medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593; this version posted June 10, 2024. 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(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Title:
Home-based transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) in major depressive disorder:
enhanced network synchronization with active relative to sham and deep learning-based

predictors of remission

Authors:

Wenyi Xiao, Ph.D. 2 Jijomon C. Moncy, Ph.D. # Rachel D. Woodham, M.Sc. #, Sudhakar
Selvaraj, M.B.B.S., D.Phil. ™ ¢, Nahed Lajmi, M.Sc. ? Harriet Hobday, M.Sc. 2, Gabrielle
Sheehan, M.Sc. 2, Ali-Reza Ghazi-Noori, M.Sc. 2 Peter J. Lagerberg, M.Sc. ? Rodrigo
Machado-Vieira, M.D., Ph.D. ®, Jair C. Soares, M.D., Ph.D. °, Allan H. Young MB, ChB.,
Ph.D. *®' Cynthia H.Y. Fu, M.D., Ph.D. '

Affiliations:

a) School of Psychology, University of East London, London, UK

b) Center of Excellence on Mood Disorders, Faillace Department of Psychiatry and
Behavioral Sciences, McGovern Medical School, University of Texas Health Science
Center at Houston, Houston, TX, USA

¢) Intra-Cellular Therapies Inc., USA

d) Centre for Affective Disorders, Institute of Psychiatry, Psychology and Neuroscience,
King’'s College London, London, UK

e) National Institute for Health Research Biomedical Research Centre at South London and
Maudsley NHS Foundation Trust, King's College London, London, UK

f) South London and Maudsley NHS Foundation Trust, Bethlem Royal Hospital,
Beckenham, UK

Authors for correspondence:

Dr. Wenyi Xiao, University of East London, School of Psychology, Arthur Edwards Building,
Water Lane, London E15 4LZ, UK

Tel : +44 (0)208 223 4119, Email : wxiao@uel.ac.uk

Professor CHY Fu, University of East London, School of Psychology, Arthur Edwards

Building, Water Lane, London E15 4LZ, UK
Tel : +44 (0)208 223 4119, Email : c.fu@uel.ac.uk, cynthia.fu@kcl.ac.uk

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593; this version posted June 10, 2024. 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(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Abstract

Aim: To investigate neural oscillatory networks in major depressive disorder (MDD), effects
of home-based transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) treatment, and potential

predictors of treatment remission.

Methods: In a randomised controlled trial (RCT) of home-based tDCS treatment, EEG data
were acquired a subset: 21 MDD participants (16 women) (mean age 36.63 = 9.71 years) in
current depressive episode of moderate to severe severity (mean Hamilton Depression
Rating Scale (HAMD) score 18.42 + 1.80). Participants were randomised to either active
(n=11) or sham tDCS (n=8). Treatment was home-based tDCS treatment for 10 weeks in a
bifrontal montage (anode over left dorsolateral prefrontal cortex) consisting of 5 sessions per
week for 3 weeks and 3 sessions per week for 7 weeks. Active tDCS was 2mA and sham
tDCS OmA with brief ramp up and ramp down period to mimic active stimulation. Each
session was 30 minutes. Clinical remission was defined as HAMD score < 7. Resting-state
EEG data were acquired at baseline, prior to the start of treatment, and at 10-week end of
treatment. EEG data were acquired using portable 4-channel EEG device (electrode
positions: AF7, AF8, TP9, TP10). EEG band power was extracted for each electrode and
functional connectivity phase synchronization by phase locking value (PLV). Deep learning

was applied to baseline PLV features to identify predictors of treatment remission.

Results: Main effect of group was observed in gamma PLV in frontal and temporal regions,
in which active tDCS treatment group showed higher connectivity as compared to sham
group. In active treatment group, significant positive correlations between changes in delta,
theta, alpha, and beta PLV and improvement in depression severity were observed. The
highest treatment remission prediction was achieved by combining PLV features from theta,

alpha, and beta: accuracy 71.94% (sensitivity 52.88%, specificity 83.06%).

Conclusions: Synchronized brain activity across large-scale networks as reflected in gamma
PLV is a potential mechanism of active tDCS as compared to placebo-sham tDCS. Baseline
resting-state EEG is a potential predictor of treatment remission. Home-based EEG

measures are feasible and potentially useful predictors of clinical outcome.
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1.Introduction

Major depressive disorder (MDD) is a common and debilitating mental health disorder,
characterized by persistent feelings of a low mood or inability to experience pleasure that is
associated with a diminished interest in daily activities and changes in neurovegetative
symptoms (American Psychiatric Association & Association, 2013). MDD is a heterogenous
disorder, in which the remission rate is around 30-40% following the initial medication trial
and about 55-55% after a subsequent trial, and there can be a lengthy process of trial and

error to identify the optimal treatment (Trivedi et al., 2006; Fu et al., 2019).

The non-invasive brain stimulation, transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS), is
emerging as a potential treatment option in MDD (Mutz et al., 2018, 2019; Woodham et al.,
2021). tDCS involves the application of a low-level electric current to the scalp, typically
between 0.5-2.0 mA, with the anode most commonly placed over the left dorsolateral
prefrontal cortex (DLPFC) in MDD treatment studies (Mutz et al., 2018, 2019, Moffa et al.,
2020). The current modulates neuronal activity and neural regions more widely involved in

mood regulation beyond the directly targeted areas (Polania et al., 2011).

As tDCS is portable and has a strong safety profile, we developed a home-based protocol
which has demonstrated significant efficacy in a multi-site randomised controlled trial
(Woodham et al., 2022, 2023). To investigate the neurophysiological effects and potential
predictors of treatment response, electroencephalography (EEG) data were acquired in a
subset of participants. EEG is a promising method for identifying neurobiological predictors
of treatment response. Measures of connectivity, asymmetry across hemispheres, and
power in frontal and temporal electrodes are predictive of treatment response to
antidepressant medication as well as to repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS)
(Watts et al., 2022). Applying deep learning, treatment response to rTMS was predicted with
accuracies over 90% (Adamson et al., 2022).

In the present study, we sought to investigate the effects of a home-based tDCS treatment in
MDD and to identify potential predictors of clinical response. We employed a portable
wireless EEG device equipped with 4 dry electrodes, known for its robust signal properties
(Cannard et al., 2021; Krigolson et al., 2021). Participants underwent EEG recording in their
own homes under real-time supervision via video conference. We analysed EEG metrics,
including power and phase locking value (PLV). PLV evaluates the consistency of phase
differences over time, making it useful for detecting phase synchronization even in low-

amplitude signals. This offers a complementary perspective to power measurements, which
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quantify signal strength. We employed deep learning methods to explore whether baseline

EEG measures could predict treatment remission.

2. Method

2.1 Participants

Ethical approval was obtained from South Central-Hampshire B Research Ethics Committee.
All participants provided written informed consent electronically. The study was a double-
blind, placebo-controlled, randomized, superiority, trial of home-based tDCS in MDD
(Woodham et al., 2023). Participants were 18 years or above, having a MDD diagnosis and
currently experiencing a major depressive episode without psychotic features, based on
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, Fifth Edition (DSM-5) (American
Psychiatric Association & Association, 2013) criteria and determined by a structured
assessment using Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Interview (MINI; Version 7.0.2)
(Sheehan, 1998). All participants had at least a moderate severity of depressive symptoms,
as measured by 17-item Hamilton Depression Rating Score (HAMD) of = 16 (Hamilton,
1960).

In inclusion criteria, participants were medication-free, or were taking antidepressant
medication for at least 6 weeks, or were in psychotherapy for at least 6 weeks prior to
enrolment. Exclusion criteria included having a history of mania or psychosis, having a
neurological disorder or a medical disorder that may mimic mood disorders, significant
suicide risk, or any exclusion criteria for receiving tDCS. Participants were randomly
assigned to receive either active tDCS treatment (n=11; 8 women; mean age 38.45 years,
SD 9.67 years) or sham tDCS treatment (n=8; 8 women; mean age 34.16 years, SD 9.99
years) (Table 1). Further information regarding demographic and clinical differences

between the treatment groups is available in the Supplementary Materials.

2.2 tDCS treatment protocol

Protocol consisted of a 10-week course of active or sham tDCS, which was self-
administered by participants in their homes 5 times a week for 3 weeks and then 3 times a
week for 7 weeks, for a total of 36 sessions. A member of the research team was present for
the first session by Microsoft Teams video call. Bifrontal montage was applied with the
anode positioned over left DLPFC (F3 position according to international 10/20 EEG system)

and cathode over right DLPFC (F4 position). Each electrode was a 23cm? conductive rubber
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electrode covered by saline soaked sponges. Active simulation was 2 mA for a duration of
30 minutes with a gradual ramp up over 120 seconds at the start and ramp down over 15
seconds at the end of each session. Sham stimulation had an initial ramp up from 0 to 1 mA
over 30 seconds then ramp down to 0 mA over 15 seconds, which was repeated at end of
the session to provide a tingling sensation that mimics active stimulation. Flow Neuroscience
tDCS device was used for all participants. Clinical remission was defined as HAMD score of

< 7 at the 10-week end of the treatment.

2.3 Remote EEG acquisition and preprocessing

EEG data were collected at two time points: at baseline, prior to the start of treatment
(baseline), and at the 10-week end of treatment (post-treatment). EEG data had been
acquired in sub-sample of 21 MDD patrticipants (18 women; mean age 37.10 years, SD 9.71
years) at baseline. However, post-treatment data were not available for one participant and
was of consistently poor quality for another participant and was not included. Thus, data
were available in 19 MDD participants (16 women; mean age 36.63 years, SD 9.71 years) at
both timepoints (Table 1).

At each EEG acquisition session, a trained research team member provided real-time
guidance via videoconference. Four 5-minute EEG recordings were conducted at each
timepoint, with participants instructed to maintain a relaxed posture without movements.
Resting state recordings were conducted in the following sequence: eyes closed, eyes open,
eyes closed, and eyes open. In the present analysis, the two 5-minute resting state eyes-

closed recordings at both timepoints were utilized.

EEG recordings were acquired using a portable, wireless MUSE device with 4 dry electrodes
and sampling frequency of 256 Hz. Electrodes were positioned at AF7, AF8 (frontal sites),
TP9, and TP10 (temporoparietal sites), with reference to the FPz electrode. The recorded
EEG signals, saved in CSV format, included timestamps for each EEG sample, raw EEG
signals from each electrode, and Horse Shoe Indicator (HSI) values for each electrode,
indicating electrode connectivity quality. EEG signals were windowed into 10-seconds long
windows without overlap. HSI values, ranges from 1 (excellent connectivity), 2 (medium
connectivity), and 4 (poor connectivity), were available for each EEG sample for quality
assessment. These values were averaged across samples within each window, and
windows with an average HSI value of 2 or less were selected for further analysis. EEG
signals from each electrode were filtered across six frequency bands: the full band (1-60
Hz), delta d (1-4 Hz), theta 6 (4-8 Hz), alpha a (8-12 Hz), beta T (12-30 Hz), and gamma [’
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(30-60 Hz). Butterworth Infinite Impulse Response (lIR) band-pass filters of 5th order were
utilized for filtering of the EEG signals.

2.4 Aggregation of rs-EEG measures

Resting state EEG metrics, including EEG band power atable nd phase locking value (PLV),
were extracted. EEG band power was calculated for all four electrodes (AF7, AF8, TP9,
TP10). PLV was computed for all possible electrode pairs (AF7-AF8, AF7-TP9, AF7-TP10,
AF8-TP9, AF8-TP10, TP9-TP10). PLV evaluates the phase synchrony between two time-
series signals (Hoke et al., 1989; Lachaux et al.,, 1999) and is commonly used to assess
functional connectivity between EEG signals from different electrodes, revealing temporal
relationships of neural signals irrespective of their amplitude. PLV is a statistical metric
constrained within the range of 0 to 1. PLV value approaching 1 indicates high phase
synchronization with minimum variation in phase difference across the EEG signals, while a
value close to 0 suggests no phase synchronization. A total of 24 band power values and 36
PLVs were computed using two sets of 60 EEG measurements each at pre- and post-
treatment, available for statistical analysis. Additional details are provided in the

Supplementary Materials.

2.5 Statistical analyses

Statistical analyses were conducted on band power and PLV to explore potential
associations between changes in EEG metrics and the severity of depression, as well as to

evaluate the effects of active and sham tDCS treatment.

Pearson's correlation was conducted to examine the relationship between changes in EEG
measures and proportional change in HAMD scores over the 10-week treatment period
across all participants. The proportional change in HAMD scores was determined by
subtracting baseline score from post-treatment score and then dividing absolute difference
by baseline score. Factorial analyses with and without proportional change in MADRS as
covariate were used for between-group comparisons. To test whether EEG measures
changed in response to treatment, a two-way ANOVA was performed for each EEG variable.
The factors were: remission group (remission, non-remission) and time (baseline, post-
treatment). 60 statistical tests were performed in total. Additional details are provided in the

Supplementary Materials.
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Coefficients were estimated in the R statistical environment (R Core Team, R. (2013)) using
linear regression (Im built-in function). Post hoc tests (Tukey honestly significant difference
(HSD)) were performed to assess significant effects. The statistical threshold was set at p <
0.05, with correction for multiple comparisons by controlling False Discovery Rate (FDR). A

full description is in the supplementary materials.

2.6 Deep learning analysis

Participants were categorized into two groups based on their remission status following
treatment. In the deep learning-based classification analysis, participants achieved remission
were labelled as the positive class and non-remission as the negative class, with sensitivity
representing remission and specificity representing non-remission. For predicting treatment
response, PLV values were used and were extracted from different frequency bands of pre-
treatment EEG. From each EEG frequency band, PLV feature vector with a dimension 6
were generated, representing each of the six electrode pairs. These six-dimensional feature
vectors, both individually and through the concatenation of multiple EEG bands, were
employed as inputs for deep learning models with varying parameters. This concatenation
process at the feature level led to a linear increase in the feature dimension. To assess the
effectiveness of different combinations of PLV features from individual bands and
combinations of multiple bands, two distinct deep learning architectures were investigated.
The first architecture was a fully connected perceptron deep learning structure, and the
second employed a one-dimensional convolutional neural network (LDCNN) architecture.
Considering combination of features from multiple EEG bands, the dimensionality varied as
follows: 6 (single band), 12 (two-band combination), 18 (three-band combination), 24 (four-

band combination), and 30 (combination of all bands).

For the fully connected perceptron deep learning network, a four-layer architecture was
implemented, comprising layers with 32, 32, 16, and 1 perceptrons (output layer) for all input
combinations, except in the case of the all-band combination where the feature size was 30.
In this scenario, 64 perceptrons were employed in the first layer. The all-band combination
encompassed all PLV features extracted from the delta to gamma bands. In the 1DCNN-
based architecture, the initial fully connected layer of the perceptron network was replaced
with a convolutional layer. This convolutional layer employed a kernel size of 3. To ensure
kernel overlap, the number of filters used was determined by multiplying the input dimension
by a multiplication factor 2/3. Following the convolutional layer, a MaxPoolinglD layer with a
pool size of 2 was integrated to downsample the feature maps, aiming to extract the most

relevant features while reducing computational complexity. For single-band PLV features
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with an input dimension of 6, 4 filters with a kernel size of 3 were used. Similarly, for
dimensions 12, 18, 24, and 30, 8, 12, 16, and 20 filters were employed respectively. The
activation function 'relu’ was applied to all layers except the output layer, where 'sigmoid’
was utilized. To minimize the 'binary cross-entropy' loss function, the 'adam' optimizer was

employed.

Due to the constrained size of the dataset and our emphasis on accurately evaluating model
performance over computational efficiency, we opted for the Leave-One-Subject-Out
(LOSO) methodology to assess the deep learning model's average classification accuracy.
Employing this approach, we conducted 20 iterations of training and testing for each input
combination. During each iteration, one participant out of the 20 was reserved for testing,
while the PLV features from the remaining 19 participants were utilized for model training.
Following 50 epochs of model training, we identified the most effective model based on its
classification accuracy on a validation set. This validation set, comprising 240 randomly
selected vectors, equally distributed between remission and non-remission groups, was
drawn from the training data. The model exhibiting the highest classification accuracy on the

validation set underwent further testing.

3. Results

3.1 Clinical outcome

In the active tDCS treatment arm, 6 participants attained clinical remission (mean HAMD
score; 2.83, SD 2.32) and 5 participants did not achieve clinical remission (mean HAMD
score: 13.80, SD 3.83). In the sham treatment arm, 1 participant achieved clinical remission
(HAMD score: 7) and 7 participants did not achieve clinical remission (mean HAMD score:
11.9, SD 2.54).

3.2 Effects of Treatment in EEG PLV connectivity

A significant main effect of treatment group was observed in full PLV between AF8-TP9 (F =
4.83, FDR-adjusted p = 0.03) and AF8-TP10 (F = 4.69, FDR-adjusted p = 0.04). Post-hoc
tests revealed that the active treatment group showed increased PLV as compared to the
sham treatment group at the end of treatment between AF8-TP9 (t = 2.31, FDR-adjusted p =
0.04) and AF8-TP10 (t = 2.68, FDR-adjusted p = 0.02), while there were no differences
between groups at baseline between AF8-TP9 (t = 1.44, FDR-adjusted p = 0.17) and AF8-
TP10 (t = 1.32, FDR-adjusted p = 0.21)(Figure 3, Supplementary Table 2).
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In specific frequency bands, a significant main effect of group was found in beta band PLV
between TP9-TP10 (F = 6.05, FDR-adjusted p = 0.02). Post-hoc tests revealed that at pre-
treatment, the active treatment group showed a lower beta band PLV as compared to the
sham group (t = -2.39, FDR-adjusted p = 0.03), while there was no significant difference at
post-treatment (t = -1.11, FDR-adjusted p = 0.28).

Significant main effects of group were also observed in gamma band PLV between AF7-AF8
(F = 4.19, FDR-adjusted p = 0.05), AF7-TP9 (F = 6.80, FDR-adjusted p = 0.01), AF8-TP9 (F
=9.81, FDR-adjusted p = 0.00), AF8-TP10 (F = 7.78, FDR-adjusted p = 0.01) and TP9-TP10
(F =5.12, FDR-adjusted p = 0.03) (Figure 3, Supplementary Table 1).

Post-hoc tests showed increased gamma PLV between AF7-AF8 in the active group as
compared to the sham group which approached significance at post-treatment (t = 2.07,
FDR-adjusted p = 0.06), while there were no significant differences at baseline (t = 1.32,
FDR-adjusted p = 0.21). Similarly, post-hoc tests showed increased PLV post-treatment in
the active group as compared to the sham group at AF8-TP9 (t = 3.03, FDR-adjusted p =
0.008) and AF8-TP10 (t = 3.00, FDR-adjusted p = 0.008), while there were no significant
differences between groups at baseline at AF8-TP9 (t = 1.86, FDR-adjusted p = 0.08) and
AF8-TP10 (t = 1.54, FDR-adjusted p = 0.14).

Post-hoc tests showed increased gamma PLV between AF7-TP9 at baseline in the active
group (t = 2.40, FDR-adjusted p = 0.03) as compared to the sham group, while there were
no significant differences between groups at post-treatment (t = 1.76, FDR-adjusted p =
0.10). Similarly, between TP9-TP10, post-hoc tests showed increased gamma PLV at
baseline in the active group as compared to the sham groups which approached significance
(t = 2.08, FDR-adjusted p = 0.06), but no differences between groups post-treatment (t =
0.69, FDR-adjusted p = 0.50).

There were no significant main effects of time or interaction effects (Supplementary Table 1).

3.3 Effects of Treatment in EEG power

There were no significant main effects of group or time or any interaction effects

(Supplementary Table 1).

3.4 Relationship between changes in depression severity and EEG PLV connectivity
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In the active treatment group, positive correlations with improvements in depressive
symptoms following tDCS treatment were observed in full band PLV across several
electrode pairs: AF7-AF8 (R? =0.73, FDR-adjusted p = 0.04), AF8-TP9 (R? = 0.74, FDR-
adjusted p = 0.04), AF8-TP10 (R? = 0.82, FDR-adjusted p = 0.02), and TP9-TP10 (R2 = 0.81,
FDR-adjusted p = 0.01). Positive correlations were also observed in delta band PLV in the
electrode pairs: AF8-TP10 (R2 = 0.79, FDR-adjusted p = 0.02) and TP9-TP10 (R2 = 0.72,
FDR-adjusted p = 0.02). In the theta band PLV, positive correlations were found in the
electrode pairs: AF7-AF8 (R? = 0.79, FDR-adjusted p = 0.02), AF7-TP9 (R? = 0.85, FDR-
adjusted p = 0.01), AF7-TP10 (R2 = 0.86, FDR-adjusted p = 0.01) and AF8-TP9 (R2 = 0.88,
FDR-adjusted p = 0.00). In alpha band PLV, a positive correlation was observed in the
electrode pair AF8-TP9 (R2? = 0.81, FDR-adjusted p = 0.01), and in beta band PLV, a positive
correlation was found in electrode pair AF7-TP9 (R? = 0.88, FDR-adjusted p = 0.00). No
regions showed a negative correlation with improvement in depressive symptoms. No

significant correlations were found in the sham treatment group (Supplementary Table 4).

3.5 Relationship between changes in depression severity and EEG power

No significant correlation was found between change in EEG power and proportional change
in HAMD scores from baseline to post-treatment across all participants (Supplementary
Table 4).

3.6 Within group effects over time in active and sham groups

In the sham treatment group, significant reductions in alpha band PLV between AF7-AF8 (t =
2.51, FDR-adjusted p = 0.04), AF7-TP9 (t = 3.28, FDR-adjusted p = 0.01) and AF7-TP10 (t =
2.33, FDR-adjusted p = 0.05) and gamma PLV of AF7-AF8 (t = 3.17, FDR-adjusted p = 0.02)
were found from baseline to post-treatment (Figure 1,Supplementary Table 3). In the active
group, there were no significant differences from baseline to post-treatment.

3.7 Deep learning-based prediction

From EEG frequency bands, the prediction of treatment remission achieved the highest
accuracies of: 60.04% (delta band), 67.46% (theta band), 68.42% (alpha band), 68.21%
(beta band), 65.8% (gamma band), 46.48% (full band) with a 1DCNN model, except for the
beta band in which the fully connected perceptron model achieved an accuracy of 71.19%

(Supplementary Table 5).
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Based on single EEG band PLV, prediction of treatment remission was the highest in alpha
band PLV: 68.42% (sensitivity 14.29%, specificity of 100%). In all single band PLV
classifications, specificity was significantly higher than sensitivity. PLV value matrix figure

(Figure 2) shows connectivity patterns across EEG frequency bands.

To enhance feature dimension and thereby provide more information for the deep learning
models, we systematically combined the PLV features from multiple EEG bands. These high
dimensional inputs were then utilized for predicting treatment outcomes. In combinations of
two band PLV features, combination of theta and beta bands yielded the highest treatment
remission prediction: 71.45% (sensitivity 53.29%, specificity 82.05%). In three EEG band
PLV combinations, the highest treatment remission prediction accuracy was based on theta,
alpha, and beta bands: 71.94% (sensitivity 52.88%, specificity of 83.06%). In four EEG band
combinations, the combination of delta, theta, alpha, and beta bands yielded the highest
treatment remission prediction accuracy: 66.32% (sensitivity 43.90%, specificity 79.40%). In
the full five EEG bands delta, theta, alpha, beta, and gamma combination, treatment
remission prediction accuracy was: 62.25% (sensitivity 54.48%, specificity 66.78%). The
1DCNN model consistently achieved the highest classification accuracy compared to the
fully connected perceptron network in all the high performing band combinations, except the
combination of the four EEG bands: delta, theta, alpha, beta, where the fully connected
perceptron network achieved the highest classification accuracy of 66.32% (sensitivity
43.90%, specificity 79.40%) (Supplementary Table 6).

4. Discussion

We sought to examine the neurophysiology of MDD and effects of active and sham home-
based tDCS treatment as measured by resting-state EEG. We applied deep learning to
investigate whether baseline EEG measures could predict clinical remission from tDCS
treatment. We observed a main effect of group in gamma PLV in frontal and temporal
channel pairs in which the active tDCS treatment group showed higher connectivity as
compared to the sham group. Post-hoc analyses revealed that this was evident at the end of
treatment, while there were no differences between groups at baseline. Similarly, following
rTMS treatment, increased gamma phase-based connectivity has been associated with
clinical response, in which MDD participants who achieved a clinical response to rTMS
treatment showed an increase in gamma phase-based connectivity, which was positively
associated with improvements in mood and cognitive function (Bailey et al., 2018; Zuchowicz
et al., 2019).
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Gamma connectivity, reflecting synchronized brain activity across large-scale networks, is
likely to be related to default mode network function (Buzsaki & Draguhn, 2004; Danilova,
2008; Fries et al., 2008; Arikan et al., 2019; Krukow & Jonak, 2022). Altered gamma
connectivity has been observed in MDD, with hypoconnectivity within the frontoparietal
network and hyperconnectivity within the default network, potentially reflect pathogenic
mechanisms (Kaiser et al., 2015; Fitzgerald & Watson, 2018). In MDD, resting-state gamma
oscillations showed a negative correlation with depressive symptoms, in particular with sleep
and cognitive impairments (Liu et al., 2022). In contrast, increased gamma activity in the left
prefrontal region in rTMS-responsive MDD patients has been linked to clinical improvements
(Noda et al. 2017). In healthy individuals, enhanced gamma connectivity has been observed
following mindfulness training, purported to reflect emotion regulation (Ng et al., 2023). The
increased gamma connectivity observed in the active treatment as compared to the sham

treatment group could reflect a mechanism of tDCS effects.

Within the active tDCS treatment group, we found significant positive correlations between
changes in delta, theta, alpha, and beta PLV and improvement in depression severity. In
support, clinical remission following rTMS treatment is associated increased delta, theta,
alpha, and gamma PLV in multiple channel pairs (Zuchowicz et al., 2019), suggesting that

these bands might distinguish the mechanisms between active and sham tDCS treatment.

To predict treatment remission, we applied deep learning networks to the PLV features
extracted from the baseline EEG signals. Deep learning models are capable of handling
high-dimensional data, such as EEG signals, which are often complex and non-linear. These
models can automatically learn and extract useful features from raw EEG data without the
need for manual feature extraction, which is a significant advantage over traditional machine
learning methods. Scalogram images generated from EEGs have been used to train
convolutional neural networks to classify MDD responders and non-responders to SSRI
antidepressant treatment (Shahabi et al., 2021). In the present study, the highest prediction
accuracy was achieved by combining PLV features from multiple EEG bands: theta, alpha,
and beta. Notably, theta PLV exhibited the highest sensitivity, indicating that the classifier
could predict treatment remission. Theta PLV also showed the strongest positive correlation
between with an improvement in depressive symptoms. The significant individual-level
associations between theta PLV changes and depression symptoms suggest that theta PLV

could serve as a valuable predictor of tDCS treatment remission at an individual level.
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Increased resting theta activity at baseline in the anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) is a
potential predictor of treatment responses to antidepressant medication (Pizzagalli et al.,
2018) as well as to rTMS treatment (Narushima et al., 2010). Theta activity reflects neural
processes related to cognitive control and emotional regulation (Cavanagh et al., 2015),
which are typically impaired in MDD (Grin-Yatsenko et al., 2010) and decreased resting-
state theta connectivity has been observed MDD which was negatively correlated with
depressive severity (Saletu et al., 2010; McVoy et al. 2019). Beta band power at baseline
predicted rTMS treatment response in MDD, achieving 91% classification accuracy
(Hasanzadeh et al., 2019), and baseline alpha power was predictive of treatment response

to pharmacotherapy (Jaworska et al., 2019; Zhdanov et al., 2020).

As potential predictors of treatment response, power features have been utilised (Al-Kaysi et
al.,, 2017; Hasanzadeh et al., 2019; Jaworska et al., 2019; Zhdanov et al., 2020), while
connectivity features have been relatively underexamined. Alpha spectral correlation-based
connectivity was used to predict ITMS treatment response, achieving 69.30% accuracy
(Corlier et al., 2019), and directed transfer function (Korzeniewska et al., 2003) connectivity
matrices of EEG bands has been applied to predict treatment remission to selective
serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIS) (Mirjebreili et al., 2024). In the present study, the
predictive accuracy achieved from EEG band connectivity indicates its feasibility. Our
findings complement previous studies of baseline resting-state EEG predicting treatment
response to rTMS (Wozniak-Kwasniewska et al., 2015) and tDCS (Al-Kaysi et al., 2017).
Together, the promising results suggest that baseline resting-state EEG may hold predictive

value for treatment outcomes of non-invasive brain stimulation in MDD.

Limitations of the present study include the small sample size which limited investigation of
neural markers that can distinguish response to active and placebo-sham treatment (Fu et
al., 2024). The EEG data were acquired during a a resting state rather than during cognitive
tasks, which prevents linking the activity to specific cognitive process. In the deep learning
analysis, we applied leave-one-subject-out testing to mitigate overfitting, however, a more
robust approach would be to test in a wholly independent sample. The specificity of the
predictive models was often higher than the sensitivity, indicating that they were better at
identifying participants who were more likely to have persistent depressive symptoms
following treatment. This is consistent with EEG predictive models to rTMS and
antidepressant treatments (Watts et al., 2022), suggesting a potential biomarker for non-
response or treatment resistant depression and pointing towards the need for alternative or
combination of treatments earlier in the course of treatment trials to prevent a series of

treatment failures (Fu et al, 2024).
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In summary, we examined the neurophysiological effects of a 10-week home-based tDCS
treatment as measured by resting-state EEG-based functional connectivity and power
measures. We found that the active tDCS group exhibited heightened gamma connectivity in
frontal and temporal regions compared to the placebo-sham group, suggesting a
neurophysiological mechanism of active tDCS that modulating neural network dynamics.
Theta PLV demonstrated the strongest positive correlation with symptom severity
improvement, suggesting a potential to predict individual-level treatment outcomes with
tDCS. While integrating PLV features from various EEG frequency bands in the deep
learning model generated the highest accuracy for predicting treatment remission, indicating

that prediction response is distributed across multiple EEG bands.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593; this version posted June 10, 2024. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

15

References

American Psychiatric Association. (2013). Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental
Disorders: DSM-5 (Vol. 5, Issue 5). American Psychiatric Association, Washington,
DC. Adamson, M., Hadipour, A. L., Uyulan, C., Erguzel, T., Cerezci, O., Kazemi, R.,
Phillips, A., Seenivasan, S., Shah, S., & Tarhan, N. (2022). Sex differences in rTMS
treatment response: A deep learning-based EEG investigation. Brain and Behavior,
12(8), e2696.

Al-Kaysi, A. M., Al-Ani, A., Loo, C. K., Powell, T. Y., Martin, D. M., Breakspear, M., &
Boonstra, T. W. (2017). Predicting tDCS treatment outcomes of patients with major
depressive disorder using automated EEG classification. Journal of Affective
Disorders, 208, 597-603.

Arikan, M. K., Gunver, M. G., Tarhan, N., & Metin, B. (2019). High-Gamma: A biological
marker for suicide attempt in patients with depression. Journal of Affective Disorders,
254, 1-6.

Bailey, N. W., Hoy, K. E., Rogasch, N. C., Thomson, R. H., McQueen, S., Elliot, D., Sullivan,
C. M., Fulcher, B. D., Daskalakis, Z. J., & Fitzgerald, P. B. (2018). Responders to
rTMS for depression show increased fronto-midline theta and theta connectivity
compared to non-responders. Brain Stimulation, 11(1), 190-203.

Bailey, N. W., Hoy, K. E., Rogasch, N. C., Thomson, R. H., McQueen, S., Elliot, D., Sullivan,
C. M., Fulcher, B. D., Daskalakis, Z. J., & Fitzgerald, P. B. (2019). Differentiating
responders and non-responders to rTMS treatment for depression after one week
using resting EEG connectivity measures. Journal of Affective Disorders, 242, 68-79.

Buzsaki, G., & Draguhn, A. (2004). Neuronal oscillations in cortical networks. Science,
304(5679), 1926—-1929.

Cannard, C., Wahbeh, H., & Delorme, A. (2021). Validating the wearable MUSE headset for
EEG spectral analysis and Frontal Alpha Asymmetry. 2021 |IEEE International
Conference on Bioinformatics and Biomedicine (BIBM), 3603—3610.

Corlier, J., Wilson, A., Hunter, A. M., Vince-Cruz, N., Krantz, D., Levitt, J., Minzenberg, M. J.,
Ginder, N., Cook, I. A., & Leuchter, A. F. (2019). Changes in functional connectivity
predict outcome of repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation treatment of major
depressive disorder. Cerebral Cortex, 29(12), 4958—4967.

Danilova, N. N. (2008). Frequency-selective gamma generators in processing of auditory
stimuli. Psychology in Russia, 1, 299.

Fitzgerald, P. J., & Watson, B. O. (2018). Gamma oscillations as a biomarker for major

depression: an emerging topic. Translational Psychiatry, 8(1), 177.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593; this version posted June 10, 2024. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

16

Fries, P., Scheeringa, R., & Oostenveld, R. (2008). Finding gamma. Neuron, 58(3), 303—
305.

Fu, C. H. Y., & Costafreda, S. G. (2013). Neuroimaging-based biomarkers in psychiatry:
clinical opportunities of a paradigm shift. The Canadian Journal of Psychiatry, 58(9),
499-508.

Fu, C. H. Y., Fan, Y., & Davatzikos, C. (2019). Addressing heterogeneity (and homogeneity)
in treatment mechanisms in depression and the potential to develop diagnostic and
predictive biomarkers. Neurolmage: Clinical, 24, 101997.

Fu, C. H. Y., Antoniades, M., Erus, G., Garcia, J. A., Fan, Y., Arnone, D., Arnott, S. R,
Chen, T., Choi, K. S., & Fatt, C. C. (2024). Neuroanatomical dimensions in
medication-free individuals with major depressive disorder and treatment response to
SSRI antidepressant medications or placebo. Nature Mental Health, 1-13.

Hamilton, M. (1960). A rating scale for depression. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery, and
Psychiatry, 23(1), 56.

Hasanzadeh, F., Mohebbi, M., & Rostami, R. (2019). Prediction of rTMS treatment response
in major depressive disorder using machine learning techniques and nonlinear
features of EEG signal. Journal of Affective Disorders, 256, 132-142.

Hoke, M., Lehnertz, K., Pantev, C., & Litkenhotner, B. (1989). Spatiotemporal aspects of
synergetic  processes in the auditory cortex as revealed by the
magnetoencephalogram. In Brain Dynamics: Progress and Perspectives (pp. 84—
105). Springer.

Jaworska, N., de la Salle, S., Ibrahim, M.-H., Blier, P., & Knott, V. (2019). Leveraging
machine learning approaches for predicting antidepressant treatment response using
electroencephalography (EEG) and clinical data. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 9, 431031.

Kaiser, R. H., Andrews-Hanna, J. R., Wager, T. D., & Pizzagalli, D. A. (2015). Large-scale
network dysfunction in major depressive disorder: a meta-analysis of resting-state
functional connectivity. JAMA Psychiatry, 72(6), 603—611.

Korzeniewska, A., Manczak, M., Kaminski, M., Blinowska, K. J., & Kasicki, S. (2003).
Determination of information flow direction among brain structures by a modified
directed transfer function (dDTF) method. Journal of Neuroscience Methods, 125(1—
2), 195-207.

Krigolson, O. E., Hammerstrom, M. R., Abimbola, W., Trska, R., Wright, B. W., Hecker, K.
G., & Binsted, G. (2021). Using Muse: Rapid mobile assessment of brain
performance. Frontiers in Neuroscience, 15, 634147.

Krukow, P., & Jonak, K. (2022). Resting-state EEG functional networks organization and
individual differences in the task-unrelated thoughts: Greater Mind-Wanderers exhibit

weaker default mode network integration.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593; this version posted June 10, 2024. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

17

Lachaux, J., Rodriguez, E., Martinerie, J., & Varela, F. J. (1999). Measuring phase
synchrony in brain signals. Human Brain Mapping, 8(4), 194-208.

Liu, X., Liu, S., Li, M., Su, F., Chen, S., Ke, Y., & Ming, D. (2022). Altered gamma
oscillations and beta—gamma coupling in drug-naive first-episode major depressive
disorder: association with sleep and cognitive disturbance. Journal of Affective
Disorders, 316, 99-108.

McVoy, M., Aebi, M. E., Loparo, K., Lytle, S., Morris, A., Woods, N., Deyling, E., Tatsuoka,
C., Kaffashi, F., & Lhatoo, S. (2019). Resting-state quantitative
electroencephalography demonstrates differential connectivity in adolescents with
major depressive disorder. Journal of Child and Adolescent Psychopharmacology,
29(5), 370-377.

Moffa, A. H., Martin, D., Alonzo, A., Bennabi, D., Blumberger, D. M., Bensenor, I. M.,
Daskalakis, Z., Fregni, F., Haffen, E., & Lisanby, S. H. (2020). Efficacy and
acceptability of transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) for major depressive
disorder: An individual patient data meta-analysis. Progress in Neuro-
Psychopharmacology and Biological Psychiatry, 99, 109836.

Mutz, J., Vipulananthan, V., Carter, B., Hurlemann, R., Fu, C. H. Y., & Young, A. H. (2019).
Comparative efficacy and acceptability of non-surgical brain stimulation for the acute
treatment of major depressive episodes in adults: systematic review and network
meta-analysis. Bmj, 364.

Narushima, K., McCormick, L. M., Yamada, T., Thatcher, R. W., & Robinson, R. G. (2010).
Subgenual cingulate theta activity predicts treatment response of repetitive
transcranial magnetic stimulation in participants with vascular depression. The
Journal of Neuropsychiatry and Clinical Neurosciences, 22(1), 75-84.

Ng, H. H., Wu, C. W., Huang, F., Huang, C., Hsu, C., Chao, Y., Jung, T., & Chuang, C.
(2023). Enhanced electroencephalography effective connectivity in frontal
low-gamma band correlates of emotional regulation after mindfulness training.
Journal of Neuroscience Research, 101(6), 901-915.

Noda, Y., Zomorrodi, R., Saeki, T., Rajji, T. K., Blumberger, D. M., Daskalakis, Z. J., &
Nakamura, M. (2017). Resting-state EEG gamma power and theta—gamma coupling
enhancement following high-frequency left dorsolateral prefrontal rTMS in patients
with depression. Clinical Neurophysiology, 128(3), 424-432.

Pizzagalli, D. A., Webb, C. A., Dillon, D. G., Tenke, C. E., Kayser, J., Goer, F., Fava, M.,
McGrath, P., Weissman, M., & Parsey, R. (2018). Pretreatment rostral anterior
cingulate cortex theta activity in relation to symptom improvement in depression: a
randomized clinical trial. JAMA Psychiatry, 75(6), 547-554.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593; this version posted June 10, 2024. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

18

Polania, R., Paulus, W., Antal, A., & Nitsche, M. A. (2011). Introducing graph theory to track
for neuroplastic alterations in the resting human brain: a transcranial direct current
stimulation study. Neuroimage, 54(3), 2287—-2296.

R Core Team, R. (2013). R: A language and environment for statistical computing.

Saletu, B., Anderer, P., & Saletu-Zyhlarz, G. M. (2010). EEG topography and tomography
(LORETA) in diagnosis and pharmacotherapy of depression. Clinical EEG and
Neuroscience, 41(4), 203-210.

Shahabi, M. S., Shalbaf, A., & Maghsoudi, A. (2021). Prediction of drug response in major
depressive disorder using ensemble of transfer learning with convolutional neural
network based on EEG. Biocybernetics and Biomedical Engineering, 41(3), 946—-959.

Sheehan, D. v, Lecrubier, Y., Sheehan, K. H., Amorim, P., Janavs, J., Weliller, E., Hergueta,
T., Baker, R., & Dunbar, G. C. (1998). The Mini-International Neuropsychiatric
Interview (MINI): the development and validation of a structured diagnostic
psychiatric interview for DSM-IV and ICD-10. Journal of Clinical Psychiatry, 59(20),
22-33.

Trivedi, M. H., Rush, A. J., Wisniewski, S. R., Nierenberg, A. A., Warden, D., Ritz, L.,
Norquist, G., Howland, R. H., Lebowitz, B., & McGrath, P. J. (2006). Evaluation of
outcomes with citalopram for depression using measurement-based care in STAR*
D: implications for clinical practice. American Journal of Psychiatry, 163(1), 28—40.

Watts, D., Pulice, R. F., Reilly, J., Brunoni, A. R., Kapczinski, F., & Passos, |. C. (2022).
Predicting treatment response using EEG in major depressive disorder: A machine-
learning meta-analysis. Translational Psychiatry, 12(1), 332.

Woodham, R. D., Rimmer, R. M., Young, A. H., & Fu, C. H. Y. (2022). Adjunctive home-
based transcranial direct current stimulation treatment for major depression with real-
time remote supervision; an open-label, single-arm feasibility study with long term
outcomes. Journal of Psychiatric Research, 153, 197-205.

Woodham, R. D., Selvaraj, S., Lajmi, N., Hobday, H., Sheehan, G., Ghazi-Noori, A.-R.,
Lagerberg, P. J., Rizvi, M., Kwon, S. S., & Orhii, P. (2023). Home-based transcranial
direct current stimulation RCT in major depression. MedRxiv, 2011-2023.

Woodham, R., Rimmer, R. M., Mutz, J., & Fu, C. H. Y. (2021). Is tDCS a potential first line
treatment for major depression? International Review of Psychiatry, 33(3), 250-265.

Zhdanov, A., Atluri, S., Wong, W., Vaghei, Y., Daskalakis, Z. J., Blumberger, D. M., Frey, B.
N., Giacobbe, P., Lam, R. W., & Milev, R. (2020). Use of machine learning for
predicting escitalopram treatment outcome from electroencephalography recordings
in adult patients with depression. JAMA Network Open, 3(1), €1918377-e1918377.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593; this version posted June 10, 2024. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

19

Zuchowicz, U., Wozniak-Kwasniewska, A., Szekely, D., Olejarczyk, E., & David, O. (2019).
EEG phase synchronization in persons with depression subjected to transcranial

magnetic stimulation. Frontiers in Neuroscience, 12, 430602.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308593; this version posted June 10, 2024. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

20

Table 1.

Demographic characteristics of participants

Demographic feature Active Sham
Total number (women) 11 (8) 8 (8)
Age 38.45+9.67 34.16+9.88
Education level
High School 1(9.1%) 0 (0%)
College/Diploma 1(9.1%) 2 (25.0%)
Bachelor's or Professional Degree 6 (54.5%) 5 (62.5%)
Master's or Doctoral Degree 3 (27.3%) 1 (12.5%)
HAMD score at baseline 19.00+1.90 17.63+1.41
HAMD score at end of treatment 7.82+6.43 11.25+2.92
Treatments during trial
Taking antidepressant medication 7 (63.6%) 5 (62.5%)
Taking no antidepressant medication 4 (36.4%) 3 (37.5%)
Engaged in psychotherapy 0 (0%) 0 (0%)

Mean values are presented with 't' standard deviation values. Age is in years. HAMD,
Hamilton Depression Rating Scale. There was no significant difference between active and
sham groups in age (t = 0.954, p = 0.356), gender (y? = 0.946, p = 0.331), baseline HAMD
score (t=1.813, p = 0.088) and post-treatment HAMD score (t = -1.563, p = 0.139).
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Figure Legends

Figure 1.

Image representing averaged PLV values across different group (active and sham group)
and time (pre- and post-treatment). Rows depict EEG bands: full band, delta, theta, alpha,
beta and gamma, and columns represent participant categories: pre-treatment active, pre-
treatment sham, post-treatment active, and post-treatment sham groups.

Figure 2.

Image representing averaged PLV values across different group (remission and non-
remission group) and time (pre- and post-treatment). Rows depict EEG bands: full band,
delta, theta, alpha, beta and gamma, and columns represent participant categories: pre-
treatment remission, pre-treatment non-remission, post-treatment remission, and post-
treatment non-remission groups.

Figure 3.

Boxplots presenting the PLV significant changes at different electrode pairs and frequency
bands before and after treatment. The graphs show comparisons between the active
treatment group (purple) and the sham treatment group (orange) at baseline and post-
treatment time points. Significance between groups is denoted by *.
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