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Abstract

Background

Cannabidiol (CBD) is being studied as a potential intervention for the people at
clinical high risk for psychosis (CHR), though the mechanisms underlying its effects
are not fully understood. Previous studies indicate that a single dose of CBD can
normalize alterations in memory-related brain activation and modulate hippocampal
glutamate levels in the early stages of psychosis. This study aimed to examine the
acute effects of CBD on the coupling between hippocampal glutamate levels and

brain activation during verbal memory in individuals at CHR.

Methods

33 participants at CHR participants were randomly assigned to receive either a single
dose of 600 mg CBD (CHR-CBD) or an identical placebo capsule (CHR-PLB). 19
age-matched healthy controls (HC) received no study drugs. Participants underwent
MRI scanning while performing a verbal learning task, and proton magnetic
resonance spectroscopy to measure hippocampal glutamate levels. Group x

hippocampal glutamate x brain activation interactions were tested.

Results

CHR-PLB showed positive correlation between hippocampal glutamate levels and
dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (dIPFC) (Pcorr. = 0.0039) activation compared to HC
during both verbal encoding and recall. Under a single dose of CBD, the
glutamate-dIPFC activation coupling was negative and significantly different
compared to placebo in CHR individuals (Pcorr. = 0.0001). The reversed correlation
in CBD group also observed in the parahippocampal gyrus (Pcorr. = 0.0022) and
amygdala (Pcorr. = 0.0019).

Conclusions
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These findings suggest that the mechanism underlying the effect of CBD in CHR may
involve reversing of altered coupling between hippocampal glutamate levels and

prefrontal and mediotemporal activation.
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Introduction

The onset of psychotic disorders is often preceded by attenuated symptoms of
psychosis, anxiety, emotional distress and a decline in function, collectively referred
to as the clinical high-risk (CHR) state for psychosis (Yung et al., 2005). About a
quarter individuals at CHR may develop a frank psychotic disorder within 3 years
(Salazar de Pablo et al., 2021). There are currently no licensed pharmacological
preventive treatments for this population and only modest evidence of the efficacy of
available treatments (Davies et al., 2018a, 2018b; Devoe et al., 2020; Fusar-Poli et al.,
2019). Novel therapeutics are therefore needed. Cannabidiol (CBD), the
non-intoxicating component of cannabis, has demonstrated antipsychotic potential
(Leweke et al., 2012; McGuire et al., 2017) and is well tolerated, thus holding promise
as a potential intervention for the CHR state (Bhattacharyya et al., 2024; Davies &
Bhattacharyya, 2019). However, the neurobiological mechanisms underlying the

effects of CBD in CHR individuals remains unclear.

Evidence from preclinical and human neuroimaging studies indicates a central role for
hippocampal glutamatergic dysfunction in the onset of psychosis, by driving
hyperactivity in a hippocampal-midbrain-striatal circuit (Daniel J & Anthony A, 2011;
Grace & Gomes, 2019; Lieberman et al., 2018; Schobel et al., 2013). This has been
consistent with evidence of altered hippocampal glutamatergic concentrations
(Kraguljac et al., 2013), increased hippocampal and striatal perfusion (Allen et al.,
2016; Davies et al., 2023; Kraguljac et al., 2013; Schobel et al., 2009; Talati et al.,
2015) and elevated striatal dopamine function (Egerton et al., 2013; Howes et al.,
2011) across different stages of the psychosis continuum. Hippocampal glutamatergic
dysfunction has been hypothesised in turn to arise as a result of dysfunction in the
corticolimbic circuit from the prefrontal cortex to the hippocampus (Gomes & Grace,

2016; Lewis & Hashimoto, 2007), particularly affecting GABAergic interneurons
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(Smucny et al., 2022). Prefrontal GABA concentrations were found to be associated
with increased resting hippocampal perfusion in CHR individuals who subsequently
developed psychosis (Modinos et al.,, 2018), consistent with preclinical evidence
linking prefrontal and hippocampal dysfunction and suggesting potential mechanisms
underlying cognitive dysfunction in schizophrenia (Abbas et al., 2018; Dienel et al.,

2023; Santos-Silva et al., 2024; Smucny et al., 2022).

Prior research examining interactions between neurochemistry and brain activation in
psychosis showed positive correlations between hippocampal glutamate levels and
memory-related prefrontal (Hutcheson et al., 2012) and medial temporal (Valli et al.,
2011) activation in healthy controls, which were not present in individuals with
psychosis (Hutcheson et al., 2012) or at CHR for psychosis (Valli et al., 2011). We
have recently demonstrated (1) an altered relationship between hippocampal
glutamate levels and striatal resting perfusion in individuals at CHR (Davies et al.,
2023a), and (2) increased memory-related hippocampal-striatal connectivity in those
with established psychosis (O’Neill, Wilson, et al., 2021). Notably, a single dose of
CBD patrtially normalised the latter alterations (O’Neill, Wilson, et al., 2021) as well as
hippocampal glutamate levels (O'Neill, Annibale, et al., 2021). However, whether a
single dose of CBD can modulate the relationship between hippocampal glutamate

levels and brain activation remains unclear.

To address this question, we investigated the coupling between hippocampal
glutamate levels, indexed by proton magnetic resonance spectroscopy (1H-MRS),
and brain activation as measured using functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI)
during a verbal paired-associates learning task - a key cognitive domain shown to be
particularly impaired people at CHR (Catalan et al., 2021). A region of interest (ROI)
approach was used focusing on the striatum, medial temporal and prefrontal cortical
regions — regions previously shown to be modulated during this task in healthy

controls (Bhattacharyya et al., 2009), altered in psychosis (O’Neill, Annibale, et al.,
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2021), and normalised by CBD (Bhattacharyya et al., 2018; O’Neill, Wilson, et al.,
2021). Three participant groups were examined: CHR individuals randomised to a
single oral dose (600mg) of CBD (CHR-CBD) or placebo (CHR-PLB) and healthy

controls.

We hypothesised that (1) the coupling between hippocampal glutamate levels and
fMRI activation would be altered in CHR-PLB compared to healthy controls, and (2) a
single dose of CBD would modulate this coupling in CHR individuals, bringing it closer
to that seen in healthy controls. Specifically, we expected a positive correlation
between hippocampal glutamate levels and activation in the prefrontal and medial
temporal regions (Hutcheson et al., 2012; Valli et al., 2011), and a negative
correlation in the striatum for healthy controls (Davies et al., 2023a). Additionally, we
predicted that CBD (in a separate CHR group) would reverse the direction of the
correlations seen in the CHR-PLB group, aligning them with those observed in

healthy controls.

Page 6 of 40


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.06.24316831
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.06.24316831; this version posted November 6, 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Methods

Participants

The analysis of stand-alone fMRI and *H-MRS data included in this study have been
separately reported in previous publications. (Bhattacharyya et al., 2018; Davies et al.,
2023a). Briefly, 33 antipsychotic-naive CHR participants (aged 18-35), were recruited
from early intervention services from the South London and Maudsley NHS
Foundation Trust. 19 healthy controls, matched by age within +3 years, were
recruited through local advertisement. Participants with a history of psychotic or
manic episodes, neurological disorders, substance dependence, 1Q less than 70, and
those who could not undergo MRI or be treated with CBD were excluded. Baseline
levels of psychopathology were measured using the Comprehensive Assessment of
At-Risk Mental States (CAARMS) (Yung et al., 2005) and the State-Trait Anxiety
Inventory-State Subscale (STAI-S) (Spielberger et al., 1971). The study was
approved by the National Research Ethics Service Committee of London Camberwell

St Giles, and all participants provided written informed consent.

Design

The study employed a double-blind, parallel-group, placebo-controlled design, in
which CHR participants were randomly assigned to receive either a single dose of
CBD (600mg; THC-Pharm) or placebo capsule. Detailed experiment procedures can
be found in the Supplementary Material. This CBD dose has previously been shown
to be effective in established psychosis (Leweke et al, 2012). Three hours after taking
the CBD or placebo capsule, participants underwent MRI scanning, where
hippocampal glutamate levels were measured using *H-MRS followed by the fMRI
verbal paired-associates (VPA) task (detailed below). The dosing-to-scanning interval
was determined based on previous evidence showing that CBD levels in blood reach
their peak around 3 hours following oral administration (Martin-Santos et al., 2012).

The healthy control group was subjected to the same procedures as the CHR group
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but did not receive any study drugs. Before scanning, all participants were instructed
to abstain from consuming cannabis for 96 hours, alcohol for at least 24 hours,
nicotine for 6 hours and any other recreational drugs for two weeks before the study
day. A urine sample was collected before scanning to screen for the use of illicit

drugs.

'H-MRS acquisition and quantification

All MRI data was collected using a Signa HDx 3T MRI scanner (General Electric). A
high-resolution inversion recovery image was also acquired. Full details of *H-MRS
acquisition parameters, preprocessing and analysis methods have been reported
elsewhere (Davies et al., 2023a) and in Supplementary Material. In brief, we acquired
'H-MRS spectra using PRESS (Point RESolved Spectroscopy; TE = 30ms; TR =
3000ms; 96 averages) in the left hippocampus, following previously established

methods (Egerton et al., 2014).

LCModel version 6.3-0A (Provencher, 1993) was used to analyse the acquired
spectra, with a standard basis set of 16 metabolites (Supplementary Material) as
detailed in the LCModel manual

(http://s-provencher.com/pub/LCModel/manual/manual.pdf). Metabolite analyses

were restricted to those meeting the quality control criteria of Cramér—Rao lower
bounds < 20% and signal to noise ratio =2 5. We corrected values of the water-scaled
measure of glutamate for voxel tissue and cerebral spinal fluid (CSF) content
(Egerton et al., 2014) (Supplementary Material). Assessment of spectral quality
involved measuring both the signal-to-noise ratio and the linewidths, represented by

the full width at half-maximum (FWHM).

fMRI acquisition

The blood oxygen level-dependent (BOLD) hemodynamic response during the task
was measured using a gradient echo sequence axially; 39 x 3mm slices; 0.3mm gap
between slices running parallel to the intercomissural (AC-PC) plane (field of view 24
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X 24 cm and matrix 64 X 64); 30ms echo time; 90° flip angle) and a compressed

acquisition with a 2s repetition time and 3s silent period (effective TR = 5s).

fMRI task

Participants were studied in a 13-minute fMRI experiment while performing a VPA
task as previously described (Bhattacharyya et al., 2018). During three conditions:
encoding, recall, and baseline, the 8 pairs of stimuli were presented visually in
40-second blocks with the conditions presented in the same order (encoding, recall
and baseline) and repeated 4 times. Participants' response accuracy was recorded in
real time. During the encoding phase, word pairs were presented and to encourage
encoding, participants were instructed to indicate aloud whether the two words were
related or not. The same word pairs were presented four times during encoding (once
per block) to aid in the learning of associations across repeated blocks. In the recall
phase, one of the words from each of the previously presented pairs was displayed
one at a time, and participants were asked to recall the word that it had been paired
with. If they could not recall the missing word, they were told to say "pass". The
baseline phase involved the participants viewing a pair of blank blue rectangles of the

same size as those in the encoding/recall condition.

fMRI processing

fMRI data preprocessing and subject-level analysis

fMRI data were analysed using XBAM v4.1 software (Brain Imaging Analysis Unit,
Institute of Psychiatry, Kings College London, UK), which employs a nonparametric
approach to minimize assumptions about the distribution of the data. The fMRI
preprocessing and subjects-level analysis steps have been reported previously
(Bhattacharyya et al., 2018a) and are detailed in the Supplementary Material. Briefly,
before analysis, the images were corrected for head motion (Brammer et al., 1997;

Bullmore et al.,, 1999), slice timing, and spatially smoothed with an 8.8mm
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full-width-at-half-maximum Gaussian filter (Thirion et al., 2007). The experimental
design (encoding and recall condition) was convolved with 2 y-variate functions. This
model was then fit to the time series at each voxel using least-squares fitting.
Following this, the sum of squares (SSQ) ratio statistic, which represents the ratio of
the model component to the residual sum of squares, was estimated for the encoding
and correct recall conditions relative to baseline. The SSQ ratio maps of each
condition for each individual were then transformed into standard stereotactic

(Talairach) space

Generation of ROl mask

The regions of interest (ROI) masks, including the bilateral medial temporal cortex
(hippocampus and parahippocampal gyrus), striatum (caudate and putamen), and
prefrontal cortex (inferior and middle frontal gyri), were generated using Talairach

Atlas labels in XBAM (eFigure 2).

Pearson correlation calculation for each group (HC; CHR-PLB; CHR-CBD)

Using XBAM 4.1, we estimated the Pearson linear correlation coefficient (r) between
hippocampal glutamate level and SSQ value for each contrast (encoding vs baseline,
recall vs baseline) at each intracerebral voxel for each group separately within our
ROI mask. The Pearson linear correlation coefficient (R) is defined as below:

ROC = EL&x - D@ =) /(N S = S)

Where X is the estimated SSQ value and Y is the hippocampal glutamate level, x[

and [ the respective sample mean, S{1 and Sy are the estimated standard deviations.

Correlation between hippocampal glutamate levels and brain activation in HC

To first understand the normative relationship between hippocampal glutamate and
brain activation during the verbal learning task, we explored which brain regions
showed a significant correlation with hippocampal glutamate levels in the HC group
only using a method described before (Chantiluke et al., 2014). XBAM uses

wavelet-based permutation techniques (E. Bullmore et al., 2001; E. T. Bullmore et al.,
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1999) to assess the statistical significance of the correlation coefficient. Under the null
hypothesis, the estimated SSQ value for each voxel within the ROl mask and
hippocampal glutamate levels were uncorrelated, meaning there is no underlying
pairing structure between them. Consequently, the order of observations for the
hippocampal glutamate level were independently permuted within each group. By
permuting the hippocampal glutamate levels 1,000 times and calculating the
correlation coefficient with the estimated SSQ value at each voxel within the ROI
mask for these generated samples, we obtained the distribution of correlation
coefficients under the null hypothesis that there is no relationship between
hippocampal glutamate levels and the estimated SSQ values. We then determined
the critical value of the correlation coefficient at any desired type 1 error level in the
original non-permuted data with reference to the null distribution to evaluate the
statistical significance of the observed correlation. We then extended the analysis to
the 3D cluster level (E. T. Bullmore et al., 1999). This process was conducted for each

contrast separately (encoding vs baseline; recall vs baseline).

Pairwise group differences in correlation analysis (HC vs CHR-PLB; CHR-PLB vs
CHR-CBD)

To investigate pairwise group differences (HC vs CHR-PLB; and CHR-PLB vs
CHR-CBD) in the association between hippocampal glutamate levels and brain
activation (as indexed by the SSQ ratio statistic) in our regions of interest, we
compared the correlation coefficients between each pair of groups (HC vs CHR-PLB,
CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD) for each of the two contrasts (encoding vs baseline; recall vs
baseline) using a method described before (Murphy et al., 2014). For each group pair
(HC vs CHR-PLB, CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD) and for each contrast (encoding vs
baseline; recall vs baseline), we independently estimated the average Pearson
correlation coefficient between left hippocampal glutamate level and brain activation
as indexed by the SSQ ratio statistic and calculated the group differences in

correlation. To evaluate the significance of this difference, using a similar method as
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described above, we then generated a null distribution of differences in correlation
within our regions of interest by randomly permuting subjects and hippocampal
glutamate values between groups, thereby scrambling any between group
differences. For each such permutation, we calculated correlation differences
between the scrambled groups and combined the resulting values across all voxels to
produce a null distribution of differences in correlation within our regions of interest.
We then extended the analysis to the cluster level, setting the cluster probability
under the null hypothesis at a level such that the expected number of type 1 error
clusters was less than one. To control for multiple comparisons, for each contrast, we
used a voxelwise statistical threshold of p < 0.05 and adjusted the clusterwise
threshold to ensure less than one false-positive cluster over the whole map. For
post-hoc visualisation purposes and to examine the direction of any associations, the
average SSQ value of each significant cluster was extracted and correlated with

hippocampal glutamate values, then plotted using the ggplot package in R v.4.2.3.
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RESULTS

Demographic characteristics, *H-MRS glutamate levels and verbal learning task

performance

Demographic characteristics of the cohort, hippocampal glutamate levels and verbal
learning task performance have been reported previously (Bhattacharyya et al., 2018;
Davies et al., 2023a; Wilson et al., 2019) and are included here for completeness
(Table 1). As reported before, there were no significant differences in demographic
data except for fewer years of education in the CHR-PLB group relative to HC
(Davies et al.,, 2023a). Compared to the HC group, individuals with CHR-placebo
showed significantly lower levels of hippocampal glutamate (P=.015). Furthermore, a
significant linear trend was detected across the groups, indicating that glutamate
levels were highest in HC, lowest in the CHR-PLB group, and at an intermediate level
in the CHR-CBD group (P =.031) (Davies et al., 2023). As reported before, there was
no significant difference in recall performance accuracy rate (HC vs CHR-PLB;
CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD) among the three groups (Bhattacharyya et al., 2018). In the
present study, fMRI data from three participants (one from each group) were
excluded due to poor image quality. In total, data from 49 participants (CHR-PLB
n=15, CHR-CBD n=16, HC n=18) was analysed.

Correlation between hippocampal glutamate levels and brain activation in HC

In HC participants, during the encoding condition, hippocampal glutamate levels were
significantly negatively correlated with activation in the left middle frontal gyrus (Pcorr.
= 0.001) and right putamen (Pcorr. = 0.0029) . During the recall condition, there was a
significant negative correlation between hippocampal glutamate levels and activation

in the left middle frontal gyrus (Pcorr. = 0.001) (Table 2 and eFigure 3).

Group differences in the relationship between hippocampal glutamate levels

and brain activation

HC vs CHR-PLB
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There was a significant difference between the HC and CHR-PLB groups in terms of
the relationship between hippocampal glutamate levels and regional brain activation.
Specifically, during the encoding condition, a positive relationship was observed
between hippocampal glutamate and brain activation in a left middle frontal gyrus
(ventrolateral prefrontal cortex) cluster in HC, while a negative relationship was
observed in CHR-PLB individuals (Pcorr. = 0.0039) (Table 2; Figure 1A). This was
reversed in an adjacent cluster located on the more ventral caudal side of the left
middle frontal gyrus (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex), where there was a negative
relationship in healthy controls and a positive relationship in CHR-PLB individuals
(Pcorr. = 0.0056) (Table 2; Figure 1A). During the recall condition, there was a
negative relationship between hippocampal glutamate and activation in the right
inferior frontal gyrus (Pcorr. = 0.0024) and left middle frontal gyrus (Pcorr. = 0.0017) in
HC, while there was a positive relationship in the CHR-PLB group (Table 2; Figure
1B).

CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD

On direct comparison of the CHR-PLB group with the CHR-CBD group, during the
encoding condition, the CHR-PLB group exhibited a positive association between left
hippocampal glutamate levels and brain activity in two adjacent clusters in the left
precentral gyrus, one of them extending to the middle frontal gyrus, while where there
was an inverse relationship in the CHR-CBD group in these clusters (Pcorr. = 0.0008;
Pcorr. = 0.0001) (Table 2; Figure 2A). During the recall condition, there was a positive
relationship between left hippocampal glutamate levels and activation in left inferior
frontal gyrus (Pcorr. = 0.0008), precentral gyrus (Pcorr. = 0.0023), in the left
parahippocampal gyrus (Pcorr. = 0.0022) and left amygdala (Pcorr. = 0.0019) in
CHR-PLB individuals, while there was an inverse relationship in the CHR-CBD group

in the same regions (Table 2; Figure 2B).

Overlaying the different group comparisons (HC vs CHR-PLB and CHR-PLB vs
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CHR-CBD) for encoding and recall conditions showed there was spatial overlap of
the cluster of differential association with glutamate levels for the HC vs CHR-PLB
comparison, with the cluster of differential association with glutamate levels for the
CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD comparison, for both encoding and recall conditions (Figure
3).
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Discussion

This study is, to the best of our knowledge, the first report on the effect of CBD on the
coupling between hippocampal glutamate levels and brain fMRI activation during
verbal learning, in CHR individuals compared to placebo and to a sample of HC
(Bhattacharyya et al., 2018) . Our key results are related to a pattern of correlation
between hippocampal glutamate levels and learning-related brain activation that
partially overlapped across the main comparisons of interest (HC vs CHR-PLB and
CHR-CBD vs CHR-PLB) in this study. Specifically, relative to HC, we found that CHR
participants under placebo showed a significantly altered correlation between
hippocampal glutamate levels and activation in the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex
during the encoding condition. In HC, there was a negative correlation between
hippocampal glutamate and encoding-related engagement of the dorsolateral
prefrontal cortex, while in the CHR-PLB group there was a positive correlation
between hippocampal glutamate and activation in this region. Notably, we also
observed that, compared to CHR-PLB participants, a single dose of CBD modulated
the correlation between hippocampal glutamate and dorsolateral prefrontal activation
in a partially overlapping region of the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex in a manner
similar to the relationship observed in HC. As observed in the HC vs CHR-PLB
contrast, in the comparison between CHR-PLB and CHR-CBD, we found a positive
correlation between left hippocampal glutamate levels and encoding-related
dorsolateral prefrontal activation in the CHR-PLB group, while there was an opposite
relationship in the CHR-CBD group. We observed a similar overlapping pattern of
correlation when considering the main comparisons of interest (HC vs CHR-PLB and
CHR-CBD vs CHR-PLB) during the recall condition, such that it was also in a partially
overlapping part of the dorsolateral prefrontal cluster observed in comparisons during

the encoding condition.

Our results confirmed our initial prediction that, in individuals at CHR for psychosis,
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the relationship between hippocampal glutamate levels and verbal learning-related
activation in the prefrontal cortex is opposite to that observed in HC(HC: negative;
CHR-PLB: positive). Although the direction of correlation is the opposite of what we
had predicted (HC: positive; CHR-PLB: negative), our results still suggest an
abnormal coupling between hippocampal glutamate levels and prefrontal function
associated with the risk of psychosis and are broadly consistent with other evidence
from studies in people with established psychosis (Hutcheson et al., 2012; Nelson et
al., 2022). However, the direction of the relationship differs between different studies,
perhaps reflecting differences in imaging parameters (such as voxel positioning),
specific task demands and patient cohort/ stage of illness. Our results find evidence
partially in support of our second hypothesis that group differences (CHR-PLB vs
CHR-CBD) in the correlation between hippocampal glutamate and activation in our
chosen ROIs would overlap with regions where this relationship is different between
HC and CHR-PLB, as we observed this for dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, but not for
medial temporal and striatal ROIs. However, since there were no significant
differences in task performance among the three groups, and we were unable to test
the correlation between task performance and the coupling of glutamate and brain
activation, the links between changes in neuronal activity and functional impairments
or symptom severity remain unclear. Another possible explanation for our findings is
that the reversal in the direction of the relationship between hippocampal glutamate
levels and prefrontal activation may suggest that individuals at CHR engage the
pathway between hippocampal glutamate and prefrontal cortex differently to
complete the memory task at the same level as HC. In other words, this change might
represent a compensatory mechanism in CHR individuals. In this context, the effect
of CBD could be understood as alleviating the need for such compensation, allowing
CHR individuals to disengage from this altered pathway when CBD is administered.
Future studies could focus on exploring the relationship between task performance/
severity of symptoms and the correlation between hippocampal glutamate levels and

dIPFC activation.
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Our finding that the relationship between hippocampal glutamate levels and prefrontal
cortex activation is altered in CHR individuals is consistent with the preclinical
evidence suggesting that hippocampal dysfunction putatively driven by prefrontal
cortex disruption (Gomes & Grace, 2016; Lewis & Hashimoto, 2007) is central to
psychosis vulnerability (Daniel J & Anthony A, 2011; Grace & Gomes, 2019;
Lieberman et al., 2018; Schobel et al., 2013). Results presented here suggest that
CBD may mitigate this dysfunction by normalizing the abnormal coupling between
hippocampal glutamate levels and prefrontal cortex activation in people at CHR for
psychosis. However, it is worth noting that as we employed a parallel group rather
than a within-subject crossover design, we cannot be certain that CBD normalised the
abnormal coupling in the same individuals in whom it was abnormal. Previous
evidence indicates that medication effects and illness duration can influence the
relationship between the glutamatergic system and neural activity (Zahid et al., 2023).
However, since our antipsychotic-naive subjects were early in the psychosis
continuum, the altered correlations observed between hippocampal glutamate and
task-related brain activation (HC vs. CHR-PLB and CHR-PLB vs. CHR-CBD) are

unlikely to be confounded by illness duration or treatment effects.

Additional regions where CBD modulated the correlation between hippocampal
glutamate and brain activation involved the left amygdala and parahippocampal gyrus.
This is in line with previous studies showing that a single dose of CBD augments
parahippocampal activation in healthy volunteers while they performed a same
learning task as used in the present study (Bhattacharyya et al., 2010). Evidence
suggests that CBD may modulate the level of GIx (collective levels of glutamate and
glutamine) in individuals with autism spectrum disorders (Pretzsch et al., 2019),
prefrontal and medial temporal activation during verbal memory processing
(Bhattacharyya et al., 2018) and increased hippocampal glutamate levels in people

with established psychosis (O’Neill, Annibale, et al., 2021) and CHR (trend level)

Page 18 of 40


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.06.24316831
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.06.24316831; this version posted November 6, 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

(Davies et al., 2023a). Together with our findings, this implies that CBD’s
antipsychotic effects (Bhattacharyya et al., 2024; Leweke et al., 2012, 2021; McGuire
et al., 2017) may involve the normalisation of altered coupling between hippocampal

glutamate levels and prefrontal and mediotemporal activation.

The molecular mechanisms underlying the effects of CBD are thought to involve
multiple pathways and remain incompletely understood (Bih et al., 2015). A recent
preclinical study suggested that CBD may specifically modulate excitatory-inhibitory
(E/l) balance in the hippocampus by blocking GPR55-dependent pro-excitatory and
anti-inhibitory effects (Rosenberg et al., 2023). E/I balance is proposed to be crucial
for synchronizing signalling across diverse cortical regions (Uhlhaas, 2013) and has
been strongly implicated in psychosis (Knight et al., 2022; Lanyi et al., 2024; Uhlhaas
& Singer, 2010). Our findings that CBD modulates the coupling between hippocampal
glutamate levels and prefrontal, parahippocampal, and amygdala activity, provide
indirect support for the hypothesis that CBD influences hippocampal glutamate levels,
maintains a balanced E/I ratio, and preserves synchronized neural circuit function.
These findings extend current understanding by suggesting that CBD's modulation of
glutamate activity may be a key mechanism through which it exerts therapeutic
effects in disorders characterized by disrupted E/I balance, such as psychosis. Future
research should aim to bridge the gap between preclinical findings and human
studies by integrating preclinical techniques with neuroimaging methods such as

fMRI and PET.

Limitations

Given that our study was designed and powered for examining differences in
neurophysiological markers rather than behavioural or clinical outcomes, our sample
size was relatively modest. Future studies with larger sample sizes are now needed
to identify the effects of CBD on task performance and symptoms and link these
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changes to brain function. Second, the parallel-group design means that we cannot
definitively attribute the observed CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD differences in
glutamate-activation correlations solely to CBD administration, since inter-subject
variability may contribute to results. To more precisely isolate the effects of CBD on
CHR individuals and explore the underlying mechanisms, future research should

consider a within-subject longitudinal design that includes repeated dosing of CBD.

Conclusion

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to demonstrate that a single dose
of CBD may patrtially attenuate the altered coupling between hippocampal glutamate
levels and activation in the prefrontal cortex, amygdala, and parahippocampal regions
in individuals at CHR. Future studies need to investigate this effect with repeated
doses of CBD, larger cohorts of CHR individuals, and the use of preclinical strategies

to further elucidate the underlying molecular mechanisms.
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TABLE 1. Sociodemographic and Clinical Characteristics at Baseline

Abbreviations: CAARMS, Comprehensive Assessment of At-Risk Mental
States; CBD, cannabidiol; CHR, Clinical High Risk for Psychosis; N, number of
subjects; NA, not applicable; PCP, phencyclidine; STAI-S, State-Trait Anxiety
Inventory-State Subscale;wh THC, A9-tetrahydrocannabinol. *Controls were selected
to have minimal drug use and hence were not compared with CHR participants on
these parameters; “Independent t-test; *Pearson chi-squared test; “Controls tested
negative on urine drug screen for all substances tested; *Cannabis use less than 10
times lifetime (no current users); “°CAARMS subgroup: BLIPS brief limited intermittent
psychotic symptoms, APS attenuated psychotic symptoms, GRD genetic risk and
deterioration; ‘Data on the later transition to psychosis was not systematically
collected and thus these numbers should be interpreted with caution, particularly as
the transition is a time-dependent outcome; ®The count data (N) represent the
number of current cannabis users (of which there were 7 in each CHR group) who
reported typical cannabis use at each given frequency. The p-value shown relates to
this count data. Percentages reflect the % of the total group sample who are current

cannabis users and typically using at each frequency.
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Table 2. Interactions between the group, hippocampal glutamate and brain activation

within ROIs during encoding and recall conditions
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Figure 1: Clusters of brain activation (as indexed by the sum of squares ratio, SSQ)
showing significant correlations with left hippocampal glutamate levels in the
CHR-PLB vs HC comparison. The brain images depict significant clusters identified in
the glutamate x BOLD x group interaction analysis, and the scatterplots show the
relationship between hippocampal glutamate and the SSQ values extracted from
each corresponding cluster. A. Encoding: The left scatter plot shows a cluster in the
left ventrolateral middle frontal cortex (peak Talairach coordinates: X =-41,Y =3,Z =
42; Cluster size = 19 voxels; p = 0.0039). The right scatter plot shows a cluster in the
left dorsolateral middle frontal gyrus (peak Talairach coordinates: X =-47,Y =33, Z =
-7; Cluster size = 4 voxels; p = 0.0056). B. Recall: The left scatter plot shows a
cluster in the right inferior frontal gyrus (R IFG) (peak Talairach coordinates: X = 43, Y
= 30, Z = 7; Cluster size = 15 voxels; p = 0.0024). The right scatter plot displays
another cluster in the left middle frontal gyrus (L MFG) (peak Talairach coordinates: X
=-43, Y = 22, Z = 30; Cluster size = 16 voxels; p = 0.0017). This post-hoc analysis
was used only for visualisation purposes and to determine the direction of the
relationships between hippocampal glutamate and SSQ values as extracted from

significant clusters. Abbreviation: L — left side; R — right side.
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Figure 2: Clusters of brain activation (as indexed by the sum of squares ratio, SSQ)
showing significant correlations with left hippocampal glutamate levels in the
CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD comparison. The brain images depict significant clusters
identified in the glutamate x BOLD x group interaction analysis, and the scatterplots
illustrate the relationship between hippocampal glutamate and the SSQ values
extracted from each corresponding cluster. A. Encoding: The left scatter plot shows a
cluster located in the left dorsal precentral gyrus (peak Talairach coordinates: X = -40,
Y =7, Z = 36; Cluster size = 40 voxels; p = 0.0001). The right scatter plot shows a
cluster in the left ventral precentral gyrus (peak Talairach coordinates: X =-32, Y =4,
Z = 30; Cluster size = 7 voxels; p = 0.0008). B. Recall: The upper left scatter plot
shows a cluster in the left inferior frontal gyrus (peak Talairach coordinates: X =-51, Y
=4, Z = 13; Cluster size = 15 voxels; p = 0.0008). The upper right scatter plot depicts
a cluster in the left precentral gyrus (peak Talairach coordinates: X =-32,Y =4, Z =
30; Cluster size = 12 voxels; p = 0.0023). The lower left scatter plot shows a cluster
located in the left parahippocampal gyrus (peak Talairach coordinates: X = -22, Y =
-43, Z = 9; Cluster size = 12 voxels; p = 0.0022). The lower right scatter plot displays
a cluster in the left amygdala (peak Talairach coordinates: X = -25, Y = -7, Z = -16;
Cluster size = 9 voxels; p = 0.0019). This post-hoc analysis was used only for
visualisation purposes and to determine the direction of the relationships between
hippocampal glutamate levels and SSQ values as extracted from significant clusters.

Abbreviation: L — left side.
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Figure 3. This figure displays an integrative visualization showing the overlap of
clusters of differential activation across the two task conditions: Encoding (Scatter
plots A and Line plots in B, C) and Recall (Scatter plots D and Line plots in E, F). The
overlays and scatterplots highlight key areas of differential activation between-group
contrasts—HC vs CHR-PLB and CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD—focusing on the left
dorsolateral middle frontal gyrus (L MFG). In Scatter plots A and D, the green clusters
represent CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD, while the orange and red clusters represent HC vs
CHR-PLB during Encoding (A) and Recall (D). Line plot B corresponds to the orange
cluster in Scatter plot A (dorsolateral prefrontal gyrus, peak talairach coordinate: X =
-41,Y =3, Z=42; 19 voxels; p = 0.0039). Line plot C aligns with the green cluster in
Scatter plot A (dorsolateral prefrontal gyrus, peak talairach coordinate: X = -43, Y =
22, Z = 30; 40 voxels; p = 0.0017). Line plot E matches the orange cluster in Scatter
plot D (prefrontal gyrus, peak talairach coordinate: X =-40,Y =7, Z = 36; 40 voxels; p
= 0.0001). Line plot F matches the green cluster in Scatter plot B (Left Inferior Frontal
Gyrus, peak talairach coordinate: X = -51, Y = 4, Z = 13; 15 voxels; p = 0.0008).

Abbreviation: L-left side.
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TABLE 1. Sociodemographic and Clinical Characteristics at Baseline

Pairwise Comparison

CBD Placebo Control Control vs
Characteristic (n =16) (n=17) (n=19)" Placebo Placebo vs CBD
_Age, years; mean (SD) 22.7 (56.08) 24.1 (4.48) 23.9 (4.15) p=.912 p=.422

Sex, N (%) male 10 (63) 7 (41) 11 (58) p=.323 p=.223

White 10 (63) 7 (41) 11 (58)

Black 2 (13) 5 (29) 5 (26)

Asian 0(0) 1(6) 0 (0)
Ethnicity, p=.593
N (%) Mixed 4 (25) 4 (24) 3 (16) p=.43 3
Education, years; mean (SD) 14.4 (2.71) 12.6 (2.76) 16.9 (1.58) p<.0012 p=.062
Handedness, N (%) right 14 (88) 17 (100) 18 (95) p=.373 p=.163
CAARMS Positive, mean (SD) 40.19 (20.80) 42.94 (29.47) NA NA p=.76 2
CAARMS Negative, mean (SD) 23.25 (16.49) 28.41 (20.49) NA NA p=.43 2
CHR Subtype®, N APS/BLIPS /GRD [13/1/2 13/0/4 NA NA p=.443
Transition to psychosis?, N yes 2 4 NA NA NA
STAI-S, mean (SD 40.31 (9.07) 38.94 (10.18) NA NA p=.69 2

Clean 10 (63) 8 (47) NA4

THC 2 (13) 5 (29) NA 4

Morphine 1 (6) 0 (0) NA4

Benzodiazepines | 0 (0) 1(6) NA4
Urine drug PCP 0 (0) 1(6) NA 4
screen results,
N (%) Missing 3 (19) 2(12) NA4 Not compared ! p=.453
Current nicotine use, N (%) yes 9 (56) 5 (29) 2 (11) p=.153 p=.12 3
Current alcohol use, N (%) yes 11 (69) 10 (59) NA Not compared ' p=.59 3
Lifetime cannabis use, N (%) yes 15 (94) 17 (100) NA 3 Not compared ’ p=.48 3
Current cannabis use, N (%) yes 7 (44) 7 (41) NA 5 Not compared ! p=.88 3

More than once a

week 5 (31) 5 (29) NA

Onceltwice
Cannabis use monthly 0(0) 2(12) NA
frequency, N
current users (% | Few times ayear |2 (13) 0 (0) NA
of total group Only once/twice
sample)® lifetime 0 (0) 0 (0) NA Not compared ! p=.143
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Table 2. Interactions between the group, hippocampal glutamate and brain activation within ROls

during encoding and recall conditions

Cluster Size,

Coordinates of Peak (TAL) No. of
Voxels
Region X Y z \‘}g(l;ggted P
Healthy Control
Verbal Encoding
L Middle Frontal Gyrus -29 22 46 24 0.0001
R Putamen 22 7 -10 10 0.0029
Verbal Recall
L Middle Frontal Gyrus -43 22 30 14 0.0010
Healthy Control vs CHR-PLB
Verbal Encoding
L Middle frontal gyrus
(extending to precentral -41 3 42 19 0.0039
gyrus)
L Middle Frontal Gyrus -47 33 -7 4 0.0056
Verbal Recall
R Inferior Frontal Gyrus 43 30 7 15 0.0024
L Middle Frontal Gyrus -43 22 30 16 0.0017
CHR-PLB vs CHR-CBD
Verbal Encoding
L Precentral Gyrus -32 4 30 7 0.0008
L Precentral Gyrus
(extending to middle -40 7 36 40 0.0001
frontal gyrus)
Verbal Recall
L Inferior Frontal Gyrus -51 4 13 15 0.0008
L Precentral Gyrus -32 4 30 12 0.0023
L Parahippocampal Gyrus -22 -43 -9 12 0.0022
L Amygdala -25 -7 -16 9 0.0019

L: Left side of the brain; R: Right side of the brain
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