A rat model of snacking and body weight control: limits of compensation

after reward consumption
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Introduction & Objectives 3. Males compensate for irregularly presented food rewards
Snacking is commonly regarded as a cause of weight gain in humans. However, this concept remains
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2. Females partially compensated for small daily food rewards by reducing bland food intake and appeared to gain
_ weight quickly in response. The explanation for this compensatory sex difference is unknown.
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