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Objective: Salience is a critical mechanism for survival in animals, the alteration of which is 

postulated to play key role in psychosis, including the hippocampus-midbrain-striatal and 

anterior cingulate cortex (ACC)-insular (salience network: SN) systems. However, how these 

two systems contribute to the psychosis traits, staging, and state is unknown.

Methods: Eight scanners at seven sites recruited 29 ultra-high-risk (UHR) individuals and 25

matched healthy controls (HC), 81 first-episode psychosis (FEP) patients and 109 HC, and 99

chronic psychosis (ChrP) patients and 145 HC. Resting-state functional MRI data which were

intensively denoised and site effect-removed revealed the two systems as comprising five 

networks: the medial temporal lobe network (MTLN), midbrain-thalamic and striatal parts of 

the basal ganglia network (BGN-MbThal and BGN-Str), and ACC and insular parts of the SN

(SN-ACC and SN-Ins). Group difference and correlation with positive symptom of network 

measures were performed in each psychosis stage.

Results: Connectivity within the BGN-MbThal was reduced in FEP compared to HC 

(p<0.05, family-wise-error [FWE] corrected). Connectivity within the SN-ACC was reduced 

in UHR (p<0.05, FWE) and in FEP and ChrP at liberal thresholds, with effect size of 

UHR>FEP>ChrP. FEP showed increased brain-state instability among the five networks, and 

positive correlation between positive symptom and connectivity within and between the 

MTLN. The correlation was stronger in unmedicated than medicated, and in affective than 

non-affective psychosis patients (all p<0.05, FWE).

Conclusions: Two salience-related systems were associated with psychosis traits, staging, 

and state. Refining these findings will lead to the development of clinically usable 

biomarkers.
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Text

Introduction

The term salience  is  defined as  the  quality  of being  particularly  noticeable  or  important

(Oxford Dictionary  https://www.lexico.com). For survival, animals need to quickly allocate

their limited attentional resources to salient stimuli in the surrounding world. Previous animal

studies showed that midbrain-striatal dopaminergic activity coded motivational (reward and

avoidance)  salience  (1–3),  while  human  functional  magnetic  resonance  imaging  (fMRI)

studies also revealed that the striatum is responsive to stimulus salience (4–7).

Alteration  of  the  midbrain-striatum  is  indicated  in  a  wide  range  of  psychiatric

conditions such as psychosis (8), addiction (9), and depression (10). Psychosis is a broad term

for  severe  mental  disorders  with  delusions  and/or  hallucinations  (i.e.,  positive  symptoms

(11)), the most common of which is schizophrenia. Elevated dopamine levels in the striatum

of patients with schizophrenia (12) are hypothesized to cause aberrantly heightened salience

attribution  to  ordinary  stimuli,  leading  to  delusions  and  hallucinations  (aberrant  salience

hypothesis) (8). Additionally, recent circuit models of psychosis indicate that over-activity of

glutamatergic  neurons  in  the  hippocampus  triggers  midbrain  activation,  leading  to  a

hyperdopaminergic  state  in  the  striatum  (13).  These  findings  are  consistent  with  recent

studies of psychosis patients (14, 15). Thus, the hippocampus-midbrain-striatal system plays

a critical role in aberrant salience in psychosis.

Human fMRI studies have described another neural system, the “salience network

(SN)”, which mainly comprises the anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) and bilateral insula, and

which is activated by the salience of stimuli rather than the nature of tasks (16, 17). Studies

have reported SN alterations in schizophrenia (18–20), obsessive-compulsive disorder (21),

and autism spectrum disorder (22). However, a critical unanswered question is the role of the

ACC-insular SN system in the aberrant salience of psychosis; in other words, how do these
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two salience-related systems contribute to the pathophysiology of psychosis?

Resting-state  fMRI  (rsfMRI),  fMRI  scanning  while  at  rest,  is  widely  used  to

investigate  the  functional  connectivity  of  brain  networks  in  psychiatric  disorders.

Independent  component  analysis  (ICA) is  a  common method  used  to  analyze  functional

connectivity in rsfMRI.  ICA can identify networks representing the hippocampus-midbrain-

striatal  system and the ACC-insular SN system; the bilateral  hippocampus was identified

within the medial temporal lobe network (MTLN (23), also known as the meso/paralimbic

network (24)): the midbrain and striatum were identified as the basal ganglia network (BGN

(25)): and the SN comprised the ACC and insula (16). Investigating the connectivity within

and between these three networks can answer the questions raised above.

Developing objective biomarkers  is  necessary  for  psychosis  diagnosis,  prevention,

and treatment. Biomarkers are generally categorized as 1) trait markers, which are present

throughout the disease course and are not changed by treatment; 2) staging markers, which

are prominent in certain disease stages; and 3) state markers, which reflect symptoms and

change  according  to  the  treatment  (26–29).  Meanwhile,  the  course  of  psychosis  can  be

divided into ultra-high risk (UHR), post-onset or first-episode psychosis (FEP), and chronic

psychosis (ChrP) stages (30). It is unclear if aberrant salience is associated with psychosis

trait, stage, or state.

Thus, we investigated how the two salience-related systems were associated with the

aberrant  salience  of  psychosis  using  ICA  of  rsfMRI.  Specifically,  we  tested  whether

functional connectivity within and between the MTLN, BGN, and SN was associated with

the diagnosis of psychosis and/or positive symptom severity at  the UHR, FEP, and ChrP

stages. To fully describe the connectivity profile, we investigated dynamic (31) (temporally

varying) network measures as well  a static  (temporally constant)  (32) measures.  We also

investigated the effects  of antipsychotic medication and psychosis type (affective or non-

affective) on connectivity measures, to clarify the meaning of our findings.
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Methods

Participants

We recruited 1) 29 UHR individuals and 25 age-, sex-, and ethnicity-matched healthy 

controls (HC), 2) 81 FEP patients and 109 matched HC, and 3) 99 ChrP patients and 145 

matched HC, comprising 488 subjects in total, from eight scanners at seven sites: the Institute

of Psychiatry, Psychology, and Neuroscience (IoPPN), UK; Johns Hopkins University 

Hospital (JHU), USA; Kanazawa Medical University (KMU), Japan; Kyoto University 

(Kyoto), Japan; 2 MRI scanners of Osaka University (OSK), Japan; The University of Tokyo 

(Tokyo), Japan; and University of Toyama (TYM), Japan (Table 1). The details are described 

in the Supplemental Methods and Supplemental Tables 1-7 in the Supplemental Material. The

Japanese sites were members of Cognitive Genetic Collaborative Research Organization 

(COCORO) consortium. Hereafter, we refer to UHR individuals as patients to refer to UHR, 

FEP and ChrP as a whole.

UHR was defined according to the Comprehensive Assessment of At-Risk Mental 

States (CAARMS) (33). FEP and ChrP were defined as duration of illness (DOI) of ≤ 36 and 

> 36 months, respectively. UHR individuals from IoPPN were unmedicated for 

antipsychotics, except for one patient (50mg quetiapine). JHU had both unmedicated (N=4) 

and medicated (N=47) FEP patients. All FEP and ChrP patients from KMU, OSK, and TYM 

were unmedicated. All FEP and ChrP patients from Kyoto and Tokyo were medicated. JHU 

had both affective (N=14, mood disorders with delusions/hallucinations) and non-affective 

(N=37, schizophrenia spectrum) psychosis patients. All the Japanese sites had non-affective 

psychosis patients only.
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Symptomatology was assessed using CAARMS for UHR, and 1) the Scale for the 

Assessment of Positive Symptoms (SAPS) (34) and the Scale for the Assessment of Negative 

Symptoms (SANS) (35) or 2) the Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale (PANSS) (36) for 

FEP and ChrP at each site. The SAPS global summary score was converted to the PANSS 

positive score (37).

After receiving a complete description of the study, all participants provided written 

informed consent. The study design was approved by the institutional review boards of all 

sites:

Approved by Hammersmith Hospital Research Ethics Committee (IoPPN);

approved by Johns Hopkins Medicine Institutional Review Board (JHM IRB) (JHU);

approved by Research Ethical Committee of Kanazawa Medical University (KMU);

approved by Kyoto University Graduate School and Faculty of Medicine, Ethics Committee 

(Kyoto);

approval by Research Ethics Committee, Osaka University (OSK);

approved by Research Ethics Committee of the Faculty of Medicine of the University of 

Tokyo (Tokyo);

and approved by Ethics Committee, University of Toyama (TYM).

MRI acquisition and preprocessing

The rsfMRI and structural MRI data were acquired using 3-T MRI at each site. The details 

are provided in Supplemental Methods and Supplemental Table 8. Preprocessing procedure is

described in Aso et al. (2017) (38) (ICA-based denoising criteria in the Supplemental 

Methods). Because the minimum number of volumes was 150 (Supplemental Table 8), we 

used 145 volumes for each site, discarding the first five volumes for signal stabilization. As 

an index of data quality, the temporal signal-to-noise ratio (tSNR) was calculated at each 
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voxel as the mean / SD of the time course and averaged for the whole brain using QAscript 

(39).

Meta-ICA

To identify the intrinsic networks, we performed meta-ICA (40, 41), which has higher 

robustness / reproducibility than conventional group ICA (gICA) (42). The meta-ICA 

comprised 2 steps:

First step: Preprocessed data of five patients (PT) and five HC were randomly selected from

each site/scanner. Temporal concatenation gICA was then performed by the MELODIC (43)

(version 3.15) toolbox of FSL (version 6.0.3) (http://www.fmrib.ox.ac.uk/fsl). This step was

iterated 25 times (42).

Second step: a gICA was performed on the concatenation of 25 gICA results.

We repeated these steps, incrementing the total independent component (IC) number from 20 

by 5. Networks of interest (NOIs: the MTLN, BGN, and SN) were clearly identified at IC = 

80. The BGN was split into the midbrain-thalamus (BGN-MbThal) and striatum (BGN-Str) 

parts, while the SN was split into the ACC (SN-ACC) and the insula (SN-Ins) parts, for a 

total of five NOIs (Figure 1a).

Within-network analysis

Using dual regression (44) implemented in FSL, we first regressed each subject’s 

preprocessed data against the meta-ICA maps created above to obtain subject-specific time 

courses for each IC. In the second step, we regressed the preprocessed data against the 

subject-specific time courses to obtain subject-specific spatial maps for each IC. The time 

courses of the five NOIs were selected for the statistical analysis.

Between-network analysis
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We  performed  static  between-network  connectivity  analysis,  using  the  thresholded  dual

regression program (bug-fixed version) (45). After the second step of dual regression, mixture

model thresholding was applied to each subject’s spatial maps (43). We then regressed the

preprocessed data against these thresholded maps to obtain subject-specific time courses that

more accurately represented the network’s time course compared to the first step of dual

regression  (45).  Partial  correlations  between  NOI-pairs  were  calculated  using  FSLNets

version 0.6.3, running on MATLAB R2018b (MathWorks), while controlling for the effects

of the other three NOIs. The correlation coefficients were Fisher-transformed into Z-scores.

Dynamic analysis

Next, we performed dynamic (31) analysis using the energy landscape analysis (ELA) 

(https://github.com/tkEzaki/energy-landscape-analysis) (46–51). Briefly, time courses of the 

five NOIs were binarized into “activated” and “deactivated” according to values above or 

below the mean. All subjects’ data were concatenated and a pairwise maximum entropy 

model was fitted to the data, providing an “energy landscape” with two brain states (Figure 

1b). State A had the local minima (frequent, low-energy pattern) with all five NOIs 

deactivated, while all NOIs were activated in state B. Finally, the frequency and transition 

rate of the brain states were calculated for each subject.

Harmonization

Difference between sites reportedly showed substantial effects in multi-site MRI studies (52–

54).  Thus,  we  estimated  and  removed  additive  and  multiplicative  site  effects  using  an

empirical Bayes framework with ComBat (55–57), from 1) each voxel of spatial maps of

within-network  analysis,  2)  Z-transformed  correlation  coefficients  of  between-network

analysis, and 3) frequency and transition rate of ELA.
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Statistical analysis

Demographic and clinical data were analyzed using SPSS 27 for Windows (IBM). For all 

imaging analyses, permutation-based non-parametric inference was performed, using PALM 

(version 116) of FSL (58). In each stage, we performed 1) a group comparison and 2) 

multiple regression analysis with positive symptom severity, of the above network measures. 

Age, sex, and mean tSNR were used as covariates. Positive symptom severity was indexed by

CAARMS “disorder of thought content” + “perceptual abnormalities” in UHR and PANSS 

positive score in FEP and ChrP. The statistical threshold was p < 0.05, correcting for multiple 

comparisons of:

A) Space (within-network analysis only): threshold-free cluster enhancement (TFCE) (59)

within each NOI.

B) Number of contrasts: two contrasts (HC > PT and PT > HC, and positive or negative

correlations).

C)  Number  of  network/index:  five  NOIs  for  within-network  analysis,  10  NOI-pairs  for

between-network analysis, and two indices (frequency and transition rate) for ELA.

We also reported more liberal thresholds of p < 0.1, corrected for space, contrast and 

network/index, and p < 0.05, corrected for space and contrast.

Effects of medication, psychosis type, and site

We investigated the effect of medication on significant group differences or correlations. In 

the case of within-network connectivity analysis, the mean value of the significant clusters 

was extracted. In the UHR group, we performed group comparisons or correlation analyses 

after excluding the patient administered 50mg quetiapine. In FEP and ChrP, we compared the 

network measures between unmedicated and medicated patients, and also investigated the 

interaction between medication and positive symptom severity on the network measures. 
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Age, sex, and tSNR were used as the covariates. The statistical threshold was set at p < 0.05, 

corrected for contrast, as well as for network/index if more than two networks/indices were 

found to be significant.

We examined the effect of psychosis type (affective and non-affective psychosis) as 

the same way.

To investigate the effect of site, we plotted the data and checked if the plots deviated 

according to the site/scanner. In addition, we supplementarily repeated the above analyses in 

only the JHU sample, which had both medication and psychosis types, to check whether the 

findings remained consistent.

Effects of smoking and substance use

We also similarly assessed the effect of smoking. Because some UHR and FEP patients had 

experience with substance use, we also investigated its effect.

Results

1) Demographic data

As shown in Table 1, there were no significant differences in age, sex, ethnicity, and mean 

tSNR between PT and HC in any stage. The number of years of completed education was 

lower in PT than in HC in all stages. Smoking and substance use were more prevalent in FEP 

than in HC.

2) Group comparisons

The within-network connectivity analysis showed significantly reduced connectivity within 

the BGN-MbThal in the right thalamus of FEP compared to HC (p = 0.02, corrected for 
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space, contrast, and network) (Figure 2a, middle row, left column). Connectivity within the 

SN-ACC was lower in UHR in the ACC than in HC (p = 0.003, corrected for space, contrast 

and network) (Figure 2a, top row, right column). Of note, the SN-ACC also showed reduced 

connectivity in FEP (p = 0.07, corrected for space, contrast, and network) and ChrP (p = 0.08,

corrected for space and contrast) at almost the same locations as in UHR, at the liberal 

thresholds (Figure 2a, middle and bottom row respectively, right column). The effect sizes 

(Hedges’ g) of the significant clusters for UHR, FEP, and ChrP were 1.45, 0.60, and 0.54, 

respectively. Other significant results at liberal thresholds are shown in the Supplementary 

Figure 1.

Between-network connectivity analysis revealed no significant difference in any 

stage, even at liberal thresholds.

The ELA revealed a significant increase in transition between brain states A and B for 

FEP compared to HC (p = 0.003, corrected for contrast and index) (Figure 2b). No other 

significant differences were observed, even at liberal thresholds.

3) Correlation with positive symptom

The within-network connectivity analysis showed a significant positive correlation between 

PANSS positive score and the MTLN in the left/right hippocampus and parahippocampal 

gyrus in FEP (p = 0.03 and p = 0.02 respectively, corrected for space, contrast and network) 

(Figure 3a). Supplementary Figure 2a also shows results at the liberal thresholds. No other 

significant correlations were observed.

The between-network connectivity analysis showed a significant positive correlation 

between PANSS positive score and connectivity between the MTLN and BGN-MbThal in 
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FEP (p = 0.04, corrected for contrast and network) (Figure 3b). Supplementary Figure 2b also

shows significant results for liberal thresholds in the UHR and FEP. No other significant 

correlations were observed.

The ELA did not show significant correlations even at liberal thresholds.

4) Effect of medication, psychosis type, and site/scanner

None of the significant group comparison results above were affected by medication or 

psychosis type (Supplemental Results).

Analysis of the correlation of within-network connectivity revealed a significant 

interaction between medication type and PANSS positive score, with a steeper regression 

slope in unmedicated than in medicated patients (Figure 4a) (p = 0.009, corrected for 

contrast). We also observed significant interaction for psychosis type (Figure 4b), with a 

steeper slope in affective than in non-affective psychosis patients (p = 0.003, corrected for 

contrast). There was no clear deviation of plots according to the site/scanner (Figure 4c) and 

these interactions did not change when limited to the JHU sample.

Analysis of the correlation of between-network connectivity also showed significant 

interactions for medication and psychosis type (Figure 4d and 4e, p = 0.01 and 0.001, 

corrected for contrast, respectively), with steeper slopes in unmedicated and affective 

psychosis patients. There was no obvious deviation by site/scanner (Figure 4f) and the 

interactions did not change when limited to the JHU sample.

5) Effects of smoking and substance use

We observed no effect of smoking or substance use on any results of group comparison or 

correlation analysis (all p > 0.05, corrected).
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Discussion

The main findings of this study were:

1: Reduced within-network connectivity and increased instability of two salience-related 

systems were observed in UHR and FEP compared to HC, with the SN showing significance 

levels and effect sizes in the order of UHR > FEP > ChrP.

2: Stronger connectivity within and between the hippocampus-midbrain-striatal system was 

associated with severer positive symptoms in FEP.

3: Finding 1 was not affected by medication or psychosis type, while finding 2 was attenuated

in medicated and non-affective psychosis patients.

As a whole, we found fully corrected significance in UHR and FEP but not in ChrP, 

indicating that aberrant salience is more “salient” at early stages of psychosis (60). We 

discuss these findings further in the following sections.

Salience-related functional measures as trait/staging markers of psychosis

Regarding the hippocampus-midbrain-striatal system, we found reduced connectivity in the

thalamus of the BGN in FEP. We recently reported heightened resting connectivity between

the thalamus and cortical areas in FEP (61), in a sample that partially overlapped with the

present study. Moreover, the thalamus was also recently reported to process salience (62).

Our  results  have  extended the  knowledge of  underlying  structure  of  aberrant  salience  in

psychosis. In contrast, we did not observe altered within-network connectivity in the striatum

of the BGN in patients, while two previous ICA studies reported increased within-network

connectivity  (63,  64).  Compared to  these  studies,  we thoroughly considered confounding

factors, as detailed in the Methods section, and strongly controlled for multiple comparisons.

For the ACC-insular SN system, we found reduced within-network connectivity, with
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significance levels and effect sizes in the order of UHR > FEP > ChrP, in almost the same

locations  in  the  ACC  (Figure  2a).  This  finding  indicated  that  SN  alteration  is  present

throughout  the  stages  and  is  weakened  in  later  stages.  These  findings  are  also  largely

consistent with previous ICA studies, reporting reductions in the within-network connectivity

of the SN in patients with schizophrenia (65–69).

This is the first ELA study to reveal frequent transitions between two brain states: that

is,  the  increased  instability  of  salience-related  networks  in  FEP.  Several  previous  studies

reported increased instability between the SN, central executive network, and default mode

network in schizophrenia, consistent with our findings (70, 71). The finding of synchronized

fluctuation  of  all  five  NOIs  in  the  two brain  states  is  consistent  with  our  view that  the

integration of different salience systems plays a key role in the pathophysiology of psychosis

(72).

Importantly, the above findings were not affected by medication or psychosis type. 

Therefore, the within-network connectivity and brain-state transition of the two salience-

related systems are candidate early-stage markers of psychosis; moreover, the ACC-insular 

SN system may also serve as a trait marker.

Hippocampus-midbrain-striatal functional connectivity as a state-related marker of 

psychosis

We observed an association between severer positive symptoms and stronger functional 

connectivity within the MTLN, and between the MTLN and BGN-MbThal in FEP. No other 

study has investigated the MTLN in psychosis using rsfMRI and ICA; thus, this finding is not

only new also but important, as the hippocampus is postulated to be the starting point of 

dopaminergic aberrant salience in psychosis (13). The midbrain region of BGN-MbThal was 

also correlated with positive symptoms, although at a liberal threshold (Supplementary Figure
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2a).

Importantly, these associations were attenuated in the medicated group, consistent 

with the requirement for state markers of psychosis (27, 28). We also found that this 

association was stronger in affective than in non-affective psychosis. As affective psychosis 

has better treatment responsiveness than non-affective psychosis (73), these findings may 

represent responsiveness to medication.

We did not observe association between positive symptoms and connectivity of the 

ACC-insular SN system at a fully corrected level, although we observed association at liberal

thresholds (Supplementary Figure 2b). Taken together, these findings suggest that the 

functional connectivity of the hippocampus-midbrain-striatal system represents a state marker

of aberrant salience, more than the ACC-insular SN system.

Robustness of the findings

The strengths of this study include the large sample size, intensive data denoising, robust

estimation of the intrinsic networks by meta-ICA, accurate estimation of the network time

course  by  thresholded  dual  regression  (74–76),  site-effect  removal  using  ComBat,  and

intensive multiple comparison correction.

An unmedicated and affective FEP patient may appear to be an outlier in  Figures 3

and 4, though Cook’s distance (<0.5) indicated this was not true. Excluding this subject did

not change the results except for the effect of psychosis type, potentially because of the small

affective FEP sample size.

Limitations

First,  owing  to  the  difficulties  in  recruiting  UHR  populations  and  organizing  multi-site

studies,  the UHR sample  size  was  small  compared  to  those  of  FEP and  ChrP.  Second,
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medication and psychosis types were not perfectly balanced among sites, as described in the

Methods section. However, harmonization effectively managed these differences. Third, we

did not perform susceptibility-induced distortion correction because several sites did not have

the field map necessary for this procedure. Fourth, a longitudinal study design would have

been more suitable. However, to cover all  stages, at  least10 years of follow-up would be

required, making such a design unrealistic. Finally, to develop clinically usable biomarkers,

our findings require translation into more standardizable frameworks, such as multi-feature-

based parcellation (77), and/or combining with other modalities (61, 78–80).

Conclusions

Functional alteration of the two salience-related systems, the hippocampus-midbrain-striatal 

system and ACC-insular SN system, were mainly associated with the early stages of 

psychosis. Alteration of the latter may also be a trait marker common to all stages, while the 

former was a state marker, reflecting both positive symptoms and antipsychotic treatment. 

Further refinement of these findings is necessary for precision psychiatry. Our focus on 

certain pathophysiological models/hypotheses (aberrant salience), identification of networks 

in a data-driven manner, and utilization state-of-the-art denoising and harmonization methods

benefit research on salience-related disorders such as addiction, as well as a wide range of 

psychiatric disorders.
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Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of the participants.a

UHR FEP ChrP Total

Site HC PT (Unmed) HC PT (Unmed) HC PT (Unmed) HC PT (Unmed)

IoPPN 25 29 (28) 25 29 (28)

JHU 73 51 (4) 73 51 (4)

KMU 6 4 (4) 9 4 (4) 15 8 (8)

Kyoto 41 46 (0) 41 46 (0)

OSK2 4 2 (2) 13 7 (7) 17 9 (9)

OSK3 11 7 (7) 24 14 (14) 35 21 (21)

Tokyo 10 14 (0) 53 26 (0) 63 40 (0)

TYM 5 3 (3) 5 2 (2) 10 5 (5)

Total 25 29 (28) 109 81 (20) 145 99 (27) 279 209 (75)

Age, mean (SD) 22.5 (2.5) 21.2 (3.1) 25.0 (4.5) 23.5 (6.4) 36.4 (10.1) 35.2 (10.5)

Sex (F/M) 13/12 16/13 56/53 31/50 75/70 45/54

Ethnicity (HC/PT) Caucasian (12/14) African (43/26) Japanese

African & other (6/11) Japanese (36/30)

Mixed (2/2) Caucasian (26/19)

Unknown (5/2) Other Asian (2/3)

Hispanic (0/1)

Mixed (1/1)

Unknown (1/1)

Education (year)b 12.6 (0.9) 11.9 (1.2)* 15.0 (2.2) 13.2 (2.8)** 15.8 (2.3) 13.8 (2.4)**

Smoking (Y/N)c 5/10 16/10 4/79 16/48* 11/78 13/52
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Substance (Y/N)d 0/25 4/25 2/107 11/67* 0/145 0/145

DOI (year) 1.2 (0.8) 12.2 (7.7)

CAARMS

          positive e 14.3 (6.8)

          total 51.1 (17.1)

PANSS

          positive f 14.6 (4.9) 16.1 (5.2)

          negative 16.3 (5.8) 18.1 (6.4)

          general 37.3 (11.1) 34.1 (11.1)

CP eq g 315.7 (329.4) 451.4 (486.7)

Mean tSNR 1910.4 (387.9) 1956.9 (697.5) 7315.6 (5555.1) 8647.7 (6928.1) 11482.7 (8849.5) 9468.5 (8977.8)

* p<0.05
** p<0.001
a: No significant difference between HC and PT unless otherwise indicated.

b: Completed years of education was significantly shorter in UHR (t=2.4, df=51, p=0.018), FEP (t=5.1, df=185, p<0.001), and ChrP (t=6.5, df=238, 

p<0.001) PT compared to HCs.

c: Information about smoking was available only for IoPPN, JHU, Kyoto and Tokyo. There were more current smokers in FEP PT compared to HC 

(Chi-square=12.5, df=1, p=0.001 by Fisher’s exact test).

d: Subjects from Japanese sites had no experience with substance use. There were more substance users in FEP PT compared to HC (Chi-square=10.6, 

df=1, p=0.002 by Fisher’s exact test).

e: CAARMS positive scores were available for 26 UHR PT.

f: PANSS positive scores were available for 76 FEP and 94 ChrP PT.

g: One UHR subject was taking 50mg quetiapine. For FEP, calculated for 55 medicated patients with available dose information. For ChrP, calculated 

for all 72 medicated patients.
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Abbreviations

CAARMS, Comprehensive Assessment of At-Risk Mental States; ChrP, chronic schizophrenia; CP eq, chlorpromazine equivalent; DOI, duration of 

illness; F, female; FEP, first-episode psychosis; HC, healthy control; UHR, high risk; IoPPN, Institute of Psychiatry, Psychology, and Neuroscience; 

JHU, Johns Hopkins University Hospital; KMU, Kanazawa Medical University; M, male; N, no; OSK2, scanner number 2 of Osaka University; 

OSK3, scanner number 3 of Osaka University; PANSS, positive and negative syndrome scale; PT, patients; Tokyo, The University of Tokyo; tSNR, 

temporal signal/noise ratio; TYM, Toyama University; Unmed, unmedicated; Y, yes.
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Figure legends

Figure 1. Overall network findings

a) Five networks of interest (NOIs) from meta-ICA

Meta-ICA identified the hippocampus-midbrain-striatal system as the medial temporal lobe 

network (MTLN), the midbrain and thalamus part of the basal ganglia network (BGN-

MbThal), and the striatal part of the BGN (BGN-Str). The analysis also identified the ACC 

(SN-ACC) and bilateral insular (SN-Ins) parts of the ACC-insular SN system. The results 

were thresholded at P > 0.5, using alternative hypothesis testing in a Gaussian/Gamma 

mixture model.

b) Energy landscape of the five NOIs

Energy landscape analysis classified 25 = 32 “activity” patterns of five NOIs into two brain 

states: brain state A was characterized by the local minima where all five NOIs were 

deactivated (below the mean), while brain state B had the local minima of all five NOIs 

activated (above the mean). Yellow indicates high-energy, low-frequency patterns and blue 

indicates low-energy, high-frequency patterns.

Abbreviations

ACC, anterior cingulate cortex; ICA, independent component analysis; SN, salience network.

Figure 2. Group comparison results

a) Reduced within-network connectivity of the BGN-MbThal in FEP and SN-ACC in 

UHR patients.

UHR (n=29) patients were compared to matched HC (n=25), FEP (n=81) with matched HC 

(n=109), and ChrP (n= 99) with matched HC (n=145). Yellow and *** indicate a significant 

reduction of connectivity in patients at p < 0.05, corrected for space (threshold-free cluster 
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enhancement), two contrasts, and five NOIs. Orange and ** indicate trend-level significance 

at p < 0.1, corrected for space, contrast and NOI. Red and * indicate significance at p < 0.05, 

corrected for space and contrast. Note that significance of the SN-ACC was UHR > FEP > 

ChrP, as well as Hedge’s g (1.45, 0.60, and 0.54 respectively). Light blue indicates the NOIs.

b) Increased transition between brain states in FEP (n=81) compared to HC (n=109)

Statistical threshold was at p < 0.05, corrected for two contrasts and two indices. Brain state 

A was characterized by the local minima where all five networks of interest (NOIs) were 

deactivated (below the mean), while brain state B had the local minima of all five NOIs 

activated (above the mean).

Abbreviations

ACC, anterior cingulate cortex; BGN, basal ganglia network; ChrP, chronic schizophrenia; 

FEP, first-episode psychosis; HC, healthy controls; UHR, high risk; Ins, insula; MbThal, 

midbrain and thalamus; MTLN, medial temporal lobe network; NOI, network of interest; SN,

salience network; Str, striatum.

Figure 3. Correlational analysis results.

a) Positive correlation between PANSS positive scale and connectivity within the MTLN

in FEP (n=76).

Yellow and *** indicate significance at p < 0.05, corrected for space by threshold-free cluster

enhancement, two contrasts, and five NOIs. Orange indicates trend-level significance at p < 

0.1, corrected for space, contrast and NOI. Light blue indicates the NOI.

b) Positive correlation between PANSS positive scale and static connectivity between the

MTLN and BGN-MbThal in FEP (n=76).

*** indicates significance at p < 0.05, corrected for two contrasts and 10 NOI-pairs.
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Abbreviations

ACC, anterior cingulate cortex; BGN, basal ganglia network; FEP, first-episode psychosis; 

UHR, high risk; Ins, insula; MbThal, midbrain and thalamus; MTLN, medial temporal lobe 

network; NOI, network of interest; PANSS, positive and negative syndrome scale; SN, 

salience network; Str, striatum.

Figure 4. Effects of medication, psychosis type, and site.

a) Interaction between medication type and PANSS positive score on the connectivity 

within the MTLN in FEP (n=76). Regression slope was steeper in unmedicated (n=20) than 

in medicated (n=56) FEP patients. Significance at p < 0.05, corrected for contrast.

b) Interaction between psychosis type and PANSS positive score on the connectivity 

within the MTLN in FEP (n=76). Regression slope was steeper in affective (n=13) than in 

non-affective (n=63) FEP patients. Significance at p < 0.05, corrected for contrast.

c) Plot of correlation by site. No clear site-derived deviation of correlation between PANSS 

positive score and within-network connectivity.

d) Interaction between medication type and PANSS positive score on the static 

connectivity between the MTLN and BGN-MbThal in FEP (n=76). Regression slope was 

steeper in unmedicated (n=20) than in medicated (n=56) FEP patients. Significance at p < 

0.05, corrected for contrast.

e) Interaction between psychosis type and PANSS positive score on the static 

connectivity between the MTLN and BGN-MbThal in FEP (n=76). Regression slope was 

steeper in affective (n=13) than in non-affective (n=63) FEP. Significance at p < 0.05, 

corrected for contrast.

f) Plot of correlation by site. No clear site-derived deviation of correlation between PANSS 
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positive score and static-between network connectivity.

Abbreviations

BGN-MbThal, midbrain and thalamus part of the basal ganglia network; FEP, first-episode 

psychosis; JHU, Johns Hopkins University; KMU, Kanazawa Medical University; MTLN, 

medial temporal lobe network; OSK2, Osaka University MRI2; OSK3, Osaka University 

MRI3; PANSS, positive and negative syndrome scale; Tokyo, The University of Tokyo; 

TYM, University of Toyama.
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