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RESULTS

There were no between-group differences in the majority of demographic and baseline clinical
characteristics, except for fewer years of education in the placebo group relative to controls
(Table 1), as reported in our previous publications.***55! |n the CBD group, mean plasma CBD
levels were 126.4nM (SD=221.8) and 823.0nM (SD=881.5) at 120 and 300 min after drug
intake, respectively. 'H-MRS data were available for all participants. ASL data were available

for n=14 in the placebo group, n=14 in the CBD group and n=19 healthy controls.

<Table 1>

<Figufe 1>

FIGURE 1. Example 'H-MRS voxel positioning and spectra in left hippocampus. In panel A,
example voxel placement in the left hippocampus is indicated by the box. In panel B, 'H-MRS
spectrum obtained (black line) from the voxel in A and the overlay of the spectral fit (red line). Glu
indicates glutamate and ppm, parts per million.

"H-MRS data quality

Representative spectra for the hippocampal voxel is provided in Figure 1. Spectra were of
good quality: aside from omission of choline data for two CHR subjects (see Table 2) due to
CRLB>20%, no glutamate or other metabolite data were excluded. No significant differences
in spectral quality nor voxel tissue content were observed between groups (Table 2). All

metabolite values fell within a z-score of +/- 3.

<Table 2>
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Hippocampal Glutamate — Pairwise effects of CHR status and CBD

Compared to healthy controls, CHR patients in the placebo group had significantly lower
hippocampal glutamate (mean+SD in controls= 8.41 + 1.27; placebo=7.42 + 1.02; t(34)= 2.55,
p=.015) (Fig 2A, Table 3). Although hippocampal glutamate levels were numerically higher in
the CBD (7.83 + 1.67) vs placebo (7.42 + 1.02) group, the pairwise difference was not
significant (p=.41; Table 3).

Hippocampal Glutamate — Between-Group Linear Analyses

In our primary a priori analyses, we found a significant linear relationship across groups, such
that hippocampal glutamate was highest in healthy controls, lowest in placebo-treated patients
and intermediate in patients treated with CBD (ANOVA unweighted linear term F(1,49)=4.91,
p=.031) (Fig 2A, Table 3).

<Table 3>

Glutamate x CBF x Group Interactions

There was a significant interaction between group (control vs placebo), hippocampal

glutamate and CBF in a cluster spanning the left putamen and insula (peak MNI coordinates
=-38 Y=-12 Z= 10, T(24)= 5.63, k=679, prwe=.012). Post-hoc analysis demonstrated that

this was characterised by a strong positive correlation in the placebo group (r=.68, p=.008,

n=14) vs a negative correlation in healthy controls (r=-.51, p=.027, n=19) (Fig 2B). There were

no significant interactions in the CBD vs placebo contrast nor the three-group linear analyses.

<Figure 2>

Exploratory Effects on Other Metabolite Levels

Analysis of the secondary/exploratory metabolites revealed significantly lower myo-inositol in
the placebo (M+SD= 5.86+1.01) relative to the control (6.69+1.01) group (1(34)= 2.46, p=.019).
Although the direct pairwise CBD (6.09+1.45) vs placebo comparison for myo-inositol was not
significant (p=.59), there was a significant linear relationship across groups, such that it was
highest in healthy controls, lowest in placebo patients and intermediate in patients treated with
CBD (ANOVA unweighted linear term F(1,49)= 4.58, p=.037). There were no other significant
effects in pairwise or linear contrast analyses for any of the other metabolites (GIx, N-
acetylaspartate, choline, creatine)(Table 3). Note that these results were not corrected for

multiple testing as they are exploratory outcomes only.
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A Hippocampal Glutamate: Healthy Control > CBD > Placebo
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FIGURE 2. (A) Mean hippocampal glutamate levels across the three groups. Healthy controls had
significantly higher glutamate relative to CHR-placebo patients (p=.015) and there was a significant
linear relationship across groups (such that controls>CBD>placebo; p=.031). In the left panel of (B),
axial sections showing the significant cluster (in red) identified in the glutamate x CBF x group (placebo
vs control) interaction analyses (peak MNI X/Y/Z=-38/-12/10, T(24)=5.63, k=679, prwe=.012). The right
side of the brain is shown on the right of the images. In the right panel of (B), scatterplot depicting the
relationship between CBF (in the putamen-insula cluster shown in the left panel) and hippocampal
glutamate by group. This post-hoc analysis was used to determine the direction of the significant
interaction: covariate-adjusted CBF values (mean CBF over all voxels, in arbitrary units) were
extracted from the significant cluster (left panel) for each subject from the T-contrast using the
MarsBaR toolbox in SPM.
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DISCUSSION

This is the first study to investigate the effects of CBD on hippocampal neurochemistry—and
its association with regional cerebral perfusion—in people at CHR for psychosis. We first
established that hippocampal glutamate levels are lower in CHR patients under placebo
relative to healthy controls. To examine our primary hypothesis that CBD would at least
partially normalise any such glutamatergic alterations, we then tested for a linear relationship
across groups. In line with our predictions, our first major finding was that hippocampal
glutamate levels in the CBD-treated CHR group were significantly intermediate between those
observed in the placebo group and healthy controls. Finally, we provide the first in vivo
evidence that hippocampal glutamate levels are abnormally associated with perfusion in the
striatum and insula in CHR patients relative to controls. Together, these results provide novel
insights on the neurobiological mechanisms underlying psychosis risk and suggest that CBD

may partially normalise glutamatergic dysfunction in these patients.

Hippocampal Glutamate is Lower in CHR Patients vs Controls

Our finding that hippocampal glutamate was lower in the CHR placebo group vs controls is
consistent with several previous studies demonstrating lower hippocampal GIx"® and
glutamate' (sometimes only at trend-level)’®** in these patients, as well as negative
associations between hippocampal glutamate, striatal dopamine and symptom severity,
particularly in those who go on to transition®® (although see'). However, other studies have

found increased hippocampal Gix (albeit in those with genetic risk),"" no differences,'""

or
differences only within CHR patients based on poor vs good clinical outcomes.' The reasons
for the disparity in the presence and/or direction of results are unclear, but sample
characteristics® or methodological factors such as voxel location, metabolite correction (for
voxel tissue content vs creatine-scaled), as well as the heterogeneity inherent within CHR

55,56

populations may contribute. These findings are compatible with the several meta-analyses

that have synthesised this literature,®°"%®

which report numerically (but non-significantly) lower
hippocampal glutamate levels in CHR individuals relative to controls (SMD[g]=-0.26, 95%CI:
-0.56-0.04, p=.09).°” Nevertheless, it is also plausible that excess vs attenuated hippocampal
glutamate exists in subsets of CHR individuals. For example, the largest study of hippocampal
metabolites in CHR patients to date reported significantly lower hippocampal glutamate in
those with good vs poor outcomes, and the point estimate in the good outcome subgroup was
even numerically (albeit non-significantly) lower than that in healthy controls.® Therefore, we
cannot exclude that heterogeneity in CHR samples may account for at least some of the
conflicting findings across studies. Together, our findings add to previous literature showing

that hippocampal glutamate is abnormal in people at CHR. Going forward, consortia-scale
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studies are needed to examine whether subgroups based on hippocampal glutamate exist in

CHR cohorts and to characterise their respective clinical and neurophysiological features.

CBD may Increase Hippocampal Glutamate in CHR Patients

Our first major finding was that CHR patients treated with a single dose of CBD show
intermediate levels of hippocampal glutamate relative to controls and patients under placebo.
Although our study was cross-sectional with parallel groups, these results suggest that a
single dose of CBD may partially normalise the altered glutamate levels we observed in CHR
patients. Supporting this view, in our previous within-subject study in people with first-episode
psychosis, we showed that a 600mg dose of CBD significantly increased hippocampal
glutamate relative to placebo.*” Moreover, CBD was associated with a significantly greater
decrease in symptom severity, and a significant inverse relationship was found between
hippocampal glutamate and the severity of psychotic symptoms post-treatment.*’ This

suggests that the antipsychotic effects of CBD in patients with psychosis®*®*

may be related
to the increase in hippocampal glutamate observed under its influence.*” Outside of the
hippocampus, CBD has been shown to increase Glx in basal ganglia but reduce Glx in
prefrontal cortex across ASD and neurotypical individuals.*® Preclinical studies demonstrate
that CBD can increase prefrontal glutamate in rodent depression models,*® although
attenuated glutamate release from hippocampal synaptosomes has been observed in
cocaine-induced seizure models.®® CBD may also act on excitation-inhibition balance via the
GABAergic system.®' In humans, CBD increases GABA in basal ganglia and prefrontal cortex
in controls, but decreases GABA in these regions in ASD individuals.*® Overall, previous work
points to effects of CBD on the glutamate system but the regions implicated and the direction
of effects are somewhat mixed, potentially due to species-specific differences, the differential
populations examined in humans and other methodological factors. Our results therefore
extend the limited body of existing literature (so far conducted in people with established
psychosis, ASD and neurotypical controls) by showing that CBD may also modulate
hippocampal glutamate in people at risk of psychosis, and in a direction indicative of
normalisation. However, it should be noted that we did not find significant differences in the
CBD vs placebo pairwise analysis. This may be due to the relatively modest sample sizes
(n=17/16 per CHR group) and thus limited power for detecting effects of smaller magnitude.
This lack of differences is perhaps unsurprising, since it would be unlikely that a single dose
of CBD would fully normalise glutamatergic dysfunction in CHR patients. Therefore, with this
in mind we tested our hypothesis of a partial normalisation effect of CBD directly using the
three-way linear analyses, as in our previous publications in this sample.**“¢*" Our findings
lend support to the idea that CBD may hold value as a potential therapeutic avenue to be

pursued in further clinical studies. Future work employing a within-subject design, and studies
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administering CBD to a larger group of CHR patients repeatedly over longer durations are

needed to further characterise the direct effects of CBD on glutamate in these patients.

Abnormal Relationship Between Glutamate & Perfusion in CHR Patients

In exploring the broader mechanistic relevance of glutamatergic dysfunction, our second
major—and novel—finding was of a significant group (control vs placebo) x glutamate x CBF
interaction in a putamen-insula cluster, driven by a strong positive association in the CHR
placebo group and a negative association in controls. Dysfunctional relationships between
hippocampal and putaminal physiology are of particular interest as the striatum is a key node
in circuit-based models of psychosis.! These propose that hippocampal hyperactivity leads to
excess excitatory drive in projections to the midbrain-striatum, striatal hyperdopaminergia and
the emergence of psychotic symptoms."*? If, as our results in healthy controls suggest, the
normative relationship is such that greater hippocampal glutamate is associated with lower
striatal CBF, the positive association we observed in CHR patients could reflect a disruption
in inhibitory/homeostatic mechanisms within this hippocampal-midbrain-striatal circuit. Our

findings are thus broadly consistent with the aforementioned preclinical models.

In addition, our finding that glutamate was atypically related to perfusion in a cluster localised
to the putamen and insula is interesting in light of the putamen hyperperfusion documented in
two previous CHR studies.”?" Increased putamen CBF in CHR patients?' also correlates with
positive symptom severity, and lower striatal CBF at follow-up has been associated with
greater longitudinal decreases in positive symptoms.” Greater perfusion in the putamen has
also been identified as a potential marker of genetic susceptibility for schizophrenia spectrum
disorders in a neuroimaging twin study.®? In terms of the insula, perfusion abnormalities have
not been definitively reported here in the CHR state, but a recent meta-analysis found conjoint
reductions in CBF and glucose metabolism (indexing aberrant neurovascular coupling) within
frontoinsular cortex in schizophrenia.®® In our previous study in the same sample, we focused
exclusively on perfusion and found (during exploratory wholebrain analyses) significantly
increased CBF in placebo-treated patients vs controls. This large cluster extended into the left
putamen (but not the insula) and partially overlaps with the cluster found here.*PrPin! The
present findings therefore extend our prior work to collectively suggest that (a) hippocampal
glutamate is lower, (b) CBF in (clusters spanning) the striatum is greater, and (c) that the
relationship between hippocampal glutamate and striatal-insular perfusion is abnormal in CHR
patients relative to controls. While previous work has found CHR-associated dysfunction in

2 and between

the relationship between prefrontal GABA and hippocampal blood flow,?
hippocampal glutamatergic metabolites and (i) striatal dopamine,® (ii) hippocampal activation

(by clinical outcomes),** and (iii) hippocampal-striatal connectivity,®* the current study is the
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first to demonstrate an aberrant relationship between hippocampal glutamate and striatal
blood flow in these patients. Given that hippocampal glutamatergic dysfunction is thought to
drive hyperperfusion in the hippocampal-midbrain-striatal circuit, our results provide new
empirical evidence of a potential link between these two pathophysiological features in CHR
patients, which have so far only been reported in isolation. Our findings therefore provide novel
insights on potential mechanisms underlying psychosis risk from a complementary angle to
previous literature, and provide a starting point for future research to unpack the nature of

these alterations on a more granular level.

Limitations

Several potential limitations warrant consideration. First, our use of a parallel-group design
means that the effects of CBD ascribed from the linear between-group analyses should be
interpreted with caution, as it is possible—although we think unlikely, based on commensurate
results in our previous within-subject study*’—that they emerged due to random between-
group variation, rather than effects of CBD. Future studies employing a within-subject design
in CHR patients would address this issue. Second, CBF data were missing for several CHR
subjects, which may have impacted the statistical power of the combined glutamate-CBF
analyses. More generally, inherent limitations of 'H-MRS include the fact that the voxel size is
large and concentration estimates reflect both intracellular and extracellular glutamate, without
an ability to distinguish between glutamate involved in neurotransmission vs metabolism.®®
Scanning at higher field strengths and advanced techniques (such as GIUCEST) are now
becoming available and will enable future research to more reliably separate spectral
components.®®®” Finally, our study was designed and powered to detect neurophysiological
rather than symptomatic effects. As such, future studies combining 'H-MRS, CBF and
symptom outcomes in larger CHR samples are needed to establish whether CBD’s effects on

glutamate or CBF are related to concomitant symptomatic improvement.

Conclusion

In summary, we found that hippocampal glutamate is lower in CHR patients and may be
partially normalised by a single dose of CBD. Furthermore, we provide the first in vivo evidence
of an abnormal relationship between hippocampal glutamate and resting perfusion in the
striatum and insula in this clinical group. Together, these results provide novel insights on the
neurobiological mechanisms underlying psychosis risk and suggest that CBD warrants further

investigation as a candidate novel treatment.
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TABLES

TABLE 1. Sociodemographic and Clinical Characteristics at Baseline

Pairwise Comparison
CBD Placebo Control Controlvs | Placebo

Characteristic (n=16) (n=17) (n=19)" Placebo vs CBD
Age, years; mean (SD) 22.7 (5.08) 24.1 (4.48) 23.9 (4.15) p=.912 p=.422
Sex, N (%) male 0 (62.5) 7(41.2) 11 (57.9) p=.323 p=.223

White 10 (62.5) 7 (41.2) 11 (57.9)
Ethnicity, Bla.lck 2 (12.5) 5(29.4) 5(26.3) 0=503 0=43 3
N (%) Asian 0 (0) 1(5.9) 0(0)

Mixed 4 (25) 4 (23.5) 3(15.8)
Education, years; mean (SD) 14.4 (2.71) 12.6 (2.76) 16.9 (1.58) p<.001 2 p=.062
Handedness, N (%) right 14 (87.5) 17 (100) 18 (94.7) p=.373 p=.16 3
CAARMS Positive, mean (SD) 40.19 (20.80) | 42.94 (29.47) NA NA p=.76 2
CAARMS Negative, mean (SD) 23.25(16.49) | 28.41 (20.49) NA NA p=.432
STAI-S, mean (SD) 40.31 (9.07) | 38.94 (10.18) NA NA p=.69 2

Clean 10 (63) 8 (47) NA4
Urine drug THC 2(13) 5 (29) NA4
screen Morphine 1(6) 0(0) NA* Not r3
results, Benzodiazepines 0 (0) 1 (6) NA# | compared ' p=-45
N (%) PCP 0(0) 1(6) NA#

Missing 3(19) 2(12) NA4
Current nicotine use, N (%) yes 9 (56) 5 (29) 2 (11) p=.153 p=.123
Current alcohol use, N (%) yes 11 (69) 10 (59) NA compar::jo:[ p=.593
;ief:time cannabis use, N (%) 15 (94) 17 (100) NA 5 compar::jo:[ p=.48
Current cannabis use, N (%) yes 7 (44) 7 (41) NA 5 compar::jo:[ p=.883

More than once a

week 11 (69) 12 (71) NA
Cannabis Once/twice
2 ey, | 20 il AT N P2 [
N (%) ’ (FDe\:v times/ta Year 2 (13) 0 (0) NA

nly once/twice
IifetiVme 1(6) 2(12) NA

Abbreviations: CAARMS, Comprehensive Assessment of At-Risk Mental States; CBD,
cannabidiol; CHR, Clinical High Risk for Psychosis; N, number of subjects; NA, not applicable;

PCP, phencyclidine; STAI-S, State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-State Subscale; THC, A9-
tetrahydrocannabinol. 'Controls were selected to have minimal drug use and hence were not
compared with CHR participants on these parameters; 2Independent t-test; *Pearson chi-
squared test; “Controls tested negative on urine drug screen for all substances tested:;
°Cannabis use less than 10 times lifetime (no current users).
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TABLE 2. Spectral and structural voxel data. Mean + SD estimates of linewidths, signal-to-
noise ratios, CRLB, and voxel proportions of white matter, grey matter and CSF in the
hippocampus across the three groups.

Control Placebo CBD Control vs Placebo

(n=19) (n=17) (n=16) Placebo vs CBD ANOVA
Spectral and structural voxel data
FWHM 0.07 £0.02 0.07 £ 0.01 0.07 £ 0.01 p=.84 p=.18 p=.50
SNR 12.53 +2.57 13.53 £2.40 13.38 £ 2.13 p=.24 p=.85 p=.40
WM 0.33+0.07 0.33+0.06 0.36 £ 0.07 p=.94 p=.16 p=.27
GM 0.63 + 0.06 0.63 £ 0.05 0.61 +£0.07 p=.96 p=.30 p=.48
CSF 0.04 £ 0.02 0.04 £ 0.01 0.03 £0.02 p=.63 p=.09 p=.07
Cramér Rao Lower Bounds (CRLB)
Glu 9.53 £ 2.06 9.76 + 1.68 9.81 1+ 2.61 p=.71 p=.95 p=.91°
GlIx 10.26 £ 2.10 10.29 £ 2.14 10.38 + 3.30 p=.97 p=.93 p=.99 b
NAA 421+£1.32 3.88+0.70 3.50+0.63 p=.35 p=.11 p=.09°
Cho? 4.00 + 1.00 3.94+0.77 3.93+0.80 p=.84 p=.99 p=.97
ml 5.58 +1.22 5.76 £ 1.20 5.94 + 2.11 p=.65 p=.77 p=.79
Cre 3.89+0.66 4.06 £ 0.66 3.88+0.72 p=.46 p=.45 p=.69

Abbreviations: FWHM, full width at half-maximum (linewidth) in ppm (parts per million); WM,
white matter; GM, grey matter; CSF, cerebrospinal fluid; CRLB, Cramér Rao Lower Bounds;
SNR, signal-to-noise ratio; Glu, Glutamate; Glix, Glutamate + Glutamine; NAA, N-
acetylaspartate; Cho, Choline; ml, myo-Inositol; Cre, Creatine. ?Choline data for two CHR
subjects (one from each of the CBD and placebo groups) was omitted due to CRLB >20%.
®Welch’s test due to inhomogeneity of variances
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TABLE 3. Tissue-corrected metabolite values in the hippocampus (mean + SD) across the three groups, with pairwise comparisons
(healthy control vs placebo; placebo vs CBD) and three-way contrasts for a between-group linear relationship (controls > CBD > placebo,

or placebo > CBD > controls).

Control Placebo CBD Group Comparisons

Metabolites (n=19) (n=17) (n=16) Control vs Placebo Placebo vs CBD ANOVA Linear Contrast
A priori

Glu 841 +1.27 7.42 £1.02 7.83 +1.67 t(34)= 2.55, p=.015* t(24.59)= 0.85, p=.41 F(1,49)=4.91, p=.031*
Exploratory

Glx 11.32+1.79 10.35+1.60 10.92 + 3.02 t(34)=1.70, p=.098 t(22.50)= 0.66, p=.51 t(34)=1.71, p=.096 °
NAA 9.52+0.77 8.96 £ 1.07 8.89+0.90 t(34)= 1.84, p=.074 t(31)=0.18, p=.86 F(1,49)= 3.44, p=.070
Cho?® 2.44 +0.26 2.26 £ 0.41° 2.27 + 0.442 t(24.4)= 1.49, p=.15 t(29)= 0.05, p=.96 F(1,47)=1.94, p=.17
ml 6.69 + 1.01 5.86 £ 1.01 6.09 + 1.45 t(34)= 2.46, p=.019 * t(31)= 0.54, p=.59 F(1,49)=4.58, p=.037 *
Cre 7.61+£0.77 6.92 £ 1.32 7.19 +1.36 t(25.28)= 1.88, p=.072 t(31)= 0.59, p=.56 t(25.28)= 1.88, p=.072°

Abbreviations: Glu, Glutamate; Glx, Glutamate + Glutamine; NAA, N-acetylaspartate; Cho, Choline; ml, myo-Inositol; Cre, Creatine.
aCholine data for two CHR subjects (one from each of the CBD and placebo groups) was omitted due to CRLB>20%. °Linear contrast

accounting for unequal variances. *significant at p<.05 level.
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FIGURE LEGENDS

FIGURE 1. Example "H-MRS voxel positioning and spectra in left hippocampus. In panel A,
example voxel placement in the left hippocampus is indicated by the box. In panel B, 'H-MRS
spectrum obtained (black line) from the voxel in A and the overlay of the spectral fit (red line).

Glu indicates glutamate and ppm, parts per million.

FIGURE 2. (A) Mean hippocampal glutamate levels across the three groups. Healthy controls
had significantly higher glutamate relative to CHR-placebo patients (p=.015) and there was a
significant linear relationship across groups (such that controls>CBD>placebo; p=.031). In the
left panel of (B), axial sections showing the significant cluster (in red) identified in the glutamate
x CBF x group (placebo vs control) interaction analyses (peak MNI X/Y/Z=-38/-12/10,
T(24)=5.63, k=679, prwe=.012). The right side of the brain is shown on the right of the images.
In the right panel of (B), scatterplot depicting the relationship between CBF (in the putamen-
insula cluster shown in the left panel) and hippocampal glutamate by group. This post-hoc
analysis was used to determine the direction of the significant interaction: covariate-adjusted
CBF values (mean CBF over all voxels, in arbitrary units) were extracted from the significant

cluster (left panel) for each subject from the T-contrast using the MarsBaR toolbox in SPM.
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