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BACKGROUND

PTSD is a serious condition that can lead to intense fear,
anxiety and depression, resulting in social distancing and
other behavioral disorders. Childhood exposure to highly
stressful events increases the likelihood that the adult will be
more prone to suffer from PTSD. Current medication, usually
antidepressants or anxiolytics, is unspecific, ineffective and
has a number of side effects (e.g. sedation, sexual
dysfunction). As a result, many people continue to suffer
from PTSD in spite of current treatment options, indicating a
critical need for new treatments.

A limiting factor in the development of treatment for PTSD
is the lack of valid translational models. Naason Science has
been developing models of PTSD in the rat and the minipig
based on a multi-faceted, prolonged stress paradigm so as to
test the efficacy of new compounds. Animals are stressed as
juveniles in order to increase their susceptibility to PTSD as
adults.
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Exposure to Stress as Juveniles results in increased freezing time in CFC test
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PTSD animals move significantly more during the day
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Rats exposed to multiple stresses as juveniles experience latent behavior similar to that of PTSD sufferers,
including: social distancing, enhanced anxiety and elevated cortisol levels.

Naason has established a robust rodent model of PTSD.
This model contains elements of both anxiety and depression, as per the human condition.
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The model presented here is a simple, robust model of PTSD that
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