CD. To
reduce the impact of the most recent win or loss, we let the mice rest in their covered home cage for
2 min before starting the next trial. For example, after testing AB and CD on day 1, we let all four
mice rest before proceeding to test BC.
19 Repeat Steps 12–18 on each following test day.
CRITICAL STEP We consider a stable rank to have been obtained if all mice maintain the same
ranking for 4 consecutive days.
? TROUBLESHOOTING

Video analysis ● Timing 1 d

c

20 Manually analyze the video frame by frame. The behavior in the tube can be categorized as push
initiation, push back, resistance, retreat and stillness. We mark these behavioral epochs (using
BORIS61) for further analysis.
CRITICAL STEP Five forms of behaviors can be unambiguously identiﬁed (Supplementary
Video 3). Push initiation is when one mouse meets another mouse in the tube and initiates
shoving its head under the opponent. Pushback is deﬁned as a counter-push after being pushed
by the other. Resistance is when both mice hold on to their own territories when being
pushed, which is usually paired with one mouse’s head being pushed up. Retreat is deﬁned as
going backwards after being pushed or voluntarily withdrawing, which is speciﬁcally
characterized by bending its head down. Stillness is when the mice have no movement except
for some snifﬁng.
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Troubleshooting
Troubleshooting advice can be found in Table 1.
Table 1 | Troubleshooting table
Step

Problem

Possible reason

Solution

6

A mouse does not enter the tube
during the training period

The mouse cannot ﬁnd the tube
entrance

A mouse retreats or stops moving in
the tube for an extended period of
time during training

The mouse is stressed and
unfamiliar with the other end of
the tube

A mouse exits and returns to the tube
immediately

The mouse feels unsafe being
outside the tube

15

A mouse refuses to enter the tube
after being well trained

16

Both mice are still in the tube during
the test period, and neither mouse
retreats within 2 min

The remaining odor cue or the
smell of bleach or ethanol inside
the tube may be repellent
The mice are stressed

Put a little piece of mouse food at the tube entrance to
lead the mouse into the tube; habituation with a short
tube in the home cage also improves this situation
Use a plastic stick to follow the mouse, gently touch the
tip of its tail (Supplementary Video 1) and let it
voluntarily walk out. Do not catch it immediately, but
let it explore outside the tube for 1 min. This is to
minimize the stress associated with the tube and the
uncertainty about the consequences of walking through
the tube
When the mouse exits, put a plastic stick into the tube
from the entering side to prevent it from returning to
the tube immediately. Let it explore freely for about a
minute without catching it immediately, in order to
minimize the stress associated with the outside
environment
Clean the tube carefully again with 5% bleach and 75%
ethanol, and shake the tube to accelerate the
volatilization of ethanol
The trial should be stopped and repeated after a break.
Noise or smells in the environment should be
minimized. Most well-trained mice usually spend
<1 min in the tube
Train the mouse to push an object of its own weight
through the tube. This additional training works only in
the early but not the late phases of the tube tests. We
ﬁnd this training increases voluntary push while
keeping ranks unchanged. When the mouse exits, let it
explore freely for about a minute without catching it
immediately, in order to minimize the stress
Train the mice to run through the tube for 2 d. Use a
plastic stick to follow each mouse, gently touch the tip
of its tail (Supplementary Video 1) and let it voluntarily
walk out. Do not catch it immediately, but let it explore
outside the tube for 1 min
Animals need to be well handled and trained before
tube tests. Take care to minimize any stress for the
mice, e.g., do not hold them by their tails for too long.
Let their paws touch the table as quickly as possible to
reduce stress. Try scooping the mice instead of picking
up their tails when transferring them from cage to
table. When the mouse walks out of the tube, let it
explore the table freely for some time. Do not catch it
immediately, in order to avoid the mouse associating
exiting the tube with being caught
Very occasionally, there may be loops in the tube test
results (Fig. 2c). Try testing for more days until the
rank becomes linear
If the rank continues to be unstable (Fig. 2d) or
nonlinear for >3 weeks, stop using this cage
Test the mice for another day with dummy ﬁbers
inserted into their heads

19

Immediate voluntary retreat without
any push when a mouse meets
opponents in the tube during the early
phase of the tube test

The mouse is not well trained

Both mice back out of the tube.
Sometimes, the winner backs out
even after the loser has already
retreated

The mice are not well trained
and are stressed

Cannot acquire a stable linear rank
after conducting the tube test for
>2 weeks

The mice may be under stress

Four mice adopt a nonlinear rank

Box 1,
step 4

The ranks change after insertion of
optic ﬁbers into a mouse’s head

The mice are not well
accommodated to performing
the tests with optic ﬁbers
Mice may be under stress after
insertion of ﬁbers
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Fig. 2 | An example showing the stability of tube test rank and time spent in the tube for different ranked
pairings. a, The tube test ranking of one cage of four mice tested daily over 6 d. b, Normalized time spent in
the tube for the six pairings (n = 10 cages), e.g., ‘1--2’ stands for rank 1 against rank 2. Wilcoxon rank-sum test
(*P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001). Error bars, s.e.m. c, An example (left) and an illustration (right) of a
rare non-transitive loop relationship. d, An example of an unstable tube test ranking. a–c adapted with
permission from Wang et al.17, American Association for the Advancement of Science. All animal studies
and experimental procedures were approved by the Animal Care and Use Committee of the animal facility at
Zhejiang University.

Timing
Step 1, habituation: 3 d
Steps 2–11, training mice to go through the tube: 2 d, ~15 min per mouse on day 1 and ~10 min per
mouse on day 2
Steps 12–19, once-daily tube test until ranks are stable for 4 d: at least 4 d, requiring ~20 min to
complete six trials each day
Step 20, video analysis: 1 d
Box 1, optogenetics application: 3 d

Anticipated results
Tube test rank is determined by the total number of wins of each mouse against its three cagemates.
As number of test trials increases, the ranks stabilize. Once all mice maintain the same ranking
position for 4 consecutive test days, we consider it a stable rank and proceed to other manipulations
or tests (Fig. 2a).
We averaged the time spent in the tube for each mouse pair. Time is signiﬁcantly shorter when the
lowest-ranked (rank 4) mouse is involved or as rank distance increases, demonstrating that competition is ﬁercer between mice with higher and closer ranks (Fig. 2b). Remarkably, in most cases the
rank is linear and stable, but very occasionally a non-transitive (Fig. 2c) or unstable (Fig. 2d) rank
may be observed.
For manipulation, we tested the function of the dmPFC in social hierarchy, using optogenetics as
described in Box 1. We induced winning by optogenetically activating dmPFC neurons (Fig. 3,
Supplementary Video 4). Our frame-by-frame video analysis revealed that photostimulation of the
dmPFC increased pushing and resisting in the tube tests (Fig. 4). Under photostimulation, the
originally subordinate mice pushed more (Fig. 4a,b), resisted against the opponent for a longer
duration (Fig. 4c) and retreated less (Fig. 4d).
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Stimulated mouse
Cagemates

Tube test rank
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(d)
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Fig. 3 | Example of daily tube test ranking of one cage of four mice injected with AAV-CAG-ChR2(H134R) virus
before and after acute dmPFC photostimulation of the rank-3 mouse at day 0. Lightning bolt represents
photostimulation. Adapted with permission from Zhou et al.26, American Association for the Advancement of
Science. All animal studies and experimental procedures were approved by the Animal Care and Use Committee of
the animal facility at Zhejiang University.
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Fig. 4 | Comparison of the behavioral performances of photostimulated mice during light-off and light-on trials.
a–d, Photostimulated mice increased both the number and mean duration of pushes (a,b), resisted against the
opponent for a longer duration (c) and retreated less (d). Mann–Whitney U-test (**P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001). Number
of trials are indicated inside the boxes. Error bars, s.e.m. a–d, Adapted with permission from Zhou et al.26, American
Association for the Advancement of Science. All animal studies and experimental procedures were approved by the
Animal Care and Use Committee of the animal facility at Zhejiang University.

Reporting Summary
Further information on research design is available in the Nature Research Reporting Summary.
Data availability
The data that support the ﬁndings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon
reasonable request.
References
1. Cole, B. J. Dominance hierarchies in leptothorax ants. Science 212, 83–84 (1981).
2. Grosenick, L., Clement, T. S. & Fernald, R. D. Fish can infer social rank by observation alone. Nature 445,
429–432 (2007).
3. Dunbar, R. I. & Dunbar, E. P. Dominance and reproductive success among female gelada baboons. Nature
266, 351–352 (1977).
4. Qu, C., Ligneul, R., Van der Henst, J. B. & Dreher, J. C. An integrative interdisciplinary perspective on social
dominance hierarchies. Trends Cogn. Sci. 21, 893–908 (2017).
5. Bercovitch, F. B. & Clarke, A. S. Dominance rank, cortisol concentrations, and reproductive maturation in
male rhesus macaques. Phys. Behav. 58, 215–221 (1995).
NATURE PROTOCOLS | VOL 14 | MARCH 2019 | 819–831 | www.nature.com/nprot

829

PROTOCOL

NATURE PROTOCOLS
6. Bernstein, I. S. Dominance—the baby and the bathwater. Behav. Brain Sci. 4, 419–429 (1981).
7. Sapolsky, R. M. The inﬂuence of social hierarchy on primate health. Science 308, 648–652 (2005).
8. Yeh, S. R., Fricke, R. A. & Edwards, D. H. The effect of social experience on serotonergic modulation of the
escape circuit of crayﬁsh. Science 271, 366–369 (1996).
9. Russell, J. A. & Mehrabian, A. Evidence for a three-factory theory of emotions. J. Res. Pers. 11, 273–294 (1977).
10. Bakker, I., van der Voordt, T., Vink, P. & de Boon, J. Pleasure, arousal, dominance: Mehrabian and Russell
revisited. Curr. Psychol. 33, 405–421 (2014).
11. Mehrabian, A. Pleasure-arousal-dominance: a general framework for describing and measuring individual
differences in temperament. Curr. Psychol. 14, 261–292 (1966).
12. Drews, C. The concept and deﬁnition of dominance in animal behaviour. Behaviour 125, 283–313 (1993).
13. Hand, J. L. Resolution of social conﬂicts—dominance, egalitarianism, spheres of dominance, and game
theory. Quart. Rev. Biol. 61, 201–220 (1986).
14. Wang, F., Kessels, H. W. & Hu, H. The mouse that roared: neural mechanisms of social hierarchy. Trends
Neurosci. 2014, 1–9 (2014).
15. Chou, M. Y. et al. Social conﬂict resolution regulated by two dorsal habenular subregions in zebraﬁsh. Science
352, 87–90 (2016).
16. Lindzey, G., Winston, H. & Manosevitz, M. Social dominance in inbred mouse strains. Nature 191, 474–476 (1961).
17. Wang, F. et al. Bidirectional control of social hierarchy by synaptic efﬁcacy in medial prefrontal cortex.
Science 334, 693–697 (2011).
18. Merlot, E., Moze, E., Bartolomucci, A., Dantzer, R. & Neveu, P. J. The rank assessed in a food competition test
inﬂuences subsequent reactivity to immune and social challenges in mice. Brain Behav. Immun. 18, 468–475
(2004).
19. Cordero, M. I. & Sandi, C. Stress ampliﬁes memory for social hierarchy. Front. Neurosci. 1, 175–184 (2007).
20. Lee, Y. P., Craig, J. V. & Dayton, A. D. The Social Rank Index as a measure of social status and its association
with egg production in White Leghorn pullets. Appl. Anim. Ethol. 8, 377–390 (1982).
21. Hessing, M. J. C. & Tielen, M. J. M. The effect of climatic environment and relocating and mixing on health
status and productivity of pigs. Anim. Prod. 59, 131–139 (1994).
22. Jupp, B. et al. Social dominance in rats: effects on cocaine self-administration, novelty reactivity and
dopamine receptor binding and content in the striatum. Psychopharmacology 233, 579–589 (2016).
23. Timmer, M. & Sandi, C. A role for glucocorticoids in the long-term establishment of a social hierarchy.
Psychoneuroendocrinology 35, 1543–1552 (2010).
24. Ujita, W., Kohyama-Koganeya, A., Endo, N., Saito, T. & Oyama, H. Mice lacking a functional NMDA
receptor exhibit social subordination in a group-housed environment. FEBS J. 285, 188–196 (2018).
25. Lucion, A. & Vogel, W. Effects of stress on defensive aggression and dominance in a water competition test.
Integr. Physiol. Behav. Sci. 29, 415–422 (1994).
26. Zhou, T. et al. History of winning remodels thalamo-PFC circuit to reinforce social dominance. Science 357,
162–168 (2017).
27. Zhu, H. & Hu, H. L. Brain’s neural switch for social dominance in animals. Sci. China Life Sci. 61, 113–114 (2018).
28. Ralls, K. Mammalian scent marking. Science 171, 443–449 (1971).
29. Desjardins, C., Maruniak, J. A. & Bronson, F. H. Social rank in house mice—differentiation revealed by
ultraviolet visualization of urinary marking patterns. Science 182, 939–941 (1973).
30. Long, S. Y. Hair-nibbling and whisker-trimming as indicators of social hierarchy in mice. Anim. Behav. 20,
10–12 (1972).
31. Kalueff, A. V., Minasyan, A., Keisala, T., Shah, Z. H. & Tuohimaa, P. Hair barbering in mice: implications for
neurobehavioural research. Behav. Processes 71, 8–15 (2006).
32. Strozik, E. & Festing, M. F. W. Whisker trimming in mice. Lab Anim. 15, 309–312 (1981).
33. Hauschka, T. S. Whisker-eating mice. J. Hered. 43, 77–80 (1952).
34. Dizinno, G., Whitney, G. & Nyby, J. Ultrasonic vocalizations by male mice (Mus musculus) to female sexpheromone—experiential determinants. Behav. Biol. 22, 104–113 (1978).
35. Nyby, J., Dizinno, G. A. & Whitney, G. Social status and ultrasonic vocalizations of male mice. Behav. Biol.
18, 285–289 (1976).
36. Damato, F. R. Courtship ultrasonic vocalizations and social status in mice. Anim. Behav. 41, 875–885 (1991).
37. Williamson, C. M., Romeo, R. D. & Curley, J. P. Dynamic changes in social dominance and mPOA GnRH
expression in male mice following social opportunity. Hormones Behav. 87, 80–88 (2017).
38. Crawley, J. N. Behavioral phenotyping of transgenic and knockout mice: experimental design and evaluation of
general health, sensory functions, motor abilities, and speciﬁc behavioral tests. Brain Res. 835, 18–26 (1999).
39. Garﬁeld, A. S. et al. Distinct physiological and behavioural functions for parental alleles of imprinted Grb10.
Nature 469, 534–538 (2011).
40. Zhou, Y. et al. Mice with Shank3 mutations associated with ASD and schizophrenia display both shared and
distinct defects. Neuron 89, 147–162 (2016).
41. Hou, X. H. et al. Central control circuit for context-dependent micturition. Cell 167, 73–86.e12 (2016).
42. Zhou, T., Sandi, C. & Hu, H. Advances in understanding neural mechanisms of social dominance. Curr.
Opin. Neurobiol. 49, 99–107 (2018).
43. Larrieu, T. et al. Hierarchical status predicts behavioral vulnerability and nucleus accumbens metabolic
proﬁle following chronic social defeat stress. Curr. Biol. 27, 2202–2210.e04 (2017).

830

NATURE PROTOCOLS | VOL 14 | MARCH 2019 | 819–831 | www.nature.com/nprot

NATURE PROTOCOLS

PROTOCOL

44. Park, M. J., Seo, B. A., Lee, B., Shin, H. S. & Kang, M. G. Stress-induced changes in social dominance are scaled
by AMPA-type glutamate receptor phosphorylation in the medial prefrontal cortex. Sci. Rep. 8, 15008 (2018).
45. lindzey, G., Manoseitz, M. & Winston, H. Social dominance in the mouse. Psychon. Sci. 5, 451–452 (1966).
46. Baenninger, L. Social dominance orders in the rat: “spontaneous,” food, and water competition. J. Comp.
Physiol. Psych. 71, 202–209 (1970).
47. Miczek, K. A. & Barry, H.3rd. What does the tube test measure?. Behav. Biol. 13, 537–539 (1975).
48. Miczek, K. A. & Barry, H. Delta-9-tetrahydrocannabinol and aggressive behavior in rats. Behav. Biol. 11,
261–267 (1974).
49. Stagkourakis, S. et al. A neural network for intermale aggression to establish social hierarchy. Nat. Neurosci.
21, 834–842 (2018).
50. Zhong, J. et al. Cyclic ADP-ribose and heat regulate oxytocin release via CD38 and TRPM2 in the hypothalamus during social or psychological stress in mice. Front. Neurosci. 10, 304 (2016).
51. van den Berg, W. E., Lamballais, S. & Kushner, S. A. Sex-speciﬁc mechanism of social hierarchy in mice.
Neuropsychopharmacology 40, 1364–1372 (2015).
52. Anacker, A. M. J., Smith, M. L. & Ryabinin, A. E. Establishment of stable dominance interactions in prairie
vole peers: relationships with alcohol drinking and activation of the paraventricular nucleus of the hypothalamus. Soc. Neurosci. 9, 484–494 (2014).
53. Matthews, G. A. et al. Dorsal raphe dopamine neurons represent the experience of social isolation. Cell 164,
617–631 (2016).
54. Kunkel, T. & Wang, H. B. Socially dominant mice in C57BL6 background show increased social motivation.
Behav. Brain Res. 336, 173–176 (2018).
55. Saxena, K. et al. Experiential contributions to social dominance in a rat model of fragile-X syndrome. Proc.
Biol. Sci. 285, 20180294 (2018).
56. Yang, C. R. et al. Enhanced aggressive behaviour in a mouse model of depression. Neurotox. Res. 27, 129–142 (2015).
57. Huang, W. H. et al. Early adolescent Rai1 reactivation reverses transcriptional and social interaction deﬁcits
in a mouse model of Smith-Magenis syndrome. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 115, 10744–10749 (2018).
58. Cao, W. Y. et al. Role of early environmental enrichment on the social dominance tube test at adulthood in
the rat. Psychopharmacology 234, 3321–3334 (2017).
59. Tada, H. et al. Neonatal isolation augments social dominance by altering actin dynamics in the medial
prefrontal cortex. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 113, E7097–E7105 (2016).
60. Arrant, A. E., Filiano, A. J., Warmus, B. A., Hall, A. M. & Roberson, E. D. Progranulin haploinsufﬁciency
causes biphasic social dominance abnormalities in the tube test. Genes Brain Behav. 15, 588–603 (2016).
61. Friard, O. & Gamba, M. BORIS: a free, versatile open-source event-logging software for video/audio coding
and live observations. Methods Ecol. Evol. 7, 1325–1330 (2016).

Acknowledgements
We thank the Hu laboratory members for valuable discussions and advice. This study was supported by grants from the National Natural
Science Foundation of China (31830032, 81527901, 91432108 and 31225010), the National Key R&D Program of China
(2016YFA0501000) to H.H., the Non-proﬁt Central Research Institute Fund of the Chinese Academy of Medical Sciences (2017PT31038
and 2018PT31041) and the 111 Project (B13026) to H.H.

Author contributions
T.Z., H.Z. and H.H. designed the experimental strategy. Z.F., T.Z. and H.Z. optimized experimental procedures. Z.F., S.W., Y.W. and H.H.
wrote the manuscript with input from all authors.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary information is available for this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41596-018-0116-4.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to H.H.
Journal peer review information: Nature Protocols thanks Christian Broberger, Carmen Sandi and other (anonymous) reviewer(s) for
their contribution to the peer review of this work.
Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional afﬁliations.

Received: 6 August 2018 Accepted: 17 December 2018
Published online: 15 February 2019
Related links
Key references using this protocol
Wang, F. et al. Science 334, 693–697 (2011): https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1209951
Zhou, T. et al. Science 357, 162–168 (2017): https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aak9726

NATURE PROTOCOLS | VOL 14 | MARCH 2019 | 819–831 | www.nature.com/nprot

831

Last updated by author(s): 2018.12.1

Reporting Summary
Nature Research wishes to improve the reproducibility of the work that we publish. This form provides structure for consistency and transparency
in reporting. For further information on Nature Research policies, see Authors & Referees and the Editorial Policy Checklist.

Statistics

nature research | reporting summary

Corresponding author(s): Hailan Hu

For all statistical analyses, confirm that the following items are present in the figure legend, table legend, main text, or Methods section.
n/a Confirmed
The exact sample size (n) for each experimental group/condition, given as a discrete number and unit of measurement
A statement on whether measurements were taken from distinct samples or whether the same sample was measured repeatedly
The statistical test(s) used AND whether they are one- or two-sided
Only common tests should be described solely by name; describe more complex techniques in the Methods section.

A description of all covariates tested
A description of any assumptions or corrections, such as tests of normality and adjustment for multiple comparisons
A full description of the statistical parameters including central tendency (e.g. means) or other basic estimates (e.g. regression coefficient)
AND variation (e.g. standard deviation) or associated estimates of uncertainty (e.g. confidence intervals)
For null hypothesis testing, the test statistic (e.g. F, t, r) with confidence intervals, effect sizes, degrees of freedom and P value noted
Give P values as exact values whenever suitable.

For Bayesian analysis, information on the choice of priors and Markov chain Monte Carlo settings
For hierarchical and complex designs, identification of the appropriate level for tests and full reporting of outcomes
Estimates of effect sizes (e.g. Cohen's d, Pearson's r), indicating how they were calculated
Our web collection on statistics for biologists contains articles on many of the points above.

Software and code
Policy information about availability of computer code
Data collection

No software was used.

Data analysis

Boris was used for video analysis. GraphPad Prism software v6 was used for statistical analyses.

For manuscripts utilizing custom algorithms or software that are central to the research but not yet described in published literature, software must be made available to editors/reviewers.
We strongly encourage code deposition in a community repository (e.g. GitHub). See the Nature Research guidelines for submitting code & software for further information.

Data
Policy information about availability of data
All manuscripts must include a data availability statement. This statement should provide the following information, where applicable:
- Accession codes, unique identifiers, or web links for publicly available datasets
- A list of figures that have associated raw data
- A description of any restrictions on data availability
The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.
October 2018

Field-specific reporting
Please select the one below that is the best fit for your research. If you are not sure, read the appropriate sections before making your selection.
Life sciences

Behavioural & social sciences

Ecological, evolutionary & environmental sciences

For a reference copy of the document with all sections, see nature.com/documents/nr-reporting-summary-flat.pdf

1

All studies must disclose on these points even when the disclosure is negative.
Study description

a detailed protocol of a behavioral assay

Research sample

male mice of the C57BL/6J strain

Sampling strategy

Required sample sizes were estimated based on our past experience performing similar experiments.

Data collection

Pen, paper and video camera connected to a recording device was used to record the data.

Timing

Data were collected from 2015.9.1 to 2018.8.1

Data exclusions

Values were excluded from the analyses if the tube test rank is unstable or nonlinear for more than 3 weeks.

Non-participation

No participants dropped out.

Randomization

Participants were not allocated into experimental groups.
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