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Abstract

Background: The antidepressant effects of ketamine and repetitive transcranial magnetic
stimulation (rTMS) are hypothesized to rely on mechanisms of long-term-potentiation and
synaptic plasticity. Cannabis, via activation of CB1 receptors has been shown to impair synaptic
plasticity, suggesting that cannabis use might moderate the antidepressant effects of ketamine
and/or rTMS. Methods. We performed a retrospective chart review of 222 Veterans, including
58 females, treated for depression with either rTMS or ketamine/esketamine at the VA San
Diego Medical Center (VASDMC). We estimated the effects of treatment using changesin the
Patient-Health-Questionnaire 9 (PHQ-9) split by cannabis use. Cannabis use was determined
using self-report for rTMS (102 total, 23 screening positive for cannabis use) or urinary drug
screens for ketamine (120 total, 40 screening positive for cannabis use). Mixed-level repeated
measures ANOV A was utilized to determine whether cannabis use affected PHQ-9 scores (group
effect) or the change in PHQ-9 over time (group x time interaction). Results: Cannabis usedid
not affect overall symptom severity (group effect F (1, 100) = 0.58, p = 0.45) for rTMS, group
effect (F (1, 118) = 0.58, p = 0.45) for ketamine, nor did it impact changes in symptoms for
either treatment (group x time effect for ketamine: (F (7, 759) = 0.36, p = 0.93); group x time
effect for rTMS (F (5, 412) = 0.4160, p = 0.83). Conclusions: Cannabis use was unrelated to
antidepressant treatment outcomes for either rTMS or ketamine, suggesting that cannabis use

should not be a contraindication for these treatments.
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I ntroduction

Major depressive disorder (MDD) is adisabling condition with high worldwide prevalence
(Whiteford et al., 2013). A sizable proportion of patients with MDD do not respond to traditional
first line pharmacotherapy, with a 12-month prevalence of treatment resistant depression (TRD)
among patients treated with medication estimated to be 30% (Zhdanava et a., 2021). Severa
new treatments have been developed for treatment resistant depression in recent years, including
repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS) and ketamine. M eta-analyses have found
that both rTMS (Brunoni et a., 2017) and ketamine/esketamine (Bahji et al., 2022) are effective

for TRD.

The antidepressant effects of both rTM S and ketamine are thought to rely on aspects of synaptic
plasticity invoking long-term potentiation (LTP) (Huang et al., 2005; Kim et a., 2023;
Wrightson et al., 2023). Thus, agentsthat affect or diminish synaptic plasticity may likewise
reduce the antidepressant effects of ketamine and rTMS. One commonly used agent that impairs
synaptic plasticity is cannabis (Hoffman et a., 2021). Cannabisis awidely consumed substance
world-wide, with nearly 192 million usersin 2018 and an estimated 3.9% of users among the
global population aged 15-64 years old (Ransing et al., 2022). Given this prevalence and the
potential impacts of cannabis on neural plasticity (Hoffman et al., 2021) and mental health
(Mooreet al., 2007), we were interested in examining the effects of cannabis use on the
antidepressant effects of rTMS and ketamine. To date, there is limited data on the effects of
cannabis use on response to either rTMS or ketamine. We hypothesized that cannabis use would
impair the antidepressant effects of these treatments. To answer this question, we performed a

retrospective analysis of Veterans treated with these modalities at the VA San Diego Medical
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Center between 2017 — 2023 and analyzed whether cannabis moderated the antidepressant

effects.

Methods

In accordance with the EQUATOR Network, we report our data following STROBE guidelines.

This study was approved as an ingtitutional review board (IRB) exemption by the local VA
ingtitutional review board (IRB 1223219). We performed a chart review of patients referred to
the neuromodulation clinic at the VA San Diego Medical Center for rTMS or ketamine between
January 2017 to March 2023. Veterans were included if they received at least 2 weeks of rTMS
and had at |least one Patient Health Questionnaire-9 (PHQ-9) post treatment (n = 105), or if they
received at least 2 ketamine treatments with at least one PHQ-9 score post-treatment initiation (n
= 124). Treatments followed standard clinical protocols. For rTMS treatments, most Veterans
received either of the FDA-cleared protocols, 10Hz or intermittent theta-burst stimulation
(ITBS), targeted to the left dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (DLPFC). Ketamine/esketamine
treatments were offered twice/week for 8 treatments for the induction period. Esketamine dosing
typically started at 54mg, and was then flexibly dosed based on clinical response. Ketamine
dosing started at 0.5mg/kg and was flexible dosed (up to 1mg/kg) based on clinical response.
Data on cannabis use was gathered during the clinical intake by self-report (for rTMS) or via
positive tests on a urinary drug screen (UDS) administered prior to every ketamine treatment. A
positive UDS at any point during the 8 ketamine induction treatments was a marker for cannabis

use.
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Outcomes: Clinical data used in this study were gathered as part of standard measurement-based
care. Our main outcome of interest was change on the PHQ-9, an established salf-report
guestionnaire of the severity of depression symptoms. For rTM S treatments, assessments were
given prior to the first treatment and then weekly. For ketamine/esketamine treatments,

assessments were given prior to each treatment.

Statistical analysis. Multilevel mixed-effects model was implemented within Prism to model

repeated-measures effects of treatment, a between group factor of cannabis use, and a group x
treatment interaction for PHQ-9 symptoms. Statistical analyses were interpreted using an alpha
of 0.05, and reported two-sided values. We reported the F statistic (F) for ANOV A analyses and
used the Geisser-Greenhouse correction for repeated-measures. Post-hoc power analysis
(conducted in G* Power 4) showed that we had 80% power to detect a small difference between

groups (f = 0.11).

Results

Data on age, gender, baseline PHQ-9 data, ketamine modality, and rTM S protocol are included
in Table 1. To examine group differences by cannabis use, we performed a t-test for normally
distributed data and a chi-squared test for dichotomized data. We found a group differencein age
for both the rTM S and ketamine groups (cannabis users were on average younger than non-

cannabis users (p<0.05). No other group differences were noted.
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We next examined whether cannabis use affected changes in PHQ-9 scores during ketamine
treatments (Figure 1). We found amain effect of treatment (F (4, 510) = 21.6, p<0.0001), with a
mean reduction of 4.4 points on the PHQ-9 (Cl 2.7-6.1). There was no main effect of cannabis
use (F (1, 118) = 0.58, p = 0.45) nor asignificant group x time interaction (F (7, 759) = 0.36, p =
0.93). Non-cannabis users showed a 4.5 point reduction (Cl 2.539-6.407) while cannabis users
showed a 4.3 point reduction (Cl 0.7802-7.917). At no time point was there a significant between

group differencein PHQ-9 scores (all corrected p values > 0.7).

We next examined whether cannabis use affected treatment outcomes during rTMS treatments
(Figure 2). We found a gtatistically significant effect of treatment on PHQ-9 for rTMS (F (5,
412) = 42.55, p < 0.0001). Across groups there was a 6.5 point reduction in the PHQ-9 (CI 4.9-
8.2). There was no main effect of cannabis use on overall PHQ-9 scores (F (1, 100) = 0.58, p =
0.45), nor agroup x timeinteraction (F (5, 412) = 0.4160, p = 0.83). Non-cannabis users showed
a 6.9 point reduction (Cl 5.40-8.5) while cannabis users showed a 6.1 point reduction (Cl 3.2-9),
and at no time point was there a significant between group difference in PHQ-9 scores (all

corrected p values > 0.7).

Thus, acrossindividuals there was a striking similarity in the lack of effect cannabis use had on

the antidepressant efficacy of either ketamine or rTMS therapy.

Discussion
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Thereis evidence that both ketamine and rTM S act through synaptic plasticity (Huang et al.,
2005; Kim et al., 2023) as well as modulation of GABA processes (Lenz & Vlachos, 2016;
Voineskos et a., 2021; Zanos & Gould, 2018) . Exogenous cannabis use, via action on
cannabinoid receptors (particularly the CB1R) (Kendall & Yudowski, 2017) has been shown to
both modulate plasticity (Hoffman et al., 2021) and affect cortical inhibition (Fitzgerald et al.,
2009), both targets of ketamine/rTM S therapy processes (Huang et al., 2005; Kim et al., 2023;
Lenz & Vlachos, 2016; Voineskos et al., 2021; Zanos & Gould, 2018). It was therefore
surprising but encouraging that we found no difference in antidepressant response to either
ketamine or rTM S based on cannabis use. This suggests that until more data is produced, it is not

necessary to require complete abstinence to maximize the effects of these treatments.

There are several limitationsto our data. First, thisis a modest sample but powered (at 80%) to
detect at least a small effect size. Our findings within a unigque patient population of Veterans
may not generalize to non-Veterans. This analysis was neither randomized nor controlled. Lastly,
we did not fully assess the frequency/duration/chronicity of cannabis use, which may be an
important determinant. There are however severa strengths to this retrospective analysis that
render this datainformative. First, results generalized across two different treatment modalities
(ketamine and rTMS). This study was a naturalistic, real-world study without any obvious biasin
terms of recruitment or inclusion/exclusion of cannabis users that might occur in randomized
controlled trials. Finally, thisisthe largest datato date of the effects of cannabis on treatment

outcomes of ketamineand rTMS.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446; this version posted June 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

References

Bahji, A., Zarate, C. A., & Vazquez, G. H. (2022). Efficacy and safety of racemic ketamine and
esketamine for depression: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Expert Opinion on
Drug Safety, 21(6), 853-866. https://doi.org/10.1080/14740338.2022.2047928

Brunoni, A. R., Chaimani, A., Moffa, A. H., Razza, L. B., Gattaz, W. F., Daskalakis, Z. J., &
Carvaho, A. F. (2017). Repetitive Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation for the Acute
Treatment of Mgjor Depressive Episodes. A Systematic Review With Network Meta-
analysis. JAMA Psychiatry, 74(2), 143-152.
https.//doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2016.3644

Fitzgerald, P. B., Williams, S., & Daskalakis, Z. J. (2009). A Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation
Study of the Effects of Cannabis Use on Motor Cortical Inhibition and Excitability.
Neuropsychopharmacology, 34(11), Article 11. https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2009.71

Hoffman, A. F., Hwang, E.-K., & Lupica, C. R. (2021). Impairment of Synaptic Plagticity by
Cannabis, A9-THC, and Synthetic Cannabinoids. Cold Spring Harbor Perspectivesin
Medicine, 11(5), a039743. https.//doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.ad39743

Huang, Y .-Z., Edwards, M. J., Rounis, E., Bhatia, K. P., & Rothwell, J. C. (2005). Theta Burst
Stimulation of the Human Motor Cortex. Neuron, 45(2), 201-206.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2004.12.033

Kendall, D. A., & Yudowski, G. A. (2017). Cannabinoid Receptorsin the Central Nervous
System: Their Signaling and Roles in Disease. Frontiersin Cellular Neuroscience, 10.

https://mww.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fncel.2016.00294


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446; this version posted June 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Kim, J.-W., Suzuki, K., Kavaldli, E. T., & Monteggia, L. M. (2023). Bridging rapid and
sustained antidepressant effects of ketamine. Trends in Molecular Medicine, 29(5), 364—
375. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molmed.2023.02.003

Lenz, M., & Vlachos, A. (2016). Releasing the Cortical Brake by Non-Invasive Electromagnetic
Stimulation? RTMS Induces LTD of GABAergic Neurotransmission. Frontiersin Neural
Circuits, 10. https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fncir.2016.00096

Moore, T. H., Zammit, S, Lingford-Hughes, A., Barnes, T. R., Jones, P. B., Burke, M., & Lewis,
G. (2007). Cannabis use and risk of psychotic or affective mental health outcomes: A
systematic review. The Lancet, 370(9584), 319-328. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-
6736(07)61162-3

Ransing, R., delaRosa, P. A., Pereira-Sanchez, V., Handuleh, J. I. M., Jerotic, S., Gupta, A. K.,
Karaliuniene, R., de Filippis, R., Peyron, E., Sonmez Giingér, E., Boujraf, S., Yee, A.,
Vahdani, B., Shaib, S., Stowe, M. J., Jaguga, F., Dannatt, L., da Silva, A. K., Grandinetti,
P., & Jatchavala, C. (2022). Current state of cannabis use, policies, and research across
sixteen countries. Cross-country comparisons and international perspectives. Trendsin
Psychiatry and Psychotherapy, 44(Suppl 1), €20210263. https.//doi.org/10.47626/2237-
6089-2021-0263

Voineskos, D., Blumberger, D. M., Rogasch, N. C., Zomorrodi, R., Farzan, F., Foussias, G.,
Rajji, T. K., & Daskalakis, Z. J. (2021). Neurophysiological effects of repetitive
transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS) in treatment resistant depression. Clinical
Neurophysiology, 132(9), 2306-2316. https.//doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2021.05.008

Whiteford, H. A., Degenhardt, L., Rehm, J., Baxter, A. J., Ferrari, A. J., Erskine, H. E., Charlson,

F. J.,, Norman, R. E., Flaxman, A. D., Johns, N., Burstein, R., Murray, C. J. L., & Vos, T.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446; this version posted June 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

(2013). Global burden of disease attributable to mental and substance use disorders:
Findings from the Global Burden of Disease Study 2010. Lancet (London, England),
382(9904), 1575-1586. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(13)61611-6

Wrightson, J. G., Cole, J., Sohn, M. N., & McGirr, A. (2023). The effects of D-Cycloserine on
corticospinal excitability after repeated spaced intermittent theta-burst transcranial
magnetic stimulation: A randomized controlled trial in healthy individuals.
Neur opsychopharmacology: Official Publication of the American College of
Neur opsychophar macology, 48(8), 1217-1224. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41386-023-
01575-7

Zanos, P., & Gould, T. D. (2018). Mechanisms of ketamine action as an antidepressant.
Molecular Psychiatry, 23(4), 801-811. https.//doi.org/10.1038/mp.2017.255

Zhdanava, M., Pilon, D., Ghelerter, I., Chow, W., Joshi, K., Lefebvre, P., & Sheehan, J. J.
(2021). The Prevalence and National Burden of Treatment-Resistant Depression and
Major Depressive Disorder in the United States. The Journal of Clinical Psychiatry,

82(2), 29169. https://doi .org/10.4088/JCP.20m13699

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446; this version posted June 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Role of Funding Sour ce: Funding was received via ORD funding for the Center of Excellence
for Stress and Mental Health, and Burroughs-Wellcome Fund Career Award for Medical
Scientists on behalf of DR.

Contributors: MAS and HTA are co-first authors and contributed equally to thiswork. All
authors substantially contributed to this study, manuscript preparation, and approved the final
manuscript as submitted.

Conflict of interest: No authors have disclosures to report.

Acknowledgements. None.

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.28.23291446; this version posted June 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Tablesand Figures:

rTMS - Cannabis  + Cannabis sig
N 79 23
Age, mean (SD) 50.1 (13.5) 42.4 (13.8) p=0.02
Sex assigned at birth p=05
Male 60 (76%) 19(83%)
Female 19 (24%) 4 (17%)
PHQ9 (baseline) 19.4 (4.4) 18.3 (4.5) p=0.3
Motor Threshold 51.6 (15) 57.8 (14.1) p=0.1
Ketamine
N 80 40
Age, mean (SD) 47.7 (12) 41.2 (9.8) p = 0.005
Sex assigned at birth,
n (%) p=0.48
Male 55 (69%) 30 (75%)
Female 25 (31%) 10 (25%)
PHQ9 (baseline) 18.9 (5.3) 19.4 (5.4) p=0.6

Table 1. Demographics of subjects split by group. Significant differences by cannabis use were

estimated using a one-sample two-sided t-test (age, PHQ-9 scores, M T scores) or a Chi-sgquared

test (sex). Age was significantly different by cannabis use for both the ketamineand rTMS

groups.
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Figure 1. PHQ-9 scores (left pand individual, right panel mean/SEM) separated by cannabis

use (UDYS). Mean effect across treatments (p<0.0001), but no overall group effect (p = 0.45) or

treatment x group effect (p = 0.93), indicating cannabis use does not diminish the antidepressant

effects of ketamine.
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Figure2: PHQ-9 scores (left panel mean/SEM, right pandl individual subject data) separated by
cannabis use (sdlf-reported). Main effect of treatment across weeks (p<0.0001), but no overall
group effect (p = 0.45) or treatment x group effect (p = 0.84), indicating cannabis use does not

diminish the antidepressant effects of rTMS treatments.
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