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Stress experienced during prenatal development—either applied to reproducing females

(maternal stress), directly to developing offspring (embryonic stress) or in combination—is

associated with a range of post-natal behavioral effects in numerous organisms. We

conducted an experiment to discern if maternal and embryonic stressors affect the

behavior of hatchlings of the cuttlefish Sepia officinalis, a species with features that allow

for the examination of these stress types in isolation. Separating the impact of stress

transmitted through the mother vs. stress experienced by the embryo itself will help

clarify the behavioral findings in viviparous species for which it is impossible to disentangle

these effects. We also compared the effect of a naturally-occurring (predator cue) and

an “artificial” (bright, randomly-occurring LED light) embryonic stressor. This allowed us

to test the hypothesis that a threat commonly faced by a species (natural threat) would

be met with a genetically-programmed and adaptive response while a novel one would

confound innate defense mechanisms and lead to maladaptive effects. We found that

the maternal stressor was associated with significant differences in body patterning and

activity patterns. By contrast, embryonic exposure to stressors increased the proportion

of individuals that pursued prey. From these results, it appears that in cuttlefish, maternal

and embryonic stressors affect different post-natal behavior in offspring. In addition, the

effect of the artificial stressor suggests that organisms can sometimes react adaptively to

a stressor even if it is not one that has been encountered during the evolutionary history

of the species.

Keywords: body patterning, predation, visual lateralization, activity, threat response

INTRODUCTION

Stress responses occur in reaction to any external or anticipated threat. In response to a predator,
for instance, an animal may increase its metabolism and divert resources to its muscles and away
from less critical functions like digestion and foraging behavior—the “fight or flight” stress response
(Cannon, 1939). Other kinds of stressors will induce different reactions. In response to food
scarcity, for instance, an animal may have the opposite reaction, prioritizing digestive processes
to extract the maximum amount of energy from food items and even undertaking risky foraging
behavior (Wang et al., 2006). While stress responses have presumably evolved to increase survival
in the face of an immediate stressor, there is an increasing awareness that stress responses come
with a host of negative fitness consequences. This often depends on whether the stressor causing
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the response is acute or chronic: A short, single experience
of a stressor (e.g., a single encounter with a predator) often
produces a short-term, adaptive response while long-term or
repeated exposure to stressors (e.g., prolonged food shortage)
can have lasting negative impacts on fitness (Jones, 1996; Miller
et al., 2007). These costs come from the energetic tradeoffs
involved in maintaining the response or in the form of missed
opportunities (e.g., lost foraging time, mating opportunities).
Chronic and repeated stressors are often associated with
reductions in immune function, the advent of various diseases,
negative impacts on psychological health and disruptions to
normal biological functions (e.g., Katz et al., 1981; Miller et al.,
2007; Favreau-Peigné et al., 2014). Thus, understanding the
underlying causes and effects of stress responses has implications
for medicine, psychology and developmental biology, and is
studied in a number of animal models.

The long-term effects of stress that occurs during the
embryonic development of an organism are known to be
especially significant. Research in a number of vertebrate taxa
demonstrates that stress responses in reproducing females can
have a strong impact on the behavior of her offspring. In some
cases, such stress may serve as an indicator of prospective
environment, prompting adaptive changes to the offspring
phenotype that help it cope with future challenges. Stress
responses can also be associated with reduced offspring fitness;
normal developmental processes can be disrupted and the animal
may be more susceptible to disease (Gluckman and Hanson,
2004). While the effects of prenatal stress have been relatively
well-documented in a number of taxa, it is often unclear if effects
observed are the direct result of a stress response in the offspring
or a maternally–transmitted effect. One potential mechanism
for prenatal stress effects in offspring is the transfer of “stress
hormones” (e.g., glucocorticoids, catecholamines) from mother
to developing embryo. Such hormones are secreted by animals
in response to stressors and affect physiology, behavior and
metabolism. Their transfer to offspring via the placenta or egg
yolk could explain many of the alterations to offspring phenotype
that are sometimes observed (Hayward and Wingfield, 2004;
Groothuis et al., 2005; Weinstock, 2008).

Alternatively or in parallel, embryos could be experiencing
stressors directly and generating their own stress responses.
Where most authors use the term “prenatal stress” to refer
to an offspring’s response to any stressor experienced during
embryonic development, we distinguish between effects of
stressors applied to the mother (“maternal stress”) and those
applied to the offspring themselves (“embryonic stress”).
Investigations of stressors applied directly to developing embryos
aremuch less numerous than studies ofmaternally-applied stress,
largely for logistical reasons. By necessity, prenatal stressors
must be applied to pregnant or brooding females in many
behavioral models, since their embryos develop viviparously
or ovoviviparously. Moreover, it has only recently become
widely recognized that the embryos of many species are able to

Abbreviations: UM-C, Unstressed Mother Control eggs; SM, Stressed Mother

eggs; WM,WildMother eggs; UM-PE, UnstressedMother Predator-Exposed eggs;

UM-LE, Unstressed Mother Light-Exposed eggs; HI, Heterogeneity Index.

perceive and react to stimuli in the surrounding environment,
and that this sensory input could provide essential information
to prepare for challenges in the postnatal environment (e.g.,
Mathis et al., 2008). One way to gauge the relative contributions
of maternal and embryonic stress responses is to compare
their effects in experimental isolation using animal models
that are oviparous and autonomous at birth (e.g., many fish,
amphibians, precocial birds, and invertebrates). For example,
experiments have demonstrated that rainbow trout eggs exposed
to stress hormones (comparable to what a stressed mother might
produce) result in offspring that are more fearful 5 months
after hatching than control animals, although no differences
were seen at 2 months (Colson et al., 2015). Likewise, when
eggs of the same species were isolated from their mothers and
subjected to conspecific alarms cues they demonstrated greater
behavioral plasticity than non-stressed controls (Poisson et al.,
2017). Therefore, it seems that both maternal and embryonic
stressors affect behavior in this species. However, experiments
with another species of trout failed to show any differences
induced by prenatal stress, suggesting that susceptibility to
prenatal stress is not universal across this subfamily (Ghio et al.,
2016). By comparing these three studies, we can see that stress
effects differ depending on stress type, species, context and age, a
finding that likely holds true for other groups as well.

Despite their potential as good study models, there is an
unfortunate lack of work with invertebrates, perhaps because
invertebrates are sometimes considered unsophisticated and thus
unworthy of behavioral study, and because experiments are
complicated by the existence of larval phases in many species.
The cuttlefish Sepia officinalis (Linnaeus, 1758) has neither of
these issues. Like other coleoid cephalopods, it is neurologically
and behaviorally sophisticated but unlike other coleoids and
invertebrates, it has no pelagic larval stage, settling directly on
the bottom after hatching (Hanlon and Messenger, 1998). Even
more importantly for a potential model for the study of prenatal
stress, this species is known to perceive and learn from within the
egg (Romagny et al., 2012). A number of embryonic influences
have already been identified in cuttlefish. For instance, embryos
can develop post-hatching prey preferences and behavioral
asymmetries from visual or odor cues (Darmaillacq et al., 2008;
Jozet-Alves and Hebert, 2012) and habituate to repeated sensory
stimuli, such as light, odor and tactile cues (Romagny et al., 2012).
Documenting the effects of maternal and embryonic stress in
this species may elucidate general principals about how animal
offspring are affected by different types of stress, or indicate
that the impact differs according to phylum. In addition, a
better understanding of the effects of maternal and embryonic
stress in S. officinalis would have direct implications for the
welfare of cephalopods in aquaculture, laboratories and aquaria.
This is important as cephalopods are increasingly recognized
as advanced organisms capable of pain and suffering and were
recently added to the list of protected animal groups covered by
European welfare legislation (Directive 2010/63/EU).

In order to determine whether prenatal stress affects cuttlefish
behavior, we subjected reproducing female cuttlefish and their
eggs to stressful stimuli. Our primary goal was to determine
if female cuttlefish transmit stress effects to their offspring.
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To this end, we compared the offspring of “unstressed” and
“stressed” captive females. We also included a group of “wild”
eggs in order to assess whether captivity during egg-laying exerts
any effects. Our secondary goal was to assess the relevance of
stressor type to offspring. We tested the hypothesis that stress
responses depend on stress type, particularly how “familiar”
it is to the species. We predicted that a naturally-occurring
stressor like odor cues from a co-occurring predator species
would elicit an adaptive anti-predator response genetically
programmed by natural selection. In contrast, we predicted that
an artificial stressor would confound innate defense mechanisms
and provoke behavioral responses with largely negative effects
on fitness. We tested this hypothesis by comparing the effects of
an artificial stressor (randomized bouts of bright LED light) to
a naturally-occurring one (predator odor) applied to developing
embryos. Experiments had already demonstrated that prenatal
exposure to predator odor affect the post-natal behavioral
lateralization of cuttlefish (Jozet-Alves and Hebert, 2012). LED
light was selected as the artificial stressor since it can be detected
by late-stage embryos (Romagny et al., 2012) and is likely to be
present in aquacultural facilities and laboratories. Immediately
after hatching, the offspring from each of these stress groups
were tested in a battery of behavioral tests. These tests were
chosen to assess a wide range of behaviors thought to be crucial
to survival in the wild: body patterning, predation ability, brain
lateralization, baseline activity and activity in response to an
imminent threat. Behavior was tested during the first 10 days after
hatching as this is thought to be the time of highest mortality in
the lifecycle of cuttlefish (Bloor et al., 2013).

METHODS

Two different experiments were conducted, one testing for
the potential transfer of the effects of captivity or stress from
reproducing females to their offspring, and a second exploring
the impact of stressors applied directly to developing embryos.
In the first experiment, we exposed spawning female cuttlefish to
daily removal from the water. We then compared the behavior of
their offspring (SM) to that of offspring of a group of captive but
unstressed mother controls (UM-C). We also compared both of
these groups to offspring from naturally-spawned eggs collected
from the wild (WM).While the maternal experience of these eggs
was unknown and uncontrolled, their inclusion gives a sense of
the effects of maternal capture and captivity (Figure 1).

In the second experiment testing embryonic stress, we
subdivided eggs from the unstressed control mothers into
three groups in order to investigate the effects of stimuli
applied directly to embryos. We applied two kinds of stressors:
a naturally-occurring stressor consisting of odor cues from
common predatory fish (UM-PE) and an artificial stressor
consisting of high intensity LED light timed randomly and
unpredictably throughout the day and night (UM-LE). These two
groups were compared to the unstressed mother control (UM-C)
group used in the maternal stress comparisons (Figure 1).

After hatching, the effects of prenatal stress treatments on
offspring were assessed with a battery of tests covering various

aspects of the cuttlefish behavioral repertoire, including body
patterning, visual lateralization, predation, activity patterns and
fear response. These tests allowed us to make a broad assessment
as to whether stressors affect offspring behavior and to make
general comparisons between embryonic andmaternal stress and
between a natural and an artificial stressor. We predicted that the
direct experience of an embryonic stressor would have a stronger
effect on offspring behavior than maternal stress, which consists
of information that must be transmitted indirectly to offspring
through the mother. We also expected that cuttlefish would have
evolved adaptive responses to the natural embryonic stressor
(predator odor), but would demonstrate inappropriate and likely
maladaptive responses to the artificial stressor since its response
to this stimulus could not have been shaped by natural selection.

Animal Collection and Housing
Adult Females
Cuttlefish traps were set off the coast of France in the English
Channel. Thirty seven adult female cuttlefish (S. officinalis) were
captured between May and June, 2015 and 28 were captured
in May, 2016 and transported to the Centre de Recherches en
Environnement Côtier (CREC, marine station of the University
of Caen, Luc-sur-Mer, France). These females were mated with
males and then placed in treatment tanks in a semi-open flow-
through seawater system (15 ± 1◦C) under a 16:8 h light/dark
cycle.

Captured females were split randomly into two groups,
and eggs collected from them were designated as “unstressed
mother—control” and “stressed mother.” The females designated
as unstressed mothers (six in 2015 and 12 in 2016) were
maintained in large (1,000 L), round tanks enriched with stones,
plastic algae, floating objects and plenty of shaded area. In 2015,
these females were housed in these tanks singly, but in 2016,
the capture of two dozen cuttlefish on a single day necessitated
housing in groups of three. Those females assigned to be in the
stressed mothers group were isolated in bare tanks (65 L) with a
water depth of 19 cm and subjected to randomized 10-s removals
from the water three times a day using a specially-made mesh
platform. Eggs spawned by these stressed captive females after at
least 1 week in these conditions were collected. Four unstressed
mothers and four stressed mothers spawned between May 15
and June 9, 2015 and 11 unstressed mothers and eight stressed
mothers spawned between May 14 and 29, 2016.

Eggs and Hatchlings
Wild mother eggs (WM) were collected by SCUBA divers
from pre-placed tethers in the English Channel (49◦19.667N-
0◦18.767W) in June, 2015 from a depth of 13.7 m. These, along
with eggs collected from unstressed and stressed mothers in
captivity, were moved to floating trays in 65L tanks (80 × 60 ×

40 cm) after 8 h of steady temperature habituation (from 15◦ to
20◦C). These were housed in a darkened room with exposure to
the natural light cycle and supplied with seawater from a gently
flowing open system and aerated by an airstone. A randomly-
selected third of the control mother eggs, designated as controls
(UM-C), along with WM and stressed mother SM eggs, were not
treated any further. The other two thirds of the control mother
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FIGURE 1 | Schematic representation of the experimental design.

eggs were divided randomly into predator-exposed (UM-PE) and
light-exposed (UM-LE) groups. Three sea bass (Linnaeus, 1758;
Dicentrarchus labrax; total length= 25–30 cm) were housed with
UM-PE eggs, separated by a mesh barrier that allowed the eggs
chemosensory and visual exposure to the predatory fish. Light-
exposed eggs experienced strong LED illumination (20.7klux,
approximately 10 cm from surface of water) for 90 min a day (six
randomly-timed periods of 15 min). All eggs were gently agitated
once a day to remove detritus and discourage parasite growth.

Hatchlings were recorded and collected at 08:00 each morning
between June 29 and August 5, 2015, and July 2–24, 2016,
and then transferred to a new tank to remove them from any
further exposure to the stress treatments. Between experiments,
hatchlings and juveniles were maintained in individually-labeled
compartments to preserve identity. These compartments were
situated in an aerated open seawater system (19–23◦C) with a
water depth of 7 cm. Sex determination was not possible at this
age. All hatchlings born on a single day comprised a daily cohort.
A total of 22 cohorts (numbering up to 12 individuals each) were
hatched and tested daily between July and August. In 2015, after
the predation experiment on Day 4, individuals were fed a single
shrimp (Crangon crangon; Linnaeus, 1758) per day. In 2016,
hatchlings were fed ad libitum starting on Day 4.

Behavioral Experiments
Following the 2 months of prenatal stress treatments described
in the previous section, the resulting offspring were subjected to
a battery of tests conducted during the first 10 days after hatching
(Figure 2). These behavioral tests were selected to determine
whether the stress treatments had affected certain key aspects
of the behavioral phenotype—body patterning, predation ability,
brain lateralization, activity level and response to a threat. The
data resulting from these tests were analyzed in R, GraphPad

(Prism R©) and StatXact R©7 (Cytel Inc.). All p-values are two-tailed
and alpha was set at 0.05.

Body Patterning
In 2015, on the day of hatching (Day 1), between 9:00 and
10:30, up to 12 cuttlefish at a time were placed in randomized
order in small uniform gray (“uniform background”) circular
compartments with slanted sides to minimize shadows (radius
= 2.9 cm bottom, 3.35 cm top, length of sides = 2.5 cm;
mean gray value = 101 ± 3.9) under white LED light (0.63
to 0.88 klux) and photographed at 0, 5, 15, and 30 min after
placement on the background with a Panasonic HDC-SD60
camera. On Day 2, between 10:30-12:00, cuttlefish order was re-
randomized and each was photographed four times (0, 5, 15, and
30 min after placement) against a checkered pattern (“disruptive
background”). The check size of the disruptive background was
selected to be approximately the size of a hatchling’s main body-
patterning component, the dorsal mantle square (3 × 3 mm),
since previous studies have shown that this usually elicits a
disruptive pattern in cuttlefish (Chiao et al., 2015).

ImageJ was used to assess the heterogeneity index (HI), a
measure of body pattern disruptiveness, of individuals from
the photographs. By selecting the outline of the mantle by
hand and measuring the “standard deviation,” HI was calculated
from the standard deviation between the mean gray values of
every individual pixel (x) comprising the dorsal mantle (x̄),
and the total number of pixels (N) selected, with higher values
indicating higher overall disruptiveness of body patterning (see
methodological description in Di Poi et al., 2014).

HI =

√

1

N

∑

(x− x̄)2 (1)
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FIGURE 2 | Timeline of stress treatments and behavioral tests. All tests except for the threat response activity analysis occurred in 2015.

Only photographs in which cuttlefish had settled and remained
motionless were used for these measurements. Because there
was little variation over time in individuals’ HI, the values from
the four time points were averaged and used to calculate group
means for each background type. In total, 55 WM, 41 UM-C,
43 SM, 44 UM-PE, and 39 UM-LE offspring were measured. HI
values conformed to parametric assumptions as determined by
visual inspection of histograms and normality plot, and were
compared with the “anova” function in the “nlme” R package.
Post hoc comparisons were made using the “glht” function in the
“multcomp” R package.

Initial Prey Encounter
Food was withheld until Day 4, when individuals were gently
moved from their compartments and placed in circular open-
field arenas (radius = 5.9 cm, 250 mL) between 21:00 and
23:00, corresponding to peak feeding time (twilight) for this
species (Quintela and Andrade, 2002). Each cuttlefish was
allowed 15 min to habituate to the new environment, after
which time filming commenced for 15 min (Panasonic HDC-
SD60) and a single shrimp (C. crangon, total length 0.7—1.4
cm) was introduced. Videos were analyzed using VLC Media
Player and ImageJ to collect data. The moment that cuttlefish
orientated toward shrimp with their body was defined as the
“time of detection” while the moment that tentacles touched
the shrimp and subdued it successfully was defined as the “time
of capture.” Most caught shrimp on the first attempt, although
any tentacle extensions without successful capture of the shrimp
were recorded as a “failed capture attempt.” Seven variables
were calculated from this information: latency to detection (time
between prey introduction and detection), latency to attack (time
between detection and first strike at prey), latency to capture
(time between detection and capture), distance of detection
(distance between nearest cuttlefish eye and shrimp at time
of detection), attempted capture rate (percentage of cuttlefish
that attempted capture), capture rate (percentage of cuttlefish
attempting capture that succeeded in capturing the shrimp)
and success rate (percentage of attempted captures that were
successful). In total, 56 WM, 37 UM-C, 40 SM, 38 UM-PE,
and 42 UM-LE offspring were tested. Latencies and distance
of detection did not meet parametric assumptions, so groups
were compared with exact Kruskal-Wallis tests by Monte Carlo
sampling followed by post hoc exact permutation tests (with
sequential Bonferroni correction). The variables “attempted
capture rate,” “capture rate,” and “success rate” were compared
with chi square exact tests.

Visual Laterality Test
These tests were conducted between 10:00 and 22:00 5 days
after hatching. The testing apparatus consisted of a start box
(3.5 × 5 cm), a movable transparent barrier and two darkened
shelters (3.5 × 4 cm) located 15 cm apart (see Jozet-Alves
et al., 2012). Each shelter contained blue aquarium gravel and
was shaded with a plastic cover. The apparatus was filled with
seawater (renewed between trials) and placed under a bright
fluorescent lamp (5.5 lux at the surface of the arena). In
order to determine if stress induced a population-level eye-
use preference, individuals were tested for shelter choice (in
randomized order) by gently positioning them in the start
box in such a way that it could view both shelters. Once the
cuttlefish was in position, the transparent barrier was removed
and the cuttlefish was allowed free access to the entire arena.
Bright light is unpleasant to cuttlefish, and thus they were
highly motivated to exit the start box and seek one of the
darkened shelters. In total, 43 WM, 40 UM-C, 43 SM, 42
UM-PE, and 41 UM-LE offspring were tested. Within-group
comparisons (the proportion turning right vs. left) were made
with binomial tests and between-group comparisons (whether
the proportion of those turning left differed between maternal
or embryonic stress groups) were analyzed with chi square exact
tests.

Overnight Activity Analysis
At midnight of Day 9, four cuttlefish from each daily cohort
were randomly selected and placed in a circular open-field
arena (radius = 5.9 cm, depth = 2.3 cm, 250 mL) made of
opaque white plastic (sides) and a glass base. Illuminated from
below by infrared light (which is not visible to the cuttlefish
but is recorded by the camera), each individual was filmed
from overhead for 6 h with a software-specific camera in a
darkened room. This period corresponds with the times at
which cuttlefish have been found to be most active (Denton
and Gilpin-Brown, 1961; Jäckel et al., 2007; Frank et al., 2012;
Oliveira et al., 2017). Videos were analyzed with Ethovision
(Noldus R©), a software package for behavioral tracking. The total
distance traveled, time spent moving, and mean meander were
recorded for each individual. Some individuals were unusable
due to poor lighting and were excluded. In total, 20 WM, 10
UM-C, 15 SM, 8 UM-PE and eight UM-LE offspring were
analyzed. These data did not conform to parametric assumptions,
so were analyzed with exact Kruskal-Wallis tests followed
by post hoc exact permutation tests (sequential Bonferroni
correction).
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Threat Response Activity Analysis
At noon on Day 7, two pairs of treatment- and age-matched
cuttlefish were randomly selected from the daily cohort. They
were placed in the open-field arena described in the previous
paragraph and recorded and tracked in the same manner. After
1 h of filming, 50 ml of “blank” water from the UM-C egg tank
was added to the arena of one member of each pair and 50 ml of
“predator odor” water from the UM-PE egg tank containing the
three seabass (D. labrax) was added to their counterparts’ arenas.
This was accomplished using tubes already present beneath the
waterline of each arena in order to minimize the disturbance
of the addition of water. The total distance traveled and time
spent moving were recorded for each individual in the same
manner as described above. To control for individual differences,
post treatment values are expressed as a percentage of the initial
hour for each individual (baseline). In total, groups of 10 UM-
C, SM, UM-PE, and UM-LE offspring were divided into “blank”
(n = 5 per stress group) and “predator odor” treatments (n =

5 per stress group). These data did not conform to parametric
assumptions, so were analyzed with a non-parametric analysis
of longitudinal data (R package “nparLD”) followed by post hoc
exact permutation tests (sequential Bonferroni correction).

Ethical Note
This research followed the guidance given by Directive
2010/63/EU, and French regulations regarding the use of animals
for experimental procedures, and was approved by the Regional
Ethical Committee Cenomexa (Committee agreement number:
54; project agreement number: A14384001). The experiment
was designed to decrease animal distress by minimizing the
number of animals. Enrichment was provided to unstressed
captive adult cuttlefish. After spawning, adult females died
naturally following senescence (June/July). After the completion
of behavioral experiments, juvenile cuttlefish were anesthetized
in 17.5g/L MgCl2 and euthanized with an overdose of ethanol
(2%) for neurobiological testing (results not detailed here).

RESULTS

Body Patterning
In the maternal stress groups, a repeated measures ANOVA
revealed a significant effect of the background type (i.e., uniform
vs. disruptive: p = 0.001; F = 11.299), and of the treatment
groups (p < 0.001; F = 15.66). As no interaction was found (p =
0.915; F = 0.089), this analysis showed that mean HI are higher
on the disruptive background whatever the group considered
(Figure 3). Pairwise post hoc comparisons showed that mean HI
values are lower in UM-C eggs than in WM eggs (p < 0.001) and
SM eggs (p= 0.034). There was no significant difference between
WM and SM HI scores (p= 0.021).

In the embryonic stress groups, a repeated measures ANOVA
revealed a significant effect of the background type (i.e., uniform
vs. disruptive: p = 0.007; F = 7.493), but not of stress treatment
groups (p = 0.066; F = 2.733). As no interaction was found (p
= 0.893), this analysis indicates that mean HIs are higher on the
disruptive background in all groups (data not shown).

FIGURE 3 | Heterogeneity Index (HI) ± s.d. of maternal stress groups on

uniform and disruptive backgrounds. Between groups, WM offspring (n = 55)

and SM (n = 43) had significantly higher HI than UM-C (n = 41; p < 0.001 and

= 0.034). Significant differences between groups are indicated by connecting

brackets. *p < 0.05; ***p < 0.001.

Initial Prey Encounter
In the maternal stress groups, there were no significant
differences between groups for any of the variables measured
(data not included).

Among the embryonic stress groups, there were no significant
differences between groups in latency of detection, latency to
attack, latency to capture or success rate (data not included).
However, distance of detection was significantly different among
the treatment groups (exact Kruskal-Wallis test: p = 0.0178; H
= 7.636). Pairwise post hoc tests showed that this distance was
significantly lower in UM-PE than in UM-LE (exact permutation
test, sequential Bonferroni correction: p = 0.008; see Table 1).
Attempted capture rate was also significantly different among
the treatment groups (chi-square test: p < 0.001; X2 = 18.795).
Pairwise post hoc T-tests showed that this rate was higher in
UM-LE than in UM-C and UM-PE groups (Table 1).

Visual Laterality Test
In the maternal stress groups, 72.1% of WM (n = 43), 47.5% of
UM-C (n = 40) and 60.5% of SM (n = 43) offspring chose the
shelter viewed in their left visual field (Figure 4). This group-level
bias was only significant in WM group (exact binomial tests: p=
0.005). The proportion of individuals choosing the shelter located
in their left or their right visual field was not significantly different
between groups (chi square exact test: p= 0.083; X2 = 5.237).

In the embryonic stress groups, 47.5% of UM-C (n = 40),
59.5% of UM-PE (n = 42) and 61.0% of UM-LE (n = 41)
offspring chose the shelter perceived in their left visual field
(data not included). No group-level bias was found, whatever the
group considered (binomial tests). The proportion of individuals
choosing the shelter located in their left or their right visual field
was not significantly different between groups (chi square exact
test: p= 0.434; X2 = 1.797).

Overnight Activity Analysis
In the maternal stress groups, the distance traveled and
time spent moving (Figures 5A,B) were significantly different
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TABLE 1 | Attempted capture rate (percentage of cuttlefish that attempted captured), capture rate (percentage of cuttlefish that captured shrimp), success rate (the

percentage of successful captures) of embryonic stress groups during the initial prey encounter.

UM-Control UM-Predator Exposed (natural UM-Light Exposed (artificial Group Post hoc

n = 35 stressor) n = 37 stressor) n = 34 comparisons tests

Attempted capture rate (%) 40.0 48.65 88.24 p < 0.001, X2 = 18.795 UM-C vs. UM-LE:

p < 0.001

UM-LE vs. UM-PE:

p = 0.008

Capture rate (%) 85.71 88.89 96.67 p = 0.492, X2 = 1.862

Success rate (%) 85.71 84.21 96.67 p = 0.333, X2 = 2.568

Both group comparisons and post hocs are chi squared exact tests (sequential Bonferroni correction).

FIGURE 4 | Eye used to select shelter in maternal stress groups. More WM (n

= 43) chose the shelter in their left visual field (binomial test; p = 0.005,

signified by asterisks) while no preference was found in UM-C (n = 40) or SM

(n = 43). The proportions were not significantly different between groups (p =

0.08).

between groups (Kruskal-Wallis tests: distance: p = 0.009; H
= 8.982; time moving: p = 0.028; H = 7.036). Pairwise post
hoc comparisons showed that both variables were significantly
greater in SM (n = 15) than in UM-C offspring (n = 10)
(exact permutation tests: distance: p = 0.002; time: p = 0.005).
Finally, no significant differences existed between groups inmean
meander (Kruskal-Wallis test: p= 0.374; H = 1.965; Figure 5C).
In addition, WM showed a statistical trend for higher distance
traveled than UM-C (exact permutation tests: p= 0.058).

In the embryonic stress groups, there were no significant
differences between groups for any of the variables measured
(Kruskal-Wallis tests; data not included).

Threat Response Activity Analysis
In the maternal stress groups, the non-parametric analysis for
longitudinal data revealed a significant difference within groups
according to time (i.e., before vs. after water addition), but not
according to treatment groups (i.e., WM, SM, and UM-C) or
cue type (i.e., blank water vs. predator odor), for both distance
traveled (p < 0.001; F = 32.666; Figure 6A) and time moving

(p < 0.001; F = 25.284; Figure 6B). As no interaction was found,
this analysis showed that mean distance traveled and time spent
moving are decreasing after adding water whatever the treatment
group and the cue type considered.

In the embryonic stress groups, the non-parametric analysis
for longitudinal data revealed a significant difference within
groups according to time (i.e., before vs. after water addition),
but not according to treatment groups (i.e., UM-C, UM-PE, and
UM-LE) or cue type (i.e., blank water vs. predator odor), for both
distance traveled (p < 0.001; F = 37.982; Figure 7A) and time
moving (p< 0.001; F= 32.437; Figure 7B). As no interaction was
found, this analysis showed that mean distance traveled and time
spent moving decrease after adding water whatever the treatment
group and the cue type considered.

DISCUSSION

We conducted this experiment with the aim of determining if
prenatal stress affects cuttlefish behavior, and to compare various
stressor types. We found that maternal stress was associated with
differences in offspring body patterning and activity patterns. By
contrast, offspring exposed to a natural stressor, predator odor,
showed no differences from controls, while embryos exposed
to an artificial stressor, bright light, differed in their predation
behavior. In addition, we found that maternal captivity during
spawning may affect visual laterality (summarized in Table 2).

Body Patterning
In all groups, the mean HI (disruptiveness) on the disruptive
background was consistently higher than that of the uniform
one, suggesting that all cuttlefish adjusted their body patterns to
the background. Significant differences were also seen between
groups: In our experiment, maternal stress increased the mean
disruptiveness of the body pattern displayed. Our results also
suggest that female captivity during egg-laying can induce a
group bias for higher disruptiveness in her offspring, since the
offspring of wild mothers had the highest HI overall. Previous
experiments with cuttlefish hatchlings have detected similar
differences in body patterning between groups incubated in
different environments (O’Brien et al., 2016a) and exposed to
certain pharmaceuticals during development (Di Poi et al., 2014;
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FIGURE 5 | The total distance traveled (A), time spent moving (B) and mean meander (turn angle/distance traveled; (C) ± s.d. of maternal stress groups in the

overnight activity analysis test. Significant differences (indicated by connecting brackets with asterisks) exist between UM-C (n = 10) and SM (n = 15) in both distance

traveled and time spent moving (p = 0.009 and 0.005; post hoc asymptotic permutation tests with sequential Bonferroni correction. WM n = 20. **p < 0.01;
# indicates a statistical tendency (p < 0.08).

FIGURE 6 | The total distance traveled (A) and time moving (B) ± s.d. for maternal stress groups in the threat response activity analysis. Differences within groups are

indicated by connecting bars; n = 5 for all bars.

FIGURE 7 | The total distance traveled (A) and time moving (B) ± s.d. for embryonic stress groups in the threat response activity analysis. Differences within groups

are indicated by connecting bars; n = 5 for all bars.

Bidel et al., 2016). The existence of similar differences between
maternal stress groups in this experiment indicates that maternal
experience can also affect this behavior, and may be adaptive for
their offspring—higher disruptiveness could potentially improve
camouflage on the variegated backgrounds often present in the
natural environment.

Where the tactic of adult cuttlefish is often to match the
background by expressing more uniform patterns in response to
uniform backgrounds and more disruptive patterns in response
to disruptive ones (Mathger et al., 2007; Barbosa et al., 2008),
young cuttlefish usually display a fairly chronic body pattern
that often clashes with the background (Hanlon and Messenger,
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TABLE 2 | Summary of behavioral test results in comparison to the unstressed control mothers.

Body Patterning Predatory

Behavior

Visual Laterality Activity Patterns Threat Response

2015 data 2015 data 2015 data 2015 data 2016 data

Wild Mother offspring (WM) Higher disruptiveness No effect Group-level left bias not

observed in control group

Statistical tendency for

higher distance traveled

Not tested

Stressed Mother offspring (SM) Higher disruptiveness No effect No effect Greater distance traveled

and time spent moving

No effect

Natural stressor: Predator-exposed

as eggs (UM-PE)

No effect No effect No effect No effect No effect

Artificial stressor: Light exposed as

eggs (UM-LE)

No effect Higher attempted

capture rate

No effect No effect No effect

1988; Poirier et al., 2005). The ability to produce a uniform body
pattern emerges during the first few months of life (see O’Brien
et al., 2016b), and the results of the present experiments suggest
that maternal stress and environment may delay the emergence
of this ability.

Predation
Almost twice as many UM-LE offspring attempted capture
than UM-C or UM-PE. Light is known to influence the
timing of hatching (Paulij et al., 1991), and it is possible that
these offspring had higher feeding motivation at the same
age than other hatchlings because of increased energetic needs
due to accelerated embryonic development. Faster development
could also have accelerated visual maturation, leading UM-LE
hatchlings to be better than their siblings at detecting prey.
Indeed, UM-LE were able to detect prey at a significantly greater
distance than UM-PE. It is worth noting however, that although
a greater proportion of UM-LE captured shrimp, they were not
better predators than the other groups, since the capture and
success did not differ significantly between groups (close to
100%). This is in accordance with early experiments suggesting
that prey capture operates using a highly-stereotyped program
that improves little with age or experience (Wells, 1958). Despite
not being better at hunting, young cuttlefish with higher feeding
motivation would likely grow faster from consuming more prey.

Visual Laterality
In our experiment, no group-level bias was found in the control
group. This is in accordance with previous experiments showing
that a left eye-use preference for shelter seeking is not fully
developed until a month after hatching (Jozet-Alves et al., 2012).
Among all other groups, only WM group displayed a group-
level preference toward the left side on Day 5. These results do
conflict somewhat with the findings of Jozet-Alves and Hebert
(2012); in that study, the authors showed that prenatal exposure
to predator odor induced a left preference 3 days after hatching.
However, this preference was slight, and it was necessary to test
each cuttlefish more than once to detect it. Our experiment used
a single trial per individual, a method formerly utilized in birds
(Pittet et al., 2009), and it is possible that running only one trial
did not allow us to detect the presence of the fledgling eye-use
preference seen in the other groups.

The fact that eye-use preference did exist in the WM group
suggests that when egg-laying and early development occur in
the wild, the maturation of the left eye use preference is faster.
Being lateralized from hatching may have an adaptive advantage
by rendering WM offspring able to dual task (Vallortigara and
Rogers, 2005). For example, while using their right eye for
hunting (Schnell et al., 2016) they can simultaneously “keep an
eye out” for shelter with their left should the need for a rapid
escape arise.

Overnight Activity
In our assessment of baseline activity level, we found no
differences between embryonic stress groups, while stressed
mother offspring were associated with greater activity than
control mother offspring, and similar to that of WM. We also
observed a statistical tendency for WM hatchlings to travel
a greater distance than UM-C. Activity levels and open field
behavior have been used in behavioral research as a means of
quantifying the impacts of various prenatal stressors in a variety
of animals. No previously-published studies have measured this
behavior in cuttlefish hatchlings, but we can draw insight from
other species.

Some species, including rhesus monkeys and salmon,
demonstrate decreases in overall activity after maternal or
embryonic stress (Schneider, 1992; Clarke et al., 1996; Espmark
et al., 2008), while others, including blue foxes and Japanese
quails, show increases in activity and steps taken in open
field tests (Braastad, 1998; Guibert et al., 2011). The effects of
prenatal stress on activity have been studied most extensively
in rodents, especially rats, and results are mixed. Some authors
(Masterpasqua et al., 1976; Peters, 1986; Hilakivi et al., 1989;
Sandi et al., 1996; Wilson et al., 2013) report increases in
exploration and open field activity. Others report no or little effect
of stress (Chapman and Stern, 1979; Van den Hove et al., 2005),
or even opposite effects according to sex (Alonso et al., 1991).
Themajority of studies however, find decreases in movement and
“exploration” in the offspring of females subjected to a variety of
stressors during pregnancy (Hockman, 1961; Fride et al., 1986;
Suchecki and Neto, 1991; Poltyrev et al., 1996; Vallee et al.,
1997; Fujioka et al., 2001; Patin et al., 2004). Thus it seems
that cuttlefish may differ in this respect from most vertebrate
models and could therefore serve as a means to explore the

Frontiers in Physiology | www.frontiersin.org 9 December 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 981

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/physiology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/physiology#articles


O’Brien et al. Prenatal Stress and Cuttlefish Behavior

factors driving the evolution of this response in different animal
groups.

Based on insight from the studies in other animals that do
show activity increases (cited above), the greater activity level
observed in SM may reflect a search for shelter or food or an
urge to escape. This could be advantageous by allowing young
cuttlefish to avoid predation and to grow more quickly. It is also
worth noting that an open field test conducted under laboratory
conditions may not reflect “natural” behavior that would be seen
in the wild. Indeed, a study in lab mice that compared open field
behavior in the lab to the same test conducted in an outdoor
grassy field found marked limitation in the number of behaviors
expressed in the artificial setting (Fiore et al., 1995).

The group differences observed suggests that the stress
experienced by the females during egg-laying was transmitted to
their offspring and altered behavioral patterns. Physiologically,
such an increase might be the result of slower vertical lobe
maturation. This is the area of the brain potentially responsible
for behavioral inhibition (Dickel et al., 2001, 2006), and a less
mature VL would permit a higher level of basal activity. This
experiment provides a starting point for future activity analyses
with hatchling cuttlefish.

Threat Response
Many animals strongly alter their activity patterns in response
to predator odor, especially in aquatic ecosystems. In particular,
there is an extensive amount of literature documenting the
behavioral responses of numerous aquatic gastropod and bivalve
species (the extant molluscan groups most closely related to
cephalopods) to waterborne predator odors, including escape
responses such as crawling out of the water or burying (e.g.,
Snyder and Snyder, 1971; Jacobsen and Stabell, 2004; Dalesman
et al., 2006), as well as reductions in movement such as cessation
of filter feeding or decreases in foraging and migration (e.g.,
Reimer and Tedengren, 1997; Smee and Weissburg, 2006). Adult
cuttlefish are known to react to predators with increases in
escape behavior (Staudinger et al., 2013) and numerous body
pattering displays (Adamo et al., 2006). Cuttlefish embryos
are able to detect odors starting during the final third of
embryonic development and respond to it in various ways,
including embryonic increases in breathing rate (Romagny
et al., 2012; Mezrai et al., in preparation), as well as post-
natal behavioral lateralization (Jozet-Alves andHebert, 2012) and
changes in prey preference (Guibé et al., 2010). Thus, the ability
to detect waterborne predator cues is present before hatching.
The existence of odor-induced anti-predator responses in other
molluscs, coupled with chemosensory abilities of embryonic
cuttlefish, led us to predict that a change in activity pattern
would be observable in response to predator odor in young
hatchlings. The predator cue we utilized came from sea bass,
which are known to prey on hatchling cuttlefish in the wild (Blanc
and Daguzan, 1999), and thus represent an imminent threat to
survival which should elicit a change in movement.

A reduction in activity was observed in all groups after
the addition of either predator odor or blank water. This
was a continuation of a pattern of progressively decreasing
activity over time, and no group’s reaction to predator odor
differed from that of their response to blank water. Thus, it

seems that unlike many other molluscs and adult cuttlefish,
hatchling cuttlefish do not possess a marked locomotory threat
response. Perhaps they rely exclusively on burying and/or body
patterning to avoid predation. Unfortunately, the video quality
and lack of sand necessary for the behavioral tracking software
to function optimally prevented us from observing any burying
or body patterning response. Researchers should take advantage
of evolving video analysis technology to incorporate these
possibilities into future tests of activity and threat response.

Maternal vs. Embryonic Stress
Body patterning and activity levels were both affected by
maternal stress, while embryonic stress only affected one aspect
of predatory behavior. Additionally, the differences between
WM and UM-C in activity and turning bias suggest that the
environment in which eggs are laid can also affect offspring
behavior. In sum, maternal stress and spawning environment
resulted in more post-natal behavioral changes than the direct
experience of stressors in the egg. The greater post-natal reaction
to the maternal stimuli suggests that mothers’ experience might
be a more reliable indicator of future prospects than stressors
experienced by the embryos directly.

Maternal experience is known to “program” offspring in
many other species; most commonly, the offspring of mothers
exposed to a particular predator showed adaptive responses when
encountering that predator itself (reviewed in Agrawal et al.,
1999; Storm and Lima, 2010). In birds and mammals, such
maternal stress effects are likely mediated by the transfer of
stress hormones in the egg or placenta (Hayward and Wingfield,
2004; Groothuis et al., 2005; Weinstock, 2008). Since cuttlefish
lack a planktonic larval phase and their dispersal abilities are
likely limited by their size, any dangers present at or near the
spawning site are likely to be a threat to cuttlefish at hatching.
Anticipating and preparing for these threats makes adaptive
sense. The higher disruptiveness and greater activity levels of
stressed mother offspring and the higher disruptiveness and left
turning bias of wild mothers could be advantageous to hatchlings
by improving camouflage and facilitating escape from predators.

The effects of maternal environment and stress should be
taken into account when planning, conducting and interpreting
future laboratory experiments with cuttlefish—the behaviors
observed may differ depending on how subjects were obtained
(i.e., bred in captivity or collected from the wild) and handled,
and experimenters should carefully consider their experimental
priorities (i.e., whether they are trying to assess natural behavior)
before they source cuttlefish eggs for experiments. More
broadly, further experimentation in other oviparous species is
important in understanding the results obtained in viviparous
and ovoviviparous species for which maternal and embryonic
effects cannot be disassociated.

Artificial vs. Natural Embryonic Stressors
Sea bass (D. labrax) are a particularly relevant stressor to
cuttlefish since they have long co-existed in the English Channel
and readily predate on hatchling and juvenile cuttlefish (Blanc
and Daguzan, 1999). Sensing sea bass odor in the natal
environment is a direct signal of post-natal threat for hatchling
cuttlefish. Because of this, selective pressure for embryos to
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detect and prepare for this threat is presumably strong. Indeed,
embryonic exposure to seabass odor is associated with increased
lateralization in cuttlefish hatchlings, a behavioral adaptation
which can facilitate rapid escape (Jozet-Alves and Hebert, 2012).
In these five experiments however, the predator cues had no
discernable behavioral effect.

It is possible that embryos habituated to the predator odor.
In our experiment, UM-PE embryos were housed in tanks
with seabass for most of development, and had the ability to
sense odor cues for the last seven (of 30) stages of embryonic
development (Romagny et al., 2012). Thus, they had at least
several weeks of chemosensory exposure to these predators. Post-
natal studies in other animals, including fish, rats and lizards,
have shown that while acute stress exposure can result in adaptive
changes (e.g., increased predator avoidance behavior or HPA-axis
sensitivity), long-term or repeated exposure can actually reduce
or eliminate the adaptive response (Dielenberg and McGregor,
1999; Weinberg et al., 2009). On the other hand, some studies
show a lack of habituation to predator odor applied long-term
(e.g., Epple et al., 1993). If habituation to predator odor is indeed
occurring in cuttlefish, the evolutionary reason for this merits
further scrutiny. One possibility is that because the predator
odor was not paired with alarm cues from injured conspecifics
in our experiment, the cuttlefish embryos learned to regard it as
benign. Such a phenomenon occurs in harbor seals, which learn
to distinguish between the calls of fish-eating and seal-eating orca
populations and behave accordingly (Deecke et al., 2002).

In parallel, we tested an “artificial” stressor that could be
compared to the effect of predator odor. We selected an artificial
light source (LED panels) at a high intensity to penetrate the
opaque egg membrane. The timing of the light regime was
randomized and mimicked what might occur in some artificial
settings. Though this stressor was a completely artificial stimulus
and not indicative of a threat, it was associated with a strong,
seemingly adaptive effect on predation behavior. Thus, our
prediction of positive effects in response to predator odor and
of disruptive effects in response to LED light was not supported
by these results. This suggests that the evolutionary “familiarity”
of a stressor (i.e., whether the species has encountered it before)
is not the only explanation for fitness differences in the stressor
response. The fact that we found an effect of light (increased
predation) and no effect of predator odor may instead be
explained by the relevance of the sensory modalities engaged by
each stressor. While both odor and light can be perceived and
responded to by embryos, cuttlefish are highly visual animals
(Darmaillacq et al., 2017), and thus visual cues are likely to
be more relevant to them than odor cues. Alternatively, this
behavior may simply reflect a physiological improvement in
visual acuity due to the wider ranges of light intensity experienced
during embryonic development. Further testing exploring the
role of different cues and sensorymodalities are ongoing (Mezrai,
in preparation).

CONCLUSION

The results reported here can serve as a basis for future
behavioral tests examining prenatal stress and other embryonic
influences. The tests utilized were non-invasive methods and,

when employed as a battery, cover a broad range of behaviors
critical to survival that give a rough measure of offspring
fitness and treatment group differences. In particular, the
activity analyses and threat response test were the first to be
conducted with hatchling cuttlefish, and should offer valuable
baseline data for researchers hoping to utilize such tests in the
future. Further experimentation with other sources of prenatal
stress will elaborate on the results reported here and could
reveal previously-unknown prenatal pressures driving offspring
behavior.

At the same time, greater effort should be made to
account for the effects of spawning environment and early
stimulation when planning and interpreting laboratory
experiments and in the welfare of this regulated species. It
is well-established that environmental enrichment is crucial to
early cognitive development in cuttlefish (Dickel et al., 2000)
and is recommended for the welfare of adults (Fiorito et al.,
2015). The results presented here underscore the importance
of maintaining a stimulating environment for reproducing
females and even potentially their eggs. Researchers should
strive to maintain at least a basic level of sensory enrichment
for captive adults, and carefully consider the environmental cues
experienced by developing eggs. Future guidelines will hopefully
standardize a basic level of enrichment for all European cuttlefish
research. It may even be beneficial to include predator cues
and other mild stressors to encourage the development of
certain aspects of the behavioral phenotype (e.g., hunting
ability). Carefully adapting captive enclosures to cuttlefish
needs will ensure the psychological well-being of individuals
and the reliability of experimental results, promote growth in
aquaculture and yield more savvy offspring for future hatch and
release programs.

SUMMARY STATEMENT

The effects of several chronic prenatal stressors (maternal
stress, embryonic exposure to predator odor or bright light) on
hatchling cuttlefish are compared in five tests.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

CO: Primary data collector and author of article; CJ-A:
Assisted with data analysis, experimental design and editing
of manuscript; NM: Data collector, editor of manuscript; CB:
Data collector, editor of manuscript; A-SD: Supervisor, editor of
manuscript; LD; Primary supervisor, editor of manuscript.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the Agence Nationale de la
Recherche (ANR) and the Région Basse-Normandie as part of
the research project PReSTO’Cog (ANR-13-BSV7-0002). We are
grateful for the assistance of Olivier Basuyaux and Sébastien Pien
of the Synergie Mer et Littoral (SMEL), Nadège Villain-Naud and
Céline Thomasse of NECC Ethos (Université de Caen), Jean Paul
Lehodey, David Liegard, Frédéric Guyon, and David Lemeille
of the Centre de Recherches en Environnement Côtier (CREC,

Frontiers in Physiology | www.frontiersin.org 11 December 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 981

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/physiology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/physiology#articles


O’Brien et al. Prenatal Stress and Cuttlefish Behavior

Université de Caen), as well as the numerous students who
worked with us, including Kevin Bairos-Novak, Héloise Duretz,
Camille Auger, Chloe Jane Way, Pauline Billiard, and Justine

Lequesne. We also appreciate the excellent suggestions made
by two reviewers. The manuscript was proofread by Barbara
O’Brien.

REFERENCES

Adamo, S. A., Ehgoetz, K., Sangster, C., and Whitehorne, I. (2006). Signaling

to the enemy? Body pattern expression and its response to external cues

during hunting in the cuttlefish Sepia officinalis (Cephalopoda). Biol. Bull. 210,

192–200. doi: 10.2307/4134557
Agrawal, A. A., Laforsch, C., and Tollrian, R. (1999). Transgenerational induction

of defences in animals and plants. Nature 401, 60. doi: 10.1038/43425
Alonso, S. J., Arevalo, R., Afonso, D., and Rodriguez, M. (1991). Effects of maternal

stress during pregnancy on forced swimming test behavior of the offspring.

Physiol. Behav. 50, 511–517. doi: 10.1016/0031-9384(91)90538-Y
Barbosa, A., Mäthger, L. M., Buresch, K. C., Kelly, J., Chubb, C., Chiao, C.-C.,

et al. (2008). Cuttlefish camouflage: the effects of substrate contrast and size in

evoking uniform, mottle or disruptive body patterns. Vis. Res. 48, 1242–1253.

doi: 10.1016/j.visres.2008.02.011
Bidel, F., Di Poi, C., Imarazene, B., Koueta, N., Budzinski, H., Van Delft, P., et al.

(2016). Pre-hatching fluoxetine-induced neurochemical, neurodevelopmental,

and immunological changes in newly hatched cuttlefish. Environ. Sci. Pollut.

Res. 23, 5030–5045. doi: 10.1007/s11356-015-4591-7
Blanc, A., and Daguzan, J. (1999). Young cuttlefish Sepia officinalis

(Mollusca: Sepiidae) in the Morbihan Bay (south Brittany, France):

accessory prey of predators. J. Mar. Biol. Assoc. U.K. 79, 1133–1134.

doi: 10.1017/S0025315499001435
Bloor, I. S. M., Wearmouth, V. J., Cotterell, S. P., McHugh, M. J., Humphries,

N. E., Jackson, E. L., et al. (2013). Movements and behaviour of European

common cuttlefish Sepia officinalis in english channel inshore waters:

first results from acoustic telemetry. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 448, 19–27.

doi: 10.1016/j.jembe.2013.06.013
Braastad, B. O. (1998). Effects of prenatal stress on behaviour of offspring

of laboratory and farmed mammals. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 61, 159–180.

doi: 10.1016/S0168-1591(98)00188-9
Cannon, W. B. (1939). The Wisdom of the Body. 1932. New York, NY: Norton.
Chapman, R. H., and Stern, J. M. (1979). Failure of severe maternal stress

or ACTH during pregnancy to affect emotionality of male rat offspring:

implications of litter effects for prenatal studies. Dev. Psychobiol. 12, 255–267.

doi: 10.1002/dev.420120309
Chiao, C.-C., Chubb, C., and Hanlon, R. T. (2015). A review of visual perception

mechanisms that regulate rapid adaptive camouflage in cuttlefish. J. Comp.

Physiol. A 201, 933–945. doi: 10.1007/s00359-015-0988-5
Clarke, A. S., Soto, A., Bergholz, T., and Schneider, M. L. (1996).

Maternal gestational stress alters adaptive and social behavior in

adolescent rhesus monkey offspring. Infant Beh. Dev. 19, 451–461.

doi: 10.1016/S0163-6383(96)90006-5
Colson, V., Valotaire, C., Geffroy, B., and Kiilerich, P. (2015). Egg cortisol

exposure enhances fearfulness in larvae and juvenile rainbow trout. Ethology

121, 1191–1201. doi: 10.1111/eth.12437
Dalesman, S., Rundle, S. D., Coleman, R. A., and Cotton, P. A. (2006).

Cue association and antipredator behaviour in a pulmonate snail, Lymnaea

stagnalis. Anim. Behav. 71, 789–797. doi: 10.1016/j.anbehav.2005.05.028
Darmaillacq, A.-S., Lesimple, C., and Dickel, L. (2008). Embryonic visual

learning in the cuttlefish, Sepia officinalis. Anim. Behav. 76, 131–134.

doi: 10.1016/j.anbehav.2008.02.006
Darmaillacq, A.-S., Mezrai, N., O’Brien, C. E., and Dickel, L. (2017). Visual ecology

and the development of visually guided behavior in the cuttlefish. Front. Physiol.

8:402. doi: 10.3389/fphys.2017.00402
Deecke, V. B., Slater, P. J., and Ford, J. K. (2002). Selective habituation

shapes acoustic predator recognition in harbour seals. Nature 420:171.

doi: 10.1038/nature01030
Denton, E. J., and Gilpin-Brown, J. B. (1961). The effect of light on

the buoyancy of the cuttlefish. J. Mar. Biol. Assoc. U.K. 41, 343–350.

doi: 10.1017/S002531540002395X
Di Poi, C., Bidel, F., Dickel, L., and Bellanger, C. (2014). Cryptic and

biochemical responses of young cuttlefish Sepia officinalis exposed to

environmentally relevant concentrations of fluoxetine. Aqua. Toxicol. 151,

36–45. doi: 10.1016/j.aquatox.2013.12.026

Dickel, L., Boal, J. G., and Budelmann, B. U. (2000). The effect of early experience

on learning and memory in cuttlefish. Dev. Psychobiol. 36, 101–110. doi: 10.

1002/(SICI)1098-2302(200003)36:2<101::AID-DEV2>3.0.CO;2-L
Dickel, L., Chichery, M.-P., and Chichery, R. (2001). Increase of learning

abilities and maturation of the vertical lobe complex during postembryonic

development in the cuttlefish, Sepia. Dev. Psychobiol. 39, 92–98.

doi: 10.1002/dev.1033
Dickel, L., Darmaillacq, A.-S., Poirier, R., Agin, V., Bellanger, C., and Chichery, R.

(2006). Behavioural and neural maturation in the cuttlefish Sepia officinalis. Vie

et Milieu 56, 89–95.
Dielenberg, R. A., and McGregor, I. S. (1999). Habituation of the hiding response

to cat odor in rats (Rattus norvegicus). J. Comp. Psychol. 113, 376–387.

doi: 10.1037/0735-7036.113.4.376
Epple, G., Mason, J. R., Nolte, D. L., and Campbell, D. L. (1993). Effects of predator

odors on feeding in the mountain beaver (Aplodontia rufa). J. Mammal. 74,

715–722. doi: 10.2307/1382293
Espmark, A. M., Eriksen, M. S., Salte, R., Braastad, B. O., and Bakken,

M. (2008). A note on pre-spawning maternal cortisol exposure in

farmed Atlantic salmon and its impact on the behaviour of offspring in

response to a novel environment. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 110, 404–409.

doi: 10.1016/j.applanim.2007.04.003
Favreau-Peigné, A., Calandreau, L., Constantin, P., Gaultier, B., Bertin,

A., Arnould, C., et al. (2014). Emotionality modulates the effect of

chronic stress on feeding behaviour in birds. PLoS ONE 9:e87249.

doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0087249
Fiore, M., Dell’Omo, G., Alleva, E., and Lipp, H.-P. (1995). A comparison of

behavioural effects of prenatally administered oxazepam in mice exposed to

open-fields in the laboratory and the real world. Psychopharmacology 122,

72–77.
Fiorito, G., Affuso, A., Basil, J., Cole, A., de Girolamo, P., D’Angelo, L., et al. (2015).

Guidelines for the Care and Welfare of Cephalopods in Research -A consensus

based on an initiative by CephRes, FELASA and the Boyd Group. Lab. Anim.

49, 1–9. doi: 10.1177/0023677215580006
Frank, M. G., Waldrop, R. H., Dumoulin, M., Aton, S., and Boal, J. G. (2012). A

preliminary analysis of sleep-like states in the Cuttlefish Sepia officinalis. PLoS

ONE 7:e38125. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0038125
Fride, E., Dan, Y., Feldon, J., Halevy, G., and Weinstock, M. (1986). Effects of

prenatal stress on vulnerability to stress in prepubertal and adult rats. Physiol.

Behav. 37, 681–687. doi: 10.1016/0031-9384(86)90172-1
Fujioka, T., Fujioka, A., Tan, N., Chowdhury, G. M. I., Mouri, H., Sakata, Y., et al.

(2001). Mild prenatal stress enhances learning performance in the non-adopted

rat offspring. Neuroscience 103, 301–307. doi: 10.1016/S0306-4522(00)00582-0
Ghio, S. C., Leblanc, A. B., Audet, C., and Aubin-Horth, N. (2016). Effects

of maternal stress and cortisol exposure at the egg stage on learning,

boldness and neophobia in brook trout. Behaviour 153, 1639–1663.

doi: 10.1163/1568539X-00003377
Gluckman, P. D., and Hanson, M. A. (2004). Developmental origins of disease

paradigm: a mechanistic and evolutionary perspective. Pediatr. Res. 56,

311–317. doi: 10.1203/01.PDR.0000135998.08025.FB
Groothuis, T. G., Müller, W., von Engelhardt, N., Carere, C., and Eising, C. (2005).

Maternal hormones as a tool to adjust offspring phenotype in avian species.

Neuroscience Biobehav. Rev. 29, 329–352. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2004.12.002
Guibé, M., Boal, J. G., and Dickel, L. (2010). Early exposure to odors changes

later visual prey preferences in cuttlefish. Dev. Psychobiol. 52, 833–837.

doi: 10.1002/dev.20470
Guibert, F., Richard-Yris, M.-A., Lumineau, S., Kotrschal, K., Bertin,

A., Petton, C., et al. (2011). Unpredictable mild stressors on laying

females influence the composition of Japanese quail eggs and offspring’s

phenotype. Appl. Anim. Behav. Sci. 132, 51–60. doi: 10.1016/j.applanim.2011.

03.012
Hanlon, andMessenger, J. B. (1988). Adaptive coloration in young cuttlefish (Sepia

officinalis L.): the morphology and development of body patterns and their

relation to behaviour. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B 320, 437–487.
Hanlon, and Messenger, J. B. (1998). Cephalopod Behaviour. Cambridge, UK:

Cambridge University Press.

Frontiers in Physiology | www.frontiersin.org 12 December 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 981

https://doi.org/10.2307/4134557
https://doi.org/10.1038/43425
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-9384(91)90538-Y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2008.02.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-4591-7
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315499001435
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2013.06.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1591(98)00188-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.420120309
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00359-015-0988-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0163-6383(96)90006-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/eth.12437
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2005.05.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2008.02.006
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2017.00402
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01030
https://doi.org/10.1017/S002531540002395X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2013.12.026
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1098-2302(200003)36:2<101::AID-DEV2>3.0.CO;2-L
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.1033
https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7036.113.4.376
https://doi.org/10.2307/1382293
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2007.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0087249
https://doi.org/10.1177/0023677215580006
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0038125
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-9384(86)90172-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0306-4522(00)00582-0
https://doi.org/10.1163/1568539X-00003377
https://doi.org/10.1203/01.PDR.0000135998.08025.FB
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2004.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.20470
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2011.03.012
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/physiology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/physiology#articles


O’Brien et al. Prenatal Stress and Cuttlefish Behavior

Hayward, L. S., and Wingfield, J. C. (2004). Maternal corticosterone is transferred

to avian yolk and may alter offspring growth and adult phenotype. Gen. Comp.

Endocrinol. 135, 365–371. doi: 10.1016/j.ygcen.2003.11.002
Hilakivi, L. A., Ota, M., and Lister, R. (1989). Effect of isolation on brain

monoamines and the behavior of mice in tests of exploration, locomotion,

anxiety and behavioral ‘despair.’ Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 33, 371–374.

doi: 10.1016/0091-3057(89)90516-9
Hockman, C. H. (1961). Prenatal maternal stress in the rat: its effects on

emotional behavior in the offspring. J. Comp. Physiol. Psychol. 54:679.

doi: 10.1037/h0041945
Jäckel, G., Mark, F. C., Gutowska, M., Claireaux, G., Ellington, C. P., and

Pörtner, H. O. (2007). Analysis of diurnal activity patterns and related

changes in metabolism in the cephalopod Sepia officinalis. Ann. Soc. Exp. Biol.

146A(4Suppl):S83. doi: 10.1016/j.cbpa.2007.01.109
Jacobsen, H. P., and Stabell, O. B. (2004). Antipredator behaviour mediated

by chemical cues: the role of conspecific alarm signalling and predator

labelling in the avoidance response of a marine gastropod. Oikos 104, 43–50.

doi: 10.1111/j.0030-1299.2004.12369.x
Jones, R. B. (1996). Fear and adaptability in poultry: insights, implications and

imperatives.World’s Poultry Sci. J. 52, 131–174. doi: 10.1079/WPS19960013
Jozet-Alves, C., and Hebert, M. (2012). Embryonic exposure to predator odour

modulates visual lateralization in cuttlefish. Proc. R. Soc. B 280:20122575.

doi: 10.1098/rspb.2012.2575
Jozet-Alves, C., Viblanc, V. A., Romagny, S., Dacher, M., Healy, S. D., and Dickel,

L. (2012). Visual lateralization is task and age dependent in cuttlefish, Sepia

officinalis. Anim. Behav. 83, 1313–1318. doi: 10.1016/j.anbehav.2012.02.023
Katz, R. J., Roth, K. A., and Carroll, B. J. (1981). Acute and chronic stress effects on

open field activity in the rat: implications for a model of depression. Neurosci.

Biobehav. Rev. 5, 247–251. doi: 10.1016/0149-7634(81)90005-1
Linnaeus, C., von. (1758). Systema Naturae, 10th Edn, Vol. 1. Stockholm: L. Salvii.
Masterpasqua, F., Chapman, R. H., and Lore, R. K. (1976). The effects of prenatal

psychological stress on the sexual behavior and reactivity of male rats. Dev.

Psychobiol. 9, 403–411. doi: 10.1002/dev.420090503
Mathger, L. M., Chiao, C.-C., Barbosa, A., Buresch, K. C., Kaye, S., and Hanlon,

R. T. (2007). Disruptive coloration elicited on controlled natural substrates in

cuttlefish, Sepia officinalis. J. Exp. Biol. 210, 2657–2666. doi: 10.1242/jeb.004382
Mathis, A., Ferrari, M. C., Windel, N., Messier, F., and Chivers, D. P. (2008).

Learning by embryos and the ghost of predation future. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B

275, 2603–2607. doi: 10.1098/rspb.2008.0754
Miller, G. E., Chen, E., and Zhou, E. S. (2007). If it goes up, must it come down?

Chronic stress and the hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenocortical axis in humans.

Am. Psychol. Assoc. 133, 25–45. doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.133.1.25
O’Brien, C. E., Bowie, M., Billard, P., Darmaillacq, A.-S., Jozet-Alves, C., Behaim,

D., et al. (2016a). The effect of an artificial incubation environment on hatchling

size and behavior in the cuttlefish, Sepia officinalis. Vie et Milieu Life Environ.

66, 1–9.
O’Brien, C. E., Mezrai, N., Darmaillacq, A.-S., and Dickel, L. (2016b). Behavioral

development in embryonic and early juvenile cuttlefish (Sepia officinalis). Dev.

Psychobiol. 59, 145–160. doi: 10.1002/dev.21476
Oliveira, C. C., Grano-Maldonado, M. I., Gonçalves, R. A., Frias, P. A., and Sykes,

A. V. (2017). Preliminary results on the daily and seasonal rhythms of cuttlefish

Sepia officinalis (Linnaeus, 1758) locomotor activity in captivity. Fishes 2:9.

doi: 10.3390/fishes2030009
Patin, V., Vincent, A., Lordi, B., and Caston, J. (2004). Does prenatal stress

affect the motoric development of rat pups? Dev. Brain Res. 149, 85–92.

doi: 10.1016/j.devbrainres.2003.12.008
Paulij, W. P., Herman, P. M. J., Roozen, M. E. F., and Denuce, J. M. (1991). The

Influence of Photoperiodicity on Hatching of Sepia Officinalis. J. Mar. Biol.

Assoc. U.K. 71, 665. doi: 10.1017/S0025315400053224
Peters, D. A. (1986). Prenatal stress: effect on development of rat brain

serotonergic neurons. Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 24, 1377–1382.

doi: 10.1016/0091-3057(86)90198-X
Pittet, F., Blois-Heulin, C., Houdelier, C., Richard-Yris, M.-A., and Lumineau,

S. (2009). “Sexual display laterality in male of Japanese quail,” in Behavior

2009-31st International Ethological Conference (Rennes).
Poirier, R., Chichery, R., andDickel, L. (2005). Early experience and postembryonic

maturation of body patterns in cuttlefish (Sepia officinalis). J. Comp. Psychol.

119, 230–237. doi: 10.1037/0735-7036.119.2.230
Poisson, A., Valotaire, C., Borel, F., Bertin, A., Darmaillacq, A.-S., Dickel,

L., et al. (2017). Embryonic exposure to a conspecific alarm cue triggers

behavioural plasticity in juvenile rainbow trout. Anim. Behav. 133, 35–45.

doi: 10.1016/j.anbehav.2017.09.013

Poltyrev, T., Keshet, G. I., Kay, G., andWeinstock, M. (1996). Role of experimental

conditions in determining differences in exploratory behavior of prenatally

stressed rats. Develop. Psychobiol. 29, 453–462.
Quintela, J., and Andrade, J. P. (2002). Diel feeding rhythms, daily ration and

gastric evacuation rates of Sepia officinalis in the Ria Formosa lagoon (South

Portugal). Bull. Mar. Sci. 71, 665–680.
Reimer, O., and Tedengren, M. (1997). Predator-induced changes in byssal

attachment, aggregation and migration in the blue mussel,Mytilus edulis.Mar.

Freshw. Behav. Phys 30, 251–266. doi: 10.1080/10236249709379029
Romagny, S., Darmaillacq, A.-S., Guibe, M., Bellanger, C., and Dickel, L. (2012).

Feel, smell and see in an egg: emergence of perception and learning in an

immature invertebrate, the cuttlefish embryo. J. Exp. Biol. 215, 4125–4130.

doi: 10.1242/jeb.078295
Sandi, C., Venero, C., and Guaza, C. (1996). Novelty-related rapid

locomotor effects of corticosterone in rats. Eur. J. Neurosci. 8, 794–800.

doi: 10.1111/j.1460-9568.1996.tb01264.x
Schneider, M. L. (1992). Prenatal stress exposure alters postnatal behavioral

expression under conditions of novelty challenge in rhesus monkey infants.

Dev. Psychobiol. 25, 529–540. doi: 10.1002/dev.420250706
Schnell, A. K., Hanlon, R. T., Benkada, A., and Jozet-Alves, C. (2016).

Lateralization of eye use in cuttlefish: opposite direction for anti-predatory and

predatory behaviors. Front. Physiol. 7:620. doi: 10.3389/fphys.2016.00620
Smee, D. L., and Weissburg, M. J. (2006). Hard clams (Mercenaria mercenaria)

evaluate predation risk using chemical signals from predators and injured

conspecifics. J. Chem. Ecol. 32, 605–619. doi: 10.1007/s10886-005-9021-8
Snyder, N. F., and Snyder, H. A. (1971). Defenses of the Florida apple snail Pomacea

paludosa. Behaviour 40, 175–214. doi: 10.1163/156853971X00384
Staudinger, M. D., Buresch, K. C., Mäthger, L. M., Fry, C., McAnulty, S., Ulmer, K.

M., et al. (2013). Defensive responses of cuttlefish to different teleost predators.

Biol. Bull. 225, 161–174. doi: 10.1086/BBLv225n3p161
Storm, J. J., and Lima, S. L. (2010). Mothers forewarn offspring about predators:

a transgenerational maternal effect on behavior. Am. Nat. 175, 382–390.

doi: 10.1086/650443
Suchecki, D., andNeto, J. P. (1991). Prenatal stress and emotional response of adult

offspring. Physiol. Behav. 49, 423–426. doi: 10.1016/0031-9384(91)90259-Q
Vallee, M., Mayo, W., Dellu, F., Le Moal, M., Simon, H., and Maccari, S. (1997).

Prenatal stress induces high anxiety and postnatal handling induces low anxiety

in adult offspring: correlation with stress-induced corticosterone secretion. J.

Neurosci. 17, 2626–2636.
Vallortigara, G., and Rogers, L. J. (2005). Survival with an asymmetrical brain:

advantages and disadvantages of cerebral lateralization. Behav. Brain Sci. 28,

575–588. doi: 10.1017/S0140525X05000105
Van den Hove, D. L. A., Blanco, C. E., Aendekerk, B., Desbonnet, L., Bruschettini,

M., Steinbusch, H. P., et al. (2005). Prenatal restraint stress and long-term

affective consequences. Dev. Neurosci. 27, 313–320. doi: 10.1159/000086711
Wang, T., Hung, C. C., and Randall, D. J. (2006). The comparative physiology

of food deprivation: from feast to famine. Annu. Rev. Physiol. 68, 223–251.

doi: 10.1146/annurev.physiol.68.040104.105739
Weinberg, M. S., Bhatt, A. P., Girotti, M., Masini, C. V., Day, H. E., Campeau,

S., et al. (2009). Repeated ferret odor exposure induces different temporal

patterns of same-stressor habituation and novel-stressor sensitization in both

hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis activity and forebrain c-fos expression in

the rat. Endocrinology 150, 749–761. doi: 10.1210/en.2008-0958
Weinstock, M. (2008). The long-term behavioural consequences of prenatal stress.

Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 32, 1073–1086. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2008.03.002
Wells, M. J. (1958). Factors affecting reactions to Mysis by newly hatched Sepia.

Behaviour 13, 96–111. doi: 10.1163/156853958X00055
Wilson, C. A., Vazdarjanova, A., and Terry, A. V. (2013). Exposure to

variable prenatal stress in rats: effects on anxiety-related behaviors, innate

and contextual fear, and fear extinction. Behav. Brain Res. 238, 279–288.

doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2012.10.003

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was

conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could

be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2017 O’Brien, Jozet-Alves, Mezrai, Bellanger, Darmaillacq and Dickel.

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) or licensor are credited and that the

original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic

practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply

with these terms.

Frontiers in Physiology | www.frontiersin.org 13 December 2017 | Volume 8 | Article 981

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygcen.2003.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/0091-3057(89)90516-9
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0041945
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpa.2007.01.109
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0030-1299.2004.12369.x
https://doi.org/10.1079/WPS19960013
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2012.2575
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2012.02.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/0149-7634(81)90005-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.420090503
https://doi.org/10.1242/jeb.004382
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2008.0754
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.133.1.25
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.21476
https://doi.org/10.3390/fishes2030009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.devbrainres.2003.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315400053224
https://doi.org/10.1016/0091-3057(86)90198-X
https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7036.119.2.230
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2017.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1080/10236249709379029
https://doi.org/10.1242/jeb.078295
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.1996.tb01264.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.420250706
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2016.00620
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10886-005-9021-8
https://doi.org/10.1163/156853971X00384
https://doi.org/10.1086/BBLv225n3p161
https://doi.org/10.1086/650443
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-9384(91)90259-Q
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X05000105
https://doi.org/10.1159/000086711
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.physiol.68.040104.105739
https://doi.org/10.1210/en.2008-0958
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2008.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1163/156853958X00055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2012.10.003
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/physiology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/physiology#articles

	Maternal and Embryonic Stress Influence Offspring Behavior in the Cuttlefish Sepia officinalis
	Introduction
	Methods
	Animal Collection and Housing
	Adult Females
	Eggs and Hatchlings

	Behavioral Experiments
	Body Patterning
	Initial Prey Encounter
	Visual Laterality Test
	Overnight Activity Analysis
	Threat Response Activity Analysis

	Ethical Note

	Results
	Body Patterning
	Initial Prey Encounter
	Visual Laterality Test
	Overnight Activity Analysis
	Threat Response Activity Analysis

	Discussion
	Body Patterning
	Predation
	Visual Laterality
	Overnight Activity
	Threat Response
	Maternal vs. Embryonic Stress
	Artificial vs. Natural Embryonic Stressors

	Conclusion
	Summary Statement
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	References


