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Abstract
Studies on animal temperament have often described temperament using a one-dimensional scale, whereas
theoretical framework has recently suggested two or more dimensions using terms like “valence” or “arousal” to
describe these dimensions. Yet, the valence or assessment of a situation is highly individual. The aim of this study
was to provide support for the multidimensional framework with experimental data originating from an economically
important species (Bos taurus). We tested 361 calves at 90 days post natum (dpn) in a novel-object test. Using a
principal component analysis (PCA), we condensed numerous behaviours into fewer variables to describe
temperament and correlated these variables with simultaneously measured heart rate variability (HRV) data. The
PCA resulted in two behavioural dimensions (principal components, PC): novel-object-related (PC 1) and explorationactivity-related (PC 2). These PCs explained 58% of the variability in our data. The animals were distributed evenly
within the two behavioural dimensions independent of their sex. Calves with different scores in these PCs differed
significantly in HRV, and thus in the autonomous nervous system’s activity. Based on these combined behavioural
and physiological data we described four distinct temperament types resulting from two behavioural dimensions:
“neophobic/fearful – alert”, “interested – stressed”, “subdued/uninterested – calm”, and “neoophilic/outgoing – alert”.
Additionally, 38 calves were tested at 90 and 197 dpn. Using the same PCA-model, they correlated significantly in
PC 1 and tended to correlate in PC 2 between the two test ages. Of these calves, 42% expressed a similar behaviour
pattern in both dimensions and 47% in one. No differences in temperament scores were found between sexes or
breeds. In conclusion, we described distinct temperament types in calves based on behavioural and physiological
measures emphasising the benefits of a multidimensional approach.
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Introduction

definitions depending on the author(s), which clearly shows
how arbitrary the distinctions between the different terms are.
They conclude that the two most common terms, temperament
and personality, are often artificially distinguished. Therefore,
they understand these two terms as synonyms, which we are in
accordance with. Although being consistent over time and
situations, temperament should not be imagined as a fixed and
completely inflexible construct, but rather as an adjustable tool
for adaptation to exterior circumstances during individual
ontogeny [13]. Very early in life, temperament seems to be
rather flexible [14,15], while later on it is maintained more and
more rigidly [13]. However, depending on genetics and
epigenetics, the starting point is different for each individual.

Differences in behaviour between animals can be caused by
a range of environmental and state-dependent factors, e.g.,
sex, age, reproductive status, or environment. However, not all
differences can be explained by physiological states or
environmental factors; the remaining differences may therefore
reveal the strategy an individual employs to act with and react
to environmental stimuli [1–3]. This individual strategy is
described as temperament and is thought to be innate and
consistent over time and in different situations [4–9]. Besides
temperament there are other terms used in this context, e.g.,
personality, individuality or coping style [6,10–12]. Réale et al.
[6] provide a summary of the different terms and their
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In the literature, original research on non-human animals
often describes temperament on a one-dimensional scale using
expressions such as “proactive – reactive”, “aggressive – nonaggressive”, “bold – shy”, etc. (e.g., [11,16,17]). Human
psychology and thereon based recent theoretical framework on
temperament in non-human animals, however, mostly argue for
two or more dimensions using terms such as “valence”,
“arousal” or “activity” to describe the different dimensions
[6,18–22]. Following their arguments, different temperament
types can be located in a circumplex model as a linear
combination of these dimensions. Therefore, two or more
dimensions are more likely to reflect the entire nature of
temperament or personality in non-human animals than one
dimension. Especially, the valence or perception of a situation
is highly individual, yet most important to an animal’s welfare
[23]. Veissier et al. [23] point out that while exterior conditions
like housing system, quality of diet, etc. loose no importance to
animal welfare, one mandatorily needs to take into account the
valence of the animals themselves, when seriously trying to
evaluate an animal’s welfare.
Naturally, questionnaires on the perception of different
situations that can be answered in personality research in
human psychology are impossible in non-human animals;
therefore, one must include measures of physiological or
neurophysiological activation revealing information about the
probable perception and processing of a test situation by an
individual. The analysis of cardio-vascular measurements has
been found to be a suitable approach for determining the
activity of the autonomous nervous system in the study of
temperament [24–26]. The cardiac vagal tone represents
parasympathetic nervous activity at the level of the heart and
derives from heart rate variability (HRV). HRV measures can
be calculated from beat to beat changes in heart rate (R-R
interval) in the electrocardiogram. The cardiac vagal tone has
been suggested as a psychophysiological marker of internal
regulation and of certain aspects of psychological adjustment in
humans and animals [27,28]. Changes in the length of
consecutive R-R-intervals reflect differential activation of the
two branches of the autonomous nervous system [29,30] and
can therefore give an understanding of a test subject’s
perception or its valence of a situation. Common variables of
HRV measures in the time domain are the heart rate in beats
per minute (HR in bpm), the root mean square of successive
differences (RMSSD in ms), the standard deviation of all R-Rintervals (SDNN in ms) and the ratio of RMSSD and SDNN
(RMSSD/SDNN). Table 1 provides a description of the effects
of the autonomous nervous system on these measures.
The aim of this study was to develop a description of
temperament in young cattle (Bos taurus) by analysing their
behaviour and simultaneously measured heart rate variability
during a standard behaviour test. To test for stability over time,
we conducted the test at two ages on an additional, small
sample size. Taking this combined multidimensional approach
based on experimental original data, we intended to provide
foundational support for the theoretical framework suggesting
two or more dimensions in animal temperament.
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Table 1. Influence of the autonomous nervous system on
measures of heart rate variability.

HRV

Influence of the autonomous

measures

nervous system

HR

RMSSD

SDNN

Additive and non-additive
effects of PNS and SNS
Only influenced by PNS
PNS and SNS act
synergetically

RMSSD/

PNS and SNS affect

SDNN

measure antagonistically

Consequences on HRV measure
HR decreases, when PNS activity
increases and/or SNS activity
decreases
RMSSD increases, when PNS
activity increases
SDNN increases mainly, when SNS
activity increases, but is also
influenced by PNS activity
RMSSD/SDNN increases, when PNS
activity increases and/or SNS activity
decreases

Measures of heart rate variability (HRV), branches of the autonomous nervous
system that influence the HRV measures, and their consequences on the
respective measure (after [29]); PNS = parasympathetic nervous system, SNS =
sympathetic nervous system
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0074579.t001

Animals, Materials and Methods
2.1: Animals and housing
We tested 361 calves (175 male, 186 female) of the F2generation of a running breeding project (Holstein Friesian ×
Charolais cross breeding) with 90 dpn (± 3 dpn, days post
natum). All calves were bred via embryo transfer into unrelated
Holstein Friesian heifers as recipient mothers and were born
and tested between 2004 and 2010. The calves were kept in
various small groups of up to nine animals of similar age, apart
from their recipient mothers from day one. Pens had a size of 6
x 7 m and were covered with deep litter. Until 90 dpn, the
calves were not subject to any other experiment, and handling
did not exceed routine handling by the animal keepers except
in the case of animals requiring treatment for sickness.
After weaning, the animals were weighed at 111 dpn (± 3
dpn). The weight at the day of the experiment was calculated
with the help of the average daily weight gain from birth to
weaning and the exact age at the experiment. On average, the
calves weighed 118 kg (range: 74-159 kg, SD ± 14 kg) at the
day of the experiment.
We further tested each 20 calves (10 male, 10 female) of the
founder breeds Holstein Friesian and Charolais at 91 dpn (± 3
dpn) and a second time at 197 dpn (± 12 dpn) to evaluate
stability of temperament over time and to detect possible breed
differences. The calves were purchased from breeders and
arrived at our facilities two days after birth at the latest. They
were housed in the same barn as the crossbreeds and male
and female calves were housed together until the second test
had been conducted. These calves were born and tested
between 2008 and 2012. Due to the early death of one male
Charolais calf, there were 19 Charolais calves tested at 91 dpn.
At the second test age, one male Charolais calf became
extremely distressed during testing and risked serious injury.
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The test was terminated; thus there is data of 18 (8 male, 10
female) Charolais calves at 197 dpn.

Table 2. Definition of live-recorded behaviours.

2.2: Experimental procedure

Type of

The behaviour test was performed in an open field of 9.6 ×
4.0 m in size, which was unknown to the calves prior to testing.
It was divided into four segments of 2.4 × 4.0 m each. After
allowing the test animal to acclimatise to the open field for 10
min, a novel-object test was conducted with a traffic pylon of
0.5 m height as novel object. It was let down into the outer
segment, which was the farthest from where the calf stood
(Figure S1). We chose this test as it is known to provoke
behaviour, which correlates with behaviour during other tests
[31,32] or with social cues [31]. The novel-object test lasted for
10 min. During the test, behaviour was live-recorded using the
observation software tool The Observer 5.0 (Noldus, The
Netherlands). Of in total 438 behaviour test sessions, 428 were
conducted by three experienced observers whose observation
highly correlated during a 90 min-test session (Pearson’s Rho
0.973, p < 0.001). The residual 10 behaviour test sessions
were conducted by three other experienced observers.
Recorded behaviours with their definitions and type of
recording are listed in Table 2. For further analysis, the latency
of the behaviours an individual did not show during the 10 min
behaviour test was set to the maximum time of 600 s (10 min).

Behaviour
Contact with novel
object (contact)

recording

Definition
Physical contact with any part of the body

D, F, L

with the novel object or sniffing the novel
object while being closer than 0.1 m to it

Inactivity

D

Exploration

D, L

Grooming

D

Activity

D, L

Running

D

Vocalisation

F

Change of segment

F

At least three legs touch the ground, no
forward movement
Sniffing or licking the wall or floor of the
open field
Calf licking or scratching itself with one
hind leg
Max. 3 legs touch the ground, forward
movement
Max. 2 legs touch the ground, fast forward
movement
Any kind of sound the calf makes
Leaving one segment and entering
another with at least the forelegs

Habitation in segment
where the novel object
is placed (object

D, L

With at least the forelegs in the segment
in which the novel object is placed

segment)
Habitation in segment

2.3: Heart rate variability (HRV)

next to segment where

To measure the heart beat activity during the test, we applied
a heart monitor system (Polar S810i, Polar Electro, Oy,
Finland). The calves were fitted with flexible belts with two
integrated electrodes and a transmitter for wireless
transmission of the R-R-interval data series to a separate
storage device. The two electrodes were placed on the left side
of the most cranial part of the chest behind the forelegs: one
next to the sternum, and the other behind the scapula. The
coat under the electrodes was shaved and a conductive gel
was used for better electrical conductivity. Prior to the
beginning of the experiment, calves were fitted the belts and
were then left alone with their pen mates in their home pen to
gain base measurements. After 30 min, they were led into the
open field for acclimatisation and testing. Later on, the R–R
data series were transferred to a computer and corrected when
necessary using Polar Precision Performance SW version 4.03
(Polar Electro, Oy, Finland) with the standard set-up. The
curves were divided into 5-min intervals and an error correction
of up to 10% per interval was accepted. In further processing of
the data, neither differences between two R-R-intervals larger
than 150 ms nor identical values of five or more consecutive RR-intervals were accepted. A program developed with LabView
2009 version 9.0 (National Instruments Germany GmbH,
Munich, Germany) detected complete 1-min intervals in the
base measurements (starting 5 min after the experimenters left
the barn) and the test, and calculated HR, RMSSD, SDNN, and
RMSSD/SDNN for each complete 1-min interval (see [30] for
the exact calculation of the variables, see Introduction for an
explanation of the variables). When there were at least seven
complete 1-min intervals per base measurement and per test
(134 male, 138 female), the program further determined the

the novel object is
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With at least the forelegs in the segment
L

placed (object

next to the segment in which the novel
object is placed

neighbouring segment)
Definition and type of recording of the behaviours live-recorded during the novelobject test; D = duration (total time in s), F = frequency, L = latency (time in s until
behaviour was first shown).
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0074579.t002

mean of the first seven values of HR, RMSSD, SDNN and
RMSSD/SDNN. The differences between test and base
measurements of HR, RMSSD and SDNN and the ratio of test
and base measurement of RMSSD/SDNN were used for
further analyses. Later analysis showed that it was completely
coincidental and independent of the animals’ behaviour during
the novel-object test (e.g., running or activity duration), which
calves did and which did not have complete HRV measures.
Therefore, there is no further discussion of this fact.
All procedures involving animal handling and treatment were
approved by the Committee for Animal Use and Care of the
Ministry of Agriculture, the Environment and Consumer
Protection of the federal state Mecklenburg-Vorpommern,
Germany.

2.4: Statistical analysis
All statistical analyses were performed using SAS 9.3, SAS
Institute Inc., USA. In a preliminary analysis, we checked for
the influence of sex and weight on all behaviours and HRV
measures using a one-way analysis of covariance model
(ANCOVA, The GLM Procedure) with the fixed factor sex and
the co-variable weight.
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Results

As main analysis, we performed a Principal Component
Analysis (PCA), which described the relationship between new
(latent) principal components (PC) and our 15 behaviours. A
PCA is used to condense several correlated measures into a
smaller number of principal components. The loadings of each
measure on a principal component represent the correlation
between the component and this measure. i.e., the loadings
reflect the importance of each measure for the component.
One of the main assumptions for using PCA or Factor Analysis
for an analysis of data is a suitable correlation between all
included measurements. A measure for this sampling
adequacy (MSA) of the correlation matrix is the Kaiser-MeyerOlkin criterion (KMO). As Budaev [33] mentioned “correlation
matrices with KMO < 0.5 are entirely inappropriate whereas
those with KMO below 0.6-0.7 must be treated with caution”.
We decided to use a PCA instead of a Factor Analysis,
because many of our behaviour measurements were nonnormally distributed [33], and because no a-priori theory or
model exists [34]. The PCA was conducted with The FACTOR
Procedure
with
the
following
parameter
settings:
method=PRIN, prior=ONE, rotation=VARIMAX. As input data
set, we used a correlation matrix of all pairwise correlations of
our 15 behavioural measures applying the non-parametric
Spearman’s rank correlation test (using The CORR
Procedure), because some of the behaviours were not
continuous and/or normally distributed (Table S1). One crucial
point when using a PCA is the choice of the final number of
extracted PCs [33]. Several methods are available for this
decision. We performed four methods: Kaiser’s number of
eigenvalues > 1 [35], Cattell’s scree-test [36], Horn’s Parallel
test [37] and Velicer’s Minimum Average Partial (MAP) test
[38]. For the Parallel test and MAP test, we applied the SAS
syntaxes provided by O’Connor [39]. We decided for two PCs
in the final PCA calculation, since three of these methods led to
a two PC solution (except number of eigenvalues > 1).
Corresponding PC scores for each calf were finally calculated
with The SCORE Procedure. These scores were further used
to determine score classes and to identify the calves with
differing behaviour.
The influence of these score classes and sex on the HRV
measures was tested by a two-way analysis of variance model
(ANOVA, The MIXED Procedure) with the fixed factors score
class, sex and their interaction. Post hoc tests were performed
with a Tukey-Kramer correction for multiple testing.
The PC scores of the calves of the founder breeds (Holstein
Friesian, Charolais) were calculated with The SCORE
Procedure using the resulting loadings from the crossbreeds as
it is no use to perform a PCA on such a low number of animals
[40]. The influence of breed and sex on the score class was
calculated with a two-way ANOVA (The MIXED Procedure)
with the fixed factors breed, sex and their interaction. To
analyse the stability of the scores over time, we applied
Spearman’s rank correlation test on scores of the two test ages
(The CORR Procedure). For all analyses, we defined the
significance level at 0.05 and treated p-values between 0.05
and 0.1 as tendency.
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3.1: Behaviour and heart rate variability
Descriptive statistics of the recorded behaviours of 361
crossbreed calves in the novel-object test are shown in Table
S2. The HRV measures of 272 of these calves during base
measurement and novel-object test are presented in Table S3.
Weight had a significant influence on grooming duration with
lighter calves grooming longer than heavier calves (F = 4.25, p
= 0.040), but had no influence on any other behaviour. Sex had
a significant influence on grooming duration and latency of
activity (F = 11.02, p < 0.001; F = 4.15, p = 0.042) and tended
to have an influence on change of segment (F = 2.73, p =
0.099), where male calves groomed longer, had a lower
latency to show activity and changed segments less often than
female calves. Weight had a significant influence on RMSSD/
SDNN with lighter calves having higher measures than heavier
calves (F = 5.41, p = 0.021), but none on any other HRV
measure. Sex had an influence on HR, SDNN and RMSSD/
SDNN (F = 4.35, p = 0.038; F = 7.30, p = 0.007; F = 8.20, p =
0.005), with male calves having a lower HR, lower SDNN and
higher RMSSD/SDNN than female calves.
During the novel-object test, calves of the two breeds
Charolais and Holstein Friesian did not differ in their behaviour
except for the duration of running (F = 4.25, p = 0.046), with
Charolais calves running longer than Holstein Friesian calves
(least square mean 5.1 s vs. 1.4 s). Accordingly, Charolais
calves had a higher HR and lower RMSSD than Holstein
Friesian calves (F = 12.6, p = 0.001; F = 5.1, p = 0.031). Since
SDNN did not differ between the breeds, the RMSSD/SDNN
differed accordingly (F = 6.4, p = 0.016). None of the HRV
measures differed between the breeds during base
measurement.

3.2: Principal component analysis
The loadings of the behaviours in the two PCs gained from
the PCA of the novel-object test are shown in Table 3. The
loadings rated “excellent” (greater than 0.71 and lower than
-0.71) and “very good” (greater than 0.63 and lower than -0.63)
were accepted as explanatory variables [40]. PC 1 was most
influenced by behaviours occurring in the novel-object context
such as contact duration or the time spent close to the object,
and PC 2 was most influenced by behaviours in context with
the exploration of the open field (but not the novel object) and
the inactivity of the animals. The measure of sampling
adequacy (MSA) with 0.833 was “meritorious” [41] and our data
therefore appropriate for PCA analysis [33]. The two PCs
explained 46.8% and 11.2%, respectively, of the variation in
the data.
For each animal, the scores in PC 1 and PC 2 were
calculated from their standardised original data and the
respective loadings as presented in Table 3. To distinguish
animals from one another by their temperament, we divided the
animals into score classes (SC) according to the level of their
scores in the two PCs (as suggested by Mendl et al. [20]). We
defined the intermediate level of the scores at ± 0.5 SD around
the zero line to identify calves not showing distinct behaviour in
one or both PCs. Using this procedure, we received nine SCs
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SDNN-ratio between test and base measurement are shown in
Table 5. A value larger than 1.00 indicates a shift towards the
parasympathetic nervous system during the test, while a value
smaller than 1.00 indicates a shift towards the sympathetic
nervous system. Confidence intervals not embracing 1.00
indicate a significant shift of the autonomous nervous system
during the test compared to the base measurement. During the
test, animals of SC III and VI showed a significant shift towards
the sympathetic nervous system, whereas in those of SC I, II,
IV, V, VIII, and IX the balance between the sympathetic and
parasympathetic nervous system did not change (Table 4,
Figure 2). Calves of SC VII had a 46% higher RMSSD/SDNNratio during the novel-object test compared to the base
measurement (Table 4), i.e. they were on average strongly
parasympathetically activated while calves of SC III and VI
were sympathetically activated during the novel-object test.
Therefore, we could describe the most distinct TT (SC I, III, VII,
and IX) by characteristic terms for the displayed behaviour and
the activated parts of the autonomous nervous system:
“neophobic/fearful – alert” (SC I), “interested – stressed” (SC
III), “subdued/uninterested – calm” (SC VII), and “neoophilic/
outgoing – alert” (SC IX; Figure 2).

Table 3. Principal component loadings of the behaviours.

Behaviour

PC 1

PC 2

Contact-D

0.76457

0.05006

Contact-F

0.83250

0.12250

Contact-L

-0.89613

-0.13959

Inactivity-D

-0.41347

-0.85549

Exploration-D

0.15037

0.82661

Exploration-L

-0.19767

-0.63679

Grooming-D

-0.08038

0.42876

Activity-D

0.56716

0.61371

Activity-L

-0.49598

-0.21244

Running-D

0.47287

0.34835

Vocalisation-F

0.38216

0.07442

Change of segment-F

0.70109

0.51393

Object segment -L

-0.87210

-0.15841

Object segment-D

0.83888

0.12061

Object neighbouring segment -L

-0.73723

-0.22699

Loadings of the behaviours in principal component (PC) 1 and PC 2 gained from
the principal component analysis of the novel-object test; loadings above 0.71 in
bold type, loadings above 0.63 in italics (cf. [40] loadings above 0.71 rated
“excellent”, loadings above 0.63 rated “very good”); D = duration (total time in s), F
= frequency, L = latency (time in s until behaviour was first shown).

3.4: Stability over time

doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0074579.t003

Each individual - intermediate or distinct – has its own
specific temperament. Therefore, to evaluate stability of the
scores, one needs to take all individuals into account.
3.4.1: Stability within the two-dimensional space. The
distribution of the Charolais and Holstein Friesian calves was
even within the scores plot (Figure S2) revealing no breed
differences in the scores (PC 1: F = 0.13, p = 0.724; PC 2: F =
0.03, p = 0.867). During the repetition of the test procedure at
197 dpn (days post natum) 42.1% of the calves scored within 1
SD around their score at 90 dpn, 44.7% scored between 1–2
SD around their first score and 13.2% scored farther than 2 SD
from their first score. Neither sex (F = 0.00, p = 0.973) nor
breed (F = 0.22, p = 0.639) or interaction between sex and
breed (F = 1.51, p = 0.228) influenced the difference in the
score between the first and second test age. The animals
scoring within 1 SD (n = 16) at both test ages showed various
directions in the changes (Figure S2A), while 15 of 17 animals
scoring between 1–2 SD from their first score showed a greater
change in one PC (> 1 SD) and only a small change in the
other (< 1 SD, Figure S2B). Of these 17 calves, 11 showed a
lower score in PC 2 at the second test age, and 9
simultaneously showed a change of less than 1 SD in PC 1. Of
the 17 calves, 5 showed a greater score (> 1 SD) in PC 1 at
197 dpn than at 90 dpn, 3 of which simultaneously showed a
change of less than 1 SD in PC 2. Of the 5 calves scoring
farther than 2 SD from the first score, one showed a small
change (< 1 SD) in PC 1 and two showed a small change (< 1
SD) in PC 2 (Figure S2C).
3.4.2: Stability within each principal component. Figure 3
shows the stability over the two test ages separately for each
PC with the solid black line indicating 100% stability. Scores of
PC 1 significantly correlated between the test ages (r = 0.36, p
= 0.028; Figure 3A) and scores of PC 2 tended to correlate
between 90 and 197 dpn (r = 0.29, p = 0.079; Figure 3B). In the

(Figure 1). A plot with the scores of all 361 crossbreed calves is
shown in Figure 1, where each dot represents one calf. The
distribution of the male and female calves in the SCs is
presented in Table 4.
Calves of SC IX had long contact to the novel object and
hardly explored the open field, while those of SC I explored the
open field a long time, made little or very late contact to the
novel object and were highly active. However, using
information from only behaviour made it difficult or impossible
to describe some of the SCs and to understand the animals’
temperament. We therefore analysed the heart rate variability
measures for differences based on SC, sex and the interaction
of SC and sex.

3.3: Development of temperament types (TT)
The interaction of SC and sex had no significant influence on
the changes in any of the four HRV variables (HR:F = 0.52, p =
0.840; RMSSD: F = 0.34, p = 0.948; SDNN: F = 1.36, p =
0.212; RMSSD/SDNN: F = 0.48, p = 0.871). Sex had no
significant influence (RMSSD: F = 0.04, p = 0.834; SDNN: F =
0.14, p = 0.707; RMSSD/SDNN: F = 0.66, p = 0.417) except for
a tendency for HR change, where the female calves tended to
have a higher increase in HR during the behaviour test
compared to the male calves (t = 1.92; p = 0.056). SC had a
significant influence on the changes in HR, SDNN and
RMSSD/SDNN (HR:F = 5.19; SDNN: F = 6.64; RMSSD/SDNN:
F = 5.04; all p < 0.001), but not on RMSSD (RMSSD: F = 0.73,
p = 0.666). Most reliable information about the balance
between sympathetic and parasympathetic nervous system is
gained from the RMSSD/SDNN. The least square means, their
standard error and the 95% confidence interval of the RMSSD/
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Figure 1. Scores plot of the crossbreed calves. Scores plot of 361 crossbreed calves gained from the standardised original data
of the novel-object test and the respective loadings in the two PCs (Table 3), including the classification into nine score classes,
numbered with Roman numerals; a range of ± 0.5 SD from the zero line was defined as threshold for the intermediate level.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0074579.g001

same SC scored 21.1% of the calves, 39.5% stayed within the
same score level in PC 1 (e.g., change from SC I to SC IV) and
10.5% in PC 2 (e.g., change from SC VII to SC IX). 28.9% of
the calves changed SC on both score levels. However, no
animal changed from SC I to SC IX or from SC III to SC VII and

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

vice versa, meaning no animal changed from one extreme SC
to the opposite SC.

6

September 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 9 | e74579

A Multidimensional Description of Temperament

in the presented study lets us provide foundational support for
the theory of multidimensional temperament in non-human
animals.
With an MSA of 0.833, the data was suited “meritoriously”
[41] for the conducted PCA, which was therefore absolutely
appropriate [33]. The fact that PC 2 of this analysis explains a
much smaller percentage of variance in our data leads to the
assumption that the high-loading behaviours in PC 2 explain
less variance in the behaviour of the calves than the highloading behaviours in PC 1. Therefore, we conclude that most
variance in the data was caused by the animals’ reactions to
the novel object. It is unlikely that the calves would treat the
open field as novel object, because they had time to
acclimatise and to explore the open field prior to their exposure
to the novel object. Réale et al. [6] define the category
“exploration-avoidance” as independent of the category
“boldness-shyness”. Equally in our analysis, the exploration of
the open field (shyness-boldness) loaded high in one PC,
whereas seeking contact to and “exploring”’ the novel object
(exploration-avoidance) loaded high in the other PC. The
exploration of the open field could, therefore, describe the
activity of the calves. The data from the RMSSD/SDNN ratio
clearly demonstrated that animals with similar scores in PC 1
did not necessarily respond similarly in their physiological
reaction; this result is consistent for similar scores in PC 2.
Hence, the perception or valence of the test situation was most
likely different in different individuals [24], although they might
have had similar scores in one of the PCs.
The multidimensional depiction of temperament or
personality originates from human psychology [21,49] and was
first implemented theoretically for animals by Koolhaas et al.
and Mendl et al. [19,20]. If we compare the two-tier model
suggested by Koolhaas et al. [19] with our plot, place it at a
second level on top of our scores plot and turn it clockwise 45°,
so the arousal dimension is aligned with our RMSSD/SDNN
ratio results, we can see that our descriptions for the different
TT are similar to those suggested by them. Also, if we compare
our scores plot with the core affect model suggested by Mendl
et al. [20] and turn it clockwise 45°, so that the arousal
dimension in Mendl et al.’s [20] plot is aligned to our RMSSD/
SDNN ratio results, and if we assume that the valence
dimension in their plot remains orthogonal to its arousal
dimension, we see that our descriptions for the different TT are
similar to those suggested by them. We must emphasise,
though, that neither of our PCs exactly represents any of the
dimensions suggested by the two reviews [19,20]. Yet, one
might argue that PC 1 might be consistent with the valence or
coping dimension. One could assume that individuals
approaching the novel object perceive the situation rather
positively (hence have a positive valence of the situation) and
are coping proactively; however, this cannot be scientifically
supported with the by us conducted test alone. When
attempting to fit our two dimensions “contact to novel objectrelated” and “exploration-activity-related” into the five
categories of temperament traits defined by Réale et al. [6], we
find PC 1 to be congruent to category 2: exploration-avoidance,
reaction to among others novel objects. PC 2, though, cannot
be easily fitted into this model. It could reflect the general

Table 4. Distribution of the calves on the score classes.

SC

Male

Female

I

20

13

II

23

16

III

12

22

IV

16

17

V

22

28

VI

28

32

VII

20

22

VIII

15

18

IX

19

18

Distribution of crossbreed calves subdivided by sex on the score classes (SC) in
the novel object test.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0074579.t004

Table 5. Least square means of the nine score classes of
the RMSSD/SDNN-ratio.

SC

LSM

SE

95% CI

I

0.93

0.10

0.73-1.12

II

0.92

0.08

0.75-1.08

III

0.82

0.09

0.64-1.00

IV

1.05

0.08

0.89-1.22

V

0.92

0.08

0.76-1.07

VI

0.83

0.06

0.70-0.96

VII

1.46

0.08

1.31-1.62

VIII

1.04

0.08

0.88-1.21

IX

0.97

0.09

0.80-1.15

Least square means (LSM), standard error (SE), and 95% confidence interval (CI)
of the nine score classes (SC) of the RMSSD/SDNN-ratio; 1.00 indicates no
change in the ratio during the novel-object test compared to the base
measurement.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0074579.t005

Discussion
Studies on animal temperament have often described
temperament on a one-dimensional scale [11,16,17] while
theoretical framework has suggested the necessity of two or
more dimensions [6,18–20,42]. Only recently have studies
started to present behavioural data condensed into two to four
dimensions; however, except for Meager et al. [43] without
characterising individual animals’ temperament [44–46]. To our
knowledge, the presented study is the first to support the
claims of the above named theoretical framework with original
data based on non-human mammals. Using a multivariate
analysis we could condense numerous behaviours to fewer
variables to display different dimensions of temperament,
support the interpretation of the behaviours with physiological
data and describe individual animals’ temperament types. In
context of cognitive enrichment, the approach of combining
behavioural analyses with physiological data has successfully
been used to test the animals’ validation of the enrichment
[47,48]. The high number of several hundred tested individuals
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Figure 2. 3D scores plot including the RMSSD/SDNN-ratio. Smoothed 3D scores plot of 361 crossbreed calves during the
novel-object test (NO) with the ratio of RMSSD/SDNN between NO and base measurement as the third dimension; colour spectrum
from dark blue (strongly sympathetically activated) to red (strongly parasympathetically activated), smoother “running median”,
bandwidth method “nearest neighbours”, and sampling proportion 0.100 (SigmaPlot 10.0, SysStat Software Inc., USA).
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0074579.g002

activity level of the test calf (category 3: activity), but the test
situation could also be perceived as risky by the calves
(category 1: shyness-boldness, this measurement can interfere
with exploration-avoidance). The sociability of the animal
(category 5: sociability, seeking presence of or avoiding
conspecifics, by exploring the open field for a way back to the

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

home pen) or a combination of the above mentioned categories
are also possible explanations for PC 2.
When we used the loadings generated with data from 361
crossbreed animals on data of the animals from the two
founder breeds at the same age and in a test repetition 4
months later, we received a similarly even distribution of those
animals on the scores as of the scores of the crossbreeds. PC
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Figure 3. Score changes between the test ages separately for each principal component (PC). Changes in behavioural score
between the test ages presented separately for (A) PC 1 and (B) PC 2 of 18 Charolais calves (black dots) and 20 Holstein Friesian
calves (grey dots); solid black line marks 100% stability over time, dashed grey line marks the trend line.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0074579.g003
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Supporting Information

1, which explained almost half of the variance in our data,
correlated between the two test ages 90 and 197 dpn. Many
animals were close to the 100% stability line in this PC. This
result confirmed findings of other work, where individual
differences were consistent over time in various species, some
of which were tested at early ages [4,8,32,50–52]. PC 2 did not
show similarly good results in terms of stability. As many
animals with larger differences in that PC showed less
exploration of the open field and more inactivity during the
second test, one could argue for increased habituation to the
open field or the test situation.
Interestingly, we could not find any differences in the scores
between calves of the two breeds Charolais and Holstein
Friesian. With the exception of Charolais calves running longer
than Holstein Friesian calves, there were no differences
between the breeds in the original data or the HRV base
measurement. Breed differences in various behaviour tests
have been reported; occasionally including relatively high
heritability scores [53–56]. However, the conducted tests
measured the reaction of cattle towards humans, which has
been reported to be more influenced by management system
than by breed [57]. We consider it likely, that the temperament
traits measured in the presented study are evolutionary so
profoundly important [6,20], that their expression does not differ
between different breeds of the same species. Still, we cannot
exclude the possibility that the two cattle breeds might develop
differently in the measured temperament traits when they age
past 7 months. Various temperament traits, though, have been
reported to be already stable at the early age of 6-8 months in
cattle and horses [32,50–52].

Figure S1. Open field. Diagram of the open field (9.6 × 4.0 m)
where the novel-object test was performed; circles indicate the
alternative standing positions for the novel object, segment size
2.4 × 4.0 m.
(TIFF)
Figure S2. Score changes between the test ages. Changes
in behavioural scores of 18 Charolais calves (black dots) and
20 Holstein Friesian calves (grey dots); arrow heads indicate
the score of the same individual at the second test age of 197
dpn; for clarity (A) shows arrows for the 16 individuals scoring
within 1 SD around their score at 90 dpn, (B) shows arrows for
the 17 individuals scoring between 1–2 SD around their first
score, and (C) shows arrows for the 5 individuals scoring
farther than 2 SD from their first score.
(TIF)
Table S1.
Correlation matrix with Spearman correlation
coefficients of the 15 behaviours of the crossbreed calves
during the novel-object test; D = duration (total time in s), F =
frequency, L = latency (time in s until behaviour was first
shown).
(DOCX)
Table S2. Mean ± SD, median, minimum, and maximum of
behaviours of crossbreed calves during the novel-object test;
duration and latency in s; D = duration (total time in s), F =
frequency, L = latency (time in s until behaviour was first
shown).
(DOCX)

Conclusion

Table S3. Mean ± SD, median, minimum and maximum of
heart rate (HR in bpm), RMSSD (ms), SDNN (ms), and
RMSSD/SDNN of crossbreed calves during base measurement
in the home pen and during the novel-object test.
(DOCX)

By using a principal component analysis to condense
behaviours measured in calves in a novel-object test to two
principal components (PC) and by correlating these PCs with
heart rate variability measures, we could successfully describe
four distinct temperament types that differed in behaviour and
activity of the autonomous nervous system: “neophobic/fearful
– alert”, “interested – stressed”, “subdued/uninterested – calm”,
and “neoophilic/outgoing – alert”. During a repetition of the
conducted novel-object test 4 months after the first test, more
than 40% of the calves showed a similar behaviour pattern. In
the remaining calves, the change was owed to a larger change
in only one PC in nearly four-fifth of the animals. The novel
object-related behaviours satisfactorily correlated between the
two test ages. No differences in temperament scores could be
found between sexes or breeds. Finally, we could describe
distinct temperament types in calves based on behavioural and
physiological measures emphasising the benefits of a
multidimensional approach. The temperament-dependent
assessment of a situation by the animals themselves should
further be considered when trying to evaluate the housing and
welfare of animals living under human care.

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank Katrin Siebert and Ursula Engel for their
precious help in executing the experiment with numerous
animals, Heinz Deike for constructing and building the open
field, Peter-Christian Schön for programming time-saving data
processing tools and the animal keepers for helping to capture
the calves.

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: JL BP. Performed
the experiments: KLG JL. Analyzed the data: KLG JL BP.
Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: GN DR. Wrote
the manuscript: KLG GN JL. Critical review and comments on
data analyses and mansucript: GN DR BP.

10

September 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 9 | e74579

A Multidimensional Description of Temperament

References
1. Manteca X, Deag JM (1993) Individual differences in temperament of
domestic animals: a review of methodology. Anim Welf 2: 247-268.
2. Locurto C (2007) Individual differences and animal personality. Comp
Cogn Behav Rev 2: 67-78.
3. Wolf M, Weissing FJ (2010) An explanatory framework for adaptive
personality differences. Philos Trans R Soc B 365: 3959-3968. doi:
10.1098/rstb.2010.0215.
4. Grandin T (1993) Behavioral Agitation During Handling of Cattle Is
Persistent Over Time. Appl Anim Behav Sci 36: 1-9. doi:
10.1016/0168-1591(93)90094-6.
5. Grignard L, Boivin X, Boissy A, Le Neindre P (2001) Do beef cattle
react consistently to different handling situations? Appl Anim Behav Sci
71:
263-276.
doi:10.1016/S0168-1591(00)00187-8.
PubMed:
11248377.
6. Réale D, Reader SM, Sol D, McDougall PT, Dingemanse NJ (2007)
Integrating animal temperament within ecology and evolution. Biol Rev
82:
291-318.
doi:10.1111/j.1469-185X.2007.00010.x.
PubMed:
17437562.
7. Forkman B, Boissy A, Meunier-Salaün MC, Canali E, Jones RB (2007)
A critical review of fear tests used on cattle, pigs, sheep, poultry and
horses. Physiol Behav 92: 340-374. doi:10.1016/j.physbeh.
2007.03.016. PubMed: 18046784.
8. Range F, Bugnyar T, Schlögl C, Kotrschal K (2006) Individual and sex
differences in learning abilities of ravens. Behav Processes 73:
100-106. doi:10.1016/j.beproc.2006.04.002. PubMed: 16675158.
9. Dingemanse NJ, Wolf M (2010) Recent models for adaptive personality
differences: a review. Philos Trans R Soc B 365: 3947-3958. doi:
10.1098/rstb.2010.0221. PubMed: 21078647.
10. Bell AM, Sih A (2007) Exposure to predation generates personality in
threespined sticklebacks (Gasterosteus aculeatus). Ecol Lett 10:
828-834. doi:10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01081.x. PubMed: 17663716.
11. Boersma GJ, Scheurink AJ, Wielinga PY, Steimer TJ, Benthem L
(2009) The passive coping Roman Low Avoidance rat, a non-obese rat
model for insulin resistance. Physiol Behav 97: 353-358. doi:10.1016/
j.physbeh.2009.03.005. PubMed: 19296906.
12. Forkman B, Furuhaug IL, Jensen P (1995) Personality, Coping Patterns
and Aggression in Piglets. Appl Anim Behav Sci 45: 31-42. doi:
10.1016/0168-1591(95)00601-N.
13. Trillmich F, Hudson R (2011) The Emergence of Personality in Animals:
The Need for a Developmental Approach. Dev Psychobiol 53: 505-509.
doi:10.1002/dev.20573. PubMed: 21866537.
14. Sulloway FJ (2011) Why siblings are like Darwin’s finches: Birth order,
parental investment, and adaptive divergence within the family. In: D
BussPH Hawley. The evolution of personality and individual
differences. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
15. Hudson R, Bautista A, Reyes-Meza V, Montor JM, Rödel HG (2011)
The effect of siblings on early development: A potential contributor to
personality differences in mammals. Dev Psychobiol 53: 564-574. doi:
10.1002/dev.20535. PubMed: 21866540.
16. Benus RF, Bohus B, Koolhaas JM, van Oortmerssen GA (1989)
Behavioral Strategies of Aggressive and Nonaggressive Male-Mice in
Active Shock Avoidance. Behav Processes 20: 1-12. doi:
10.1016/0376-6357(89)90008-9.
17. Koolhaas JM, Korte SM, de Boer SF, van der Vegt BJ, van Reenen CG
et al. (1999) Coping styles in animals: current status in behavior and
stress-physiology. Neurosci Biobehav Rev 23: 925-935. doi:10.1016/
S0149-7634(99)00026-3. PubMed: 10580307.
18. Koolhaas JM, de Boer SF, Buwalda B, van Reenen K (2007) Individual
variation in coping with stress: A multidimensional approach of ultimate
and proximate mechanisms. Brain Behav Evol 70: 218-226. doi:
10.1159/000105485. PubMed: 17914253.
19. Koolhaas JM, de Boer SF, Coppens CM, Buwalda B (2010)
Neuroendocrinology of coping styles: Towards understanding the
biology of individual variation. Front Neuroendocrinol 31: 307-321. doi:
10.1016/j.yfrne.2010.04.001. PubMed: 20382177.
20. Mendl M, Burman OH, Paul ES (2010) An integrative and functional
framework for the study of animal emotion and mood. Proc R Soc Lond
B 277: 2895-2904. doi:10.1098/rspb.2010.0303.
21. Posner J, Russell JA, Peterson BS (2005) The circumplex model of
affect: an integrative approach to affective neuroscience, cognitive
development, and psychopathology. Dev Psychopathol 17: 715-734.
PubMed: 16262989.
22. Russell JA (2003) Core affect and the psychological construction of
emotion. Psychol Rev 110: 145-172. doi:10.1037/0033-295X.
110.1.145. PubMed: 12529060.

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

23. Veissier I, Aubert A, Boissy A (2012) Animal welfare: a result of animal
background and perception of its environment. Animal Frontiers 2:
7-15. doi:10.2527/af.2012-0043.
24. Beauchaine T (2001) Vagal tone, development, and Gray’s motivational
theory: Toward an integrated model of autonomic nervous system
functioning in psychopathology. Dev Psychopathol 30: 183-214.
PubMed: 11393643.
25. van Reenen CG, O’Connell NE, van der Werf JTN, Korte SM, Hopster
H et al. (2005) Responses of calves to acute stress: Individual
consistency and relations between behavioral and physiological
measures. Physiol Behav 85: 557-570. doi:10.1016/j.physbeh.
2005.06.015. PubMed: 16081113.
26. Santucci AK, Silk JS, Shaw DS, Gentzler A, Fox NA et al. (2008) Vagal
tone and temperament as predictors of emotion regulation strategies in
young children. Dev Psychobiol 50: 205-216. doi:10.1002/dev.20283.
PubMed: 18335488.
27. Calkins SD, Keane SP (2004) Cardiac Vagal Regulation across the
Preschool Period: Stability, Continuity, and Implications for Childhood
Adjustment. Dev Psychobiol 45: 101-112. doi:10.1002/dev.20020.
PubMed: 15505799.
28. Boissy A, Manteuffel G, Jensen MB, Moe RO, Spruijt B et al. (2007)
Assessment of positive emotions in animals to improve their welfare.
Physiol Behav 92: 375-397. doi:10.1016/j.physbeh.2007.02.003.
PubMed: 17428510.
29. von Borell E, Langbein J, Després G, Hansen S, Leterrier C et al.
(2007) Heart rate variability as a measure of autonomic regulation of
cardiac activity for assessing stress and welfare in farm animals - A
review. Physiol Behav 92: 293-316. doi:10.1016/j.physbeh.
2007.01.007. PubMed: 17320122.
30. Task Force of The European Society of Cardiology, The North
American Society of Pacing and Electrophysiology (1996) Heart rate
variability: Standards of measurement, physiological interpretation, and
clinical
use.
Eur
Heart
J
17:
354-381.
doi:10.1093/
oxfordjournals.eurheartj.a014868. PubMed: 8737210.
31. David M, Auclair Y, Cezilly F (2011) Personality predicts social
dominance in female zebra finches, Taeniopygia guttata, in a feeding
context. Anim Behav 81: 219-224. doi:10.1016/j.anbehav.2010.10.008.
32. Lansade L, Bouissou MF, Erhard HW (2008) Fearfulness in horses: A
temperament trait stable across time and situations. Appl Anim Behav
Sci 115: 182-200. doi:10.1016/j.applanim.2008.06.011.
33. Budaev SV (2010) Using Principal Components and Factor Analysis in
Animal Behaviour Research: Caveats and Guidelines. Ethology 116:
472-480. doi:10.1111/j.1439-0310.2010.01758.x.
34. Gorsuch RL (1983) Factor Analysis. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.
35. Kaiser HF (1960) The Application of Electronic Computers to Factor
Analysis.
Educ
Psychol
Meas
20:
141-151.
doi:
10.1177/001316446002000116.
36. Cattell RB (1966) The Scree Test For The Number Of Factors.
Multivariate
Behav
Res
1:
245-276.
doi:10.1207/
s15327906mbr0102_10.
37. Horn JL (1965) A rationale and test for the number of factors in factor
analysis. Psychometrika 30: 179-185. doi:10.1007/BF02289447.
PubMed: 14306381.
38. Velicer WF (1976) Determining Number of Components from Matrix of
Partial Correlations. Psychometrika 41: 321-327. doi:10.1007/
BF02293557.
39. O’Connor BP (2000) SPSS and SAS programs for determining the
number of components using parallel analysis and Velicer’s MAP test.
Behav Res Methods Instrum Comput 32: 396-402. doi:10.3758/
BF03200807. PubMed: 11029811.
40. Comrey AL, Lee HB (1992) A First Course in Factor Analysis. New
York, USA: Psychology Press.
41. Kaiser HF, Rice J (1974) Little Jiffy, Mark IV. Educ Psychol Meas 34:
111-117. doi:10.1177/001316447403400115.
42. Coppens CM, de Boer SF, Koolhaas JM (2010) Coping styles and
behavioural flexibility: towards underlying mechanisms. Philos Trans R
Soc B 365: 4021-4028. doi:10.1098/rstb.2010.0217. PubMed:
21078654.
43. Meager JJ, Fernö A, Skjæraasen JE, Järvi T, Rodewald P et al. (2012)
Multidimensionality of behavioural phenotypes in Atlantic cod, Gadus
morhua. Physiol Behav 106: 462-470. doi:10.1016/j.physbeh.
2012.03.010. PubMed: 22465310.
44. Müller R, Schrader L (2005) Behavioural consistency during social
separation and personality in dairy cows. Behaviour 142: 1289-1306.
doi:10.1163/156853905774539346.

11

September 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 9 | e74579

A Multidimensional Description of Temperament

45. Tanaka S, Young JW, Halberstadt AL, Masten VL, Geyer MA (2012)
Four factors underlying mouse behavior in an open field. Behav Brain
Res 233: 55-61. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2012.04.045. PubMed: 22569582.
46. Bergvall UA, Schapers A, Kjellander P, Weiss A (2011) Personality and
foraging decisions in fallow deer, Dama dama. Anim Behav 81:
101-112. doi:10.1016/j.anbehav.2010.09.018.
47. Langbein J, Nürnberg G, Manteuffel G (2004) Visual discrimination
learning in dwarf goats and associated changes in heart rate and heart
rate variability. Physiol Behav 82: 601-609. doi:10.1016/j.physbeh.
2004.05.007. PubMed: 15327907.
48. Zebunke M, Langbein J, Manteuffel G, Puppe B (2011) Autonomic
reactions indicating positive affect during acoustic reward learning in
domestic pigs. Anim Behav 81: 481-489. doi:10.1016/j.anbehav.
2010.11.023.
49. Gerber AJ, Posner J, Gorman D, Colibazzi T, Yu S et al. (2008) An
affective circumplex model of neural systems subserving valence,
arousal, and cognitive overlay during the appraisal of emotional faces.
Neuropsychologia 46: 2129-2139. doi:10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.
2008.02.032. PubMed: 18440572.
50. Lansade L, Bouissou MF, Erhard HW (2008) Reactivity to isolation and
association with conspecifics: A temperament trait stable across time
and situations. Appl Anim Behav Sci 109: 355-373. doi:10.1016/
j.applanim.2007.03.003.
51. Lansade L, Bouissou MF (2008) Reactivity to humans: A temperament
trait of horses which is stable across time and situations. Appl Anim
Behav Sci 114: 492-508. doi:10.1016/j.applanim.2008.04.012.

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

52. Kilgour RJ, Melville GJ, Greenwood PL (2006) Individual differences in
the reaction of beef cattle to situations involving social isolation, close
proximity of humans, restraint and novelty. Appl Anim Behav Sci 99:
21-40. doi:10.1016/j.applanim.2005.09.012.
53. Gauly M, Mathiak H, Hoffmann K, Kraus M, Erhardt G (2001)
Estimating genetic variability in temperamental traits in German Angus
and Simmental cattle. Appl Anim Behav Sci 74: 109-119. doi:10.1016/
S0168-1591(01)00151-4.
54. Hoppe S, Brandt HR, König S, Erhardt G, Gauly M (2010)
Temperament traits of beef calves measured under field conditions and
their relationships to performance. J Anim Sci 88: 1982-1989. doi:
10.2527/jas.2008-1557. PubMed: 20154170.
55. Murphey RM, Duarte FAM, Torres Penedo MC (1980) Approachability
of bovine cattle in pastures; breed comparisons and a breed x
treatment analysis. Behav Genet 10: 171-181. doi:10.1007/
BF01066267. PubMed: 7213302.
56. Murphey RM, Duarte FAM, Torres Penedo MC (1981) Responses of
Cattle to Humans in Open Spaces - Breed Comparisons and ApproachAvoidance Relationships. Behav Genet 11: 37-48. doi:10.1007/
BF01065826. PubMed: 7259721.
57. Boivin X, Le Neindre P, Chupin JM, Garel JP, Trillat G (1992) Influence
of Breed and Early Management on Ease of Handling and Open-Field
Behavior of Cattle. Appl Anim Behav Sci 32: 313-323. doi:10.1016/
S0168-1591(05)80024-3.

12

September 2013 | Volume 8 | Issue 9 | e74579

