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Abstract	

Cell	 cycle	 abnormali2es	 have	 been	 implicated	 in	 the	 pathology	 of	 neuropsychiatric	 disorders.	

An2-obsessional	 agents	 like	 the	 serotonin	 reuptake	 inhibitor	 (SRI),	 fluoxe2ne,	 are	 known	 to	

cause	 	 cell	 cycle	 arrest.	 This	 study	 aimed	 at	 exploring	 cell	 cycle	 abnormali2es	 in	 obsessive	

compulsive	 disorder	 (OCD)	 and	 the	 effect	 of	 in	 vitro	 Fluoxe2ne	 on	 lymphoblastoid	 cell	 lines	

(LCLs)	 derived	 from	 OCD	 pa2ents	 and	 healthy	 controls.	 The	 pa2ents	 had	 also	 been	

systema2cally	 characterized	 for	 SRI	 treatment	 response.	 LCLs	 were	 treated	 with	 10µM	 of	

Fluoxe2ne	 for	 24	 hours	 and	 the	 percentage	 of	 cells	 in	 each	 phase	 of	 the	 cell	 cycle	 was	

determined	by	flow	cytometry,	aner	propidium	iodide	staining,	and	analysed	using	the	sonware	

FlowJo.	We	observed	a	lower	propor2on	of	cells	in	the	G2/M	phase	in	OCD	cases	than	controls.	

Among	cases,	clinical	non-responders	to	SRI	treatment	had	a	lower	propor2on	of	cells	in	G2/M	

phase	than	the	clinical	 responders.	This	suggests	 that	 there	 is	a	reduc2on	of	very	specific	cell	

cycle	phase	in	OCD;	and	this	difference	is	more	pronounced	in	clinical	non-responders.	Although	

in-vitro	fluoxe2ne	 treatment	 reduced	 the	propor2on	of	cells	 in	G2/M	phase	overall	 ,	 this	was	

not	specific	to	any	group.	The	findings	suggest	that	cell	cycle	G2/M	phase	dysregula2on	could	

be	peripheral	cellular	phenotype	for	OCD,	and	a	marker	for	SRI	non-response	in	the	clinic.		

Keywords:	OCD,	cell	cycle,	fluoxe5ne,	serotonin	reuptake	inhibitor,	treatment	response	
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Introduc,on	

Obsessive-compulsive	 disorder	 (OCD)	 is	 a	 common	 neuropsychiatric	 disease	 affec2ng	 about	

2%	 of	 the	 general	 popula2on,	 which	 is	 characterized	 by	 obsessions	 (intrusive,	 unwanted	

thoughts)	 and	 compulsions	 (performing	 highly	 ritualized	 behaviours	 intended	 to	 neutralize	

nega2ve	 thoughts	 and	 emo2ons	 resul2ng	 from	 the	 obsessions).	 Although	 serotonin	 reuptake	

inhibitors	 (SRIs)	 form	the	mainstay	of	 treatment,	many	pa2ents	either	do	not	 receive	op2mal	

doses	or	have	poor	response	even	aner	adequate	treatment	(Goddard,	Shekhar,	Whiteman,	&	

Mcdougle,	2008).	 Studies	aiming	 to	find	biomarkers	 for	 SRI	 response	have	been	employed	 to	

help	beIer	understand	SRI	dosing	and	efficacy	(Morag,	Kirchheiner,	Rehavi,	&	Gurwitz,	2011).	At	

this	point,	there	are	no	molecular	markers	to	differen2ate	SRI	responders	and	non-responders	

in	OCD.	

Fluoxe2ne	 is	 commonly	 used	 SRI	 in	 the	 treatment	 of	 OCD.	 Fluoxe2ne	 is	 known	 to	 influence	

many	 cellular	 parameters,	 including	 cell	 prolifera2on(Serafeim	 et	 al.,	 2003;	 Volpe,	 Ellison,	

Parchment,	 Grieshaber,	 &	 Faus2no,	 2003).	 Fluoxe2ne	 has	 been	 shown	 to	 induce	 a	 2me-

dependent	(12-24	hours)	G0/G1	phase	arrest	aner	a	24-hour	treatment	of	cancer	cells,	which	is	

accompanied	 by	 a	 decrease	 in	 S	 phase	 popula2on	 (Krishnan,	 Hariharan,	 Nair,	 &	 Pillai,	 2008).	

Another	 study	 showed	 similar	 results	 in	BurkiI	 lymphoma	cells	 (Serafeim	et	al.,	 2003).	 It	has	

also	 been	 shown	 to	 mediate	 G0/G1	 arrest	 in	 yeast	 with	 DNA	 content	 measured	 by	 flow	

cytometry	(Hoose	et	al.,	2012).	In	a	recent	study	using	mouse	hippocampal	neurons,	there	was	

an	increase	in	the	propor2on	of	G0/G1	cells	along	with	a	reduc2on	of	G2/M	and	S	phase	cells	at	

48	hrs	and	96	hrs	of	treatment	with	fluoxe2ne.	

Distribu2on	 of	 the	 serotonin	 transporter	 is	 known	 to	 be	 implicated	 in	 the	 pathogenesis	 of	

affec2ve	disorders	and	has	been	employed	to	study	response	to	SRI	treatment	(Rivera-Baltanas	

et	al.,	2015).	A	reduc2on	in	the	number	of	serotonin	transporters	has	been	shown	in	pa2ents	
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with	major	depressive	disorder,	in	comparison	to	controls	(Lima	&	Urbina,	2002).	Lymphocytes	

are	 known	 to	 express	 serotonin	 (5-HT)	 receptors	 (Gladkevich,	 Kauffman,	 &	 Korf,	 2004)	 along	

with	 having	 a	 high	 affinity	 for	 serotonin	 and	 dopamine	 transporters	 (Lima	 &	 Urbina,	 2002;	

Sanders-bush,	 Hazelwood,	 2003).	 A	 previous	 study	 showed	 that	 the	 basal	 prolifera2on	 of	

lymphocytes	in	pa2ents	with	major	depression	was	significantly	higher	than	in	healthy	controls,	

which	 was	 reduced	 by	 fluoxe2ne	 in	 a	 dose-dependent	 manner	 (Fazzino,	 Montes,	 Urbina,	

Carreira,	 &	 Lima,	 2008).	 Similar	 changes	 in	 cell	 cycle	 have	 also	 been	 demonstrated	 in	

lymphoblastoid	cell	lines	(LCLs)	derived	from	pa2ents	with	other	neuropsychiatric	disorders	like	

Alzheimer’s	disease	 (Ashok	et	 al.,	 2019)	 and	bipolar	disorder	 (Paul	 et	 al.,	 2019).	Another	 SRI,	

paroxe2ne,	has	been	shown	to	cause	growth	inhibi2on	of	LCLs	of	healthy	individuals	(Morag	et	

al.,	2011).	

We	aimed	to	examine	cell	cycle	in	LCLs	of	pa2ents	with	OCD	and	compare	them	with	those	of	

healthy	controls.	In	addi2on,	we	wanted	to	examine	if	fluoxe2ne	in	vitro	has	a	differen2al	effect	

on	cell	cycle	in	OCD	LCLs,	based	on	clinical	treatment	response.	
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Methods	

Subjects	&	assessment	of	clinical	treatment	response	

All	 pa2ents	 with	 OCD	 (N=11)	 were	 recruited	 from	 the	 speciality	 OCD	 clinic	 of	 the	 Na2onal	

Ins2tute	of	Mental	Health	 and	Neuro	 Sciences	 (NIMHANS,	Bangalore).	 The	Mini-Interna2onal	

Neuropsychiatric	 Interview	 (MINI)	 and	 Yale-Brown	Obsessive-Compulsive	 Scale	 (Y-BOCS)	were	

used	to	diagnose	and	assess	the	pa2ents	clinically.	Individuals	(N=8)	with	no	personal	and	family	

history	of	psychiatric	illnesses	were	recruited	as	controls	for	the	study.	The	study	was	approved	

by	 the	 Ethics	 CommiIee	 of	 NIMHANS.	 Prior	 to	 par2cipa2on,	 informed	 wriIen	 consent	 was	

taken.	Among	 the	pa2ents	 recruited,	 5	 responded	 clinically	 to	 SRIs	whereas	 3	 did	 not.	 Three	

pa2ents	were	par2al	 responders	and	were	excluded	 from	the	analysis	of	 treatment	response.	

Responders	were	those	who	had	>35%	reduc2on	 in	YBOCS	(and	CGI-I	1	or	2)	 following	an	SRI	

trial,	 non-responders	 were	 those	 with	 <25%	 reduc2on	 (and	 CGI-I	 >3)	 even	 aner	 2	 SRI	 trials	

(Mataix-Cols	et	al.,	2016;	Shukla	et	al.,	2020).	All	pa2ents	were	on	treatment	with	SRIs	at	 the	

2me	of	sample	collec2on.	

Cell	lines	

Venous	 blood	 samples	 of	 pa2ents	 and	 controls	 were	 collected	 to	 isolate	 peripheral	 blood	

mononuclear	 cells	 (PBMCs)	 using	 SepMate™	 kit	 (Stem	 Cell	 Technologies),	 using	 the	 protocol	

adapted	 from	 (Ashok	et	al.,	2019).	 LCLs	were	generated	 from	PBMCs	by	 transforma2on	using	

Epstein-Barr	virus	 (Jung,	2013).	All	 cell	 lines	were	grown	for	at	 least	4	passages	 in	RPMI-1640	

(HiMedia)	medium	containing	20%	heat-inac2vated	 fetal	bovine	serum	(GIBCO),	1%	Penicillin-

Streptomycin	(GIBCO)	as	suspension	cultures	in	a	humidified	5%	CO2	at	37⁰C.	

Fluoxe.ne	treatment	and	cell	cycle	analysis	

LCLs	 were	 plated	 at	 a	 density	 of	 106cells/ml	 and	 treated	 in	 vitro	 with	 vehicle	 (phosphate	

buffered	 saline)	 or	 10µM	 Fluoxe2ne	 (Sigma)	 for	 24	 hours	 aner	 which	 they	 were	 harvested,	
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pelleted,	washed	with	1X	phosphate	buffer	saline	(PBS),	fixed	with	70%	ethanol	and	stored	at	

4⁰C	for	a	minimum	of	24	hours.	Fixed	cells	were	washed	and	incubated	for	30	min	at	37⁰C	in	1X	

PBS	 solu2on	 containing	 RNase	 (Invitrogen	 -	 40µg/ml)	 and	 Propidium	 Iodide	 (Invitrogen	 -	

15µmg/ml).	The	24-hour	Fluoxe2ne	treatment	protocol	was	adapted	from	(Porton	et	al.,	2013).	

Immunophenotyping	of	LCLs	was	performed,	which	showed	that	they	were	posi2ve	for	CD19	(B	

cell	marker)	and	nega2ve	 for	CD3	 (T	 cell	marker)	and	CD56	 (NK	cell	marker).	 The	experiment	

was	performed	in	biological	triplicates	for	each	cell	line.	

Cell	 cycle	 analysis	 was	 performed	 by	 flow	 cytometry	 to	 es2mate	 the	 propor2on	 of	 cells	 in	

different	phases	of	the	cell	cycle	–	G0/G1,	S,	and	G2/M.	The	percentage	of	cells	in	each	cell	cycle	

phase	was	determined	using	the	sonware	FlowJo	(V10).	The	scaIer	plot	was	gated	to	 include	

only	singlet	cells	for	analysis.	

Sta.s.cal	analysis	

Sta2s2cal	analysis	was	performed	using	GraphPad	Prism	(Version	8.2.1)	and	R	(base	packages,	

version	 3.6.2).	 A	 2x2	mixed	model	 ANOVA	with	 post-hoc	 pairwise	 comparisons	 (Tukey’s	HSD)	

were	used	to	compare	the	different	condi2ons,	groups	&	their	interac2on.	All	values	<0.05	were	

considered	significant.	
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Results	

Cell	cycle	analysis	 in	LCLs	 (vehicle	and	fluoxe2ne	treated)	 from	8	control	and	11	OCD	pa2ents	

was	performed	and	analysed	using	flow	cytometry.	Distribu2on	of	cells	 in	G0/G1,	S	and	G2/M	

phases	of	the	cell	cycle	was	determined	by	propidium	iodide	staining.		

As	shown	in	Table	1,	the	main	effects	of	“group”	and	"treatment	with	fluoxe2ne”,	were	found	to	

be	significant	predictors	for	the	percentage	of	cells	in	the	G2/M	phase.	The	es2mated	marginal	

means	(EMM)	with	95%	confidence	intervals	for	cases	vs	controls	was	11.8	(10.5-13.1)	vs	14.1	

(12.8-15.3),	F	 (1,17)	=	6.88	&	p=	0.017;	and	for	vehicle	treated	vs	fluoxe2ne	treated	 lines	was	

14.1	 (12.8-15.3)	 vs	 11.7	 (10.5-13.0),	 F	 (1.17)	 =	 5.97	 &	 p	 =	 0.026.	 Their	 interac2on	 (Group	 *	

Treatment)	 was	 not	 significant,	 indica2ng	 that	 the	 effect	 of	 fluoxe2ne	 treatment	 was	 not	

different	between	cases	and	control	cell	lines.	There	were	no	other	significant	differences	in	the	

post-hoc	comparisons	(performed	using	Tukey’s	HSD	method),	the	details	of	which	are	given	in	

supplementary	table	1.	

Addi2onally,	cell	lines	from	non-responders	had	a	significantly	lower	percentage	of	cells	in	G2/

M	phase	 compared	 to	 responders	 [10.131.56	 vs	 13.781.70,	 t=-3.088,	 p=0.023).	No	 significant	

difference	was	found	in	the	percentage	of	cells	in	other	phases	of	the	cell	cycle,	either	between	

the	groups	or	within	groups	with	or	without	fluoxe2ne	treatment.	
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Discussion	

In	this	study,	we	have	inves2gated	for	cell	cycle	dysregula2on	in	the	LCLs	derived	from	pa2ents	

with	OCD	 and	 differen2al	 effects	 of	 in	 vitro	 fluoxe2ne	 treatment	 based	 on	 clinical	 treatment	

response	to	SRIs.	 	There	are	several	studies	which	have	examined	the	role	of	fluoxe2ne	on	cell	

growth	and	cell	cycle	in	cancer	and	depression	(Hoose	et	al.,	2012;	Krishnan	et	al.,	2008;	Lin	et	

al.,	2016;	Serafeim	et	al.,	2003;	Solek	et	al.,	2019).	To	the	best	of	our	knowledge,	this	is	the	first	

study	to	inves2gate	these	effects	in	OCD.	

The	findings	 in	our	 study	are	 centred	on	 the	G2/M	phase	of	 cell	 cycle.	We	observed	a	 lower	

propor2on	 of	 cells	 in	 the	 G2/M	 phase	 in	 cases	 than	 controls.	 Among	 cases,	 clinical	 non-

responders	to	SRI	treatment	had	a	lower	propor2on	than	the	clinical	responders.	This	suggests	

that	there	is	a	reduc2on	of	very	specific	cell	cycle	phase	in	OCD;	which	also	has	an	associa2on	

with	clinical	treatment	response	to	SRIs.	

Previous	 studies	have	 shown	fluoxe2ne	 to	 cause	an	arrest	 in	 the	G0/G1	phase	 in	 various	 cell	

lines	 (Hoose	et	al.,	2012;	Krishnan	et	al.,	2008;	Serafeim	et	al.,	2003)	along	with	 reduc2on	of	

cells	 in	 the	G2/M	and	S	phase	 (Lin	et	al.,	2016;	Solek	et	al.,	2019).	Some	studies	have	shown	

these	effects	ini2ally	at	24	hrs	with	10µM	dose	of	fluoxe2ne,	which	is	the	reason	for	considering	

this	dose	and	2me	for	our	study.	In	our	study,	following	in	vitro	fluoxe2ne	treatment	with	10µM	

for	24	hrs,	we	observed	an	overall	 reduc2on	 in	 the	propor2on	of	G2/M	phase	cells	but	 there	

was	 no	 difference	 on	 the	 effects	 of	 fluoxe2ne	 between	 the	 cases	 and	 control	 lines.	 These	

findings	are	 similar	 to	other	 studies	 (Lin	et	al.,	2016;	Solek	et	al.,	2019),	however,	 the	 reason	

why	we	could	not	observe	differences	in	other	phases	especially	G0/G1	might	be	due	to	short	

dura2on	of	fluoxe2ne	exposure.	A	higher	concentra2on	for	longer	dura2on	may	be	needed	for	

these	 effects	 to	 occur	 (Brei�eld	 et	 al.,	 2016;	 Brei�eld,	 Scholl,	 Steffens,	 Laje,	 &	 S2ngl,	 2017;	

Morag	et	al.,	2010).		

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 2, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.31.20041368doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.31.20041368
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


The	 findings	 of	 this	 study,	 although	 novel	 and	 encouraging,	 have	 to	 be	 considered	 in	 the	

background	of	 certain	 limita2ons.	We	have	used	a	modest	number	of	 cell	 lines.	 The	pa2ents	

and	controls	were	not	matched	for	age	and	sex.	The	study	was	conducted	in	pa2ents	who	had	

already	 been	 ill	 and	 on	 treatment	 since	 many	 years;	 they	 were	 not	 medica2on-naïve.	

Prospec2ve	studies,	with	greater	number	of	cell	lines,	from	medica2on-naïve	pa2ents,	with	age	

and	sex	matched	controls	would	provide	more	conclusive	evidence.	

To	 conclude,	 our	 study	has	 shown	a	 specific	G2/M	phase	dysregula2on	 in	 LCLs	 from	pa2ents	

with	OCD	which	can	also	poten2ally	serve	as	a	marker	for	clinical	treatment	response.		
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Table	1:	Results	of	2x2	Mixed	ANOVA	comparing	cell	lines	from	cases	(n=11)	vs	controls	(n=8),	

without	and	with	treatment	with	fluoxe.ne	

*	-	p	<0.05	

ANOVA	–	Analysis	of	Variance	

	

G0/G1	Phase S	Phase G2/M	Phase

F p-value F p-value F p-value

Group		

(0=Control,	1=Case) 0.002 0.963 0.003 0.958 6.988 0.0171*

Fluoxe2ne	Treatment	

(0=Untreated;	1=Treated) 2.511 0.131 0.078 0.783 5.967 0.0258*

Group*Fluoxe2ne	

Treatment	Interac2on 0.679 0.421 1.623 0.22 1.272 0.2751
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Supplementary	Table:	Post	Hoc	Test	(Tukey’s	HSD)	for	the	Percentage	of	cells	in	G2/M	Phase	

Pairwise	Contrast

Mean	

Difference

95%	Confidence	

Intervals Adjusted	

P-ValueLower Upper

Fluoxe2ne:Case	-	Vehicle:Case -1.315 -4.400 1.769 0.661

Vehicle:Control	-	Vehicle:Case 3.288 -0.073 6.650 0.057

Fluoxe2ne:Control	-	Vehicle:Case -0.055 -3.417 3.306 1.000

Vehicle:Control	-	Fluoxe2ne:Case 4.604 1.242 7.965 0.004

Fluoxe2ne:Control	-	Fluoxe2ne:Case 1.260 -2.102 4.621 0.743

Fluoxe2ne:Control	-	Vehicle:Control -3.344 -6.961 0.273 0.078

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 2, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.31.20041368doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.31.20041368
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

