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Abstract. 

The Veterans ECS21 (Exploring Cannabigerol for Sleep) Study is the first clinical trial 

of Cannabigerol (CBG), a non-psychoactive cannabinoid (ClinicalTrials.gov Identifier: 

NCT05088018). This study investigates if CBG improves sleep for U.S. Veterans in 

California using a fully remote (decentralized), randomized, placebo-controlled, triple-

blind, pre–post study design. Over 100 participants will be recruited through Veterans 

advocacy organizations, email campaigns, and point-of-sale displays at cannabis 

dispensaries. Participants will be provided with a study application to assess sleep 

quality, quality of life, and PTSD-related symptoms. A Fitbit Inspire 2 will be used to 

collect sleep, activity, and cardiovascular biometrics. After a two-week run-in phase, 

participants will begin a four-week treatment phase with a dose escalation from 25 

mg daily CBG (CBG ProtabTM by LEVEL) up to 50 mg CBG daily. The present paper 

describes how we designed this study to overcome specific challenges. We held 

participant insight panels to learn Veterans’ lived experience and design ways to 

lower their obstacles to clinical research participation. We designed digital 

engagement strategies to maintain high participation and retention for a fully remote 

(decentralized) study, selected fit-for-purpose passive data collection mechanisms, 

and addressed common reproducibility issues in cannabis research.  
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Introduction 

While one out of three people report trouble sleeping in their lifetime, the Veteran 

population is up to six times more impacted by sleep-related issues than the general 

population.1 The United States Veterans Health Administration (VHA) considers 

sleep issues among Veterans a healthcare crisis. From 2012 to 2018, insomnia 

diagnoses for Veterans nearly doubled, and sleep-related breathing disorders 

increased four-fold.2 Veterans diagnosed with sleep disorders commonly have 

comorbidities including obesity, diabetes, congestive heart failure, depression, post-

traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) or traumatic brain injury.2 

Hemp and cannabis are most commonly used to manage pain, anxiety, and 

sleep problems.3,4 Delta-9-tetrahydrocannabinol (∆9-THC) is the primary 

psychoactive component of cannabis,3 and makes up almost 95% of cannabis sales 

(Supplementary Table 1),5 while less psychoactive cannabinoids such as 

cannabinol (CBN) and non-psychoactive cannabinoids such as cannabidiol (CBD) 

and cannabigerol (CBG) are gaining in popularity for both recreational and clinical 

use. Growing research indicates that cannabis is used by Veterans with PTSD to 

cope with sleep disturbances and other PTSD symptoms.6,7 Whole plant cannabis 

and varying ratios of ∆9-THC/CBD have been studied for their effects on sleep.4,8-12 

While anecdotally, CBG users report improved sleep, no clinical studies exist to 

assess its efficacy. CBG exhibits similar activity and affinity characteristics as ∆9-

THC and CBD on cannabinoid receptors, but has unique high (nanomolar to sub-

nanomolar) affinity as an α-2 adrenoceptor agonist.13  Other α-2 agonists such as 

FDA-approved clonidine exhibit antihypertensive, sedative, and analgesic activity.14 

Clonidine has demonstrated clinical benefit for insomnia in children with attention 
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deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) as well as some efficacy in improving sleep in 

adults with PTSD.15   

Objective 

The goals for this study are to assess how a daily dose of orally self-administered 

CBG impacts sleep and quality of life for California Veterans. This pilot study is 

crucial to understanding the potential risks and benefits of CBG as a treatment for 

sleep issues. It will also establish feasibility, precedence, and generate preliminary 

findings that can be used for future trials.  

The primary objective of this study is to estimate the mean effect of CBG on the 

pre–post change (i.e., change from the pre-treatment run-in period to four weeks 

after the start of treatment) on sleep using the Sleep Problems Index II subscale of 

the Medical Outcomes Study Sleep Scale (MOS-SS SPI-II).16-18  We chose the MOS-

SS SPI-II as it was validated using a large, heterogeneous population of adults 

(n=3,445) with chronic conditions that exhibited high incidence rates of insomnia and 

sleep disturbances,16,18 and is now a well-established instrument in assessing sleep 

quality in the U.S. veteran populations.19-22 While initially both the MOS-SS and the 

MOS-SS SPI-II subscale evaluated self-reported sleep quality over the past 4 weeks 

(i.e., using a past 4-week recall interval),16-18 modifications to evaluate sleep across 

shorter periods (e.g., over a 1 or 2-week time frame) are feasible and validated.19,23 

For the present study, we chose a 2-week timeframe. 

For our secondary endpoint, we wanted to prioritize a measurement that 

mattered to our participants – or, in the Digital Medicine (DiMe) Society’s 

terminology, a “meaningful aspect of health”.24  We felt a quality of life (QoL) 

assessment would allow us to evaluate the holistic effect sleep has on daily 

functioning, well-being, emotional and community engagement, and other 
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parameters. While many QoL questionnaires focus only on physical function, the 

World Health Organization Disability Assessment Schedule, version 2.0 (WHODAS-

2.0, https://www.who.int/) is applicable across all health states, including drug and 

alcohol problems, various mental health conditions (PTSD, depression, anxiety, and 

schizophrenia) as well as physical conditions.25-28 The conventional WHODAS-2.0 

questionnaire contains 36 items assessing disability and limitations experienced over 

the preceding 30 days across six domains: cognition, mobility, self-care, getting 

along with others, life activities, and participation (six items for each domain) and has 

been used in previous studies in US Veteran populations.29,30 An abbreviated 12-item 

self-report version (WHODAS-2.0–12) in which each domain has two items is also 

available and commonly used.25,28 For simplicity we also chose this 12-item version. 

One exploratory objective is to evaluate the effective dose by comparing the 

mean effect of the initial dosing regimen (i.e., after the first two weeks of the 

treatment period) to that of the higher dosing regimen (i.e., at the end of all four 

weeks of the treatment period). Other exploratory objectives are to evaluate how 

CBG impacts sleep, activity, and heart rate biometrics as measured by a Fitbit Inspire 

2. It is interesting to note that even a modest increase in physical activity can 

decrease depression in adults.31 Therefore, collecting activity metrics could provide 

some data to be used for exploratory analysis related to activity, sleep, and mental 

health. Lastly, as other α-2 agonists exhibit hypertensive activity, we could evaluate if 

CBG and or CBG dose effects heart rate. The additional activity metrics and heart 

rate could be collected with no added subject burden. 

Lastly, we will monitor changes in PTSD symptoms, given the high precedence 

of PTSD co-occurring (if not directly responsible for) sleep-related issues in Veterans. 

PTSD symptoms will be evaluated using the PTSD Checklist for DSM-5 (PCL-5).32,33 
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The PCL-5 is a brief, self-report symptom checklist that assesses the 20 symptoms 

of PTSD outlined in the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual-5 (DSM-5) and was 

designed to assess symptom changes during and after treatment in addition to 

screening.32,33 

Our pre–post study design allows us to measure the participant’s experience 

with both patient-reported outcomes (PROs) before and after taking the CBG tablet 

intervention. We will also study a placebo effect by comparing changes in subjective 

reporting between the intervention and placebo arms of the study. 

Study design challenges 

We identified number of study design challenges to overcome in order to make the 

mission and motivations of this study a reality. 

Challenge #1: Recruiting and engaging a skeptical Veteran community 

First and most importantly, this research was designed to support the Veteran 

community. C.R. Emerson, the founder of Metta Medical and the study sponsor, is a 

Veteran. We wanted to design recruitment techniques that would reflect the lived 

experiences of our study population. The Veteran community is skeptical about 

research, and many Veterans report negative experiences when receiving medical 

care. The fear of getting “5150’d” (e.g., placed in an involuntary psychiatric hold)34 

keeps many Veterans from answering questions about sensitive topics honestly.35 

We planned to ask about study participant’s cannabis use, drug and alcohol use, and 

mental health medications and knew we needed to demonstrate our commitment to 

their privacy in order to establish their trust. 

Challenge #2: Recruiting and retaining a representative study population 
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The VHA has implemented numerous innovations to improve the quality and 

accessibility of sleep care services for Veterans 

(https://www.veteranshealthlibrary.va.gov/).2,36,37 And yet, access to diagnostic sleep 

testing, sleep specialists, and treatment is limited. This access was already difficult 

for rural Veterans and exacerbated during the COVID-19 pandemic. We desired a 

decentralized study design to allow equitable access – however, a remote study 

design presents its own challenges with retention. A recent cross-study evaluation of 

100,000 participants in eight remote digital health studies reported a median 

participant retention of only�5.5 days.38 We needed to design techniques that would 

recruit and engage participants for at least six weeks. 

Challenge #3: Minimizing or avoiding common confounders in cannabis research 

Reproducibility in cannabis studies is challenged by the pharmacological diversity of 

cannabinoids when extracted from the plant, as different strains have variable 

concentrations of active constituents. Therapeutic efficacy also depends on a 

person’s current tolerance of cannabis,39  and varies due to the method of 

administration (inhalable, oral, topical, sublingual, rectal/vaginal). These and other 

issues make it challenging for researchers to reproduce results. As this is the first 

reported clinical study of CBG, we wanted to avoid these challenges where possible 

so the field can continue to build on these results. 

Challenge #4: Effectively measuring a change in sleep quality: Endpoint & Digital 

Health Technology (DHT) design 

Sleep is challenging to study, as it is easily impacted by physiological and 

environmental circumstances. We planned to include PRO questionnaires, but also 

wanted to include a digital clinical measure of sleep. Polysomnography (PSG) was 
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out of scope for this study – it was simply not feasible to require proximity to a sleep 

lab as one of our inclusion criteria – so we desired remote monitoring technology that 

participants could use at home. We used DiMe’s “V3” Framework,40 and the 

EVIDENCE checklist41 to guide our fit-for-purpose device selection process. 

Methods 

Participant Panels 

We recruited Veterans to join a Participant Panel through our co-sponsor, the 

Veterans Cannabis Group. We did not have specific inclusion/exclusion criteria to 

join the participant panels, except for having Veteran status and a willingness to 

volunteer their time. We had five attendees distributed across three virtual sessions. 

Attendees included two female and three male participants; most of the attendees 

were in the 30s–40s age range. 

Each panel was moderated by C.E. Webster using a prepared moderator 

guide. The panel began with an introduction and the goals of the panel. We assured 

them of their privacy and asked their permission to record the session. We asked 

participants to tell us about themselves and to describe a typical day in their lives. 

We then showed them a study recruitment advertisement, a few questions from the 

PCL-5 to gauge their comfort with answering sensitive questions on a mobile device 

(Supplementary Table 2: Participant Panel Excerpt), and our proposed daily 

survey Self Assessment Manikin (SAM) and requested feedback.  

Inclusion and Exclusion criteria 

A full list of inclusion and exclusion criteria are shown in Table 1. It is important to 

have our participant population be as representative as possible to the generalized 

Veteran population. We discuss here how we considered three indications that have 
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higher prevalence in Veteran than non-Veteran populations and what effect, if any, 

these indications should have on our study population. 

First, we considered obstructive sleep apnea (OSA). Our screening 

questionnaire will ask prospective participants if they have been observed gasping, 

choking, or having stopped breathing in their sleep and if they have been diagnosed 

with sleep apnea. Participants who respond ‘yes’ will be excluded if they have not 

been using a continuous positive airway pressure (CPAP) device for at least four 

weeks prior to starting the study. If a participant reports using a CPAP device for at 

least four weeks, we infer that the obstructive element of OSA could be mitigated.  

Given the high prevalence of PTSD co-occurring (if not directly responsible 

for) sleep-related issues in Veterans,42 it would be impractical to exclude Veterans on 

the basis of a PTSD diagnosis. Instead, we include a PTSD-specific questionnaire 

(the PCL-5) to explore any differences in PTSD symptoms over the course of the 

study. 

Lastly, it would not be feasible or representative to restrict pharmacological 

use, including mental health-related or even sleep-related medication. We will 

exclude participants that have stopped, started, or changed medications two months 

prior to beginning the study. We ask participants to confirm to the best of their ability 

that current medications would be continued for the duration of the study. We will 

query participants on their daily use of certain medications as well as whether they’ve 

stopped, started, or changed the dosage of prescribed medications during the study 

to account for any mediators or moderators of CBG’s effects 

Finally, following initial eligibility screening, we included a MOS-SS SPI-II 

score threshold of ≥30 as a proxy indicator of sleep disturbance in order to ensure 

that we are starting with a population who were experiencing some degree of sleep-
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related issues prior to the beginning of the study. This threshold is broadly 

comparable to that used in previous studies in US veterans (where a threshold of ≥35 

was used).19,20 

Recruitment  

Participants will be recruited across California through Veteran’s associations and 

advocacy groups, such as the Veterans Cannabis Group, Tactical Patients Group, 

Operation EVAC, the Santa Cruz Veterans Alliance, and others. Potential 

participants will be made aware of the study via a number of routes including 

electronic communication via email, printed materials, and study advertisements at 

point-of-sale dispensary locations. 

Randomization and Sample Size 

We will assign each of the 100 (or more) enrolled participants equally across both 

treatment arms via stratified block randomization. Two randomization lists will ensure 

that treatment assignment is balanced according to reported sex to be as consistent 

as possible with our target population. The female-to-male ratio in the general 

population of Veterans is 1:9.  

We will enroll at least 50 participants per arm and allow for at most 40% 

attrition down to 30 participants per arm by the end of the study. This provides at 

least 80% power to discern a true mean difference between the two groups, 

according to the Analysis Plan described herein. 

Study design 

This study is designed to be entirely remote (decentralized), from eligibility screening 

and consent through to the completion of study tasks. With this design, participants 

can successfully enroll and participate without visiting a clinical research site. 
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Following screening and registration, participants will be randomized to either 

the active treatment or placebo control arm and then enter a two-week run-in period. 

During the run-in period, participants will begin answering questionnaires assessing 

their sleep quality, quality of life, and PTSD symptoms. They will answer a daily 

morning questionnaire about their sleep as well as a nightly questionnaire about their 

day (Figure 1: Study Schedule of Assessments and Supplementary Table 3: 

Study Instruments). 

Participants will begin collecting biometric data using a Fitbit Inspire 2. After the two-

week run-in period, participants will enter a four-week treatment period. For the first 

two weeks of treatment, participants will either take a daily dose of 25 mg CBG (CBG 

ProtabTM) (i.e., be assigned to the active treatment arm) or an identical-looking 

placebo formulation with no CBG (i.e., be assigned to the placebo control arm). For 

the last two weeks, participants in the active treatment arm will take two ProtabTM 

tablets (50 mg CBG) and participants in the control arm will take two placebo tablets. 

Participants will continue answering regular questionnaires and collecting biometrics 

with the Fitbit (24-hours a day, seven-days a week wear time). During the treatment 

period, the nightly questionnaire will include dosing questions to monitor participants 

adherence. The study ends following the four-week treatment phase, with a total 

duration of approximately seven to eight weeks. 

Participants will be assigned a dedicated Clinical Research Coordinator (CRC) 

who is trained on the unique, lived experiences of a Veteran. Participants will have a 

virtual, bi-monthly check-in call throughout the study to provide support, instructions, 

and answer questions. The study protocol and supporting documentation was 

approved by a central Institutional Review Board (Advarra; Pro00056526) and 

registered at clinicaltrials.gov (NCT05088018). 
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Dosage and Dose Modifications 

There is no known ‘therapeutic’ dose for CBG. CBG products are widely 

commercially available in a variety of formats (gummies, isolate powders, oils, 

tinctures, sprays, and more), both with or without other cannabinoids. Since 

anecdotal reports indicate a positive impact using commercially available CBG, we 

selected a target dosage range that mirrored commonly available dosages with an 

upper range of 50 mg daily to avoid tolerability issues. Studies of similar non-

psychoactive, orally-administered cannabinoids such as CBD reported dosages of 

400 mg and 800 mg of CBD were well-tolerated.43-45  As CBG has no psychoactive 

effect, the upper threshold of dosing is not restricted due to potential impairment.  

We anticipate a build up of CBG over time, like with other highly lipophilic 

cannabinoids. For example, the half-life of CBD after oral administration may be 2-5 

days.44  By escalating the dosage mid-way through the treatment phase (i.e., after 

two weeks), we hope to better evaluate the effective dose of CBG for the 

improvement of sleep and study any potential dose-dependent effects. 

Participants will be asked to self-administer a daily dose according to the 

dosage instructions (1 tablet or 2 tablets, depending on where they are in the study 

schedule) and will report whether they dosed, the time of dosing, and how many 

tablets they took through the evening daily questionnaire in the study application. 

Participants will be asked to take their study product any time between when they 

wake up but no more than three hours before bed. 

Safety Monitoring   

The safety of participants will be measured and monitored throughout the study by 

assessing subjective study product effects, psychological distress and adverse 
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events (AEs). As C.R. Emerson is the study’s principal investigator but is not a 

medical doctor, we have engaged a clinician so as to delegate safety monitoring 

responsibilities during the study. 

We recognize that questionnaires like the PCL-5 ask individuals to discuss a 

traumatic experience. We designed the study application to trigger an alert to an on-

call clinician when specific responses might indicate the participant is experiencing a 

current and severe crisis. The on-call clinician is a psychiatrist with experience 

treating persons who have experienced trauma. They will reach out to the 

participants to recommend sources of emergency or non-emergency support, based 

on their assessment of the participant at the time of the call. 

Study Application 

Study participants will use a web-based electronic data capture system for the 

collection of clinical trial data within electronic case report forms. This application 

hosted by Curebase collects all study questionnaire data and any adverse events 

reported during the study. It also displays each participant’s study calendar for their 

check-in calls. Email and text message reminders of upcoming check-in calls and 

questionnaire due dates will be provided occasionally throughout the study. The 

study application requires internet access in order to submit any data, but can be 

accessed on either a smartphone, tablet, or a laptop. 

Wearable Device and Objective Measures 

The Fitbit Inspire 2 is a lightweight, wrist-worn activity tracking sensor that includes a 

three-axis accelerometer and an infrared optical pulse sensor. The battery life can be 

up to 10 days with a single charge (www.fitbit.com).46 There is a one-time set-up 

process where the participant will link the sensor to the Fitbit smartphone app and 
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then authorize it to share its data with the study application. Throughout the study, 

the participant will only need to open the Fitbit smartphone app to sync data over 

Bluetooth. Participants are instructed to wear the Fitbit at all times, (i.e., twenty-four 

hours a day, seven days a week), with guidance to only remove the sensor and 

charge it while they shower.   

The data streams of highest interest to our analysis include: 

• Sleep tracking: Sleep efficiency; time spent in light, deep, and REM sleep 

stages 

• Activity tracking: Steps (collected in 1 second intervals); time spent in ‘fairly 

active’, ‘lightly active’, ‘sedentary’, and ‘very active’ activity stages 

• Heart rate: Heart rate over time (collected in 1 second intervals) and resting 

heart rate 

Statistical Analysis Plan 

Our primary endpoint will evaluate the change, per participant, between the MOS-SS 

SPI-II score at the end of the study (after four weeks of treatment) and the score 

obtained during the run-in phase (prior to treatment). The first exploratory objective 

for characterizing the effective dose will be evaluated likewise, except by comparing 

the MOS-SS SPI-II score after two weeks of treatment at 25 mg daily CBG to the 

MOS-SS SPI-II score after two weeks of treatment at 50 mg daily CBG. 

MOS-SS SPI-II scores range from 0-100, with higher scores indicating a 

worse outcome. Its use in a similar study population (a RCT of non-Veterans adults 

exhibiting PTSD) reported baseline values of 57.0 (SD 16.8) and 60.0 (SD = 17.5) for 

each study arm (n=108 and n=101, respectively). The intervention, a holistic yoga 

program, resulted in a 12-point decrease while the “placebo”, a wellness lifestyle 
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program, only resulted in a decrease of 4.6 points after 16 weeks of participation.22 

For this study, we’ve estimated a 10-point difference as clinically meaningful and 

used a minimum score of 30 as an inclusion criterion; while this threshold does not 

constitute a diagnosed sleep issue, we felt it was an appropriate starting threshold by 

which to measure change for our study population. 

Following the procedure outlined under the section “6.1 WHODAS 2.0 

summary scores: Simple Scoring” from the World Health Organization,25 we will 

calculate the WHODAS-2.0-12 endpoints for each participant as our secondary 

endpoint, comparing the score at the beginning of the study to the end of the study. 

There is no clinically meaningful mean change defined in the literature as functional 

ability and score change vary widely by condition and intervention.28 In a large, non-

interventional RCT in a Veteran population, participants reported an average score of 

38.18 (SD 25.24, n=1,109) and found that the WHODAS-2.0 was an acceptable way 

to assess functional impairment among veterans seeking compensation for PTSD.30  

Another study evaluating cognitive behavior therapy (CBT) in patients with 

stress and anxiety disorders reported baseline WHODAS-2.0–12 scores (using 

simple scoring) of 23.4 (SD, 7.9; range 12–51).47 That study indicated that the 

estimated minimal clinically important difference (MCID) ranged from 3 to 7 

points.47 For the present study we considered a 5-point decrease as the minimum 

clinically meaningful average change.  

We will calculate the remaining exploratory endpoints per participant as 

follows. Fitbit sensor data for calculating the endpoints for sleep duration and quality, 

activity duration, and heart rate will first be pre-processed and cleaned (i.e., device 

artifact removal, adjustment for wear-time and missing data, imputation of missing 

data if appropriate). We will then aggregate these by day, and will analyze these daily 
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summary statistics (e.g., mean, median, range, standard deviation, interquartile 

range) as our exploratory outcomes. We will define the corresponding endpoint as 

pre–post. 

For our main objectives, we want to statistically discern or detect a 

hypothesized true average difference (i.e., association or effect size) of size δ or 

larger in continuous outcomes Y between 2 treatment groups. We will assume these 

outcomes vary with the same standard deviation (SD) σY in both groups. These two 

quantities are often combined as Cohen’s d (defined as d = δ/σY). We will also 

assume these outcomes are fairly normally distributed, allowing us to rely on Cohen’s 

d and the two-sample t-test in our calculations. 

For our primary and secondary endpoints, we will use a Bonferroni correction 

that equally splits the familywise α in 2 (i.e., each test’s α is equal to α/2). For each 

main-objective endpoint, we will estimate the average treatment effect after all four 

weeks of treatment, specified as the mean difference in endpoints under active 

treatment versus placebo control. We will also conduct a t-test to quantify the amount 

of statistical evidence (i.e., statistical significance) for this mean difference not being 

equal to zero; i.e., to quantify how statistically discernible (i.e., statistically significant) 

the mean difference is from zero given our sample. 

For exploratory objective 1, we are most interested in how different the 

cumulative average treatment effect on MOS-SS SPI-II score is between the different 

dosing i.e., 25 mg CBG daily after the first two weeks of treatment, versus the overall 

change after all four weeks of treatment (with 25 mg CBG daily for 2 weeks and then 

50mg CBG daily for 2 weeks). Our goal for exploratory objectives 2–4 will be to 

generate scientific hypotheses for future study. That is, we will first visualize and 

otherwise explore the structure of the data. Based on what we find, we will decide 
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how to define treatment effects of interest. These post hoc hypotheses will help us 

define future hypotheses for appropriately powered confirmatory studies. 

For each exploratory objective, we may fit post hoc statistical models or 

conduct statistical hypothesis tests that also account for baseline measurements. Our 

goal in fitting these models will be to characterize how each treatment effect might 

vary after accounting for particular levels of these baseline characteristics, or across 

such levels (e.g., the treatment effect on MOS-SS SPI-II might be higher or lower for 

older participants who do not use tobacco, modeled by interacting treatment with 

tobacco use). 

Data Management  

The Curebase application is 21 CFR Part 11 compliant and exists in a secure cloud 

architecture which is hosted on Amazon Web Services (AWS). The Curebase server 

collects data from the participant’s Fitbit wearable sensors. Authentication and 

authorization are managed through OAUTH2 over HTTPS from the Fitbit website. 

Data is retrieved directly from vendor servers through their public APIs and sent to 

Curebase, where all processing is conducted over an encrypted TLS 1.2 HTTPS 

connection. 

Study Partners 

Metta Medical Inc (doing business as LEVEL) is an effects-based hemp and 

cannabis company. Metta’s LEVEL products (https://levelexperience.com/) give 

customers cannabinoid and formulation options to provide a consistent, scientifically 

developed, and outcome-focused experience. LEVEL products are legally marketed 

and distributed within the within the state of California. Metta Medical is the study 

sponsor and provides the CBG and placebo ProtabTM study interventional product.  
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The Veterans Cannabis Group (https://veteranscannabisgroup.com/), the 

study co-sponsor, is a non-profit, 501(c)(3) advocacy group of Veterans for Veterans 

who use medical cannabis. VCG provides education, safe access, information on 

VHA resources and benefits, employment, and networking opportunities in the 

cannabis industry, and supports veteran owned cannabis businesses from cultivation 

to retail. Additional recruitment partners include Operation EVAC (Educating 

Veterans About Cannabis, http://www.opevac.org/) and the Santa Cruz Veterans 

Alliance (https://www.scva.us/). Additional Veterans groups may participate in 

distributing study recruitment materials, though all groups and study participants will 

be restricted to the state of California. 

Curebase is responsible for deploying the study application, secure data 

hosting, and provides the remote clinical study coordinators supporting the 

participant. 

Discussion 

The Veteran population has experienced a six-fold increase in sleep disorders from 

2000 to 2010, and is more likely to be impacted by sleep-related issues than the 

general population.1 New approaches to treat and support Veterans are critically 

needed. Though commercially available and anecdotally reported to improve sleep, 

there are no controlled human studies of CBG to evaluate its efficacy. This pilot study 

aims to gather preliminary evidence of the impact of CBG on sleep quality.   

Mitigating Study Design Challenges 

In the Introduction, we outlined four challenges to overcome in this study’s design. 

 Challenge #1: Recruiting and engaging a skeptical Veteran community 
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We need to engage a community with an understandable mistrust of sharing 

sensitive personal information. We hosted “Participant Panels” to hear the voice of 

this community and get their input on study design. We are extremely grateful to the 

Veterans that volunteered their time and their openness in sharing their experiences.  

We showed panel participants a few questions from the PCL-5 to gauge how willing 

they would be to answer sensitive questions on a mobile device. We learned how 

familiar they are with mental health questionnaires and their reluctance to answer 

these questions honestly. Below are direct responses by Veterans who participated 

in the Participant Panels: 

• “I answered these two days ago in my therapy session. It feels sterile. Not all 

of this applies to me, so I’m just going to do my best to answer something.” 

• “The problem with these questions is that if you answer them, you can get 

5150’d. They are just trying to figure out if you’re a problem, they aren’t asking 

if you have a hole in your center.” 

• “Am I going to incriminate myself? I would not answer that question. I’m not 

saying I wouldn’t do it, but would I answer it honestly? There are some things 

I’m just never going to write down anywhere.” 

• [When asked these questions frequently] “You start to judge yourself, like 

‘What do they want me to be saying?’” 

While we couldn’t modify the validated questionnaires, this feedback helped us craft 

the following introduction we used before each questionnaire:  

● “These questions will help us learn more about you and your personal 

experiences. There are no “right” or “wrong” answers because everyone’s 

experience is unique to them. If you feel stuck or you are not sure how to 
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answer a question, just do the best you can. Remember: How you respond to 

these questions will not go on your medical record or be reported to the VHA, 

so please answer honestly. This information will be used only for this research 

study.” 

We also heard how Veteran’s groups gave them back the sense of community they 

had in the military. We learned how challenging it was to feel “heard” and develop 

consistent relationships when seeking care: 

• “Getting a regular appointment is almost impossible” 

• “Every time I switch doctors, they want to touch my meds” 

• “It’s hard to relate to doctors that don’t know military culture” 

This validated our intention to recruit through Veterans advocacy organizations. We 

asked the Veterans Cannabis Group to be our study co-sponsor and for permission 

to use their logo on our recruitment materials. This provided Veterans with 

representation from their community during recruitment and provided our study team 

with a consistent and integrated source of feedback through study design. We 

emphasized the study sponsor’s Veteran status (e.g., “By Veterans For Veterans”) 

and how the mission of this study is to support Veterans issues. 

Challenge #2: Recruiting and retaining a representative study population 

Early on, we envisioned that a decentralized study design might lower access-related 

barriers to clinical research for our target population, as nearly 70% of potential 

clinical trial participants live more than two hours away from a study center.48  In In 

addition to recruitment challenges, we also needed to maintain adherence and 

retention for at least six weeks. With the relative novelty of fully remote research 

studies, the research community is still learning how to engage decentralized study 

participants. 
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 For this study, we wanted each study participant to meet with the same CRC 

for their study check-in’s. This models the “Engagement Specialist” methodology 

recently published in the BUMP study by S. Goodday, et. al.49  We prepared training 

for these CRCs using the insights we obtained during the participant panels (Figure 

2: Cultural Competency Guidance developed for CRC Training) to ensure they 

could understand the Veterans unique experience. Lastly, we designed recurring 

check-in questions to foster a relationship and provide support (Supplementary 

Table 2). 

Challenge #3: Minimizing or avoiding common confounders in cannabis research 

Most cannabis studies use an inhalable method of administration and use the 

cannabis flower, which contains variable quantities of hundreds of active compounds. 

There are additional benefits for using a non-psychoactive cannabinoid for this study, 

as cannabis with a psychoactive effect is difficult to placebo control and presented 

more safety-related concerns.  

LEVEL’s CBG ProtabTM is a swallowable tablet that allows us to control 

dosage, dose reliability and generate a realistic placebo. The placebo study product 

will be manufactured and packaged identically to the active study product, but the 

placebo ProtabTM will not contain any CBG. Each batch of the investigational product 

will be evaluated by an independent laboratory to ensure that the cannabinoid profile 

was within established limits and with no ∆9-THC element. 

We also selected a pre–post study design to evaluate within-individual 

changes before and after the introduction of CBG. Furthermore, the trial design is 

randomized, placebo-controlled, and triple-blinded (i.e., the participant; data 
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collection, management, and analysis personnel; and the principal investigator will 

remain blinded). 

Challenge #4: Effectively measuring a change in in sleep quality: Endpoint & Digital 

Health Technology (DHT) design 

As previously noted, we desired a sleep PRO as our primary endpoint. We used 

traditional methods to select an appropriate questionnaire (e.g., evaluating content 

validity within a similar population, reliability, and usability characteristics such as 

recall period, availability, and cost 

We wanted an objective digital measurement of sleep to use as a comparator 

to the subjectively reported outcome. There are a number of sleep biometrics to 

choose from. We considered nightly sleep efficiency (calculated by dividing the 

amount of time spent asleep by the total amount of time in bed) and duration of REM 

sleep as one of the most relevant digital outcomes for this study. We ultimately chose 

a Fitbit after using the Digital Medicine Society’s “V3” framework to guide our fit-for-

purpose device selection. This framework relies on verification, analytical validation, 

and clinical validation,40 as well as considering traditional constraints such as cost, 

accessibility, usability, and other parameters. We knew that a Fitbit device performed 

adequately in healthy populations when compared to PSG (analytical validation),50,51 

and had been clinically evaluated in populations with healthy52  and interrupted 

sleep.53-55 

While we are aware of the limitations of a consumer-grade device when 

compared to a research-grade device, it was acceptable given the exploratory nature 

of the biometric endpoints. Further, we preferred a sensor that offered the ability to 

return usable health data back to the study population. Study participants would be 
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able to view activity (calories, steps, miles), sleep data (sleep and wake times, total 

duration, a proprietary sleep “score”), as well as other data. Veterans have previously 

self-reported that one motivation behind wearing a Fitbit in a research setting was an 

increased self-awareness.56  Since we had a fully remote study design, we wanted to 

reinforce engagement and value however possible, and this seemed like an 

additional way we could honor Veterans’ preferences. We selected the Fitbit Inspire 2 

for use in this study. The sleep algorithm and hardware were not expected to deviate 

greatly from prior studies with a similar multisensory approach and algorithm. 

Known Limitations 

One limitation to this study is that it will only be offered in English. The VHA does not 

track English language proficiency, so it is unknown how many Veterans have limited 

English skills. The Migration Policy Institute (www.migrationpolicy.org) reported that 

only 2.6% of a population of Veterans that were either foreign-born or children of 

immigrants report limited English skills.57  If we assume that data is also 

representative of this enrolled cohort, that would result in only 2-3 study participants 

requiring non-English support on the scale of this study.  

The study application for answering questionnaires could be used on a mobile 

phone or computer, but participants needed to have their own smartphone in order to 

connect the Fitbit device through the Fitbit app. The authors are aware of the ‘digital 

divide’ and how decentralized studies can be overly reliant on internet access and 

smartphone ownership.58 While in California 91% of households reported high-speed 

internet access in 2021, the adoption rate is still skewed higher for high-income 

households.59 
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We plan to account for these limitations in the subsequent, larger controlled 

trials that will be guided by our findings. 
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Table 1. Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria 

Inclusion Criteria 
• Veteran status 
• MOS Sleep Problems Index II > 30 
• California resident 
• Age 21 or over 
• Participants must own their own device to use for the study. Devices must 

meet the following criteria: 
• Apple iOS 12.2 or higher 
• Android OS 7.0 or higher 

• Participants must be comfortable reading study instructions in English and 
communicating with study team in English 

• Be willing to commit to study dosing, completing evaluation instruments, and 
following study protocol activities. 

• If female and of childbearing potential, agree to use an effective form of birth 
control during study participation; defined as those which result in a low failure 
rate (i.e., less than 1% per year) when used consistently and correctly such as 
implants, injectables, oral contraceptives, IUDs, or a vasectomized partner. 

• If using sleep medications, medication and dosage have not been changed in 
the past month and will remain unchanged for the duration of the study  

• If using other psychotropic medications, medication and dosage have not been 
changed in the past 2 months, and will remain unchanged for the duration of 
the study. 

• If diagnosed with sleep apnea (participant reported), participant must be 
currently using a CPAP with at least four weeks of prior CPAP use 

• If prior observation that the participant has stopped breathing or observed 
choking/gasping during their sleep, participant must be currently using a CPAP 
with at least four weeks of prior CPAP use 

Exclusion Criteria 
• Currently in a Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Insomnia (CBTI) program  
• Women who are currently pregnant, trying to become pregnant, or 

breastfeeding 
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Figure 1. Veterans ECS21 Study Schedule of Assessments 
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Figure 2: Cultural Competency Guidance developed for CRC Training (Excerpt)
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