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Abstract 

Cannabidiol (CBD), a non-intoxicating compound derived from the cannabis plant, has garnered 

increasing attention as a potential pharmacological therapeutic for autistic children. We 

conducted a randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled, crossover trial to understand whether 

oral CBD oil can improve outcomes for this population, with a primary focus on social relating 

outcomes, along with anxiety and parental stress. A total of 29 children (18 male), aged 5 to 12 

years (M = 9.62 years, SD = 2.05), diagnosed with autism spectrum disorder, completed the 

study. Participants received weight-based dosing of CBD oil (10 mg/kg/day) or placebo oil over 

two 12-week intervention periods (crossover), separated by an 8-week washout period. Outcome 

measures included the Social Responsiveness Scale-2 (SRS-2; primary outcome), PROMIS 

Social Relating, Anxiety, and Sleep, Developmental Behaviour Checklist-2 (DBC-2), Vineland 3, 

and Autism Parenting Stress Index (APSI; secondary outcomes). There was no significant effect 

observed for the primary outcome measure (SRS-2) for CBD oil relative to placebo oil after 12 

weeks, (p=.125). Significant improvements were observed in secondary measures of social 

functioning (PROMIS-Social, DBC-2 Social Relating; p <.05) and anxiety symptoms (PROMIS 

Anxiety, DBC-2 Anxiety; p <.05), while there was also a reduction in parental stress (p <.05). 

Safety and tolerability data indicated that two children experienced gastrointestinal discomfort 

while taking CBD. This pilot trial represents preliminary evidence for the potential therapeutic 

effects of CBD in autism. While further research is needed to confirm and extend these findings, 

the results suggest that CBD may be a promising intervention for addressing one of autism’s core 

symptoms: social relating. Future studies with larger sample sizes are needed to fully evaluate 

the efficacy and safety of CBD for autistic children. 
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1.1. Introduction 

Cannabidiol (CBD) is a non-addictive and non-intoxicating compound derived from the 

Cannabis sativa (C. sativa) plant (VanDolah et al., 2019). It is recognised for its therapeutic 

potential in various somatic, psychiatric, and neurodevelopmental conditions (Larsen & 

Shahinas, 2020), including autism (Aran et al., 2021). CBD has multiple identified 

pharmacological properties, which include anti-inflammatory (Weiss et al., 2008), anxiolytic 

(Bergamaschi et al., 2011), and neuroprotective effects (VanDolah et al., 2019). The past six 

years have witnessed a notable increase in the utilisation of CBD for psychiatry-related 

conditions (Cairns et al., 2023), accompanied by a surge in research efforts aimed at exploring its 

potential therapeutic benefits (Abi-Jaoude et al., 2022; Cooper et al., 2016). Recent research 

suggests CBD treatment may be effective in addressing behavioural and communicative 

difficulties in autistic children (Aran et al., 2021; Silva Junior et al., 2024), which indicates that 

modulation of the endocannabinoid system (ECS) may be an effective target for addressing core 

symptoms of autism.  

The ECS, a neuro-modulatory system involved in emotional regulation and social 

responsiveness, has emerged as a significant factor in the pathophysiology of autism (Karhson et 

al., 2016; Wei et al., 2015, 2016). While still in preliminary stages, extant research suggests that 

dysregulated cannabinoid signalling may underly autism symptomatology, specifically in the 

social domain (Karhson et al., 2016, 2018). Pharmacological therapeutics targeting the ECS may 

offer support for autistic people (Bottema-Beutel et al., 2021; Kenny et al., 2016), particularly 

those suffering social communication difficulties (Karhson et al., 2016; Wei et al., 2016). There 

is growing scientific interest in CBD as a potential therapeutic for neurodevelopmental disorders 

due to its non-intoxicating nature, therapeutic potential, and robust safety profile (Chin et al., 
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2020; Lattanzi et al., 2018). Several studies have investigated CBD in autistic adults and children 

to target associated symptoms, such as hyperactivity, sleep, and anxiety (Aran et al., 2018; 

Barchel et al., 2019; Parrella et al., 2023), with ongoing trials further exploring its potential 

therapeutic effects.  

The ECS may eventually serve as a pharmacological target for social functioning 

challenges (Karhson et al., 2016). The precise mechanisms by which CBD affects the ECS and 

its therapeutic potential remain unclear (Gunasekera et al., 2020). Evidence suggests CBD 

interacts with ECS components such as CB1 and CB2 receptors, albeit differently to THC 

(Laprairie et al., 2015). There is evidence to suggest that, when administered chronically, CBD 

increases endocannabinoid tone by inhibiting the Fatty Acid Amine Hydrolase (FAAH) enzyme, 

thereby preventing the breakdown of endogenous cannabinoid anandamide (AEA), and 

modulating the binding action of certain G-protein coupled receptors (Karhson et al., 2016; Wei 

et al., 2016). Additionally, CBD activates serotonin receptors (5-HT1A), which may underlie its 

anxiolytic properties, and modulates vanilloid 1 (TRPV1) receptors involved in pain perception 

and inflammation (Lattanzi et al., 2018). CBD has also been shown to modulate γ-aminobutyric 

acid (GABA) and glutamate neurotransmission, impacting cortical excitation/inhibition (E/I) 

balance (Pretzsch, Freyberg, Voinescu, et al., 2019a), which is implicated in social processing 

difficulties in autism (Canitano & Pallagrosi, 2017; Cochran et al., 2015; Ford & Crewther, 2014; 

Gaetz et al., 2014; Gao & Penzes, 2015; Greenwood et al., 2018; Harada et al., 2011; Marsman 

et al., 2017; Pinkham et al., 2008; Tebartz van Elst et al., 2014b). While GABA modulation 

shows promise for addressing core social difficulties in autism (Veenstra-VanderWeele et al., 

2017), there are currently no approved pharmacological therapeutics that target this symptom 

domain, with strong reliance on behavioural interventions. The influence of CBD on E/I 
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mechanisms supports the hypothesis that social processing might be effectively modulated by 

CBD intervention (Pretzsch, Freyberg, Voinescu, et al., 2019b).  

Emerging research suggests potential benefits of CBD in addressing autism-related 

difficulties (Aran et al., 2021; Efron et al., 2021; Silva Junior et al., 2024). Aran et al. (2021) 

conducted a placebo-controlled, double-blind, crossover study involving 150 autistic children 

and young adults, finding significant reductions in disruptive behaviours and improvements in 

social communication with CBD whole-plant extract (CBD:THC ratio of 20:1) compared to 

placebo. Similarly, Efron et al. (2021) conducted a randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled 

trial in autistic children with intellectual disability, showing a significant reduction in irritability 

following 98% CBD oil. Additionally, Silva Junior et al. (2024) recently observed significant 

improvements in social interaction, anxiety, psychomotor agitation, meal frequency, and 

concentration in autistic children following CBD (CBD:THC ratio of 9:1).  

There is variability in CBD study findings for autism and an absence of standardised 

approaches across randomised controlled trials (RCTs) in this field. Among these trials, there is a 

mix of open-label assessments, and placebo-controlled parallel and crossover designs, with 

sample sizes ranging from 8 to 150 participants (Aran et al., 2021; Efron et al., 2021; Heussler et 

al., 2022). Three trials specifically included predominantly children (Aran et al., 2021; Efron et 

al., 2021; Silva Junior et al., 2024), while others include autistic adults (Pretzsch, Freyberg, 

Voinescu, et al., 2019c; Pretzsch, Voinescu, Lythgoe, et al., 2019, 2019; Pretzsch et al., 2021a). 

Dosage regimens and administration methods/routes vary across trials, as do primary and 

secondary outcome measures (Heussler et al., 2022; Silva Junior et al., 2024). Although the 12 

ongoing RCTs examining the long-term effects of CBD in neurodevelopmental disorders vary in 

trial duration (from 6 to 34 weeks), they are increasingly adopting similar methodologies, 
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facilitating comparison (Parrella et al., 2023). These studies highlight the need for further 

research to confirm CBD's efficacy and safety in addressing core symptoms of autism. 

Given the increasing prevalence of autism world-wide (Talantseva et al., 2023) the 

increasing interest in and prescription of CBD for autism (Cairns et al., 2023), and the variable 

rigor in existing clinical trials to support its safety and efficacy (Parrella et al., 2023), we 

conducted a Phase II randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled crossover clinical trial to 

investigate the extent to which oral CBD oil improves social relating in autistic children, as well 

as other autism-related outcomes (including sleep, anxiety, repetitive behaviours). Safety, 

tolerability, and acceptability data were also collected. Our primary hypothesis was that 12-week 

administration of CBD oil would positively impact social outcomes for autistic children, as 

measured by the Social Responsiveness Scale – 2nd Edition (SRS-2). Specifically, we 

hypothesised that participants would exhibit a significant reduction in SRS-2 scores from 

baseline to 12 weeks. Secondary aims of the study included evaluating the effects of CBD on 

anxiety levels in autistic children, as well as parental stress, with the expectation that both would 

decrease following 12-week CBD oil administration.  
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1.2. Materials and Methods 

1.2.1. Ethics, Consent, and Registration  

This trial was registered under the Australian New Zealand Clinical Trials Registry 

(ACTRN12622000437763) and received ethics approval from the Deakin University Human 

Research Ethics Committee (DUHREC 2020-071). Written informed consent was obtained from 

the parents/guardians of all participants prior to participation in the study, and assent was 

obtained from participants when appropriate.  

1.2.2. Trial Design 

This randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled crossover trial was conducted at Deakin 

University's School of Psychology in Melbourne, Australia. For each participant, the trial 

spanned a total of 32 weeks, divided into two 12-week intervention periods, with an 8-week 

washout period in between. Eligible participants were children (5-12 years old) with an autism 

spectrum disorder (ASD) diagnosis per DSM-5 criteria. Evidence of diagnosis was obtained 

from the participant’s clinician. The trial aimed to investigate the effects of weight-based dosing 

of a medicinal cannabis oil product (Cannabidiol: Medigrowth CBD100) on social relating in 

autistic children. There were no changes made to eligibility criteria once the trial had 

commenced.  

1.2.3. Participants 

Thirty-four children were enrolled in the study. Five participants withdrew their participation 

during the first intervention period, leaving a total of 29 participants completing the trial. 

Inclusion and exclusion criteria for study participation is in Table 1, participant demographics in 

Table 2, and participant medications in Table 3. 
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Table 1. Inclusion and exclusion criteria 

Inclusion 

criteria 

 

1. Aged 5 to 12 years inclusive. 

2. Diagnosis of Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD) confirmed by ADOS-2 or 

equivalent assessment. 

3. Stable interventions for at least 4 weeks prior to randomisation. 

4. Availability of a parent or guardian to provide consent and complete 

assessments. 

5. Normal or corrected-to-normal hearing and vision. 

Exclusion 

criteria  

 

1. Recent exposure to investigational compounds. 

2. Chronic intervention with CBD or related compounds. 

3. Diagnosis of known genetic disorders or primary psychiatric disorders other 

than ASD. 

4. Medical conditions impacting participation or confounding study results. 

5. Changes in therapies or medications within 4 weeks prior to randomisation. 

6. Contraindications to the study intervention or current use of specific 

medications. 
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Table 2. Demographics of participants and their families (N = 29) 

Demographic Category N (%) 

Participant Gender  

Male 18 (62.1%) 

Female 11 (37.9%) 

Number of Children in the Family  

1 7 (24.1%) 

2 9 (31.0%) 

3 6 (20.7%) 

4 3 (10.3%) 

More than 4 2 (6.9%) 

Prefer not to say 2 (6.9%) 

Parent/Guardian Ethnicity  

Caucasian 37 (63.8%) 

Middle-Eastern 2 (3.4%) 

Asian 9 (15.5%) 

African 1 (1.7%) 

Prefer not to say 2 (3.4%) 

Other 2 (3.4%) 

Languages Spoken at Home  

English 22 (75.9%) 

English and another language 7 (24.1%) 

Ethnicity of Participants  

Caucasian 20 (69.0%) 
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Middle-Eastern 2 (6.9%) 

Asian 3 (10.3%) 

African 1 (3.4%) 

Prefer not to say 2 (6.9%) 

Parent/Guardian Education Level  

Some High School 1 (1.7%) 

High School 10 (17.2%) 

Diploma 9 (15.5%) 

Undergraduate Certificate 2 (3.4%) 

Bachelor’s Degree 18 (31.0%) 

Master’s Degree 10 (17.2%) 

Ph.D. or higher 3 (5.2%) 

Prefer not to say 2 (3.4%) 

Other 3 (5.2%) 

Annual Household Income  

$25,000 - $50,000 4 (13.8%) 

$50,000 - $100,000 2 (6.9%) 

$100,000 - $200,000 15 (51.7%) 

More than $200,000 2 (6.9%) 

Prefer not to say 6 (20.7%) 
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Table 3. Existing participant medications maintained throughout trial 

Medication N 

Melatonin 9 

Non-stimulant ADHD Medications (Intuniv, Clonidine) 2 

Atypical antipsychotics (Risperidone, Aripiprazole, Olanzapine, Quetiapine, 

Ziprasidone) 
12 

Methylphenidate (Ritalin, Ritalin SR, Concerta, Metadate ER, QuilliChew ER, 

Cotempla XR-ODT) 
10 

SSRIs (Fluoxetine, Fluvoxamine maleate, Sertraline) 10 

SNRIs (Strattera) 2 

 

1.2.4. Intervention 

Medigrowth CBD100 oil was contained in a 30ml bottle, with each millilitre of oil containing 

100mg of Cannabidiol (CBD) and a negligible amount of Delta-9-trans-Tetrahydrocannabinol 

(THC) not exceeding 1mg/ml. CBD100 is formulated with medium-chain triglyceride (MCT) 

excipients and naturally occurring terpenes including Nerolidol, Alpha Bisabolol, d-Limonene, 

β-Caryophyllene, and Alpha-Humelene. The total cannabinoid content per bottle is 3000mg. In 

addition, the placebo for the CBD100 medication consisted of MCT as an excipient, matched to 

CBD100 in taste to maintain blinding integrity throughout the trial.  

Participants were randomly assigned (via block randomisation) to receive either 

Medigrowth CBD100 or placebo oil during each intervention period of the trial. Medigrowth 

CBD100 was administered orally in weight-based doses calculated by the investigator. In each 
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intervention period, the starting dose was 5mg/kg body weight/day. The dose was increased to 10 

mg/kg/day by the second week, with parents or guardians trained to facilitate sublingual 

administration during the first visit. Placebo oil was administered following the same protocol. 

Intervention adherence was monitored through a daily Treatment Log. Interventions were given 

as an add-on to any ongoing stable medication (no change in four weeks).   
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Table 4. Primary and secondary outcome measures 

Primary 

Measure 

 

Social Responsiveness Scale – 2nd Edition (SRS-2) (Constantino & Gruber, 

2012). The SRS-2 is comprised of the following subscales: 

• Social Awareness: understanding social cues and recognising social 

situations accurately. 

• Social Cognition: interpretating and inferring others' thoughts, 

feelings, and intentions in social interactions. 

• Social Communication: verbal and nonverbal communication skills 

and their effectiveness in social interactions. 

• Social Motivation: interest and desire to engage in social interactions 

and relationships. 

• Autistic Mannerisms: the presence and severity of repetitive 

behaviours, restricted interests, and other autism-specific behaviours 

that may impact social functioning. 

Secondary 

Measures 

 

• Repetitive Behaviour Scale-Revised (RBS-R) (Bodfish et al., 2000) 

• Vineland Adaptive Behaviour Scale-3 (VABS-3) (Sparrow et al., 2016) 

• Pediatric Quality of Life Inventory (PedsQL) (Varni, 1998) 

• Behaviour Rating Inventory of Executive Function - Second Edition 

(BRIEF 2) (Gioia et al., 2015) 

• Personal Wellbeing Index School Children (PWI-3-self-report) 

(Cummins & Lau, 2005) 

• Developmental Behaviour Checklist-2 (DBC-2) (Einfeld & Tonge, 

1992, 2002) 

• Autism Parenting Stress Index (APSI) (Silva & Schalock, 2012) 

• PROMIS EC Parent-Report – Anxiety (PROMIS Health Organization 

and Assessment Center, 2014) 

• PROMIS EC Parent-Report – Sleep Health (PROMIS Health 

Organization and Assessment Center, 2014) 

• PROMIS EC Parent-Report – Social Relationships (PROMIS Health 

Organization and Assessment Center, 2014) 
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1.2.5. Sample Size 

A power analysis was conducted using the software package, G*Power (Faul & Erdfelder, 1992). 

The alpha level used for this analysis was p < .05. A sample size of 34 was determined for the 

detection of a moderate-large effect size (f2 = .25, power = .8). The determined sample size is 

consistent with a study involving acute administration of CBD in autistic individuals (Pretzsch, 

Freyberg, Voinescu, et al., 2019c), reflecting our best estimate given the limited available trials for 

comparison.  

1.2.6. Recruitment  

Recruitment took place between January and March 2023. During the first intervention period of 

the trial, an attrition rate of 14.7% reduced the sample from 34 to 29. One participant was lost to 

follow-up, and four withdrew their participation, discontinuing intervention. Reasons for 

withdrawal included family-related difficulties for three participants (two families) and 

gastrointestinal discomfort for one other. Three of the four participants who discontinued their 

involvement were allocated the active intervention in the first intervention period.  

1.2.7. Procedure 

Participants underwent an initial telephone screening to confirm eligibility and were then 

enrolled in the trial, comprising two intervention periods separated by an 8-week washout period, 

see Figure 1. Each period involved administration of either Medigrowth CBD100 or placebo oil, 

with the order of intervention randomised. Four testing visits took place throughout the trial. The 

first visit, T0, served as the baseline assessment for intervention period one, followed by T1 at 12 

weeks. T2 marked the baseline assessment for intervention period two, with T3 occurring at 12 

weeks thereafter, concluding the study's assessment timeline.  
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Figure 1. Study design illustrating two 12-week administration periods separated by an 8-week 

washout. Each period includes baseline and follow-up assessments with EEG recordings (brain 

icon) and behavioural (parental) questionnaires (paper icon).  

 

Given the lack of pharmacokinetic data for CBD in children, an 8-week interval ensured 

adequate washout time for CBD100, which is at least four weeks (Thiele et al., 2018). The 

placebo condition served as the within-participants control measure to investigate CBD-specific 

outcomes in behaviour. 
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During the testing visits, parents or guardians of participants were required to complete 

behavioural questionnaires (Table 4). The SRS-2 and BRIEF 2 were administered in paper 

format, while all other measures were completed electronically via REDCap. The VABS-3 and 

the DBC-2 were completed through their respective psychological assessment publisher 

platforms. Additionally, a post-study survey, administered via REDCap, collected economic 

information from the parents or guardians. The trial also involved a cohort of participants 

undergoing electroencephalography (EEG) recording to capture aperiodic neural activity. We 

conducted 5 minutes of eyes-open resting state EEG (64-channel), which will be reported in a 

separate paper. 

Parents or guardians of participants provided ASD diagnostic reports, completed 

behavioural questionnaires, and administered the study intervention daily. They also filled out 

daily Treatment Logs and assisted their children during testing visits. The online Treatment Log 

ensured close monitoring of administration techniques (i.e., with/without food), dosage times, 

side effects, children’s emotional regulation, and illness. Throughout the 12-week intervention 

periods, they were reminded to contact the study coordinator to address any concerns and report 

adverse events.  

1.2.8. Statistical Analysis 

Data analysis was conducted using mixed models within the Jamovi statistical software package 

(version 2.5.3). Mixed models were chosen due to their ability to account for within-subject 

correlation in crossover designs while accommodating fixed and random effects. For the primary 

analysis, a mixed-effects model was fitted to the outcome variable, with Time (Baseline, 12 

Weeks) and Intervention as fixed effects. Participant was included as a random effect to account 

for within-subject correlation. The estimated intervention effect along with 95% confidence 
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intervals and associated p-values were reported. The significance level was set at p = 0.05. The 

assumption of normality was assessed visually through histograms and Q-Q plots and confirmed 

by the Shapiro-Wilk test. All analyses were conducted blind to the intervention condition, 

ensuring objectivity and minimising potential bias in the interpretation of results. 
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1.3. Results 

The CONSORT flow diagram (Figure 2) illustrates participant enrolment, allocation to 

intervention groups, follow-up, and analysis, including reasons for exclusions and dropouts. 

  

Figure 2. CONSORT flow diagram depicting enrolment, allocation, follow-up and analysis 
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1.3.1. Primary Outcome 

SRS-2: The Time by Intervention interaction indicated a greater reduction (i.e., improvement) in 

SRS-2 Total scores for CBD (mean difference = -17.0 points) compared to placebo (mean 

difference = -7.0 points); however, this interaction was not statistically significant (β = -11.15, 

SE = 7.19, p = .125). Similarly, for the Social Communication Index, the reduction in scores for 

CBD (mean difference = -13.8 points) compared to placebo (mean difference = -4.6 points) was 

not statistically significant (β = -9.92, SE = 5.81, p = 0.092), (see Figure 3). Greater reduction in 

scores following CBD compared to placebo were also observed for the SRS-2 subscales 

Awareness (CBD: -2.6 points, Placebo: -0.9 points; β = -1.77, SE = 1.030, p = .090) and 

Motivation (CBD: -3.3 points, Placebo: -0.8 points; β = -2.48, SE = 1.265, p = .053), although 

did not reach statistical significance. For Cognition (CBD: -2.8 points, Placebo: -1.3 points; β = -

1.787, SE = 1.565, p = .257), Communication (CBD: -5.1 points, Placebo: -1.7 points; β = -3.84, 

SE = 2.71, p = .161) and Restricted Repetitive Behaviours (CBD: -2.9 points, Placebo: -2.1 

points; β = -1.23, SE = 1.644, p = .458) there were no intervention effects.  

Figure 3. Time by Intervention effects of CBD (orange) and placebo (green) on (A) Social 

Responsiveness Scale (SRS-2) Total scores and (B) Social Communication Index composite 

scores.  
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1.3.2. Secondary Outcomes 

Social Relating: Three secondary measures probed social relating: PROMIS-Social, Vineland 

Socialization, and DBC2 Social Relating. For the PROMIS-Social, a significant interaction effect 

was observed (CBD: +1.7 points, Placebo: -0.2 points; β = 1.992, SE = 0.935, p = .036) with 

greater improvement following CBD intervention compared to placebo. There was no significant 

interaction effect observed for the Vineland Socialization subscale (CBD: +4.4 points, Placebo: 

+2.4 points; β = 2.71, SE = 3.25, p = .406). Lastly, the DBC2 Social Relating subscale showed a 

significant interaction effect (CBD: -2.55 points, Placebo: -0.29 points; β = -2.352, SE = 0.918, p 

= .012) suggesting a moderate impact of CBD intervention on social relating symptoms. 

 Mental Health: The PROMIS-Anxiety and the DBC-2 Anxiety subscales were used to 

measure changes in anxiety following CBD compared to placebo. For the PROMIS-Anxiety 

subscale, there appeared to be a reduction in anxiety for CBD (mean difference = -4.1 points) 

compared to placebo (mean difference = -0.8 points); but the difference did not reach statistical 

significance (β = -3.119, SE = 1.660, p = .064). Conversely, a significant interaction effect for the 

Anxiety subscale from the DBC-2 was observed, indicating reduced anxiety symptoms following 

CBD (CBD: -3.14 points, Placebo: +0.2 points; β = -3.20, SE = 0.944, p = .001).  

 Adaptive Behaviour: There was no significant effect of CBD on VABS-3 Adaptive 

Behaviour Composite (ABC) score compared to placebo (CBD: +2.4 points, Placebo: +1.0 

points; β = 2.06, SE = 2.67, p = .443). Similarly, there were no effects of CBD on VABS-3 

subscales Communication (CBD: +2.4 points, Placebo: +1.3 points; β = 1.82, SE = 2.40, p 

= .451), Living Skills (CBD: +1.0 points, Placebo: +0.1 points; β = 1.91, SE = 2.78, p = 0.493), 

and Socialization (CBD: +4.4 points, Placebo: +2.4 points; β = 2.71, SE = 3.25, p = .406).  
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 Parental Stress: There was a significant improvement in parental stress following the 

CBD intervention compared to placebo as measured by the APSI (CBD: -5.7 points, Placebo: -

1.4 points; β = -4.6271, SE 2.26, p = .044).   
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Figure 4. Time by Intervention effects of CBD (orange) and placebo (green) on (A) The 

Vineland Adaptive Behaviour Composite Score, (B) Vineland Socialisation (subscale), (C) DBC-

2 Social Relating (subscale), (D) PROMIS Social, (E) DBC-2 Anxiety, (F) PROMIS Anxiety and 

(G) Autism Parental Stress Index.  
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Intervention effects on the discussed outcome measures from baseline to 12-weeks are 

presented in Table 5. Analyses of the remaining secondary outcome measures are presented in 

the Supplementary Materials.  

1.3.3. Adverse Events 

During the trial, there were two adverse events recorded. One participant experienced abdominal 

discomfort on day 4 of CBD intervention, as reported by their parent, leading to the 

discontinuation of intervention after 7-days and withdrawal from the trial. This participant had 

pre-existing gastrointestinal issues, which may have contributed to the reported discomfort. 

Another participant also reported gastrointestinal discomfort during the CBD condition, but this 

subsided after one week and the participant remained in the trial. Medical consultations were 

provided to the parents by a licensed medical practitioner, offering guidance on managing 

symptoms and assessing the suitability of continued participation in the study. No other adverse 

events were reported throughout the trial duration, indicating a generally well-tolerated 

intervention.  
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Table 5. Summary of intervention effects on behavioural outcome measures from baseline to 12-

weeks 

Measure Intervent-

ion 

Time 

Point 

Mean (SD) F(df) β SE ηp2 p-

value 

SRS-2 - 

Total Score 

2.47 

(1,80) 

-11.15 7.19 0.031 .125 Placebo Baseline 121.0 (35.8) 

12 weeks 114.0 (34.2) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 117.0 (37.3) 

12 weeks 100.0 (34.5) 

SRS-2 - 

Social 

Communica

-tion 

2.93 

(1,80) 

-9.92 5.81 0.036 .092 Placebo Baseline 95.0 (30.2) 

12 weeks 90.4 (29.6) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 92.7 (30.9) 

12 weeks 78.9 (27.9) 

SRS-2 - 

Awareness 

2.99 

(1,80) 

-1.77 1.03 0.036 .090 Placebo Baseline 15.2 (4.94) 

12 weeks 14.3 (4.76) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 15.0 (4.76) 

12 weeks 12.4 (4.03) 

SRS-2 - 

Motivation 

3.89 

(1,80) 

-2.48 1.27 0.046 .053 Placebo Baseline 17.7 (7.05) 

12 weeks 16.9 (7.25) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 17.8 (6.04) 
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12 weeks 14.5 (6.65) 

SRS-2 - 

Cognition 

1.17 

(1,80) 

-1.79 1.57 0.032 .257 Placebo Baseline 22.6 (7.55) 

12 weeks 21.3 (7.15) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 22.4 (7.68) 

12 weeks 19.6 (5.95) 

SRS-2 – 

Communica

-tion 

2.08 

(1,80) 

-3.84 2.71 0.025 .161 Placebo Baseline 39.6 (13.0) 

12 weeks 37.9 (12.3) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 37.5 (14.0) 

12 weeks 32.4 (13.2) 

SRS-2 - 

Restricted 

Repetitive 

Behaviours 

0.71 

(1,79) 

-1.23 1.64 0.008 .458 Placebo Baseline 25.6 (7.14) 

12 weeks 23.5 (6.33) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 24.3 (7.98) 

12 weeks 21.4 (7.92) 

PROMIS 

Anxiety 

3.53 

(1,79) 

-3.12 1.66 0.043 .064 Placebo Baseline 20.4 (7.55) 

12 weeks 19.6 (6.50) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 21.8 (7.34) 

12 weeks 17.7 (4.69) 

DBC-2 - 

Anxiety 

11.48 

(1,78.5) 

-3.20 0.94 0.127 .001* Placebo Baseline 10.7 (4.47) 

12 weeks 10.9 (4.31) 
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CBD 

 

Baseline 11.4 (4.45) 

12 weeks 8.26 (2.82) 

PROMIS 

Social 

4.54 

(1,78) 

1.99 0.94 0.055 .036* Placebo Baseline 19.9 (5.28) 

12 weeks 19.7 (4.98) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 19.8 (4.90) 

12 weeks 21.5 (4.90) 

DBC-2 – 

Social 

Relating 

6.57 

(1,78) 

-2.35 0.92 0.077 .012* Placebo Baseline 8.48 (4.59) 

12 weeks 8.19 (3.95) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 9.18 (3.96) 

12 weeks 6.63 (3.33) 

Autism 

Parental 

Stress Index 

4.19 

(1,78) 

-4.63 2.26 0.051 .044* Placebo Baseline 23.9 (11.7) 

12 weeks 22.5 (9.58) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 25.8 (12.5) 

12 weeks 20.1 (10.4) 

 VABS-3 

ABC 

0.60 

(1,78) 

2.06 2.67 0.007 .443 Placebo Baseline 67.4 (15.8) 

12 weeks 68.4 (17.2) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 68.6 (14.4) 

12 weeks 71.0 (16.8) 

1.82 2.40 0.007 .443 Placebo Baseline 67.0 (20.2) 
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VABS-3  

Communica

-tion 

12 weeks 68.3 (20.3) 0.57 

(1,78) 
CBD 

 

Baseline 68.6 (18.7) 

12 weeks 71.0 (20.4) 

VABS-3 

Living 

Skills 

0.47 

(1,78) 

1.91 2.78 0.006 .493 Placebo Baseline 69.2 (17.5) 

12 weeks 69.3 (18.1) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 69.8 (17.5) 

12 weeks 70.8 (17.5) 

VABS-3  

Socialisat-

ion 

0.70 

(1,78) 

2.71 3.25 0.008 .406 Placebo Baseline 64.4 (16.9) 

12 weeks 66.8 (19.4) 

CBD 

 

Baseline 66.9 (15.8) 

12 weeks 71.3 (19.2) 

Notes: SRS-2=Social Responsiveness Scale, Second Edition, DBC-2=Developmental Behaviour 

Checklist, Second Edition, PROMIS=Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information 

System, VABS-3=Vineland Adaptive Behavior Scales, Third Edition, ABC=Adaptive Behavior 

Composite * p <.05.  
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1.4. Discussion 

This randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled, crossover trial was the first to investigate the 

effects of oral CBD oil on social relating in autistic children, with mental health and parental 

stress as secondary outcomes. Improvements were observed in secondary measures of social 

relating and anxiety symptoms as well as a reduction in parental stress. These preliminary 

findings contribute to the growing body of research investigating the potential therapeutic effects 

of CBD in autistic children. The premise of this research stemmed from the growing recognition 

of the involvement of the endocannabinoid system in social relating, specifically in autism, 

suggesting a potential role for CBD in modulating social functioning for autistic children (Wei et 

al., 2015; Zamberletti et al., 2017). Trial findings contribute preliminary evidence of the effect of 

CBD on social relating and anxiety symptoms in autistic children, aligning with previous studies 

indicating the potential for CBD to ameliorate core symptoms of autism (Aran et al., 2021; Silva 

Junior et al., 2024).  

While the effect of CBD oil on the primary outcome measure, the SRS-2, did not reach 

statistical significance, changes in the SRS-2 Total scores and the Social Communication Index 

suggest a potential benefit of CBD intervention, albeit with small effect sizes. The observed 

changes in Awareness and Motivation SRS-2 subscales, although not statistically significant, 

suggest the need for further research to ascertain the reliability of these findings and determine 

the true effects of CBD in addressing core symptoms of autism. Given that 11 participants had 

intellectual disability, it is important to note that certain assessment measures may have been 

better suited for their evaluation than others. For instance, individuals who were non-verbal or 

faced sensory challenges might not have been adequately captured by measures emphasising 

higher levels of communication abilities such as the SRS.  
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In terms of secondary outcomes, significant effects were observed for social functioning 

measures, such as the PROMIS-Social and the DBC2 Social Relating subscales, indicating a 

moderate positive effect of CBD intervention on social relating symptoms. Furthermore, 12-

week CBD administration demonstrated a reduction in anxiety symptoms, as evidenced by 

significant interaction effects for anxiety. This suggests a potential interplay between social 

anxiety and social relating, where CBD might reduce social anxiety, thereby improving social 

interactions, or enhance social relating, which could in turn alleviate anxiety symptoms 

(Bergamaschi et al., 2011). Alternatively, CBD could simultaneously impact both social relating 

and anxiety symptom domains (Crippa et al., 2011; Shannon, 2019; Silva Junior et al., 2024). 

These findings underscore the importance of further research to elucidate the specific 

mechanisms underlying the effect of CBD on social relating and mental health in autistic 

individuals, ultimately informing the development of targeted interventions to improve outcomes 

in this population.  

An improvement in parental stress following the 12-week CBD intervention in their 

children was also revealed. Parenting an autistic child has been associated with greater parenting 

stress compared with parenting a neurotypical child, and improvements in parental well-being 

have been linked to enhanced outcomes for autistic children, including reduced behavioural 

difficulties (Hayes & Watson, 2013). This finding invites speculation regarding the attribution of 

child improvement to CBD, parenting factors, or a combination of both. It is also possible that 

parents willing to enrol their child in an RCT might differ in certain characteristics, such as being 

more proactive in seeking interventions or having different stress-coping strategies, compared to 

those who do not participate. This significant finding suggests there is value in probing both 
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child and parental well-being in autism-related clinical trials. Further research should consider 

parental well-being to disentangle the potential mechanisms underlying the observed outcomes. 

The observed improvements in social relating and anxiety reduction following the CBD 

intervention underscore the need for further research in this area, particularly considering the 

limited pharmacological options available for addressing social difficulties and anxiety in autism 

(Warren et al., 2011). This trial reveals that CBD may represent a promising intervention due to 

its favourable safety profile, non-intoxicating nature, and lack of psychoactive effects, making it 

an attractive candidate for further investigation in paediatric populations. Two participants 

reported experiencing gastrointestinal discomfort as a side effect during the CBD condition, with 

one child withdrawing from the trial before titrating to 10mg/kg/day. This prompts speculation 

on whether the dosage of CBD administered may have been too high for some participants, and 

if a lower dose could potentially yield similar beneficial outcomes with fewer side effects. 

Further investigation into dosage optimisation is warranted to address these concerns and 

enhance tolerability in future trials. 

There were several limitations inherent to this trial. The pilot-sized sample and 

recruitment from a single site may constrain the generalisability of the reported findings. Due to 

limitations in sample size, stratification was not feasible, although it would have benefitted the 

heterogeneity observed across participants, particularly regarding cognitive levels and 

communication abilities. Future research endeavours should aim to conduct larger-scale, multi-

site trials. By involving multiple research sites, trials can recruit larger and more diverse 

participant pools, enhancing the representativeness of the findings and increasing statistical 

power. In larger trials containing clinical heterogeneity among participants, stratification could 

provide insights into intervention mechanisms by identifying specific characteristics within 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 31, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.19.24309024doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.19.24309024


 
30 

 
subgroups. Additionally, the anxiolytic and sleep effects of CBD have been identified as 

exhibiting an inverted U-shape dose-response curve, highlighting the complexity and critical 

nature of dosage and administration methods in clinical trials involving this compound (Narayan 

et al., 2022). Tailoring dosages to individual responsivity could also lead to more precise and 

effective provision of CBD. Despite limitations concerning statistical power and cohort 

heterogeneity, the efficient recruitment observed in this pilot study suggests the feasibility of 

conducting larger investigations to explore the potential benefits of CBD in managing challenges 

associated with autism.  

Given the lack of effective pharmacological therapeutics for social relating in autism, 

without side effects (Nurmi et al., 2013; Sharma & Shaw, 2012), there is a critical need to 

develop novel targeted interventions. This RCT undertook a symptom-specific approach to 

investigating the effects of CBD on social relating in autistic children. The findings contribute to 

the current understanding regarding novel therapeutics with acceptable safety profiles to support 

the social difficulties experienced by autistic children. By combining CBD administration with 

behavioural testing specifically targeting social relating, this study offers a comprehensive 

exploration of the therapeutic effects of CBD in a population with limited pharmacological 

therapeutic options.  

 

1.5. Conclusion 

This trial, while preliminary, represents a significant step towards understanding the therapeutic 

potential of CBD in autism. With an emphasis on social relating difficulties, this study provides 

insights into the effects of CBD on one of the core symptoms of autism. Overall, the results 

suggest that across domain-specific measures there were statistically significant effects alongside 
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positive trends for social relating and anxiety reduction following the CBD intervention 

compared to placebo. While further research is needed to validate and extend these findings, the 

results highlight the promise of CBD as a novel intervention for improving social wellbeing, and 

thus quality of life of autistic individuals and their families. These preliminary findings of 

improvement in social outcomes following chronic CBD oil administration call for larger, multi-

site trials to elucidate the therapeutic efficacy of CBD in treating social challenges associated 

with autism and provides direction on which outcome measures should be employed. This trial 

serves as a critical step towards enhancing our understanding of the neurobiological 

underpinnings of autism and fostering the development of targeted therapeutics that can improve 

the quality of life for autistic people. 
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