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ABSTRACT 

Schizotypy represents an index of psychosis-proneness in the general population often 

associated with childhood trauma exposure. Both schizotypy and childhood trauma are 

linked to structural brain alterations, and it is possible that trauma exposure moderates the 

extent of brain morphological differences associated with schizotypy. We addressed this 

question using data from a total of 1,182 healthy adults (age range: 18-65 years old, 647 

females/535 males), pooled from nine sites worldwide, contributing to the Enhancing 

NeuroImaging Genetics through Meta-Analysis (ENIGMA) Schizotypy working group. All 

participants completed both the Schizotypal Personality Questionnaire Brief version (SPQ-

B), and the Childhood Trauma Questionnaire (CTQ), and underwent a 3D T1-weighted 

brain MRI scan from which regional indices of subcortical grey matter volume and cortical 

thickness were determined. A series of multiple linear regressions revealed that 

differences in cortical thickness in four regions-of-interest were significantly associated 

with interactions between schizotypy and trauma; subsequent moderation analyses 

indicated that increasing levels of schizotypy were associated with thicker left caudal 

anterior cingulate gyrus, right middle temporal gyrus and insula, and thinner left caudal 

middle frontal gyrus, in people exposed to higher (but not low or average) levels of 

childhood trauma. This was found in the context of thicker bilateral medial orbitofrontal 

gyri, right rostral anterior cingulate gyrus, left temporal pole, left insula, and thinner left 

paracentral lobule directly associated with increasing levels of schizotypy. In addition, 

thinner left postcentral, superior parietal and lingual gyri, as well as thicker left caudal 

middle frontal gyrus and smaller left thalamus and right caudate were associated with 

increasing levels of childhood trauma exposure. These results suggest that alterations in 

brain regions critical for higher cognitive and integrative processes that are associated with 

schizotypy may be enhanced in individuals exposed to high levels of trauma. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 Schizotypy refers to a set of behaviours, experiences, personality traits and beliefs, 

each normally distributed in the general population, that together reflect a continuum of 

psychosis-proneness.1, 2 Psychosis risk is influenced by environmental factors such as 

childhood trauma,3, 4 with exposure to abuse and/or neglect in childhood recognised as a 

major risk factor for psychotic disorders.5, 6 The concept of schizotypy is a useful construct 

for studying risk for schizophrenia in the general population 7-9 10 that avoids the potential 

confounding effects of clinical factors such as illness duration or medication dosage.11 

Both schizotypy and childhood trauma exposure have been separately associated with 

overlapping changes in brain morphology,12, 13 and childhood trauma is associated with 

higher levels of schizotypy in people with a psychosis spectrum disorder (e.g., bipolar I 

disorder, schizophrenia) and in psychiatrically healthy individuals.3, 4 It is therefore possible 

that the differences in brain morphology associated with increasing schizotypy might be 

modified by exposure to childhood trauma, such that trauma exposure could moderate the 

relationship between schizotypy and variation in brain morphology. In fact, exposure to 

childhood trauma may influence the neurodevelopmental trajectories of brain regions 

critical for adequate affective and cognitive processes of vulnerable persons. 

While structural brain abnormalities are ubiquitous among schizophrenia patients, 

the patterns of morphological differences associated with this illness are heterogeneous,14 

just as schizotypy has been associated with inconsistent variation of subcortical volumes 

and/or cortical thickness.12 A recent meta-analysis from the Enhancing NeuroImaging 

Genetics through Meta-Analysis (ENIGMA) Schizotypy working group has identified that 

higher schizotypy scores, assessed using different questionnaires, were associated with 

thicker right medial orbitofrontal/ventromedial prefrontal cortex.15 In studies which used 

only the Schizotypal Personality Questionnaire (SPQ),11, 16 increasing schizotypy levels 
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have been inconsistently associated with smaller thalamus17 and larger striatum 

(pallidum/putamen),18 as well as thinner pars orbitalis, rostral middle frontal and 

parahippocampal gyri19 and thicker right dorsolateral prefrontal cortex and dorsal premotor 

cortex/frontal eye fields.17 

Exposure to childhood trauma is also associated with brain morphology variations, 

especially in stress-sensitive limbic regions, such as the hippocampus.13, 20-23 In a study 

with healthy individuals,24 childhood trauma exposure was found to moderate associations 

between schizotypy and grey matter covariation in a network including striatal and limbic 

regions. In that study, increased levels of schizotypy were associated with decreased grey 

matter volume in these regions, only in individuals who reported no childhood trauma 

exposure, but not for those who were exposed to childhood trauma.24 However, due to the 

large number of voxels included in whole-brain analyses, identified networks of brain 

regions largely overstep anatomical boundaries compared to clearly delineated regions-of-

interest. It is thus possible that the use of whole-brain analyses may not strongly detect 

effects specific to individual brain regions. 

Using harmonized data pooled from nine individual studies of healthy individuals 

expressing varying levels of schizotypy, contributing to the ENIGMA Schizotypy working 

group, we aimed to determine whether associations between schizotypy and indices of 

subcortical volume and cortical thickness are moderated by exposure to childhood trauma 

measured along a continuum of severity (ranging from absence to very severe). Analyses 

were conducted to examine interactions between childhood trauma severity and 

schizotypy in relation to variation in brain morphology (subcortical volumes, cortical 

thickness), especially in striatal, orbitofrontal/ventromedial and inferior prefrontal,18, 25 and 

stress-sensitive limbic (hippocampus, insula), frontal and striatal (caudate, putamen) 

regions23. We hypothesised that morphology of the subcortical (hippocampus, striatum) 
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and cortical (insula, middle frontal gyrus) stress-sensitive regions would be differentially 

associated with schizotypy in individuals exposed to more severe levels of childhood 

trauma, compared to those who were not exposed. We specifically expected that more 

pronounced decreases in volume or thickness would reflect the additive effects of 

schizotypy and childhood trauma on these regions. 

 
METHODS 

Cohorts 

Participants were 1,182 psychiatrically healthy individuals aged between 18 and 65 

years [mean age=34.13 years old, standard deviation (SD)=12.35, N=647 (55%) females], 

pooled from nine worldwide cross-sectional cohorts contributing to the ENIGMA 

Schizotypy working group (see Supplementary Table 1). Data from each cohort was 

collected with participants’ written informed consent and ethical approval from local 

institutional review boards.  

 

Schizotypy 

Schizotypy was measured using either the 74-items self-report SPQ11 or its brief 

22-items version (SPQ-B).16 Only common items pertaining to the SPQ-B were used to 

calculate schizotypy indices to maintain consistency of measurement across sites. The 

total schizotypy score using the 22 items from the SPQ-B was calculated and used for 

focal analyses (score range: 0-22). Within the present dataset, the average SPQ total 

score was 3.27 (SD=3.35), ranging from 0 to 21. The distribution of the SPQ scores is 

presented in Supplementary Figure 1. 

 

Childhood trauma 

 . 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 28, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.22.22282598doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.22.22282598
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


8 
 

The Childhood Trauma Questionnaire (CTQ)26 is a self-report measure of 

retrospective childhood trauma spanning domains of emotional, physical, and sexual 

abuse, as well as physical and emotional neglect. A score for each domain is calculated 

from five items on a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (never true) to 5 (very often true). 

The total CTQ score (combining all types of trauma; score range: 25-125) was used for 

focal analyses. Within the present dataset, the average CTQ total score was 33.36 

(SD=9.03), ranging from 25 to 84. The distribution of the CTQ scores is presented in 

Supplementary Figure 2. 

 

Brain imaging 

All sites locally processed 3D T1-weighted structural brain MRI scans using 

FreeSurfer.27, 28 Following established ENIGMA protocols 

(http://enigma.usc.edu/protocols/imaging-protocols), grey matter volumes were extracted 

for 16 subcortical regions-of-interest (ROIs) from the automated segmentation (aseg) atlas 

(left and right lateral ventricle, thalamus, caudate, putamen, pallidum, accumbens, 

hippocampus and amygdala) and 68 cortical ROIs from the Desikan-Killiany atlas,29 as 

well as total intracranial volume (TIV) and mean cortical thickness (MThickness). Quality 

assessment was performed at each site prior to analyses, following the ENIGMA Quality 

assessment protocol (http://enigma.ini.usc.edu/protocols/imaging-protocols). 

Supplementary Table 2 summarises magnetic resonance imaging scanner 

manufacturers, models, magnet strengths, acquisition sequences, and the FreeSurfer 

version used to process the data at each site. Before entering statistical analyses, all 

neuroimaging variables (all subcortical and cortical ROIs, TIV, MThickness) were adjusted 

for scanning site using the modified empirical Bayes method ComBat for ENIGMA,30 as 

part of the R package ‘sva’.31 
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Statistical analyses 

Focal analyses were performed using R (v4.1.0)32 and RStudio (v1.3.1093). 33 

Using a series of multiple linear regressions, the main effects of schizotypy (SPQ total 

score), childhood trauma severity (CTQ total score) and their interaction (the product of the 

mean-centred SPQ total score and the mean-centred CTQ total score) on indices of brain 

morphology in each ROI were separately determined. In case of significant interactions, 

moderation analyses were performed using the ‘interactions’ R package.34 The moderation 

analyses tested the effects of schizotypy as the independent variable at three levels of the 

moderator: 1 SD below the mean CTQ score (low CTQ score), mean CTQ score, and 1 

SD above the mean CTQ score (high CTQ score).35 In addition to the stress-sensitive 

regions hypothesized to be associated with the additive effects of schizotypy and trauma 

(i.e., hippocampus, striatum, insula, middle frontal gyrus), analyses were performed on all 

subcortical and cortical ROIs, for sake of completeness. For each set of analyses, only 

models surviving Bonferroni correction to account for the number of models tested (that is 

the number of ROIs) were considered (subcortical: p=0.05/16=3.13x10-3; cortical: 

p=0.05/68=7.35x10-4). The Davidson-McKinnon correction (HC3) was used to account for 

potential issues related to heteroskedasticity36 using the R package ‘sandwich’.37, 38 Within 

each significant model, statistical significance was set at a threshold of p<0.05. Age, 

quadratic age (age2, to model non-linear associations with age), sex and TIV (subcortical) 

or Mthickness (cortical) were entered as covariates in all analyses.  

 

RESULTS 

Statistical details of all models are presented in Table 1 for subcortical regions and 

Table 2 for cortical regions.  
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- INSERT TABLE 1 HERE - 

- INSERT FIGURE 1 HERE - 

 

Subcortical volume 

All regression models were significant (all p<3.13x10-3; see Table 1). Main effects 

of trauma were evident in two ROIs, which showed a negative relationship with trauma 

severity: that is, greater severity of childhood trauma was significantly associated with 

lower volumes of the right caudate and left thalamus (see Figure 1). There were no other 

significant effects of trauma on other subcortical ROIs, and no significant main effects of 

schizotypy, or schizotypy-by-trauma interactions. 

- INSERT TABLE 2 HERE - 

Cortical thickness 

All regression models were significant (all p<7.35x10-4; see Table 2). The 

interaction between schizotypy and trauma severity was significantly associated with 

variation in the thickness of the left caudal anterior cingulate gyrus, the left and right 

caudal middle frontal gyri, the right inferior parietal gyrus, the right middle temporal gyrus, 

the right parahippocampal gyrus and the right insula. Moderation analyses indicated that 

higher levels of schizotypy were associated with thicker right middle temporal gyrus, left 

caudal anterior cingulate gyrus and right insula, as well as thinner left caudal middle frontal 

gyrus (see Figure 2), only among individuals exposed to high (but not low or average) 

trauma severity. Single slope analyses of the other models (right caudal middle frontal, 

inferior parietal and parahippocampal gyri) were not significant at any level of trauma 

severity. 

- INSERT FIGURE 2 HERE - 
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Main effects of schizotypy were also evident for six ROIs with higher levels of 

schizotypy significantly associated with thicker left and right medial orbitofrontal gyri, left 

temporal pole, left insula and right rostral anterior cingulate gyrus, as well as thinner left 

paracentral lobule (see Figure 3). In addition, main effects of trauma were evident for four 

cortical ROIs with greater severity of childhood trauma significantly associated with thicker 

left caudal middle frontal gyrus and thinner left fusiform, left posterior cingulate and left 

superior parietal gyri (see Figure 4).  

- INSERT FIGURE 3 HERE - 

- INSERT FIGURE 4 HERE - 

 

DISCUSSION 

These primary analyses of a large, pooled dataset assembled by the ENIGMA 

Schizotypy working group revealed that the severity of childhood trauma exposure 

moderated relationships between schizotypy and brain morphology in psychiatrically 

healthy adults. In particular, in individuals exposed to greater severity of childhood trauma, 

higher levels of schizotypy were associated with morphological differences in brain regions 

critical for higher cognitive processes such as executive functions (thinner caudal middle 

frontal, thicker caudal anterior cingulate gyri),39 exteroceptive, interoceptive (thicker 

insula)40 and multimodal integration (visual and auditory cortices, thicker middle temporal 

gyrus),41 as well as emotional processing (thicker caudal anterior cingulate gyrus).42 In 

addition, separate direct associations were evident between higher levels of schizotypy 

and brain morphology of affective (thicker medial orbitofrontal, rostral anterior cingulate 

gyri, temporal pole) and somatosensory regions (thinner left paracentral gyrus), as well as 

between the severity of childhood trauma and morphology of brain regions involved in 

somatosensory processing and integration (smaller thalamus, thinner postcentral gyrus), 
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higher visual and cognitive functions, including reward and social processes (smaller 

caudate, thinner superior parietal, fusiform, and thicker rostral middle frontal gyri).  

This large dataset revealed alterations in the thickness of cortical regions critical for 

cognitive and integrative processes in association with schizotypy, when more severe 

childhood trauma was experienced. These results indicate that the severity of childhood 

trauma experienced may impact the neurodevelopmental trajectories of these regions in 

relation to the expression of schizotypy. This is partially consistent with our prediction of 

additive effects of these two risk factors for psychosis on brain morphology: while 

decreases in volume or thickness were expected to reflect the deleterious additive effects 

of schizotypy and trauma on these stress-sensitive regions – which is the case for the left 

caudal middle frontal gyrus only – results show increased thickness associated with the 

additive effects of childhood trauma and schizotypy. Increased cortical thickness in 

multimodal integrative brain regions of people exposed to more severe childhood trauma 

may reflect a maladaptive integration of external and internal stimuli,43 evident in the 

expression of schizotypy. Indeed, alterations in brain morphology observed in individuals 

exposed to higher levels of trauma who did not report declared, full-blown psychiatric 

disorder at time of assessment, could either be associated with the presence of subclinical 

levels of psychiatric symptoms, or effective adaptation to trauma exposure.13 However, 

this interpretation is speculative and limited by the cross-sectional nature of the study, as it 

is possible that some individuals, in particular the younger participants included here, may 

have developed mental and/or physical health conditions associated with childhood 

trauma exposure at later stages of their life. In addition, aberrant development of these 

brain regions in association with schizotypy may reflect the influence of underlying genetic 

risk and other environmental factors not measured here,44-46 consistent with results found 
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in clinical high-risk populations.47, 48 Future multimodal imaging-genetics studies, at 

different stages of neural development, are needed to confirm this interpretation. 

The brain regions identified here as directly associated with schizotypy are largely 

consistent with our previous meta-analysis in 3,000 individuals,15 though not all of the 

associations reported here were significant in our previous meta-analysis (e.g., insula 

thickness). This is likely due to differences in the methods, as the former study was a 

meta-analysis of effects across a larger number of cohorts that used various scales to 

measure schizotypy (i.e., not limited to the SPQ-B, as in the present study). Importantly, 

there was no overlap between regions associated with schizotypy alone, and those 

associated with the schizotypy-by-trauma interaction. The regions associated solely with 

schizotypy are critical for affective integration,49 social cognition,50 and top-down emotional 

regulation,51 indicating that schizotypy may represent the long-term consequences of a 

maladaptive development of the affective brain. This is consistent with prior studies linking 

affective processes and schizotypy, even in the absence of diagnosed psychiatric 

conditions.52 Perhaps more surprisingly, schizotypy was associated with thinner 

paracentral lobule, a somatosensory region devoted to the representation of the lower 

limbs and genitals that could reflect movement and/or sexual dysfunctions for those 

reporting higher levels of schizotypy, as seen in schizophrenia.53, 54 This interpretation 

remains speculative, and in addition to including other imaging modalities, future studies 

using scales measuring indices of affective, mood or quality of life (e.g., anxiety, 

depression, motivation), are necessary to confirm this hypothesis. 

 Consistent with prior studies,13, 23, 55, 56 the present results also suggest that regions 

critical for somatosensory processes (smaller thalamus, thinner postcentral gyrus) and 

cognitive functions (smaller caudate, thinner superior parietal lobule, thicker caudal middle 

frontal gyrus), are sensitive to the severity of childhood trauma exposure. In particular, 
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alterations of the somatosensory pathway may reflect long-term sensitization of this 

system following childhood trauma exposure, consistent with prior studies57. Smaller 

caudate may reflect aberrant reward sensitivity58 that may compromise striatal sensitivity 

to reward and other positive cues, previously found to be protective of the later 

development of trauma-related psychopathology.59 Similarly, and consistent with similar 

previous reports,60 childhood trauma may also have long-term consequences on the 

development of higher visual/attentional regions, as suggested in the present study by 

thinner fusiform gyrus and superior parietal lobule, respectively associated with the visual 

processing of “what” and “where”.61 Of note, thickness of the left caudal middle frontal 

gyrus was associated with both severity of trauma only (increased) and with schizotypy 

(decreased) when the severity of childhood trauma reported was higher, confirming the 

additive effects of these risk factors on the development of this critical brain region for 

higher cognitive functions. There was no other overlap between regions associated with 

the severity of trauma alone, and those associated with the schizotypy-by-trauma 

interaction. Unlike the results of a number of prior studies, smaller hippocampal volumes 

were not directly associated with the severity of trauma exposure.13, 62 Although perhaps 

surprising, this is consistent with recent meta-analytic results specifically accounting for 

sex in the context of reported psychopathology,63 and with a recent study in adult 

females.64 Long-term changes in hippocampal volume are therefore likely to be associated 

with other factors occurring (e.g., other stressful/traumatic life events) or developing (e.g., 

state/trait psychopathology) following childhood trauma exposure, rather than with trauma 

exposure itself. Future studies are warranted to better understand the short and long-term 

neuroanatomical consequences and dynamic trajectories of trauma exposure when not 

confounded by other factors (e.g., age, sex, psychopathology, etc.).  
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Notably, due to large methodological differences, the present results cannot be 

directly compared to a previous study showing decreased covariation in grey matter 

volume within a network of subcortical and cortical limbic regions (including the insula) in 

association with increasing levels of schizotypy, among individuals who reported no 

exposure to childhood trauma; however, these prior findings deserve mention in relation to 

the present results.24 While the present study used ROI-based subcortical volumes and 

cortical thickness derived from FreeSurfer segmentation, the previous study focused on 

covariation of brain volumetric indices in networks derived from independent component 

analysis (ICA) performed on whole-brain voxel-based morphometry (VBM) data. In 

addition, the use of a binary categorical index reflecting exposure/non-exposure to 

childhood trauma in the previous study meant that the severity of trauma exposure was not 

investigated, in contrast to the present study where the use of continuous variables is 

arguably more powerful for moderation analyses. Future studies are warranted that 

combine continuous independent variables with univariate (VBM) and multivariate (ICA) 

whole-brain imaging dependent variables, to better understand the role of childhood 

trauma on schizotypy-related grey matter changes, to be extended to indices of functional 

and structural connectivity.  

This study has important strengths, including harmonised measures of schizotypy, 

childhood trauma and brain imaging in a large international cohort of medication-naïve 

healthy participants, but also has several limitations. First, this study used cross-sectional 

data, which prevented the investigation of developmental changes in brain morphology 

over time, in relation to schizotypy and exposure to childhood trauma. Age is a critical 

factor in the measurement of schizotypy: younger people usually present higher levels of 

schizotypy than older adults, and a peak in the expression of schizotypy is usually 

observed in adolescence.65 Different patterns of brain morphology associated with 
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schizotypy may thus be evident at different stages of brain development, as suggested in 

cohorts of adolescents.25, 66 Future longitudinal studies are warranted, of adolescents and 

youths transitioning to adulthood, when levels of schizotypy and risks for first-episode 

psychosis are higher. Second, the population included in this study was largely comprised 

of middle-aged adults (average age was 34 years old, ranging from 18 to 65 years old). 

Although all statistical models included age as a covariate, more subtle effects of 

schizotypy may be evident at different developmental stages, and closer in time to trauma 

exposure. Third, only the overall severity of childhood trauma was examined in this study. 

It is possible that the severity of specific types and combinations of abuse or neglect, and 

when they occur during the brain’s development, may have different direct and interactive 

impacts on brain morphology. Though a recent study with 643 participants (including 

people with recent onset psychosis and people at clinical high risk of developing 

psychosis, amongst others) did not find different patterns of childhood trauma to be 

associated with differences in brain structure,67 this needs further scrutiny. Fourth, the 

retrospective self-report of childhood trauma exposure may have introduced recall biases 

toward the memory of traumatic events; however, the CTQ shows good reliability even in 

severely ill psychiatric populations,68 and good similarity with administered interviews.69 A 

recent meta-analysis showed some agreements between prospective and retrospective 

assessments of childhood trauma.70 Another limitation of this study is the relative low 

severity of childhood trauma exposure (mean CTQ total score = 33.36; range 25-84) and 

schizotypy (mean SPQ-B total score = 3.27; range 0-21) reported by the participants. This 

indicates that only few participants experienced more severe forms of childhood trauma 

and schizoptypy, potentially reducing the detection of more subtle effects associated with 

severe forms of both childhood trauma and schizotypy. Finally, the present study focused 

on the interactions between overall severity of reported childhood trauma and schizotypy 
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and did not investigate the potential interactive effects of subtypes of childhood trauma 

(emotional, physical, sexual abuse, or emotional, physical neglect) and domains of 

schizotypy (cognitive-perceptual, interpersonal and disorganized). Because of the limited 

range of severity observed in reported childhood trauma and levels of schizotypy in 

psychiatrically healthy individuals, future studies will be necessary with sufficient statistical 

power to detect these subtle subtype effects, to identify relationships between subtypes of 

trauma, domains of schizotypy and brain development.  

In conclusion, this study provides evidence for a moderating role of childhood 

trauma exposure in the relationship between schizotypy and brain morphology (thickness 

of middle temporal, insula, caudal anterior cingulate gyrus and caudal middle frontal gyrus) 

in a large cohort of healthy adults. Future large-scale multimodal imaging (morphological 

and functional) studies are needed to better understand the functional implications of 

alterations in brain morphology associated with risk for psychosis in the general 

population, their developmental timing, and their implications for risk of other mental 

disorders beyond the schizophrenia spectrum.  
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FIGURE LEGENDS 

Figure 1. Relationship between severity of childhood trauma exposure and 

subcortical volumes 

The severity of childhood trauma (CTQ total score) was associated with smaller volume of 

the (A) left thalamus and (B) right caudate. 

Coloured bands represent 95% confidence intervals, blue colour indicates negative 

associations. * p<0.05 

 

Figure 2. Results from the moderation analyses, following significant associations 

between the schizotypy-by-trauma interaction andcortical thickness 

The severity of childhood trauma (CTQ Total score) moderated the relationship between 

schizotypy (SPQ total score) and thickness of the (A) right middle temporal gyrus, (B) right 

insula, (C) left caudal anterior cingulate gyrus, and (D) right caudal middle frontal gyrus. 

Moderation analyses indicated that increasing levels of schizotypy were significantly 

associated with thicker right middle temporal gyrus, insula and left caudal anterior 

cingulate gyrus, as well as with thinner left caudal middle frontal gyrus in individuals 

exposed to higher level (plain red lines), but not average (dashed green lines) or low 

(dotted blue lines) levels of trauma. 

Coloured bands represent 95% confidence intervals. * p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001 

 

Figure 3. Relationship between the levels of schizotypy and cortical thickness 

Increasing levels of schizotypy (SPQ total score) were associated with (A) thinner 

paracentral lobule, (B) thicker temporal pole, (C, D) thicker bilateral medial orbitofrontal 

gyri, (E) thicker right rostral anterior cingulate gyrus, and (F) thicker left insula. 
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Coloured bands represent 95% confidence intervals, blue colour indicates negative 

associations, red colour indicates positive associations. * p<0.05; **p<0.01 

  

Figure 4. Relationship between the severity of childhood trauma exposure and 

cortical thickness 

Increasing levels of childhood trauma (CTQ total score) were associated with thinner (A) 

fusiform gyrus, (B) left postcentral gyrus, (C) left superior parietal lobule. (#) The severity 

of childhood trauma was also associated with thicker left caudal middle frontal gyrus, but 

this association was confounded by a significant association between the schizotypy-by-

trauma interaction indices of cortical thickness with this region (see Figure 2). 

Coloured bands represent 95% confidence intervals, blue colour indicates negative 

associations, red colour indicates positive associations. * p<0.05; **p<0.01 
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Table 1. Results of the moderation analyses for all subcortical ROIs 
ROI Model Schizotypy (SPQ Total score) Trauma (CTQ total score) Schizotypy x Trauma 
 R2 F df p-value b se LLCI ULCI t-value p-value b se LLCI ULCI t-value p-value b se LLCI ULCI t-value p-value 
LLatVent 0.236 53.001 8, 1174 <3.13e-3 25.8157 36.0018 -44.8195 96.4508 0.7171 0.4735 -4.2041 3.1185 -10.3226 1.9143 -1.3481 0.1779 -4.2041 3.1185 -10.3226 1.9143 -1.3481 0.1779 
RLatVent 0.223 49.454 8, 1174 <3.13e-3 16.5896 37.3549 -56.7001 89.8793 0.4441 0.6570 -10.4645 13.5707 -37.0901 16.1611 -0.7711 0.4408 -3.5734 2.7701 -9.0082 1.8615 -1.2900 0.1973 
LThal 0.468 148.078 8, 1165 <3.13e-3 -2.1892 6.4770 -14.8970 10.5187 -0.3380 0.7354 -4.1407 2.1065 -8.2738 -0.0077 -1.9657 0.0496 0.0825 0.5279 -0.9532 1.1182 0.1563 0.8758 
RThal 0.555 210.669 8, 1170 <3.13e-3 -1.3220 4.8072 -10.7538 8.1098 -0.2750 0.7834 -2.7367 1.6126 -5.9006 0.4272 -1.6971 0.0899 -0.0057 0.3837 -0.7584 0.7471 -0.0148 0.9882 
LCaud 0.367 98.072 8, 1166 <3.13e-3 5.4770 3.7750 -1.9296 12.8836 1.4508 0.1471 -2.0742 1.3102 -4.6448 0.4965 -1.5831 0.1137 -0.4659 0.3602 -1.1726 0.2407 -1.2937 0.1960 
RCaud 0.409 117.071 8, 1169 <3.13e-3 3.4049 3.7816 -4.0146 10.8243 0.9004 0.3681 -2.8040 1.2307 -5.2186 -0.3894 -2.2784 0.0229 -0.4283 0.3304 -1.0766 0.2200 -1.2962 0.1952 
LPut 0.410 114.581 8, 1136 <3.13e-3 -0.7945 5.2990 -11.1914 9.6025 -0.1499 0.8808 -0.3455 1.9399 -4.1516 3.4607 -0.1781 0.8587 -0.2897 0.4126 -1.0993 0.5198 -0.7022 0.4827 
RPut 0.490 161.354 8, 1159 <3.13e-3 -2.7102 4.2757 -11.0992 5.6789 -0.6338 0.5263 0.8297 1.6271 -2.3626 4.0220 0.5099 0.6102 -0.6646 0.3550 -1.3610 0.0319 -1.8722 0.0614 
LPall 0.189 36.409 8, 1059 <3.13e-3 -3.5274 2.2886 -8.0182 0.9633 -1.5413 0.1235 0.2323 0.8798 -1.4940 1.9585 0.2640 0.7918 -0.3271 0.1897 -0.6993 0.0451 -1.7243 0.0849 
RPall 0.204 43.551 8, 1154 <3.13e-3 -0.5577 2.0439 -4.5679 3.4525 -0.2729 0.7850 -0.3081 0.7648 -1.8087 1.1924 -0.4029 0.6871 -0.2196 0.1657 -0.5446 0.1054 -1.3256 0.1853 
LHipp 0.366 97.422 8, 1163 <3.13e-3 1.4600 3.0363 -4.4973 7.4173 0.4808 0.6307 -1.9439 1.0048 -3.9153 0.0276 -1.9345 0.0533 0.2464 0.2471 -0.2384 0.7313 0.9973 0.3188 
RHipp 0.355 93.082 8, 1166 <3.13e-3 3.6912 3.1805 -2.5489 9.9313 1.1606 0.2461 -2.0392 1.0987 -4.1949 0.1166 -1.8559 0.0637 0.1589 0.2500 -0.3316 0.6495 0.6358 0.5250 
LAmyg 0.323 80.772 8, 1161 <3.13e-3 1.6087 1.6142 -1.5584 4.7758 0.9966 0.3192 -0.8644 0.6379 -2.1160 0.3872 -1.3551 0.1757 -0.0212 0.1413 -0.2984 0.2559 -0.1502 0.8806 
RAmyg 0.324 80.752 8, 1156 <3.13e-3 1.6603 1.6700 -1.6164 4.9369 0.9942 0.3204 -0.5215 0.7413 -1.9758 0.9329 -0.7035 0.4819 -0.0891 0.1678 -0.4183 0.2401 -0.5309 0.5956 
LAcc 0.278 64.786 8, 1154 <3.13e-3 -0.1146 0.9525 -1.9834 1.7541 -0.1204 0.9042 -0.3938 0.3767 -1.1328 0.3453 -1.0454 0.2961 0.0179 0.0782 -0.1355 0.1712 0.2288 0.8191 
RAcc 0.362 94.826 8, 1152 <3.13e-3 0.1107 0.7542 -1.3690 1.5904 0.1468 0.8833 -0.0766 0.2957 -0.6567 0.5035 -0.2591 0.7956 0.0629 0.0674 -0.0693 0.1952 0.9340 0.3505 
ROI: region of interest; SPQ: schizotypal personality; CTQ: childhood trauma questionnaire; LLatVent: left lateral ventricle; RLatVent: right lateral ventricle;  LThal: left thalamus; RThal: right thalamus; LCaud: left caudate; RCaud: right caudate; LPut: left putamen; RPut: right putamen; Lpal: left pallidum; RPal: 
right pallidum; LHipp: left hippocampus; RHipp: right hippocampus; LAmyg: left amygdala; RAmyg: right amygdala; LAcc: left acuumben; RAcc: right accumbens; Adj R2: adjusted coefficient of determination; se: standard error; LLCI: bootstrapped 95% lower levels confidence interval; ULCI: bootstrapped 95% 
upper levels confidence interval 
Statistically significant associations (p<0.05 within each model) are in bold and highlighted in grey 

 

 . 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 28, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.22.22282598doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.22.22282598
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Table 2. Results of the moderation analyses for all cortical ROIs 
ROI - thickness Model Schizotypy (SPQ Total score) Trauma (CTQ total score) Schizotypy x Trauma 
 Adj R2 F df p-value b se LLCI ULCI t-value p-value b se LLCI ULCI t-value p-value b se LLCI ULCI t-value p-value 
L_bankssts 0.355 85.385 8, 1064 <7.35e-4 0.0004 0.0012 -0.0021 0.0028 0.3030 0.7619 -0.0001 0.0005 -0.0011 0.0009 -0.1686 0.8661 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0002 0.1594 0.8734 
L_caudalanteriorcing. 0.166 34.079 8, 1156 <7.35e-4 0.0013 0.0020 -0.0025 0.0051 0.6642 0.5067 0.0002 0.0007 -0.0012 0.0017 0.3086 0.7577 0.0004 0.0002 0.0000 0.0007 2.0890 0.0369 
               Low CTQ score -0.0021 0.0027 -0.0074 0.0033 -0.7582 0.4485 
               Average CTQ score 0.0013 0.0020 -0.0025 0.0051 0.6642 0.5067 
               High CTQ score 0.0047 0.0023 0.0001 0.0092 2.0028 0.0454 
                       
L_caudalmiddlefrontal 0.528 188.336 8, 1164 <7.35e-4 -0.0009 0.0009 -0.0027 0.0008 -1.0336 0.3015 0.0008 0.0004 0.0000 0.0015 2.0834 0.0374 -0.0002 0.0001 -0.0004 0.0000 -2.4752 0.0135 
               Low CTQ score 0.0010 0.0013 -0.0016 0.0035 0.7438 0.4571 
               Average CTQ score -0.0009 0.0009 -0.0027 0.0008 -1.0336 0.3015 
               High CTQ score -0.0028 0.0011 -0.0049 -0.0007 -2.6480 0.0082 
                       
L_cuneus 0.299 69.941 8, 1123 <7.35e-4 0.0018 0.0012 -0.0005 0.0041 1.5000 0.1339 -0.0002 0.0005 -0.0011 0.0007 -0.4798 0.6315 0.0002 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0004 1.3021 0.1931 
L_entorhinal 0.056 10.298 8, 1083 <7.35e-4 0.0019 0.0031 -0.0041 0.0079 0.6206 0.5350 -0.0008 0.0011 -0.0029 0.0014 -0.6766 0.4988 0.0001 0.0003 -0.0005 0.0007 0.2432 0.8079 
L_fusiform 0.480 155.438 8, 1163 <7.35e-4 -0.0003 0.0009 -0.0022 0.0015 -0.3705 0.7111 -0.0010 0.0004 -0.0017 -0.0003 -2.7114 0.0068 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0003 0.5301 0.5962 
L_inferiorparietal 0.622 274.772 8, 1158 <7.35e-4 -0.0009 0.0008 -0.0024 0.0007 -1.1044 0.2696 0.0005 0.0003 -0.0001 0.0011 1.6994 0.0895 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.1608 0.8723 
L_inferiortemporal 0.399 110.005 8, 1144 <7.35e-4 -0.0015 0.0011 -0.0037 0.0008 -1.2816 0.2002 0.0002 0.0004 -0.0005 0.0010 0.5932 0.5532 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0001 -0.7958 0.4263 
L_isthmuscingulate 0.177 37.108 8, 1168 <7.35e-4 -0.0007 0.0019 -0.0044 0.0031 -0.3614 0.7178 0.0003 0.0007 -0.0010 0.0016 0.4865 0.6267 -0.0002 0.0002 -0.0006 0.0002 -1.0692 0.2852 
L_lateraloccipital 0.444 134.622 8, 1165 <7.35e-4 0.0000 0.0009 -0.0018 0.0017 -0.0206 0.9836 0.0001 0.0003 -0.0006 0.0007 0.2087 0.8347 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 0.7559 0.4499 
L_lateralorbitofrontal 0.362 96.545 8, 1170 <7.35e-4 0.0007 0.0011 -0.0015 0.0029 0.6305 0.5285 -0.0006 0.0004 -0.0014 0.0002 -1.4707 0.1416 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0003 0.8058 0.4205 
L_lingual 0.334 84.293 8, 1153 <7.35e-4 -0.0003 0.0010 -0.0023 0.0017 -0.2894 0.7723 0.0002 0.0004 -0.0005 0.0009 0.6593 0.5098 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0002 -0.4882 0.6255 
L_medialorbitofrontal 0.282 66.339 8, 1156 <7.35e-4 0.0037 0.0012 0.0014 0.0061 3.1137 0.0019 0.0000 0.0004 -0.0009 0.0008 -0.0219 0.9825 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0001 -0.7906 0.4294 
L_middletemporal 0.473 142.563 8, 1098 <7.35e-4 0.0015 0.0012 -0.0009 0.0038 1.2375 0.2162 -0.0003 0.0004 -0.0011 0.0005 -0.6628 0.5076 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0000 -1.4568 0.1454 
L_parahippocampal 0.094 18.397 8, 1169 <7.35e-4 -0.0013 0.0025 -0.0063 0.0036 -0.5306 0.5958 -0.0002 0.0010 -0.0021 0.0017 -0.2224 0.8240 0.0003 0.0002 -0.0001 0.0007 1.4980 0.1344 
L_paracentral 0.477 154.117 8, 1167 <7.35e-4 -0.0020 0.0010 -0.0039 0.0000 -1.9648 0.0497 -0.0005 0.0004 -0.0012 0.0002 -1.3702 0.1709 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0003 0.7394 0.4598 
L_parsopercularis 0.536 193.861 8, 1160 <7.35e-4 -0.0018 0.0009 -0.0036 0.0001 -1.8596 0.0632 0.0003 0.0003 -0.0003 0.0009 0.9132 0.3613 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0000 -1.3284 0.1843 
L_parsorbitalis 0.302 73.29 8, 1164 <7.35e-4 -0.0003 0.0016 -0.0034 0.0028 -0.1868 0.8518 0.0002 0.0006 -0.0010 0.0014 0.3128 0.7545 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0004 0.0002 -0.6002 0.5485 
L_parstriangularis 0.469 148.606 8, 1161 <7.35e-4 -0.0009 0.0012 -0.0032 0.0014 -0.7639 0.4451 0.0005 0.0004 -0.0002 0.0012 1.2998 0.1939 -0.0002 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0000 -1.8671 0.0621 
L_pericalcarine 0.205 43.379 8, 1144 <7.35e-4 -0.0004 0.0010 -0.0025 0.0016 -0.4330 0.6651 0.0001 0.0004 -0.0008 0.0009 0.1858 0.8526 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0002 -0.3670 0.7137 
L_postcentral 0.501 166.383 8, 1144 <7.35e-4 0.0006 0.0009 -0.0011 0.0024 0.7245 0.4689 -0.0006 0.0003 -0.0011 0.0000 -2.0489 0.0407 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0001 -0.6266 0.5310 
L_posteriorcingulate 0.332 84.394 8, 1167 <7.35e-4 0.0005 0.0012 -0.0019 0.0030 0.4284 0.6684 0.0006 0.0004 -0.0003 0.0015 1.3602 0.1740 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0002 -0.2948 0.7682 
L_precentral 0.599 248.391 8, 1152 <7.35e-4 -0.0003 0.0008 -0.0018 0.0011 -0.4541 0.6498 -0.0001 0.0003 -0.0007 0.0004 -0.5063 0.6127 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0001 -1.2671 0.2054 
L_precuneus 0.640 300.220 8, 1171 <7.35e-4 -0.0008 0.0007 -0.0022 0.0006 -1.1415 0.2539 -0.0004 0.0003 -0.0010 0.0001 -1.5312 0.1260 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 1.1069 0.2686 
L_rostralanteriorcing. 0.314 76.671 8, 1152 <7.35e-4 0.0029 0.0018 -0.0006 0.0064 1.6120 0.1072 0.0005 0.0006 -0.0007 0.0017 0.8494 0.3958 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0003 0.5380 0.5907 
L_rostralmiddlefrontal 0.612 264.371 8, 1164 <7.35e-4 0.0001 0.0008 -0.0014 0.0017 0.1654 0.8686 -0.0001 0.0003 -0.0007 0.0004 -0.5173 0.6050 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0001 -1.0067 0.3143 
L_superiorfrontal 0.713 413.907 8, 1157 <7.35e-4 -0.0004 0.0007 -0.0018 0.0010 -0.5689 0.5696 0.0005 0.0003 0.0000 0.0011 1.9548 0.0508 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0001 -0.2406 0.8099 
L_superiorparietal 0.602 253.329 8, 1161 <7.35e-4 -0.0001 0.0007 -0.0014 0.0013 -0.0810 0.9355 -0.0005 0.0002 -0.0010 -0.0001 -2.1994 0.0280 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0001 0.3542 0.7232 
L_superiortemporal 0.514 163.225 8, 1065 <7.35e-4 0.0008 0.0009 -0.0011 0.0026 0.8379 0.4023 0.0001 0.0004 -0.0006 0.0009 0.3538 0.7235 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0000 -1.6894 0.0914 
L_supramarginal 0.648 295.864 8, 1116 <7.35e-4 0.0009 0.0008 -0.0007 0.0024 1.0488 0.2945 -0.0003 0.0003 -0.0008 0.0002 -1.0393 0.2989 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0000 -1.3363 0.1817 
L_frontalpole 0.153 31.286 8, 1170 <7.35e-4 0.0024 0.0024 -0.0023 0.0071 1.0146 0.3105 0.0003 0.0008 -0.0014 0.0019 0.3531 0.7241 0.0000 0.0003 -0.0006 0.0005 -0.1415 0.8875 
L_temporalpole 0.114 22.645 8, 1166 <7.35e-4 0.0067 0.0029 0.0009 0.0125 2.2820 0.0227 -0.0009 0.0010 -0.0028 0.0010 -0.9405 0.3472 0.0000 0.0003 -0.0007 0.0006 -0.1418 0.8872 
L_transversetemporal 0.283 67.433 8, 1172 <7.35e-4 0.0021 0.0016 -0.0012 0.0053 1.2536 0.2102 0.0008 0.0007 -0.0005 0.0021 1.2026 0.2294 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0004 0.0001 -1.0752 0.2825 
L_insula 0.415 116.613 8, 1134 <7.35e-4 0.0028 0.0011 0.0005 0.0050 2.4391 0.0149 -0.0009 0.0004 -0.0017 0.0000 -1.9206 0.0550 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0003 0.8053 0.4208 
R_bankssts 0.342 85.284 8, 1127 <7.35e-4 0.0001 0.0012 -0.0023 0.0026 0.0932 0.9257 0.0001 0.0004 -0.0008 0.0010 0.2085 0.8349 0.0002 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0004 1.3969 0.1627 
R_caudalanteriorcing. 0.176 36.774 8, 1164 <7.35e-4 0.0032 0.0018 -0.0004 0.0068 1.7621 0.0783 0.0001 0.0007 -0.0014 0.0016 0.1461 0.8839 0.0001 0.0002 -0.0002 0.0004 0.7338 0.4632 
R_caudalmiddlefrontal 0.489 161.545 8, 1168 <7.35e-4 0.0002 0.0010 -0.0017 0.0021 0.1906 0.8489 0.0003 0.0003 -0.0004 0.0010 0.8497 0.3957 -0.0002 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0000 -2.1679 0.0304 
               Low CTQ score 0.0018 0.0013 -0.0008 0.0044 1.3361 0.1818 
               Average CTQ score 0.0002 0.0010 -0.0017 0.0021 0.1906 0.8489 
               High CTQ score -0.0014 0.0011 -0.0036 0.0007 -1.3032 0.1928 
                       
R_cuneus 0.331 82.165 8, 1139 <7.35e-4 -0.0003 0.0011 -0.0024 0.0018 -0.2948 0.7682 -0.0001 0.0004 -0.0009 0.0008 -0.2075 0.8356 0.0002 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0004 1.2357 0.2168 
R_entorhinal 0.043 7.672 8, 1043 <7.35e-4 0.0045 0.0034 -0.0023 0.0112 1.2958 0.1953 -0.0020 0.0014 -0.0047 0.0006 -1.4823 0.1386 0.0001 0.0003 -0.0005 0.0007 0.3670 0.7137 
R_fusiform 0.439 132.099 8, 1168 <7.35e-4 -0.0003 0.0010 -0.0021 0.0016 -0.2625 0.7930 -0.0006 0.0004 -0.0014 0.0002 -1.4897 0.1366 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 0.6795 0.4969 
R_inferiorparietal 0.649 308.398 8, 1155 <7.35e-4 -0.0001 0.0006 -0.0013 0.0012 -0.0928 0.9261 0.0000 0.0003 -0.0005 0.0005 0.1609 0.8722 0.0001 0.0001 0.0000 0.0002 2.0842 0.0374 
               Low CTQ score -0.0011 0.0009 -0.0028 0.0005 -1.3341 0.1824 
               Average CTQ score -0.0001 0.0006 -0.0013 0.0012 -0.0928 0.9261 
               High CTQ score 0.0010 0.0008 -0.0005 0.0025 1.3168 0.1882 
                       
R_inferiortemporal 0.409 116.283 8, 1158 <7.35e-4 -0.0007 0.0011 -0.0028 0.0014 -0.6761 0.4991 0.0005 0.0004 -0.0002 0.0012 1.4086 0.1592 0.0001 0.0001 0.0000 0.0003 1.6859 0.0921 
R_isthmuscingulate 0.194 41.249 8, 1165 <7.35e-4 -0.0026 0.0017 -0.0059 0.0006 -1.5849 0.1133 0.0002 0.0007 -0.0012 0.0016 0.3001 0.7641 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0003 0.4546 0.6495 
R_lateraloccipital 0.472 150.371 8, 1164 <7.35e-4 -0.0007 0.0008 -0.0023 0.0009 -0.8692 0.3849 0.0000 0.0003 -0.0006 0.0007 0.1593 0.8735 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 0.3636 0.7162 
R_lateralorbitofrontal 0.359 94.760 8, 1167 <7.35e-4 0.0017 0.0012 -0.0006 0.0040 1.4654 0.1431 -0.0007 0.0004 -0.0015 0.0002 -1.5895 0.1122 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0004 1.3454 0.1787 
R_lingual 0.379 102.336 8, 1154 <7.35e-4 -0.0009 0.0010 -0.0028 0.0010 -0.9380 0.3484 0.0006 0.0003 0.0000 0.0013 1.8923 0.0587 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 0.2556 0.7983 
R_medialorbitofrontal 0.293 69.810 8, 1155 <7.35e-4 0.0035 0.0012 0.0011 0.0059 2.8588 0.0043 -0.0003 0.0005 -0.0013 0.0008 -0.4789 0.6321 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0001 -1.0332 0.3017 
R_middletemporal 0.525 183.806 8, 1153 <7.35e-4 0.0011 0.0010 -0.0010 0.0031 1.0315 0.3025 -0.0005 0.0003 -0.0012 0.0002 -1.3867 0.1658 0.0002 0.0001 0.0000 0.0003 2.1689 0.0303 
               Low CTQ score -0.0003 0.0014 -0.0030 0.0024 -0.2362 0.8133 
               Average CTQ score 0.0011 0.0010 -0.0010 0.0031 1.0315 0.3025 
               High CTQ score 0.0024 0.0010 0.0005 0.0044 2.4264 0.0154 
                       
R_parahippocampal 0.118 23.658 8, 1173 <7.35e-4 0.0000 0.0021 -0.0041 0.0041 0.0027 0.9978 -0.0013 0.0008 -0.0028 0.0002 -1.6643 0.0963 0.0005 0.0002 0.0001 0.0009 2.2229 0.0264 
               Low CTQ score -0.0042 0.0031 -0.0102 0.0018 -1.3748 0.1694 
               Average CTQ score 0.0000 0.0021 -0.0041 0.0041 0.0027 0.9978 
               High CTQ score 0.0042 0.0026 -0.0008 0.0093 1.6487 0.0995 
                       
R_paracentral 0.503 170.559 8, 1165 <7.35e-4 -0.0014 0.0010 -0.0033 0.0005 -1.4549 0.1460 -0.0006 0.0003 -0.0012 0.0000 -1.9431 0.0522 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0003 1.3955 0.1631 
R_parsopercularis 0.472 150.171 8, 1160 <7.35e-4 -0.0005 0.0010 -0.0024 0.0014 -0.5001 0.6171 0.0005 0.0004 -0.0003 0.0012 1.2111 0.2261 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 0.5813 0.5611 
R_parsorbitalis 0.288 68.880 8, 1168 <7.35e-4 -0.0002 0.0017 -0.0035 0.0031 -0.1165 0.9073 -0.0006 0.0007 -0.0020 0.0008 -0.8148 0.4154 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0003 0.2183 0.8273 
R_parstriangularis 0.452 137.961 8, 1155 <7.35e-4 0.0001 0.0010 -0.0019 0.0022 0.1461 0.8838 -0.0001 0.0004 -0.0009 0.0007 -0.2166 0.8286 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0001 -0.7627 0.4458 
R_pericalcarine 0.166 33.276 8, 1132 <7.35e-4 0.0003 0.0011 -0.0019 0.0026 0.2968 0.7667 -0.0001 0.0005 -0.0011 0.0008 -0.2848 0.7759 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0003 1.2659 0.2058 
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R_postcentral 0.466 144.440 8, 1144 <7.35e-4 0.0000 0.0009 -0.0018 0.0018 -0.0039 0.9969 -0.0004 0.0003 -0.0010 0.0002 -1.1802 0.2382 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0002 -0.2192 0.8266 
R_posteriorcingulate 0.350 91.638 8, 1169 <7.35e-4 0.0003 0.0011 -0.0019 0.0025 0.3009 0.7636 0.0008 0.0004 0.0000 0.0017 1.8803 0.0603 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0001 -1.2336 0.2176 
R_precentral 0.550 202.788 8, 1151 <7.35e-4 0.0001 0.0009 -0.0016 0.0018 0.0818 0.9349 -0.0001 0.0003 -0.0007 0.0004 -0.4310 0.6665 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0000 -1.2300 0.2190 
R_precuneus 0.631 288.018 8, 1168 <7.35e-4 -0.0006 0.0007 -0.0020 0.0008 -0.8635 0.3880 0.0000 0.0003 -0.0005 0.0005 0.0174 0.9861 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 0.5973 0.5504 
R_rostralanteriorcing. 0.209 44.359 8, 1143 <7.35e-4 0.0039 0.0019 0.0002 0.0077 2.0607 0.0396 0.0000 0.0007 -0.0014 0.0014 -0.0204 0.9837 0.0001 0.0002 -0.0002 0.0004 0.6407 0.5219 
R_rostralmiddlefrontal 0.509 174.602 8, 1163 <7.35e-4 -0.0003 0.0008 -0.0018 0.0012 -0.3576 0.7207 0.0003 0.0003 -0.0002 0.0009 1.2316 0.2184 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0410 0.9673 
R_superiorfrontal 0.680 355.615 8, 1160 <7.35e-4 0.0006 0.0007 -0.0008 0.0020 0.8240 0.4101 0.0005 0.0003 -0.0001 0.0010 1.6711 0.0950 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0001 -0.4991 0.6178 
R_superiorparietal 0.630 285.193 8, 1162 <7.35e-4 -0.0005 0.0007 -0.0018 0.0008 -0.7635 0.4453 -0.0001 0.0002 -0.0006 0.0003 -0.6202 0.5353 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 0.9949 0.3200 
R_superiortemporal 0.572 214.755 8, 1112 <7.35e-4 0.0017 0.0009 -0.0001 0.0035 1.8801 0.0604 0.0002 0.0003 -0.0004 0.0008 0.5240 0.6004 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 0.3944 0.6934 
R_supramarginal 0.667 326.812 8, 1131 <7.35e-4 0.0006 0.0008 -0.0010 0.0022 0.7303 0.4653 0.0002 0.0003 -0.0003 0.0007 0.6414 0.5214 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0002 0.0001 -0.2932 0.7694 
R_frontalpole 0.157 32.039 8, 1163 <7.35e-4 0.0027 0.0022 -0.0016 0.0070 1.2228 0.2216 -0.0002 0.0008 -0.0018 0.0014 -0.2723 0.7854 -0.0004 0.0002 -0.0007 0.0000 -1.8543 0.0639 
R_temporalpole 0.100 19.547 8, 1160 <7.35e-4 0.0011 0.0031 -0.0050 0.0073 0.3614 0.7179 0.0000 0.0012 -0.0023 0.0023 -0.0231 0.9816 0.0000 0.0003 -0.0007 0.0007 -0.0292 0.9767 
R_transversetemporal 0.267 62.364 8, 1173 <7.35e-4 0.0015 0.0015 -0.0014 0.0045 1.0255 0.3053 0.0002 0.0006 -0.0010 0.0014 0.3467 0.7289 -0.0001 0.0002 -0.0004 0.0002 -0.6173 0.5371 
R_insula 0.417 115.569 8, 1112 <7.35e-4 0.0022 0.0013 -0.0003 0.0047 1.7453 0.0812 -0.0008 0.0005 -0.0017 0.0001 -1.7716 0.0767 0.0002 0.0001 0.0000 0.0004 2.2555 0.0243 
               Low CTQ score 0.0000 0.0018 -0.0035 0.0035 0.0212 0.9831 
               Average CTQ score 0.0022 0.0013 -0.0003 0.0047 1.7453 0.0812 
               High CTQ score 0.0044 0.0014 0.0017 0.0070 3.2206 0.0013 
ROI: region of interest; SPQ: schizotypal personality; CTQ: childhood trauma questionnaire; Adj R2: adjusted coefficient of determination; se: standard error; LLCI: bootstrapped 95% lower levels confidence interval; ULCI: bootstrapped 95% upper levels confidence interval 
Statistically significant associations (p<0.05 within each model) are in bold and highlighted in grey 
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