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Abstract

Background Post-traumatic stress disorder can be viewed as a memory disor-

der, with trauma-related flashbacks being a core symptom. Given the central role

of the hippocampus in autobiographical memory, surprisingly, there is mixed evi-

dence concerning altered hippocampal functional connectivity in PTSD. We shed

light on this discrepancy by considering the distinct roles of the anterior versus pos-

terior hippocampus and examine how this distinction may map onto whole-brain

resting-state functional connectivity patterns among those with and without PTSD.

Methods We first assessed whole-brain between-group differences in the func-

tional connectivity profiles of the anterior and posterior hippocampus within a pub-

licly available data set of resting-state fMRI data from n =31 male Vietnam War

veterans diagnosed with PTSD and n =29 age-matched combat-exposed male con-

trols. Next, the connectivity patterns of each subject within the PTSD group were

correlated with their PTSD symptom scores. Finally, the between-group differences

in whole-brain functional connectivity profiles discovered for the anterior and pos-

terior hippocampal seeds were used to prescribe post-hoc ROIs, which were then

used to perform ROI-to-ROI functional connectivity and graph-theoretic analyses.

Results The PTSD group showed increased functional connectivity of the

anterior hippocampus with affective brain regions (anterior/posterior insula, or-

bitofrontal cortex, temporal pole) and decreased functional connectivity of the

anterior/posterior hippocampus with regions involved in processing bodily self-

consciousness (supramarginal gyrus). Notably, decreased anterior hippocampus

connectivity with the posterior cingulate cortex /precuneus was associated with

increased PTSD symptom severity. The left anterior hippocampus also emerged

as a central locus of abnormal functional connectivity, with graph-theoretic mea-

sures suggestive of a more central hub-like role in those with PTSD compared to

trauma-exposed controls.

Conclusions Our results highlight that the anterior hippocampus plays a crit-

ical role in the neurocircuitry underlying PTSD and underscore the importance of

the differential roles of hippocampal sub-regions in serving as biomarkers of PTSD.

Keywords— PTSD, Hippocampus, Functional connectivity, Resting-state fMRI, Graph the-

ory, Hub

1 Introduction

Post-traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) is a psychiatric condition that can arise following ex-

posure to one or more traumatic events [1]. It affects a considerable portion of the population;

as of 2008, it was estimated that 9.2% of Canadians had been diagnosed with PTSD at some
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point during their lives [2]. PTSD leads to involuntary, intrusive, and vivid re-experiencing of

traumatic memories (i.e., “flashbacks”) [3], intense anxiety, hypervigilance even when no appar-

ent threat is present, and chronic unfavourable changes in cognition and mood [4, 5]. Finally, a

large body of literature demonstrates that patients with PTSD have impaired ability to volun-

tarily recall “ordinary” episodic memories of the trauma [3], suffer from deficiencies in verbal

declarative [6] and working memory [7], tend to over-generalize fear responses [8] and fail to

employ contextual information to identify real threats [9].

One core component of the episodic memory system is the hippocampus [10, 11], which is not

only involved in autobiographical memory, but also in episodic future thinking [12, 13], spatial

memory, planning and navigation (for a review, see [14]), emotional memory [15], emotion

regulation [16], and encoding of context during fear conditioning [17]. Incontrovertibly, the

hippocampus has a unique role in forming coherent memories of complex events, where it is

involved in associating multiple elements of an event (such as multisensory information, location,

emotion and time) and binding them together [18]. Therefore, it is not surprising that the

hippocampus has been consistently implicated in the neuropathology of PTSD [19, 20].

1.1 The case for hippocampal dysfunction in PTSD

Hippocampal-related abnormalities are thought to contribute to PTSD symptomatology, such

as intrusive trauma memories, impaired ability to retrieve trauma-related details and over-

generalization of fear responses [3, 21]. Specifically, hippocampal inactivity is suggested to

underlie the overgeneralization of conditioned fear in PTSD [22]. Moreover, hippocampal volume

reductions have been observed in PTSD [23, 24], where smaller hippocampal volume may be a

risk factor for developing PTSD following a potentially traumatic event [25].

Yet another indication of altered hippocampal function in PTSD is the evidence of PTSD-

linked changes in large-scale intrinsic brain networks. Three major intrinsic brain networks have

been identified within the widely influential triple network model [26], accounting for many as-

pects of cognition: the default mode network (DMN), salience network (SN), and central execu-

tive network (CEN; also known as the frontoparietal network (FPN)). According to this model,

many aspects of healthy behaviour and cognition rely upon interactions within and between

these core networks [27]. Functional, organizational and dynamic abnormalities within and

2
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between these three large-scale networks could help to explain various psychopathologies [28].

The DMN primarily consists of the hippocampus, medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC), posterior

cingulate cortex (PCC) and precuneus, and in healthy individuals, it is predominantly active

during wakeful rest [29, 30] and autobiographical memory AM retrieval (for a meta-analysis,

see [31]); moreover, the DMN couples with the SN during AM retrieval [27]. In addition, the

DMN is highly involved in self-related mentation, such as mind-wandering, personal introspec-

tion, future thinking, spatial planning and navigation [30, 26, 32, 33]. Importantly, the DMN

appears highly dysregulated in those with PTSD [34]. Specifically, a reduction of within-DMN

functional connectivity in PTSD compared to controls has been reported [35, 36], an alteration

which may underlie PTSD symptoms such as intrusive memories, avoidance [37], deficient au-

tobiographical memory [26], and the loss of a sense of self, exemplified by statements such as

“I am not me anymore” following trauma [38]. These changes in DMN connectivity may be

explained, in part, by an underlying alteration in hippocampal functional connectivity, given its

central role within episodic memory processes and the DMN [39]. Notably, in those with PTSD,

the DMN is also more strongly coupled with the SN [35, 37, 39], a network comprised of the

amygdala, anterior insula, dorsal anterior cingulate cortex (dACC), and temporal pole (TP).

More widespread abnormal connectivity has also been observed between other SN regions and

brain regions within the innate alarm system (IAS) [40], potentially impacting the functional

roles of the SN in detecting salient external stimuli and internal events [26], switching between

the DMN and CEN according to task demands [27], and integrating multisensory information

with affect and emotions to facilitate an embodied sense of self [5, 41, 42].

One striking aspect of PTSD trauma memories is their firm grounding in sensory-motor repre-

sentations [43]. For instance, PTSD patients often report that their flashbacks are accompanied

by re-experiencing of pain (for a report of one such patient, see Whalley, Farmer & Brewin,

2007 [44]). Unsurprisingly, in addition to the hippocampus, other brain regions have been im-

plicated in PTSD, including the somatosensory-motor network (SMN). One study found that

the SMN, comprised of the pre- and post-central gyri (primary motor cortex and somatosensory

cortex, respectively), the primary sensory cortices, and the supplementary motor area (SMA),

undergoes a within-network decrease in functional connectivity in PTSD, especially in the so-

matosensory cortex [45], which is consistent with catastrophic, fearful orientation to somatic

3
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signals in PTSD [46]. Taking the above evidence into account, it is reasonable to hypothesize

that PTSD involves abnormal connectivity between the hippocampus and SMN.

Another core symptom of PTSD is the impaired ability to suppress flashbacks and re-

experiencing events, which has been at least partially attributed to decreased activity of the

prefrontal cortex. This brain region is involved in emotion regulation, decision making, fear ex-

tinction and retention of extinction (for reviews of prefrontal involvement in the neurocircuitry

of PTSD, see [5, 20]). Hypoactivation of the prefrontal region leads to an inability to exert top-

down inhibition on limbic (e.g., amygdala) and brainstem (e.g., periaqueductal gray) regions

[47], potentially leaving those brain areas over-activated in response to emotional cues, irrespec-

tive of their trauma relevance [48]. Consequently, in the absence of proper top-down prefrontal

control, bottom-up subcortical processes prevail, with “raw” affective internal sensations and

external stimuli dominating them [5]. However, it is important to note that there are discrepant

findings in the literature concerning whether the amygdala is over-activated in PTSD. While

some meta-analyses have found amygdala hyperactivation in PTSD [49, 50, 51, 52, 53], a recent

meta-analysis found no such difference [54]. These discrepancies could stem from the differ-

ences in the task that the participants were performing during the scan, and whether various

studies included patients with the dissociative sub-type, which is rarely reported (we further

consider the dissociative sub-type in the Discussion). The insula and orbitofrontal cortex (OFC)

are other brain areas of relevance in PTSD. For example, children with PTSD who had self-

injurious behaviours exhibited elevated insula and OFC activation levels, and their symptom

severity correlated positively with insula activation [55]. The above evidence for decreased pre-

frontal control and elevated insula and OFC activity raises the question of whether there might

be altered hippocampal functional connectivity with structures including the prefrontal cortex,

insula and OFC in PTSD.

1.2 Distinct functional roles of the anterior and posterior hip-

pocampus

In light of the evidence reviewed above, it is reasonable to predict that the hippocampus might

exhibit altered functional connectivity with other brain areas in those with PTSD. Consistent

with this, hippocampal-prefrontal functional connectivity has repeatedly been shown to be de-
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creased in PTSD relative to controls [56, 57, 58] and relative to those who underwent exposure

therapy [59]. However, the evidence for alterations in hippocampal functional connectivity with

other brain areas is mixed; for example, while some studies found decreased functional connec-

tivity between the hippocampus and the amygdala [60], several others reported no functional

connectivity differences in the hippocampus in PTSD vs. controls [61, 62, 63]. One reason for

this discrepancy could be that in seed-based fMRI studies, the hippocampus has traditionally

been viewed as a single structure (e.g., [64]). The anterior and posterior hippocampus, which in

rodents correspond to the ventral and dorsal hippocampus, respectively, appear to have unique

structural and functional connectivity profiles and seemingly subserve different functions. De-

spite this knowledge, the functional roles of the anterior versus posterior hippocampus remain a

topic of intense ongoing debate (for reviews regarding the anatomical and functional differences

along the long axis of the hippocampus, see [65, 66, 67]). In healthy controls, functional connec-

tivity studies have shown that relative to the anterior hippocampus, the posterior hippocampus

portion is more strongly connected to the PCC and precuneus [68, 69], key nodes of the DMN.

The posterior hippocampus also seems to have greater involvement in spatial cognition [70]. On

the other hand, the anterior hippocampus in non-human primates is more connected to emo-

tional and stress-related neural circuitry, including the amygdala [71, 72], the insula [73], and

the limbic prefrontal circuitry [74, 75]. Corresponding to these differences in anatomical and

functional connectivity, there is evidence of greater involvement of the anterior hippocampus in

emotional memory [76], state anxiety [77] and goal-directed spatial decision making [78]. For

example, in human epilepsy patients, direct recordings in the amygdala and the anterior hip-

pocampus revealed Beta-frequency synchrony between these areas during fear memory retrieval

[79] and greater low-frequency coupling of these areas during processing of fearful faces vs. neu-

tral landscape stimuli [80]. Interestingly, the latter study found the direction of this connectivity

to be largely from the amygdala to the anterior hippocampus. Evidence from rodent studies

lends further support to the above findings, where in rodents, the long axis of the hippocampus

is in the dorsal-ventral direction, corresponding to the posterior-anterior direction in primates.

Specifically, in rodents, the activity of granule cells in the ventral (anterior in primates) dentate

gyrus suppresses intrinsic anxiety without impacting contextual learning, the encoding of which

is driven by granule cells in the dorsal (posterior in primates) dentate gyrus [81]. Another ro-

dent study [82] reported the dorsal CA1 to be highly populated by place cells, while the ventral
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CA1 was dominated by “anxiety cells”, triggered by being in anxiogenic environments and in-

volved in avoidance behaviour. Interestingly, most of these anxiety cells projected to the lateral

hypothalamus rather than the basal amygdala. Perhaps even more fascinatingly, whereas op-

togenetic activation of anxiety cells’ terminals in the lateral hypothalamus promoted avoidance

and anxiety, activation of anxiety cells’ terminals in the basal amygdala undermined contextual

fear memory [82]. However, the activation and inhibition of the opposite route, that is, from

the basolateral amygdala to the ventral hippocampus, escalated and inhibited anxiety-related

behaviours, respectively [83]. Moreover, the finding that place cells in rodent ventral CA3 have

broader firing fields than those in dorsal CA3 [84] led to the hypothesis that the anterior (rodent

ventral) hippocampus’ representations are less detailed compared to those of the posterior part

and that the anterior hippocampus supports a generalizable representation of the environment

[67, 85]. This hypothesis was later confirmed in humans using fMRI [86, 87, 88]. Approxi-

mately aligned with this notion, the posterior hippocampus is proposed to support memory

for detailed episodic and contextual information, whereas the anterior hippocampus maintains

more abstract, coarse, schematic, or “gist” memories of episodic details [67] (although for a dif-

ferent view, see [89]), where memory recall among patients with PTSD has been associated more

heavily with the latter form of memory [90]. By contrast, coupled with less detailed spatial rep-

resentations, the ventral hippocampus (the anterior portion in primates) may instead be more

specialized to support detailed memories for the emotional component of events. Moreover, ev-

idence in rodents indicates that synapses in dorsal CA1 are particularly vulnerable to short and

concurrent stress compared to ventral CA1 [91], suggesting its sensitivity to psychopathologies

such as PTSD, which could render the animal overly reliant upon the ventral hippocampus for

memory functions. Interestingly, the posterior hippocampus shows reduced volume in PTSD

[92]. Considering the evidence regarding functional and anatomical differences between the an-

terior and posterior hippocampus, we hypothesize differential abnormal functional connectivity

between the anterior versus posterior hippocampus and areas implicated in the neurocircuitry

of PTSD, including prefrontal, parietal, and insular cortices. Moreover, investigating the func-

tional connectivity patterns of the anterior and posterior hippocampus separately could have

implications for a prominent view of PTSD, the Dual Representation Theory of PTSD [93, 3],

which proposes that the hippocampus is not appropriately involved in encoding and retrieval

of trauma memories.
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To the best of our knowledge, only four prior studies have examined the differential resting-

state functional connectivity profiles of the anterior and posterior hippocampus in PTSD. Of

those four, two studies [94, 95] examined these functional connectivity profiles within narrow

pre-defined subsets of ROIs, employing ROI-to-ROI analyses as opposed to whole-brain func-

tional connectivity analyses. Lazarov et al. [94] found that in PTSD, the posterior hippocampus

shows increased functional connectivity (reported as decreased negative connectivity) with the

precuneus. They also reported different functional connectivity profiles of the anterior and

posterior hippocampus in the control group that was not observed in the PTSD group [94].

Additionally, Malivoire et al. [95] reported increased functional connectivity between the pos-

terior hippocampus and PCC in the PTSD group [95]. However, given the aforementioned

evidence of widespread brain areas pathologically affected by PTSD that extend well beyond

the nodes prescribed by the triple network model, directly assessing functional connectivity via

ROI-to-ROI analysis in a restricted set of ROIs might limit the ability to detect critical func-

tional connectivity changes. Two studies that we are aware of analyzed whole-brain functional

connectivity with the anterior vs posterior hippocampus. One such study obtained results in

the opposite direction to those of Lazarov et al. and Malivoire et al., i.e., decreased posterior

hippocampus functional connectivity with the precuneus and PCC [68]. Unfortunately, this

study was limited by the relatively small sample size of the PTSD group (N = 17). Finally,

the fourth study did not include a control group [96], limiting its ability to detect PTSD-linked

functional connectivity changes relative to healthy controls. To resolve the above discrepant

findings in the literature, a follow-up study is warranted, incorporating a control group and a

much larger sample size, utilizing a data-driven approach to assess whole-brain differences in

anterior vs. posterior hippocampal functional connectivity in those with PTSD.

Accordingly, in the present study, we performed a seed-based whole-brain functional connec-

tivity analysis, separately seeding the anterior versus posterior hippocampi; this was followed

by post-hoc ROI-to-ROI connectivity analysis on the discovered clusters. This data-driven ap-

proach does not limit the functional connectivity analysis to previously defined brain regions,

providing the best chance of discovering altered patterns of hippocampal functional connectivity

in those with PTSD in an unbiased manner. Based on our current understanding of the unique

connectivity profiles of the anterior and posterior hippocampus and considering the previous
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research reviewed above, we predicted the following:

1. Since the SN is involved in assessing potential threats and identifying salient stimuli, and

given that hypervigilance and hyperarousal are two core symptoms of PTSD, we expected

to see a general functional connectivity increase between the anterior hippocampus and

SN nodes. Additionally, considering the greater relevance of the anterior hippocampus to

emotion and stress-related functions, we predicted that it would play a more significant

role in PTSD, potentially exhibiting stronger rather than weaker functional connectivity

with stress-related circuits compared to the posterior hippocampus.

2. On the other hand, we hypothesized that the functional connectivity between the posterior

hippocampus and DMN would be diminished in PTSD on the grounds that patients with

PTSD demonstrate impaired episodic memory and internal mentation.

3. Given that PTSD patients exhibit alterations in their sense of body and self, and many

therapeutic efforts are geared towards targeting somatic and motor pathways, we ex-

pected to observe altered functional connectivity between both the anterior and posterior

hippocampus and somatosensory and motor areas.

The present study was undertaken to test the above predictions in a previously collected

set of previously collected resting state fMRI data collected from a sample of individuals with

PTSD.

2 Material and Methods

2.1 Participants

We utilized a previously collected, open-source set of resting-state fMRI data acquired from

male Vietnam War veterans, obtained from the Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative

(ADNI) database (adni.loni.usc.edu). The ADNI was launched in 2003 as a public-private

partnership, led by Principal Investigator Michael W. Weiner, MD. The primary goal of ADNI

has been to test whether serial magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), positron emission tomog-

raphy (PET), other biological markers, and clinical and neuropsychological assessment can be

combined to measure the progression of mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and early Alzheimer’s
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disease (AD). For up-to-date information, see www.adni-info.org. The ethics boards of all

collaborating sites within ADNI approved the collection of this data set, and all participants

provided written informed consent. While the primary focus of ADNI is on AD, a sizeable sub-

set of participants was diagnosed with PTSD without exhibiting symptoms of mild cognitive

impairment (MCI) or AD. For the analyses reported here, 60 male subjects (age= 68.3 ± 3.0

years) were selected, excluding those with MCI, traumatic brain injury or AD. Of those 60,

31 (age= 67.6 ± 2.3 years) were included in the PTSD group, with the inclusion criterion of

Clinician-Administered PTSD Scale IV (CAPS-IV) ≥ 50 (average CAPS-IV within the PTSD

group = 64.7 ± 13.3). The remaining 29 participants (age= 69.1 ± 3.5 years) were included

in the control group (average CAPS-IV = 1.5). A t-test to assess differences in the mean age

of the two groups revealed that they were not significantly different (T (48.7351) = −1.9610,

p = 0.0556).

2.2 Neuroimaging Data Acquisition and Pre-processing

The details of data acquisition and preliminary pre-processing steps have been described else-

where (http://adni.loni.usc.edu/methods/mri-tool/mri-analysis/). All MRI data were

acquired using GE 3T MRI scanners (General Electric Healthcare, Milwaukee, WI). In essence,

a T1-weighted anatomical scan was acquired for each participant using IR prepped sagittal 3D

SPGR sequence (TI/TR/TE = 400/7.34/3.04ms, 11◦ flip angle, 1.2mm-thick slices of size

256 × 256) along with resting-state fMRI scans with 160 time points (Scanning Sequence:

EP/GR, TR = 2.9 ∼ 3.52s, TE = 30ms, 3.3mm-thick slices of size 64 × 64, 48 slices per

time point).

fMRI data were pre-processed using SPM12 (Wellcome Centre for Human Neuroimaging,

London, UK) and the CONN toolbox[97] within MATLAB version R2020a (The MathWorks,

Inc., Natick, MA, USA). The pre-processing pipeline involved motion correction, co-registration

of the functional scans to each participant’s T1-weighted anatomical image, normalization to

the Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI) template, and spatial smoothing with an 8 mm

full-width-at-half-maximum (FWHM) Gaussian kernel.

9
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2.3 Functional Connectivity Analysis

Resting-state functional connectivity analyses were performed using the CONN toolbox [97].

The first analysis performed was a seed-to-voxel connectivity analysis while seeding the entire

hippocampus, and then the anterior and posterior hippocampus. To perform this analysis,

the seed regions of interest (ROIs) for the left and right anterior and posterior hippocam-

pus were acquired from the Brainnetome atlas [98]. Next, the mean BOLD signal intensity

time course was extracted for each seed and for each subject. Then, a whole-brain functional

connectivity analysis was performed, where for each subject and each hippocampal ROI, the

Fischer-transformed correlation coefficient between the time course of the seed ROI and the

time course of every other voxel in the brain was calculated, resulting in a whole-brain map

of functional connectivity for each seed ROI and every subject [99]. These maps were then

used in a second-level group analysis where we compared the PTSD group against the control

group using the PTSD > Control contrast. In addition, we correlated the whole-brain maps

of functional connectivity for each seed ROI and every subject within the PTSD group with

the CAPS-IV scores. These results were corrected for multiple comparisons at the cluster level

[100]. This included a voxel-discovery threshold of p-uncorrected < 0.001, followed by p-FDR

< 0.05 at the cluster-level.

To further investigate group differences between hippocampal sub-regions and other parts

of the brain, we then performed a post-hoc ROI-to-ROI analysis, where we estimated the

functional connectivity between hippocampal seed ROIs and target ROIs, defined using the

clusters discovered in the previous seed-to-voxel analysis. In this way, we could investigate the

functional connectivity of those brain areas that did not survive correction for multiple tests but

showed a trend nevertheless. Target ROIs were defined in a data-driven manner. To do so, we

identified clusters of differences in functional connectivity values for each brain region. These

clusters may or may not survive multiple comparison corrections. Next, a spherical ROI with a

radius of 5 mm was placed in the centre of each cluster using the MarsBaR toolbox [101]. The

post-hoc analysis was designed to further investigate connectivity patterns over restricted brain

regions, similar to the network-restricted approach followed by Akiki et al. (2018) [102], and care

was taken to minimize Type-1 error [103, 104] by including a wider set of brain regions based on

prior PTSD literature. This was performed in lieu of orthogonal contrasts [103] recommended
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for reproducibility due to the limited number of experimental conditions available from the

publicly available data set used in this study. Furthermore, the risk of limited reproducibility

was also mitigated by the use of this publicly available data set that can be independently

downloaded and assessed.

2.4 Graph-theoretic Analysis

Finally, to better understand the global properties of the observed ROI-to-ROI connectivity, we

analyzed group differences in graph-theoretic measures. While ROI-to-ROI analyses identify

differences in functional connectivity between ROI pairs, graph-theoretic analyses assess the

global role of a node (ROI) within the larger group of ROIs, providing a global overview of each

node’s functional connectivity profile. For instance (and much to our interest), it can reveal

which nodes act as hubs that are heavily (and centrally) connected with many other nodes and

can efficiently transfer information between them [105]. “Hubness”, or the hub-like behaviour

of a node, is often assessed by measures of centrality (e.g., degree, cost, betweenness centrality;

described below), and efficiency (path length and clustering coefficient; for a review of hubness

in the context of brain science, see [106]). To perform the graph-theoretic analyses, we first

defined a graph for each participant using the ROIs studied as the nodes, and the ROI-to-ROI

connectivity between every pair of nodes as the edges. To allow sensitive between-network

comparisons, the graphs were thresholded to only include the top 15% of connections based on

their cost (described below). These graphs were then used to estimate several node-based graph

theoretic measures; namely,

1. degree - an estimate of how connected the current node is, as determined by the number

of neighbouring nodes,

2. cost (also known as strength) - is the weighted form of the degree and gives an estimate

of the net connectivity strength. It is determined as the sum of all neighbouring weights,

accounting for both the number of edges and their strength,

3. path length - quantifies the distance that information has to travel to reach other nodes

from the current node. It is determined by the number of edges that constitute the

shortest path between two nodes,
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4. node-wise global efficiency - is an estimate of the efficiency of information transfer from

the current node to all other nodes, determined by the average of inverse path lengths

leading to a node across the entire graph,

5. node-wise local efficiency - is an estimate of the efficiency of information transfer from

the current node to nodes it is directly connected to, determined by as the average global

efficiency across the sub-graph consisting of only the neighbours of the given node.

6. clustering coefficient - is an estimate of how well the neighbours of a node are connected to

each other and form a cluster (defined as the number of existing edges between neighbours

of a node divided by the total number of possible edges between those same nodes), and

7. betweenness centrality - an estimate of how central the node is in the network (defined as

the fraction of all shortest paths that a node participates in).

Finally, group differences in the above node-wise graph-theoretic metrics were assessed after

FDR-based corrections for multiple comparisons were applied. All analyses were performed

using the CONN toolbox 20.b [97].

3 Results

3.1 Whole-brain Functional Connectivity Analysis

We started by seeding the entire hippocampus to investigate whether the functional connectivity

of the hippocampus with any brain regions differs between the two groups. No significant group

differences were found when the seed ROI was the entire hippocampus. We then separately

seeded the anterior and posterior hippocampi to examine the group differences along the long

axis of the hippocampus. The bilateral posterior hippocampus (pHipp) and right anterior

hippocampus (aHipp) exhibited no significant group differences. However, when the seed ROI

was the left aHipp, it showed significantly more functional connectivity with the left anterior

insula (aIC), right posterior insula (pIC), and right temporal pole (TP) in PTSD compared

to the control group (Table 1 and Figure 1). These previously unreported and novel findings

provide the first insight into seed-based whole-brain functional connectivity differences stemming

from the aHipp, suggesting a dysfunction in emotion processing circuitry (aHipp) along with

affective brain regions (a/pIC and TP).
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Brain Region Cluster size T-statistics p(FRD) MNI Coordinates (mm)
R. TP/R. pIC 472 T(58) = 5.11 0.001454 +36 -2 -8

L. aIC 281 T(58) = 5.55 0.011783 -38 +8 -8

Table 1: Significant clusters that showed increased functional connectivity with the left
anterior hippocampus for the PTSD > Controls contrast in the whole-brain seed-based
functional connectivity analysis. TP: Temporal pole; pIC: Posterior insula; aIC: Anterior
insula.

Figure 1: Areas of increased functional connectivity with the left anterior hippocampus.
Whole-brain functional connectivity analysis revealed that in the PTSD group, the left
anterior hippocampus was significantly more connected to the left anterior insula, right
posterior insula, and right temporal pole (areas shown in yellow) as compared to the
control group.

The next question we sought to answer was to what degree the functional connectivity of

hippocampal subregions correlated with symptom severity in PTSD. Here, the CAPS-IV score

provided a suitable and general measure of symptom severity in PTSD. Again, only the aHipp

yielded significant results. Unexpectedly, within the PTSD group, the functional connectivity of

the right aHipp with PCC and precuneus was negatively correlated with CAPS scores (cluster

size = 346, T(29)= -5.07, p-FDR = 0.0009, MNI coordinates (mm) = -6 -48 24; figure 2). This

finding seems to be at odds with our second hypothesis that the pHipp rather than aHipp would

show diminished functional connectivity with DMN nodes in those with PTSD. We return to

this point later on.
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Figure 2: Medial sagittal view of the left hemisphere showing that within the PTSD group,
symptoms severity as represented by CAPS scores was negatively correlated with the func-
tional connectivity between the right anterior hippocampus and PCC/precuneus (areas
shown in magenta). PCC: Posterior cingulate cortex; CAPS: Clinician-Administered
PTSD Scale.

3.2 ROI-to-ROI Functional Connectivity Analysis

Based on the whole-brain functional connectivity analysis, 21 target ROIs were manually defined

that had differential functional connectivity in PTSD compared to controls. MNI coordinates

of these ROIs are listed below (Table 2). Next, we conducted an ROI-to-ROI analysis on these

21 ROIs (see table 3).

This approach allowed us to more carefully examine functional connectivity differences be-

tween the brain regions that were observed to differ in the seed-based functional connectivity

analysis in PTSD, increasing statistical power while correcting for multiple comparisons [107].

In addition to these 21 ROIs, an ROI for the amygdala was added from the Harvard-Oxford

atlas provided with the CONN toolbox. Here, it is important to note that although we did not

observe any group differences in hippocampus-amygdala functional connectivity in the whole-

brain seed-based analysis, the extensive literature surrounding abnormal functional connectivity

of these two regions in PTSD (especially between them) [60, 108, 59, 109, 110] justifies the inclu-

sion of the amygdala in our analysis. Likewise, while we did not observe any group differences in
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MNI coordinates of target ROIs
Brain Region Coordinates

(mm)
left anterior insula (aIC) [-39 7 -8]
right anterior insula (aIC) [37 13 -13]
left posterior insula (pIC) [-39 -6 -6]
right posterior insula (pIC) [39 -6 -6]
left temporal pole (TP) [-47 14 -14]
right temporal pole (TP) [49 5 -6]
left lateral orbitofrontal cortex (lOFC) [-29 21 -19]
right lateral orbitofrontal cortex (lOFC) [35 22 -17]
left periaqueductal gray (PAG) [-5 -26 -12]
right periaqueductal gray (PAG) [5 -29 -14]
right anterior superior temporal gyrus
(aSTG)

[59 -8 -5]

right posterior superior temporal gyrus
(pSTG)

[61 -32 10]

left posterior superior temporal gyrus
(pSTG)

[-60 -34 14]

right posterior middle temporal gyrus
(pMTG)

[61 -33 -10]

left posterior middle temporal gyrus
(pMTG)

[-60 -48 7]

left posterior inferior temporal gyrus
(pITG)

[-54 -48 -15]

right angular gyrus [51 -48 22]
left postcentral gyrus [-43 -24 60]
left supramarginal gyrus (SMG) [-55 -24 50]
left precuneus, A7m, medial area 7(PEp) [-6 -68 49]
right precuneus, A7m, medial area 7(PEp) [6 -62 46]
ventromedial prefrontal cortex (vmPFC) [-3 40 0]

Table 2

functional connectivity between the ventromedial prefrontal cortex (vmPFC) and the hippocam-

pus, many theories of PTSD regard vmPFC as a key region involved in the symptomatology of

PTSD [20], motivating the inclusion of the vmPFC in our analysis. The ROI for vmPFC was

acquired from a recent study carried out in our lab [27]. In the following paragraphs, we sum-

marize the results of functional connectivity analyses between these ROIs and the hippocampal

ROIs acquired from the Brainnetome atlas [98].

Anterior Hippocampus Bilateral aHipp was more connected to bilateral anterior insula

(aIC) and bilateral temporal pole (TP) in the PTSD group relative to controls. Additionally,
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Seed ROI Target ROI F-statistics p(FRD)
Left aHipp Bilateral aIC F2,57 = 7.65 p-FDR = 0.008

Bilateral pIC F2,57 = 7.65 p-FDR = 0.008
Bilateral TP F2,57 = 7.65 p-FDR = 0.008

Bilateral lOFC F2,57 = 7.65 p-FDR = 0.008
Bilateral pSTG F2,57 = 10.05 p-FDR = 0.0038

Left pMTG F2,57 = 10.05 p-FDR = 0.0038
Bilateral precuneus F2,57 = 5.22 p-FDR = 0.035

Left SMG F2,57 = −8.35 p-FDR = 0.007
Right aHipp Bilateral aIC F2,57 = 7.65 p-FDR = 0.008

Bilateral TP F2,57 = 7.65 p-FDR = 0.008
Right lOFC F2,57 = 7.65 p-FDR = 0.008

Bilateral pSTG F2,57 = 10.05 p-FDR = 0.0038
Left pMTG F2,57 = 10.05 p-FDR = 0.0038
Left pITG F2,57 = 8.35 p-FDR = 0.007

Bilateral precuneus F2,57 = 5.22 p-FDR = 0.035
Left SMG F2,57 = −8.35 p-FDR = 0.007

Left pHipp Right lOFC F2,57 = 7.65 p-FDR = 0.008
Right precuneus F2,57 = 5.22 p-FDR = 0.035

Right pSTG F2,57 = 10.05 p-FDR = 0.0038
Left pMTG F2,57 = 10.05 p-FDR = 0.0038

Right angular gyrus F2,57 = 10.05 p-FDR = 0.0038
vmPFC F2,57 = −7.65 p-FDR = 0.008

Right pHipp Right lOFC F2,57 = 7.65 p-FDR = 0.008
Right precuneus F2,57 = 5.22 p-FDR = 0.035

Right pSTG F2,57 = 10.05 p-FDR = 0.0038
Right angular gyrus F2,57 = 10.05 p-FDR = 0.0038

Left postcentral gyrus F2,57 = −8.35 p-FDR = 0.007
Left SMG F2,57 = −8.35 p-FDR = 0.007

Table 3: The results of the post-hoc ROI-to-ROI functional connectivity analysis between
the seed hippocampal ROIs and target ROIs. aHipp: Anterior hippocampus; pHipp:
Posterior hippocampus; aIC: Anterior insula; pIC: Posterior insula; TP: Temporal pole;
lOFC: Lateral orbitofrontal cortex. pSTG: Posterior superior temporal gyrus. pMTG:
Posterior middle temporal gyrus; SMG: Supramarginal gyrus; pITG: Posterior inferior
temporal gyrus; vmPFC: Ventromedial prefrontal cortex.

the left aHipp was more connected to bilateral pIC and bilateral lOFC and the right aHipp was

more connected to the right lOFC in the PTSD group relative to controls. It is noteworthy

that these are all considered to be affective brain regions. Other brain areas that exhibited

greater functional connectivity with the aHipp in PTSD included the posterior portions of the

superior, medial and inferior temporal gyrus (pSTG, pMTG and pITG, respectively), areas that

support unisensory and multisensory processing. Specifically, we observed increased functional

connectivity between the bilateral aHipp and bilateral pSTG and left pMTG. Additionally,
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the right aHipp was more connected to the left pITG in PTSD relative to controls. We also

observed greater bilateral aHipp functional connectivity with bilateral precuneus, a key DMN

node important for mental imagery, among other functions [111, 112]. The greater functional

connectivity of aHipp with these areas critical for visual and auditory perception and mental

imagery is consistent with the symptomatology of flashbacks, which may also include auditory

components [113]. In contrast to these findings of greater functional connectivity, the left

supramarginal gyrus (SMG) was less connected to bilateral aHipp in PTSD relative to the

control group. Interestingly, the SMG is implicated in bodily self-consciousness [114], and in

PTSD, there have been reports of altered bodily representation in peri-personal space [115] and

sense of body ownership [116]. In summary, the aHipp exhibited elevated functional connectivity

with many brain regions involved in affective, visual, auditory and multi-sensory processing and

mental imagery, whereas it showed less functional connectivity with areas involved in bodily

self-consciousness (Figures 3 and 4).

Figure 3: Pathways identified in ROI-to-ROI functional connectivity analysis of the left
anterior hippocampus. Red lines represent increased functional connectivity, and blue
lines indicate decreased functional connectivity in PTSD compared to control. aHipp:
Anterior hippocampus; aIC: Anterior insula; pIC: Posterior insula; TP: Temporal pole;
OFC: orbitofrontal cortex; pSTG: Posterior superior temporal gyrus; pMTG: Posterior
middle temporal gyrus.

Posterior Hippocampus The ROIs showing increased functional connectivity with bilat-

eral pHipp in PTSD, compared to controls, were the right lOFC, right precuneus, right pSTG,
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Figure 4: Pathways identified in ROI-to-ROI functional connectivity analysis of the right
anterior hippocampus. Red lines represent increased functional connectivity, and blue
lines indicate decreased functional connectivity in PTSD compared to control. aHipp:
Anterior hippocampus; aIC: Anterior insula; TP: Temporal pole; OFC: orbitofrontal
cortex. pSTG: Posterior superior temporal gyrus; pMTG: Posterior middle temporal
gyrus; pITG: Posterior inferior temporal gyrus.

and right angular gyrus. Furthermore, the left pHipp had elevated functional connectivity with

left pMTG in PTSD, relative to controls. On the other hand, the left pHipp was less connected

to vmPFC, while the right pHipp was less connected to the left postcentral gyrus and the left

SMG in PTSD relative to controls. The decreased functional connectivity between the right

pHipp and the left postcentral gyrus is quite interesting since the latter is the loci of the primary

somatosensory cortex, and as noted earlier, bodily representation in PTSD is often compromised

(Figures 5 and 6).

Taken together, the above findings indicate that the pHipp exhibits significantly fewer abnor-

mal connections with affective ROIs (insula, TP, and lOFC), as compared to the aHipp. The

pHipp also showed decreased functional connectivity with areas involved in somatosensation.

Surprisingly, neither the anterior nor posterior hippocampus showed any group difference in

functional connectivity with the amygdala, in contrast to previous findings in the literature

[60, 59]. The increased functional connectivity with the precuneus and various regions of the

temporal gyri is a recurring theme for both the anterior and posterior hippocampus, consistent

with the multisensory imagery of flashbacks [43, 113].
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Figure 5: Pathways identified in ROI-to-ROI functional connectivity analysis of the left
posterior hippocampus. Red lines represent increased functional connectivity, and blue
lines indicate decreased functional connectivity in PTSD compared to control. pHipp:
Posterior hippocampus; OFC: Orbitofrontal cortex; pSTG: Posterior superior temporal
gyrus; pMTG: Posterior middle temporal gyrus; vmPFC: Ventromedial prefrontal cortex.

3.3 Graph-theoretic Analysis

As the final step in our analyses, we examined our set of ROIs and the functional connectivity

between them for node-wise group differences from a graph-theoretic perspective [117] in order

to see whether PTSD is associated with changes in the topology of global connectivity, and if

so, which nodes are at the center of these changes. Interestingly, only the left aHipp showed

significant group differences between the PTSD and control groups. It displayed a lower average

path length (T (58) = −4.00, p-FDR = 0.005) in the PTSD group relative to controls, indicating

that the paths leading to the left aHipp are shorter in those with PTSD compared to controls.

Similarly, the left aHipp had a higher node-wise global efficiency (T (58) = 4.45, p-FDR = 0.001),

cost (T (58) = 4.04, p-FDR = 0.004) and degree (T (58) = 4.04, p-FDR = 0.004) compared

to the control group. These results indicate that in PTSD, connections leading to the left

aHipp become significantly more numerous and stronger (manifested in increased degree and

cost), which in turn gives rise to shorter paths leading to the left aHipp. The resultant effect

of these changes is greater efficiency of information flow between these ROIs, via the aHipp

(greater node-wise global efficiency). However, the left aHipp failed to show group differences

for local efficiency (T (58) = −2.39, p-uncorrected = 0.02), clustering coefficient (T (58) =
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Figure 6: Pathways identified in ROI-to-ROI functional connectivity analysis of the right
posterior hippocampus. Red lines represent increased functional connectivity, and blue
lines indicate decreased functional connectivity in PTSD compared to control. pHipp:
Posterior hippocampus; OFC: Orbitofrontal cortex; pSTG: Posterior superior temporal
gyrus.

−1.07, p-uncorrected = 0.29), and betweenness centrality (T (58) = 1.50, p-uncorrected = 0.14).

Collectively, these group differences highlight an increase in hub-like properties of the aHipp in

those with PTSD as compared to trauma-exposed controls, potentially indicating an adaptive,

central role of the aHipp in driving activity in a network of PSTD-relevant brain regions.

4 Discussion

This study examined the functional connectivity profile of the anterior and posterior hippocam-

pus in individuals with PTSD and in trauma-exposed controls, using both whole-brain and

post-hoc ROI-to-ROI approaches. The whole-brain seed-based analysis revealed no significant

group differences when either the entire hippocampus or the posterior hippocampus (pHipp)

was used as the seed ROI. In contrast, the anterior hippocampus (aHipp) was significantly more

connected to affective brain regions (i.e., anterior and posterior insula and temporal pole) in

PTSD compared to controls. Similarly, our post-hoc ROI-to-ROI analysis revealed that the

aHipp had a greater number of abnormal connections than the pHipp in those with PTSD.

Critically, our graph-theoretic analyses revealed that the left aHipp exhibited more hub-like
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properties in PTSD compared to the control group, showing lower average path length and

higher global efficiency and degree. These results align with a recent study that identified the

entire hippocampus as a structural hub within the adult human brain [118]. Here, our novel

finding that the aHipp (and not the pHipp) exhibits an increase in its hubness likely signals

it acquiring a more central role in communication within the brain, providing a more efficient

integration of memory processes with other brain regions in PTSD relative to controls, perhaps

in compensation for a possible deficit in posterior hippocampal functions, including detailed

episodic retrieval. Speculatively, this could also indicate aHipp, a hippocampal sub-region

linked to more emotional and schematic memory representations, taking on a more dominant

role in controlling memory retrieval processes in those with PTSD, who are known to exhibit

overgeneralization in memory retrieval [119]. On balance, the aHipp appears to be hypercon-

nected to emotional and other brain regions and may play a more central hub-like role in PTSD

as compared to the pHipp.

4.1 Anterior hippocampus: the main player in PTSD

Insula Our most robust finding was greater aHipp functional connectivity with the anterior

and posterior insula in PTSD (Figure 1). The anterior insula is known to be a major hub

in the SN, involved in network switching and predisposing attention to salient interoceptive

sensations and exteroceptive stimuli [26]. There have been mixed findings in the literature con-

cerning hippocampal-SN connectivity in PTSD, where some found hyperconnectivity [35, 120],

others found hypoconnectivity [121], and yet others found no connectivity differences in those

with PTSD, compared to controls[62]. Our analyses, incorporating separate aHipp and pHipp

seeded functional connectivity, offer a resolution to these discrepant findings, as we showed

increased aHipp, but not pHipp functional connectivity with the anterior insula, consistent

with findings of salience detection by the anterior insula [122, 123], which becomes abnormal

in PTSD [124]. Such abnormal salience processing of stimuli could identify benign stimuli as

potentially salient, accounting for persistent hypervigilance and hyperarousal in PTSD patients

[35, 125]. Notably, the insula has extensive structural connectivity with the hippocampus [126],

and insula-hippocampus connectivity contributes to encoding of negative stimuli [127, 128].

Moreover, presentation of trauma-related cues leads to increased insula activation [129], and

hyperactivation of the right anterior insula, which correlates positively with state re-experiencing
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symptoms [130]. The anterior insula works closely with the posterior insula to accomplish im-

portant salience roles. In healthy adults, the posterior insula input conveys some information

about raw affective and interoceptive states, in addition to exteroceptive sensory information

via the brainstem and thalamus, where saliency of this information is assessed [131, 34]. Here,

the anterior insula is thought to “translate” this information for the prefrontal cortex, which

participates in multisensory integration and emotion regulation, leading to an integrated and

coherent perception of a sensory experience [5]. Thus, abnormalities in anterior insula-aHipp

functional connectivity could be one of the factors underlying the misattribution of emotional

salience to otherwise ordinary events in PTSD patients [26] and their inability to regulate emo-

tions. Specifically, increased functional connectivity between the aHipp, a region implicated

in anxiety-related behaviour and emotional memory, and the anterior insula, which is associ-

ated with salience processing, may lead to the reduced ability of the hippocampus to discern

non-threatening circumstances [37], which could account for amplified threat processing, hyper-

vigilance and anxiety in PTSD patients [34]. With that being said, heightened threat processing

observed in PTSD also has been ascribed to a more bottom-up drive initiated from regions such

as the periaqueductal grey and less top-down PFC control [47].

Temporal Pole In addition, we observed increased functional connectivity between the

aHipp and temporal pole (TP). The TP is a region with extensive connections with the amygdala

and orbitofrontal cortex, and is part of the SN [26]. It has been implicated in various functions,

such as language processing, visual recognition, autobiographical episodic memories, and socio-

emotional processing [132, 133]. Of note, several functional neuroimaging studies implicated the

right TP in emotional situations [133], such as retrieval of emotional autobiographical memories

[134, 135] or watching emotional movies [134, 136]. In war veterans with PTSD, a task of

viewing war-related and neutral photos elicited a higher activation in the left TP compared to

combat-exposed controls, with war-related pictures inducing even more TP activation versus

neutral photos [137]. Similarly, a PET study involving recalling traumatic autobiographical

memories vs. neutral events found that the traumatic condition evoked higher activation in

the anterior TP, with the extent of this hyperactivation being even greater in the PTSD group

[138]. Therefore, the increased functional connectivity between the aHipp and the right TP

could partially account for the over-representation of traumatic memories in PTSD and their
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hyper-vigilance. However, the evidence implicating the TP in functional connectivity analysis

of PTSD is limited and more research is warranted to elucidate the role of the TP in PTSD.

PCC/Precuneus Regarding the PCC and precuneus, we did not find any group differ-

ence in whole-hippocampal-PCC functional connectivity; however, when separately assessing

a/pHipp functional connectivity, we observed within the PTSD group, and more pronouncedly

in the aHipp, elevated coupling with the precuneus (in contrast to previous findings of re-

duced precuneus-whole-hippocampal functional connectivity in PTSD [68, 102, 125, 139]). In-

terestingly, we also observed that decreased functional connectivity between the aHipp and

PCC/precuneus (major nodes of the DMN) was associated with increased CAPS scores (Figure

2). While stemming from a different section of the DMN, these results align with previous

findings [35] of negative correlation between CAPS scores and functional connectivity between

the vmPFC (another node of the DMN) and the hippocampus. The precuneus, located in the

medial parietal lobe, is a major hub within multiple brain networks [140] . According to a

prominent model of spatial memory (the BBB model, [112]), the region has been dubbed the

“parietal window”, as it operates as an egocentric window into the products of both perception

and episodic and spatial memory retrieval, as well as the visual sketchpad upon which visuo-

spatial working memory operates. Consequently, the precuneus is crucial for mental imagery,

and our finding of increased aHipp-precuneus functional connectivity could indicate abnormal

recruitment of the aHipp in central DMN functions such as mental imagery, particularly dur-

ing flashbacks. Interestingly, the pulvinar-precuneus functional connectivity is lower in PTSD

relative to controls [141]. The pulvinar is a thalamic structure which regulates alpha synchrony

and communications between cortical areas [142]. In this regard, we hypothesize that the re-

duced pulvinar-precuneus and increased precuneus-aHipp functional connectivity may indicate

a shift of the precuneal representations, from thalamically-driven sensory-based representations

to a heavily emotional memory-based representation scheme, with the aHipp taking on a more

hub-like role in the circuit for the storage and retrieval of trauma event memories. Moreover,

given the negative correlation we observed between aHipp-precuneus functional connectivity

and CAPS scores, this altered functional connectivity could reflect a coping mechanism orches-

trated by the traumatized brain to compensate for the impaired emotional regulation circuitry

(involving the aHipp) by relying more strongly upon the intact PCC/precuneus (see [102]),
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thereby reducing the symptom severity.

4.2 Posterior hippocampus and beyond

vmPFC Our analysis also showed decreased pHipp-vmPFC functional connectivity among

those with PTSD compared to controls (Figure 5). One’s ability to inhibit fear is thought to

be (at least partially) dependent on hippocampus-vmPFC connectivity [143, 144, 48]. Inter-

estingly, reduced structural and functional connectivity between the hippocampus and vmPFC

has previously been reported in the context of PTSD [48]. Moreover, the PFC is known to

be engaged in the top-down regulation of hippocampal processes [145], and during retrieval

of autobiographical memories, there is evidence that the vmPFC drives hippocampal activa-

tion [146]. Similarly, strong effective connectivity from vmPFC to the hippocampus has been

seen during the elaboration phase of autobiographical memory retrieval, especially for those

memories that are emotionally arousing [147]. Furthermore, the hippocampus and vmPFC are

principal nodes of the DMN, which play a major role in episodic memory, internally-directed

mental activity and self-related thoughts. Hence, the disrupted vmPFC-pHipp functional con-

nectivity could indicate inadequate downregulation of trauma-related hippocampal activation

by the vmPFC, which could consequently result in intrusive traumatic memories and impaired

episodic autobiographical recall in PTSD [145, 148, 102].

Postcentral/Supramarginal Gyri One striking result in this study was the reduced

functional connectivity between the postcentral gyrus (primary somatosensory cortex) and the

pHipp in PTSD compared to controls. Similarly, the supramarginal gyrus showed decreased

functional connectivity with both the anterior and posterior hippocampus in PTSD compared to

controls. The somatosensory cortex is crucial for functions such as recognizing touch stimuli and

processing self-movement. Likewise, whereas the supramarginal gyrus is implicated in bodily

self-consciousness and ownership [115, 149], and in coding for peripersonal space [150], the left

supramarginal gyrus has been associated with visuotactile integration [151]. The weakened

functional connectivity between the hippocampus and areas responsible for processing bodily

sensations could partially explain the altered bodily sense and body ownership in PTSD patients

[116, 152]. In line with this interpretation, the somatosensory cortex was found to be less active

in response to non-threatening touch in PTSD [153]. The above findings are consistent with the
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importance of sensory-motor therapies for PTSD [154, 155]. Sensory Motor Arousal Regulation

Therapy (SMART) [156] is one such intervention; SMART aims to satisfy the sensory-seeking

behaviours found in those with PTSD by allowing the patients to interact with objects that fulfill

their need for sensory satiation. This multisensory approach also integrates auditory, visual

and tactile information with interactive motor activities. Sensory-motor therapies have focused

particularly on treating childhood trauma, where trauma memories are often unreachable by

verbal recall [157]. Here, the stimulation of somatosensory and motor pathways may act as a

gateway into otherwise inaccessible trauma memories, perhaps by a restoration of the diminished

functional connectivity between the hippocampus and somatosensory areas.

Orbitofrontal Cortex Another finding was increased a/pHipp functional connectivity with

the lateral orbitofrontal cortex (lOFC) in PTSD. The lOFC has been linked to obsession, ap-

praisal and moderating reaction to negative affective states [158, 159], and in anticipation of

[160] and reaction to [161, 162] unpleasant stimuli [158], and the absence of an expected reward

[158]. In rats, hyperactivation of the lOFC has been shown to impair fear extinction [163].

Moreover, higher OFC activation is seen in recalling traumatic autobiographical vs. neutral

events in both PTSD and control groups, with the PTSD group showing even more OFC hy-

peractivation [138]. Thus, increased coupling between hippocampus subregions and the lOFC

could explain abnormal fear regulation, a characteristic symptom of PTSD.

Superior Temporal Gyrus Furthermore, the superior temporal gyrus (STG) showed in-

creased functional connectivity with the pHipp and especially with the aHipp. STG, the lo-

cus of primary and secondary auditory areas [164, 165], is the source of the P300 [166], an

event-related potential (ERP) component elicited in response to unexpected stimuli [167]. In-

terestingly, combat veterans with PTSD have shown amplified P300 responses when exposed to

both trauma-related [168] and novel stimuli [169]. Similarly, women with sexual assault-linked

PTSD exhibited escalated mismatch negativity, a pre-conscious ERP originating from the au-

ditory cortex in response to a stimulus that differs from a set of identical stimuli [170], aligning

with hyper-vigilance often seen in PTSD. Consistent with these findings of altered auditory per-

ception in PTSD, one study reported increased STG gray matter volume in maltreated pediatric

PTSD patients [164]. Another study on Acute Stress Disorder patients found that activity in

STG was positively correlated with PTSD severity [171]. Taken together with the above, our
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findings of greater aHipp- and pHipp-STG functional connectivity in PTSD underscore the im-

portance of the STG in the neurocircuitry of PTSD. Furthermore, trauma memories are often

accompanied by acoustic components. Thus it is conceivable that increased hippocampal-STG

functional connectivity could reflect this aspect of the trauma memory, especially given that

the individuals with PTSD in our sample were combat-exposed war veterans, many of whom

would have suffered from exposure to blasts.

Ramification for Dual Representation Theory Our findings can also be interpreted

in light of the Dual Representation Theory (DRT) of PTSD [93, 3], which essentially designates

two types of memory that are differentially impaired in PTSD. The first type is a perceptual

memory system, containing relatively unprocessed and raw sensory and perceptual represen-

tations of events (“S-reps”). “Contextualized representations” or C-reps, on the other hand,

constitute the contextualized and verbally accessible representations of events. According to

this theory, S-reps are chiefly supported by the dorsal visual stream, the amygdala, and the in-

sula, while the hippocampus and surrounding areas in the medial temporal lobe largely maintain

C-reps. Flashbacks are viewed as amplified S-reps that, owing to the extreme stress during the

encoding of the traumatic event, are not appropriately paired with the associated C-reps (which

themselves are weakly encoded because of the stress), and are hence lacking due context. Im-

portantly, flashbacks are reactivated involuntarily and in a bottom-up fashion. While the DRT

does not posit a role for the hippocampus in flashbacks, which instead are reliant upon S-Reps,

our more fine-grained analyses of aHipp versus pHipp functional connectivity in PTSD suggest

a refinement of this theory, whereby the aHipp plays a central role in flashbacks. Our finding

of increased insula-aHipp functional connectivity is consistent with this, although we did not

see increased amygdala-aHipp functional connectivity; however, the latter are already strongly

connected in the healthy brain, which could explain this lack of change in PTSD. It would be

interesting to explore the directionality of our observed increased functional connectivity be-

tween the aHipp and the insula/sensory areas by assessing the effective connectivity between

these brain regions. In any case, our findings do not entirely support DRT, as the aHipp is

abnormally hyper-connected to affective and multisensory areas in PTSD and is likely to drive

trauma memories; this proposition requires further empirical confirmation, e.g. by conduct-

ing effective connectivity analyses during both resting-state and tasks involving trauma-related
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memory recall. Given the extensive and direct connectivity of the aHipp with the amygdala

and the insula and the involvement of the aHipp in emotional memory encoding, it is conceiv-

able that trauma memories are over-represented in the aHipp at a “gist-like” level while being

under-represented in the pHipp, which is thought to contain detailed representations [67]. By

this account, trauma-related cues would activate the aHipp, and due to its elevated connectivity

with emotional circuitry and sensory areas, the ensuing recollection would be rich in emotional

and sensory details. As a refinement of the DRT to incorporate our findings, this would imply

improper contextualization of trauma memories, with an over-representation of raw sensory

and emotional components in (anterior) hippocampal representations. On the other hand, the

pHipp is not as involved as it normally would be in retrieving the contextual details of the

trauma event memory, aligning with the report that synapses in dorsal CA1 in rodents (analo-

gous to the pHipp in primates) are particularly damaged due to short, concurrent stress relative

to ventral CA1 [91]. This proposal, however, needs to be experimentally confirmed by assessing

hippocampal activation and connectivity in PTSD patients during trauma memory recall.

Interestingly, we did not find altered hippocampal functional connectivity with the amygdala

in those with PTSD compared to controls. As discussed earlier, the findings in the literature sur-

rounding the role of the amygdala in the neurocircuitry of PTSD are mixed [50, 51, 54, 52, 53].

These inconsistencies could be explained by the variety of tasks that the participants were per-

forming while being scanned. Nonetheless, these discrepant findings hint at a departure from an

abnormal amygdala-centric view of PTSD dysfunction. For instance, while Suarez-Jimenez et

al. [52] reported occasional amygdalar involvement in some phases of fear conditioning and ex-

tinction, they primarily highlight a hypoactive thalamus as a core finding, suggesting it to be the

nexus of problematic salience assessment and sensory inputs. Collectively, the above-mentioned

meta-analyses highlight the evidence for more heterogeneous and distributed disruptions in

cognitive, behavioural, memory and sensorimotor processes in those with PTSD, which could

include both the amygdala and hippocampus.

4.3 Limitations and Future Directions

Although the present results provide valuable insights regarding abnormal hippocampal func-

tional connectivity in PTSD, we were not able to distinguish the dissociative sub-type of PTSD
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(abbreviated as PTSD+DS) [172]. This sub-type afflicts 14-30% of individuals with PTSD and

is associated with symptoms of depersonalization and derealization, characterized by experi-

ences of “out-of-body” feelings and/or feelings of themselves or the surrounding environment

as being “dream-like” and not real [5]. It is likely that some participants within the current

study were from this sub-group. However, we were unable to identify them since the two items

addressing depersonalization and derealization in the CAPS questionnaire were not recorded

in ADNI. This limitation should be kept in mind while interpreting the presented results since

PTSD+DS has a distinct neurological signature compared to PTSD+DS. Evidence suggests

that PTSD+DS symptoms originate from excessive top-down prefrontal inhibition on limbic

and brainstem regions [47]. Future work is needed to characterize abnormal hippocampal func-

tional connectivity in the PTSD+DS subtype. In addition, all of our subjects in both the PSTD

and control groups were elderly, combat-exposed males. Therefore, it is unknown whether our

results would generalize to females, younger patients and civilians with PTSD. Finally, rsFC

analysis merely estimates the temporal correlation between activations of brain areas and does

not provide any information about the direction of these correlations, warranting further inves-

tigation using effective connectivity measures. Resting state EEG may fail to capture aberrant

activation and functional connectivity patterns that manifest during the performance of specific

cognitive tasks, for example, when recalling trauma memories.

Is deliberate retrieval of trauma memories less coherent? Possible role for the

pHipp It has been argued [173] that emotionally arousing and aversive memories, particularly

those that are traumatic, are less coherent compared to emotionally neutral memories. Three

lines of evidence support this view:

1. Normally, memory retrieval is holistic in nature, meaning that recollection of a memory

is a multifaceted phenomenon wherein multiple item-item and item-context associations

result in a single and “all-or-none” re-experiencing of the event [174]. Importantly, binding

of these multi-modal items together and to the context is thought to be primarily governed

by the hippocampus [175].

2. In healthy individuals, negative emotional content differentially impacts memory for sen-

sory constructs versus higher levels of encoding, where the sensory-perceptual encoding

of individual items is enhanced at the cost of item-to-item and item-context associations
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[176]. This is in line with a study reporting that the administration of cortisol 30 minutes

before a memory-encoding task decreased item-context associations [177]. Moreover, the

coherence of episodic memories containing a negative item is reported to be diminished

relative to the coherence of neutral memories in healthy individuals [178].

3. In patients with PTSD, memory deficits extend beyond negative, everyday episodic memo-

ries. For instance, memory for paired associates of emotionally neutral items is reportedly

weakened in PTSD [179, 180]. Moreover, patients with PTSD have shown impairments in

world-centred or allocentric-memory processing (which depends on hippocampal function-

ing [112]), while memories for individual items and egocentric memories were unaffected

in PTSD [181]. The adverse effects of high stress on memory were further confirmed by a

report of firefighters whose memories concerning the fires they had just fought were more

impaired with increasing stress [182].

While the above lines of evidence have, for the most part, not considered the functional

difference between the aHipp and pHipp, recent studies have begun to consider this distinction.

The picture emerging from such recent research is that while both regions are involved in encod-

ing spatial context, the posterior hippocampus is more involved in the encoding of fine details

and detailed spatial relational information (see, e.g. [70]). For instance, the ratio of pHipp vol-

ume to that of the aHipp was positively correlated with item-context retrieval [183]. Another

study from the same group reported the volume of the pHipp as the mediator between age and

spatial context memory performance [184]. Moreover, in children who performed a colour con-

text encoding task while being scanned, recruitment of the pHipp was observed during context

encoding, while those who had been exposed to interpersonal violence showed impaired memory

of contexts (realistic background scenes) associated with violence [185]. Another study reported

the recruitment of the pHipp (and the posterior parahippocampal cortex) during retrieval of

item-context relations, while the aHipp (and the perirhinal cortex) was activated during retrieval

of item-item relations [186].

In light of the above evidence on aHipp versus pHipp roles in contextual memory, and the pat-

tern of memory deficits in PTSD, including fragmented or incoherent autobiographical memory

retrieval, the underperformance of the pHipp (and not the aHipp) might be one of the leading

causes of their memory impairments. Arguably, PTSD itself is an adaptive response to trauma
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exposure, which could manifest as a compensatory over-recruitment of the aHipp in PTSD to

support processing of events in threatening situations, coupled with an under-recruitment of

pHipp. This hypothesis merits further investigation.

Future studies should also examine the differential roles of the anterior and posterior hip-

pocampus in a sample including both PTSD without dissociation and the PTSD+DS sub-type,

as well as healthy controls, with a focus on prefrontal-hippocampal functional connectivity.

Secondly, it is essential to capture the direction of connectivity between the anterior/posterior

hippocampus and target ROIs. Such effective connectivity analysis can be done using multivari-

ate Granger causality (MVGC) [187] and/or Dynamic Causal Modelling (DCM) [188]. Thirdly,

future studies could extend beyond our post-hoc analyses, exploring a wider set of ROIs that

could characterize the differential role of the hippocampal subregions in large-scale ROI-to-ROI

connectivity in those with PTSD. Finally, it is important to assess activation and connectivity

patterns beyond the resting state, particularly during trauma memory recall, as well as in a

wider range of participants, including females and those with childhood trauma.

5 Conclusion

In summing up our main findings, the current study highlighted aberrations in the functional

connectivity of hippocampal sub-regions that could underlie some core symptoms of PTSD.

Here, we focused on the anterior versus posterior hippocampus, hypothesizing that they might

be affected differentially by PTSD due to their unique connectivity profiles and functional roles.

Our results emphasize the central role of the aHipp in the neurocircuitry of PTSD with respect

to trauma memory, with it being the predominant locus of abnormal functional connectivity in

PTSD. Firstly, the aHipp showed heightened functional connectivity with many brain regions,

including affective areas (i.e., insula, orbitofrontal cortex and temporal pole), sensory areas, and

nodes associated with the DMN in those with PTSD. Secondly, in stark contrast, the abnormal

connections of the pHipp were not as numerous as those of its anterior counterpart. Thus,

our findings hint at abnormal recruitment of the aHipp in retrieving trauma memories in those

with PTSD, while the pHipp might not be as involved in contextual retrieval as it normally

should. Thirdly, we also observed decreased functional connectivity between regions responsible

for bodily self-consciousness and the anterior/posterior hippocampus, potentially accounting for
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the altered sense of self and somatosensory symptoms in PTSD. Fourthly, our study indicates

that disrupted DMN and SN connections, mainly via the aHipp, could be regarded as a neural

correlate of PTSD, with the left aHipp taking on a more hub-like role. Finally, the current

study also found evidence of a link between reduced symptom severity and increased functional

connectivity between the aHipp and PCC/Precuneus, which we speculate could reflect a com-

pensatory mechanism in the brain’s attempt to restore DMN recruitment in memory functions

within this altered circuit. These abnormal functional connectivity profiles of hippocampal

sub-regions could be predictive of symptom severity and may serve as a biomarker of the dis-

order. They also have important implications for neuroscientifically-guided therapeutic efforts

targeting dysfunctional networks and connectivities, particularly highlighting the advantage of

sensory-motor integration therapies for PTSD.
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