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While there is emerging evidence of sex differences in decision-making behavior, the neural 
substrates that underlie such differences remain largely unknown. Here, we demonstrate that in 
mice performing a value-based decision-making task, while choices are similar between the 
sexes, motivation to engage in the task is modulated by action value in females more strongly 
than in males. Inhibition of activity in anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) neurons that project to the 
dorsomedial striatum (DMS) disrupts this relationship between value and motivation 
preferentially in females, without affecting choice in either sex. In line with these effects, in 
females compared to males, ACC-DMS neurons have stronger representations of negative 
outcomes, and more neurons are active when the value of the chosen option is low. In contrast, 
the representation of each choice is similar between the sexes. Thus, we identify a neural 
substrate that contributes to sex-specific modulation of motivation by value. 
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Introduction: 

Animals continually select between behaviors based on previous experience with actions 
and their outcomes. While there is emerging evidence of sex differences in this process of 
value-based decision-making1–7, the neural underpinnings of these sex differences remain 
largely unknown8–12. 

Recent studies comparing male and female decision-making suggest that females may 
be more sensitive to negative outcomes than males. For instance, compared to males, female 
rats learn to avoid shock faster4, are more sensitive to the risk of punishment when seeking 
reward2,13 and both human and rodent females may be more sensitive to losses in gambling 
tasks5,14,15. This may be particularly important given sex differences in susceptibility to 
psychiatric diseases such as depression and anxiety16, diseases which may also relate to 
altered processing of outcomes17. 

Our limited knowledge of the neural mechanisms mediating sex differences in decision-
making is due to the focus of previous neuroscience studies on male subjects8–12. This previous 
work identified a distributed network of brain regions that contribute to value-based decisions, 
including the anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) as well as its major striatal target (the dorsomedial 
striatum, or DMS)18–35. These regions may be important not only for the value-dependent 
selection of actions, but also in regulating motivation to engage in reward-seeking behavior, 
which is also modulated by value (or expected reward) of the environment or chosen action29,36–

44. However, it remains unknown if and how differences in neural activity in these regions are 
responsible for producing behavioral differences between the sexes. 

To address this gap, we trained mice in a self-initiated probabilistic reversal learning task 
in which they regulated both their trial-by-trial choices and their motivation to engage in the task 
based on recent experiences45,46. We first asked whether there were differences in behavior 
between males and females. While choices were similar between the sexes, we found a 
stronger relationship between value and motivation to engage in the task in females than in 
males, as assayed with trial initiation latencies36,37. Specifically, females displayed less 
motivation to engage in the task on lower value trials. We investigated the role of ACC neurons 
that project to the DMS (ACC-DMS neurons) in this effect, and found that inhibition of these 
neurons increased motivation to engage in the task and removed the dependence of motivation 
on value primarily in females. Consistent with these perturbations, we found stronger 
representation of negative (unrewarded) outcomes, as well as low-value choices, in females 
compared to males, while downstream connectivity of ACC-DMS neurons was similar between 
the sexes. Thus, we show that ACC neurons that project to the DMS have a sex-dependent role 
in the modulation of motivation by value.  

Results: 
Value more strongly influences motivation to engage in a decision making task in females than 
in males  
  

To determine whether and how value-based decisions differ in males and females, we 
trained mice of both sexes to perform a self-initiated, probabilistic reversal learning task45,46 
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(Figure 1a). After an intertrial interval (ITI), mice initiated a trial by entering a central nose poke, 
which caused levers to extend on either side. One lever was rewarded with a high probability 
(0.7) and the other with a low probability (0.1), and after a variable number of trials, there was 
an unsignaled reversal of the reward probabilities, which occurred multiple times during a 
session. Mice indicated their choice by pressing one of the levers. If rewarded, a drop of 
sucrose solution was delivered to a central reward port accompanied by an auditory cue (CS+). 
Unrewarded outcomes were signaled with a different auditory cue (CS-, see Methods for 
details). 

As expected, mice were significantly more likely to return to the previously selected lever 
if that choice was rewarded than unrewarded (Figure 1b, mixed-effects regression: previous 
outcome: F(1,816592) = 1.38x103, p < 0.001; see Supplementary Table 1 for details of the 
statistical model and complete regression results). This effect was similar across the sexes  
(previous outcome*sex: F(1,816592)=0.01, p=0.91, Figure 1b).  

In contrast to the similarity in return probability between the sexes, motivation to perform 
the task, which we quantified as trial initiation latency36,37, varied by sex (Figure 1c, 
Supplementary Figure 1). While both male and female mice were significantly slower to re-
engage in the task following unrewarded than rewarded trials, this effect was stronger in 
females (Figure 1c; mixed-effects regression: Sex: F(1,72) = 18.02, p = 6.43x10-5; previous 
outcome: F(1,72) = 276.61, p = 2.30x10-26; previous outcome*sex: F(1,72) = 9.81, p = 0.003, 
see Supplementary Table 2 for details of the statistical model). Specifically, females were 
slower to initiate trials than males following unrewarded, but not rewarded, outcomes (Post-hoc 
comparisons: male vs. female unrewarded: F(1,136.5) = 27.80, p = 5.13x10-7, rewarded: 
F(1,136.5) = 1.95, p = 0.16).  
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Figure 1: Sex-dependent modulation of motivation, but not choices, by previous outcome and value a) 
Schematic of the self-initiated, probabilistic reversal learning task. Rewarded outcomes were signaled with a tone 
(“CS+”) and unrewarded outcomes with a white noise auditory stimulus (“CS-”)   b) The probability that mice returned 
to the previously selected lever (return probability) was modulated by previous outcome similarly in males and 
females (see Supplementary Table 1 for details of statistical model). c) Previous outcome affected trial initiation 
latencies to a greater extent in females than males (see Supplementary Table 2 for details of statistical model). Both 
males and females were significantly slower to initiate trials following rewarded than unrewarded outcomes (Female: 
F(1,72) = 190.03, p =  6.96x10-22; male: F(1,72) = 93.72, p = 1.14x10-14, F-tests of contrasts). Additionally, females 
were significantly slower than males to initiate trials following unrewarded outcomes (male vs. female previously 
unrewarded: F(1,136.5) = 27.80, p = 5.13x10-7, F-tests of contrast) but not following rewarded trials (male vs. female 
previously rewarded: F(1,136.5) = 1.95, p = 0.16, F-tests of contrast). d) Q-learning model used to estimate trial-by-
trial action values for the right and left lever.  (reward prediction error) is the difference between reward (1 for 
reward, 0 for no reward) and the action value for the chosen action,  is updated with  multiplied by 
the learning rate ( ). The probability of making a given choice is given by the softmax equation with inverse 
temperature ( ), a stay parameter ( ), to capture the tendency of mice to repeat the previous action, , 
which indicates the previous choice and  to capture side bias.  e) Box plots of parameter estimates for males 
and females averaged across sessions. f) Example performance of the mouse and model. The shading indicates the 
lever rewarded with a high probability: gray for the right lever and no shading for the left lever. Black lines indicate the 
choice made by the mouse (right on top, left on bottom). Rewarded trials are marked with a blue oval, and the 
hypothesized decision variable, relative side value ( , where and  are the action values for the right 
and left lever, respectively), is plotted in black. g) Choice was significantly and similarly modulated by relative side 
value in males and females (F-tests on mixed-effects regression: sex: F(1,816924) = 1.84, p = 0.18, relative side 
value: F(1,816924) = 311.1, p<0.001, sex*relative side value: F(1,816924) = 0.96, p = 0.46; see Supplementary 
Table 4 for details of statistical model). For plotting, trials were divided into 9 quantile bins of relative side value and 
the probability of making a right choice was calculated for each bin for each mouse. h) Trial initiation latency was 
significantly modulated by relative chosen value ( , where and  are the action values for the chosen 
and unchosen lever, respectively) to a greater extent in females than males (F-tests on mixed-effects regression: sex: 
F(1,51.84) = 7.82, p = 0.01, relative chosen value: F(3,108.79) = 77.03,  p = 8.50x10-27, sex:relative chosen value:  
F(3,108.78) = 24.70, p = 2.89x10-12; see Supplementary Table 5 for details; post-hoc 2-sided Wilcoxon rank sum 
tests: male vs. female bin 1: Z = 3.44, p = 5.90x10-4; bin 2: Z = 3.98, p = 6.98x10-5; bin 3: Z = 2.11, p = 0.04; bin 4: Z 
= 2.29, p = 0.02). For each mouse, trials were divided into quartiles of relative chosen value and trial initiation 
latencies were averaged for each bin. (b,c,e,g,h) Circles: individual mice;  lines or bars averages across mice; error 
bars are SEM; males (green): n = 37; females (orange): n = 35; *** p < 0.001; * p < 0.05 

Because reward is probabilistic in this task, and the reward probabilities associated with 
each lever change over time, animals integrate choices and outcomes across multiple trials to 
make a new choice. We modeled this process with a Q-learning model, which was fit 
hierarchically across animals and sessions, to generate trial-by-trial estimates of the action 
value ( -values) of selecting each lever (Figure 1d-f, Supplementary Figure 2, 
Supplementary Table 3)47. The fitted parameters were similar for males and females (Figure 
1e). As expected, the probability that mice chose the right side lever was significantly modulated 
by relative side value ( ; Figure 1f-g, Supplementary Table 4), such that they 

were more likely to press the lever with the greater -value. Consistent with the similar fitted 
parameters for males and females (Figure 1e), and the similar effect of previous outcome on 
return probability in males and females (Figure 1b), there was no effect of sex on the 
relationship between relative side value and choice (Figure 1g; mixed-effects regression: 
relative side value*sex: F(8,816924) = 0.96, p = 0.46; see Figure 1g and Supplementary Table 
4 for details of statistical model). This suggests that males and females employ similar action 
selection strategies in this task.   

Motivation to perform a behavior is related to the expectation of receiving reward for that 
behavior29,36–41. In other words, trial initiation latency may be modulated by the value of the 
chosen action. Indeed, trial initiation latency was significantly modulated by relative chosen 
value ( ), such that mice were slower to initiate low relative chosen value 
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trials (Figure 1h, mixed-effects regression: relative chosen value: F(3,108.8) = 77.03, p = 
8.50x10-27). Furthermore, this effect was significantly modulated by sex (relative chosen 
value*sex: F(3,108.8) = 24.70, p = 2.89x10-12; see Figure 1h and Supplementary Table 5 for 
details of statistical model). In particular, when females selected the lower value action, they 
slowed their trial initiation latency to a greater extent than males (Figure 1h), consistent with 
their greater modulation of trial initiation by previous outcome (Figure 1c).  

Motivation is also modulated by the estimated total value of available options      
, Supplementary Fig. 3a)29,36,39,40,48, and this modulation was also sex-

dependent: mice were slower to initiate trials when the total value was low, and females were 
significantly slower than males on low total value trials (Supplementary Fig 3a). Furthermore, 
both total and relative chosen value significantly and sex-dependently predicted trial initiation 
latencies when included in the same model (Supplementary Table 6 for details).  

To assess whether fluctuations in the levels of circulating hormones could contribute to 
these behavioral differences, we monitored estrous cycle in a separate group of female mice 
and analyzed how estrous stage affected value-dependent modulation of motivation 
(Supplementary Fig. 4). There was a small effect of estrous cycle on the relationship between 
relative chosen value and trial initiation latency (Supplementary Fig. 4b). Specifically, mice 
were significantly slower on low relative chosen value trials during the follicular phase of the 
estrous cycle (proestrus and estrus when estradiol and progesterone levels are high) compared 
to the luteal phase (metestrus and diestrus)49,50. 

Task engagement was also modulated by daily fluctuations in weight (possibly related to 
overall levels of motivation due to variation in thirst and/or hunger across days, Supplementary 
Figure 1e-f), as well as by time in session (possibly related to satiety, Supplementary Figure 
1g). However, the relationships between weight or time in session (trial number) and value-
dependent modulation of trial initiation latency were not significantly modulated by sex, 
suggesting that weight and satiety affect value-dependent motivation similarly in males and 
females (weight*relative chosen value*sex: F(3,99.67) = 2.56, p = 0.06; trial*relative chosen 
value*sex: F(3,86.88) = 1.40, p = 0.25; see Supplementary Table 5 for details of statistical 
model).  

We next asked whether this sex difference in motivation to engage in the task was 
specific to mice, or if there were also gender differences in human subjects performing a similar 
task (142 female, 208 male, age 19-70; task schematized in Supplementary Fig. 5a,  see 
Methods for details). We fit the hierarchical -learning model described in Figure 1d-f to 
evaluate how choice and trial initiation latency were modulated by value in men and women. 
Similar to the mice, parameter estimates from this model were similar in men and women 
(Supplementary Fig 5b) and there were no gender differences in the influence of relative side 
value on choice (mixed-effects regression: gender: F(1,142619) = 0.93, relative side value: 
F(1,142619) = 99.9, p = 1.64x10-207, relative side value*gender: F(1,142619) = 0.81, p = 0.62; 
see Supplementary Fig 5c,d for details of the statistical model). On the other hand, there was 
a small but significant gender by value interaction (mixed-effects regression: gender*relative 
chosen value: F(4,1750) = 2.50,  p = 0.04). Interestingly, this effect was modulated by age 
(Supplementary Fig. 5e-g; relative chosen value*gender*age: F(4,792) = 2.45, p = 0.04, see 
Supplementary Fig. 5 for details of the statistical model). In particular, older men were slower 
to initiate trials and showed increased value modulation compared to younger men 
(Supplementary Fig. 5e-g). Thus, the behavior of younger adults was similar to the mice, in 
that females were slower than males to initiate low-value trials (Supplementary Fig. 5f).  
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Q
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Inhibition of ACC-DMS neurons during outcome presentation removes the influence of relative 
chosen value on motivation in females  

Given previous work implicating the ACC and its striatal target, the DMS, in value-
dependent decision-making and motivation18–28,36,51, we examined whether this circuit could 
contribute to the observed sex differences in behavior. ACC-DMS neurons were targeted for 
inhibition by injecting a retroAAV into the DMS to express Cre-recombinase, and a Cre-
dependent virus in the ACC to express the inhibitory opsin eNpHR3.0 (or control virus) in ACC-
DMS neurons. On a small subset of trials, we bilaterally delivered 2 seconds of 5 mW light, 
triggered by the onset of the CS signaling choice outcome, because this period is likely when 
mice decide when to re-engage in the task (Figure 2a-b, Supplementary Fig. 6, see Methods 
for details). 

Interestingly, ACC-DMS inhibition during the outcome of the previous trial significantly 
affected trial initiation latencies (our proxy for motivation) in females (Figure 2c-e). To quantify 
this, we fit each animal’s trial initiation latencies from trials preceded by outcome inhibition (laser 
trials) and control (non-laser) trials with a shifted inverse gaussian distribution (Figure 2c-d and 
Supplementary Fig. 7a). The scale parameter (𝜇), which reflects the density of trials in the 
peak versus the tail of the distribution, was significantly lower for laser trials than control trials in 
females expressing NpHR (2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank test, W = 36, p = 0.008; Figure 2d). 
This indicates that trial initiation latencies were faster and task engagement was higher following 
inhibition in female mice. The other parameters (shape, , and shift, ) were not significantly 
affected by inhibition (2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank test, p > 0.1). Furthermore, there were no 
significant differences between parameters fit to laser and control trials in males expressing 
NpHR or in males or females expressing EYFP (Figure 2d, Supplementary Figure 7a).  

We also tested whether inhibition during other trial epochs affected trial initiation latency 
distributions. There were no significant effects of inhibition on the estimated parameters in these 
conditions (Supplementary Figure 8). Furthermore, we did not observe a correlation between 
the effect of inhibition and individual sensitivity to relative chosen value during sessions without 
inhibition (Supplementary Figure 9a). 

Given that relative chosen value more strongly influences motivation in females than 
males (Figure 1h), we wondered whether there was a sex-dependent effect of ACC-DMS 
inhibition during the outcome on the relationship between relative chosen value and trial 
initiation latency (Figure 2e and Supplementary Figure 7b). The effect of laser depended on 
the interaction between opsin and sex (Figure 2e; mixed effects regression on the difference in 
trial initiation latency following laser and control trials with opsin, sex, relative chosen value and 
their interactions as fixed effects and random effects of subject; opsin*sex: F(1,100) = 4.24 p = 
0.04, see Supplementary Table 7 for details).  Specifically, ACC-DMS inactivation reduced the 
influence of value on trial initiation latency in females expressing NpHR when relative chosen 
value was low (2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank test, laser v. no laser, value bin 1: W = 35, p = 
0.02; value bin 2: W = 33, p = 0.04, value bin 3: W = 32, p = 0.05; value bin 4: W = 31, p = 0.08; 
n = 8; Figure 2e; Supplementary Figure 7b). This effect was similar early and late in the 
session (Supplementary Figure 10 and Supplementary Table 8). Inhibition also similarly 
disrupted the relationship between total value and motivation to engage in the task sex-
dependently (Supplementary Figure 3b).    

λ θ
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Figure 2: ACC-DMS inhibition increased motivation in female mice, especially on low relative chosen value 
trials, without affecting choice in either sex. a. Left: schematic of viral strategy to target ACC neurons projecting to 
the DMS. Right: example histology showing NpHR-EYFP expression and the lesions from optic fibers. Inset: confocal 
image of neurons expressing NpHR-EYFP. Scale bar = 50 𝜇m. b. On a subset of trials (5-7.5%), 532 nm light was 
delivered bilaterally to the ACC for 2 seconds, triggered by the presentation of the outcome (CS+ or CS-). Laser 
power was gradually ramped down during the last 200 ms. Effects of inhibition were assessed by comparing trial 
initiation latencies preceded by inhibition (laser trials, indicated by green arrow) and not preceded by inhibition (non-
laser trials).  c. Each mouse’s trial initiation latencies were fitted with a shifted inverse gaussian distribution separately 
for laser and non-laser trials. Top: the shifted inverse gaussian distribution. Bottom: illustration of the influence of 
each parameter on the distribution. d. Laser significantly affected trial initiation latencies only in females. The scale 
parameter ( ) was significantly lower for laser trials compared to non-laser trials in females expressing NpHR (W = 
36, p = 0.008, 2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank test). There were no differences between estimates for the shape or shift 
parameter for laser and non-laser trials, and no parameters were affected in the males (2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank 
tests, p>0.1). Transparent circles: individual mice; opaque circles: average across mice; error bars: SEM. e. ACC-
DMS inhibition affected trial initiation latencies in females expressing NpHR on low relative chosen value trials 
(Supplementary Table 7 for details of mixed-effects regression; post-hoc comparisons between laser and control 
trials for males and females: female laser vs. no laser, value bin 1: W = 35, p = 0.02; value bin 2: Z = 32, p = 0.04, 
value bin 3: W = 32, p = 0.05; value bin 4: W = 31, p = 0.08; n = 8; male laser vs. no laser: value bin 1: W = 28, p = 
0.57; value bin 2: W = 24, p = 0.91, value bin 3: W = 36, p = 0.13; value bin 4: W = 34, p = 0.20, 2-sided Wilcoxon 
signed rank tests). f. ACC-DMS inhibition had no effect on choice (see Supplementary Table 9 for details of mixed-
effects regression). (e-f) Average and standard error of the mean across mice (top) and data from individual mice 
(bottom). n = 8 females, 9 males; : action value for the chosen lever; : action value for the unchosen lever; 

: action value for the right lever; : action value for the left lever;  * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01. 

In contrast, inhibition of ACC-DMS neurons during the outcome had no effect on choice 
in the next trial in males or females (Figure 2f, Supplementary Figure 7c, see Supplementary 
Table 9 for details of statistical model). Thus, inhibition of ACC-DMS neurons preferentially 
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reduced the influence of relative chosen value on motivation in females, without affecting 
upcoming choice in either sex.  

Similar excitatory synaptic strength of ACC inputs on DMS D1 and D2 MSNs in males and 
females  

 Why might ACC-DMS inhibition differentially affect motivation in females versus males? 
One possibility is differences in the connection strength between ACC-DMS neurons and the 
direct and indirect pathways of the DMS (D1R versus D2R-expressing neurons), as these 
pathways are themselves thought to differentially modulate motivation44,52–58. However, we 
found that activation of ACC-DMS terminals evoked similar EPSCs in D1R and D2R neurons in 
both sexes (Figure 3d; mixed effects regression: MSN subtype: F(1,25) = 0.940, p = 0.342; 
Sex: F(1,8.497) = 0.062; MSN subtype*Sex: F(1,25) = 2.442, p = 0.131; see Supplementary 
Table 10 for details of statistical model). Furthermore, the amplitude of optogenetically-evoked 
excitatory postsynaptic potentials did not differ in D1R and D2R MSNs in males 
(Supplementary Fig. 11). While we cannot make definitive conclusions from a negative result, 
this suggests that differences in neural activity in ACC-DMS neurons, rather than differences in 
downstream connectivity, may mediate the observed sex differences in the effect of optogenetic 
inhibition. 

 
Figure 3: Similar excitatory synaptic strength of ACC-DMS neurons on D1R versus D2R MSNs in males and 
females. a. Schematic of viral strategy to express ChR2 in ACC neurons (top), and record postsynaptic 
optogenetically-evoked excitatory postsynaptic currents (EPSCs) in DMS (bottom). b. Schematic of paired, sequential 
recordings of neighboring MSNs, where MSNs were visually identified as D1R MSNs (tdTomato+) or D2R MSNs 
(tdTomato-). Brief light pulses elicited EPSCs from ChR2-expressing ACC terminals. c. Example EPSCs measured in 
pairs including D1R MSN (red) and D2R MSN (grey) in brain slices taken from female (top row) or male (bottom row) 
mice. Traces are mean responses across trials from a single cell. Shading is SEM. Blue line indicates the time of light 
stimulation. d. Summary of EPSC amplitudes in MSN pairs from female (left) and male (right) mice. A linear mixed 
effects regression on EPSC amplitudes showed no effect of MSN subtype, sex, or their interaction (MSN subtype: 
F(1,25) = 0.940, p = 0.342; Sex: F(1,8.497) = 0.062, p = 0.809; MSN subtype*Sex: F(1,25) = 2.442, p = 0.131; see 
Supplementary Table 10 for details of mixed-effects regression). 

More ACC-DMS neurons signal negative outcomes in females than in males  

We thus evaluated whether there were sex differences in neural activity in ACC-DMS 
neurons. We expressed the calcium indicator GCaMP6f in ACC-DMS neurons (Figure 4a), and 
imaged GCaMP6f fluorescence in behaving mice using a head-mounted microscope through a 
gradient refractive index (GRIN) lens or prism implanted in the ACC59. An example field of view 
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and regions of interest extracted with CNMFe60 are shown in Figure 4b (implant locations in 
Supplementary Figure 12) and the trial-averaged, event-triggered fluorescence for all imaged 
neurons is shown in Supplementary Figure 13a.  

Because males and females differed in how previous outcome modulated motivation to 
engage in the task (Figure 1c) and inhibition of ACC-DMS neurons during the outcome sex-
dependently affected motivation (Figure 2), we first investigated sex differences in the neural 
correlates of outcome in ACC-DMS neurons (example outcome responses in Figure 4c). In 
both males and females, ACC-DMS neurons were more active following unrewarded outcomes 
than rewarded outcomes (Figure 4d)61–63. Interestingly, this bias towards negative outcome 
encoding was more pronounced in females compared to males (2-sided, Wilcoxon rank sum 
test comparing all imaged male and female neurons, Z = 5.22, p = 1.78x10-7, n = 307 female 
neurons, n = 449 male neurons; Figure 4d).  

Similar results emerged from considering only the neurons with significantly different 
activity on rewarded and unrewarded trials (Figure 4e-f). We classified neurons as outcome-
encoding based on whether including the type of outcome (rewarded vs. unrewarded) improved 
the fit of a linear encoding model for each neuron, compared to a null distribution generated 
from fitting the same models to randomly shifted fluorescence data (see Methods for 
details)64,65. In females compared to males, a significantly larger proportion of outcome-
encoding neurons were preferentially active on unrewarded trials, while a significantly smaller 
proportion were preferentially active on rewarded trials (Figure 4e-f; test  comparing the 
proportions of outcome-encoding neurons in males and females, (2, n=756) = 24.16, p = 
5.67x10-6; the Marascuilo procedure with alpha=0.01 was used for comparisons between 
proportions of reward- and no reward-preferring outcome-encoding neurons in females and 
males; see Supplementary Figure 13b for definition of reward- and no reward-preferring 
neurons). We did not observe a relationship between individual variability in value modulation of 
trial initiation latencies and bias towards negative outcome encoding (Supplementary Figure 
9b).  Thus, following unrewarded outcomes, when females are slower to re-engage with the 
task than males (Figure 1c), more of the ACC-DMS population was active in females than in 
males. This, together with the inhibition results (Figure 2), suggests that increased activation of 
the ACC-DMS population during negative outcomes may decrease motivation to perform the 
task.    

Previous studies report that activity in the ACC is correlated with changes in strategy 
(e.g. switching to the alternate choice)66–68. Therefore, we wondered whether outcome 
responses differed based on whether the mouse would return to the previously selected lever or 
switch to the alternative lever on the next trial (Figure 4g-h). Interestingly, during unrewarded 
outcomes, in females, but not in males, more neurons were preferentially active preceding 
switch trials, and females had significantly more switch-preferring neurons than males (Figure 
4h, test, (2,n=756) = 27.35, p = 1.1x10-6, comparing the proportion of stay/switch 
neurons in males and females on unrewarded trials; Marascuilo procedure with alpha = 0.01 for  

post-hoc comparisons, see Supplementary 13d for definition of stay- and switch-
preferring neurons). Thus, not only did females have more neurons encoding negative outcome 
(Figure 4d,f), but negative-outcome activity was modulated by upcoming strategy to a greater 
extent than in males. This increased activity preceding switch trials may relate to females’ 
greater modulation of trial initiation latency dependent on upcoming stay versus switch 
compared to males (Supplementary Fig 1h).  

χ2−
χ2

χ2− χ2
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Figure 4: More ACC-DMS neurons 
respond dur ing unrewarded 
o u t c o m e s i n f e m a l e m i c e 
compared to males. a.  Left: 
schematic of the strategy to express 
GCaMP6f specifically in ACC-DMS 
neurons. Right: example histological 
section with the location of the GRIN 
lens in the ACC and expression of 
GCaMP6f. Inset: confocal image of 
expression in individual ACC-DMS 
neurons. Scale bar is 50 m. b. Mean 
projection of a subset of frames from 
an example imaging session (top left) 
and the location of regions of interest 
extracted using CNMFe60 (top right). 
Example fluorescence traces from the 
circled neurons (bottom). c. Example 
outcome responses of 2 ACC-DMS 
neurons. Trial-averaged, Z-scored 
fluorescence time-locked to the CS+ 
(red) and CS- (blue) presentation 
(top). The heatmaps show the CS-
triggered activity for all rewarded 
(middle) and unrewarded trials 
(bottom). d. Distributions of an 
outcome-modulation index for ACC-
DMS neurons (fluorescence was 
averaged between 0 and 8 seconds 
following CS presentation and the 
outcome modulation index was 
calculated as (reward fluorescence - 
no reward fluorescence)/(reward 
f l u o r e s c e n c e + n o r e w a r d 
f l uo rescence ) . The ou t come-
modulation index was significantly 
more negative (i.e. biased towards 
negative outcomes) in female than 
male neurons (2-sided, Wilcoxon rank 
sum test, Z = 5.22, p = 1.78x10-7). 
Arrows: median of each distribution. 
e . T r i a l - a v e r a g e d , Z - s c o r e d 
fluorescence time-locked to CS 
presentation for all neurons that 
significantly encoded outcome (see 
Methods for details). Outcome-
encoding neurons were classified as 
reward-preferring (above the black 
line) or no reward-preferring (below 
the black line; see Methods and 
Supplementary Figure 8B for 
details), and each subset of neurons 
were then separately sorted by the 
time of their peak fluorescence. f. 
Fema les had more ou tcome-

encoding and more no reward-preferring neurons than males, and males had more reward-preferring neurons than 
females ( test for the proportion of outcome-encoding neurons in males and females, (2, n=756) = 24.16, p = 
5.67x10-6; paired comparisons performed with the Marascuilo procedure with alpha = 0.01). In females, 177/307 
(57.7%) of neurons significantly encoded outcome and 13 of these (7.3%) were preferentially active on rewarded 
trials and 164 (92.7%) were preferentially active on unrewarded trials. In males, 213/449 (47.4%) of neurons 
significantly encoded outcome and 47 of these (22.1%) were reward-preferring and 166 (77.9%) were no reward-
preferring. g. Example neurons that were preferentially active during unrewarded outcomes preceding trials when the 
mouse was going to switch to the alternative lever (left) or return the previously selected lever (right) on the next trial. 
Top panels: trial-averaged fluorescence. Bottom panels: fluorescence during unrewarded outcomes for all upcoming 
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stay trials (top) or switch trials (bottom). h. Top: no difference in the proportion of male and female neurons 
significantly encoding stay versus switch during rewarded outcomes ( test, (2,n=756) = 3.5, p = 0.17). Bottom: 
significantly more neurons encoded stay versus switch in females than males during unrewarded outcomes ( test, 

(2,n=756) = 27.35, p = 1.1x10-6). There was no sex difference in the proportion of stay-preferrring neurons (see 
Methods and Supplementary Figure 13d for classification of neurons), but females had significantly more switch-
preferring neurons than males. Additionally, females had more switch-preferring than stay-preferring neurons, while in 
males there was no difference (Marascuilo procedure with alpha = 0.01 for paired comparisons). (c,g) shading is 
SEM. 

Choice is similarly represented in male and female ACC-DMS neurons  

In addition to outcome encoding, choice encoding was also prominent in the ACC-DMS 
population (example neurons active during a particular choice in Figure 5a). However, in 
contrast to outcome, the activity of ACC-DMS neurons was similarly selective for ipsilateral 
versus contralateral lever presses in males and females  (Figure 5b, 2-sided, Wilcoxon rank 
sum test, Z=1.10, p = 0.27, n = 307 female neurons, n = 449 male neurons). Consistently, when 
considering only significant choice-encoding neurons (see Methods and Supplementary 
Figure 12c for details), there were no sex differences in the proportion of either ipsi- or 
contralateral preferring neurons, nor differences within the sexes (Figure 5D; test, 
(2,n=756) = 7.9, p = 0.02; no comparisons significant based on Marascuilo procedure with alpha 
= 0.05).   

Figure 5: Similar correlates 
of contralateral versus 
ipsilateral actions in ACC-
DMS neurons of females 
and males. a. Example 
neuron preferentially active 
du r i ng i ps i l a te ra l ( l e f t 
column) or contralateral 
(right column) trials relative 
to the imaged side. Top 
p a n e l s : t r i a l - a v e r a g e d 
fluorescence traces. Bottom 
panels: all ipsilateral trials 
(top) and contralateral trials 
(bottom). Shading is SEM. b. 
D i s t r i b u t i o n o f c h o i c e 
m o d u l a t i o n i n d e x 
(fluorescence was averaged 
from 2 seconds before until 6 
seconds after the lever press 
and the choice modulation 
index was calculated as 
(ipsilateral fluorescence  
contralateral fluorescence)/
(ipsilateral fluorescence + 
contralateral fluorescence). 
The choice modulat ion 
indices were not different 
between males and females 
(2-sided, Wilcoxon rank sum 

test, Z=1.10, p = 0.27). c. Trial-averaged Z-scored fluorescence for ipsilateral and contralateral lever press events for 
neurons significantly modulated by choice (212/307, 69.1% in females and 275/449, 61.25%). Neurons above the 
black line were classified as ipsilateral choice-preferring and those below the black line were contralateral choice-
preferring (see Supplementary Figure 13c and Methods for details of classification). d. Proportion of significant ipsi- 
and contra-preferring neurons in males and females. There were no differences in the proportion of ipsilateral- and 
contralateral preferring neurons within or between the sexes ( -test, (2, n=756) = 7.94, p = 0.02, Marascuilo 
procedure with alpha = 0.05).  
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Thus, we found evidence that in the ACC-DMS population, neural correlates of outcome, 
but not choice, significantly differ by sex, such that these neurons signal negative outcomes to a 
greater extent in females than in males. Interestingly, this parallels our behavioral findings that 
choice did not differ by sex (Figure 1b,g), as well as our optogenetic findings that inhibition of 
this projection affected trial initiation latencies (motivation), but not choice (Figure 2). 

Relative chosen value, but not relative side value, is differentially represented in female and 
male ACC-DMS neurons 

Given the preferential encoding of negative outcomes in females (Figure 4), and the 
value-dependent effect of ACC-DMS inhibition during the outcome period on motivation (Figure 
2e), we may expect related sex differences in value representations during the outcome period. 
Indeed, we found that during the outcome period, chosen and total value encoding was more 
prominent in females than males (Figure 6 and Supplementary Figure 3c). Significant value-
encoding neurons were identified with bilinear encoding models fit to each neuron’s 
fluorescence, which allows transient responses related to task events to be modulated 
multiplicatively by value. Significance was assessed relative to a null distribution produced by 
randomly shifting the neural data (Supplementary Figure 14a-c, see Methods for details).   

A higher fraction of ACC-DMS neurons in females than males significantly encoded 
relative chosen value during the outcome (Figure 6a-c, 14.3% in females (44/307) and 6.9% in 
males (31/449); -test, (1, n=756) = 11.26, p=0.0008; Supplementary Figure 14d). In 
females, these neurons were most active preceding low relative chosen value trials (Figure 6c), 
which is consistent with our observation of more negative outcome encoding in females (Figure 
4), and the greatest effect of inhibition of these neurons on low chosen value trials (Figure 2e). 
Similarly, the proportion of total value-encoding neurons was significantly larger in females than 
males during the outcome period ( -test, (1,N=756) = 13.58, p = 2.3x10-4; Supplementary 
Figure 3c). 

We next asked whether ACC-DMS neurons encoded relative side value, which is 
predictive of choice (Figure 1g). A small proportion of neurons (8.5% in males (38/449) and 
11.1% in females (34/307)) had lever press-related activity that was significantly modulated by 
relative side value. Consistent with the similar choice encoding in males and females (Figure 5), 
this proportion was not significantly different between males and females ( -test, (1, n=756) 
= 1.44, p = 0.23; Figure 6e-f and Supplementary Figure 14e).  
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Figure 6: More relative 
chosen value encoding, 
but similar relative side 
v a l u e e n c o d i n g , i n 
females compared to 
m a l e s . a . E x a m p l e 
fluorescence time-locked to 
the CS, plotted by quantile 
bin of relative chosen value    
(  where 
and are the action 
values for the chosen and 
u n c h o s e n l e v e r , 
respectively). Examples 1 
and 2 were more active 
during the outcome period 
preceding low relat ive 
chosen value trials and 
examples 3 and 4 were 
more active preceding high 
relative chosen value trials. 
b . F e m a l e s h a d a 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y l a r g e r 
propor t ion of neurons 
encoding relative chosen 
value during the outcome 
than males ( -test, (1, 
n=756) = 11.26, p=0.0008). 
c. Average fluorescence 
during the outcome period 
versus relative chosen 
value quant i le b in for 
n e u r o n s s i g n i f i c a n t l y 
encoding relative chosen 
value during the outcome 
for females (left) and males 
(center). Mean and SEM 
across significant neurons 
(right, n = 44/307 female 
neurons, n = 31/449 male 
neurons) . d. Example 
r e l a t i v e s i d e v a l u e 
( where  and 

are the action values for 
the right and left lever, 
respect ively) encoding 

neurons. Mean lever-press triggered fluorescence by relative side value (quantile bins).  Examples 1 and 2 were 
preferentially active during low relative side value lever presses and examples 3 and 4 were preferentially active 
during high relative side value lever presses. e. There was no significant difference in the proportion of neurons 
significantly encoding relative side value in males versus females ( -test, (1, n=756) = 1.44, p = 0.23). F. Average 
lever press activity versus relative side value quantile bin for neurons significantly encoding relative side value during 
the lever press for females (left) and males (center). Mean and SEM across significant neurons (right, n = 34/307 
female neurons, n = 38/449 male neurons). 
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Discussion: 
  While males and females make similar choices in a value-based decision-making task, 
we found differences in how action values relate to motivation to engage in the task (Figure 1). 
In addition, we identified a sex-dependent role for the projection from the ACC to the DMS in 
this value-dependent regulation of motivation. Specifically, females were less motivated than 
males to engage in the task when relative chosen value was low (Figure 1). Inactivation of 
ACC-DMS neurons during the outcome led to an increase in motivation on low relative chosen 
value trials in females, without an effect on choice in either sex (Figure 2). Consistent with 
these behavioral results, we found increased representation of unrewarded outcomes and low 
relative chosen value in ACC-DMS neurons in female mice compared to males (Figure 4, 6a-c), 
without sex differences in the representation of choice (Figure 5, 6d-f). Thus, we identified 
value-dependent differences in motivation but not choices between the sexes, as well as a 
neural substrate that contributes to these sex differences in motivation without affecting choices. 

Previous behavioral evidence for sex differences in value-based decision-making   

Although neuroscience research has focused primarily on male subjects8,9,11,12, recent 
studies have begun to explore sex differences in cognitive behaviors, including value-based 
decision making1–6,69–72. These studies find that while males and females perform decision-
making tasks with similar degrees of accuracy, they can employ different strategies to learn or 
execute these tasks1,3,6,15,69. Our results are consistent with this idea. Males and females make 
similar choices and achieve similar rates of reward per trial when performing the reversal 
learning task, but differ in how recent experience affects their motivation to perform the task. 
Specifically, females are more likely to disengage from the task when they are less likely to be 
rewarded. This may reflect a greater tendency to explore alternative behaviors when engaging 
in the task is less profitable. Compatible with this idea, the ACC is thought to be important for 
regulating exploratory behavior68,73–75. Furthermore, sex differences in exploration have been 
reported in a reinforcement learning task7 and exploratory choices in a reversal learning task 
have been linked to the effect of sex hormones on D2R MSNs in the DMS in females76.  
 Another consistent sex difference in cognitive behavior is the finding that females are 
more sensitive to negative or aversive outcomes than males2,4,5,13–15,71,77. Even though there is 
no explicit punishment in the present study, our results are consistent with the interpretation that 
females are more sensitive to negative outcomes (in our case, unrewarded trials). In particular, 
females are less motivated than males following unrewarded but not rewarded outcomes and 
are more sensitive to low-value trials, when their actions are unlikely to lead to reward (Figure 
1c,h).  

New insight into the neural basis of sex difference in value-based decision-making  

Despite recent interest in the study of sex differences in cognitive behavior, the neural 
mechanisms underlying these differences remain largely unknown. While there is evidence for 
structural and functional differences in various brain regions of males and females, including the 
ACC and striatum6,70,78–83, these studies were conducted without behavior or used methods that 
were unsuited to temporally resolve neural correlates of behavior.  

Thus, the novelty of our study is linking activity of a projection-defined neural population 
in males and females to sex differences in behavior. This allowed us to discover sex differences 
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in neural correlates of the task, as well as to identify a causal and sex-dependent role of the 
ACC projection to the DMS in motivation but not choice.  Our findings may relate to a study of 
impulse inhibition in humans, which showed that despite similar accuracy in a go/go-no task, 
women had slower reaction times than men and differing activation patterns in the ACC84. 

Together our results suggest that increased activation of ACC-DMS neurons promotes 
disengagement from reward-seeking behavior when the probability of reward is low. The greater 
endogenous activity in this projection in females following unrewarded outcomes (Figure 4) and 
low value trials (Figure 6a-c) may explain why the effect of inhibiting these neurons was larger 
in females than in males (Figure 2). An important open question is whether a different 
population of neurons mediates this behavior in males, or if in different behavioral contexts 
males display greater value-dependent modulation of motivation and greater activation of ACC-
DMS neurons. Another possibility is that ACC-DMS neurons contribute to value-dependent 
modulation of motivation in both males and females during the reversal learning task, but that 
other neural circuits compensate for the effects of ACC-DMS inhibition more effectively in males. 

Another open question is what mechanisms underlie the sex differences in the role of 
ACC-DMS neurons in the regulation of motivation. There are numerous ways that sex 
influences neural function and behavior. There are widespread genetic differences between 
males and females as well as effects of gonadal hormones during development or 
puberty10,85,86. Additionally, sex could indirectly lead to differences because males and females 
interact differently with their environments throughout their lives86,87. Differences can also 
depend on circulating hormones in adulthood. Although several studies found no effect of 
estrous cycle on value-based choices in females15,71, manipulating gonadal hormones does 
affect decision making in males88 and females89,90. Here we found a small effect of the estrous 
cycle on motivation (Supplementary Figure 3), consistent with a previous study in rats91. Sex 
differences can also be contextual in that they only emerge in certain conditions87, such as after 
exposure to stressors1. Sex differences in response to stress are partially related to sex 
differences in basal and stress-evoked corticosterone levels92, although basal corticosterone 
levels in PFC do not appear to differ in male and female rats93. Although there were no overt 
stressors in the reversal learning task, it is possible that stress associated with water deprivation 
or handling differently affected males and females in our experiments contributing to differences 
in their behavior.  

Ultimately, many of these factors likely combine and interact to dictate motivation in 
individual mice87,94. Moreover, factors other than sex influenced motivation in the present study 
(Supplementary Figure 1e-g). Further work is needed to disentangle the complicated 
interactions between the myriad factors that influence motivation such as thirst, hunger, body 
weight, physiological responses to water deprivation and sucrose, and how they may be 
affected by sex.  

Relationship to previous studies on the role of ACC and DMS in value-based decision making  

Our work was motivated by studies implicating the ACC and DMS in decision-making. 
The ACC is thought to be important for updating behavior based on recent outcomes: ACC 
activity modulates post-error slowing of response times95,96, affects persistence of behavioral 
strategy68, modulates switching away from a behavior that is no longer rewarding66,97 and 
correlates with the decision of when to act 98. Projections from cortex to the striatum are thought 
to carry information necessary for learning and performance of value-based behavior28,31,52,99–103 

. One of the major cortical inputs to the DMS is from the ACC26,104–106. This projection is thought 
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to facilitate appropriately timed motor responses during cognitive tasks107,108, and is important 
for cost-benefit evaluation27. Together, these results suggest that the ACC (and its projection to 
the DMS) is important for controlling when to engage a particular behavior or strategy based in 
part on the expected value of available options. This is consistent with our finding that, at least 
in females, ACC-DMS neurons regulate motivation to perform a decision-making task based on 
the value of the chosen action (Figure 2).  

What information is transmitted from the ACC to the DMS had not been previously 
elucidated, however. Consistent with recordings from the ACC,18,34,42,61,109–117 and DMS36,53,118–

124, we identified neural correlates of the value of available options (Figure 6), the animal’s 
choices (Figure 5) and the outcome of those choices (Figure 4) in ACC-DMS neurons. A caveat 
for these analyses is the possibility that we were unable to perfectly isolate individual neurons 
due to the lack of z-plane sectioning during single-photon imaging. However, we have no reason 
to believe this differently affects males and females, so it is unlikely to change our conclusions. 

Perhaps most interestingly, our recordings and perturbations of ACC-DMS neurons add 
to this previous literature by revealing an unexpected dissociation between the neural 
substrates of choice and motivation. Specifically, both neural correlates and perturbations 
revealed sex differences related to motivation and not choice.  

Because many studies of decision making do not measure motivation to engage in the 
task, it is not clear to what extent the neural regulation of motivation and choice is dissociated 
across the brain. However, manipulation of the medial PFC 29,46,125 affects both choice and 
latencies, while inhibition of the basolateral amygdala126 can affect choice without affecting 
response latencies. The DMS itself has been implicated in motivation52,127,128  and choice36 in 
goal-directed behavior30,129. Thus, our results suggest that while ACC input may not be 
necessary for the DMS’s role in choice, it may be important for the decision of whether and 
when to engage in the behavior in the first place.   
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Supplementary figures: 

 
Supplementary Figure 1: Sex differences in motivation to perform a value-based decision making 
task in mice. a. To quantify sex differences in the distribution of trial initiation latencies, we fit each 
animal’s data with a shifted inverse gaussian distribution. Top: probability distribution function for the 
shifted inverse gaussian. Middle: Cumulative distribution of trial initiation latencies (shaded line) and fit 
(dashed line) for example females (orange) and males (green). Bottom: Probability distribution function of 
trial initiation latencies (shading) and fit (dashed line) for example females (orange) and males (green) for 
1-10 seconds. b. Parameter estimates for each mouse. Translucent circles are individual animals, 
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crosses are mean and SEM across males or females. Comparisons between males and females were 
performed with 2-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests. : Z = -4.44, p = 9.04x10-6 ; : Z = -5.55, p = 4.65x10-8 ; 

: Z= 5.18, p = 2.19x10-7. c. Histograms of trial initiation latencies binned in log-space for males and 
females following rewarded and unrewarded trials. Top panels are the mean and SEM across animals, 
and the bottom panels show the histograms separately for each animal. Trials preceded by reward or no 
reward are plotted separately. d. Trial initiation latencies binned as short (<1 s), medium (1-10 s) and long 
(>10 s) for previously rewarded and unrewarded trials for males and females. Males had more short trials 
than females (2-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests, reward: Z = -3.90, p = 9.7x10-5; unrewarded: Z = -5.99, p 
= 2.1x10-9). Females had more medium trials than males (2-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests, rewarded: Z 
= 4.20, p = 2.6x10-5; unrewarded: Z = 5.62, p = 1.9x10-8). Females had more long trials only following 
unrewarded outcomes (2-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests, rewarded: Z = 1.37, p = 0.17; unrewarded: Z = 
4.19, p = 2.78x10-5). e. Daily fluctuations in weight affected value modulation of trial initiation latencies 
similarly in males and females (mixed effects regression of latency with sex, weight, relative chosen 
value, trial number and their interactions as fixed effects; see Supplementary Table 5 for details. weight: 
F(1,56.35) = 8.67, p = 0.004; sex:weight: F(1,56.35) =12.84, p =7.10x10-4; relative_chosen_value:weight: 
F(3,135)=28.71, p = 2.00x10-14; sex:relative_chosen_value:weight: F(3,135) = 1.63, p = 0.18 . For each 
mouse, sessions were binned in terciles of weight and trials were divided into quantile bins of relative 
chosen value. Trial initiation latencies were then averaged for each bin. n=35 females and 36 males. One 
male maintained constant weight throughout the experiment and was excluded from this plot. f. Sessions 
were divided based on weight, and trial initiation latencies were binned in 4 quantile bins of relative 
chosen value and averaged for each animal. g. Average trial initiation latency versus relative chosen 
value in 30 min bins for males and females. Trials were binned based on time in session as well as in 
quantiles of relative chosen value and averaged for each mouse. Trial number significantly affected trial 
initiation latencies but there was no effect of trial on the interaction between relative chosen value and sex 
(see Supplementary Figure 5 for details; trial: F(1,66.30) = 390.61, p = 1.71x10-29; sex:trial: F(1,66.30) = 
4.17, p = 0.05; sex:trial:relative_chosen_value: F(3,135) = 1.63, p = 0.18). h. Following unrewarded trials, 
only females modulated their trial initiation latencies based on the upcoming stay versus switch decision. 
There was a significant effect of sex, stay/switch and a significant interaction between sex and stay/
switch, reflecting greater modulation of trial initiation latency by whether or not the upcoming trial was a 
stay or switch trial in females compared to males (mixed-effects regression: latency ~ sex + stay + 
sex:stay + (1+stay|subject); Sex: F(1,346950) = 653.13, p = 6.34x10-144; Stay: F(1,37.39) = 8.63, p = 
0.006; Sex:Stay: F(1,18461) = 8.26, p = 0.004). Females were significantly slower than males to initiate 
stay and switch trials (2-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests. switch male vs. female: Z = 3.97, p = 7.3x10-5; 
stay male vs. female: Z = 4.69, p = 2.77x10-6). In females, trial initiation latencies for switch trials were 
slower than stay trials. There was no difference between trial types in males (2-sided Wilcoxon signed 
rank tests. Female: Z = 3.18, p = 0.002; Male: Z = 0.96, p = 0.34). ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001; n = 37 males, 
35 females. Error bars or shading are standard error of the mean.  

μ λ
θ
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Supplementary Figure 2: Example psychometric curves showing the relationship between relative 
side value and choice for real data and data estimated from the Q-learning model. a) The probability 
of making a right choice was calculated in quantile bins of relative side value for the mouse and model for 
all trials and plotted for randomly selected mice. Error bars are 95% binomial confidence intervals. b) 
Same as a, for male mice. 
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Supplementary Figure 3: Trial initiation latency was modulated by total value. a) Trial-by-trial total 
value ( , where  and  are the action values for the chosen and unchosen lever, 
respectively) was divided into quartiles for each animal, and trial initiation latencies were averaged in 
quartile bins. To compare how total value influenced trial initiation latency in males and females we fit the 
following mixed effects regression: trial_initiation_latency ~ Sex + Total_value + Trial + Weight + 
Sex:Total_value + Trial:Total_value + Trial:Sex + Weight:Total_value + Weight:Sex + 
Weight:Sex:Total_value + Trial:Sex:Total_value + (1 + Total_value + Weight + Trial + Weight:Total_value + 
Trial:Total_value|subject) + (1 + Total_value + Trial + Total_value:Trial|session:subject). Model was fit with 
effects coding and significance was determined with F-tests using the Satterthwaite method to estimate 
degrees of freedom. Total value and the interaction between sex and total value significantly affected trial 
initiation latency (Sex: F(1,61.56) = 3.95, p = 0.05; Trial: F(1,66.21) = 383.55, p < 0.001; Total_value: 

QCh + QU  QCh QU
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F(3,109.58) = 59.42, p < 0.001; Weight: F(1,58.75) = 5.92, p = 0.02; Trial:Sex: F(1, 66.21) = 2.14, p = 
0.15; Trial:Total_value: F(3,91.4) = 55.30, p < 0.001; Sex:Total_value: F(3, 109.58) = 15.99, p < 0.001; 
Sex:Weight: F(1, 58.75) = 13.03, p<0.001; Total_Value:Weight: F(3, 142.71) = 15.66, p < 0.001; 
Trial:Sex:Total_value: F(3, 91.4) = 0.22, p = 0.88; Weight:Sex:Total_value: F(3, 142.71) = 1.94, p = 0.13). 
Specifically, females were slower than males to initiate low total value trials (2-sided Wilcoxon rank sum 
tests between males and females: bin 1: W = 1638 , p = 4.99x10-5; bin 2: W = 1582, p = 4.99x10-4; bin 3: 
W = 1556, p = 0.002; bin 4: W = 1433 p = 0.08). n = 37 females, 35 males. b) Inhibition of ACC-DMS 
neurons decreased the influence of total value on trial initiation latency in females. To determine how the 
effect of inhibition on trial initiation latencies was influenced by sex and opsin, we divided trials into 
quartile bins of total value and averaged trial initiation latencies for laser and non-laser trials in each bin. 
We then fit a linear mixed-effects model to the difference between laser and non-laser trials with sex, total 
value, opsin and their interactions as fixed effects and random intercepts for each subject. The effect of 
inhibition depended on sex and opsin (sex*opsin: F(1,29) = 4.86, p = 0.04, sex: F(1,29) = 14.52, p = 
6.68x10-4; opsin: F(1,29) = 3.02, p = 0.09; total value: F(1,29) = 4.10, p = 0.02, sex*total value quantile: 
F(3,29) = 1.42, p = 0.26; opsin*total value quantile: F(3,29) = 0.41, p = 0.75, sex*opsin*total value 
quantile: F(3,29) = 0.55, p = 0.65). Specifically, females expressing NpHR were significantly faster to 
initiate trials following inhibition compared to control trials (2-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests, bin 1: 
W=35, p = 0.02; bin 2: W=35, p = 0.02; bin 3: W=36, p = 0.008, bin 4: W=36, p = 0.008). In males, trial 
initiation latencies for laser and non-laser trials did not differ in any bin (2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank 
tests, p>0.2 for all comparisons). n = 8 females, 9 males. c) Significantly more neurons encoded 
upcoming total value during the outcome in females than males ( -test, (1,N=756) = 13.58, p = 
2.3x10-4). Proportions of neurons encoding current trial total value did not differ between males and 
females for any task event ( -tests, all p > 0.3). d) Outcome activity was averaged across time (8 
seconds from presentation of the outcome) and averaged in 3 quantile bins of total value. The left plots 
show the value modulation for all total value encoding neurons in females and males and the right-most 
plot shows the mean and SEM across neurons for males and females.  (a,b) Circles are data from 
individual mice and lines show across animal averages and error bars standard error of the mean. * 
p<0.05, ** p<0.01, ***p<0.001 
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Supplementary Figure 4: Estrous cycle modulates trial initiation latencies. a. Representative images 
of vaginal cells across the estrous cycle. Scale bar is 50 . c. Estrous cycle significantly modulated the 
relationship between relative chosen value and trial initiation latency. (Mixed effects regression, 
significance assessed with F tests using the Satterthwaite method to estimate degrees of freedom:  trial 
initiation latency ~ relative_chosen_value + estrous_stage + relative_chosen_value:estrous_stage + 
(1+relative_chosen_value|subject)). Relative_chosen_value: F(3,16.56) = 90.91, p = 1.71x10-10; 
Estrous_stage: F(1,178080) = 10.77, p = 4.51x10-7;  Relative_chosen_value:Estrous_stage: F(9,19140) = 
2.98, p = 0.002.  Post-hoc comparisons of trial initiation latencies during proestrus/estrus and metestrus/
diestrus for each value bin were performed with F-tests for each contrast using the Satterthwaite method 
to estimate degrees of freedom (bin 1: F(1,63731) = 11.88, p =  5.68x10-4; bin 2: F(1,33322) = 0.37, p = 
0.55; bin 3: F(1,10564) = 1.91, p = 0.17; bin 4: F(1,4098) = 2.49, p = 0.11). *** p < 0.001.  

μm
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Supplementary Figure 5: Gender differences in human subjects performing the self-initiated 
probabilistic reversal learning task. a) Schematic of the online task. After an intertrial interval (ITI), trial 
start was cued with the appearance of a plus sign (“+”) on the screen. Subjects initiated a trial by pressing 
the spacebar which led to the presentation of 2 colored circles on either side of the screen. Subjects 
indicated their choice by pressing the “a” key for a left choice and the “l” key for a right choice. The 
outcome was then presented, indicating the number of points received for that choice (rewarded: +10, 
unrewarded +0) accompanied by auditory cues indicating reward (bell-like sound) or no reward (buzzer). 
High probability choices were rewarded 60% of the time and low probability choices 10% of the time and 
the identity of the high and low choice alternated as in the mouse task (see Methods for details). b) 
Estimates of Q-learning parameters fit with the same hierarchical model used for the mice. c-d) Choice 
was similar between men and women. There was a significant main effect of relative side value, but no 
effect of gender on how relative side value modulated the probability of choosing the right option (mixed-
effects, logistic regression: choice ~ relative_side_value_quantile + gender + age + 
sex : re la t i ve_s ide_va lue_quant i le + sex :age + re la t i ve_s ide_va lue_quant i le :age + 
sex*relative_side_value_quantile:age + (1 + relative_side_value_quantile|subject). relative side value: 
F(1,142180) = 100.5, p = 8.58x10-209; gender: F(1,142180) = 1.20, p = 0.27; age: F(1,142180) = 0.98, p = 
0.32;  relative_side_value:gender: F(1,142180) = 0.72, p = 0.71; gender:age: F(1,142180) = 1.26, p = 
0.26; relative_side_value:age: F(10,142180) = 0.73, p = 0.70; relative_side_value:gender:age: 
F(1,142180) = 0.62, p = 0.80, gender was a categorical variable and age was z-scored. Significance of 
coefficients was assessed with F-tests). c) Trials were divided into 11 quantile bins of relative side value 
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and the probability of making a right choice was averaged by bin for each subject younger than or equal 
to the median age (between 19 and 39 years old). Error bars are standard error of the mean. d) Same as 
c, except for subjects 40-70 years old. e) Trial initiation latencies were significantly affected by age in 
men, but not women (linear correlation, males: r = 0.16, p = 0.02, females: r = -0.006, p = 0.95). f-g) The 
modulation of trial initiation latency by value differed in males and females, and this effect was modulated 
by age. (mixed-effects regression with relative chosen value quantile, gender, age and their interactions 
as fixed effects and random effects of subject. (relative_chosen_value: F(4,1754) = 3.46, p = 0.008: 
gender : F(1,1754) = 1.68x10-4, p = 0.99; age : F(1,1754) = 1.62x10-4, p = 0.99; 
relative_chosen_value:gender: F(4,1754) = 2.49, p = 0.04; relative_chosen_value:age: F(4,1754) = 6.71, 
p = 2.36x10-5; gender:age: F(1,1754) = 1.16x10-4, p = 0.99; relative_chosen_value:gender:age: F(4,1754) 
= 2.46, p = 0.04; n = 141 women, 209 men). f) Trials were divided into 5 quantile bins of relative chosen 
value for males and females 19-39 years old and trial initiation latencies were averaged by bin. Two-sided 
Wilcoxon rank sum tests showed that women were significantly slower than men to initiate trials in the 
lowest quantile bin of relative chosen value (bin 1: Z = -2.01, p = 0.04, bin 2: Z = –0.10, p = 0.92, bin 3: Z 
= 0.79, p = 0.43, bin 4: Z = 1.35, p = 0.18, bin 5: Z = 0.54, p = 0.59) g) Same as F except for subjects 
aged between 40 and 70. There were no significant differences in trial initiation latencies between males 
and females older than 39 (2-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests, p>0.07).  : action value for the chosen 
lever; : action value for the unchosen lever; : action value for the right lever; : action value for the 
left lever; * p < 0.05. 
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Supplementary Figure 6: Location of fiber tips for optogenetic inhibition. a. Circles indicate animals 
expressing eNpHR and squares indicate animals expressing EYFP. Orange: females, green: males. 
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Supplementary Figure 7: Laser during outcome presentation had no effect on trial initiation 
latencies or choice in mice expressing EYFP in ACC-DMS neurons. a. Comparisons between shifted 
inverse gaussian fits from laser and non-laser trials revealed no differences in EYFP-expressing males or 
females. (2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank tests, females: scale: W = 19, p = 0.09, shape: W = 4, p = 0.22 
shift: W = 12, p = 0.84, males: shape: W = 15, p = 0.44, scale: W = 12, p = 0.84, shift: W = 15, p = 0.44, n 
= 6 females, 6 males). b. Trial initiation latencies averaged in quartile bins of relative chosen value 
( , where  and  are the action values for the chosen and unchosen lever, respectively)  
for mice expressing EYFP in ACC-DMS neurons. Paired comparisons between laser and non-laser trials 
were performed for each bin with 2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank tests (Female laser v. no laser bin 1: W = 
17, p = 0.22, bin 2: W = 19, p = 0.09, bin 3: W = 6, p = 0.44, bin 4: W = 20, p = 0.06; Male bin 1: W = 16, 
p = 0.31, bin 2: W = 10, p = 1, bin 3: W = 19, p = 0.09, bin 4: W = 13, p = 0.69). c. The probability of 
making a right choice was averaged in quantile bins of relative side value ( , where  and  
are the action values for the right and left lever, respectively) for each animal and averaged.   
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Supplementary Figure 8: ACC-DMS inhibition during the nose poke or intertrial interval. a. In 
subsets of mice, 5 mW of 532 nm light was delivered bilaterally to the ACC for 2 s triggered by the mouse 
entering the nose poke to initiate the trial. Additionally, in subsets of mice 532 nm light was delivered 
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starting 2 seconds after the presentation of the outcome and persisting until the mouse initiated the next 
trial, with a jittered offset between 0.05 and 1 second so that the timing of the offset of the laser was less 
contingent on the mouse’s behavior. b. Estimated parameters from nose poke laser and non-laser trials fit 
with a shifted inverse gaussian distribution. Data from mice expressing NpHR in ACC-DMS neurons are 
plotted in the top panels and mice expressing EYFP are plotted in the lower panels. Comparisons 
between laser and control parameters were performed with 2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank tests (n = 4 
female NpHR, 4 male NpHr, 6 female EYFP, 4 male EYFP,  p>0.1 for all comparisons). There was a non-
specific effect of laser on the scale parameter in males (both EYFP- and NpHR-expressing mice), but this 
did not reach significance (2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank tests: male eNpHR: W = 10, p = 0.12; male 
EYFP: W = 10, p = 0.12). c. Same as b for inhibition during the ITI. There were no significant effects on 
trial initiation latencies from inhibition during the late ITI. Comparisons between laser and control 
parameters were performed with 2-sided Wilcoxon signed rank tests (n = 5 female NpHR, 6 male NpHr, 4 
female EYFP, 4 male EYFP, p > 0.1 for all comparisons). Translucent circles show the fits from each 
animal and the opaque circles are averaged across animals.  
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Supplementary Figure 9: Individual variability in optogenetic and imaging results. a. Inhibition 
effect size did not correlate with value modulation of trial initiation latencies during control sessions (linear 
correlation, inhibition effect vs. value modulation: r = 0.07, p = 0.79, p = 17 mice). For each mouse, the 
inhibition effect was quantified as the difference between the scale parameter of the inverse gaussian 
distribution fit separately for laser and control trials (Figure 2d). To estimate modulation of trial initiation 
latencies by relative chosen value for each mouse, we fit the following mixed-effects regression to the trial 
in i t iat ion latencies for each mouse separately: la tency ~ relat ive_chosen_value + 
(1+relative_chosen_value|session). The value coefficient reflects how much trial initiation latencies were 
modulated by relative chosen value. c. The bias towards negative outcome encoding did not significantly 
correlate with value modulation of trial initiation latencies (linear correlation, %no reward-%reward 
encoding neurons vs. value modulation of trial initiation latencies: r = -0.09, p = 0.74, n = 15 mice). For 
each mouse, bias towards negative outcome encoding was defined as the difference in the proportion of 
no-reward preferring outcome encoding neurons and the proportion of reward-preferring outcome 
encoding neurons. To estimate modulation of trial initiation latencies by relative chosen value for each 
mouse, we fit the following mixed-effects regression to the trial initiation latencies for each mouse 
separately: latency ~ relative_chosen_value + (1+relative_chosen_value|session). The value coefficient 
reflects how much trial initiation latencies were modulated by relative chosen value. 
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Supplementary Figure 10: Inhibition affected trial initiation latencies similarly in the first and second half 
of the session. Trials were divided based on whether they were initiated during the first or second hour of 
the session and divided into 4 quantile bins of relative chosen value and averaged for each mouse. To 
quantify the effect of ACC-DMS inhibition in males and females across the session  we used a mixed-
effects regression of the difference in trial initiation latencies on laser and control trials with sex, opsin, 
relative chosen value quantile bin and time bin (first or second half of the session) as fixed effects and 
random intercepts and effects of value for each subject (See Supplementary Table 8 for details). There 
was a significant effect of sex:opsin (F(1,47.68) = 5.09, p = 0.03) and a significant effect of 
sex:opsin:relative_chosen_value (F(3,52.07) = 3.52, p = 0.02) but the interactions with time were not 
significant (sex:opsin:time_bin: F(1,174) = 0.81, p = 0.37, sex:opsin:relative_chosen_value:time_bin: 
F(3,174) = 2.26, p = 0.08). To further characterize these effects, we estimated latencies separately in 
males and females during the first and second half of the session with laser, relative chosen value and 
laser:relative chosen value as fixed effects and random effects of subject. There was a significant effect of 
laser in females for both the first and second half of the session (first half: laser: F(1,18682) = 6.60, p = 
0.01; relative_chosen_value: F(3,18682) = 1.11, p = 0.34; laser:relative_chosen_value: F(3,18682) = 
1.58, p = 0.19. Second half: laser: F(1,15522) = 8.78, p = 0.003; relative_chosen_value: F(3,15522) = 
1.30, p = 0.27; laser:relative_chosen_value: F(3,15522) = 1.28, p = 0.28). In contrast, there was no effect 
of laser in males in either half of the session  (first half: laser: F(1,21160) = 0.924, p = 0.34; 
relative_chosen_value: F(3,21160) = 2.23, p = 0.08; laser:relative_chosen_value: F(3,21160) = 0.79, p = 
0.50. Second half: laser: F(1,17580) = 0.57, p = 0.45; relative_chosen_value: F(3,17580) = 5.29, p = 
0.001; laser:relative_chosen_value: F(3,17580) = 0.20, p = 0.90).  
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Supplementary Figure 11: Similar excitatory postsynaptic potentials evoked by ACC-DMS 
stimulation in D1R and D2R MSNs in males a. Schematic of viral strategy to express ChR2 in ACC 
neurons (top), and record optogenetically-evoked excitatory postsynaptic potentials (EPSPs) in DMS 
(bottom). b. Schematic of paired, sequential recordings of neighboring MSNs, where MSNs were visually 
identified as D1R MSNs (tdTomato+) or D2R MSNs (tdTomato-). Brief light pulses elicited EPSPs from 
ChR2-expressing ACC terminals. c. Example EPSPs measured in pairs from a D1R MSN (red) and D2R 
MSN (grey). Traces are mean responses across trials from a single cell. Shading is SEM. Blue line 
indicates the time of light stimulation. d. Summary of EPSP amplitudes. Each line is data from a pair of 
MSNs. A mixed effects regression revealed no effect of cell-type on EPSP. The model was EPSP ~ 
msn_type + (1|subject) + (1|subject:pair). Significance was assessed with an F-test using the 
Satterthwaite method to estimate degrees of freedom; msn_type: F(1,9) = 0.67, p = 0.43. N = 3 mice, 9 
pairs. 
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Supplementary Figure 12: Center of imaging fields in ACC. Color indicates whether the subject was 
male (green) or female (orange). Circles indicate lens implants and squares are prism implants. 
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Supplementary Figure 13: Task-related activity of ACC-DMS neurons. a) Trial-averaged, time-locked 
fluorescence to each task event for all imaged neurons. Neurons are sorted by the time of their peak 
fluorescence. b) Histograms showing the distribution of all imaged neurons, of the approximate numerical 
integral of the response kernel for the “no reward” temporal kernel from the regression used to assess 
significant outcome encoding. The histograms are plotted separately for male and female neurons. The 
sign of the integral of the “no reward” response kernel was used to classify neurons as reward-preferring 
(negative) or no reward-preferring (positive).  c) Same as b for the “ipsilateral lever press” event in the 
regression used to assess significant choice encoding. The sign of the integral was used to classify 
neurons as contra-preferring (negative) or ipsi-preferring (positive). d) Same as b for the “reward to stay” 
event (left) and the “no reward to stay” event (right) in the regression used to assess significant stay 
versus switch encoding. The sign of the integral was used to classify neurons as stay-preferring (positive) 
or switch-preferring (negative) for rewarded (left) and unrewarded (right) trials. n = 307 female neurons, 
449 male neurons. 
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Supplementary Figure 14: Bilinear encoding models allow value to multiplicatively modulate all 
event-related temporal kernels. a. Schematic of the encoding model used to estimate how trial-by-trial 
fluctuations in relative side value ( , where  and  are the action values for the right and left 
lever, respectively) or relative chosen value ( , where  and  are the action values for the 
chosen and unchosen lever, respectively) influences responses to each task event. For each neuron, 
GCaMP6f fluorescence was estimated as the sum of all event kernels multiplied by the gain coefficients 
(an offset gain as well as gains for relative chosen value (Figure 6a-c) or relative side value (Figure 6d-
f)). b. Fluorescence (gray) and estimated fluorescence (green) from the same neuron during the outcome 
period on 3 trials with different upcoming relative chosen values (labeled on bottom). c. Schematic of the 
2-step iterative fitting procedure (see Methods for more details). d. The proportion of neurons significantly 
encoding current relative chosen value during all task events for males and females. Significantly more 
neurons encoded current trial relative chosen values in females compared to males during the nose poke 
event ( -test,  (1,N = 756) = 4.04, p = 0.04) and significantly more neurons encoded current trial 
relative chosen value in males compared to females during the outcome event ( -test,  (1,N = 756) = 
5.30, p = 0.02). There were no sex differences in the encoding of relative chosen value for any other task 
events ( -test, p>0.05). e. The proportion of neurons significantly encoding current relative side value 
during the nose poke, lever presentation, and outcome periods and the upcoming relative side value 
during rewarded and unrewarded outcomes. Significantly more neurons encoded upcoming relative side 
value in males compared to females during rewarded outcomes ( -test,  (1,N = 756) = 5.35, p = 0.02).  
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Supplementary Tables:  

Supplementary Table 1: Mixed-effects logistic regression of return probability (Figure 1b): 
return_probability ~ Sex + Previous_outcome + Trial + Sex:Prevous_outcome + Sex:Trial +  
Previous_outcome:Trial + Sex:Previous_outcome:Trial + (1 + Previous_outcome+Trial + 
Previous_outcome:Trial|subject). The model was fit with effects coding. Sex: female = -1, Male = 1, 
Previous outcome: reward = -1, no reward = 1. Trial number was Z-scored. Significance of each  
coefficient was assessed with an F-test. n = 35 females, 37 males. 

Supplementary Table 2: Mixed-effects regression of trial initiation latency (Figure 1c): 
trial_initiation_latency ~ Sex + Previous_outcome + Sex:Previous_outcome + (1+Previous_outcome|
subject). The model was fit with effects coding. Sex: female = -1, Male = 1, Previous outcome: reward = 

𝛽±standard 
error

F-stat (1, 
816952)

p-value 95% CI [upper, lower]

Intercept 1.024±0.03 1101.81 1.93E-241 0.96 1.08

Previous_outcome -0.879±0.02 1378.12 2.14E-301 -0.93 -0.83

Trial 0.110±0.01 80.66 2.68E-19 0.09 0.13

Sex -0.046±0.03 2.22 0.14 -0.11 0.01

Previous_outcome:Trial -0.071±0.01 130.69 2.91E-30 -0.08 -0.06

Previous_outcome:Sex -0.003±0.02 0.01 0.91 -0.05 0.04

Trial:Sex -0.030±0.01 5.90 0.02 -0.05 -0.01

Previous_outcome:Trial:Se
x

0.004±0.01 0.44 0.51 -0.01 0.02

36

𝛽±standar
d error

F-stat DF1 DF2 p-value 95% CI [upper, 
lower]

Intercept 3.99±0.10 1448.73 1 71.60 2.99E-4
9

3.78 4.19

Previous_outcome 1.30±0.08 247.10 1 70.30 1.04E-2
4

1.13 1.46

Sex -0.51±0.1
0

23.38 1 71.60 7.37E-0
6

-0.71 -0.30

Sex:Previous_outcome -0.31±0.0
8

13.98 1 70.30 3.74E-0
4

-0.47 -0.15
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-1, no reward = 1. Significance of each coefficient was assessed with F-tests using the Satterthwaite 
method to estimate degrees of freedom. n = 35 females, 37 males. 

Animal Sex Animal Sex

1 Female 1 .34
±0.0
5

1.34±
0.05

0 . 4 9
± 0 . 0
5

-0.18
±0.05

36 Male 0 .59
±0.0
03

1.38±
0.06

0 . 3 2
± 0 . 0
4

-0 .07
±0.06

2 Female 1 .54
±0.0
7

1.54±
0.07

0 . 4 0
± 0 . 0
4

0.00±
0.04

37 Male 0 .63
±0.0
05

1.42±
0.07

0 . 3 5
± 0 . 0
4

0.05±
0.04

3 Female 1 .02
±0.0
4

1.02±
0.04

0 . 6 4
± 0 . 0
5

0.05±
0.04

38 Male 0 .60
±0.0
02

1.10±
0.07

0 . 6 5
± 0 . 0
6

-0 .02
±0.05

4 Female 2 .28
±0.1
2

2.28±
0.12

0 . 5 1
± 0 . 0
5

0.29±
0.04

39 Male 0 .73
±0.0
09

2.51±
0.17

0 . 2 9
± 0 . 0
5

0.09±
0.03

5 Female 1 .49
±0.0
9

1.49±
0.09

0 . 5 6
± 0 . 1
0

0.04±
0.06

40 Male 0 .66
±0.0
25

1.24±
0.12

0 . 4 2
± 0 . 1
6

-0 .29
±0.18

6 Female 1 .77
±0.2
0

1.77±
0.20

-0.04
± 0 . 1
0

-0.29
±0.11

41 Male 0 .52
±0.0
00

1.31±
0.11

0 . 2 6
± 0 . 0
8

0.34±
0.10

7 Female 1 .18
±0.1
0

1.18±
0.10

0 . 2 4
± 0 . 0
9

-0.34
±0.11

42 Male 0 .69
±0.0
11

1.87±
0.14

0 . 3 2
± 0 . 0
8

0.45±
0.08

8 Female 1 .31
±0.1
3

1.31±
0.13

0 . 3 1
± 0 . 1
5

0.10±
0.16

43 Male 0 .59
±0.0
05

1.52±
0.15

0 . 4 1
± 0 . 1
6

-0 .15
±0.08

9 Female 1 .28
±0.0
5

1.28±
0.05

0 . 7 2
± 0 . 0
6

0.11±
0.04

44 Male 0 .63
±0.0
14

2.02±
0.21

0 . 4 1
± 0 . 1
1

0.15±
0.11

10 Female 1 .54
±0.0
9

1.54±
0.09

0 . 2 5
± 0 . 0
8

0.06±
0.04

45 Male 0 .64
±0.0
04

1.39±
0.12

0 . 4 7
± 0 . 0
6

-0 .23
±0.05

11 Female 1 .88
±0.1
6

1.88±
0.16

0 . 4 5
± 0 . 0
4

-0.10
±0.06

46 Male 0 .52
±0.0
00

1.35±
0.06

-0.10
± 0 . 0
6

0.46±
0.08
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12 Female 2 .08
±0.1
0

2.08±
0.10

0 . 5 4
± 0 . 0
5

-0.28
±0.09

47 Male 0 .70
±0.0
10

2.01±
0.14

0 . 3 6
± 0 . 0
7

0.06±
0.08

13 Female 1 .69
±0.1
0

1.69±
0.10

0 . 2 9
± 0 . 0
4

-0.11
±0.05

48 Male 0 .62
±0.0
08

1.63±
0.09

0 . 3 1
± 0 . 0
3

0.24±
0.04

14 Female 1 .95
±0.1
0

1.95±
0.10

0 . 3 9
± 0 . 0
5

0.01±
0.07

49 Male 0 .63
±0.0
09

1.47±
0.13

0 . 4 2
± 0 . 0
7

0.16±
0.07

15 Female 1 .96
±0.1
2

1.96±
0.12

0 . 4 9
± 0 . 0
4

0.08±
0.05

50 Male 0 .62
±0.0
05

1.56±
0.14

0 . 8 4
± 0 . 0
7

-0 .18
±0.06

16 Female 2 .21
±0.1
6

2.21±
0.16

0 . 4 1
± 0 . 0
7

-0.14
±0.05

51 Male 0 .73
±0.0
07

1.90±
0.12

0 . 5 5
± 0 . 0
5

-0 .27
±0.06

17 Female 1 .95
±0.1
4

1.95±
0.14

0 . 4 5
± 0 . 0
5

0.12±
0.07

52 Male 0 .77
±0.0
12

2.10±
0.12

0 . 5 1
± 0 . 0
7

0.23±
0.05

18 Female 1 .32
±0.1
2

1.32±
0.12

0 . 7 1
± 0 . 0
6

-0.12
±0.06

53 Male 0 .67
±0.0
05

1.60±
0.07

0 . 3 8
± 0 . 0
5

-0 .06
±0.03

19 Female 2 .00
±0.2
2

2.00±
0.22

0 . 8 1
± 0 . 1
0

0.16±
0.04

54 Male 0 .72
±0.0
12

2.04±
0.15

0 . 5 1
± 0 . 0
6

-0 .18
±0.06

20 Female 1 .86
±0.1
1

1.86±
0.11

0 . 6 0
± 0 . 0
6

0.07±
0.08

55 Male 0 .60
±0.0
08

2.01±
0.15

0 . 1 9
± 0 . 0
5

-0 .17
±0.07

21 Female 1 .75
±0.1
0

1.75±
0.10

0 . 5 5
± 0 . 0
7

0.23±
0.05

56 Male 0 .68
±0.0
09

2.00±
0.06

0 . 4 8
± 0 . 0
5

-0 .03
±0.05

22 Female 2 .33
±0.1
8

2.33±
0.18

0 . 2 9
± 0 . 0
6

0.30±
0.05

57 Male 0 .78
±0.0
11

2.37±
0.16

0 . 1 7
± 0 . 0
6

0.17±
0.07

23 Female 2 .02
±0.1
1

2.02±
0.11

0 . 4 5
± 0 . 0
6

0.14±
0.05

58 Male 0 .68
±0.0
10

1.81±
0.07

0 . 4 3
± 0 . 0
6

0.19±
0.05

24 Female 1 .88
±0.1
1

1.88±
0.11

0 . 6 5
± 0 . 0
8

0.51±
0.07

59 Male 0 .65
±0.0
08

1.59±
0.13

0 . 3 5
± 0 . 0
7

-0 .17
±0.06

25 Female 2 .85
±0.2
5

2.85±
0.25

0 . 2 5
± 0 . 1
2

-0.10
±0.08

60 Male 0 .67
±0.0
08

1.86±
0.11

0 . 6 2
± 0 . 0
5

0.05±
0.06
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Supplementary Table 3: Fitted Q-learning parameters (Figure 1e). Parameter estimates are reported as 
mean±standard error of the mean across sessions for each mouse. ɑ is the learning rate and determines 
how much the -value for the chosen action is updated on each trial. is the inverse temperature 
which determines the degree to which the relative side value influences choice, captures the 

tendency of the mice to repeat their previous choice and captures side bias. 

26 Female 1 .93
±0.1
5

1.93±
0.15

0 . 4 3
± 0 . 1
0

0.14±
0.06

61 Male 0 .66
±0.0
07

1.66±
0.10

0 . 4 0
± 0 . 0
6

0.10±
0.06

27 Female 2 .34
±0.1
5

2.34±
0.15

0 . 6 0
± 0 . 0
8

0.27±
0.06

62 Male 0 .73
±0.0
12

2.72±
0.17

0 . 4 0
± 0 . 0
9

-0 .42
±0.08

28 Female 2 .29
±0.1
5

2.29±
0.15

0 . 5 7
± 0 . 0
8

0.44±
0.09

63 Male 0 .69
±0.0
11

2.05±
0.11

0 . 1 9
± 0 . 0
8

0.04±
0.07

29 Female 1 .87
±0.1
7

1.87±
0.17

0 . 1 1
± 0 . 0
8

-0.02
±0.10

64 Male 0 .74
±0.0
10

1.99±
0.13

0 . 2 9
± 0 . 0
5

-0 .03
±0.06

30 Female 2 .07
±0.1
4

2.07±
0.14

0 . 5 3
± 0 . 0
7

-0.00
±0.07

65 Male 0 .68
±0.0
07

2.23±
0.13

0 . 4 1
± 0 . 0
6

-0 .27
±0.05

31 Female 2 .12
±0.1
8

2.12±
0.18

0 . 5 8
± 0 . 0
6

0.40±
0.06

66 Male 0 .66
±0.0
09

1.58±
0.12

0 . 3 0
± 0 . 0
7

-0 .05
±0.06

32 Female 1 .91
±0.1
7

1.91±
0.17

0 . 6 4
± 0 . 0
8

-0.09
±0.05

67 Male 0 .74
±0.0
08

3.43±
0.15

-0.02
± 0 . 0
4

-0 .71
±0.07

33 Female 1 .90
±0.2
4

1.90±
0.24

0 . 5 9
± 0 . 0
8

0.19±
0.02

68 Male 0 .71
±0.0
09

2.54±
0.16

0 . 1 2
± 0 . 0
5

0.02±
0.04

34 Female 1 .56
±0.1
3

1.56±
0.13

0 . 6 3
± 0 . 0
8

-0.09
±0.04

69 Male 0 .72
±0.0
06

2.14±
0.13

0 . 3 8
± 0 . 0
5

-0 .21
±0.04

35 Female 1 .63
±0.0
7

1.63±
0.07

0 . 2 7
± 0 . 0
5

0.01±
0.07

70 Male 0 .67
±0.0
13

2.49±
0.21

0 . 0 8
± 0 . 0
8

0.09±
0.06

71 Male 0 .65
±0.0
08

2.07±
0.11

0 . 3 8
± 0 . 0
5

-0 .13
±0.05

72 Male 0 .64
±0.0
08

2.36±
0.10

0 . 2 5
± 0 . 0
4

0.27±
0.05

Q βvalue
βstay

βside
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𝛽±standard error T-
statistic 

(1,816924
)

p-value 95% CI [upper, 
lower]

Intercept 0.030±0.02 1.29 0.20 -0.02 0.08

Trial 0.018±0.01 2.03 0.04 0.00 0.03

Sex -0.031±0.02 -1.36 0.17 -0.08 0.01

Relative_side_value bin_1 1.871±0.05 34.42 2.28E-25
9

1.76 1.98

Relative_side_value bin_2 1.530±0.05 29.92 1.38E-19
6

1.43 1.63

Relative_side_value bin_3 0.829±0.02 37.39 1.02E-30
5

0.79 0.87

Relative_side_value bin_4 0.258±0.01 18.09 3.72E-73 0.23 0.29

Relative_side_value bin_5 -0.046±0.01 -3.83 1.26E-04 -0.07 -0.02

Relative_side_value bin_6 -0.309±0.02 -16.71 1.17E-62 -0.35 -0.27

Relative_side_value bin_7 -0.857±0.02 -36.26 1.21E-28
7

-0.90 -0.81

Relative_side_value bin_8 -1.504±0.05 -30.03 5.69E-19
8

-1.60 -1.41

Trial:Sex -0.009±0.01 -1.02 0.31 -0.03 0.01

Trial:Relative_side_value bin_1 0.202±0.02 9.67 4.04E-22 0.16 0.24

Trial:Relative_side_value bin_2 0.178±0.02 10.80 3.45E-27 0.15 0.21

Trial:Relative_side_value bin_3 0.061±0.01 5.98 2.23E-09 0.04 0.08

Trial:Relative_side_value bin_4 0.002±0.01 0.17 0.86 -0.02 0.02

Trial:Relative_side_value bin_5 -0.007±0.01 -0.77 0.44 -0.02 0.01

Trial:Relative_side_value bin_6 -0.044±0.01 -5.19 2.14E-07 -0.06 -0.03

Trial:Relative_side_value bin_7 -0.088±0.01 -8.84 9.66E-19 -0.11 -0.07

Trial:Relative_side_value bin_8 -0.166±0.02 -9.21 3.4E-20 -0.20 -0.13

Sex:Relative_side_value bin_1 -0.049±0.05 -0.91 0.36 -0.16 0.06

Sex:Relative_side_value bin_2 -0.018±0.05 -0.36 0.72 -0.12 0.08

Sex:Relative_side_value bin_3 -0.013±0.02 -0.57 0.57 -0.06 0.03
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Supplementary Table 4: Mixed-effects, logistic regression of choice (Figure 1g): choice ~ Sex + 
Relative_side_value + Trial + Sex:Relative_side_value + Sex:Trial + Relative_side_value:Trial + 
Sex:Relative_side_value:trial + (1+Relative_side_value+Trial + Relative_side_value:Trial|subject).  Trials 
were divided into 9 quantile bins of relative side value for each animal. Trial number was Z-scored and 
sex and relative side value bin were categorical variables. Model was fit with effects coding. (Female = -1, 
Male = 1). n=35 females, 37 males. 

Sex:Relative_side_value bin_4 0.010±0.01 0.69 0.49 -0.02 0.04

Sex:Relative_side_value bin_5 0.016±0.01 1.33 0.18 -0.01 0.04

Sex:Relative_side_value bin_6 0.029±0.02 1.55 0.12 -0.01 0.06

Sex:Relative_side_value bin_7 -0.004±0.02 -0.19 0.85 -0.05 0.04

Sex:Relative_side_value bin_8 0.003±0.05 0.05 0.96 -0.10 0.10

Trial:Sex:Relative_side_value 
bin_1

-0.005±0.02 -0.24 0.81 -0.05 0.04

Trial:Sex:Relative_side_value 
bin_2

-0.035±0.02 -2.15 0.03 -0.07 0.00

Trial:Sex:Relative_side_value 
bin_3

-0.005±0.01 -0.50 0.62 -0.03 0.02

Trial:Sex:Relative_side_value 
bin_4

-0.001±0.01 -0.14 0.89 -0.02 0.02

Trial:Sex:Relative_side_value 
bin_5

0.008±0.01 0.89 0.38 -0.01 0.02

Trial:Sex:Relative_side_value 
bin_6

0.003±0.01 0.35 0.73 -0.01 0.02

Trial:Sex:Relative_side_value 
bin_7

0.005±0.01 0.53 0.60 -0.01 0.02

Trial:Sex:Relative_side_value 
bin_8

0.016±0.02 0.89 0.37 -0.02 0.05

𝛽±standard 
error

T-statistic 
(1, 

784158)

p-value 95% CI [upper, 
lower]

Intercept 4.533±0.15 29.76 1.55E-19
4

4.23 4.83

Trial 0.980±0.05 19.76 6.39E-87 0.88 1.08

Sex -0.426±0.15 -2.80 0.01 -0.72 -0.13

Relative_chosen_value bin_1 2.047±0.17 12.05 1.85E-33 1.71 2.38

Relative_chosen_value bin_2 1.364±0.11 12.00 3.41E-33 1.14 1.59
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Supplementary Table 5: Mixed-effects regression of trial initiation latency (Figure 1h): 
trial_initiation_latency ~ Sex + Relative_chosen_value + Weight + Trial + Sex:Relative_chosen_value + 
Relative_chosen_value:Weight + Relative_chosen_value:Trial + Sex:Weight + Sex:Trial + 
Sex:Relative_chosen_value:Trial + Sex:Relative_chosen_value:Weight + (1+Relative_chosen_value + 
Trial + Weight + Relative_chosen_value:Trial + Relative_chosen_value:Weight|Subject) + 
(1+Relative_chosen_value + Trial + Relative_chosen_value:Trial|Session:Subject). Session by session 
weights and trial were Z-scored. Model was fit with effects coding (Female = -1, Male = 1). n = 35 
females, 37 males. 

Relative_chosen_value bin_3 -1.452±0.12 -12.34 5.44E-35 -1.68 -1.22

Weight -0.295±0.10 -2.95 0.003 -0.49 -0.10

Trial:Sex -0.101±0.05 -2.04 0.04 -0.20 0.00

Trial:Relative_chosen_value bin_1 0.828±0.06 13.14 2E-39 0.70 0.95

Trial:Relative_chosen_value bin_2 0.331±0.06 5.79 7.24E-09 0.22 0.44

Trial:Relative_chosen_value bin_3 -0.525±0.05 -10.53 6.32E-26 -0.62 -0.43

Sex:Relative_chosen_value bin_1 -1.060±0.17 -6.24 4.28E-10 -1.39 -0.73

Sex:Relative_chosen_value bin_2 -0.840±0.11 -7.39 1.45E-13 -1.06 -0.62

Sex:Relative_chosen_value bin_3 0.827±0.12 7.03 2.08E-12 0.60 1.06

Sex:Weight -0.358±0.10 -3.58 3.4E-04 -0.55 -0.16

Relative_chosen_value bin_1:Weight 0.776±0.11 7.27 3.63E-13 0.57 0.99

Relative_chosen_value bin_2:Weight 0.551±0.09 6.02 1.78E-09 0.37 0.73

Relative_chosen_value bin_3:Weight -0.587±0.08 -7.07 1.59E-12 -0.75 -0.42

Trial:Sex:Relative_chosen_value bin_1 -0.110±0.06 -1.74 0.08 -0.23 0.01

Trial:Sex:Relative_chosen_value bin_2 -0.036±0.06 -0.63 0.53 -0.15 0.08

Trial:Sex:Relative_chosen_value bin_3 0.088±0.05 1.76 0.08 -0.01 0.19

Trial:Sex:Relative_chosen_value 
bin_1:Weight

-0.192±0.11 -1.79 0.07 -0.40 0.02

Trial:Sex:Relative_chosen_value 
bin_2:Weight

-0.101±0.09 -1.10 0.27 -0.28 0.08

Trial:Sex:Relative_chosen_value 
bin_3:Weight

0.102±0.08 1.23 0.22 -0.06 0.26
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Supplementary Table 6: In addition to modulation by relative chosen value, total value also significantly 
affected trial initiation latencies in a sex-dependent manner. This was assessed with a linear mixed-
effects regression: trial_initiation_latency ~ Sex + Trial + Relative_chosen_value + Total_value + 
Sex*Relative_chosen_value + Sex*Total_value + (1|subject). Trial, relative total value and relative chosen 
value were Z-scored and sex was a categorical variable (female = -1, male = 1). Significance of each term 
was assessed with F-tests using the Satterthwaite method to estimate degrees of freedom. N = 35 
females, 37 males. 

 
𝛽±standa
rd error

F-stat Numerat
or 

degrees 
of 

freedom

Denominator 
degrees of 
freedom

p-value 95% CI 
[upper, 
lower]

Intercept 4.129±0.1
2

1225.5
6

1 71.80 7.248E-4
7

3.90 4.36

Trial 0.833±0.0
2

2104.4
4

1 790903.15 0 0.80 0.87

Sex -0.537±0.1
2

20.73 1 71.74 2.108E-0
5

-0.77 -0.31

Total_ value -1.035±0.0
6

298.72 1 69.75 6.51E-27 -1.15 -0.92

Relative_chosen_value -0.856±0.0
4

444.51 1 67.85 1.685E-3
1

-0.94 -0.78

Sex:Total_value 0.264±0.0
6

19.41 1 69.75 3.727E-0
5

0.15 0.38

Sex:Relative_chosen_ 
value

0.127±0.0
4

9.82 1 67.83 0.003 0.05 0.21

𝛽±standard error T-
statistic 
(1, 100)

p-value 95% CI [upper, 
lower]

Intercept -0.788±0.13 -6.22 1.16E-08 -1.04 -0.54

Sex 0.485±0.13 3.83 2.23E-04 0.23 0.74

Opsin 0.174±0.13 1.37 0.17 -0.08 0.43

Relative chosen value bin 1 -0.409±0.41 -1.01 0.32 -1.21 0.40

Relative chosen value bin 2 -0.136±0.35 -0.39 0.69 -0.82 0.55

Relative chosen value bin 3 0.289±0.20 1.44 0.15 -0.11 0.69

43

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprint (whichthis version posted July 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Supplementary Table 7: A linear mixed-effects regression was used to predict the difference in trial 
initiation latencies between laser and no-laser trials in 4 quantiles of relative chosen value (Figure 2e). 
Trial_initiation_latency (laser-no laser) ~ Sex + Opsin + Relative_chosen_value + Sex:Opsin + 
Sex:Relative_chosen_value + Opsin:Relative_chosen_value + Sex:Opsin:Relative_chosen_value + 
(1+Relative_chosen_value|Subject). Model was fit with effects coding. (Female = -1, male = 1; NpHR = 
-1, EYFP = 1). n = 8 female NpHR, 9 male NpHR, 6 female EYFP, 6 male EYFP. 

Sex:Opsin -0.261±0.13 -2.06 0.04 -0.51 -0.01

Sex:Relative chosen value bin 
1

0.340±0.41 0.84 0.40 -0.47 1.14

Sex:Relative chosen value bin 
2

0.535±0.35 1.55 0.12 -0.15 1.22

Sex:Relative chosen value bin 
3

-0.774±0.20 -3.86 1.98E-04 -1.17 -0.38

Opsin:Relative chosen value 
bin 1

-0.337±0.41 -0.83 0.41 -1.14 0.47

Opsin:Relative chosen value 
bin 2

0.350±0.35 1.01 0.31 -0.34 1.03

Opsin:Relative chosen value 
bin 3

0.105±0.20 0.52 0.60 -0.29 0.50

Sex:Opsin:Relative chosen 
value bin 1

-0.241±0.41 -0.59 0.55 -1.05 0.56

Sex:Opsin:Relative chosen 
value bin 2

0.039±0.35 0.11 0.91 -0.65 0.72

Sex:Opsin:Relative chosen 
value bin 3

-0.260±0.20 -1.30 0.20 -0.66 0.14

𝛽±standard error T-
statistic 
(1, 200)

p-value 95% CI [upper, 
lower]

Intercept -0.954±0.23 -4.13 5.24E-05 -1.41 -0.50

Sex 0.335±0.23 1.45 0.15 -0.12 0.79

Opsin 0.252±0.23 1.09 0.28 -0.20 0.71

Relative chosen value bin 1 -0.407±0.53 -0.77 0.44 -1.45 0.64

Relative chosen value bin 2 -0.132±0.49 -0.27 0.79 -1.10 0.84

Relative chosen value bin 3 0.108±0.37 0.29 0.77 -0.62 0.84

Time bin 0.390±0.21 1.90 0.06 -0.02 0.80
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Sex:Opsin -0.521±0.23 -2.26 0.03 -0.98 -0.07

Sex:Relative chosen value bin 
1

1.090±0.53 2.06 0.04 0.05 2.13

Sex:Relative chosen value bin 
2

-0.290±0.49 -0.59 0.56 -1.26 0.68

Sex:Relative chosen value bin 
3

-0.822±0.37 -2.22 0.03 -1.55 -0.09

Opsin:Relative chosen value 
bin 1

-0.180±0.53 -0.34 0.73 -1.22 0.86

Opsin:Relative chosen value 
bin 2

0.504±0.49 1.03 0.31 -0.46 1.47

Opsin:Relative chosen value 
bin 3

-0.057±0.37 -0.15 0.88 -0.79 0.67

Sex:Time bin -0.216±0.21 -1.05 0.29 -0.62 0.19

Opsin:Time bin -0.051±0.21 -0.25 0.80 -0.46 0.35

Relative chosen value bin 1: 
time bin

-0.547±0.36 -1.53 0.13 -1.25 0.16

Relative chosen value bin 
2:time bin

0.160±0.36 0.45 0.65 -0.54 0.86

Relative chosen value 3:time 
bin

0.193±0.36 0.54 0.59 -0.51 0.90

Sex:Opsin:Relative chosen 
value time bin 1

0.624±0.53 1.18 0.24 -0.42 1.67

Sex:Opsin:Relative chosen 
value time bin 2

-1.474±0.49 -3.00 0.00 -2.44 -0.51

Sex:Opsin:Relative chosen 
value time bin 3

0.143±0.37 0.39 0.70 -0.59 0.87

Sex:Opsin:Time bin 0.185±0.21 0.90 0.37 -0.22 0.59

Sex:Relative chosen value bin 
1: time bin

-0.961±0.36 -2.70 0.01 -1.66 -0.26

Sex:Relative chosen value bin 
2: time bin

0.007±0.36 0.02 0.98 -0.70 0.71

Sex:Relative chosen value bin 
3: time bin

0.300±0.36 0.84 0.40 -0.40 1.00

Opsin:Relative chosen value 
bin 1:Time bin

-0.100±0.36 -0.28 0.78 -0.80 0.60
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Supplementary Table 8: ACC-DMS inhibition affected trial initiation latencies similarly in the first and 
second half of the session. The full model was: trial initiation latency (no laser-laser) ~ Sex + 
Relative_chosen_value + Opsin + Time_bin + Sex:Relative_chosen_value + Sex:Opsin + Sex:Time_bin + 
Relat ive_chosen_value:Opsin + Relat ive_chosen_value:t ime_bin + Opsin:Tme_bin + 
Sex:Relative_chosen_value:Opsin + Sex:Relative_chosen_value:Time_bin + Sex:Opsin:Time_bin + 
Relative_chosen_value:Opsin:Time_bin + Sex:Relative_chosen_value:Time_bin:Opsin + 
(1+relative_chosen_value|subject). Model was fit with effects coding (Female = -1, male = 1, NpHR = -1, 
EYFP = 1, First half = 1, second half = -1). n = 8 female NpHR, 9 male NpHR, 6 female EYFP, 6 male 
EYFP. 

Opsin:Relative chosen value 
bin 2:Time bin

0.005±0.36 0.01 0.99 -0.70 0.71

Opsin:Relative chosen value 
bin 3:Time bin

0.010±0.36 0.03 0.98 -0.69 0.71

Sex:Opsin:Relative chosen 
value bin 1:Time bin

-0.709±0.36 -1.99 0.05 -1.41 -0.01

Sex:Opsin:Relative chosen 
value bin 2:Time bin

0.791±0.36 2.22 0.03 0.09 1.49

Sex:Opsin:Relative chosen 
value bin 3:Time bin

0.051±0.36 0.14 0.89 -0.65 0.75

𝛽±standard error T-stat(1, 
225)

p-values 95% CI [upper, 
lower]

(Intercept) -0.002±0.01 -0.29 0.77 -0.01 0.01

Sex -0.004±0.01 -0.58 0.56 -0.02 0.01

Opsin -0.003±0.01 -0.50 0.62 -0.02 0.01

Relative side value bin 1 -0.012±0.02 -0.78 0.44 -0.04 0.02

Relative side value bin 2 0.014±0.02 0.94 0.35 -0.02 0.04

Relative side value bin 3 0.002±0.01 0.16 0.87 -0.02 0.03

Relative side value bin 4 -0.007±0.01 -0.44 0.66 -0.04 0.02

Relative side value bin 5 -0.026±0.02 -1.58 0.11 -0.06 0.01

Relative side value bin 6 -0.003±0.01 -0.19 0.85 -0.03 0.03

Relative side value bin 7 0.011±0.02 0.72 0.47 -0.02 0.04

Relative side value bin 8 0.006±0.01 0.41 0.69 -0.02 0.04

Sex:Opsin -0.001±0.01 -0.16 0.87 -0.01 0.01

Sex:Relative side value bin 1 -0.010±0.02 -0.66 0.51 -0.04 0.02
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Sex:Relative side value bin 2 0.007±0.02 0.49 0.63 -0.02 0.04

Sex:Relative side value bin 3 -0.002±0.01 -0.16 0.87 -0.03 0.02

Sex:Relative side value bin 4 0.020±0.01 1.37 0.17 -0.01 0.05

Sex:Relative side value bin 5 0.005±0.02 0.29 0.77 -0.03 0.04

Sex:Relative side value bin 6 0.006±0.01 0.39 0.69 -0.02 0.03

Sex:Relative side value bin 7 -0.008±0.02 -0.52 0.60 -0.04 0.02

Sex:Relative side value bin 8 0.010±0.01 0.64 0.52 -0.02 0.04

Opsin:Relative side value bin 1 0.013±0.02 0.81 0.42 -0.02 0.04

Opsin:Relative side value bin 2 -0.008±0.02 -0.54 0.59 -0.04 0.02

Opsin:Relative side value bin 3 0.015±0.01 1.18 0.24 -0.01 0.04

Opsin:Relative side value bin 4 -0.028±0.01 -1.87 0.06 -0.06 0.00

Opsin:Relative side value bin 5 0.006±0.02 0.38 0.71 -0.03 0.04

Opsin:Relative side value bin 6 0.008±0.01 0.54 0.59 -0.02 0.04

Opsin:Relative side value bin 7 -0.001±0.02 -0.03 0.97 -0.03 0.03

Opsin:Relative side value bin 8 0.005±0.01 0.34 0.73 -0.02 0.03

Sex:Opsin:Relative side value bin 
1

-0.003±0.02 -0.22 0.83 -0.03 0.03
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Supplementary Table 9: A linear mixed-effects regression was used to predict the difference in choice 
between laser and no-laser trials in 9 quantiles of relative side value (Figure 2f). Right_choice (laser-no 
laser) ~ Sex + Opsin + Relative_side_value + Sex:Opsin + Sex:Relative_side_value + 
Opsin:Relative_side_value + Sex:Opsin:Relative_side_value + (1+Relative_side_value|Subject). Model 
was fit with effects coding (Female = -1, male = 1; NpHR = -1, EYFP = 1). n = 8 female NpHR, 9 male 
NpHR, 6 female EYFP, 6 male EYFP. 

Supplementary Table 10: A linear mixed-effects regression was used to predict optogenetically-evoked 
EPSCs in DMS: current ~ Sex + MSN_type + Sex*MSN_type + (1|Subject) + (1|Pair:Subject) (Figure 
3D). All regressors were categorical variables and the model was fit with effects coding. Significance of 
fixed effects was assessed with F-tests using the Satterthwaite method to estimate degrees of freedom. n 
= 3 females,  9 pairs, 6 males, 16 pairs.  

Sex:Opsin:Relative side value bin 
2

0.005±0.02 0.36 0.72 -0.02 0.04

Sex:Opsin:Relative side value bin 
3

-0.002±0.01 -0.15 0.88 -0.03 0.02

Sex:Opsin:Relative side value bin 
4

-0.009±0.01 -0.59 0.55 -0.04 0.02

Sex:Opsin:Relative side value bin 
5

0.023±0.02 1.40 0.16 -0.01 0.05

Sex:Opsin:Relative side value bin 
6

0.027±0.01 1.93 0.06 0.00 0.06

Sex:Opsin:Relative side value bin 
7

-0.018±0.02 -1.19 0.23 -0.05 0.01

Sex:Opsin:Relative side value bin 
8

-0.014±0.01 -0.97 0.33 -0.04 0.02

𝛽±standard 
error

F-stat DF_1 DF_2 p-value 95% CI [upper, 
lower]

Intercept -266.7±44.62 35.728 1 8.5 0.0003 -356.52 -176.89

Sex -11.15 ±44.62 0.062 1 8.5 0.81 -100.96 78.664

MSN type 22.459±23.17 0.9398 1 25 0.34 -24.17 69.09

Sex*MSN type 36.204±23.16
7

2.4421 1 25 0.13  -10.43 82.84
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Methods:  

Mice 

All procedures were approved by the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee at 
Princeton University and were performed in accordance with the Guide for the Care and Use of 
Laboratory Animals. One hundred and ten mice were used for these experiments: 58 C57BL/6J 
mice (strain 000664, The Jackson Laboratory; 24 males and 34 females), 16 Drd1-cre mice 
(EY262Gsat, MMRRC-UCD; 7 female, 9 male), 15 Drd2-cre mice (ER44Gsat, MMRRC-UCD; 8 
female, 7 male),12 A2a-cre mice (KG139Gsat, MMRRC-UCD; 6 female, 6 male), and 9 Drd1a-
tdTomato mice (strain 016204, The Jackson Laboratory; 3 female, 6 male). Mice were between 
the ages of 2 and 5 months at the beginning of all experiments. Prior to surgery, mice were 
housed in groups of 2-5 mice per cage. All mice used in the imaging experiments were singly-
housed after surgery to prevent damage to implants from cagemates. Mice used for optogenetic 
and electrophysiology experiments remained group-housed after surgery. Mice were housed in 
a reversed light/dark cycle with lights on from 8:30 pm - 8:00 am. All experiments were 
performed during the dark cycle.  

Mouse behavior 

Mice were trained to perform a probabilistic reversal learning task as described in45,46. 
Beginning 3 to 5 days prior to the onset of training, mice were handled by experimenters daily 
and placed on water restriction. During the remainder of the experiments, water was mostly 
delivered during behavioral sessions and mice received 1-2 mL of water per day. Mice were 
assessed daily for clinical signs of dehydration, and body weight was maintained at >=80% of 
ad libitum weight. If these criteria were not met, mice were given extra water until they 
recovered. 

Training was performed in 21 x 18 cm operant chambers (Med Associates, ENV-307W). 
Two retractable levers (Med Associates, ENV-312-W) were positioned on either side of a central 
nose poke (Med Associates, ENV-313-M). A reward port was positioned below the nose poke. 
Reward spout contact was recorded with either a contact lickometer (Med Associates, ENV-250) 
or a capacitive sensor (https://playground.arduino.cc/Main/CapacitiveSensor/). A speaker was 
located on the opposite wall for the delivery of ~80 dB auditory cues signaling rewarded (CS+; 5 
kHz pure tone) and unrewarded (CS-; white noise) outcomes. The task was controlled with 
custom MedPC IV (Med Associates) scripts.   

Mice were trained in 3 stages. The following trial structure was consistent across training 
stages. A trial began with illumination of the central nose poke. When the mouse entered the 
nose poke, the left and right levers extended with a delay drawn from a uniform distribution 
between 0.05 and 1 second in 50 ms intervals. During the first 2 stages of training there was no 
time limit for pressing the lever. In the final version of the task, mice had 15 s to press one of the 
levers. Once the mouse pressed a lever, both were retracted and after a delay drawn from the 
same distribution as above, the outcome was presented. On rewarded trials, 6 𝜇L of a 10% 
sucrose solution was delivered to the central reward port in conjunction with the reward cue 
which played for 0.5 s.  On unrewarded trials, 0.5 s of the no reward cue was presented. The 
start of reward consumption was defined as the first contact the mouse made with the reward 
port following reward delivery and the end of reward consumption was defined as when mice 
disengaged from the reward port for >250 ms. After the end of reward consumption or 
unrewarded outcome presentation, a 2.5 s intertrial interval (ITI) began, which ended with 
illumination of the central nose poke, indicating that the mouse was able to initiate the next trial.  

On the first day of training, the central nose poke was baited with ¼ of a crushed fruit 
loop. Once the mouse entered the nose poke, the levers remained extended until one was 
pressed. Reward was delivered following all lever presses during a 1 hour session. Next, to train 
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mice to perform the nose poke-lever press sequence and to prevent development of a side-bias, 
either lever press was rewarded 100% of the time, unless that lever had been pressed more 
than 5 times in a row. If a particular lever was pressed more than 5 times in a row, reward would 
not be delivered for that lever press until the mouse pressed the alternate lever. After the 
alternate lever press, both levers were again rewarded 100% of the time. After mice received 
>100 rewards in a single hour-long session, they were moved to the final version of the task. 
This stage lasted for 5.0 ± 3.3 sessions (mean ± standard deviation across mice, n = 100 mice). 

In the final version of the probabilistic reversal learning task, one lever was rewarded 
with a probability of 0.7 (high-probability lever) and the other with a probability of 0.1 (low-
probability lever). The identity of the high probability lever reversed after 10 high-probability 
presses plus a random number of trials drawn from the geometric distribution: 

                                     (1) 
                                             

Where  is the probability of a block transition after trials and  is the probability of 
switching for each trial, which was set to 0.4. Blocks were 18.49 ± 4.9 trials long (mean ± 
standard deviation) and there were 16.19 ± 2.00 blocks per 1 hour session and 26.5 ± 5.03 
blocks per two hour session (mean ± standard deviation). In this stage, mice were required to 
press one of the levers within 15 s of their presentation, otherwise it was considered an 
abandoned trial and the levers were retracted and the ITI began (0.15 ± 0.13% of trials, n=100 
mice). These trials were excluded from analysis. In order to increase the number of inactivation 
trials without extended virus expression times, after initial training, mice used for the optogenetic 
experiment were run in 2 hour sessions with a piece of their chow in the operant chamber. 

Human behavior 

Subjects 
Subjects (158 female, 235 male, 1 declined to report, 1 non-binary, 19-70 years old, 1 

subject did not report their age) were recruited in December, 2020 and January-February, 2022 
with Amazon Mechanical Turk with the aid of CloudResearch services130. Participants were 
eligible if they resided in the United States and passed CloudResearch’s data quality filters. 
Subjects were asked “What is your gender?” and could respond “Male”, “Female”, “Rather not 
say” or in a blank where participants could self-report their gender identity. Only subjects who 
reported their gender as male or female and passed performance criteria were included in 
analysis. Subjects were excluded if they completed fewer than 200 trials, did not discriminate 
between rewarded and unrewarded outcomes (the difference between stay probability following 
rewarded and unrewarded trials was less than 0.1) and/or they had high amounts of bias 
(greater than 40% bias). 209 males and 141 females passed these performance criteria and 
were included for analysis. Trial initiation latencies were z-scored within subject to account for 
variability in computer and internet connection speeds. Subjects were between 19 and 70 years 
of age (mean ± standard deviation: females 43.91 ± 12.46 years; males 38.66 ± 11.21 years). All 
subjects reported speaking English “well” or “very well.” At the end of the experiment, subjects 
were compensated $3.50 for their participation, which took 25 minutes on average.  All subjects 
accepted the informed consent approved by the Institutional Review Board of Princeton 
University (#7392) prior to beginning of the task. 

Task 
Before beginning the session, subjects were presented with instructions for how to 

initiate trials and make choices and were told that on each trial they would receive either 10 
points or 0 points for their choice. They were instructed that their goal was to maximize the total 
number of points received but they were not given any instruction about the reward probabilities 
or that these probabilities reversed throughout the session. Subjects then performed 4 practice 
trials before onset of the session.  

P(k)  =  (1 − P)k−1p

P(k) k  p
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Each trial began with the presentation of a cross (+) in the center of the screen indicating 
that they could initiate the trial by pressing the spacebar. If they did not initiate the trial within 10 
seconds a warning message was displayed informing them that if they continued to time out, the 
experiment would end and they would be removed from the study. Subjects failed to initiate 
0.11±0.33% (mean±standard deviation, n=350) of trials. Trial initiation was followed by a 
random, variable delay between 0.05 and 1s after which 2 circles were displayed on the right 
and left of the screen. Subjects indicated their choice with an ‘a’ or ‘l’ key press. On each trial, 
one circle was rewarded with a probability of 0.6 and the other with a probability of 0.1. Subjects 
had 15 seconds to make a choice, otherwise the trial ended and the ITI began (0.01 ± 0.06% of 
trials, mean±standard deviation). These trials were excluded from analysis. After subjects made 
a choice, the outcome was presented following a random delay between 0.05 and 1s. On 
rewarded trials “+10 points” was displayed on the screen and a 0.5s bell sound was played. On 
unrewarded trials “+0 points” was displayed on the screen and 0.5s buzzer sound was played. 
This was followed by a 1.5s ITI, after which the cross was displayed on the screen again, 
indicating that subjects could initiate the next trial. Subjects were not cued as to which option 
had the higher probability of reward and the reward probabilities reversed probabilistically 
according to the same rule as in the mouse task described above.  

Because the study was conducted online, to help encourage subjects to focus on the 
task, the session was divided into 4, 5 minute periods. Between each period, subjects were 
allowed to take an untimed break and choose when to restart the session. At the beginning of 
each block the high probability choice was randomly assigned meaning that trials from the 
previous block were not informative as to the current location of the high probability choice.   
       
Stereotaxic surgery  

Mice were anesthetized with 1.5-2% isofluorane and placed in a stereotaxic frame 
(David Kopf Instruments). Mice were given 2 doses of Meloxicam (10 mg/kg of body weight, the 
first before surgery and the second ~24 hours later) as well as 1 dose of Baytril before surgery 
(5 mg/kg of body weight). After asepsis, the skull was exposed and cleaned of connective tissue 
with a bone scraper (Fine Science Tools). Craniotomies were drilled over the ACC (0.5mm 
anterior, 0.4 mm lateral to bregma) and the DMS (0.75mm anterior, 1.5mm lateral to bregma)131.  

For optogenetic experiments (Figure 2), to specifically target neurons in the ACC that 
project to the DMS, we used a microsyringe (Micro4, World Precision Instruments) to inject 500 
nL of retroAAV-Cre (retroAAV-EF1a-Cre-WPRE-hGHpA, Princeton Neuroscience Institute 
Vector Core, ~2.40E14 parts/mL) into the DMS at 2.55mm ventral, 0.5 mm anterior and 0.4 mm 
lateral to bregma bilaterally. Additionally, we injected 500 nL of AAV5-EF1a-DIO-eNPHR3.0-
EYFP-WPRE-hGH (Princeton Neuroscience Institute Vector Core, ~1.6E12 parts/mL)  or AAV5-
EF1a-DIO-EYFP-hGHpA (Princeton Neuroscience Institute Vector Core, ~1.5E12 parts/mL) 
bilaterally into the ACC at a depth of 1.5mm, 0.3mm lateral and 0.5 mm anterior from bregma. 
We then implanted ferrules attached to optical fibers (300 m core diameter, 0.37 NA, > 70% 
transmission) bilaterally at a 10° angle at 0.58mm lateral, 0.5mm anterior and 1mm ventral to 
bregma with metabond followed by dental cement darkened with carbon powder. The locations 
of the implants are shown in Supplementary Figure 6.  

For ex-vivo recordings of EPSCs in the DMS (Figure 3), mice were injected unilaterally 
in the ACC with 250 nL of AAV5-CamKIIa-hChR2(H134R)-eYFP-WPRE (University of 
Pennsylvania Vector Core, ~4.8E13 parts/mL) at 0.3 mm lateral, 0.5 mm anterior and 1.5 mm 
ventral from bregma. 

For imaging experiments (Figure 4-6; n = 6 females, 9 males), we injected 500 nL of 
retroAAV-EF1a-Cre-WPRE-hGHpA (Princeton Neuroscience Institute Vector Core, ~2.40E+14 
parts/mL) into the DMS at 2.55mm ventral to bregma. Additionally, we injected 300-500 nL of 
AAV5-CAG-Flex-GCamp6f-WPRE-SV40 (University of Pennsylvania Vector Core or Addgene, 
~8.75E+12 parts/mL) into the ACC at a depth of 1.5mm. After removal of the dura, we implanted 
either a 1 mm diameter, ~4.3 mm length prism probe (1050-004601, Inscopix; implanted at 

μ
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0.7mm anterior, 0.5 mm lateral and 1.75 ventral to bregma at least 45 minutes after injection; n 
= 4 females, 5 males), or a 0.5 or 1 mm diameter, ~4 mm length lens (1050-004595, Inscopix; 
implanted at 0.5 mm anterior, 0.5 mm lateral and 1.5 ventral to bregma; n = 2 females, 4 males), 
implanted 1 week later following aspiration of a thin layer of tissue at the surface. The lens or 
prism probe was held in place with a layer of metabond (Parkell) followed by dental cement 
darkened with carbon powder. A metal headpost was attached at the back of the skull with 
metabond. Finally, a plastic cap was glued to the implant to protect the lens. Two to four weeks 
after the implantation surgery, mice were anesthetized with 1-2% isofluorane and placed in the 
stereotaxic holder. A baseplate (Inscopix) attached to the miniature microscope (nVista 2.0 or 
nVista 3.0, Inscopix) was lowered over the lens until the GCaMP6f fluorescence was visible and 
neurons were in focus. The baseplate was then secured to the implant with dental cement 
darkened with carbon powder and covered with a baseplate cover. The locations of the implants 
are shown in Supplementary Figure 11. One mouse’s implant location could not be recovered.   

Optogenetic inactivation 

After recovery from implantation surgery (at least 5 days), mice were put back on water 
restriction and retrained on the task in 2-hour sessions and habituated to the tether. 
Approximately 4 weeks after injection, once performance had stabilized, ~ 5 mW of 532 nm light 
(Shanghai Laser and Optics & Co) was delivered bilaterally on a random subset of trials 
(10-15% of trials; Figure 2, Supplementary Figures 6-10). Light onset was triggered by the CS 
presentation (5-7.5% of trials) and stayed on for 2 s terminating with a 200 ms ramp off of power 
to reduce post-inhibitory rebound132,133. Because both rewarded and unrewarded outcomes 
were explicitly cued, there was no ambiguity in the result of their choice (i.e. a possibility that 
reward is delayed) from the onset of inhibition. In subsets of mice, light delivery was also 
triggered by the nose poke at trial start and stayed on for 2 s (5% of trials; n=8 males and 10 
females) or during the ITI (7.5% of trials), starting 2 seconds after the outcome presentation and 
terminating around the time of the nose poke (n=10 males and 9 females). Laser offset was 
jittered by 0.05-1 s so that offset was less contingent on the animal’s action. Laser sessions 
alternated with non-laser sessions across days.  

Ex vivo electrophysiology 
 
 Three to 4 weeks following injection of AAV5-CamKIIa-hChR2(H134R)-eYFP-WPRE 
virus in Drd1a-tdTomato mice, mice were anesthetized with an intraperitoneal injection of 
Euthasol (0.06ml/30g). Mice were decapitated and the brain was extracted. After extraction, the 
brain was immersed in ice-cold NMDG ACSF (92 mM NMDG, 2.5 mM KCl, 1.25 mM NaH2PO4, 
30 mM NaHCO3, 20 mM HEPES, 25 mM glucose, 2 mM thiourea, 5 mM Na-ascorbate, 3 mM 
Na-pyruvate, 0.5 mM CaCl2·4H2O, 10 mM MgSO4·7H2O, and 12 mM N-Acetyl-L-cysteine; pH 
adjusted to 7.3-7.4) for 2 minutes. Afterwards coronal slices (300 µm) containing the ACC and 
DMS were sectioned using a vibratome (VT1200s, Leica, Germany) and then incubated in 
NMDG ACSF at 34°C for approximately 14 minutes. Slices were then transferred into a holding 
solution of HEPES ACSF (92 mM NaCl, 2.5 mM KCl, 1.25 mM NaH2PO4, 30 mM NaHCO3, 20 
mM HEPES, 25 mM glucose, 2 mM thiourea, 5 mM Na-ascorbate, 3 mM Na-pyruvate, 2 mM 
CaCl2·4H2O, 2 mM MgSO4·7H2O and 12 mM N-Acetyl-l-cysteine, bubbled at room 
temperature with 95% O2/ 5% CO2) for at least 45 mins until recordings were performed. 

Whole-cell recordings (Figure 3 and Supplementary Figure 11) were performed using 
a Multiclamp 700B (Molecular Devices, Sunnyvale, CA) using pipettes with a resistance of 4-7 
MOhm. For EPSC recordings, pipettes were filled with an internal solution containing 100 mM 
cesium gluconate, 0.6 mM EGTA, 10 mM HEPES, 5 mM NaCl, 20 mM TEA, 4 mM Mg- ATP, 0.3 
mM Na-GTP and 3 mM QX 314 with the pH adjusted to 7.2 with CsOH. For EPSP recordings, 
pipettes were filled with an internal solution containing 120 mM potassium gluconate, 0.2 mM 
EGTA, 10 mM HEPES, 5 mM NaCl, 1 mM MgCl2, 2 mM Mg-ATP and 0.3 mM NA-GTP with the 
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pH adjusted to 7.2 with KOH. The osmolarity of internal solutions was adjusted to 289 mmol 
kg−1 with sucrose. During recordings, slices were perfused with a recording ACSF solution (120 
mM NaCl, 3.5 mM KCl, 1.25 mM NaH2PO4, 26 mM NaHCO3, 1.3 mM MgCl2, 2 mM CaCl2 and 
11 mM D-(+)-glucose, and was continuously bubbled with 95% O2/5% CO2). Infrared differential 
interference contrast–enhanced visual guidance was used to select neurons that were 3–4 cell 
layers below the surface of the slices. MSNs were identified by the presence or absence of td-
Tomato using a fluorescence microscope (Scientifica SliceScope Pro 1000; LED: SPECTRA X 
light engine (Lumencor)). The recording solution was delivered to slices via superfusion driven 
by peristaltic pump (flow rate of 4-5 ml/min) and was held at room temperature. In voltage clamp 
experiments, the neurons were held at −70 mV, and the pipette series resistance was monitored 
throughout the experiments by hyperpolarizing steps of -10 mV with each sweep. If the series 
resistance changed by >20 % during the recording, the data were discarded. Whole-cell 
currents were filtered at 1 kHz and digitized and stored at 10 KHz (Clampex 10; MDS Analytical 
Technologies). All experiments were completed within 4 hours after slices were made to 
maximize cell viability and consistency. 

Optogenetically evoked EPSCs or EPSPs were recorded in the presence of picrotoxin 
(100 µM) in the recording ACSF solution. Sequential paired recordings were performed to 
control for differences in ChR2 expression levels, or differences in relative position to terminal 
expression. Photostimulation parameters were 474 nm and 0.008-0.075 mW/mm2 for durations 
of 0.5-3 ms, at 30 s inter-stimulation intervals. Photostimulation parameters were adjusted 
between pairs to achieve consistent responses, but parameters were kept the same within a 
given pair. For sequential paired recordings, MSNs were selected from the same field of view 
and approximately the same depth in the slice. The order of MSN subtype alternated between 
pairs to control for possible effects of rundown. For most cells, 10 EPSCs/EPSPs were 
recorded. EPSC and EPSP amplitudes were measured as the absolute value of the peak of the 
baseline-subtracted EPSC or EPSP. 

Single-photon calcium imaging 

After implantation of a baseplate to secure the microscope, mice were habituated for 
imaging experiments with a dummy microscope and tether until their task performance was 
similar to before surgery. Prior to imaging, mice were briefly restrained using the implanted head 
bar to attach the microscope to the baseplate and focus the imaging field. Calcium imaging data 
was acquired with nVista HD software (Inscopix) or Inscopix Data Acquisition Software 
(Inscopix) at 15-20 frames per second. To synchronize imaging data with behavioral events, we 
recorded TTL sync pulses from the microscope and TTLs generated by the MedPC software 
and a SuperPort output module (Med Associates) with an RZ5D BioAmp processor from Tucker-
Davis Technologies (Figure 4-6, Supplementary Figure 12-14).  

Estrous Tracking 

To determine the stage of the estrous cycle throughout behavioral testing 
(Supplementary Figure 3), vaginal lavage was conducted as previously described134,135 in 14 
females. At the end of behavioral testing each day, an experimenter elevated the base of the tail 
of the mouse and 20uL of normal saline was flushed in and out of the vaginal opening 1-2 times 
using a pipette. The cell sample was then placed onto a glass slide and viewed under brightfield 
illumination on an EVOS M5000 microscope at 20X magnification within 10 minutes, before the 
sample dried.  

The estrous cycle stage on each day was manually determined based on the proportion 
of leukocytes, cornified epithelial cells, and nucleated epithelial cells as well as cyclicity 
according to established protocols 134–136. Classifications were assigned by consensus between 
3 experimenters. Briefly, proestrus was defined by the presence of mostly nucleated epithelial 
cells with some cornified epithelial cells. Estrus was dominated by cornified epithelial cells. 
Metestrus was identified by the presence of mostly cornified epithelial cells and leukocytes, with 
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fewer nucleated epithelial cells. Samples from animals in diestrus contained primarily 
leukocytes. Stages of the cycle were grouped into follicular phase (proestrus/estrus), when 
estradiol levels are high, and luteal phase (metestrus/diestrus), when estradiol levels are low. 
One mouse was excluded from analysis because she did not cycle during the experiment.  

Histology 

Mice were deeply anesthetized with 0.1 mL of Euthasol administered via intraperitoneal 
injection and transcardially perfused with 1x phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) followed by 4% 
paraformaldehyde in PBS. Brains were removed and post-fixed overnight in 4% 
paraformaldehyde and transferred to 30% sucrose in PBS for cryoprotection. The forebrain was 
then sectioned in 40 µm thick coronal slices with a cryostat (Leica Microsystems CM3050S). 
Sections were mounted with 1:2500 DAPI in Fluoromount G (Southern Biotech) or Fluoromount 
G with DAPI (Southern Biotech). To verify virus expression and implant location, whole sections 
containing the ACC were imaged with a Hamamatsu NanoZoomer S60. To confirm nuclear 
exclusion of GCaMP6f and produce Figure 2a and Figure 4a, sections were imaged with a 
Leica TCS SP8 confocal microscope. To confirm implant locations (Supplementary Figure 6 
and 12), the section with the center of the lesion was identified. The dorsoventral and 
mediolateral position of the lesion as well as the distance between landmarks to estimate a 
scaling factor (distance from corpus callosum to cortical surface and midline to corpus callosum) 
was measured using NDPview (Hamamatsu) and aligned with the mouse atlas131. 

Behavior analysis  

Data selection:  
Analyses of sex differences in performance of the task (Figure 1, Supplementary 

Figures 1, Supplementary Figure 2, Supplementary Figure 3a) used data from the post-
surgery, no-laser, 2-hour sessions of mice from the optogenetic inactivation experiment (Figure 
2) as well as mice with injections and implants in the DMS from a separate study. To select data 
from sessions after the mice had habituated to the tether, only sessions with at least 200 trials 
and a 10% difference in return probability following reward and no reward were included. 
Additionally, to account for differences in the time individuals became sated within a session, we 
only included trials until mice had not initiated a new trial for at least 5 minutes. Quantiles of 
relative side value, relative chosen value and total value were calculated across all sessions for 
each mouse.  

Fitting trial initiation latency distributions:  
To analyze trial initiation latency distributions (Supplementary Figure 1a-b, Figure 2c-

d, Supplementary Figure 7a, Supplementary Figure 8), we fit each animal’s trial initiation 
latencies with a shifted inverse gaussian distribution137 using the Matlab function mle. For 
optogenetics experiments we fit the laser and non-laser trials separately. Comparisons between 
males and females were performed with two-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests and with two-sided 
Wilcoxon signed rank tests to compare laser and control parameter estimates.  

Q-learning model:  
We fit a trial-by-trial Q-learning model to choice data from all mice with a hierarchical 

model47. The models were initialized with -values of 0 for each action and updated on each 
trial according to:   

  
    
    

Q

i f c(T )  =  r ight
QR(T + 1)  =  QR(T )  +  α(r (T )  −  QR(T ))
QL(T + 1)  =  QL(T )
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                                                  (2)                          

where is the choice on trial ,  is the action value for the right choice, is the action 
value for the left choice, is 0 or 1 to indicate if reward was received on trial , and  is a 
free learning rate parameter that is between 0 and 1. The probability of choosing choice  
was:  

  
  

and   
          (3) 

where is a free inverse temperature parameter,  is a free parameter to capture the 
tendency of mice to repeat their previous choice,  indicates the previous choice (-1 if 
right, 1 if left), and is a free parameter to account for side bias.  

The four free parameters were estimated separately for each session for each subject, 
and across sessions for each subject and jointly for the entire population (in a hierarchical 
random effects model), with group-level means and variance reflecting the distribution over 
sessions and over the population of subject-level parameters respectively. The parameters were 
estimated with Hamiltonian Monte Carlo implemented in the Stan programming language and 
the Python package PyStan (version 2.17.1.0138). We ran the model with 4 chains of 1000 
iterations each (the first 250 were discarded for burn-in). The adapt_delta parameter was set to 
0.99. We verified convergence by visual inspection and confirming that the potential scale 
reduction statistic Rhat139 was close to 1.0 for all parameters. Averages of the session-level 
parameters for all subjects are shown in Supplementary Table 3.  

We then used the estimated parameters from each session to compute trial-by-trial 
estimates of -values for each action. We then calculated relative side value as the difference 
between -values for right and left choices, relative chosen value as the difference between 
-values for chosen and unchosen actions and total value as the sum of the -values for the two 
actions, to correlate with choice, trial initiation latencies and neural activity.  

Statistical models of choice  
Modulation of return probability by previous outcome was analyzed with a mixed-effects 

logistic regression (Figure 1b and Supplementary Table 1). Returning to the previously 
selected lever (return = 1, switch = 0) was predicted with fixed effects of sex, trial number, 
previous outcome and sex*previous outcome and random effects of subject (intercept and 
previous outcome).  

To analyze the influence of value on choice (Figure 1g; Supplementary Table 4), for 
each subject, trials were divided into 9 quantile bins of relative side value. We fit a logistic 
mixed-effects model of choice (right = 1, left = 0), with sex, relative side value quantile bin, trial 
and sex*relative side value as fixed effects and random effects for subject (intercept and relative 
side value). Trial was z-scored and sex and value were categorical variables. 

To analyze the effect of relative side value on choice in human subjects 
(Supplementary Figure 5c-d), for each subject, trials were divided into 9 quantile bins of 
relative side value. We fit a logistic mixed-effects regression of choice (right = 1, left = 0), with 
sex, relative side value, trial, age, sex*relative side value, age*relative side value, sex*age, and 

i f c(T )  =  lef t
QR(T + 1)  =  QR(T )
QL(T + 1)  =  QL(T )  +  α(r (T )  −  QL(T ))

c(t) T QR QL
r (T ) T α

c(T )

P(c(T ) = r ight)  =  sof tma x(βvalue(QR(T )  − QL(T )) + βstay ⋅ k (T − 1) + βbias)

P(c(T ) = lef t)  =  sof tma x(βvalue(QL(T )  − QR(T )) + βstay ⋅ k (T − 1) + βbias)

βvalue βstay
k (t − 1)

βbias

Q
Q Q

Q
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sex*relative side value*age as fixed effects and random effects for subject (intercept and relative 
side). Trial and age were z-scored and sex and value were categorical variables. 

Models were fitted with the Matlab function, fitglme, using “effects” coding for categorical 
variables. Significant main effects and interactions were assessed with F-tests. Overall 
significance of relative side value and relative side value*sex was assessed with significance 
tests on F-statistics calculated by comparing the full model with a model without all the value 
terms or without the value*sex terms.  

Statistical models of trial initiation latency 
 Modulation of trial initiation latency by previous outcome was analyzed with linear 

mixed-effects models (Figure 1c; Supplementary Table 2). Trial initiation latency was 
averaged by subject based on whether the previous trial was rewarded for each mouse and 
predicted with sex, previous outcome and their interaction as fixed effects and random 
intercepts for subject. 

To estimate the effect of relative chosen value on trial initiation latency (Figure 1h; 
Supplementary Table 5), trials were divided into 4 quantile bins of relative chosen value for 
each animal. Trial initiation latency was predicted using a linear mixed-effects model with sex, 
relative chosen value quantile bin, session weight, trial number, sex*relative chosen value 
quantile bin, weight*relative chosen value bin, trial*relative chosen value bin, sex*weight*relative 
chosen value bin and trial*weight*relative chosen value bin as fixed effects and random effects 
for subject (intercept, relative chosen value, trial, weight, relative chosen value*weight and 
relative chosen value*trial) and session (intercept, relative chosen value, trial, relative chosen 
value*weight).  

To estimate the effect of total value on trial initiation latency (Supplementary Figure 
3a), we fit the same model as Figure 1h and Supplementary Table 5, except with total value 
quantile bin instead of relative chosen value.  

To estimate the effect of relative chosen value on trial initiation latency in human 
subjects, for each subject, we divided trials into 5 quantile bins of relative chosen value and 
averaged trial initiation latencies for each bin. We then fit a linear mixed effects regression on 
trial initiation latency using sex, relative chosen value bin, age, sex*relative chosen value bin, 
age*relative chosen value bin, sex*age and sex*age*relative chosen value bin as fixed effects 
and random intercepts for subject. Age was Z-scored across the population and value bin and 
gender were categorical variables (female = -1,male = 1). To perform post-hoc comparisons 
between males and females aged between 19 and 39 years old or 40 and 70 years old, we 
performed two-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests. 

To quantify the effect of both total value and relative chosen value on trial initiation 
latency (Supplementary Table 6), we fit a linear mixed-effects regression with total value, 
relative chosen value, sex, total value*sex and relative chosen value*sex as fixed effects and 
random effects for subject (intercept, relative chosen value and total value). Relative total value 
and relative chosen value were Z-scored and sex was a categorical variable (female = -1, male 
= 1).  

All models were fitted with the fitlme function in Matlab using “effects” coding for 
categorical variables. Significant main effects and interactions were assessed with F-tests using 
the Satterthwaite method for estimating degrees of freedom. Post-hoc F-tests on contrasts 
between males and females were performed with the Matlab function, coefTest, using the 
Satterthwaite method to estimate degrees of freedom. Overall significance of relative chosen 
value and relative chosen value*sex was assessed with significance tests on F-statistics 
calculated by comparing the full model with a model without the value terms or without the 
value*sex terms, using the Satterthwaite method to estimate degrees of freedom.  

Statistical models of the effect of optogenetic inhibition on choice and trial initiation latencies 
To analyze sex differences in the effect of inhibition on value-dependent trial initiation 

latency (Figure 2e, Supplementary Figure 7b), we fit a linear mixed-effects regression to the 
difference between trial initiation latencies in quantile bins on laser and non-laser trials with 
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relative chosen value bin, sex, opsin, relative chosen value*sex, relative chosen value*opsin, 
sex*opsin and sex*relative chosen value*opsin as fixed effects and random intercepts for 
subject. To analyze sex differences in the effect of inhibition on the modulation of trial inititation 
latency by total value (Supplementary Figure 3b), we fit a mixed-effects regression to the 
difference between trial initiation latencies in quantile bins on laser and non-laser trials with total 
value bin, sex, opsin, relative total value*sex, relative total value*opsin, sex*opsin and 
sex*relative total value*opsin fixed effects and random intercepts for subject. Models were fitted 
with the fitlme function in Matlab with “effects” dummy coding. Significant main effects and 
interactions were assessed with F-tests using the Satterthwaite method for estimating degrees 
of freedom. Overall effects of value, sex*value, sex*opsin, opsin*value and sex*value*opsin 
were assessed with significance tests on F-statistics calculated by comparing the full model with 
a model without the value, sex*value, sex*opsin, opsin*value or sex*value*opsin terms, using 
the Satterthwaite method to estimate degrees of freedom. Post-hoc comparisons between laser 
and non-laser trials were performed with two-sided Wilcoxon signed rank tests for each group.  

To determine if there was an effect of inhibition on value-dependent choice (Figure 2f, 
Supplementary Figure 7c), we divided trials into quantiles of relative side value. We fit a 
logistic mixed-effects regression on choice (right=1,left =0) with sex, opsin, relative side value, 
laser, and all 2- and 3-way interactions as fixed effects and random effects for subject (intercept 
and relative side value). Models were fitted with the Matlab function, fitglme, using “effects” 
coding for categorical variables. Significant main effects and interactions were assessed with F-
tests.  

Analysis of Ca2+ imaging data 
  
Image processing:  

Images were spatially downsampled by 4-pixel bins and motion-corrected using Mosaic 
or the Inscopix Data Processing software (Inscopix). Following motion correction, we used the 
CNMFe algorithm60 to extract individual neurons and their fluorescence traces. Only neurons 
with an estimated event rate of four spikes per minute or higher were analyzed (307/314 
neurons in females, 449/458 neurons in males). Fluorescence traces were Z-scored using the 
mean and standard deviation across the entire recording session.  

Encoding models of calcium fluorescence:  
In order to determine how neural activity was modulated during the task (Figures 4-5 

and Supplementary Figure 13), we built a linear encoding model to relate neural activity to 
each event46,140–145. We used multiple linear regression analyses of each neuron with the 
fluorescence trace as the dependent variable and behavioral events as the independent 
variables. In order to account for delays in the relationship between changes in fluorescence 
and behavioral events, independent variables were generated by convolving a 25 degrees-of-
freedom spline basis set with an 8 second duration with a binary vector of event times (1 at the 
time of the behavioral event and 0 otherwise). The spline basis set was generated with the 
Matlab package fdaM (https://www.psych.mcgill.ca/misc/fda/downloads/FDAfuns/R/inst/Matlab/
fdaM/). The full model is 

                                                                           (4) 

where  is the Z-scored fluorescence at time , is the intercept,  is the error,  is the 
number of behavioral events,  is the regression coefficient for the th spline basis function and 
th event,   is the th spline basis function,   is the degrees-of-freedom for the spline basis 
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set (25) and  is a binary vector the same length as  that is 1 at the times of event  and 0 
otherwise. Thus, fluorescence is modeled as the convolution of the event time vector, , with 
a temporal kernel, , summed across events:  

                                                                                     (5) 

Where the temporal kernel for event is defined as: 

                                                                                                                     (6) 

Temporal kernels for nose poke entry and lever press events spanned from 2 seconds before 
until 6 seconds after the event, and lever presentation and outcome-related kernels spanned 8 
seconds from the time of the event. We estimated these temporal kernels with a linear 
regression using the Matlab function, fitglm.  

To identify significant modulation of neural activity by a particular event (Figures 4e-h, 
5c-d; details for specific models are below), we calculated an F-statistic comparing the fit of the 
full model to the fit of a reduced model without the predictors for that event. We then calculated 
the same F-statistic for the same comparison using 500 instances of shifted data generated by 
circularly shifting the fluorescence trace by a random integer. We then compared the F-statistic 
of the real data to the distribution generated from the shifted data to calculate a p-value. 
Neurons with p-values less than 0.01 were considered to significantly encode the event.  

To determine whether a neuron significantly encoded outcome (Figure 4e,f), we 
estimated calcium fluorescence using “nose poke entry”, “lever presentation”, “ipsilateral lever 
press”, “contralateral lever press”, “outcome” and “CS-”. A neuron was considered to encode 
outcome if removal of the “CS-” event significantly worsened model fit. This allowed us to 
distinguish between neurons with significant changes in activity in response to both rewarded 
and unrewarded outcomes from those with significantly different activity during the two trial 
types. Neurons were then classified as “reward-preferring” or “no-reward preferring” based on 
the sign of the approximate integral of the “CS-” temporal kernel calculated with the trapz 
function in Matlab (Supplementary Figure 13b). Neurons with a negative integral were 
classified as “reward-preferring” and neurons with a positive integral were “no-reward 
preferring.” 

Similarly, to identify neurons with outcome responses that were significantly different 
based on whether the upcoming choice was to stay with the previously selected lever, we 
estimated calcium fluorescence with “nose poke entry”, “lever presentation”, “ipsilateral lever 
press”, “contralateral lever press”, “reward delivery”, “reward delivery and stay”, “CS- and “CS- 
and stay” events. Significant modulation of reward and no reward responses were assessed 
based on removal of the “reward delivery and stay” and “CS- and stay” events, respectively 
(Figure 4g,h) and classification of “stay-preferring” versus “switch-preferring was based on the 
sign of the approximate integral of these temporal kernels (Supplementary Figure 13d, 
positive integrals indicated “stay-preferring” and negative “switch-preferring”). To determine 
significant choice encoding (Figure 5c,d) we fit a model with “nose poke entry”, “lever 
presentation”, “lever press”, “ipsilateral lever press”, “reward delivery” and “CS-” and identified 
neurons for which removal of the “ipsilateral lever press” event significantly affected fit. Neurons 
with a positive integral of the “ipsilateral lever press” temporal kernel were classified as “ipsi-
preferring” and those with a negative integral were “contra-preferring” (Supplementary Figure 
13c).  
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To determine how the transient, event-related responses of ACC-DMS neurons were 
modulated by trial-by-trial fluctuations in relative chosen value and relative side value, we fit  
bilinear models, which enabled multiplicative gain coefficients based on the trial-by-trial values 
to scale the temporal kernels for each event (Figure 6 and Supplementary Figure 14)146,147. 
The trial-by-trial gain for event  is 

        )          (7) 

where  is the gain offset for event ,  is the number of trial-by-trial variables, is 

the coefficient for trial-by-trial variable  and event ,  is the value of trial-by-trial variable  
(e.g. relative chosen value) on trial  Thus, the fluorescence on trial  is modeled as 

                                                                            (8) 

where  is a binary indicator of event times for event  on trial  and  is the 
temporal kernel as defined in equation 6. 

We fit 3 separate models to evaluate the influence of relative chosen value (Figure 
6b,c), relative side value (Figure 6e,f) or total value (Supplementary Figure 3c,d) on event-
related neural activity. First, to estimate the effect of relative chosen value on event responses 
(Figure 6b,c), we considered 5 events: “nose poke entry”, “lever presentation”, “ipsilateral lever 
press”, “contralateral lever press” and “CS” (CS+ or CS-). For all events except CS, we fit 1 gain 
coefficient for relative chosen value on the current trial. For the CS event we fit 2 gain 
coefficients: current trial and next trial relative chosen value. To estimate the effect of relative 
side value on event responses (Figure 6e,f), we considered 5 events: “nose poke entry”, “lever 
presentation”, “lever press”, “reward delivery” and “CS-”. For all events except “reward delivery” 
and “CS-”, we fit 1 gain coefficient for relative side value on the current trial. For the outcome 
events we fit 2 gain coefficients: current trial and next trial relative side value. For the third 
model, to estimate the effect of total value on event responses (Supplementary Figure 3c,d), 
we considered 5 events: “nose poke entry”, “lever presentation”, “ipsilateral lever press”, 
“contralateral lever press” and “CS”. For all events except CS, we fit 1 gain coefficient for total 
value on the current trial. For the CS event we fit 2 gain coefficients: current trial and next trial 
total value. 

To fit the model defined in equation 8, we iteratively estimated the temporal kernels, 
, and the value-dependent gains, , similar to147. On each iteration, we first kept the 

value-dependent gains fixed and estimated the temporal kernel, , with a linear regression 
using the Matlab function fitlm. On the first iteration,  was set to 1 and on subsequent 
iterations it was based on the gain coefficients estimated in the previous iteration. We next kept 
the temporal kernels, , fixed and estimated the value-dependent gains. When estimating 
the value-dependent gains, the temporal kernels were normalized by dividing the coefficients for 
the spline basis set, , by the L2 norm of the kernel. This process was repeated 10 times.  

In order to determine which neurons significantly encoded relative side value or relative 
chosen value (Figure 6), we fit the model to 1000 instances of shifted data generated by shifting 
the fluorescence trace by a random integer. We then compared the t-statistic for the gain 
coefficients estimated from the real data to a distribution of t-statistics generated with fits of the 
shifted data to determine if the contribution of that variable to the fit was significantly greater 
than chance. A significance level of 0.01 was used to classify neurons as significant.  

i

Gi(T )  =  (βgain
i0 +  

ngains

∑
k=1

βgain
ik Vk(T )

βgain
i0 i ngains βgain

ik
k i Vk(T ) k

T . T

F(t, T )  =  
nevents

∑
i=1

Gi(T )Ki(t) ∗ ci(t, T )  + ϵ

ci(t, T ) i T Ki(T )

Ki(t) Gi(T )
Ki(t)

Gi(T )

Ki(t)

βij

59

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprint (whichthis version posted July 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://paperpile.com/c/2MjpJR/sBU8+IfIJ
https://paperpile.com/c/2MjpJR/IfIJ
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


References:  
1. Grissom, N. M. & Reyes, T. M. Let’s call the whole thing off: evaluating gender and sex 

differences in executive function. Neuropsychopharmacology vol. 44 86–96 (2019). 
2. Orsini, C. A. & Setlow, B. Sex differences in animal models of decision making. J. Neurosci. 

Res. 95, 260–269 (2017). 
3. Kutlu, M. G. et al. A novel multidimensional reinforcement task in mice elucidates sex-

specific behavioral strategies. Neuropsychopharmacology 45, 1463–1472 (2020). 
4. Chowdhury, T. et al. Sex Differences in Reward- and Punishment-Guided Actions. 

Biological Psychiatry vol. 87 S62 (2020). 
5. van den Bos, R., Jolles, J., van der Knaap, L., Baars, A. & de Visser, L. Male and female 

Wistar rats differ in decision-making performance in a rodent version of the Iowa Gambling 
Task. Behavioural Brain Research vol. 234 375–379 (2012). 

6. Chen, C. S. et al. Divergent Strategies for Learning in Males and Females. Curr. Biol. 31, 
39–50.e4 (2021). 

7. Chen, C. S., Knep, E., Han, A., Ebitz, R. B. & Grissom, N. M. Sex differences in learning 
from exploration. Elife 10, (2021). 

8. Will, T. R. et al. Problems and Progress regarding Sex Bias and Omission in Neuroscience 
Research. eNeuro 4, (2017). 

9. Beery, A. K. & Zucker, I. Sex bias in neuroscience and biomedical research. Neurosci. 
Biobehav. Rev. 35, 565–572 (2011). 

10. McCarthy, M. M., Arnold, A. P., Ball, G. F., Blaustein, J. D. & De Vries, G. J. Sex 
Differences in the Brain: The Not So Inconvenient Truth. Journal of Neuroscience vol. 32 
2241–2247 (2012). 

11. Shansky, R. M. & Woolley, C. S. Considering Sex as a Biological Variable Will Be Valuable 
for Neuroscience Research. J. Neurosci. 36, 11817–11822 (2016). 

12. Shansky, R. M. & Murphy, A. Z. Considering sex as a biological variable will require a 
global shift in science culture. Nat. Neurosci. 24, 457–464 (2021). 

13. Pellman, B. A., Schuessler, B. P., Tellakat, M. & Kim, J. J. Sexually Dimorphic Risk 
Mitigation Strategies in Rats. eNeuro 4, (2017). 

14. Ishii, H., Onodera, M., Ohara, S., Tsutsui, K.-I. & Iijima, T. Sex Differences in Risk 
Preference and c-Fos Expression in Paraventricular Thalamic Nucleus of Rats During 
Gambling Task. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 12, 68 (2018). 

15. van den Bos, R., Homberg, J. & de Visser, L. A critical review of sex differences in 
decision-making tasks: Focus on the Iowa Gambling Task. Behavioural Brain Research vol. 
238 95–108 (2013). 

16. Depression and Other Common Mental Disorders: Global Health Estimates. (2017). 
17. Bishop, S. J. & Gagne, C. Anxiety, Depression, and Decision Making: A Computational 

Perspective. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 41, 371–388 (2018). 
18. Seo, H. & Lee, D. Temporal filtering of reward signals in the dorsal anterior cingulate cortex 

during a mixed-strategy game. J. Neurosci. 27, 8366–8377 (2007). 
19. Akam, T. et al. The Anterior Cingulate Cortex Predicts Future States to Mediate Model-

Based Action Selection. Neuron 109, 149–163.e7 (2021). 
20. Heilbronner, S. R. & Hayden, B. Y. Dorsal Anterior Cingulate Cortex: A Bottom-Up View. 

Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 39, 149–170 (2016). 
21. Kennerley, S. W., Walton, M. E., Behrens, T. E. J., Buckley, M. J. & Rushworth, M. F. S. 

Optimal decision making and the anterior cingulate cortex. Nat. Neurosci. 9, 940–947 
(2006). 

22. Balleine, B. W. & O’Doherty, J. P. Human and rodent homologies in action control: 
corticostriatal determinants of goal-directed and habitual action. 
Neuropsychopharmacology 35, 48–69 (2010). 

23. Rushworth, M. F. S., Noonan, M. P., Boorman, E. D., Walton, M. E. & Behrens, T. E. Frontal 
cortex and reward-guided learning and decision-making. Neuron 70, 1054–1069 (2011). 

60

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprint (whichthis version posted July 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EQeq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EQeq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EQeq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EQeq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/COUT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/COUT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/COUT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/COUT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/COUT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/COUT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uyAX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uyAX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uyAX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uyAX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uyAX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uyAX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uyAX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uyAX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uyAX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/85Cu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/85Cu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/85Cu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/85Cu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/85Cu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/InhP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/InhP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/InhP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/InhP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/InhP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NzKT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NzKT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NzKT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NzKT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NzKT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NzKT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NzKT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NzKT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hHwI
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hHwI
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hHwI
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hHwI
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hHwI
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hHwI
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VpUy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VpUy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VpUy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VpUy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VpUy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VpUy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VpUy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VpUy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/AZ5zs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/AZ5zs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/AZ5zs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/AZ5zs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/AZ5zs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/AZ5zs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/95jns
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/95jns
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/95jns
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/95jns
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/95jns
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tsSGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tsSGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tsSGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tsSGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tsSGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tsSGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ezkT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ezkT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ezkT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ezkT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ezkT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ezkT
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EYKX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EYKX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EYKX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EYKX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EYKX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EYKX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/erOw
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/erOw
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/erOw
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/erOw
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/erOw
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/erOw
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/erOw
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/T7sC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/T7sC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/T7sC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/T7sC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/T7sC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/aDPX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/aDPX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wcjV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wcjV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wcjV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wcjV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wcjV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wcjV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/l4EO
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/l4EO
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/l4EO
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/l4EO
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/l4EO
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/l4EO
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kVJD
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kVJD
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kVJD
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kVJD
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kVJD
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kVJD
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kVJD
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kVJD
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kVJD
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VO8n
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VO8n
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VO8n
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VO8n
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VO8n
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/PL2P
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/PL2P
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/PL2P
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/PL2P
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/PL2P
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/PL2P
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/PL2P
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/rnqf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/rnqf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/rnqf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/rnqf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/rnqf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/rnqf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uUGs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uUGs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uUGs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uUGs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uUGs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uUGs
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


24. Hunt, L. T. & Hayden, B. Y. A distributed, hierarchical and recurrent framework for reward-
based choice. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 18, 172–182 (2017). 

25. Rushworth, M. F. S. & Behrens, T. E. J. Choice, uncertainty and value in prefrontal and 
cingulate cortex. Nat. Neurosci. 11, 389–397 (2008). 

26. Heilbronner, S. R., Rodriguez-Romaguera, J., Quirk, G. J., Groenewegen, H. J. & Haber, S. 
N. Circuit-Based Corticostriatal Homologies Between Rat and Primate. Biol. Psychiatry 80, 
509–521 (2016). 

27. Friedman, A. et al. A Corticostriatal Path Targeting Striosomes Controls Decision-Making 
under Conflict. Cell vol. 161 1320–1333 (2015). 

28. Cox, J. & Witten, I. B. Striatal circuits for reward learning and decision-making. Nature 
Reviews Neuroscience vol. 20 482–494 (2019). 

29. Bari, B. A. et al. Stable Representations of Decision Variables for Flexible Behavior. Neuron 
103, 922–933.e7 (2019). 

30. Balleine, B. W., Delgado, M. R. & Hikosaka, O. The Role of the Dorsal Striatum in Reward 
and Decision-Making. Journal of Neuroscience vol. 27 8161–8165 (2007). 

31. Lee, A. M., Tai, L.-H., Zador, A. & Wilbrecht, L. Between the primate and ‘reptilian’ brain: 
Rodent models demonstrate the role of corticostriatal circuits in decision making. 
Neuroscience vol. 296 66–74 (2015). 

32. Hart, E. E., Blair, G. J., O’Dell, T. J., Blair, H. T. & Izquierdo, A. Chemogenetic Modulation 
and Single-Photon Calcium Imaging in Anterior Cingulate Cortex Reveal a Mechanism for 
Effort-Based Decisions. J. Neurosci. 40, 5628–5643 (2020). 

33. Delevich, K., Hoshal, B., Collins, A. G. E. & Wilbrecht, L. Choice suppression is achieved 
through opponent but not independent function of the striatal indirect pathway in mice. 
doi:10.1101/675850. 

34. Enel, P., Wallis, J. D. & Rich, E. L. Stable and dynamic representations of value in the 
prefrontal cortex. Elife 9, (2020). 

35. Vandaele, Y., Ottenheimer, D. J. & Janak, P. H. Dorsomedial striatal activity tracks 
completion of behavioral sequences. doi:10.1101/2021.04.01.437899. 

36. Wang, A. Y., Miura, K. & Uchida, N. The dorsomedial striatum encodes net expected return, 
critical for energizing performance vigor. Nat. Neurosci. 16, 639–647 (2013). 

37. Hamid, A. A. et al. Mesolimbic dopamine signals the value of work. Nat. Neurosci. 19, 117–
126 (2016). 

38. Cools, R. et al. Tryptophan depletion disrupts the motivational guidance of goal-directed 
behavior as a function of trait impulsivity. Neuropsychopharmacology 30, 1362–1373 
(2005). 

39. Beierholm, U. et al. Dopamine modulates reward-related vigor. Neuropsychopharmacology 
38, 1495–1503 (2013). 

40. Niv, Y., Joel, D. & Dayan, P. A normative perspective on motivation. Trends Cogn. Sci. 10, 
375–381 (2006). 

41. Roesch, M. R. & Olson, C. R. Neuronal activity related to reward value and motivation in 
primate frontal cortex. Science 304, 307–310 (2004). 

42. Bryden, D. W., Johnson, E. E., Tobia, S. C., Kashtelyan, V. & Roesch, M. R. Attention for 
Learning Signals in Anterior Cingulate Cortex. Journal of Neuroscience vol. 31 18266–
18274 (2011). 

43. Sleezer, B. J. et al. Tonic activity in lateral habenula neurons promotes disengagement 
from reward-seeking behavior. doi:10.1101/2021.01.15.426914. 

44. Carvalho Poyraz, F. et al. Decreasing Striatopallidal Pathway Function Enhances 
Motivation by Energizing the Initiation of Goal-Directed Action. J. Neurosci. 36, 5988–6001 
(2016). 

45. Parker, N. F. et al. Reward and choice encoding in terminals of midbrain dopamine neurons 
depends on striatal target. Nat. Neurosci. 19, 845–854 (2016). 

46. Parker, N. F. et al. Choice-selective sequences dominate in cortical relative to thalamic 
inputs to NAc to support reinforcement learning. Cell Rep. 39, 110756 (2022). 

47. Lee, R. S., Mattar, M. G., Parker, N. F., Witten, I. B. & Daw, N. D. Reward prediction error 

61

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprint (whichthis version posted July 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Nkbc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Nkbc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Nkbc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Nkbc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Nkbc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Nkbc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/urB4
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/urB4
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/urB4
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/urB4
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/urB4
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/urB4
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/bw1l
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/bw1l
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/bw1l
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/bw1l
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/bw1l
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/bw1l
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/bw1l
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fzbq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fzbq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fzbq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fzbq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fzbq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fzbq
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NlUs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NlUs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NlUs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/NlUs
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uOya
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uOya
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uOya
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uOya
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uOya
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uOya
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uOya
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ojDd
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ojDd
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ojDd
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ojDd
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dnbL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dnbL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dnbL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dnbL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/DYGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/DYGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/DYGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/DYGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/DYGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/DYGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/DYGa
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wti3
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wti3
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wti3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/675850
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wti3
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/OGx0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/OGx0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/OGx0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/OGx0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/OGx0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/OGx0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hAKU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hAKU
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.01.437899
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hAKU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bhir
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bhir
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bhir
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bhir
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bhir
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bhir
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ZHhH
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ZHhH
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ZHhH
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ZHhH
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ZHhH
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ZHhH
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ZHhH
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ZHhH
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VhEW
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/q2Er
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/q2Er
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/q2Er
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/q2Er
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/q2Er
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/q2Er
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/q2Er
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/65U7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/65U7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/65U7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/65U7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/65U7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/65U7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tf9O
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tf9O
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tf9O
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tf9O
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tf9O
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tf9O
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/clDK
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/clDK
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/clDK
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/clDK
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/clDK
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IRMY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IRMY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IRMY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IRMY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IRMY
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.15.426914
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IRMY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5E8Y
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/41q1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/41q1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/41q1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/41q1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/41q1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/41q1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/41q1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/41q1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/41q1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/KNCR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/KNCR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/KNCR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/KNCR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/KNCR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/KNCR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/KNCR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/KNCR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/KNCR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7HPS
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


does not explain movement selectivity in DMS-projecting dopamine neurons. Elife 8, 
(2019). 

48. Niv, Y., Daw, N. D., Joel, D. & Dayan, P. Tonic dopamine: opportunity costs and the control 
of response vigor. Psychopharmacology  191, 507–520 (2007). 

49. Lovick, T. A. & Zangrossi, H., Jr. Effect of Estrous Cycle on Behavior of Females in Rodent 
Tests of Anxiety. Front. Psychiatry 12, 711065 (2021). 

50. Freeman, M. Neuroendocrine Control of the Ovarian Cycle of the Rat. Knobil and Neill’s 
Physiology of Reproduction 2327–2388 (2006) doi:10.1016/b978-012515400-0/50048-8. 

51. Walton, M. E., Bannerman, D. M., Alterescu, K. & Rushworth, M. F. S. Functional 
specialization within medial frontal cortex of the anterior cingulate for evaluating effort-
related decisions. J. Neurosci. 23, 6475–6479 (2003). 

52. Tai, L.-H., Lee, A. M., Benavidez, N., Bonci, A. & Wilbrecht, L. Transient stimulation of 
distinct subpopulations of striatal neurons mimics changes in action value. Nat. Neurosci. 
15, 1281–1289 (2012). 

53. Donahue, C. H., Liu, M. & Kreitzer, A. Distinct value encoding in striatal direct and indirect 
pathways during adaptive learning. bioRxiv 277855 (2018) doi:10.1101/277855. 

54. Collins, A. G. E. & Frank, M. J. Opponent actor learning (OpAL): modeling interactive 
effects of striatal dopamine on reinforcement learning and choice incentive. Psychol. Rev. 
121, 337–366 (2014). 

55. Thura, D. & Cisek, P. The Basal Ganglia Do Not Select Reach Targets but Control the 
Urgency of Commitment. Neuron vol. 95 1160–1170.e5 (2017). 

56. Geddes, C. E., Li, H. & Jin, X. Optogenetic Editing Reveals the Hierarchical Organization of 
Learned Action Sequences. Cell 174, 32–43.e15 (2018). 

57. Tecuapetla, F., Jin, X., Lima, S. Q. & Costa, R. M. Complementary Contributions of Striatal 
Projection Pathways to Action Initiation and Execution. Cell 166, 703–715 (2016). 

58. Basal ganglia contributions to motor control: a vigorous tutor. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 20, 
704–716 (2010). 

59. Ghosh, K. K. et al. Miniaturized integration of a fluorescence microscope. Nat. Methods 8, 
871–878 (2011). 

60. Zhou, P. et al. Efficient and accurate extraction of in vivo calcium signals from 
microendoscopic video data. Elife 7, (2018). 

61. Kennerley, S. W., Behrens, T. E. J. & Wallis, J. D. Double dissociation of value 
computations in orbitofrontal and anterior cingulate neurons. Nat. Neurosci. 14, 1581–1589 
(2011). 

62. Williams, Z. M., Bush, G., Rauch, S. L., Cosgrove, G. R. & Eskandar, E. N. Human anterior 
cingulate neurons and the integration of monetary reward with motor responses. Nat. 
Neurosci. 7, 1370–1375 (2004). 

63. Matsumoto, M., Matsumoto, K., Abe, H. & Tanaka, K. Medial prefrontal cell activity 
signaling prediction errors of action values. Nat. Neurosci. 10, 647–656 (2007). 

64. Elber-Dorozko, L. & Loewenstein, Y. Striatal action-value neurons reconsidered. Elife 7, 
(2018). 

65. Shin, E. J. et al. Robust and distributed neural representation of action values. Elife 10, 
(2021). 

66. Vertechi, P. et al. Inference-Based Decisions in a Hidden State Foraging Task: Differential 
Contributions of Prefrontal Cortical Areas. Neuron 106, 166–176.e6 (2020). 

67. Kawai, T., Yamada, H., Sato, N., Takada, M. & Matsumoto, M. Roles of the Lateral 
Habenula and Anterior Cingulate Cortex in Negative Outcome Monitoring and Behavioral 
Adjustment in Nonhuman Primates. Neuron vol. 88 792–804 (2015). 

68. Tervo, D. G. R. et al. The anterior cingulate cortex directs exploration of alternative 
strategies. Neuron 109, 1876–1887.e6 (2021). 

69. Shansky, R. M. Sex differences in behavioral strategies: avoiding interpretational pitfalls. 
Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 49, 95–98 (2018). 

70. Georgiou, P. et al. Dopamine and Stress System Modulation of Sex Differences in Decision 
Making. Neuropsychopharmacology 43, 313–324 (2018). 

62

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprint (whichthis version posted July 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7HPS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7HPS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7HPS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7HPS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7HPS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7HPS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6Xnu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6Xnu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6Xnu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6Xnu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6Xnu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6Xnu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TvkY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TvkY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TvkY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TvkY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TvkY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TvkY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Wq78
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Wq78
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Wq78
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Wq78
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/b978-012515400-0/50048-8
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Wq78
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3ynV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3ynV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3ynV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3ynV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3ynV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3ynV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3ynV
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o4Lh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o4Lh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o4Lh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o4Lh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o4Lh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o4Lh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/i0NQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/i0NQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/i0NQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/i0NQ
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/277855
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/i0NQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9Ifn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9Ifn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9Ifn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9Ifn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9Ifn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9Ifn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/YBfn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/YBfn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/YBfn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/YBfn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6bcj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6bcj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6bcj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6bcj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6bcj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6bcj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sQIo
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sQIo
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sQIo
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sQIo
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sQIo
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sQIo
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ij7B
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ij7B
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ij7B
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ij7B
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ij7B
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ij7B
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hJcA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hJcA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hJcA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hJcA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hJcA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hJcA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hJcA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/hJcA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/szpX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/szpX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/szpX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/szpX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/szpX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/szpX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/szpX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/szpX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/szpX
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Wun
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Wun
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Wun
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Wun
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Wun
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Wun
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Wun
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uRKL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uRKL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uRKL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uRKL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uRKL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uRKL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uRKL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Q0c
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Q0c
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Q0c
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Q0c
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Q0c
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0Q0c
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eqsZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eqsZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eqsZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eqsZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eqsZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eqsZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qq8F
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qq8F
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qq8F
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qq8F
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qq8F
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qq8F
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qq8F
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qq8F
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5Nv0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5Nv0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5Nv0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5Nv0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5Nv0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5Nv0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5Nv0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5Nv0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/5Nv0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/H9sZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/H9sZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/H9sZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/H9sZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/H9sZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Kdmp
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Kdmp
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Kdmp
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Kdmp
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Kdmp
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Kdmp
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Kdmp
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Kdmp
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cwCU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cwCU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cwCU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cwCU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cwCU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/60Fj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/60Fj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/60Fj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/60Fj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/60Fj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/60Fj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/60Fj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/60Fj
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


71. Orsini, C. A., Willis, M. L., Gilbert, R. J., Bizon, J. L. & Setlow, B. Sex differences in a rat 
model of risky decision making. Behav. Neurosci. 130, 50–61 (2016). 

72. Gruene, T. M., Flick, K., Stefano, A., Shea, S. D. & Shansky, R. M. Sexually divergent 
expression of active and passive conditioned fear responses in rats. Elife 4, (2015). 

73. Procyk, E., Tanaka, Y. L. & Joseph, J. P. Anterior cingulate activity during routine and non-
routine sequential behaviors in macaques. Nat. Neurosci. 3, 502–508 (2000). 

74. Quilodran, R., Rothé, M. & Procyk, E. Behavioral shifts and action valuation in the anterior 
cingulate cortex. Neuron 57, 314–325 (2008). 

75. Tervo, D. G. R. et al. Behavioral variability through stochastic choice and its gating by 
anterior cingulate cortex. Cell 159, 21–32 (2014). 

76. Delevich, K., Hall, C. D. & Wilbrecht, L. Prepubertal ovariectomy alters dorsomedial 
striatum indirect pathway neuron excitability and explore/exploit balance in female mice. 
doi:10.1101/2021.06.01.446609. 

77. Zambetti, P. R., Schuessler, B. P. & Kim, J. J. Sex Differences in Foraging Rats to 
Naturalistic Aerial Predator Stimuli. iScience 16, 442–452 (2019). 

78. Kolb, B. & Stewart, J. Sex-related differences in dendritic branching of cells in the 
prefrontal cortex of rats. J. Neuroendocrinol. 3, 95–99 (1991). 

79. Kaasinen, V., Någren, K., Hietala, J., Farde, L. & Rinne, J. O. Sex differences in 
extrastriatal dopamine d(2)-like receptors in the human brain. Am. J. Psychiatry 158, 308–
311 (2001). 

80. Pohjalainen, T., Rinne, J. O., Någren, K., Syvälahti, E. & Hietala, J. Sex differences in the 
striatal dopamine D2 receptor binding characteristics in vivo. Am. J. Psychiatry 155, 768–
773 (1998). 

81. Delevich, K. et al. Sex and Pubertal Status Influence Dendritic Spine Density on Frontal 
Corticostriatal Projection Neurons in Mice. Cerebral Cortex vol. 30 3543–3557 (2020). 

82. Simpson, J. & Kelly, J. P. An investigation of whether there are sex differences in certain 
behavioural and neurochemical parameters in the rat. Behav. Brain Res. 229, 289–300 
(2012). 

83. Perry, C. J., Campbell, E. J., Drummond, K. D., Lum, J. S. & Kim, J. H. Sex differences in 
the neurochemistry of frontal cortex: Impact of early life stress. J. Neurochem. 157, 963–
981 (2021). 

84. Sex differences in anterior cingulate cortex activation during impulse inhibition and 
behavioral correlates. Psychiatry Research: Neuroimaging 201, 54–62 (2012). 

85. Gegenhuber, B. & Tollkuhn, J. Signatures of sex: Sex differences in gene expression in the 
vertebrate brain. Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. Dev. Biol. 9, e348 (2020). 

86. de Vries, G. J. & Forger, N. G. Sex differences in the brain: a whole body perspective. Biol. 
Sex Differ. 6, 15 (2015). 

87. Joel, D. & McCarthy, M. M. Incorporating Sex As a Biological Variable in Neuropsychiatric 
Research: Where Are We Now and Where Should We Be? Neuropsychopharmacology 42, 
379–385 (2016). 

88. Cooper, S. E., Goings, S. P., Kim, J. Y. & Wood, R. I. Testosterone enhances risk tolerance 
without altering motor impulsivity in male rats. Psychoneuroendocrinology 40, 201–212 
(2014). 

89. Uban, K. A., Rummel, J., Floresco, S. B. & Galea, L. A. M. Estradiol modulates effort-based 
decision making in female rats. Neuropsychopharmacology 37, 390–401 (2012). 

90. Ambrase, A., Lewis, C. A., Barth, C. & Derntl, B. Influence of ovarian hormones on value-
based decision-making systems: Contribution to sexual dimorphisms in mental disorders. 
Front. Neuroendocrinol. 60, 100873 (2021). 

91. Verharen, J. P. H., Kentrop, J., Vanderschuren, L. J. M. J. & Adan, R. A. H. Reinforcement 
learning across the rat estrous cycle. Psychoneuroendocrinology 100, 27–31 (2019). 

92. Heck, A. L. & Handa, R. J. Sex differences in the hypothalamic–pituitary–adrenal axis’ 
response to stress: an important role for gonadal hormones. Neuropsychopharmacology 
vol. 44 45–58 (2019). 

93. Sze, Y., Gill, A. C. & Brunton, P. J. Sex-dependent changes in neuroactive steroid 

63

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprint (whichthis version posted July 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uxVN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uxVN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uxVN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uxVN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uxVN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uxVN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EFGz
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EFGz
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EFGz
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EFGz
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EFGz
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/EFGz
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/j2Ip
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/j2Ip
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/j2Ip
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/j2Ip
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/j2Ip
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/j2Ip
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iZci
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iZci
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iZci
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iZci
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iZci
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iZci
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pSoE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pSoE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pSoE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pSoE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pSoE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pSoE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pSoE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pSoE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pSoE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f8Wm
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f8Wm
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f8Wm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.01.446609
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f8Wm
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xEhJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xEhJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xEhJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xEhJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xEhJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xEhJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zSdC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zSdC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zSdC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zSdC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zSdC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zSdC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/yfHr
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/yfHr
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/yfHr
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/yfHr
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/yfHr
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/yfHr
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/yfHr
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/SNST
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/SNST
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/SNST
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/SNST
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/SNST
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/SNST
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/SNST
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xNPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xNPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xNPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xNPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xNPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xNPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/xNPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N9jj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N9jj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N9jj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N9jj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N9jj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N9jj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N9jj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mIZb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mIZb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mIZb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mIZb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mIZb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mIZb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mIZb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VReR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VReR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VReR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VReR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VReR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VReR
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/afwN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/afwN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/afwN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/afwN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/afwN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/afwN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eTOQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eTOQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eTOQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eTOQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eTOQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/eTOQ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9MJDL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9MJDL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9MJDL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9MJDL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9MJDL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9MJDL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/9MJDL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f75r
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f75r
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f75r
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f75r
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f75r
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f75r
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/f75r
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y192
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y192
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y192
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y192
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y192
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y192
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pd7a
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pd7a
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pd7a
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pd7a
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pd7a
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/pd7a
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/UxzG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/UxzG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/UxzG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/UxzG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/UxzG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/UxzG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/oz2uA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/oz2uA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/oz2uA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/oz2uA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/oz2uA
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dIMy
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


concentrations in the rat brain following acute swim stress. J. Neuroendocrinol. 30, e12644 
(2018). 

94. Maney, D. L. Perils and pitfalls of reporting sex differences. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B 
Biol. Sci. 371, 20150119 (2016). 

95. Narayanan, N. S., Cavanagh, J. F., Frank, M. J. & Laubach, M. Common medial frontal 
mechanisms of adaptive control in humans and rodents. Nat. Neurosci. 16, 1888–1895 
(2013). 

96. Narayanan, N. S., Horst, N. K. & Laubach, M. Reversible inactivations of rat medial 
prefrontal cortex impair the ability to wait for a stimulus. Neuroscience 139, 865–876 
(2006). 

97. Powell, N. J. & Redish, A. D. Representational changes of latent strategies in rat medial 
prefrontal cortex precede changes in behaviour. Nat. Commun. 7, 12830 (2016). 

98. A Basal Forebrain-Cingulate Circuit in Macaques Decides It Is Time to Act. Neuron 105, 
370–384.e8 (2020). 

99. Otis, J. M. et al. Prefrontal cortex output circuits guide reward seeking through divergent 
cue encoding. Nature 543, 103–107 (2017). 

100. Parker, N. F. et al. Choice-selective sequences dominate in cortical relative to thalamic 
inputs to nucleus accumbens, providing a potential substrate for credit assignment. 
doi:10.1101/725382. 

101. Peters, A. J., Fabre, J. M. J., Steinmetz, N. A., Harris, K. D. & Carandini, M. Striatal activity 
topographically reflects cortical activity. Nature 591, 420–425 (2021). 

102. Vander Weele, C. M. et al. Dopamine enhances signal-to-noise ratio in cortical-brainstem 
encoding of aversive stimuli. Nature 563, 397–401 (2018). 

103. Sweis, B. M., Larson, E. B., Redish, A. D. & Thomas, M. J. Altering gain of the infralimbic-
to-accumbens shell circuit alters economically dissociable decision-making algorithms. 
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 115, E6347–E6355 (2018). 

104. Hunnicutt, B. J. et al. A comprehensive excitatory input map of the striatum reveals novel 
functional organization. Elife 5, (2016). 

105. Hintiryan, H. et al. The mouse cortico-striatal projectome. Nat. Neurosci. 19, 1100–1114 
(2016). 

106. Groenewegen, H. J., Berendse, H. W., Wolters, J. G. & Lohman, A. H. The anatomical 
relationship of the prefrontal cortex with the striatopallidal system, the thalamus and the 
amygdala: evidence for a parallel organization. Prog. Brain Res. 85, 95–116; discussion 
116–8 (1990). 

107. Kim, J.-H., Ma, D.-H., Jung, E., Choi, I. & Lee, S.-H. Gated feedforward inhibition in the 
frontal cortex releases goal-directed action. Nat. Neurosci. (2021) doi:10.1038/
s41593-021-00910-9. 

108. Terra, H. et al. Prefrontal Cortical Projection Neurons Targeting Dorsomedial Striatum 
Control Behavioral Inhibition. Curr. Biol. 30, 4188–4200.e5 (2020). 

109. Azab, H. & Hayden, B. Y. Correlates of decisional dynamics in the dorsal anterior cingulate 
cortex. PLoS Biol. 15, e2003091 (2017). 

110. Azab, H. & Hayden, B. Y. Partial integration of the components of value in anterior 
cingulate cortex. Behav. Neurosci. 134, 296–308 (2020). 

111. Hyman, J. M., Holroyd, C. B. & Seamans, J. K. A Novel Neural Prediction Error Found in 
Anterior Cingulate Cortex Ensembles. Neuron 95, 447–456.e3 (2017). 

112. Shidara, M. & Richmond, B. J. Anterior cingulate: single neuronal signals related to degree 
of reward expectancy. Science 296, 1709–1711 (2002). 

113. Hayden, B. Y., Pearson, J. M. & Platt, M. L. Fictive reward signals in the anterior cingulate 
cortex. Science 324, 948–950 (2009). 

114. Amiez, C., Joseph, J. P. & Procyk, E. Reward encoding in the monkey anterior cingulate 
cortex. Cereb. Cortex 16, 1040–1055 (2006). 

115. Porter, B. S., Li, K. & Hillman, K. L. Regional activity in the rat anterior cingulate cortex and 
insula during persistence and quitting in a physical-effort task. 
doi:10.1101/2020.05.25.115576. 

64

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprint (whichthis version posted July 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dIMy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dIMy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dIMy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dIMy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dIMy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/dIMy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VcpKY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VcpKY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VcpKY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VcpKY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VcpKY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/VcpKY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bde7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bde7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bde7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bde7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bde7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bde7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Bde7
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6EIi
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6EIi
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6EIi
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6EIi
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6EIi
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6EIi
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/6EIi
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wHlN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wHlN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wHlN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wHlN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wHlN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wHlN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fTQMe
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fTQMe
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fTQMe
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fTQMe
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fTQMe
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fTQMe
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Y2Vf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Y2Vf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Y2Vf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Y2Vf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Y2Vf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Y2Vf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Y2Vf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Y2Vf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zZnj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zZnj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zZnj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zZnj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zZnj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zZnj
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/725382
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zZnj
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cFJM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cFJM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cFJM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cFJM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cFJM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/cFJM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/jINU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/jINU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/jINU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/jINU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/jINU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/jINU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/jINU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/jINU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/jINU
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/F09L
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/F09L
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/F09L
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/F09L
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/F09L
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/F09L
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/WyER
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/WyER
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/WyER
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/WyER
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/WyER
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/WyER
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/WyER
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/WyER
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/WyER
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/at7H
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/at7H
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/at7H
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/at7H
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/at7H
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/at7H
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/at7H
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/at7H
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TWOf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TWOf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TWOf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TWOf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TWOf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TWOf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TWOf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/TWOf
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tFjm
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tFjm
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tFjm
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tFjm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41593-021-00910-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41593-021-00910-9
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/tFjm
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qX8h
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qX8h
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qX8h
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qX8h
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qX8h
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qX8h
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qX8h
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qX8h
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/qX8h
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iLdn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iLdn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iLdn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iLdn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iLdn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/iLdn
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Z8U1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Z8U1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Z8U1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Z8U1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Z8U1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Z8U1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/I6sv
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/I6sv
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/I6sv
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/I6sv
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/I6sv
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/I6sv
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wrmS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wrmS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wrmS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wrmS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wrmS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/wrmS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sOVL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sOVL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sOVL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sOVL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sOVL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sOVL
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/FykP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/FykP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/FykP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/FykP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/FykP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/FykP
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uB01
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uB01
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uB01
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.25.115576
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/uB01
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


116. Kennerley, S. W., Dahmubed, A. F., Lara, A. H. & Wallis, J. D. Neurons in the frontal lobe 
encode the value of multiple decision variables. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 21, 1162–1178 (2009). 

117. Siniscalchi, M. J., Wang, H. & Kwan, A. C. Enhanced Population Coding for Rewarded 
Choices in the Medial Frontal Cortex of the Mouse. Cereb. Cortex 29, 4090–4106 (2019). 

118. Samejima, K., Ueda, Y., Doya, K. & Kimura, M. Representation of action-specific reward 
values in the striatum. Science 310, 1337–1340 (2005). 

119. Kim, H., Sul, J. H., Huh, N., Lee, D. & Jung, M. W. Role of striatum in updating values of 
chosen actions. J. Neurosci. 29, 14701–14712 (2009). 

120. Kawagoe, R., Takikawa, Y. & Hikosaka, O. Expectation of reward modulates cognitive 
signals in the basal ganglia. Nat. Neurosci. 1, 411–416 (1998). 

121. Lau, B. & Glimcher, P. W. Value representations in the primate striatum during matching 
behavior. Neuron 58, 451–463 (2008). 

122. Lauwereyns, J., Watanabe, K., Coe, B. & Hikosaka, O. A neural correlate of response bias 
in monkey caudate nucleus. Nature 418, 413–417 (2002). 

123. Bloem, B. et al. Multiplexed action-outcome representation by striatal striosome-matrix 
compartments detected with a mouse cost-benefit foraging task. Nat. Commun. 13, 1541 
(2022). 

124. Shin, J. H., Kim, D. & Jung, M. W. Differential coding of reward and movement information 
in the dorsomedial striatal direct and indirect pathways. Nat. Commun. 9, 404 (2018). 

125. Choi, K. et al. Distributed processing for action control by prelimbic circuits targeting 
anterior-posterior dorsal striatal subregions. doi:10.1101/2021.12.01.469698. 

126. Orsini, C. A. et al. Optogenetic Inhibition Reveals Distinct Roles for Basolateral Amygdala 
Activity at Discrete Time Points during Risky Decision Making. J. Neurosci. 37, 11537–
11548 (2017). 

127. Yartsev, M. M., Hanks, T. D., Yoon, A. M. & Brody, C. D. Causal contribution and dynamical 
encoding in the striatum during evidence accumulation. Elife 7, (2018). 

128. Bolkan, S. S. et al. Opponent control of behavior by dorsomedial striatal pathways depends 
on task demands and internal state. doi:10.1101/2021.07.23.453573. 

129. Liljeholm, M. & O’Doherty, J. P. Contributions of the striatum to learning, motivation, and 
performance: an associative account. Trends Cogn. Sci. 16, 467–475 (2012). 

130. Litman, L., Robinson, J. & Abberbock, T. TurkPrime.com: A versatile crowdsourcing data 
acquisition platform for the behavioral sciences. Behav. Res. Methods 49, 433–442 (2017). 

131. Paxinos, G. & Franklin, K. B. J. The Mouse Brain in Stereotaxic Coordinates. (Gulf 
Professional Publishing, 2004). 

132. Pinto, L. et al. Task-Dependent Changes in the Large-Scale Dynamics and Necessity of 
Cortical Regions. Neuron 104, 810–824.e9 (2019). 

133. Guo, Z. V. et al. Flow of cortical activity underlying a tactile decision in mice. Neuron 81, 
179–194 (2014). 

134. McLean, A. C., Valenzuela, N., Fai, S. & Bennett, S. A. L. Performing Vaginal Lavage, 
Crystal Violet Staining, and Vaginal Cytological Evaluation for Mouse Estrous Cycle 
Staging Identification. J. Vis. Exp. (2012) doi:10.3791/4389. 

135. Website. https://currentprotocols.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/
10.1002/0471142301.nsa04is48. 

136. Byers, S. L., Wiles, M. V., Dunn, S. L. & Taft, R. A. Mouse Estrous Cycle Identification Tool 
and Images. PLoS One 7, e35538 (2012). 

137. Anders, R., Alario, F.-X. & Van Maanen, L. The shifted Wald distribution for response time 
data analysis. Psychol. Methods 21, 309–327 (2016). 

138. Carpenter, B. et al. Stan: A Probabilistic Programming Language. Journal of Statistical 
Software vol. 76 (2017). 

139. Gelman, A. & Rubin, D. B. Inference from Iterative Simulation Using Multiple Sequences. 
Statistical Science vol. 7 457–472 (1992). 

140. Pinto, L. & Dan, Y. Cell-Type-Specific Activity in Prefrontal Cortex during Goal-Directed 
Behavior. Neuron 87, 437–450 (2015). 

141. Engelhard, B. et al. Specialized coding of sensory, motor and cognitive variables in VTA 

65

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprint (whichthis version posted July 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mXyE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mXyE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mXyE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mXyE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mXyE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/mXyE
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3LQh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3LQh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3LQh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3LQh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3LQh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3LQh
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/otl0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/otl0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/otl0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/otl0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/otl0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/otl0
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/k7J1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/k7J1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/k7J1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/k7J1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/k7J1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/k7J1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0elB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0elB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0elB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0elB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0elB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0elB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7XPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7XPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7XPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7XPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7XPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/7XPG
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/z4Zg
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/z4Zg
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/z4Zg
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/z4Zg
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/z4Zg
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/z4Zg
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/4kCY
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/x6Hy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/x6Hy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/x6Hy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/x6Hy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/x6Hy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/x6Hy
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zLXZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zLXZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zLXZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zLXZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zLXZ
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.01.469698
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zLXZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/fjlnM
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N0iZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N0iZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N0iZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N0iZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N0iZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/N0iZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/g2Gos
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/g2Gos
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/g2Gos
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/g2Gos
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/g2Gos
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.23.453573
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/g2Gos
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zgEb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zgEb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zgEb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zgEb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zgEb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/zgEb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CMAC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CMAC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CMAC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CMAC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CMAC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CMAC
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0luZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0luZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0luZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/0luZ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kZA5
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kZA5
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kZA5
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kZA5
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kZA5
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kZA5
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kZA5
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kZA5
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/kZA5
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Loxb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Loxb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Loxb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Loxb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Loxb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Loxb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Loxb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/Loxb
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/MeOc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/MeOc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/MeOc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/MeOc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/MeOc
http://dx.doi.org/10.3791/4389
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/MeOc
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ng9a
https://currentprotocols.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/0471142301.nsa04is48
https://currentprotocols.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/0471142301.nsa04is48
https://currentprotocols.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/0471142301.nsa04is48
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/ng9a
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/JZB1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/JZB1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/JZB1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/JZB1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/JZB1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/JZB1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/enUB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/enUB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/enUB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/enUB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/enUB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/enUB
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/520C
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/520C
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/520C
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/520C
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/520C
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/520C
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/FpZx
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/FpZx
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/FpZx
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CDi1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CDi1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CDi1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CDi1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CDi1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/CDi1
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o1RN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o1RN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o1RN
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


dopamine neurons. Nature 570, 509–513 (2019). 
142. Lovett-Barron, M. et al. Multiple convergent hypothalamus–brainstem circuits drive 

defensive behavior. Nature Neuroscience vol. 23 959–967 (2020). 
143. Sabatini, B. L. The impact of reporter kinetics on the interpretation of data gathered with 

fluorescent reporters. doi:10.1101/834895. 
144. Steinmetz, N. A., Zatka-Haas, P., Carandini, M. & Harris, K. D. Distributed coding of choice, 

action and engagement across the mouse brain. Nature 576, 266–273 (2019). 
145. Pillow, J. W. et al. Spatio-temporal correlations and visual signalling in a complete neuronal 

population. Nature vol. 454 995–999 (2008). 
146. Park, I. M., Meister, M. L. R., Huk, A. C. & Pillow, J. W. Encoding and decoding in parietal 

cortex during sensorimotor decision-making. Nat. Neurosci. 17, 1395–1403 (2014). 
147. Lak, A. et al. Dopaminergic and Prefrontal Basis of Learning from Sensory Confidence and 

Reward Value. Neuron 105, 700–711.e6 (2020). 

Acknowledgements 

We would like to thank the Witten lab as well and N.D. Daw for comments and advice on this 
work. This research was funded by NYSCF and SCGB grant to IBW, and also ARO 
W911NF1710554 to IBW and the following NIH grants: U19 NS104648-01, R01 DA047869 
and 5R01MH106689-02 to IBW and F32 MH112320 to J.C. IBW is a New York Stem Cell 
Foundation—Robertson Investigator 

Contributions  

J.C. and I.B.W conceived the project and designed the experiments. J.C., A.R.M, W.T.F., C.H., 
A.B., S.O., B.M. and S.Z. collected the data. J.C. analyzed the data with support from C.A.Z, 
N.F.P and S.Z. J.C. and I.B.W. wrote the manuscript.

66

.CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseavailable under a
was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made 

The copyright holder for this preprint (whichthis version posted July 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o1RN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o1RN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o1RN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o1RN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/o1RN
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/p10u
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/p10u
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/p10u
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/p10u
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/p10u
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/p10u
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3tgS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3tgS
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/834895
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/3tgS
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y9gu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y9gu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y9gu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y9gu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y9gu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/y9gu
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/P9Ny
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/P9Ny
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/P9Ny
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/P9Ny
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/P9Ny
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/P9Ny
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sBU8
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sBU8
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sBU8
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sBU8
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sBU8
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/sBU8
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IfIJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IfIJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IfIJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IfIJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IfIJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IfIJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IfIJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IfIJ
http://paperpile.com/b/2MjpJR/IfIJ
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.07.499209
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

	Introduction:
	Results:
	Value more strongly influences motivation to engage in a decision making task in females than in males
	Inhibition of ACC-DMS neurons during outcome presentation removes the influence of relative chosen value on motivation in females
	Similar excitatory synaptic strength of ACC inputs on DMS D1 and D2 MSNs in males and females
	More ACC-DMS neurons signal negative outcomes in females than in males
	Choice is similarly represented in male and female ACC-DMS neurons
	Relative chosen value, but not relative side value, is differentially represented in female and male ACC-DMS neurons

	Discussion:
	Supplementary figures:
	Supplementary Tables:
	Methods:
	References:

