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Animals and other organisms
Policy information about studies involving animals; ARRIVE guidelines recommended for reporting animal research

Laboratory animals

Wild animals

Field-collected samples

Sample sizes were predetermined and reflect prior studies.

Beads with an abnormal peak brightness were excluded from the point spread function analysis.

PSF measurements were performed on two separate occasions with two sample preparations each showing similar results.

Which texture gets presented during each trial of the texture discrimination task is randomly selected from the three possibilities with a 40%
probability of selecting the rewarded texture and 30% probability of selecting each of the two unrewarded textures.

Data processing and analysis were automated making blinding of little relevance. No blinding was performed.

Primary antibodies:

Mouse monoclonal anti-GFAP (Sigma-Aldrich; G3893; clone G-A-5; 1:1,000 dilution; lot:107M4792V)

Rabbit anti-Iba1 (Wako Chemicals; 019-19741; 1:500 dilution; lot:SKN4887),

Rabbit anti-cleaved caspase-3 (Asp175) (Cell Signaling; 9661; 1:250 dilution; lot:47)

Mouse anti-HSP70/HSP72 (Enzo Life Sciences; ADI-SPA-810-D; clone C92F3A-5; 1:400 dilution; lot:01031912).

Secondary antibodies:

Goat anti-mouse Alexa Fluor 647 (Invitrogen; A21235; 1:500 dilution; lot:2284596)

Goat anti-rabbit Alexa Fluor 555 (Invitrogen; A21429; 1:500 dilution; lot:1832967)

All primary antibodies show validation results on their respective manufacturer websites and were validated for use in heat damage
assays in mice (Podgorski and Ranganathan 2016). Secondary antibodies Alexa Fluor 555 and 647 were validated by Invitrogen in
multiple ICC/IF preparations and in several publications listed on the manufacturer website.

Male wild type C57BL6 mice age 12-14 weeks

No wild animals were used in this study.

No field collected samples were used in this study.




