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Abstract 

 

Objective 

To test the hypothesis that depression is associated with differential neurodevelopment of reward 

circuitry in adolescence.  

Methods  

Adolescent girls (N=183, 58 with MDD in early or late adolescence) underwent MRI scans from 

ages 16-20 (1-4 scans/participant, 477 scans total) and completed a card-guessing fMRI task with 

monetary rewards. Mixed-effect models tested the effect of age and the moderating effect of MDD 

on whole-brain regional activation during reward anticipation. 

Results 

Eighty of 414 regions showed age effects (pFDR<0.05), consisting primarily of increasing activation 

with increasing age. Most significant regions were in dorsal attention, salience, and somatomotor 

networks, and also included the bilateral putamen, pallidum, and right nucleus accumbens. MDD 

moderated age effects in 40 regions (pFDR<0.05), including the right putamen, medial orbitofrontal 

cortex, and amygdala, and regions in control and dorsal attention networks. MDD x linear and 

quadratic age effects were negative, suggesting that MDD was associated with accelerated 

neurodevelopment. 

Conclusions 

Theories of reward processing’s contribution to adolescent risk for depression focus primarily on 

core reward regions, yet a host of regions beyond these continue to develop during late 

adolescence. Findings demonstrate differing regional patterns of age-related changes in relation 

to MDD in girls, suggesting that depression involves disruption of a wide range of regions during 

reward anticipation processing across adolescence. Childhood and adolescent MDD is 

associated with accelerated neurodevelopment of attention and cognitive control regions during 

reward anticipation processing, which may have consequences both for cognitive function and 

the emergence of reward-system-specific disruptions. 
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Introduction 

The hallmark symptoms of depression include sadness, fatigue and anhedonia, which have been 

hypothesized to reflect altered neural processing of rewards1. Blunted activation of the ventral 

striatum (VS) during reward processing has emerged as a highly consistent finding in meta-

analyses of major depressive disorder (MDD)2,3. Moreover, reward-related activation 

prospectively predicts MDD and depression symptoms4–6, is altered in youth with familial risk for 

depression7–10, and predicts treatment response in MDD11,12. Collectively, these findings suggest 

a potential mechanistic role of reward processing in MDD13, which is further supported by 

observations that reward circuitry manipulations influence depressive-like behaviors in model 

organisms14,15.   

 The peak incidence for MDD occurs during adolescence16–18, especially for girls19. 

Adolescence is also a developmental period in which reward-related activation, particularly of the 

VS, changes and peaks20–22. Evidence suggests that adolescents with MDD show greater VS 

blunting than adults with MDD2,8, and there are sex differences in the maturational time-course of 

reward-related brain structures23 and associated behaviors24,25. Thus, one emerging hypothesis 

is that differences in the maturational time course of reward processing in the VS1,21,26 contributes 

to depression beyond differences in reward function in depressed relative to non-depressed 

participants. Such developmental differences may be most evident in higher-risk populations, 

such as adolescent girls, and may even partially underlie the elevated incidence of depression in 

adolescent girls. 

One proposed developmental model is that VS activation is chronically low in MDD--

blunted activation in adolescents with MDD is a product of a smaller developmentally expected 

increase in reward activity1,8. An alternative model is that adolescents with, or at risk for, MDD 

display accelerated neurodevelopment, such that reward processing in the VS peaks and 

decreases earlier relative to non-depressed adolescents—blunted activation is thus a by-product 

of being at a later neurodevelopmental point5,27,28. Adjudicating between these models requires 

testing whether, and how, the correlation between age and reward processing differs in MDD. To 

date, findings have been limited, as age is largely treated as a confound in neuroimaging studies 

of MDD, and few studies of adolescent depression have measured activation longitudinally. 

Understanding the nature of developmental disruption in reward processing in adolescent girls 

with depression is critical to elucidating the etiology and pathophysiology of this form of 

psychopathology.   

 Prior empirical and theoretical literature has focused primarily on the VS, driven both by 

its central role in reward processing29 and by clear associations with MDD2,3. However, evidence 

indicates that regions throughout the brain play critical roles in reward processing29,30 and reward 

signals are present in networks that play primary roles in other functions (including vision and 

attention)31,32. This focus on a subset of regions may have led the field to miss other important 

associations33. Indeed, in a recent meta-analysis of reward processing in MDD, 15 of 38 included 

studies examined associations only within a priori regions of interest2. Additionally, the majority of 

studies examining reward processing during development have compared adolescents and 

adults, rather than tracking neurodevelopment through adolescence. Thus, knowledge on the 

time-course of reward processing development during adolescence is limited34–36, with the 

exception of the VS20. These gaps highlight the need for studies that examine whole-brain reward 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 17, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.15.23295631doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.15.23295631
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


processing changes during adolescence and that test whether the development of reward 

processing activation differs in individuals with a history of MDD.  

The present study examined the development of whole-brain activation during reward 

anticipation in a sample of adolescent girls scanned longitudinally from ages 16-20.  Analyses 

focused on reward anticipation, given meta-analytic evidence that the correlation of MDD with 

striatal activation to reward anticipation, but not reward receipt, may vary with age2 and that striatal 

reward anticipation activation is predictive of future changes in depressive symptoms13. Analyses 

sought first to test whether whole-brain reward anticipation activation changes with age during 

late adolescence and second to test whether group-level trajectories differed between participants 

with and without childhood or adolescent MDD, controlling for other known correlates of reward 

processing and depression, including pubertal maturation20, financial strain37, and race38. It was 

hypothesized that curvilinear patterns of activation would be observed across development20,36, 

particularly in canonical reward regions (e.g., VS). Based on evidence of accelerated 

development of brain structure27 and accelerated cellular aging in MDD39, it was hypothesized 

that participants with MDD would show a pattern of neurodevelopment consistent with accelerated 

maturation of reward-related activation in late adolescence. 

 

Methods 

Sample 
 
Participants were N=183 girls, ages 16-20. Participants and their mothers were recruited from the 
longitudinal Pittsburgh Girls Study (PGS)40, which followed an enumeration of households 
including girls between the ages of 5 and 8 in the city of Pittsburgh. Of 2990 eligible families, 2450 
(85%) were successfully re-contacted and agreed to participate in a prospective study. A subset 
of PGS participants was recruited to the PGS Emotions sub-study (PGS-E), a study of precursors 
to depression (N=23241), at age 9. Eight year old PGS participants who scored in the top 25% on 
self-and/or maternal report of depression and a randomly selected group of girls scoring in the 
lower 75% (matched on race) were targeted for enrollment in the PGS-E. Participants identified 
as Black/African American (n=124, 68%), White (n=50, 27%), or multi-racial (n=9, 5%). 
Participants completed annual diagnostic interviews from ages 9-13 years. From ages 16-20, 
participants completed up to four annual study visits and fMRI scanning sessions. All procedures 
received Institutional Review Board approval at the University of Pittsburgh and all participants 
(when they reached age 18 years) and their mothers provided informed consent for their 
participation. Of the potential k=928 scans (4 per participant, N=232 participants), the final sample 
consisted of k=477 reward fMRI scans from N=183 participants pooled across the four annual 
assessments. Scans were unavailable or excluded from analyses because participants (1) 
withdrew or could not be scheduled (k=228 scans, n=121 participants), (2) were ineligible for an 
MRI scan due to medical or physical exclusionary criteria (k=80 scans, n=55 participants), (3) 
refused or were unable to complete the MRI portion of the study (k=69, n=48 participants), (4) did 
not correctly perform the reward task or scans did not pass MRI quality control benchmarks (k=86, 
n=65 participants). In the final sample, 49 participants had four scans, 51 had three, 45 had two, 
and 38 had one (Supplemental Figure 1). The average time between scans was 1.27 years 
(SD=0.5; range=0.44-4.18).  
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Assessment of Depression 
 
The Kiddie-Schedule for Affective Disorders and Schizophrenia-Present and Lifetime Version 
(KSADS-PL)42 was administered at every study visit. The KSADS assesses both child-reported 
and caregiver-reported depression symptoms through age 18 years, at which time report by 
caregivers was discontinued. At ages 9 to 12 girls and caregivers were asked about depression 
symptoms in the past month, and at ages 13 and older were asked about symptoms in the past 
month and past year. Participants were classified as having had MDD if they met DSM-IV criteria 
at any study visit by combined parent and child report (n=58; n=31 met criteria at ages 9-14; n=27 
met criteria at ages 16-20). Participants with MDD did not differ from those without MDD on 
sociodemographic variables (race, pubertal timing or tempo, and financial strain), age, or the 
number of fMRI scans (Table 1). Follow-up analyses compared depression occurring prior to age 
13 versus age 13 and older, as well as the effects of current total KSADS depression score 
(Supplemental Methods).  
 
Covariates 

Pubertal tempo and timing were derived from the self-reported Petersen Physical Development 
Scale (PPDS)43, administered annually from ages 9–15 years. Summary scores of girls’ pubertal 
maturation each year were calculated by averaging the five items. Pubertal timing (age of puberty 
onset) and tempo (rate of pubertal development) were estimated with a non-linear Gompertz 
growth model44.  
 
Whether or not the participant’s household received public assistance (i.e., Women, Infants, and 
Children [WIC], food stamps, or welfare) during the two study visits prior to the first MRI session 
(i.e., ages 14 and 15) was used to determine financial strain (binary) and used as a covariate in 
all analyses. 
 
 

 

Table 1: Group comparisons of demographic characteristics and study procedures 

 No Depression (n=125 Depression (n=58)   

 mean/N SD/percent mean/N SD/percent t/χ2 p 

Age in years † 18.5 1.35 18.4 1.4 -0.77 0.44 

African American * n=89 71% n=44 76% 0.23 0.63 

Financial strain * n=53 42% n=30 52% 1.04 0.31 

Pubertal tempo x 0.34 0.05 0.34 0.05 0.27 0.79 

Pubertal timing x 10.25 0.88 10.20 0.89 0.47 0.64 

Number of scans x 2.7 1.1 2.4 1.1 1.60 0.11 

Number of outlier frames † 23.8 19.5 22.2 19.0 -0.62 0.54 

Descriptives and comparisons of demographic variables between participants with major 

depression disorder (MDD) and those without. †= As the majority of participants had data at 

multiple time points, group comparison was run as a linear mixed effect model controlling for 

participant ID as a random intercept. *= group comparison was run as a chi-squared test. X= group 

comparison was run as a t-test. 
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Monetary Reward and Loss fMRI Task 
 
Participants completed a card-guessing task involving anticipation and receipt of monetary reward 
(Supplemental Methods, Supplemental Figure 2)11. Analyses focused on neural response to the 
cue indicating possible monetary gain (i.e., reward anticipation), given meta-analytic evidence 
that the correlation of MDD with striatal activation to reward anticipation, but not reward receipt, 
may vary with age2 and that striatal reward anticipation activation is predictive of future changes 
in depressive symptoms13. Details on neuroimaging data collection and processing are given in 
the Supplemental Methods. First-level general linear models were used to calculate the 
anticipation > baseline contrast. Subject-level average percent-signal-change was parcellated 
using the Schaefer et al. cortical atlas (n=400 regions)45 and the Harvard-Oxford subcortical 
atlas46 (n=24 regions). The Schaefer-atlas assigns cortical regions to one of the seven canonical 
resting state networks47. As in prior work48, the Neurosynth meta-analysis for ‘reward’49 was used 
to identify regions where reward-related activity is most likely to be reported (Supplemental 
Methods). This reward network consisted of 22 regions, including the bilateral nucleus 
accumbens, caudate, putamen, pallidum, amygdala, and thalamus, as well as multiple regions in 
the bilateral ventromedial prefrontal cortex and orbitofrontal cortex (Figure 1D). The hippocampus, 
the only subcortical ROI not in the reward network, was assigned to the default mode network50. 
The number of outlier frames identified during preprocessing, a metric reflecting scan quality, was 
used as a covariate in all analyses. 
 
Statistical analyses 

Age: Linear mixed-effect models using maximum likelihood estimation51,52 tested effects of age. 

Model covariates included race, pubertal tempo and timing, and financial strain. Participant ID 

was included as a random intercept. Age, included as a fixed effect, was modeled as a second-

degree orthogonal polynomial (i.e., age + age2; mean-centered). Age was not modeled as a 

random slope, as random-slope models were singular. To determine statistical significance, a 

likelihood-ratio test compared a model with only covariates to a model that additionally included 

age and age2, reflecting whether the addition of age significantly improved model fit. Additional 

control analyses are reported in the Supplement. The effect of age on region was summarized as 

the integral of age-related change (Supplemental Methods).  

Depression-by-Age interaction: Linear mixed-effect models tested whether the addition of 

depression-by-age and depression-by-age2 interaction terms improved model fit, using a 

likelihood-ratio test. The baseline model included all previously described covariates--race, 

pubertal tempo, and financial strain--as well as age, age2, and depression group as main effects. 

As the goal was to examine depression group differences in the correlation of activation with age, 

the model comparison did not test depression group differences in average activation. Models 

additionally included terms for the interactions between potential confounding variables and main 

effects (e.g., age x puberty, age x FD, etc.)53. Exploratory post-hoc analyses examined the main 

effect of depression, effects of depression occurring prior to age 13 versus age 13 and older, as 

well as effects and interactions with current depression score (Supplemental Methods). 

Multiple test correction using fdr correction (Supplemental Figure 5) was jointly applied across the 

age and age x depression analysis results. Post-hoc analyses additionally compared effects 

between the reward and loss anticipation contrasts (Supplemental Methods). 
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Sensitivity analyses (Supplemental Figure 4, Supplemental Results) indicated that analyses had 

80% power to detect effects as small as β = 0.1 – 0.15, with slightly less power for the MDD-by-

Age interaction, likely due to imbalanced group-sizes. 

 

Results 

Neurodevelopment of reward anticipation activation  

The addition of age and age2 to mixed-effect models significantly improved model-fit in n=80 

regions (19.3% of 414 regions; p<0.05 fdr; ΔAIC = -30.4 - -5.9, ΔBIC = -22.2 - 2.3; Figure 1A & 

1B). These included regions in the somatomotor (n=37/77, 49% of regions in the network), 

salience (n=18/47, 38%), dorsal attention (n=13/46, 29%), reward (n=5/22, 23%), visual (n=4/61, 

7%), and control (n=3/50, 6%) networks (Supplemental Data). Significant regions included the 

bilateral frontal operculum, insula, dorsal anterior cingulate cortex, the left parietal operculum, the 

bilateral frontal eye fields, the bilateral putamen (Supplemental Figure 6) and pallidum, and the 

right nucleus accumbens (Figure 1D). The majority of significant regions increased in activation 

throughout the course of the study period (Figure 1C), with the exception of regions in the visual 

cortex and the right nucleus accumbens (NAc), which showed a net decrease in activation, with 

an inverted-U shape trajectory (i.e., NAc activation peaked earlier than other significant regions). 

Post-hoc analyses indicated that these effects were not attributable to habituation54 

(Supplemental Results). Analyses compared the derived age-associated integral of activation 

between networks (Supplemental Methods; Figure 2). Network-membership was significantly 

associated with the age-integral (F(7,401)=53.33, ppermutation=4x10-4, adjusted R2=0.48). The dorsal 

attention, salience, and somatomotor networks showed the largest average age-integral (Figure 

1C; Supplemental Table 2). Results did not differ when race was included as a covariate 

(Supplemental Data). Post-hoc analyses comparing win and loss anticipation found that age 

effects do not differ between these conditions (Supplemental Results). 
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Figure 1: Neurodevelopment of reward anticipation-related activation in adolescent girls 

A) Distribution of the quadratic and linear standardized effects of age on reward anticipation activation. 

Each point represents a different region. Significant (p<0.05 fdr-corrected) regions are bolded. The negative 

correlation (r=-0.59) indicates that regions with a large linear effect of age also tend to have a large negative 

quadratic effect (i.e., activation increases with an inverted-U trajectory, leading to a correlation as the age 

range is relatively narrow). Regions are colored by the square-root of the marginal R2 of the linear and 

quadratic age effects. B) Age-related change across all regions. Each line is a separate region, colored by 

the integral of the age-related change. Activation is centered so that each region begins a 0 at age 16, 

highlighting how activation changes with age. Most regions showed curvilinear age-related change across 

late adolescence, with the majority showing a positive quadratic pattern. C) The integral of age-related 

change plotted by network – each point represents a separate region. Points representing significant 

(p<0.05 fdr) regions are bolded. D) The integral of age-related change plotted by Schaefer-atlas cortical 

(n=400) and subcortical region. Significant (p<0.05 fdr) cortical regions have a thicker outline. Significant 

subcortical regions included bilateral putamen and pallidum, and the right nucleus accumbens. The figure 

below describes regional assignment to each network.  
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Neurodevelopmental trajectories and adolescent depression 

The addition of interactions between MDD and age+age2 to mixed-effect models significantly 

improved model-fit in n=40 regions (9.6% of 414 regions; p<0.05 fdr; ΔAIC = -14.7 - -2.6, ΔBIC = 

-6.5 – 5.5; Figure 2A). MDD moderated the effect of age such that MDD was associated with a 

more negative age-trajectory (decreased more) and a larger inverted-U shape, relative to 

participants with no history of MDD (Figure 2A & 2B). 91% of regions showed effects in the same 

direction (Figure 2A). Equivalently, the main effect of adolescent MDD changed as a function of 

participant age, resulting in periods of both global hyper-activation and global hypo-activation 

(Figure 2C). Significant regions were present in every network except the limbic network, including 

the control (n=10/50 regions, 20% of all regions in the network), dorsal attention (n=10/46, 22%), 

default mode (n=8/87, 9%), reward (n=3/22, 13.6%), salience (n=1/47, 2%), somatomotor 

(n=6/77, 7.8%), and visual (n=2/61, 3%) networks (Figure 2D; Supplemental Data). Regions 

included the right orbitofrontal cortex, right medial prefrontal cortex, right anterior cingulate, and 

right lateral prefrontal cortex, as well as the right amygdala and right putamen (Figure 2E; 

Supplemental Figure 6; Supplemental Data). Network-membership was not associated with the 

strength of the MDD-by-age interactions (F(7,401)=9.4, ppermutation=0.42). Conclusions did not differ 

when race was included as a covariate (Supplemental Data).  

Post-hoc analyses testing the main effect of MDD found a nominally significant effect in 10 

regions, none of which survived fdr-correction (no region in the basal ganglia was nominally 

significant; Supplemental Data). Post-hoc analyses found no significant effect of current 

depression score over and above MDD, and that the MDD x Age effect remained after controlling 

for current depression (Supplemental Results). Post-hoc analyses examining age-of-onset 

(Supplemental Methods) found significant effects in n=12 regions (2.9% of 414 regions; p<0.05 

fdr; Supplemental Figure 7). Results survived joint correction alongside the results of the primary 

analyses (i.e., age and MDD x age). Effects reflect a more negative quadratic effect of age among 

participants meeting criteria for depression prior to age 13 (i.e., the age-associated change had 

a greater inverted-U shape for this group; Supplemental Figure 7A). Effects of MDD in primary 

analyses (above) were not driven by either age-of-onset group (Supplemental Data).  Post-hoc 

analyses comparing win and loss anticipation found that MDD x Age effects do not differ between 

these conditions (Supplemental Results). 
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Figure 2. Accelerated neurodevelopment in adolescents with MDD 

A) Distribution of the interaction effects between age (age+age2) and MDD (MDD n=58; No-MDD n=125). 

Participants with MDD display age-related change that is more negative and more concave (the correlation 

between linear and quadratic effects is r=0.32). Values are the standardized effect size of the interaction. 

Each point represents a separate region. Points are colored by the square-root of the increase in marginal 

R2 from adding the Age x MDD and Age2 x MDD interaction terms to the model, which is linearly proportional 

to the χ2 of the model comparison. Bolded points are significant p<0.05 fdr-corrected. B) Age-related 

changes in reward anticipation activation in participants without MDD (upper graph) and participants with 

MDD (lower graph). Each line represents a separate region. Line color represents the integral of the age-
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related change of each region. C). The effect of MDD changes with age. Each line represents a different 

region. The y-axis is the t-statistic of the main-effect of MDD (MDD > No-MDD) when age is centered to the 

x-axis value. Lines are colored by the square-root of the increase in marginal R2 from adding the Age x 

MDD and Age2 x MDD interaction terms to the model. D) The square-root of the marginal R2 from age x 

MDD and age2 x MDD interactions predicting activation during reward anticipation, plotted by network. 

Significant (p<0.05 fdr) regions are bolded. There is no significant effect of network (ppermutation>0.05). E)  

The square-root of the marginal R2 from age x MDD and age2 x MDD interactions predicting activation 

during reward anticipation, plotted by region. Significant (p<0.05 fdr) cortical regions have a thicker Outline. 

Significant subcortical regions included the right putamen and right amygdala. 

 

Discussion 

Two primary findings emerged. First, while reward-related regions (e.g., the nucleus accumbens) 

showed evidence of age-related change in reward anticipation activation, late-adolescence was 

characterized predominantly by age-related change in the dorsal attention, salience (also called 

ventral attention), and somatomotor networks. Second, patterns of age-related change differed 

between participants with and without MDD, in a manner consistent with the hypothesis of 

accelerated neurodevelopment. Although regions that differed by MDD included canonical reward 

regions, such as the putamen and medial orbitofrontal cortex, effects were present in regions 

within every network, save the limbic network. Taken together, these findings suggest that MDD 

is associated with differential neurodevelopment of regions supporting reward processing, which 

includes many regions beyond canonical ‘core’ reward areas.  

Neurodevelopment of reward anticipation processing 

A major strength of our analyses, relative to prior work, is that we tested the correlation with age, 

rather than comparing averages between age groups, resulting in greater sensitivity to 

developmental effects. Results replicate prior work identifying elevated reward-related activation 

in adolescence20–22,34–36. While reward-related regions (i.e., bilateral putamen, bilateral pallidum, 

and right nucleus accumbens) exhibited age-related change, one striking observation is that 

reward-processing in late-adolescence was characterized predominantly by change of the 

salience, dorsal attention, and somatomotor networks. While these networks are not primarily 

associated with reward function55, they all include regions that contribute to reward processing 

and reward-driven behavior, and that display developmental changes in activation during reward 

processing (i.e., bilateral insula, dorsal anterior cingulate cortex, intraparietal sulcus, frontal eye 

fields, and motor cortex)22,31,56,57.  

The peaking of dorsal attention, salience, and motor regions in late adolescence parallels 

the expected developmental time-course of cognitive control58,59. Dual-system models posit that 

adolescent reward-sensitivity is attributable to cognitive control developing later than the reward 

system60. Further, results may reflect the development of value-enhanced selective attention, 

which peaks in young adulthood and is thought to scaffold cognitive control61. That is, older 

adolescents may be better able to marshal attentional resources in response to a rewarding cue, 

as their cognitive control system is more mature. Relatedly, the present analyses focused on the 

reward anticipation condition, given prior evidence that striatal reward anticipation activation is 

predictive of future changes in depressive symptoms13. However, post-hoc analyses found that 

observed effects of age, and the interaction between age and MDD, did not significantly differ 

between reward and loss anticipation contrasts. This is broadly consistent with prior meta-analytic 
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evidence of little or no difference between the main effects of reward and loss anticipation62–64. 

Thus, the present results may instead reflect development of the neural response to outcome 

magnitude, or of development of cognitive control or attention to salient events, rather than 

development of the response to cue valence (i.e., reward vs. loss). However, as our task did not 

include cognitive control or attentional demands, or rewards of differing magnitudes, we could not 

test this hypothesis.  

Accelerated reward anticipation neurodevelopment in adolescents with depression 

Participant age interacted with MDD history in n=40 regions, such that participants with MDD had 

group-level developmental trajectories that were more negative and more concave (e.g., a greater 

‘inverted-U’ shape), but did not differ in average activation (Figure 2). Strikingly, 91% of all regions 

showed a similar pattern of negative age effects both linearly and quadratically (Figure 2A), and 

comparison between networks suggest that these effects are not specific to any network. These 

results suggest that MDD is associated with accelerated whole-brain neurodevelopment of reward 

anticipation-related processes in late adolescence.  

 Regions with a significant interaction between MDD and age included three with well-

established roles in reward processing: the right putamen (Supplemental Figure 6), a sub-region 

of the right medial orbitofrontal cortex (OFC), and the right amygdala, (Supplemental Data)3,65. 

This finding converges with prior meta-analytic evidence for blunted putamen activation during 

reward anticipation in participants with current MDD2, including the observation that it is 

associated with cumulative depression severity in a sample of younger adolescents oversampled 

for preschool-onset depression66. Accelerated structural aging of the putamen has additionally 

been reported in a sample of adults with MDD67. There is also meta-analytic evidence supporting 

increased medial OFC activation during reward processing in MDD, in a cluster that is proximal 

to the observed significant ROI3.  

Significant interactions between age and MDD were also present in every network, save 

the limbic. While networks did not differ in their mean effect, the majority of significant regions 

were located either in the control (n=15) or dorsal attention (n=12) networks. All but one of the 

regions in the dorsal attention network were located in the posterior parietal cortex, which plays 

a role in reward-driven attentional control68. Regions in the control network included sub-regions 

of the lateral prefrontal cortex, posterior cingulate, inferior parietal sulcus, precuneus, and 

posterior medial prefrontal cortex. These regions all play key roles in cognitive control55, which 

uses reward information to guide actions69,70. Depression is known to be associated with deficits 

in executive function71, though there is limited evidence of differential activation of cognitive 

control regions in youth with depression72.  

The present results support a model of accelerated system-wide neurodevelopment in 

reward processing in relation to depression, and point to the need for prospective studies (or for 

leveraging ongoing large-scale studies) that cover a larger age-range. This finding converges with 

growing evidence of accelerated structural aging and development in depression across the 

lifespan67,73,74. However, studies of childhood- or adolescent-onset depression have been 

mixed75. Post-hoc findings of a more curvilinear developmental trajectory of reward-related 

activation in adolescents with MDD that onset at ages 9-12 years compared with adolescents with 

MDD that onset at ages 13-20 years (Supplemental Figure 7A) indicate possible greater 

acceleration of brain development in girls with earlier age of MDD occurrence. This suggests that 

age-of-onset may be an important aspect of depression to consider when examining adolescent 
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neurodevelopment of reward processing specifically in girls. More broadly, this result suggests 

that accelerated neurodevelopment of reward processing may be in response to factors which 

increase risk for depression early in life, such as adversity76,77. For example, accelerated 

neurodevelopment of reward may lead to an earlier increase in sensation seeking during 

adolescence78, which is hypothesized to promote adaptive responses to stress79. 

Reward disruption emerges from differential neurodevelopment 

The present results challenge the perspective that depression emerges from stable disruption of 

reward network function, particularly blunted VS activation and hyperactivation of the OFC1,3,13. 

We observed both nearly-global hyperactivation and nearly-global hypoactivation in participants 

with MDD, depending on age (Figure 2C). Disrupted reward processing seen cross-sectionally in 

MDD could emerge from accelerated neurodevelopment in late adolescence (Supplemental 

Figure 6)5. Notably, differential neurodevelopment is not restricted to classic reward regions. 

Disruptions to development may have consequences both for cognitive function and for the 

emergence of reward-system-specific function. For example a shortened or earlier window of 

elevated adolescent reward-sensitivity may alter motivation for rewards or pathways between 

cognitive control and reward circuitry60.  

Limitations 

We cannot establish whether neurodevelopmental acceleration is a cause, consequence, or 

epiphenomenon of MDD, as MRI scanning only occurred during late adolescence. Large 

longitudinal studies will be needed to distinguish between these possibilities. We were also unable 

to identify whether developmental acceleration occurred before or during the study period. 

Additionally, the time frame for assessing depression varied across age (past month to past year), 

and for all participants there were between 2 and 7 years (median 3 years) during which 

assessments of depression did not occur. As this study was conducted exclusively in adolescent 

girls, further work will be needed to assess the generalizability to boys.  

Conclusions 

In contrast to neurodevelopmental theories of the contribution of reward processing to adolescent 

risk for depression that focus primarily on stable disruption in core reward regions (e.g., the 

nucleus accumbens and OFC)1,21,60, the present results demonstrate that reward-processing in 

late adolescence undergoes age-related changes in activation in a host of regions including, but 

not limited to, core reward areas and that depression is associated with differing trajectories, 

consistent with the hypothesis of accelerated neurodevelopment. We propose that developmental 

accounts of the effects of reward function on psychopathology should consider the role of a 

broader set of “non-reward” regions, which may contribute to the effects of risk factors on the 

etiology and pathophysiology of psychopathology.  
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