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SUPPLEMENTARY RESULTS 

 

0

1

2

3

4

0

1

2

3

4

0 .0

0 .2

0 .4

0 .6

0 .8

1 .0

0

1

2

3

4

0

1

2

3

4

0 .0

0 .2

0 .4

0 .6

0 .8

1 .0

0

1

2

3

4

T A T - /M E T H - T A T - /M E T H + T A T + /M E T H - T A T + /M E T H +

0

1

2

3

4

0 .0

0 .2

0 .4

0 .6

0 .8

1 .0

L
a

te
n

c
y

 (
s

)

C o rre c t tr ia ls E rro r tr ia ls R e w a rd

A B C

D E F

G H I

 

Figure S1. Response latencies 

Effects of TAT expression (TAT+) and/or methamphetamine exposure (METH+) on the 

latency to respond for correct trials (A, D, G), error trials (B, E, F) and reward collection (C, 

F, I), during visual discrimination (top row; A-C), strategy switch (middle row; D-F) and 

reversal learning (bottom row; G-I). Data are expressed as mean ± SEM. 
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Figure S2. Strategy use 

Effects of TAT expression (TAT+) and/or methamphetamine exposure (METH+) on win-

stay/lose-shift strategy during visual discrimination (A), strategy switch (B) and reversal 

learning (C). Data are expressed as mean ± SEM. 
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Figure S3. Trials to criterion 

Effects of TAT expression (TAT+) and/or methamphetamine exposure (METH+) on the total 

(A, D), correct (B, E) and error (C, F) trials to criterion during the strategy switch (top row; 

A-c) and reversal learning (bottom row; D-F). Data are expressed as mean ± SEM. 
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Figure S4. Early and late phase reversal learning 

Effects of TAT expression (TAT+) and/or methamphetamine exposure (METH+) on the 

latency to respond for correct trials (A), latency to respond for error trials (B), win-stay 

strategy (C) and lose-shift strategy (D), during early (<50%) and late phase (>50%) reversal 

learning. Data are expressed as mean ± SEM. 

 

 


