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Abstract
BACKGROUND—Reports from US, UK and European drug policy entities, and ongoing media
accounts, show increasing recreational use of 4-methylmethcathinone (4-MMC, mephedrone) and
3,4-methylenedioxypyrovalerone (MDPV). Severe sympathomimetic symptoms, hallucinations,
psychoses, and even deaths have been reported, yet little scientific information is available on the
effects of these compounds in laboratory models. Available studies on the neurochemistry of these
drugs show that 4-MMC and MDPV enhance DA neurotransmission, while 4-MMC additionally
enhances 5-HT neurotransmission- a pattern much like that reported for methamphetamine vs. 3,4-
methylenedioxymethamphetamine (MDMA). As is the case for designer amphetamines, these
neurochemical distinctions may predict differential potential for repetitive versus episodic abuse
and distinct lasting toxicities.

METHODS—This study determined relative locomotor stimulant effects of 4-MMC (1–10 mg/
kg, s.c.) and MDPV (0.5–5.6 mg/kg, s.c.), in comparison with d-methamphetamine (MA; 0.5–5.6
mg/kg, s.c.) and MDMA (1–7.5 mg/kg, s.c.) on a measure of locomotor activity – voluntary wheel
running – in male Wistar rats (N=8).
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RESULTS—Compared to counts of wheel rotations after saline, a biphasic change in the pattern
of counts was observed after injections of MA and MDPV, with relatively higher counts following
lower doses and lower counts following the highest dose. However, monophasic, dose-dependent
reductions in counts were observed in response to injections of MDMA and 4-MMC.

CONCLUSION—Thus, voluntary wheel running yielded the same categorical distinctions for
these drugs as did prior experiments testing the effects of these drugs on monoaminergic
neurotransmission. These data indicate that MDPV produces prototypical locomotor stimulant
effects whereas 4-MMC is more similar to the entactogen MDMA.
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1. Introduction
A recent DEA report (DEA, 2011a) and ongoing media accounts show increasing
recreational use of 4-methylmethcathinone (4-MMC, mephedrone) and 3,4-
methylenedioxypyrovalerone (MDPV) in the US. Little direct information is available on
the effects of these novel, cathinone derivative compounds in the scientific literature, as was
reflected in recent European public health / public policy reports (Iversen et al., 2010;
Sedefov et al., 2010). Nevertheless, a growing literature continues to confirm that within a
diversity (Reitzel et al., 2011) of compounds termed “plant food” and “bath salts” by
popular media, 4-MMC and MDPV are major components (Borek and Holstege, 2012; Kyle
et al., 2011; Murray et al., 2012; Rust et al., 2012; Spiller et al., 2011; Thornton et al., 2012).
Some 4-MMC users reported similar sympathomimetic and entactogenic effects as MDMA
(Winstock et al., 2011a; 2011b); however, high rates of intranasal administration combined
with subjective reports of craving and addiction suggest that 4-MMC may have a greater
potential for repetitive, compulsive use than does MDMA (Brunt et al., 2010; Carhart-Harris
et al., 2011; Dargan et al., 2010). One factor thought to have contributed to the rise in
popularity of 4-MMC was a decrease in the purity of MDMA, and especially worrisome is
the idea that recreational drug users may be replacing MDMA with a potentially more
addictive compound. Similarly, concern is elevated by emerging clinical case studies that
reported MDPV-induced psychotic symptoms reminiscent of methamphetamine (MA) use
and MA-induced psychosis (Antonowicz et al., 2011; Orikabe et al., 2011; Thornton et al.,
2012).

Online user-reports reveal potential differences in subjective and physiological effects which
may result from distinct neuropharmacological properties (Bluelight, 2006, 2008;
Geezaman, 2009; MephTest, 2009) of substituted cathinones. Such data are limited in utility
since, for example, 4-MMC has been reported to be both similar to MDMA and “better than
cocaine” in different subpopulations (Geezaman, 2009; Winstock et al., 2011b) and in any
case, even drug-experienced subjects are poor at distinguishing MDMA from d-
methamphetamine (MA) under blinded conditions in human laboratory studies (Kirkpatrick
et al., 2012). These differences are critical to explore since prior experience with designer
amphetamines such as MDMA and d-methamphetamine (MA) can reveal distinct
constellations of potential health threats with respect to liability for acute behavioral effects,
compulsive versus episodic use and lasting neurochemical toxicities (De La Garza et al.,
2006; Fantegrossi et al., 2009; Kitamura et al., 2006; Ricaurte et al., 1988; Yuan et al.,
2006). There are also case reports of Ecstasy/MDMA use patterns that are daily or at least
several times per week (Hurault de Ligny et al., 2005; Jansen, 1999; Kouimtsidis et al.,
2006), highly consistent with compulsive use patterns that are common to reference standard
drugs of abuse such as methamphetamine Such differences may be important in the
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development of evidence-based public policy actions such as the preliminary action to add
cathinones to the list of controlled substances within the United States (DEA, 2011b).

Recent neurochemical studies provide evidence that 4-MMC may produce effects that are
similar to those of amphetamines on behavioral assays (e.g., horizontal locomotor
ambulation) but dissimilar to those of amphetamines on neurochemical assays (e.g.,
extrasynaptic serotonin concentrations). Specifically, 4-MMC produces a stronger relative
overflow of serotonin versus dopamine in the nucleus accumbens, a pattern which is
dissimilar to those of amphetamine or d-methamphetamine but similar to those of MDMA
(Baumann et al., 2011; 2008a; 2008b; Kehr et al., 2011a). Moreover, one recent report found
that, although the potency of 4-MMC for inhibiting dopamine uptake in synaptosomes was
on the order of that of MA, the potency to inhibit serotonin uptake was similar to that of
MDMA (Hadlock et al., 2011).

However, 4-MMC has been shown to have locomotor stimulant effects similar to those of
amphetamine/methamphetamine; at least over a restricted dose range of 1–3 mg/kg
(Baumann et al., 2012; Kehr et al., 2011b). Yet, selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors
suppress wheel activity (Haug et al., 1990; Weber et al., 2009) as does MDMA at moderate
doses (Gilpin et al., 2011). Thus, for 4-MMC there appears to be a categorical distinction
implicated by neurochemistry – particularly that of serotonin – that is not reflected in
currently available reports of horizontal locomotor ambulation.

On the other hand, in mice, the effects of MDPV on neurochemistry and locomotor activity
appear to be more similar to those of MA than those of MDMA – increased striatal overflow
of dopamine, but not serotonin, and increased horizontal locomotor ambulation (Fuwa et al.,
2007). However, this report only compared locomotor stimulant effects of single doses of
MDPV, MA and MDMA. And, caution should be taken regarding these limited data on
neurochemistry. There is currently no information available on the precise pharmacological
mechanism of MDPV; although structurally related compounds which lack the 3,4-
methylenedioxy moiety appear to function as monoamine transporter inhibitors (Meltzer et
al., 2006).

The goal of the present investigation was to determine the acute effects of MDPV, 4-MMC,
MDMA and d-methamphetamine (MA) on a type of locomotor activity – voluntary wheel
running – that appears to discriminate MA and MDMA in manner concordant with
differences in their respective serotonin neurochemistry (Baumann et al., 2012; Kehr et al.,
2011b); a discrimination not observed for measures of horizontal ambulatory locomotor
activity (cites). Specifically, it is predicted that the two drugs with strong serotoninergic
actions – 4-MMC and MDMA – will decrease wheel running at all effective doses while
those drugs without this action – MDPV and MA – will increase wheel running at low/
moderate doses and decrease running at high doses.. In addition, we extend upon the dose-
range limitations of previous studies (Baumann et al., 2012; Kehr et al., 2011).

In summary, we present evidence that voluntary wheel running may represent an improved
locomotor model for distinguishing MDMA-like from MA-like drugs over current measures
of horizontal ambulation.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1 Subjects

Eight male Wistar rats (Charles River, NY, USA) weighing between 250–300 g and
approximately 9 weeks old on arrival at the lab (and 18 weeks at the start of the current
study) were used. These rats were trained to operate response levers for food reward and
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given the opportunity to run on a wheel in hour long sessions to serve as a control group for
a previous study (Miller et al., 2011). The animals were housed in groups of two in a
temperature controlled vivarium (23 ± 1 °C) with a 12-hr:12-hr light:dark cycle. Food and
water were available ad libitum for the entire length of the study except during lever training
(overall feeding was restricted) and within the daily behavioral testing sessions. Studies
were conducted under protocols approved by the Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee (IACUC) of The Scripps Research Institute in a manner consistent with the
recommendations of the NIH Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals (Clark et
al., 1996).

2.2 Apparatus
Experimental sessions were conducted in procedure rooms using specialized operant
chambers with an integrated activity wheel (Med Associates; Model ENV-045; 12-inch
inner diameter wheel, thus ~1 meter traveled per revolution). The chambers were enclosed
in individual sound-attenuating cubicles and all devices were recorded from by using MED-
PC IV software (Med Associates). Counts of wheel rotations within a session were collected
into 12 sequential 5-min bins for analysis.

2.3 Drugs
D-methamphetamine (MA) and 3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine (MDMA) were
provided by RTI under contract to the National Institute on Drug Abuse Drug Supply
Program. 3,4-methylenedioxypyrovalerone (MDPV) and 4-methylmethcathinone (4-MMC)
were synthesized according to literature precedent (Camilleri et al., 2010). Drugs were
dissolved in sterile saline and administered subcutaneously in a volume of 1 ml/kg for acute
challenges.

2.4 Experimental Procedure
Drug challenges—Subjects were provided with access to activity wheels for one hour per
day, 5 days a week, Monday thru Friday, starting approximately one hour into the dark
cycle. Drug doses (or vehicle) were administered subcutaneously immediately prior to the
start of Tuesday and Friday sessions. For the remaining 3 sessions, rats were untreated. Five
blocks of treatment for four compounds were administered in the following order: MA
(vehicle, 0.56 mg/kg, 1.0 mg/kg, 5.6 mg/kg), MDMA (vehicle, 1.0 mg/kg, 5.6 mg/kg),
MDPV (vehicle, 0.5 mg/kg, 1.0 mg/kg, 5.6 mg/kg), and 4-MMC (vehicle, 1.0 mg/kg, 5.6
mg/kg, 10.0 mg/kg), MDMA (vehicle, 7.5 mg/kg). Drug dose was approximately balanced
within order and fully balanced across subjects for each treatment block. The highest dose of
MDMA (7.5 mg/kg) was afforded its own block at the end of the experiment to avoid
potential fatalities under these conditions (Gilpen et al., 2011). Summary data for the MA
challenges were previously reported (Miller et al., 2011).

Animals were assessed behaviorally at the conclusion of each drug-treatment session for
repetitive sniffing, licking and/or circular head motion, as well as a lack of orienting
response to a finger tap on the side of the home cage. This assessment was scored as the
presence or absence of this set of observations and that score was used to generate a value
for a dichotomous, categorical variable for stereotypy.

2.5 Data Analysis
To compare wheel rotations as a function of drug dose, for each treatment block (except
MDMA, see below), wheel rotations were analyzed by repeated-measure analysis of
variance (rmANOVA) using drug dose and time bin as within-subjects factors. To compare
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wheel rotations after vehicle injections as a function of treatment block, wheel rotations
were analyzed by rmANOVA using treatment block and time bin as within-subjects factors.

Preliminary analysis comparing wheel counts between the vehicle conditions of the two
MDMA treatment blocks found neither a main effect of treatment block nor an interaction
between treatment block and time bin. Thus, the vehicle conditions of the two MDMA
treatment blocks were combined (average values) to simplify analysis.

Counts of wheel rotations are presented as the mean ± the standard error of the mean (SEM)
and rmANOVA were followed with post hoc paired-means comparisons to delineate simple
effects using the Tukey-Kramer method (Tukey's HSD). For all analyses, the criterion for
significant difference was set at p < 0.05. StatView 5.0 software (SAS Institute, Cary, NC,
USA) was used for analyses and graph production.

3. Results
3.1 Effect of d-methamphetamine (MA) on wheel activity

Compared to saline, counts of wheel rotations were higher early in the session after
injections of the two lowest doses of MA (0.56 and 1.0 mg/kg, s.c.) but were lower later in
the session after the highest dose of MA (5.6 mg/kg) (Figure 1). A rmANOVA confirmed an
interaction between MA dose and time from injection (F33,231 = 2.0, p < 0.01) as well as a
main effect of time [F11,77 = 12.2, p < 0.0001] and a trend toward a main effect of dose
[F3,21 = 2.8, p = 0.065].

For post hoc comparisons between mean counts of wheel rotations after varied MA doses,
mean total-counts (i.e., counts summed across all 5-min sampling intervals or “time bins”;
Figure 1c) where not found statistically different. However, compared to mean binned-
counts (Figure 1a) after vehicle injections, means were higher after 0.56 mg/kg injections in
the 20- and 25-min time bins and higher after 1.0 mg/kg injections in the 35-min time bin
but lower after 5.6 mg/kg injections in the 60-min time bin. Compared to mean binned-
counts after 1 mg/kg injections, means were reliably lower after 5.6 mg/kg injections in the
35- and 50-min time bins. Lastly, within each time bin, all other means-pairs of binned-
counts did not differ.

For post hoc comparisons of means at varied time intervals after injection, after vehicle
injections, mean binned-counts (Figure 1b) of wheel rotations was higher for the 5-min post-
injection time bin than means for the 15- through 60-min time bins. After injections of 0.56
mg/kg MA, the mean was higher in the 5-min time bin than the means for the 35- through
60-min time bins. After injections of 1.0 mg/kg, the mean was higher in the 5-min time bin
than the means for the 30- through 60-min time bins and the mean was higher in the 10-min
time bin than the means for the 35- through 45-min as well as the 55- and 60-min time bins.
After injections of 5.6 mg/kg, the mean was higher in the 5-min time bin than the means for
the 20-through 60-min time bins, the mean was higher in the 10-min time bin than the means
for the 25- through 60-min time bins and the mean was higher in the 15-min time bin than
the means for the 35- through 60-min time bins. Lastly, within each dose, all other means-
pairs of binned-counts were equivalent.

Stereotypy was scored as “present” in all of the rats at the end of the session following the
highest dose of MA but was scored “absent” after all other sessions.

3.2 Effects of 3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine (MDMA) on wheel activity
Mean counts of wheel rotations were lower after injections of MDMA for all doses tested in
comparison with the saline condition (Figure 2). A rmANOVA confirmed a main effect of
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dose (F3,21 = 12.8, p < 0.0001) as well as a main effect of time (F11,77 = 27.0, p < 0.0001)
but not an interaction between dose and time (F33,231 = 1.1, p = 0.4).

For post hoc comparisons between mean counts of wheel rotations after varied MDMA
doses, compared to vehicle, mean total-counts (i.e., counts summed across all 5-min
sampling intervals or “time bins”; Figure 2c) were lower after 5.6 mg/kg and 7.5 mg/kg
MDMA injections. Mean total-counts were also lower after 7.5 mg/kg than after 5.6 mg/kg.
Additionally, compared to mean binned-counts (Figure 2a) after vehicle injections, means
were lower after 5.6 mg/kg injections in the 20- and 30- through 45-min time bins as well as
lower after 7.5 mg/kg injections in the 5- through 20-, 30- through 45- and 60-min time bins.
Compared to mean binned-counts after 1 mg/kg injections, means were lower after 5.6 mg/
kg and 7.5 mg/kg injections in the 50-min time bin. Lastly, within each time bin, all other
means-pairs of binned-counts were equivalent.

For post hoc comparisons of means at varied time intervals after injection, regardless of
dose, within each dose, mean binned-counts (Figure 2b) of wheel rotations were higher in
the 5-min post-injection time bin than for all other time bins. Within each dose, all other
means-pairs of binned-counts were equivalent.

Stereotypy was scored as “absent” in all of the rats at the end of the session following the all
doses of MDMA.

3.3 Effects of 3,4-methylenedioxypyrovalerone (MDPV) on wheel activity
Counts of wheel rotations were higher early in the session after injections of MDPV at all
doses tested (0.5, 1.0 and 5.6 mg/kg, s.c.) compared with the saline condition, but were
lower in the middle of the session after the two highest doses (Figure 3). For the highest
dose, counts remained lower than those for vehicle for the remainder of the session. A
rmANOVA confirmed an interaction between dose and time (F33,231 = 1.9, p < 0.01) as well
as main effects of dose (F3,21 = 3.2, p < 0.05) and time (F11,77 = 16.5, p < 0.0001).

For post hoc comparisons between mean counts of wheel rotations after varied MDPV
doses, mean total-counts (i.e., counts summed across all 5-min sampling intervals or “time
bins”; Figure 3c) after MDPV injections, regardless of dose, where not different from the
mean after vehicle injections. However, mean total-counts after 5.6 mg/kg were lower than
those after 0.5 mg/kg. Compared to mean binned-counts (Figure 3a) after vehicle injections,
the mean was lower after 5.6 mg/kg MDPV injections in the 55-min time bin only.
Compared to mean binned-counts after 0.5 mg/kg MDPV injections, counts were lower after
1 mg/kg in the 25-through 35-min time bins and lower after 5.6 mg/kg in the 25- through
40-min time bins. Compared to mean binned-counts after 1 mg/kg injections, means were
lower after 5.6 mg/kg for the 50- and 60-min time bins. Lastly, within each time bin, all
other means-pairs of binned-counts were not reliably different.

For post hoc comparisons of means at varied time intervals after injection, after vehicle
injections, mean binned-counts (Figure 3b) of wheel rotations was higher in the 5-min post-
injection time bin than the means for the 10- through 60-min time bins. After injections of
0.5 mg/kg MDPV, the mean was higher in the 5-min and 10-min time bins than the means
for the 15- through 60-min time bins. After injections of 1.0 mg/kg, the mean was higher in
the 5-min time bin than the means for the 10- through 60-min time bins and the mean was
higher in the 10-min time bin than the mean for the 20-min time bin. After injections of 5.6
mg/kg, the mean was higher in the 5-min time bin than the means for the 20- through 60-
min time bins. Lastly, within each dose, all other means-pairs of binned-counts were not
statistically different.
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Stereotypy was scored as “present” in all of the rats at the end of the session following the
highest dose of MDPV but was scored “absent” after all other sessions. The pattern of post-
session stereotypy after MDPV was similar to that of MA. For both drugs, post-session
stereotypy was only observed after doses that caused late-session vehicle-relative decreases
in counts of wheel rotations.

3.4 Effects of 4-methylmethcathinone (4-MMC) on wheel activity
Counts of wheel rotations were lower after injections of 4-MMC for all doses tested (Figure
4) compared with the saline condition. A rmANOVA confirmed main effects of dose (F3,21
= 10.3, p < 0.001) and time (F11,77 = 21.1, p < 0.0001) but no interaction between dose and
time (F33,231 = 1.2, p = 0.2).

For post hoc comparisons between mean counts of wheel rotations after varied 4-MMC
doses, compared to either vehicle or 1.0 mg/kg 4-MMC, mean total-counts (i.e., counts
summed across all 5-min sampling intervals or “time bins”; Figure 4c) were lower after 5.6
mg/kg and 10 mg/kg. Additionally, compared to mean binned-counts (Figure 4a) after
vehicle injections, means were lower after 5.6 mg/kg and 10 mg/kg in the 10- through 20-
min and 35-min time bins. Means were also lower after 1.0 mg/kg than after vehicle for the
15 min time bin. Lastly, within each time bin, all other means-pairs of binned-counts were
equivalent.

For post hoc comparisons of means at varied time intervals after injection, regardless of
dose, within each dose, mean binned-counts (Figure 4b) of wheel rotations were higher in
the 5-min time bin than for all other time bins with the one exception of the mean for the 10-
min time bin after vehicle. Within each dose, all other means-pairs of binned-counts were
not reliably different.

For all doses of 4-MMC, stereotypy was scored as “absent” in all of the rats at the end of all
sessions. Thus, 4-MMC and MDMA were equivalent with regard to post-session stereotypy.

3.5 Effects of treatment block (Tx Block) on wheel activity after vehicle injections
Counts of wheel rotations after vehicle injections did not differ as a function of Tx Block
(Figure 5a–c). A rmANOVA confirmed no main effect of treatment block (F3,21 = 0.6, p =
0.6) nor an interaction between treatment block and time bin (F33,231 = 1.2, p = 0.3). There
was, however, a main effect of time bin (F11,77 = 13.7, p < 0.0001). Post hoc comparisons of
means at varied time intervals after injection for each Tx Block are described above in the
Results section of that respective Tx Block.

4. Discussion
The data from this study identify distinct behavioral responses for two compounds that are
commonly linked together in the popular media under one street description, i.e., “bath
salts.” The novel cathinone derivatives 4-methylmethcathinone (4-MMC; “mephedrone”)
and 3,4-methylenedioxypyrovalerone (MDPV) have also been included together in a recent
preliminary control action by the US Drug Enforcement Agency (DEA, 2011b). In the
current study, the locomotor effects of MDPV were biphasic, leading to increased wheel
activity at lower doses and suppressed activity at higher doses. This pattern of results was
generally very similar to the pattern produced by d-methamphetamine (MA). It may be the
case that MDPV is more potent in decreasing wheel activity (vehicle-relative decreases in
counts at lower doses; 1.0 for MDPV vs. for 5.6 MA) but is less efficacious at increasing
wheel activity (maximum total-counts after 1.0 mg/kg MA = 175 and after 0.5 mg/kg
MDPV = 141). In contrast, 4-MMC produced monophasic decreases in activity levels on the
wheel, a pattern which was similar to the effects of 3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine
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(MDMA; “Ecstasy”). Each drug caused linear, dose-dependent, vehicle-relative decreases in
counts at doses of 5.6 mg/kg and higher. Together with recent neurochemical information
(Baumann et al., 2011; Fuwa et al., 2007; Kehr et al., 2011a) these data underline the need to
consider effects and risks of 4-MMC and MDPV to be distinct.

The findings for 4-MMC appear superficially to be discordant with recent reports of
increased ambulatory activity (relative to vehicle treatment) in adult rats that were tethered
for microdialysis and dosed (0.3–3.0 mg/kg) during the inactive (light) part of the diurnal
cycle (Baumann et al., 2012; Kehr et al., 2011b). The factors of tethering and light-cycle
phase at the time of injection can cause differences in activity. However, the difference in
the direction of the observed effects of 4-MMC on “locomotor activity” likely is a result of
considering wheel running and horizontal ambulation together as “locomotor activity”
(Novak et al., 2012). Moreover, there is a parallel in the locomotor stimulant effects of
MDMA. Prior reports have found that low to moderate doses of MDMA increase horizontal
ambulation (Bankson and Cunningham, 2002; Bubar et al., 2004; Gold and Koob, 1988;
Gold et al., 1988; Herin et al., 2005) yet we have shown previously that wheel activity is
suppressed by 5 mg/kg MDMA (Gilpin et al., 2011). Interestingly, MDMA suppresses
spontaneous activity in nonhuman primates (Crean et al., 2007; Fantegrossi et al., 2009; Von
Huben et al., 2007).

Increased open field activity was also reported for adolescent rats treated with 15–30 mg/kg
4-MMC (Motbey et al., 2011). However, Baumann and colleagues have argued effectively
that for MDMA, “effect scaling” (e.g., neurochemical effects) generates the most relevant
dose ranges for animal models (Baumann et al., 2007). Given significant neurochemical and
behavioral effects reported by Kehr et al. (2011), Baumann et al (2012) and the present
study, at much lower doses, the relevance of 15–30 mg/kg 4-MMC for the human condition
is unclear.

A more general contribution of the present work is the determination of locomotor effects of
stimulant drugs on voluntary activity on a wheel. Although laboratory rats will
spontaneously use wheels when they are provided (Sherwin, 1998), will make operant
responses for wheel access (Hundt and Premack, 1963; Premack et al., 1964) and may
reduce intravenous drug intake when provided with concurrent wheel access (Cosgrove et
al., 2002; Miller et al., 2011) there are relatively few data available on the effects of
psychoactive drugs on wheel activity. Thus, it is unclear whether effects of drugs which alter
locomotion in an open field will translate directly to a somewhat more intentional, voluntary
behavior such as running on an activity wheel. There is limited prior evidence, indeed, that
activity on wheels may be suppressed by treatment with stimulants that increase locomotor
activity in the home cage or open field (Bradbury et al., 1987; Della Maggiore and Ralph,
2000). Similarly, selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors decrease wheel running in mice but
may increase open field locomotion (Haug et al., 1990; Weber et al., 2009). In this study,
both MA and MDPV increased wheel activity, consistent with similar increases produced by
each drug when assessed telemetrically in the homecage (Aarde et al., 2012) and with our
prior observation for MA (Gilpin et al., 2011). In total, the data suggest that activity wheels
function as an improved model (compared with open-field ambulation) for discriminating
MDMA-like from MA-like behavioral effects in rodents.

Although the assessment of stereotyped behavior was not sophisticated in this study the
outcome was consistent with what would be expected in the case of methamphetamine with
both stereotyped behavior and reduced locomotor activity on the wheel found at higher
doses. MDMA appears to be much less potent than amphetamine or methamphetamine in
inducing stereotypy in a traditional open field/activity monitoring preparations (Fantegrossi
et al., 2008; O'Loinsigh et al., 2001; Walker et al., 2010) and the lack of any significant
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stereotypy noted in the present study is consistent with what would be predicted given the
dose range used.

One potential limitation to the present study was the repeated-measures design and the fixed
testing order for the four compounds. It is theoretically possible that some degree of
plasticity of the response across drugs may have influenced the outcome. However, this is
unlikely based on the consistency of wheel running after vehicle injections across the study
period and on related studies with these compounds. Additionally, the effects are consistent
with the profiles and dose effect relationships observed for MDPV, 4-MMC and MA in
naïve groups of animals when assessed with radiotelemetry for homecage activity (Aarde et
al., 2012; Wright et al., 2011). Thus it is concluded that any possible effects of the order in
which the compounds were evaluated is unlikely to have qualitatively altered the results.

In conclusion, this study underlines the error of assuming all novel cathinone derivative
stimulants that become popular with recreational users will share neuropharmacological or
biobehavioral properties. There may be some derivatives that are most similar to
prototypical stimulants, some that are similar to MDMA and some that may afford a unique
constellation of desired effects. These results encourage additional study to delineate
similarities and differences between the different cathinones and to contrast effects with the
better-studied amphetamine derivatives. Such data would provide an improved basis on
which to infer relative health risks conferred by specific compounds which may be grouped,
inaccurately, as if they were of common effect.
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Fig. 1.
Mean counts of wheel rotations after injections of d-methamphetamine (MA; N = 8): a)
Effect of injection dose on mean binned-counts (5-min intervals) as a function of time bin.
b) Effect of time-from-injection on mean binned-counts as a function of injection dose. c)
Effect of injection dose on mean total-counts (i.e., sum of the twelve binned-counts). For the
effect of dose, symbols over bars indicate a mean difference from vehicle (*) or from 1.0
mg/kg (@). For the effect of time-from-injection, symbols over bars indicate a mean
difference from the 5-min bin (α), from the 10-min bin (β) or from the 15-min bin (λ).
Error bars represent SEM.

Huang et al. Page 13

Drug Alcohol Depend. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 November 01.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript



Fig. 2.
Mean counts of wheel rotations after injections of 3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine
(MDMA; N = 8): a) Effect of injection dose on mean binned-counts (5-min intervals) as a
function of time bin. b) Effect of time-from-injection on mean binned-counts as a function
of injection dose. c) Effect of injection dose on mean total-counts (i.e., sum of the twelve
binned-counts). For the effect of dose, symbols over bars indicate a mean difference from
vehicle (*) or from 1.0 mg/kg (#). For the effect of time-from-injection, symbols over bars
indicate a mean difference from the 5-min bin (α). Error bars represent SEM.
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Fig. 3.
Mean counts of wheel rotations after injections of 3,4-methylenedioxypyrovalerone
(MDPV; N = 8): a) Effect of injection dose on mean binned-counts (5-min intervals) as a
function of time bin. b) Effect of time-from-injection on mean binned-counts as a function
of injection dose. c) Effect of injection dose on mean total-counts (i.e., sum of the twelve
binned-counts). For the effect of dose, symbols over bars indicate a mean difference from
vehicle (*), from 0.5 mg/kg (#) or from 1.0 mg/kg (@). For the effect of time-from-
injection, symbols over bars indicate a mean difference from the 5-min bin (α) or from the
10-min bin (β). Error bars represent SEM.
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Fig. 4.
Mean counts of wheel rotations after injections of 4-methylmethcathinone (4-MMC; N = 8):
a) Effect of injection dose on mean binned-counts (5-min intervals) as a function of time
bin. b) Effect of time-from-injection on mean binned-counts as a function of injection dose.
c) Effect of injection dose on mean total-counts (i.e., sum of the twelve binned-counts). For
the effect of dose, symbols over bars indicate a mean difference from vehicle (*) or from 1.0
mg/kg (#). For the effect of time-from-injection, symbols over bars indicate a mean
difference from the 5-min bin (α). Error bars represent SEM.
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Fig. 5.
Mean counts of wheel rotations after injections of vehicle only for each treatment block (Tx
Block; N = 8): a) Effect of Tx Block on mean binned-counts (5-min intervals) as a function
of time bin. b) Effect of time-from-injection on mean binned-counts as a function of Tx
Block. c) Effect of Tx Block on mean total-counts (i.e., sum of the twelve binned-counts).
Means did not differ as a function of Tx Block for either binned-counts or total-counts. For
the effect of time-from-injection, symbols over bars indicate a mean difference from the 5-
min bin (α). Error bars represent SEM.
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