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CONDITIONED AVOIDANCE RESPONSE (CAR)

Conditioned Avoidance Response (CAR): An Overview

The Conditioned Avoidance Response (CAR) represents a fundamental and robust paradigm
within behavioral psychology, describing a type of associative learning where an organism actively
learns to prevent the occurrence of an aversive, unpleasant stimulus. This process hinges upon
the organism successfully associating a previously neutral signal--the conditioned stimulus (CS)--
with the subsequent presentation of a noxious event--the unconditioned stimulus (US). Unlike
simple classical conditioning where the organism reacts passively to the CS, CAR involves an
instrumental or operant component, requiring the organism to perform a specific behavior (e.g.,
jumping, running, or moving chambers) to actively avoid the negative outcome. This powerful blend
of classical and instrumental learning makes CAR an invaluable tool for dissecting the interplay
between cognitive processes, emotional states, and motor execution, particularly concerning fear,
anxiety, and decision-making under duress.

Research into CAR has been extensive since the mid-2oth century, providing crucial insights into
how organisms develop adaptive coping mechanisms and, conversely, how maladaptive
avoidance behaviors can become entrenched. The core utility of the CAR paradigm lies in its ability
to quantify learning rates, extinction resistance, and the neural substrates governing these
processes. By manipulating variables such as the intensity of the aversive US, the timing of the CS
presentation, or the complexity of the required avoidance response, researchers can meticulously
model real-world scenarios of threat recognition and protective action. Therefore, CAR serves not
only as a measure of basic associative learning capacity but also as a highly translational model
for understanding clinical phenomena such as phobias and anxiety disorders, where avoidance is
the central maintaining factor of the pathology.

This review aims to meticulously detail the structure of the CAR experiment, exploring its historical
roots and theoretical foundations, particularly the role of two-factor learning theories. We will
subsequently examine the diverse methodological applications of CAR in assessing both cognitive
function (e.g., memory and association formation) and affective states (e.g., fear and anxiety
levels). Furthermore, we will delve into the neurobiological mechanisms implicated in successful
avoidance learning and discuss the profound implications of CAR research for the development of
effective pharmacological and behavioral treatments for a wide range of psychological disorders
characterized by excessive or inappropriate avoidance behavior.

Historical Context and Theoretical Foundations

The systematic study of avoidance behavior gained prominence following the initial work on
classical conditioning by Ivan Pavlov, but it required the integration of operant principles
popularized by B.F. Skinner to fully explain the CAR mechanism. Early theoretical models, most
notably the Two-Factor Theory proposed by O. Hobart Mowrer, attempted to reconcile the
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seemingly contradictory aspects of this learning type. Mowrer suggested that avoidance learning
occurs in two distinct stages. The first stage involves pure Pavlovian or classical conditioning:
the neutral CS (e.g., a light) is paired with the aversive US (e.g., a shock), leading the CS to elicit a
conditioned emotional response, typically fear or anxiety. The organism learns that the CS signals
impending danger.

The second stage introduces instrumental conditioning. Once the CS reliably elicits fear, the
organism performs an instrumental response (e.g., crossing a barrier) that successfully terminates
the CS, thereby reducing the uncomfortable state of fear elicited by that signal. Crucially, the
reinforcement for the instrumental avoidance behavior is not the prevention of the shock itself, but
the reduction or elimination of the fear-inducing conditioned stimulus. This immediate relief from
anxiety serves as a powerful negative reinforcer, strengthening the avoidance response. This
theoretical framework was pivotal because it provided a compelling explanation for why avoidance
behaviors persist even after the US is no longer delivered--the fear-reducing properties of the
avoidance response itself maintain the behavior, making it highly resistant to extinction.

Despite its initial explanatory power, the Two-Factor Theory faced challenges, particularly
concerning the observation that fear responses often diminish even as the avoidance behavior
becomes more efficient and robust. Subsequent models, including those focused on cognitive
expectancy, suggested that the organism learns an expectation: that performing the avoidance
response prevents the US. This cognitive perspective holds that the learning is maintained
because the organism expects the aversive outcome if the avoidance response is withheld.
Regardless of the precise theoretical angle, the study of CAR has consistently demonstrated that
the association between the warning signal and the aversive consequence is highly potent, forming
the basis for many fundamental investigations into learning and memory processes.

The Experimental Paradigm: Core Components of CAR

The typical experimental setup for studying CAR involves specialized apparatuses, most
commonly the Shuttle Box or the One-Way Avoidance Chamber. In a shuttle box, the chamber
is divided into two distinct compartments, often separated by a barrier. The experiment begins with
the presentation of the conditioned stimulus (CS), which might be an auditory tone or a visual light.
After a short, fixed interval--the CS-US interval--the unconditioned stimulus (US), usually a mild
electric shock delivered through the floor grid, is activated. If the animal crosses the barrier from
one compartment to the other during the CS-US interval, the CS is immediately terminated, and
the shock (US) is prevented. This successful action is defined as the avoidance response.

The learning phase, known as acquisition, is characterized by a gradual decrease in the latency--
the time taken--to perform the avoidance response after the onset of the CS. Initially, the organism
may only perform an escape response, crossing the barrier only after the shock has already
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begun. As trials progress, the association strengthens, and the organism transitions from escaping
the US to actively avoiding it during the CS-US interval. Key metrics used to evaluate the
effectiveness of learning include the percentage of trials on which avoidance occurs, the latency of
the response, and the total number of trials required to reach a predetermined learning criterion
(e.g., 9 out of 10 successful avoidance responses).

A critical variation of the paradigm is the Non-cued Avoidance or Sidman Avoidance procedure,
where no explicit CS is used. Instead, the US is delivered periodically unless the organism
performs the avoidance response within a specified time window. This procedure focuses on the
organism learning temporal contingencies and maintaining continuous responding to prevent the
shock, adding complexity by removing the explicit warning signal. Regardless of the specific setup,
the CAR paradigm provides a highly controllable environment for observing how animals learn to
predict and control their environment, offering a clear measurable behavioral outcome that is highly
sensitive to genetic manipulations, pharmacological agents, and environmental stressors.

Diverse Applications in Behavioral Research

The utility of the CAR paradigm extends far beyond basic learning theory, serving as a versatile
methodology across various domains of behavioral and pharmacological research. One primary
application lies in the detailed study of fear conditioning and extinction. While classical fear
conditioning measures passive freezing, CAR requires an active behavioral output, allowing
researchers to differentiate between freezing responses (emotional state) and approach/avoidance
actions (motor control). This distinction is vital for understanding how emaotional processing
translates into functional behavior. Furthermore, CAR is essential in modeling the resistance of
learned behaviors to change, especially during extinction trials where the CS is presented
repeatedly without the US. The persistence of avoidance under these conditions provides a direct
measure of maladaptive rigidity in learning.

In the field of pharmacology, CAR serves as a standard screening tool for psychoactive drugs.
Because avoidance behavior is highly sensitive to modulation by neurotransmitters and
neuromodulators, changes in CAR performance can indicate the effects of novel compounds on
anxiety, memory consolidation, and general motor performance. For instance, anxiolytic drugs
often interfere with the acquisition or expression of avoidance, reflecting a decrease in the fear
response that drives the avoidance behavior. Conversely, drugs that enhance cognitive function
might improve the speed or efficiency of learning the association. This makes CAR a powerful
method for identifying potential therapeutic agents for disorders involving emotional dysregulation
or cognitive deficits.

Moreover, CAR research has provided insights into complex cognitive phenomena such as
selective association and constraints on learning, exemplified by the work of Garcia and Koelling.
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Their findings highlighted that organisms are biologically prepared to associate certain stimuli (e.g.,
tastes) with certain consequences (e.g., illness) but not others (e.g., shock), indicating that learning
is not a generalized, monolithic process but is constrained by evolutionary pressures. CAR
paradigms, particularly those employing varied sensory modalities for the CS, help elucidate these
biological boundaries, demonstrating how different types of warning signals are processed and
prioritized within the central nervous system to facilitate survival behaviors.

Assessing Cognitive and Affective Processes

CAR is unigquely positioned to assess both cognitive (associative learning, memory, attention) and
affective (fear, anxiety, emotional arousal) processes simultaneously. From a cognitive
perspective, the ability of an organism to successfully execute a CAR task relies heavily on its
capacity to form and retain the temporal association between the CS and the US. Therefore,
deficits in CAR acquisition or retention often reflect impairments in working memory, long-term
memory consolidation, or attentional processes necessary to detect the CS amidst background
noise. Researchers can use variations of the CAR task, such as requiring differential avoidance
responses based on specific stimulus features, to isolate and test sophisticated discrimination
abilities.

Pertaining to affective assessment, the initial drive for avoidance is the conditioned fear elicited by
the CS. The magnitude of the fear response is intrinsically linked to the motivation for the
instrumental action. By measuring physiological responses (like heart rate or galvanic skin
response) alongside behavioral avoidance measures, researchers can dissociate the emotional
intensity from the efficiency of the motor response. For instance, an organism might show high
physiological arousal (strong fear) but fail to execute the avoidance behavior effectively due to
motor inhibition or a cognitive impairment in planning the appropriate action. Conversely, highly
efficient avoidance may lead to a rapid reduction of observable fear over trials, demonstrating
successful emotional regulation via behavioral control.

The extinction phase of the CAR paradigm is particularly informative regarding underlying
mechanisms. When the avoidance response persists despite the removal of the aversive
consequence, it indicates a failure of inhibitory learning--the cognitive process required to update
the contingency and suppress the now-unnecessary behavior. This resistance to extinction is a
hallmark of many anxiety-related disorders and allows researchers to model and test interventions
aimed at strengthening inhibitory control. Thus, CAR provides a comprehensive functional readout,
integrating how an organism perceives threat, learns associations, plans responses, and manages
emotional states in a dynamic, goal-oriented manner.

Neurobiological Underpinnings of Avoidance Learning
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The complex nature of CAR, involving both affective conditioning and instrumental responding,
necessitates the recruitment of extensive neural circuitry spanning multiple brain regions. The
initial classical conditioning phase, where the CS acquires its fear-eliciting properties, heavily relies
on the amygdala. Specifically, the basolateral amygdala (BLA) is crucial for processing and storing
the emotional significance of the CS, while the central nucleus of the amygdala (CeA) mediates the
expression of fear responses. The intensity of fear encoded in the amygdala directly influences the
motivation to perform the avoidance behavior.

The instrumental component--the decision and execution of the avoidance response--involves
structures typically associated with reward, action selection, and executive function. The
prefrontal cortex (PFC), particularly the medial PFC, plays a critical role in evaluating the
contingency between the response and the outcome, inhibiting inappropriate actions, and
facilitating the switch from escape to avoidance. Furthermore, the dorsal striatum (caudate and
putamen) is essential for habitual and goal-directed motor control. As the avoidance behavior
becomes highly practiced and automated, its control shifts increasingly toward the striatal circuits,
demonstrating a transition from effortful, cognitive avoidance to a highly efficient, habitual
response.

Disruptions in these interconnected circuits can severely impair CAR performance. For example,
lesions to specific subregions of the PFC can lead to impaired ability to inhibit fear responses or
difficulty in extinguishing learned avoidance. Similarly, manipulation of neurotransmitter systems--
such as dopamine, which modulates motivation and action selection in the striatum, or serotonin,
which regulates affective state--can dramatically alter the acquisition and maintenance of CAR. By
mapping the functional contributions of these neural substrates, researchers gain invaluable insight
into the specific brain regions that malfunction in conditions characterized by pathological
avoidance.

Clinical Implications for Psychopathology

The conditioned avoidance response paradigm offers profound implications for understanding the
etiology and maintenance of various human psychological disorders, particularly those within the
anxiety spectrum. Many anxiety disorders, including specific phobias, social anxiety disorder, and
obsessive-compulsive disorder (OCD), are fundamentally characterized by maladaptive
avoidance. In these conditions, avoidance behavior, which initially served a protective function,
becomes generalized, excessive, and resistant to environmental reality, thereby maintaining the
pathology. For instance, a person with social anxiety may avoid all social gatherings, reinforcing
the belief that such settings are dangerous, even if they are objectively safe.

CAR provides a direct experimental analogue for studying this transition from adaptive to
pathological avoidance. The persistence of avoidance during the extinction phase of the CAR task
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mirrors the clinical resistance to exposure therapy--the necessary process of confronting the feared
stimulus without the negative consequence. Research utilizing CAR can therefore be leveraged to
identify novel targets for treatments aimed at enhancing extinction learning. For example,
understanding how pharmacological agents or cognitive interventions can facilitate the suppression
of the avoidance habit in animal models directly informs clinical strategies designed to break the
avoidance cycle in patients.

Furthermore, CAR research provides insight into conditions beyond anxiety. It helps explain the
development of defensive behaviors in Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD), where trauma-
related cues trigger intense fear and subsequent avoidance of related stimuli. It also informs
addiction research, as drug-seeking behavior can be conceptualized as an avoidance of the
negative affective state associated with withdrawal or craving. By providing a clean measure of
how organisms learn to escape or avoid internal or external aversive states, CAR remains a crucial
translational tool linking basic learning principles to the complex manifestations of
psychopathology.

Conclusion and Future Directions

In conclusion, the Conditioned Avoidance Response (CAR) is an extraordinarily powerful and
versatile paradigm for investigating the mechanisms underlying associative learning, emotional
regulation, and behavioral control. It successfully integrates elements of both classical and
instrumental conditioning, providing a functional measure that is sensitive to subtle changes in
cognitive processing, affective states, and neurobiological function. CAR has been indispensable in
charting the critical roles of structures such as the amygdala and the prefrontal cortex in mediating
the transition from fear detection to successful behavioral regulation.

The implications of CAR research for translational science are significant and continue to expand.
By modeling the acquisition and, critically, the resistance to extinction of avoidance behaviors,
CAR serves as a foundational platform for developing and screening novel therapeutic
interventions. Future research directions will likely focus on refining genetic and optogenetic
techniques to precisely manipulate specific neural circuits during the learning process, thereby
achieving a more granular understanding of the neurobiological differences between adaptive,
goal-directed avoidance and rigid, maladaptive avoidance habits.

Ultimately, the longevity and utility of the CAR paradigm attest to its value as a bridge between
fundamental behavioral science and clinical psychology. Continued exploration using this
methodology promises to unlock deeper insights into how the brain manages threat and fear,
paving the way for more targeted and effective treatments for the myriad of psychological disorders
characterized by the debilitating power of avoidance.
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