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Abstract

The present study examined anticipatory contrast effect in
rats. Experimental group received less preferable 0.15 %
saccharin solution first and then more preferable 32 %
sucrose solution. Control group received only 0.15 %
saccharin solution. The anticipatory contrast effect was not
observed under a 30 min. inter-solution interval (Phase 1).
When inter-solution interval was shorten to 5 min. in Phase 2,
Experimental group showed lower intake of saccharin
solution than Control group. Suppression of saccharin intake
in Experimental group was maintained even when
inter-solution interval was extended to 30 min. again (Phase
3). These results suggest that possible time horizon to the
future in rats can be extended through experience with the
nearer future.
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