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Abstract 

Anhedonia is a core symptom of major depressive disorder (MDD) resulting from 

maladaptive reward processing. Electroconvulsive therapy (ECT) appears to be an 

effective treatment for patients with treatment-resistant depression (TRD). However, no 

previous neuroimaging studies have taken a dimensional approach to assess whether 

ECT-induced gray matter (GM) volume changes are specifically related to 

improvements in anhedonia and positive valence emotional constructs. Here we aimed 

to assess the relationship between right unilateral (RUL) ECT-induced brain volumetric 

changes and improvement in anhedonia and reward processing in patients with TRD. 

We evaluated 15 patients at two time points (before the first ECT session and after acute 

ECT completion) using magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), clinical scales (i.e., Quick 

Inventory of Depressive Symptomatology [QIDS] for syndromal depression severity 

and Snaith-Hamilton Pleasure Scale [SHAPS] for anhedonia) and the Temporal 

Experience of Pleasure Scale (TEPS) for anticipatory and consummatory experiences of 

pleasure. Patients with TRD showed a significant improvement in anhedonia symptoms 

and both anticipatory and consummatory pleasure after RUL ECT completion. 

Moreover, GM volume increases within the right reward system were related to 

anhedonia responders and, specifically, improvement in anticipatory (but not 

consummatory) reward. We highlight the importance of a dimensional and circuit-based 

approach to understanding target engagement and the mechanism of action of ECT, 

with the goal to define symptom- and circuit-specific response biomarkers for device 

neuromodulation therapies.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Electroconvulsive therapy (ECT) remains the most effective treatment in psychiatry, 

and among the most effective in medicine. It is indicated primarily for major depressive 

disorder (MDD), bipolar depression (BD) and mania (BM), schizophrenia (SZ) and 

catatonia [1,2]. In the case of MDD, response rates are in the 70-90% range, which is 

remarkable given how severe and treatment-resistant ECT patients are [3]. 

While our clinical understanding of ECT is significant, it contrasts with how little we 

know about its neurobiological mechanisms of action. Given how diffuse the induced 

electric fields are [4] and the fact that ECT leads to a generalized seizure (i.e., the entire 

brain seizes), ECT has been traditionally considered a diffuse and non-specific 

neuromodulation treatment [5,6]. However, previous neuroimaging ECT research has 

shown ECT is more focal than previously considered [7,8]. 

A series of clinical observations also challenge this non-focal assumption and have 

motivated our current research. At the syndromal level, ECT is indicated for the 

conditions mentioned above, but it is not used to treat all neuropsychiatric disorders [1]. 

This suggests that while the entire brain seizes, only the circuits maladaptively affected 

by MDD, BD/BM and SZ change in a therapeutic direction, while the brain structures 

pathologically compromised in other conditions such as anxiety disorders, obsessive-

compulsive disorder or eating disorders (for example) do not seem to be therapeutically 

modulated, providing further evidence for ECT specificity and focality.  

Another line of evidence comes from a dimensional analysis of the effects of ECT. 

Certain domains such as reward processing seem to be maladaptive in the different 

clinical syndromes for which ECT is indicated (e.g., anhedonia in MDD or BD, or 

negative symptoms in SZ) and respond to ECT in a transdiagnostic manner [9]. Beyond 
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the therapeutic benefits, a dimensional analysis of the iatrogenic effects of ECT also 

suggests focality: while ECT can particularly worsen memory [10,11], it does not affect 

other cognitive domains such as language, and other functions such as spatial attention 

and executive function seem to also be preserved or minimally affected (except in the 

cases of post-ictal delirium) [12,13]. Therefore, one can hypothesize that ECT may lead 

to relatively focal and specific modulation of reward and memory circuits, while it 

spares language, spatial attention or executive function networks.  

Building from these clinical observations we took a dimensional and circuit-focused 

approach to study the mechanism of action of ECT, aiming to understand its impact on 

reward processing (clinical) and reward circuitry structure (anatomy). Reward 

processing represents a key positive valence affective and behavioral dimension of 

transdiagnostic pathological relevance [14]. There is growing recognition that 

anhedonia does not represent a unitary dimension; among its subcategories, two 

constructs emerge with clear relevance to behavior and disease: reward anticipation and 

consummation [15–17].  

In this study we assessed patients with treatment-resistant depression (TRD) undergoing 

ECT before and after the acute course of treatment using magnetic resonance imaging 

(MRI), clinical and dimensional psychometric tools assessing depression severity, as 

well as anhedonia and its dimensional subconstructs (anticipation and consumption). 

Our aims were to understand the impact of ECT (1) on clinical and dimensional 

constructs of pathological reward processing, (2) the anatomical effects on core nodes 

of the reward circuitry, and (3) whether the anatomical changes in this circuitry were 

associated with the putative clinical improvement in anhedonia and its subconstructs. 
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MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Participants  

Fifteen patients with TRD were recruited from the Massachusetts General Hospital ECT 

service. Psychiatric diagnoses were established using clinical interview and the Mini-

International Neuropsychiatric Interview 6.0 (MINI) [18]. All patients underwent a 

clinical assessment using the Quick Inventory of Depressive Symptomatology (QIDS) 

[19] for disorder severity and the Snaith-Hamilton Pleasure Scale (SHAPS) [20] for 

anhedonic symptomatology. Clinical response was defined as a decrease of 50% or 

more on QIDS and/or SHAPS scores. Moreover, the Temporal Experience of Pleasure 

Scale (TEPS) [21] was administered to evaluate anticipatory and consummatory 

subconstructs of reward processing. Exclusion criteria included: (i) the presence or past 

history of a severe medical or neurological disorder, (ii) contraindication to magnetic 

resonance imaging (MRI) scanning or abnormal MRI upon visual inspection, and (iii) a 

history of ECT during the past 12 months. Pharmacological treatment was maintained 

unchanged throughout the ECT protocol. The study was approved by the local ethics 

committee and was performed in compliance with the Declaration of Helsinki. All 

participants gave written informed consent to participate in this study.   

Electroconvulsive therapy  

The fifteen patients were treated with ultra-brief and brief pulse (0.3-0.5 ms) ECT using 

a MECTA spECTrum 5000Q machine (Portland, Oregon). All patients started treatment 

with right unilateral (RUL) ECT (D’Elia electrode placement [22]), but three 

transitioned to bilateral (BIL) treatment given poor initial response (8 RUL + 12 BIL 

ECT sessions in one patient, 11 RUL + 10 BIL ECT sessions in other patient and 10 

RUL + 5 BIL ECT sessions in the other). Anesthesia for the procedure was provided 
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using methohexital (0.8-1.2 mg kg-1) for induction and succinylcholine for muscle 

relaxation (0.5-1 mg kg-1). Initial stimulus dose was determined by titrating the seizure 

threshold, starting with 19 millicoulombs for women and 38 millicoulombs for men. 

Subsequent treatments were performed at six times the estimated seizure threshold. 

During the acute course of ECT, treatments occur thrice a week every other day. The 

number of treatments range was 6-21 (mean = 12.07). 

Image acquisition and preprocessing  

All the patients were scanned two times: before the first ECT session (MRI1) and after 

completion of the acute ECT course (MRI2). A 3.0-T Siemens Skyra scanner (Munich, 

Germany) equipped with a 32-channel head coil was used. A total of 156 slices were 

acquired with repetition time = 2530 ms; multi-echo time = 1.69, 3.55, 5.41, 7.27 ms; 

flip angle = 7º; field of view = 256x256 mm; matrix size 256x256 pixels; in-plane 

resolution = 1 x 1 mm2; slice thickness = 1 mm. 

Structural MRI data were processed on a Microsoft Windows platform using technical 

computing software (MATLAB 7.14; The MathWorks, Natick, MA, USA) and 

Statistical Parametric Mapping (SPM12; The Welcome Department of Imaging 

Neuroscience, London, UK). The preprocessing consisted of an initial rigid-body 

within-subject coregistration to the first scan (MRI1) to ensure good starting estimates. 

This was followed by a pairwise longitudinal registration between the scans of each 

participant to obtain an average image and a Jacobian difference map. The average 

image was segmented, and the GM voxels were multiplied by the Jacobian difference 

map to obtain a GM volume change map for each participant. Next, we generated one 

specific template of our study sample (in Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI) space) 

using a Diffeomorphic Anatomical Registration, which was used to spatially normalize 
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the GM volume change maps. Finally, images were smoothed with a 6 mm full-width at 

half maximum isotropic Gaussian kernel. 

Region of Interest (ROI): selection and justification 

In order to assess structure-symptom relationships within the reward system we defined 

five anatomical masks comprising regions of interest (ROIs) in the reward network: 

nucleus accumbens (NAcc), ventral tegmental area (VTA), hippocampus, amygdala, 

and medial orbitofrontal cortex (mOFC).  Nucleus accumbens-ventral tegmental area 

(NAcc-VTA) projections via the medial forebrain bundle have been consistently 

characterized as the central pathway of the reward circuitry [23]. Notwithstanding, the 

baseline state of NAcc-VTA circuit is known to be modulated by hippocampal activity, 

positioning the hippocampus as an important reward pacemaker into the hippocampus-

NAcc-VTA loop [24]. In addition, the amygdala has a critical role in emotional coding 

of negative and also positive valence emotional stimuli, and amygdala-NAcc 

interactions are implicated in reward processing [25]. Finally, the NAcc-VTA pathway 

receives its main cortical input from the mOFC, and these interactions have been 

highlighted as a potential mechanism of cognitive reward representation [26]. 

Importantly, an additional ROI implicated in depression and mood but not canonically 

considered part of the reward system, the Brodmann area 25 (BA25), was included as an 

anatomical control [27]. We selected right-hemisphere structures as these patients 

received right unilateral ECT and previous research (and our present results) have 

shown that the structural effects of ECT are lateralized to the hemisphere being 

stimulated [8]. NAcc, amygdala, hippocampus, mOFC and BA25 masks were created 

using the WFU_PickAtlas toolbox (Wake Forest University School of Medicine) as 

implemented in SPM12 [28]. For the VTA, we used the mask defined by Murty et al., 

[29], which was automatically divided into right and left parts using SPM12.  
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Statistical analyses  

Sociodemographic, clinical and reward-related psychometric data were analyzed with 

SPSS version 21 (SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA) using nonparametric tests (Table S1).   

Neuroimaging within-group analysis  

To assess RUL ECT effects on GM volume changes, we performed a whole-brain one-

sample model. Age and gender were included as confounding covariates. Statistical 

significance was set at p<0.05, family-wise error corrected (FWE) for whole-brain 

multiple comparisons. 

Relationship with clinical response 

The association between clinical response and GM volume changes was assessed using 

two independent multiple regression analyses (to assess continuous relationships) and 2 

two-sample t-test models (responders versus non-responders), resulting from the 

independent analysis of the pre-post treatment change in two clinical scores (QIDS and 

SHAPS). Age and gender were included as confounding covariates in all analyses. 

These analyses were restricted to the six ROIs described above, and, for each ROI, 

statistical significance was set at p<0.05, FWE corrected for multiple comparisons 

across all in-mask voxels (i.e., using small-volume correction procedures). 

Nevertheless, significance was further adjusted using false discovery rate (FDR) to 

account for the six independent comparisons [30]. 

Relationship with anticipatory and consummatory subconstructs 

The association between pre-post treatment anticipatory and consummatory pleasure 

changes and GM volume changes was evaluated using two independent multiple 

regression analyses, with age and gender as confounding covariates. As above, these 
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analyses were restricted to the six ROIs, and, within each ROI, statistical significance 

was set at p<0.05, FWE corrected for multiple comparisons across all in-mask voxels, 

while FDR correction was used to account for the total number of comparisons. 

RESULTS 

Clinical and dimensional response 

The mean ± s.d. QIDS score prior to ECT initiation was 18±3.38 and the mean QIDS ± 

s.d. score after the completion of the ECT was 12±5.21. The reduction in depression 

severity (30.40%, as measured by the percentage of change in QIDS score; 33.34% 

response rate) was significant according to a Wilcoxon signed-rank test (z=-2.844; 

p=0.004). In addition, the mean ± s.d. SHAPS score prior to ECT initiation was 

5.07±2.76 and the mean SHAPS ± s.d. score after the completion of the ECT was 

2.47±3.31. The improvement in anhedonia (52.16%, as measured by the percentage of 

change in SHAPS score; 66.67% of response rate) was significant according to 

Wilcoxon signed-rank tests (z=-2.744; p=0.006).  

The mean ± s.d. TEPS scores prior to ECT initiation were 41±9.91 for the anticipatory 

score and 42.20±9.99 for the consummatory score and the mean TEPS ± s.d. scores 

after the completion of the ECT were 50.47±9.02 for the anticipatory score and 

45.67±9.19 for the consummatory score. The improvements in both dimensional reward 

constructs (17.96%, as measured by the percentage of change in anticipatory TEPS 

score, and 7.88% as measured by the percentage of change in consummatory TEPS 

score) were significant according to Wilcoxon signed-rank tests (anticipatory TEPS, z=-

2.983; p=0.003; consummatory TEPS, z=-2.705; p=0.007). In addition, the percentage 

of change in the anticipatory TEPS score was significantly greater than the percentage 
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of change in the consummatory TEPS score (17.96% vs. 7.88%; Wilcoxon signed-rank 

test, z=-2.669; p=0.008). 

Neuroimaging within-group analysis 

Patients with TRD receiving ECT showed volume increases encompassing right 

hemisphere regions including the striatum (i.e., NAcc, putamen and pallidum), the 

medial temporal lobe (i.e., amygdala and hippocampus), the anterior insular cortex, the 

anterior midbrain (substantia nigra/ventral tegmental area, SN/VTA), the subgenual 

anterior cingulate cortex (SgACC), and the perigenual anterior cingulate cortex 

(PgACC). These results are summarized in Table S2 and Figure 1.  

Relationship between structural changes and clinical response 

When analyzing the correlation between clinical change and volumetric change, the 

SPM multiple regression analyses including clinical severity reduction (change in QIDS 

score) and anhedonia symptomatology improvement (change in SHAPS score) as 

independent predictors and voxel-wise GM signal changes within the right NAcc, VTA, 

amygdala, mOFC, hippocampus and BA25 (i.e., using small-volume correction 

procedures) as dependent variables did not reveal significant findings.  

By contrast, when assessing group differences between responders and non-responders, 

QIDS responders showed a significantly higher post-treatment GM volume increase in 

the right mOFC, the right BA25, the right amygdala and the right NAcc. No significant 

QIDS findings were associated with hippocampus or VTA. In addition, SHAPS 

responders displayed a significantly higher post-treatment GM volume increase in the 

right hippocampus and the right amygdala compared to SHAPS non-responders. Non-

responders also showed volumetric increases in these structures, but significantly 
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smaller (Table 1 and Figure S1). In contrast, while SHAPS responders also exhibited 

right VTA GM volume increase, non-responders showed right VTA post-treatment GM 

volume decreases, revealing a significant and qualitatively different volumetric response 

to ECT between anhedonia responders and non-responders (Table 1 and Figure 2). No 

significant SHAPS findings were associated with BA25, mOFC or NAcc.  

Relationship with anticipatory and consummatory subconstructs 

The multiple regression analysis including the anticipatory subconstruct of reward 

processing (i.e., change in anticipatory TEPS score) as the independent predictor 

showed a significant positive association between change in the anticipation of pleasure 

capability and regional GM volume increases in the right VTA, right NAcc, right 

hippocampus and right amygdala (see Table 2 and Figure 3). No significant findings 

were associated with BA25 or mOFC. Also, no significant findings were observed for 

the consummatory component of the hedonic experience.  

DISCUSSION  

In the present study we assessed the specific impact of ECT in ameliorating maladaptive 

reward processing in patients with TRD, observing a significant improvement not only 

in overall syndromal depression severity (QIDS), but also in anhedonia (SHAPS) and 

both anticipatory and consummatory dimensional reward constructs (anticipatory and 

consummatory TEPS) after RUL ECT. Anatomically, we detected a significant effect 

separating anhedonia (SHAPS) responders and non-responders in ECT-induced GM 

volume increases within the right VTA, right hippocampus and right amygdala (but not 

within the right BA25, mOFC and NAcc). Dimensionally, we observed a significant 

association between the improvement in anticipatory pleasure (but not consummatory 

pleasure) and GM volume increases in the right VTA, right NAcc, right hippocampus 
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and right amygdala (but not in the right BA25 and mOFC). As a clinical/behavioral 

control in order to evaluate the specificity of these effects on reward constructs, we also 

assessed the impact of ECT-induced GM volume increases on overall depression 

severity (QIDS). We found a significant effect between responders and non-responders 

in the right mOFC, the right BA25, the right amygdala and the right NAcc (but not in 

the right hippocampus and right VTA). Notwithstanding, we should note the lack of 

significant correlations when evaluating depression severity and anhedonia symptoms 

as continuum variables (as opposed to categoric responders and non-responders 

analyses).   

The term anhedonia was first defined by Ribot [31] as the inability to experience 

pleasure. Later, Meehl [32] introduced the “hedonic capacity model of anhedonia”, 

which suggested that anhedonic patients show deficits in the subjective effectiveness of 

positive reinforcers. Although this theory suggested that the anticipation of a future 

reward is promoted by the pleasure of the reward itself, Klein [33] shortly afterward 

specifically highlighted the distinction between anticipatory and consummatory 

pleasure. He theorized that anticipatory pleasure was more closely linked to motivation 

and goal-directed behavior, whereas consummatory pleasure was more closely linked to 

satiation. Moreover, previous studies in depressed patients with high levels of 

anhedonia also support the uncoupling between anticipatory and consummatory 

pleasure. Hanley [34], for instance, revealed that patients with depression showed a 

deficient ability to anticipate pleasure, while their reports of consummatory pleasure did 

not differ from healthy participants. Similarly, Sherdell et al., [35] noticed that deficits 

in motivation for reward in patients with depression were primarily driven by low 

anticipatory pleasure but not decreased consummatory liking. Interestingly, our findings 

reveal that ECT-related improvements in anticipatory pleasure are significantly greater 
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than consummatory pleasure response. In this sense, a better understanding of the 

dimensional maladaptive mechanisms underlying the different subdomains of 

anhedonia is needed to formulate better pathophysiological models of mood disorders, 

particularly at the circuit level, which are critical to support translational research, 

define severity, predictor and response biomarkers, and develop novel treatments.  

Several brain regions within the cortico-basal ganglia network are part of the reward 

circuit [25]. However, the existence of convergent reward-related innervations within 

the NAcc and the VTA, their structural connectivity via the medial forebrain bundle (or 

mesolimbic pathway), and their common modulation by dopamine (DA), places these 

regions as key brain structures for reward processing [23,24]. In this sense, our findings 

highlight the VTA volume as an anhedonia response biomarker to ECT: not only did 

anhedonic responders show a GM volume increase in the VTA, but non-responders 

displayed a GM volume decrease within the same brain region. More specifically, 

Berridge and Robinson [36] observed that a discrete manipulation of the VTA 

significantly altered anticipatory reward functions. Likewise, Berridge and Robinson 

[37] acknowledged that the NAcc consummatory hedonic hotspot constitutes only 10% 

of total NAcc volume whereas the remaining 90% is responsible for anticipatory 

pleasure. These reports are in agreement with our findings revealing that NAcc-VTA 

pathway is closely related to ECT-induced anticipatory response (Figure 3) but not 

consummatory response.   

Moreover, Sesack and Grace [24] highlighted that the hippocampus is one of the best-

positioned brain regions to provide a modulatory gating influence over the NAcc and 

the VTA. Indeed, the hippocampus-NAcc modulation seems to be responsible for the 

spontaneous firing state of DA neurons in the VTA [38,39], and, interestingly, Gauthier 

and Tank [40] recently identified a population of reward-associated neurons in the 
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hippocampus. In this sense, reward-related stimuli appear to trigger a hippocampus-

NAcc-VTA drive potentiation to reinforce ongoing behavior [25]. Less reliable evidence 

supports amygdalar activity in contexts involving potential reward than in those 

involving potential punishment [41]. Indeed, data from animal literature and human 

neuroimaging studies have delineated the amygdala as a critical brain structure for fear 

conditioning and negative valence affective processing [42]. Nonetheless, Baxter and 

Murray [43] suggested that although reward processing has not been typically 

associated with amygdala function, amygdala contributions to stimulus-reward learning 

should be expected (i.e., current stimulus-value associations). To this point, however, it 

should be noted that GM volume increases in the amygdala and the NAcc were related 

to both anhedonia and overall depression severity reduction (QIDS score) in our 

responder analyses. Therefore, our findings as a whole appear to support that the 

amygdala and NAcc may engage in more complex emotional processes able to shape 

both specific reward and more global syndromic depression improvement, while a 

hippocampal-NAcc-VTA loop seems more particular for anticipatory reward responses.  

In contrast with most studies being unable to correlate ECT-induced GM volume 

increases with the improvement in depression severity [44–54], our responder analyses 

also revealed that depressive responders exhibited higher mOFC and BA25 GM volume 

increases than non-responders (although non-responders also showed smaller GM 

volume increases within these brain regions). Unexpectedly, ECT-induced mOFC 

increases appeared to be more associated with overall syndromal depression severity 

than with anhedonia, as we hypothesized given the role of the mOFC as a critical 

cortical hub of the reward network. That said, our anatomical control BA25 was only 

associated to depression severity response but not to anhedonia or reward processing, as 

we hypothesized, further highlighting the specificity of the observed ECT-induced 
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effects in reward circuitry anatomy and clinical dimensions. Interestingly, both mOFC 

and BA25 have been involved in antidepressant treatment response with both 

pharmacological and invasive neuromodulation therapies [27,55]. Overall, our findings 

are in agreement with the psychological and neurobiological dissociation between 

anticipation and consumption of reward, as well as with the critical involvement of 

anticipatory pleasure in patients with depression. More broadly, we highlight the 

importance of a dimensional and circuit-based approach to study neuropsychiatric 

pathophysiology and target engagement. Future research should evaluate the 

neurobiological correlates of particular clinical dimensions of depression in order to 

detect symptom-specific response biomarkers for ECT and other device 

neuromodulation therapies.  

This study has a number of limitations. First, we evaluated a relatively modest sample 

size, which is in line with other single site neuroimaging studies of patients receiving 

ECT given the complexity of data acquisition in this population. Second, the absence of 

matched comparison control group; however, the longitudinal design of the study 

permitted conducting powerful within-subject analyses, with each participant being 

their own control. Also, we used BA25 as an anatomical control (relevant for depression 

and mood, but not for reward specifically), and the QIDS as a clinical/behavioral 

control to understand the reward specificity of our findings. Third, we cannot determine 

what effect, if any, the concurrent pharmacological treatment had on our results, 

although in an attempt to minimize this confounding effect, pharmacological treatment 

was not modified throughout the entire ECT course. Finally, reward system function 

was evaluated by means of a subjective psychometric assessment. Future studies should 

attempt to obtain objective evaluations of reward system function by means of validated 
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neuropsychological protocols, ideally, in combination with functional neuroimaging 

assessments.  

In conclusion, our findings highlight the unmet relevant need of transitioning from a 

syndromical to a dimensional and circuit-level approach to deeply understand 

neuromodulatory treatment response. Future research should further evaluate structure-

symptom dimension relationships to capture complex psychopathological processes 

aiming to identify useful response biomarkers to support and inform treatment 

development. 
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Figure legends 

Figure 1. Clusters of volume increase, overlaid onto an MNI-normalized brain 
template, encompassing right hemisphere regions including the striatum (i.e., nucleus 
accumbens (NAcc), putamen and pallidum), the medial temporal lobe (i.e., amygdala 
and hippocampus), the anterior insular cortex, the anterior midbrain (substantia 
nigra/ventral tegmental area, SN/VTA), the subgenual anterior cingulate cortex 
(SgACC), and the perigenual anterior cingulate cortex (PgACC). For representation 
purposes, results are displayed at a significance threshold of p<0.0001 uncorrected at 
the voxel level and a cluster extent threshold of 1392 voxels. Left hemisphere is 
depicted on the left. Color bar represents t-value. 

Figure 2. Left: Volume increases in SHAPS responders vs. non-responders located at 
the right ventral tegmental area (VTA). Left hemisphere is depicted on the left. Color 
bar represents t-value. Right: Bar plot depicting right VTA gray matter volume changes 
(peak values) in SHAPS responders and non-responders. Error bars display the standard 
error.  
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Figure 3. Left figures: Volume increases related to anticipatory pleasure improvement 
(percentage of anticipatory TEPS scores change) located at the right hippocampus (A), 
right amygdala (B), right ventral tegmental area (VTA, C), and right nucleus accumbens 
(NAcc, D). Left hemisphere is depicted on the left. Color bar represents t-value.       
Right figures: Scatter plots depicting the relationship between regional gray matter 
volume change (peak values) in the right hippocampus (A), right amygdala (B), right 
VTA (C), and right NAcc (D) and anticipatory pleasure improvement (percentage of 
anticipatory TEPS scores change), controlled by age and gender.  

 

Table 1. Brain volumetric increases in clinical responders versus non-responders  

 x y z t value p value¹ Anatomical 
location 

Clinical severity 

6 21 -20 6.41 0.002 Right mOFC 

8 23 -17 5.36 0.003 Right BA25 

27 0 -12 4.36 0.007 Right amygdala 

14 3 -12 3.13 0.021 Right NAcc 

Anhedonic 
symptomatology 

33 -35 -11 5.25 0.008 Right hippocampus 

35 0 -20 3.64 0.021 Right amygdala 

2 -21 -18 3.61 0.015 Right VTA 
 
mOFC, medial orbitofrontal cortex; BA25, Brodmann area 25; NAcc, nucleus 
accumbens; VTA, ventral tegmental area. 
x, y, z coordinates are reported in standard Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI) space.  
1 FWE corrected for multiple comparisons (i.e., number of in-mask voxels) and 
significant after FDR correction for multiple comparisons (i.e., number of masks).  
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Table 2. Brain volumetric increases related to anticipatory pleasure  

 
 x y z t value p value¹ Anatomical 

location 

Anticipatory 
pleasure 

30 -14 -12 5.66 0.004 Right hippocampus 

26 -9 -15 4.66 0.004 Right amygdala 

2 -17 -14 3.08 0.026 Right VTA 

9 11 -14 2.87 0.029 Right NAcc 
 
VTA, ventral tegmental area; NAcc, nucleus accumbens.   
x, y, z coordinates are reported in standard Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI) space.  
1 FWE corrected for multiple comparisons (i.e., number of in-mask voxels) and 
significant after FDR correction for multiple comparisons (i.e., number of masks).  
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