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Cannabidiol (CBD) is a non-intoxicating cannabinoid with antipsychotic-

like properties, however it’s potential to prevent schizophrenia development

has not been thoroughly investigated. Brain maturation during adolescence

creates a window where CBD could potentially limit the development

of schizophrenia. The neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous

(Nrg1 TM HET) mutant mouse shows face, predictive, and construct

validity for schizophrenia. Here we sought to determine if CBD given in

adolescence could prevent the development of the schizophrenia-relevant

phenotype, as well as susceptibility to the psychoactive cannabinoid 19-

tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) in Nrg1 TM HET mice. Adolescent male Nrg1

mutants and wild type-like (WT) animals were administered 30 mg/kg CBD

i.p. daily for seven weeks, and were tested for locomotion, social behavior,

sensorimotor gating and cognition, and sensitivity to acute THC-induced

behaviors. GAD67, GluA1, and NMDAR1 protein levels were measured in

the hippocampus, striatum, and prefrontal cortex. Chronic adolescent CBD

increased locomotion in animals regardless of genotype, was anxiolytic, and

increased social behavior when animals were tested for their acute THC

response. CBD did not alleviate the schizophrenia-relevant hyperlocomotive

phenotype of Nrg1 mutants, nor deficits in social behaviors. Nrg1 mutant

mice treated with CBD and THC showed no habituation to a startle

pulse, suggesting CBD increased vulnerability to the startle habituation-

reducing effects of THC in mutant mice. CBD increased levels of GluA1, but

reduced levels of GAD67 in the hippocampus of Nrg1 mutants. These results

suggest adolescent CBD is not effective as a preventative of schizophrenia-

relevant behavioral deficits in mutants and may actually contribute to

pathological changes in the brain that increase sensitivity to THC in particular

behavioral domains.
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Introduction

Current treatments for schizophrenia do not have a high
adherence rate (Higashi et al., 2013; Sendt et al., 2015) and
can lead to several adverse health conditions (e.g., heart disease
and metabolic syndrome) (Lambert et al., 2004; Tschoner
et al., 2007), demonstrating a need for novel treatments
and/or treatment approaches. A novel focus of schizophrenia
research is identifying factors that may help to prevent disease
onset especially during adolescence (Heresco-Levy, 2011).
Adolescence is an important period of neurodevelopment which
is sensitive to external factors, such as exposure to drugs
of abuse and psychosocial stress (Winters and Arria, 2011;
Gomes and Grace, 2017). This maturational period is also
a potential window for pharmacological intervention aimed
at preventing the development of mental disorders such as
schizophrenia (Heresco-Levy, 2011). In preclinical studies,
early life interventions with environmental enrichment (such
as altered housing conditions) can ameliorate schizophrenia-
relevant behavioral domains in animals, and in clinical studies,
neuroprotective agents when administered in adolescence can
improve symptoms in schizophrenia patients (Bossong and
Niesink, 2010; do Prado et al., 2016; Takahashi and Suzuki,
2018).

The phytocannabinoid cannabidiol (CBD) is currently
investigated as a remedial treatment option for schizophrenia
(Schoevers et al., 2020) but it is possible that CBD may also have
preventative properties (Chesney et al., 2021) in line with what
has been demonstrated in other neurological animal models
(Hayakawa et al., 2008; Cheng et al., 2014; Loss et al., 2020).
Adolescence may be an appropriate period for preventative
CBD treatment in schizophrenia, as some preclinical research
suggests that CBD treatment during mid-adolescence can
attenuate schizophrenia-relevant behaviors (Osborne et al.,
2017, 2019a). Furthermore, short-term 7-day CBD treatment of
clinical populations at risk of developing psychosis can attenuate
social stress (Wilson et al., 2019; Appiah-Kusi et al., 2020),
suggesting CBD may have the ability to alter the trajectory of
psychosis development. However, no studies have investigated
the effects of long-term adolescent CBD treatment in at-
risk populations or mice that carry genetic predisposition for
schizophrenia.

Cannabis misuse during adolescence is a component risk
factor for schizophrenia development (Henquet et al., 2008;
Fernandez-Espejo et al., 2009; Bossong and Niesink, 2010).
Interestingly, some studies show that cannabis with higher levels
of CBD than THC induces fewer psychosis-related experiences

Abbreviations: NRG1/Nrg1, neuregulin 1; CBD, cannabidiol; THC, 19-
tetrahydrocannabinol; OF, open field; SI, social interaction; PPI,
prepulse inhibition; FC, fear conditioning; ITI, inter-trial interval; i.p,
intraperitoneal; RM, repeated measures; SEM, standard error of means;
WT, wild type-like.

in non-clinical populations than cannabis with higher levels of
THC than CBD (Schubart et al., 2011; Solowij et al., 2019). In
addition, acute CBD can reduce THC-induced social withdrawal
and cognitive impairment in rats (Malone et al., 2009). Thus,
it is possible that preventative long-term CBD treatment could
affect the neuro-behavioral effects of THC, and we will address
this question in the present study.

Neuregulin 1 (NRG1) is a well-established genetic risk factor
for schizophrenia (Mostaid et al., 2016), and a mutation in the
transmembrane domain region of NRG1 is found in patients
with schizophrenia (Walss-Bass et al., 2006). A multitude of
previous studies, including from our team, have established
face, construct, and predictive validity for Nrg1 transmembrane
domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) mice (review: Karl, 2013),
which exhibit age-dependent and sex-specific differences in
locomotion, sensorimotor gating and social behaviors (Karl
et al., 2007; van den Buuse et al., 2009; Desbonnet et al.,
2017) changes to glutamatergic and GABAergic signaling
and inflammatory tone (Desbonnet et al., 2012; Long et al.,
2012; Newell et al., 2013; Chohan et al., 2014) as well as
altered sensitivity to THC (Boucher et al., 2007; Long et al.,
2013), reflecting findings in clinical cohorts (Saha et al., 2005;
Han et al., 2012). Specifically, Nrg1 TM HET males exhibit
hyperlocomotion in the open field (Karl et al., 2007), deficits in
social interaction (SI) (O’Tuathaigh et al., 2008), and deficits in
prepulse inhibition (PPI) (Stefansson et al., 2002). Furthermore,
Nrg1 mutants display altered sensitivity to cannabinoids in
adolescence (Long et al., 2013) which may suggest a window
for utilizing the protective effects of particular cannabinoids.
Female mutants do not exhibit a phenotype of the same
strength (Long et al., 2010a; Chesworth et al., 2012), which
corresponds with reduced symptom severity and improved
responses to antipsychotic medication observed in women with
schizophrenia (Leung and Chue, 2000).

Here, we investigated if adolescent CBD treatment could
prevent the development of schizophrenia-relevant behaviors
in Nrg1 TM HET males, and also reduce susceptibility to an
acute THC challenge in early adulthood. We assessed GAD67,
GluA1 and NR1 protein levels in the hippocampus, striatum
and prefrontal cortex (PFC) as an index of glutamatergic
and GABAergic function in schizophrenia-relevant brain
regions to determine neurochemical consequences of chronic
adolescent CBD treatment.

Materials and methods

Animals

Male Nrg1 TM HET and non-mutant wild type-like (WT)
male littermates were bred and group housed in individually
ventilated cages (Type Mouse Version 1: Airlaw, Smithfield,
Australia) at Animal BioResources (Moss Vale, NSW, Australia).
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Female Nrg1 TM HET animals do not show an as pronounced
schizophrenia-relevant phenotype as male animals (Long et al.,
2010a), which reflects some studies showing more severe
symptoms in male patients versus female patients (Leung
and Chue, 2000; Saha et al., 2005). Likewise, the differential
cannabinoid sensitivity is more pronounced in male Nrg1
mutant animals (Boucher et al., 2007; Long et al., 2010a, 2013).
For this reason, only male animals were chosen for this study.

At approximately 21–30 days old mice were transported to
the mouse holding and test facilities at the School of Medicine,
Western Sydney University (WSU), and were transferred
to group-housing in filter top cages (1144B: Techniplast,
Rydalmere Australia) with corn cob bedding (Tecniplast
Australia, Rydalmere, Australia) and tissues for nesting material.
Mice were kept in a 12:12 h light:dark schedule [light phase:
white light (illumination: 124 lx), dark phase: red light
(illumination: < 2 lx; light phase from 0900 to 2100). Mice
were fed ad libitum with mouse feed pellets (Gordon’s Specialty
Stockfeeds Pty Ltd., Yanderra, NSW, Australia) and water. Age-
matched adolescent male A/J mice from Animal Resources
Centre (Canning Vale, WA, Australia) were used as conspecifics
in the social interaction test. All research projects were approved
by the WSU Animal Care and Ethics Committee (#A11746,
A13298) and were in accordance with the Australian Code of
Practice for the Care and Use of Animals for Scientific Purposes.

Drug preparation and administration

Powdered cannabidiol (CBD: THC Pharm GmbH,
Frankfurt/Main, Germany) was prepared as published
previously (Long et al., 2012), being dissolved in equal
parts of Tween 80 (Sigma-Aldrich Co, St Louis, MO, USA) and
100% ethanol. It was then diluted with 0.9% sodium chloride
to the final concentration (5% ethanol, 5% Tween 80, 90%
saline, final conc. of 0.3% CBD/3 mg/ml). A vehicle control
(VEH) was prepared by mixing all components minus CBD.
VEH and CBD at 30 mg/kg bodyweight were injected daily
intraperitoneally (i.p.); the injection volume was 10 ml (Long
et al., 2012). Treatment started on PND35 (±5 days), where
mice were injected once daily in the afternoon (1200–1500)
for three weeks (see Table 1 for experimental timeline), after
which behavioral testing commenced. Injections continued
while behavioral testing was performed. During the baseline
behavioral testing period, animals were injected after the
relevant tests concluded for the day in order to avoid possible
effects of acute CBD administration. CBD or VEH treatment
ended approximately 24 h before animals were euthanized.
Mice were weighed every four days and dosage of CBD was
adjusted accordingly.

For the THC challenge, THC and VEH (THC Pharm
GmbH, Frankfurt/Main, Germany) were prepared similarly
to CBD preparation and in accordance with previous THC

preparations in our laboratory (Boucher et al., 2007; Long
et al., 2013). An acute dose of 3 mg/kg of THC was injected
intraperitoneally to both VEH and CBD groups 30 minutes
before behavioral testing commenced, at approximately 77 days
(±5 days) of age. As with previous days, CBD was given at the
end of the testing day. The THC dose was based on previous
research in our laboratory (Boucher et al., 2007) as well as pilot
experiments.

Behavioral testing

Behavioral tests were conducted in the first half of the light
phase between 0930 and 1400 in the Behavioral Neuroscience
Facility at WSU. All tests were separated by an inter-test interval
of at least 48 h and equipment and apparatus were cleaned with
80% ethanol between test animals unless specified otherwise.
The testing timeline including treatment is outlined in Figure 1.
Behavioral testing order and duration are outlined in Table 1.

Open field

This test was used to assess locomotion and exploration
behaviors relevant to positive symptom domains in
schizophrenia (Karl et al., 2007; van den Buuse, 2009) and
methods are based on our previous publications (Boucher
et al., 2007; Long et al., 2013; Kreilaus et al., 2019; Chesworth
et al., 2021). Test mice were placed individually into infrared
photobeam controlled test chambers (MED Associates Inc., St
Albans, VT, USA) for 30 min. The test arena (43.2 cm× 43.2 cm)
was divided into a central and peripheral zone [MED software
coordinates for central zone: 3/3, 3/13, 13/3, 13/13 (Karl et al.,
2007)] and time and distance in these zones was measured
(locomotion defined as two infrared beam breaks within
100 ms). The distance ratio (% distance/time in center) and
overall center time were analyzed to assess anxiety-related
behaviors.

Social interaction

This test was used to measure SI behaviors relevant to
negative symptom domains in schizophrenia (Wilson and
Koenig, 2014) and has been published in our laboratory
previously (Long et al., 2012, 2013; Kreilaus et al., 2019; Watt
et al., 2020b). The apparatus consisted of a gray Perspex arena
(35 × 35 × 30 cm). The paradigm was conducted over two
consecutive days. On the first day (habituation) test mice were
placed in the arena alone and allowed to explore the apparatus
freely for 10 min, then were returned to the home cage. On
the following day (test), each test animal was placed into
the arena with an age-matched male A/J conspecific in the
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TABLE 1 Testing timeline and animal numbers: Test order, age (days), and animal numbers per group (n).

Test order Postnatal age (days)

Adolescent CBD Treatment 35–84 (±5 days)

Open field (OF) 56 (±5 days)

Social interaction (SI) 58–59 (±5 days)

Prepulse inhibition (PPI) 60–64 (±5 days)

Fear conditioning (FC) 65–68 (±5 days)

THC challenge (OF, SI, PPI) 77 (±5 days)

Tissue collection 85 (±5 days)

Animal numbers

WT Nrg1 TM HET

VEH (14) CBD (15) VEH (23) CBD (19)

VEH THC VEH THC VEH THC VEH THC

7 7 7 8 11 12 9 10

Treatments included 30 mg/kg cannabidiol (CBD), 3 mg/kg 19-tetrahydrocannabinol (THC), or vehicle (VEH).

FIGURE 1

Treatment and testing schedule for test animals: Wild type-like (WT) and neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET)
mice were treated chronically with either vehicle (VEH) or 30 mg/kg cannabidiol (CBD). Daily treatment commenced on post-natal day (PND)
35 ± 5. Mice commenced behavioral evaluation (starting PND 56 ± 5 days) while CBD treatment continued post-testing. Effects of chronic
adolescent CBD treatment on behavior were evaluated between PND 56–70 ± 5. An acute THC challenge (3 mg/kg or VEH prior to testing) was
administered on PND 77 ± 5 followed by behavioral testing 30 min later. Mice were euthanized one week later, on approximately PND 84.

opposite corner, and mice were allowed to interact freely for
10 min. Frequency of and time spent exerting socio-positive
behaviors sniffing, anogenital sniffing, climbing over/under, and
following were recorded manually using ANY-maze tracking
software (Stoelting, Wood Dale, IL, USA). These behaviors
were combined to produce a total SI frequency/duration score.
Aggressive behaviors of mutant and WT mice were also
examined, however, during the study no aggressive behaviors
such as biting were observed, and therefore were excluded from
analysis.

Prepulse inhibition

This test assessed the acoustic startle response (ASR)
and schizophrenia-relevant sensorimotor gating of animals, as

previously performed in our laboratory (Long et al., 2006,
2010b). The apparatus consisted of Plexiglas mouse enclosures
in startle chambers (SR-Lab, San Diego Instruments, San Diego,
CA, USA). The test was conducted over four consecutive days,
beginning with three days of habituation to the apparatus and
enclosure for 5 min each day with a constant background
noise (70 dB). On the fourth day, the 35-min test trial was
run and included a 5 min acclimatization period with a 70 dB
background noise, followed by 97 trials in a pseudorandomized
order: 5 × 70 dB trials (background); 5 × 100 dB trials;
15 × 120 dB trials (startle) and six sets of prepulse-pulse trials
using either 74, 82, or 86 dB prepulses presented either 32, 64,
128, or 256 ms [variable interstimulus (prepulse-pulse) interval;
ISI] prior to a startle pulse of 120 dB. The intertrial interval
(ITI) between individual PPI trials varied randomly from 10
to 20 s. The startle response to each trial was calculated as the
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mean amplitude detected by the accelerometer. Percentage PPI
(% PPI) was calculated as [(mean startle response (120 dB) –
PPI response)/mean startle response (120 dB)]× 100%. PPI was
averaged across ISI’s to produce a mean %PPI for each prepulse
intensity (Chesworth et al., 2021).

Fear conditioning

This test was used to assess fear-associated learning and
memory, which is relevant to cognitive symptom domains
in schizophrenia, using methods previously published in our
laboratory (Chesworth et al., 2012; Guerra et al., 2021).
The apparatus consisted of a FC chamber with a grid floor
(MED-VFC-USB-M, Med Associates Inc., St Albans, VT, USA)
(29.5 cm × 24.5 cm × 21 cm). FC was run across three days:
day (1) conditioning, day (2) context test, and day (3) cue
test. During conditioning, mice were placed into the apparatus
chamber for 7 min, and after 2 min an 80 dB conditioned
stimulus cue was presented for 30 s, co-terminating with a
2 s 0.4 mA foot shock. The tone-shock pairing was repeated
2 min later and the test ended after another 2 min. During
conditioning, a vanilla scent cue (QueenTM imitation vanilla
essence) was present in the chamber. For the context test (24 h
later), mice were returned to the apparatus for 7 min with the
vanilla scent cue present. For the cue test 24 h later, mice were
returned to the apparatus for 9 min; however, the context of
the apparatus was altered with a tent-shape covering around the
base grid and no vanilla scent present. After 2 min in the cue
test, the tone was played for 5 min, concluding 2 min before the
end of the test.

Time spent freezing was measured using automated
freezing detection software, Video Freeze R© (Med Associates
Inc. – software setting: freezing threshold = 15; detection
method = linear; minimum freezing duration = 30 frames).
Responses to the cue presentation during the cue test were also
analyzed by comparing the percentage of time spent freezing in
the 2 min prior (i.e., no cue presentation) and the 5 min post cue
onset (i.e., during cue presentation).

Acute 19-tetrahydrocannabinol
challenge

Adolescent and adult Nrg1 mutants show altered
susceptibility to THC (Boucher et al., 2007; Long et al.,
2013). Here we examined whether alterations from chronic
adolescent CBD could protect against this genetic susceptibility
behaviorally. The tests chosen mirrored those used to examine
baseline CBD-altered behaviors, however, we did not repeat
the FC task as this would be confounded by prior learning
in the baseline test. Because CBD may be making alterations
to systems that also interact with THC exposure, it was

hypothesized that earlier chronic exposure to CBD might
impact the effects of an acute dose of THC in mutant animals.
Therefore, seven days after the completion of FC, mice
were acutely injected with either 3 mg/kg THC or vehicle
control, and 30 min later, each mouse was placed into the
OF apparatus for 10 min, as described above. Following
OF testing, mice were immediately placed into the SI arena
with an opponent A/J mouse. After completion of the SI
test, mice were placed into the startle chamber apparatus to
assess sensorimotor gating. There was a ∼1 min inter-test
interval between behavioral tests, which was chosen so that
the effects of the THC dose were as consistent as possible
between tests, and because 30–120 min post administration
is the most relevant for measuring a response to acute THC
(Long et al., 2010b). No habituation was required for PPI as
this habituation was completed already 1 week prior to the
THC battery (Chesworth et al., 2021). These experimental
methods are in line with previous studies assessing acute
THC effects in this mouse model (Boucher et al., 2007;
Long et al., 2010a).

Tissue collection and western blot

A 1 week delay between behavioral testing and sacrifice
was chosen as a washout period from acute THC, so as
to not confound effects of CBD with potential alterations
from acute THC. One week after the THC test battery,
mice were anesthetized with isoflurane gas and perfused with
phosphate buffered saline (PBS) transcardially (Watt et al.,
2020c). Brains were removed and divided sagittally. The right
hemisphere was dissected for the hippocampus, prefrontal
cortex, and striatum, which were snap frozen on dry ice
upon removal and stored at –80◦C. Frozen brain regions
(5–20 mg) were homogenized manually with syringes of
decreasing needle diameter (21, 25, 27 G) in 12 volumes of
radioimmunoprecipitation assay buffer [RIPA; sodium chloride
(5 M), Tris-HCl (1 M, pH 8.0), nonidet P-40, sodium
deoxycholate (10%), sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS) (10%),
HaltTM Protease and Phosphatase Inhibitor Single-Use Cocktail
(100X) and 10 µM PMSF]. Homogenates were centrifuged
at 3,750 g for 20 min at 4◦C and the soluble supernatant
was collected. Supernatant was stored at –80◦C until used
in experiments. Protein content of samples was quantified
using Qubit protein assay kit (Life Technologies, Thermofisher
Scientific, Carlsbad, CA, USA).

Glutamatergic and GABAergic dysfunction are established
pathological characteristics in schizophrenia (Guidotti et al.,
2000; Ray et al., 2011; Watt et al., 2020c) and alterations to
these neurotransmitter systems are found in Nrg1 mutants
as well (Stefansson et al., 2002; Newell et al., 2013), including
increased NMDA receptors in the nucelus accumbens (at
14 but not 20 weeks), decreased NMDA receptors in the
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thalamus (at 20 but not 14 weeks), and decreased dopamine
D2 receptor expression in the striatum (at 14 and 20 weeks)
(Newell et al., 2013). The proteins of interest for analysis
in this study were: glutamate decarboxylase 67 (GAD67),
an enzyme that breaks down excitatory neurotransmitter
glutamate into inhibitory neurotransmitter GABA; N-methyl-
D-aspartate (NMDA) receptor subunit 1 (NR1), the obligatory
subunit of the NMDAR; and Alpha-Amino-3-Hydroxy-
5-Methyl-4-Isoxazole Propionic Acid (AMPA) receptor
obligatory subunit (GluA1). GAD67 has been shown to be
decreased in the brains of individuals with schizophrenia
(Guidotti et al., 2000; Ray et al., 2011), and reductions in
NR1 function have been linked with some symptoms of
schizophrenia (Ju and Cui, 2016). GluA1 knockout mice exhibit
behavioral deficits relevant to schizophrenia (Barkus et al., 2012,
2014).

Western blotting was conducted on six samples per
treatment group (CBD × genotype, n = 24) to examine
expression of the following protein markers: GAD67 polyclonal
antibody (1:2, 000, Thermofisher Scientific [PA5-21397]),
AMPA subunit GluA1 [1:10,000, Abcam (ab31232)], NMDAR
subunit NR1 [Abcam (ab17345)], and actin housekeeper 1:1,000
[Sigma-Aldrich (A2066)], using methods previously published
(Osborne et al., 2019a). Goat anti-rabbit IgG HRP-conjugated
secondary antibody [1:10,000, Millipore (AP132P)] and
enhanced chemiluminescence was used to detect signals. Signals
were quantified using image J software. Data were normalized
to actin levels and samples were averaged across duplicates
before being analyzed statistically for group differences.

Statistical analysis

Data for behavioral and molecular analyses were analyzed
using two-way or three-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) to
investigate main effects and interactions between experimental
factors ‘genotype,’ ‘CBD,’ and ‘THC’. Three-way or four-
way repeated measures (RM) ANOVAs were used where
the within factor was ‘time,’ ‘cue,’ prepulse,’ ‘1-min block,’
or ‘block,’ with the between factors ‘genotype,’ ‘THC,’ and
‘CBD.’ Where interactions were detected, ANOVAs were split
by corresponding factor and further ANOVA conducted, as
published previously (Long et al., 2012; Cheng et al., 2014).
Group differences were regarded as significant if p < 0.05,
and trends were regarded as p = 0.05 – 0.06. F-values and
degrees of freedom are presented for all ANOVAs and data
are shown as means ± standard error of means (SEM).
Data normality was assumed as test protocols, facilities,
and inbred strains were highly standardized (see methods).
These statistical methods have been widely published in
our laboratory (Cheng et al., 2014a,b; Coles et al., 2020;
Kreilaus et al., 2020; Watt et al., 2020a). Statistical analyses
were conducted using SPSS 27 for Mac and GraphPad Prism
8 for Mac.

Results

Locomotion, exploration, and anxiety
in the open field

There was a main effect of ‘genotype’ for total distance in
the OF [two-way ANOVA: ‘genotype’: F(1,68) = 6.7; p = 0.01;
Figure 2A], whereby Nrg1 TM HET animals exhibited increased
locomotion. Although center entries were higher in Nrg1
mutant mice [F(1,68) = 8.0; p = 0.006; Figure 2B], there was
no change to other anxiety-like behavior in Nrg1 mutants [no
‘genotype’ effect for distance ratio, F(1,68) = 2.6; p = 0.10;
Figure 2C; or center time, F(1,68) = 3.3; p = 0.07; Figure 2D].
Nrg1 genotype did not affect small motor movements [‘genotype’
F(1,68) = 3.6; p = 0.063; Figure 2E] or rearing frequency
[F(1,68) = 0.1; p = 0.30; Figure 2F].

There was a main effect of ‘CBD’ where CBD increased total
distance traveled across both genotypes [F(1,68) = 5.07; p = 0.03;
Figure 2A]. There were no ‘CBD’ × ‘genotype’ interactions for
any behavior (all p’s > 0.05).

Social behaviors

No ‘genotype’ two-way ANOVA main effects were detected
for total SI time or frequency, or the duration or frequency
of individual socio-positive behaviors (Table 2, all p’s > 0.05).
There was no significant main effect of ‘CBD’ on total SI time
[F(1,68) = 3.6; p = 0.067; Figure 3A] or total SI frequency
[F(1,68) = 1.2; p = 0.30; Figure 3B]. Furthermore, nosing
time [F(1,68) = 3.4; p = 0.07; Table 2], climbing on/over time
[F(1,68) = 3.2; p = 0.076; Table 2], and climbing on/over
frequency [F(1,68) = 3.5; p = 0.07; Table 2] were also
unaffected by chronic CBD. Finally, there were no interactions
between ‘genotype’ and ‘CBD’ for socio-positive behaviors (all
p’s > 0.05).

Prepulse inhibition

Nrg1 TM HET animals had significantly higher %PPI across
prepulse intensities compared to WT controls [F(1,68) = 8.5;
p = 0.005; Figure 4C], but this was unaffected by CBD
(p > 0.05). Three-way RM ANOVA revealed that neither
‘genotype’ [F(3,68) = 1.9; p = 0.40; Figure 4A] nor CBD
treatment [F(1,68) = 3.6; p = 0.063; Figure 4A] had an
overall effect on average startle across startle intensities.
Furthermore, no interactions between ‘genotype,’ ‘CBD,’ or
‘startle pulse intensity’ were present (all p’s > 0.05). As
expected, higher startle pulse intensities elicited greater startle
response [three-way RM ANOVA for ‘startle pulse intensity’:
F(2,136) = 496.9; p < 0.0001; Figure 4A]. Startle habituation
was present in all animals regardless of ‘genotype’ or ‘CBD’
[three-way RM ANOVA for ‘block’: F(2,136) = 25.2; p < 0.0001;
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FIGURE 2

(A–F) Open field (OF) – locomotion, exploration, anxiety, and small motor movements after adolescent CBD treatment: Data expressed as
mean ± SEM for either wild type-like (WT) or neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) males treated with vehicle
(VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD) in adolescence. (A) Distance traveled [cm]; (B) center entries frequency [n]; (C) distance ratio [%]; (D) center time [s];
(E) small motor movement frequency [n]; and (F) rearing frequency [n]. Significant two-way ANOVA main effects of CBD are indicated by
#p < 0.05, and main effects of genotype are shown as *p < 0.05 and **p < 0.01.

Figure 4B – no interactions with ‘genotype’ and/or ‘CBD’: all
p’s > 0.05].

As expected, %PPI increased with increasing prepulse
intensities [three-way RM ANOVA for ‘prepulse’:
F(2,136) = 501.7; p < 0.0001; Figure 4C].

Fear conditioning

Conditioning: Freezing at baseline in the first two minutes
of conditioning was unaffected by ‘genotype’ [F(1,68) = 0.6;

p = 0.40] or ‘CBD’ treatment [F(1,68) = 0.9; p = 0.30]. Freezing
during the full 7-min conditioning session increased across 1-
min blocks [three-way RM ANOVA for ‘time’: F(6,408) = 71.9;
p < 0.0001] and Nrg1 TM HET mice froze less than WT
mice [‘genotype’ F(1,68) = 4.13; p = 0.05; Figure 5A]; this
was not altered by CBD treatment (no ‘CBD’ main effect or
interactions, all p’s > 0.05). An overall ‘time’ × ‘genotype’
interaction was detected [F(6,408) = 4.18; p = 0.0004] but when
split by ‘genotype,’ both Nrg1 TM HET animals [F(6,246) = 33.9;
p < 0.0001] and WT animals [F(6,162) = 34.1; p < 0.0001]
increased freezing across the conditioning period.
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TABLE 2 Socio-positive behaviors after adolescent CBD treatment:
Duration [s] and frequency [n] of nosing, anogenital sniffing, climbing
on/over, and following the A/J mouse in the social interaction (SI) test.

Genotype WT Nrg1 TM HET

Chronic
treatment

VEH CBD VEH CBD

Nosing [s] 84.7± 5.6 77.9± 4.7 79.6± 3.8 71.2± 2.7

Anogenital
sniffing [s]

30.2± 4 27.2± 2.8 30.3± 2.6 26.8± 2

Climbing
On/Over [s]

15.1± 3 12± 2.1 13.3± 1.7 9.3± 0.9

Following [s] 4.7± 1.3 3.3± 0.9 4.3± 0.9 5.2± 0.9

Nosing [n] 87.6± 5.8 86.7± 5.3 91.3± 4 85.1± 3.2

Anogenital
sniffing [n]

29.8± 3.1 29± 2.3 32± 2.1 30.8± 1.6

Climbing
On/Over [n]

17.1± 3 14.5± 2.3 16.2± 1.6 11.6± 1

Following [n] 7.6± 2.2 5.2± 1.3 6.9± 1.2 7.2± 1

Data expressed as mean± SEM for wild type-like (WT) and neuregulin 1 transmembrane
domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) mice treated during adolescence with either
vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD).

Context test
Three-way RM ANOVA revealed a main effect of ‘genotype’

for freezing in the context test, with overall freezing being
reduced in Nrg1 TM HET animals compared to WTs
[F(1,68) = 9.8; p = 0.003; Figure 5B]. No interactions with
‘time’ or ‘CBD’ were evident (all p’s > 0.05), suggesting
that reduced freezing in Nrg1 mutants was apparent
throughout the context test and was unaffected by CBD
treatment.

Cue test
Freezing behavior changed across the course of the test

[‘time’ F(8,536) = 66.2; p < 0.0001] and again, Nrg1 TM
HET animals froze less overall than their WT counterparts
[‘genotype’ F(1,67) = 7.9; p = 0.006; Figure 5C]. There were
no interactions between ‘time’ and ‘CBD’ or ‘genotype,’ and

no main effects of ‘CBD’ (all p’s > 0.05). Comparing average
freezing before cue presentation with during cue presentation,
all mice displayed increased freezing to the cue [three-way
RM ANOVA for ‘cue’: F(1,67) = 263.1; p < 0.0001] regardless
of treatment condition or genotype (i.e., no interactions
with ‘cue’: all p’s > 0.05; Figure 5D). When freezing was
analyzed during the cue presentation only, we detected
reduced freezing in Nrg1 mutant animals [two-way ANOVA
main effect of ‘genotype’: F(1,67) = 7; p = 0.01; data not
shown].

To check that all mice formed an association between
the tone, context and shock, freezing in the first 2 min was
compared across the three experimental days. Freezing in
the first 2 min of the context and cue tests was significantly
higher than during the first 2 min of conditioning [three-
way RM ANOVA for ‘days’: F(2,136) = 30.3; p < 0.0001;
Figure 5E]. This indicates all mice remembered the
tone-context-shock association (no ‘genotype’ or ‘CBD’
effects or interactions with ‘days’ were present; all
p’s > 0.05).

Locomotion, exploration, and anxiety
after acute 19-tetrahydrocannabinol

Hyperactivity in the OF in Nrg1 mutants was not present
in this test. There were no effects of acute THC, or CBD
or genotype on total distance traveled in the OF (three-
way ANOVA main effects ‘THC,’ ‘genotype’ and ‘CBD’; all
p’s > 0.05, no interactions; Figure 6A). THC significantly
decreased small motor movement frequency [F(1,64) = 50.5;
p < 0.0001; Figure 6B] and rearing frequency [F(1,64) = 43.4;
p < 0.0001; Figure 6C] across groups; however, effects of acute
THC challenge did not vary with chronic CBD treatment or
Nrg1 genotype (no interactions: all p’s > 0.05). Acute THC also
decreased distance ratio [F(1,64) = 5.8; p < 0.0001; Figure 6D]
and time spent in the center of the OF compared to VEH
controls [F(1,64) = 4.9; p = 0.03; Figure 6E]. There were

FIGURE 3

(A,B) Social interaction (SI) after adolescent CBD treatment: Total interaction time [s] and frequency [n] expressed as mean ± SEM for either wild
type-like (WT) or neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) mice treated during adolescence with either vehicle (VEH)
or cannabidiol (CBD); (A) total social interaction time [s]; (B) total social interaction frequency [n].
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FIGURE 4

(A–C) Acoustic startle response and prepulse inhibition (PPI)
after adolescent CBD treatment: (A) average startle [ASR], (B)
average first and last five startle responses (startle habituation),
and (C) percentage PPI (% PPI) across a 74, 82, and 86 dB
prepulse intensities, expressed as mean ± SEM for wild type-like
(WT) and neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous
(Nrg1 TM HET) mice treated with adolescent vehicle (VEH) or
cannabidiol (CBD). Main effects of ‘genotype’ indicated by **
p < 0.01.

no main effects of ‘genotype’ or ‘CBD’ and no significant
interactions for any other parameters measured in the OF (all
p’s > 0.05).

Social behaviors after acute
19-tetrahydrocannabinol

Acute low dose THC increased total SI time [F(1,64) = 8.3;
p = 0.005; Figure 7A], as did chronic CBD treatment
[F(1,64) = 4.5; p = 0.04; Figure 7A; no interactions]. Total
SI frequency also tended to be increased by CBD treatment
[F(1,64) = 3.8; p = 0.054]. There were no interactions between
any factors (all p’s > 0.05; Figure 7B).

Analyzing individual SI behaviors, THC increased nosing
time [F(1,64) = 7.6; p = 0.007; Table 3], but no significant
effects of ‘CBD’ or ‘genotype’ and no interactions were present
for nosing time or nosing frequency (all p’s > 0.05). THC
did not affect duration or frequency of anogenital sniffing (all
p’s > 0.05; Table 3) whereas CBD increased anogenital sniffing
frequency [F(1,64) = 6.2; p = 0.01; Table 3]. Interestingly, an
interaction between ‘THC’ and ‘genotype’ was also evident for
anogenital sniffing frequency [F(1,64) = 5.3; p = 0.02; Figure 7C].
When split by ‘THC,’ an effect of ‘genotype’ was only found
in VEH-treated animals [F(1,34) = 7.4; p = 0.01] but not
THC-treated animals [F(1,36) = 0.2; p = 0.70], indicating that
Nrg1 TM HET VEH animals showed less anogenital sniffing
than WT VEH mice, but not after THC challenge. When
split by ‘genotype,’ an effect of ‘THC’ was found in Nrg1 TM
HET animals [F(1,43) = 5.5; p = 0.02] but not WT animals
[F(1,29) = 1.2; p = 0.30], demonstrating increased anogenital
sniffing in Nrg1 TM HET mice following THC exposure, and
confirming that mutant mice appear to be more susceptible
some THC behavioral effects. These findings were unaffected
by CBD treatment (all p’s > 0.05 for interactions with CBD).
Nrg1 TM HET animals also spent less time engaged in anogenital
sniffing [F(1,64) = 4.0; p = 0.049; Table 3] regardless of CBD
treatment condition (all p’s > 0.05).

19-tetrahydrocannabinol challenge increased climbing
on/over [time spent: F(1,64) = 4.7; p = 0.03 – trend for
frequency: F(1,64) = 3.9; p = 0.051; Table 3 and Figure 7D] and
a ‘THC’ by ‘genotype’ interaction was also evident [frequency:
F(1,64) = 5.5; p = 0.02; Table 3]. When split by ‘THC,’ only Nrg1
mice of the VEH group showed a reduced climbing on/over
frequency [F(1,34) = 4.4; p = 0.04] but not the THC-treated
group [F(1,36) = 4.6; p = 0.40]. When split by ‘genotype’ instead,
acute THC challenge increased this behavior in Nrg1 TM HET
animals only [F(1,43) = 12; p = 0.001] but not WT animals
[F(1,29) = 0.05; p = 0.80], again suggesting that Nrg1 mutant
mice are more susceptible to some of the behavioral effects of
THC. CBD treatment also increased the time spent climbing
on/over [F(1,64) = 5.09; p = 0.03; Table 3] but had no other
effects.

Finally, neither THC challenge, nor Nrg1 genotype or
adolescent CBD affected following behavior (all p’s > 0.05, no
interactions, Table 3).

Prepulse inhibition after acute
19-tetrahydrocannabinol

Acoustic startle increased with higher startle pulse
intensities [four-way RM ANOVA for ‘startle pulse intensity’:
F(2,128) = 364.6; p ≤ 0.0001; Figure 8A]. There was also a
trend for ‘THC’ to decrease the startle response compared to
VEH-treated animals [F(1,64) = 3.7; p = 0.058; Figure 8A; no
interactions with ‘CBD’ or ‘genotype’ and no other main effects].
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FIGURE 5

(A–E) Time spent freezing in fear conditioning (FC) after adolescent CBD treatment: Duration [s] of freezing expressed as mean ± SEM for either
wild type-like (WT) or neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) mice treated with vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD)
in adolescence. (A) Freezing time across conditioning; (B) freezing time across context test; (C) freezing time across cue test; (D) average
baseline freezing vs. during the cue; and (E) baseline freezing across test days. Genotype main effects indicated by * p < 0.05 and ** p < 0.01.

All animals habituated to the startle stimulus [‘startle block’:
F(2,128) = 37.1; p < 0.0001; Figure 8B]. An interaction between
‘startle block,’ ‘genotype,’ ‘CBD,’ and ‘THC’ [F(2,128) = 7.3;
p = 0.003] was also present. To further investigate this, data
were split by all between factors (‘genotype,’ ‘CBD,’ and ‘THC’)
to investigate the RM effect of ‘startle block’ in each individual
group. While every other group habituated (all p’s < 0.05),
Nrg1 TM HET mice treated with chronic CBD and then acutely
challenged with THC exhibited no significant RM effect of
‘startle block’ [F(2,16) = 1.1; p = 0.30] suggesting habituation was
impaired in these mice (Figure 8B).

%PPI increased with increasing prepulse intensities [four-
way RM ANOVA for ‘prepulse’: F(2,64) = 371.7; p ≤ 0.0001;
Figure 8C]. No main effects of ‘THC,’ ‘genotype,’ or ‘CBD’ were
found for %PPI (all p’s > 0.05) but there was an interaction
between ‘prepulse’ and ‘THC’ [F(2,64) = 3.1; p = 0.049].
However, when split by ‘THC’ no further main effects or
interactions were present (all p’s > 0.05), and both THC-treated
[‘prepulse’: F(2,66) = 208.7; p < 0.0001] and VEH-treated
groups [‘prepulse’: F(2,62) = 165.7; p < 0.0001] showed
increasing PPI with higher prepulse intensities.

Western blotting

A two-way ANOVA revealed a main effect of ‘CBD’ but
not ‘genotype’ (p > 0.05), whereby CBD treatment increased

GluA1 protein levels in the hippocampus [F(1,20) = 4.7;
p = 0.04]. A significant ‘genotype’ × ‘CBD’ interaction was
also observed [F(1,20) = 4.7; p = 0.04; Figure 9A]. Indeed,
when split by genotype, hippocampal GluA1 expression was
significantly increased by CBD treatment in Nrg1 mutants
compared to VEH-treated mutant mice [F(1,12) = 7.9; p = 0.02;
Figure 9A]; however, this increase was not found in WT mice
[F(1,12) = 0.0001; p = 0.99]. When split by CBD, no genotype
effects were observed (all p’s > 0.05).

No main effects of ‘genotype’ or ‘CBD’ were evident
for hippocampal GAD67 levels (all p’s > 0.05). However, a
‘genotype’ × ‘CBD’ interaction was present [F(1,20) = 8.03;
p = 0.01; Figure 9B], which when split by ‘CBD’ showed
increased GAD67 in Nrg1 VEH compared to WT VEH mice
[F(1,12) = 8.4; p = 0.02]. When split by ‘genotype,’ CBD
treatment decreased GAD67 in Nrg1 TM HET males (vs. Nrg1
VEH), but not WT mice [F(1,12) = 9.7; p = 0.01].

NR1 protein levels were unchanged by genotype or CBD
treatment in the hippocampus (all p’s < 0.05; Figure 9C).

In the striatum, GluA1 was higher in Nrg1 mutants
compared to WT animals regardless of CBD treatment
[‘genotype’ main effect: F(1,20) = 7.6; p = 0.01; Figure 9D]. CBD
treatment did not affect GluA1 and there was no interaction with
Nrg1 genotype (all p’s < 0.05).

GAD67 and NR1 protein levels in the striatum were
unaltered by either genotype or treatment, with no interaction
(all p’s < 0.05; Figures 9E,F).
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FIGURE 6

(A–E) Open field (OF) – locomotion, exploration, and small motor movements after chronic CBD treatment and acute THC challenge: Data
expressed as mean ± SEM for either wild type-like (WT) or neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) mice treated with
vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD). Mice were acutely challenged with vehicle or 19-tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) 30 min prior to testing.
(A) Distance traveled [cm]; (B) small motor movement frequency [n]; (C) rearing frequency [n]; (D) distance ratio; (E) center time [s]. Significant
three-way ANOVA main effects of ‘THC’ are shown as ∧p < 0.05 and ∧∧∧p < 0.001.

In the PFC, there was no impact of ‘CBD’ or ‘genotype’
and no interactions for any proteins investigated (all p’s < 0.05;
Figures 9G–I).

Discussion

Here we found that, overall, CBD did not reverse
schizophrenia-relevant behaviors in Nrg1 mutant mice. CBD

increased locomotion at baseline and increased social behaviors
under THC in all mice without affecting SI at baseline.
Acute THC increased anxiety-like behavior and decreased
exploration and fine motor movements in the OF, and increased
social behaviors. CBD and THC combined impaired startle
habituation specifically in Nrg1 mutants. CBD affected some
glutamatergic and GABAergic markers in Nrg1 mice, where
CBD increased GluA1 and decreased GAD67 levels in Nrg1
mutant mice but not in WT controls.
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FIGURE 7

(A–D) Social interaction (SI) after chronic CBD treatment and acute THC challenge: Total interaction time [s] and frequency [n] expressed as
mean ± SEM for either wild type-like (WT) or neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) mice treated with vehicle (VEH)
or cannabidiol (CBD), then later vehicle or 19-tetrahydrocannabinol (THC). (A) Total interaction time [s]; (B) total interaction frequency [n]; (C)
anogenital sniffing frequency [n]; and (D) climbing on/over frequency [n]. Significant effects of ‘CBD’ are indicated by # p < 0.05, and significant
effects of ‘THC’ are indicated by ^^p < 0.01. Significant interactions between factors are indicated by +p < 0.05.

TABLE 3 Socio-positive behaviors after chronic CBD treatment and acute THC challenge: Duration [s] and frequency (fq) [n] of nosing, anogenital
sniffing, climbing on/over, and following the A/J mouse in the social interaction (SI) test following acute THC exposure.

Genotype WT Nrg1 TM HET

Chronic treatment VEH CBD VEH CBD

THC challenge VEH THC VEH THC VEH THC VEH THC

Nosing [s]ˆˆ 68.9± 8.5 90.4± 27.4 85.8± 10.6 95.4± 13.8 59.3± 5.15 73.4± 10.7 59.2± 5.2 107.3± 8.9

Anogenital Sniffing [s]* 20.9± 5.9 17.5± 5.9 28± 6.7 33.7± 4.2 15.5± 2.6 21.6± 4.7 13.6± 2.3 24.1± 3.6

Climbing On/Over [s]ˆ# 7.9± 1.4 8.23± 3 13.3± 3.8 16.1± 5.6 7.7± 1.5 10.8± 2.1 6.2± 1.34 20.2± 5.4

Following [s] 3.2± 1.5 4.61± 3.3 3.9± 1.2 7.4± 1.9 3.1± 1.4 3.1± 1.7 1.5± 0.6 2.2± 1.3

Nosing [n] 77.8± 7.5 75.3± 14.1 88.8± 10.7 84± 6.9 68.4± 5.7 76.5± 8.6 71.5± 4.5 91± 5.3

Anogenital Sniffing [n] +## 22.8± 4.5 15.1± 3.7 27.8± 6.3 26.2± 1.3 15.6± 2.3 21.8± 3.7 15.3± 1.9* 22.1± 1.3

Climbing On/Over [n] + 9± 1.9 7.85± 2.3 13.6± 3.1 13.5± 3.2 7.4± 1.2 11.5± 2 7.6± 1.2** 18.3± 3.6

Following [n] 4± 1.7 5.1± 3.7 6± 1.7 8.4± 1.7 4.2± 1.8 3.7± 1.5 2.1± 0.6 2.5± 1.1

Data expressed as mean ± SEM for wild type-like (WT) and neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) mice treated with vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD)
then later vehicle or 19-tetrahydrocannabinol (THC). Main effects are indicated with: ‘genotype’ *p < 0.05; ‘CBD’ #p < 0.05, ##p < 0.01; and ‘THC’ ˆp < 0.05, ˆˆp < 0.01. Interactions
between ‘THC’ and ‘genotype’ were found for anogenital sniffing [+p = 0.02] and climbing on/over [+p = 0.02] frequency. Split by effects of ‘genotype’ within these interactions are indicated
with * p < 0.05 and ** p < 0.01.

Cannabidiol did not reduce the expression of schizophrenia-
relevant behaviors in Nrg1 TM HET mice. Nrg1 mice showed
schizophrenia-relevant behaviors including hyperlocomotion,
some reduced social behaviors, and impaired fear-associated
memory recall (reported previously in Karl et al., 2007;
Duffy et al., 2010), but this was unaffected by chronic
adolescent CBD treatment. Contrary to our findings,
previous work shows chronic adolescent CBD prevented
poly I:C-induced cognitive deficits and social withdrawal

in rats and mice (Osborne et al., 2017, 2019a; da Silva
et al., 2020). Differences between these studies and ours
include the model system used, i.e., gene mutation versus
neonatal poly I:C administration, which may impact
the effectiveness of CBD as a treatment candidate. For
example, CBD is anti-inflammatory (Burstein, 2015) and
in poly I:C rats, there can be significant and sustained
neuroinflammation in adult offspring (Ding et al., 2019),
whereas neuroinflammation is less pronounced in Nrg1
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FIGURE 8

(A–C) Acoustic startle response and prepulse inhibition (PPI) after chronic CBD treatment and acute THC challenge: (A) average startle [ASR], (B)
average first and last five startle responses (startle habituation), and (C) percentage PPI (% PPI) using 74, 82, and 86 dB prepulses expressed as
mean ± SEM for either wild type-like (WT) or neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) mice treated with vehicle (VEH)
or cannabidiol (CBD), then later vehicle or 19-tetrahydrocannabinol (THC). RM effects showed animals startled more at a higher pulse, had
higher PPI at a higher pulse, and habituated through the test to startle pulses (p’s < 0.001).

TM HET mice, with only small changes to serum cytokine
levels are evident in adult Nrg1 male mutants (Desbonnet
et al., 2012, 2017). Thus, CBD may be effective in model
systems and individuals with schizophrenia with high
levels of neuroinflammation (Fillman et al., 2013, 2016;
North et al., 2021), but may be less effective when
schizophrenia-induced behaviors are less dependent on
neuroinflammation.

The current study did not find social deficits present in
adolescence in male Nrg1 mutant animals in baseline testing.

While this is the case, social deficits were present some weeks
later under acute THC treatment, suggesting deficits of social
behavior may develop later in this model, after the adolescent
period. This is supported by a previous treatment study that did
not find social deficits in male adolescent Nrg1 mutants (Long
et al., 2013).

Cannabinoids such as THC and CBD have differential
effects on Nrg1 mutants during adolescence and adulthood
(Arnold et al., 2007; Boucher et al., 2007; Long et al., 2013), and
while chronic CBD has been assessed previously in adult male
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FIGURE 9

(A–I) Glutamatergic and GABA-related protein levels in the hippocampus (A–C), striatum (D–F), and prefrontal cortex (PFC) (G–I): Glutamate
AMPA receptor subunit GluA1, glutamate decarboxylase 67 (GAD67), and NMDAR1 subunit NR1 protein levels expressed as mean ± SEM for
either wild type-like (WT) or neuregulin 1 transmembrane domain heterozygous (Nrg1 TM HET) mice treated with vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol
(CBD). Split comparisons indicated with ‘genotype’ split effect ∗p < 0.05, and ‘treatment’ split effect #p < 0.05. Main ‘treatment’ effect in (D)
indicated with #p < 0.05. Western blotting bands are in order of the groups represented in the graphs. Bands in the hippocampus have been
assembled post-experiment in this order as were run in reverse order, however were not altered otherwise.

mutants (Long et al., 2012), it is not known whether chronic
CBD in adolescence could be different. Due to its key role
in neurodevelopment, adolescence may provide a window for
utilizing CBD’s protective effects as a preventative. Adolescent
CBD induced a mild hyperlocomotive phenotype in the first
OF test in all animals, regardless of genotype. This is the first
investigation of chronic adolescent CBD on locomotor activity.
Interestingly, our findings contrast with data from chronic CBD
in adult animals, where CBD did not induce hyperlocomotion
itself (Moreira and Guimarães, 2005; Long et al., 2010b, 2012;

Gururajan et al., 2012) or even reduced locomotion in adult
C57BL/6 mice (Schleicher et al., 2019). It is possible that this
effect of CBD is only relevant to adolescent CBD exposure
as we did not detect increased locomotor activity in CBD-
treated mice under acute THC which was conducted in later
adolescence, suggesting pro-locomotor effects of CBD may be
highly age-dependent.

CBD had different effects on social behavior depending on
treatment duration: CBD increased social behaviors in both
genotypes but only when given longer-term (i.e., 6 weeks
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versus 3 weeks). This is the first time CBD has been found
to increase social behaviors in control animals. Previous work
found similar effects only in rodent models of schizophrenia
and Dravet syndrome (Long et al., 2012; Osborne et al.,
2017; Patra et al., 2020), and one study actually reported
adolescent CBD decreasing social behaviors in control female
rats (Osborne et al., 2019a). It is possible that CBD treatment
takes longer than three weeks to improve social behaviors
in control animals, and this may be due to sensitization
of the serotonergic effects of CBD. There is evidence for
sensitization of the serotonergic system with chronic CBD,
as chronic, but not acute CBD increases serotonin release
in the ventromedial PFC (Linge et al., 2016). Importantly,
prosocial behavior is associated with higher serotonin levels
(Dölen et al., 2013), and brain regions including the PFC
mediate social behaviors (Ko, 2017). CBD is a 5-HT1A
agonist and prosocial effects of CBD can be mediated by 5-
HT1A receptors (Hartmann et al., 2019). Thus, it is possible
that prosocial effects of chronic CBD may be due to a
sensitized serotonergic response (e.g., increased serotonin
release, potential upregulation of 5-HT1A receptor expression)
which only occurs after extended CBD administration. As this
was the first study to investigate how > 3 weeks of CBD
treatment affects social behavior, future studies should consider
how extended CBD treatment durations can affect prosocial
behaviors.

Our study is the first to determine that adolescent CBD
does not affect sensorimotor gating in Nrg1 TM HET mice.
Effects of CBD in adult animals appear dependent on treatment
duration, as acute CBD robustly reverses PPI deficits of mice
after acute MK-801 or amphetamine challenge (Long et al.,
2006; Pedrazzi et al., 2015, 2021), but chronic CBD is less
effective and only reverses PPI deficits at one prepulse intensity
in a chronic MK-801 mouse model (Gomes et al., 2015).
Interestingly, PPI was elevated in Nrg1 mutant mice in the
first PPI test (i.e., baseline), but not the second PPI test (i.e.,
during the THC battery). This is opposite to previous findings
of reduced PPI in Nrg1 TM HET male mice (Stefansson
et al., 2002; Boucher et al., 2007, 2011; Desbonnet et al., 2012;
Long et al., 2013) but some studies have reported elevated
PPI in adult Nrg1 TM HET male (Karl et al., 2011) and
female mice (Long et al., 2010a) in the past. This phenotype
variability is in line with earlier (van den Buuse et al., 2009;
Karl et al., 2011) and late adolescence (Long et al., 2013), and
PPI deficits can disappear with repeated testing (Boucher et al.,
2011).

Long-term oral CBD treatment reduced freezing in the cue
test of all females regardless of genotype. While it is well-
established that acute systemic CBD can impair fear memory
consolidation (Stern et al., 2018; Shallcross et al., 2019; Han et al.,
2022), including in female mice (Montoya et al., 2020), effects of
chronic CBD on fear memory have had limited investigation and
chronic CBD does not appear to affect fear memory acquisition

(Cheng et al., 2014,c). Considering CBD-induced differences
in freezing were very limited in this study, future research
should consider evaluating the effects of long-term CBD on fear
learning in more detail.

We replicated sedative and anxiogenic-like effects of THC
in the OF, and increased sensitivity to acute THC in Nrg1
TM HET mice. In the OF, acute THC increased anxiety-
like behavior and decreased exploration across genotypes
and treatment groups, similar to previous work (Schramm-
Sapyta et al., 2007; Long et al., 2010b; Schreiber et al.,
2019). Importantly, we extend prior research to demonstrate
that anxiogenic and exploration-inhibiting effects of THC
can be found at lower doses than previously reported i.e.,
3 mg/kg (Long et al., 2010b). Interestingly, THC increased
social behavior overall, where higher doses, e.g., 5 mg/kg have
been shown to decrease social behavior (Arnold et al., 2007),
and this effect was more pronounced in Nrg1 mutants, similar
to our previous findings of increased THC susceptibility of
Nrg1 mutant mice (Boucher et al., 2007). While acute THC
increasing social behaviors does not reflect clinical research
(Haney et al., 1999), adolescent Nrg1 mutants have been shown
to be protected against a reduction in social behaviors caused
by chronic 10 mg/kg THC where WT mice were not (Long
et al., 2013). It is possible that a lower acute dose of THC
may increase social behaviors selectively in Nrg1 mutants.
Acute THC increasing social behaviors is however a novel
finding, and requires replication and further investigation to
understand the mechanisms driving this finding (e.g., if it
is related to anxiety-like behavior), as one recent study has
found a low dose (3.2 and 6.4 mg/kg) of THC can decrease
anxiety measures in the elevated plus maze (Liu et al., 2022).
Certainly, an increase in SI has been linked to decreased
anxiety in previous work (File and Hyde, 1978), and this could
be the mechanism by which this is occurring in the current
study.

Few changes in THC sensitivity by chronic CBD were
found in this study. Indeed, the only change detected was
impaired startle habituation in Nrg1 mutants treated with
both CBD and THC. We found increased hippocampal GluA1
levels in Nrg1 mutants following adolescent CBD, suggesting
increased hippocampal excitability. Intra-hippocampal NMDA
receptor antagonist infusions disrupt PPI in rats (Shoemaker
et al., 2005), and GluA1 receptors are necessary for short-
term habituation to recently experienced stimuli (Sanderson
et al., 2010; Sanderson and Bannerman, 2012), such as a
startle pulse, suggesting a role for hippocampal glutamatergic
receptors, and possibly GluA1 receptors in regulating startle
habituation. As we did not see CBD-induced changes to
startle or PPI in Nrg1 TM HET mice, it is possible that
CBD had subthreshold effects on sensorimotor gating, and
a combination of CBD and THC was needed to exacerbate
glutamatergic receptor imbalance in Nrg1 TM HET mice
thereby impairing startle habituation. Indeed, in cannabis
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users, the combination of acute THC and CBD reduces
mismatch negativity (an endophenotype for schizophrenia)
more than acute CBD or THC alone (Greenwood et al., 2022).
Considering THC can increase hippocampal GluA1 receptor
levels in rats (Rubino et al., 2015; Zamberletti et al., 2016),
it is possible THC could have exacerbated effects of CBD on
startle habituation in Nrg1 TM HET mice, via a GluA1-based
mechanism.

We found increased hippocampal GAD67 levels in VEH-
treated Nrg1 mutant mice compared to VEH WTs, which
were decreased by chronic CBD treatment. In other studies,
decreased PFC and hippocampal GAD67 protein and mRNA
has been reported in individuals with schizophrenia (Akbarian
and Huang, 2006). However, the Nrg1 TM mouse model
has been proposed as a gain of function model (Long
et al., 2015), thus elevated Nrg1 protein levels may increase
GAD67 protein levels. Indeed, acute Nrg1 treatment has been
found to increase GAD67 protein levels in a ketamine rat
model of schizophrenia (Wang et al., 2014). Furthermore,
recent work has shown that reduced hippocampal GAD67
binding of male poly I:C offspring can be normalized to
control levels by chronic adolescent CBD (Osborne et al.,
2019b) and CBD increased hippocampal GAD67 in both
control and poly I:C female offspring (Osborne et al.,
2019a).

In summary, this study suggests chronic adolescent CBD
does not limit the development of schizophrenia-relevant
behaviors in a Nrg1 mouse model in young adulthood, and may
therefore not be a potent preventative therapeutic candidate
for patients harboring this mutation. Nonetheless, an increase
in social behaviors after chronic adolescent CBD does suggest
some therapeutic potential, perhaps for the treatment of social
withdrawal. Future research should expand on our findings
and consider also testing female mice and other CBD dosing
regimes. Other genetic schizophrenia model systems should
be considered also as CBD continues to show promise as
an intervention for schizophrenia-relevant behaviors in other
preclinical model systems (Osborne et al., 2017, 2019a; da Silva
et al., 2020).

Data availability statement

The original contributions presented in this study are
included in the article/supplementary material, further inquiries
can be directed to the corresponding authors.

Ethics statement

This animal study was reviewed and approved by the
Western Sydney University Animal Care and Ethics Committee
(ARA: A13298 and A11746).

Author contributions

GV, RC, KW-G, CSW, and TK designed the research.
GV, SB, and RC performed the experiments. GV and
RC wrote the manuscript. TK, CSW, and KW-G
funded the research. All authors reviewed the manuscript
prior to submission.

Funding

GV was supported by Australian Rotary Health and Western
Sydney University (co-funded partnership scholarship). GV
and KW-G were supported by the Schizophrenia Research
Group Seed and Water Funding Scheme. KW-G was also
supported by the Rebecca Cooper Medical Research Foundation
(Brain Sciences: Psychiatry and Neurology Project Grant,
PG2019438). TK was supported by a National Health and
Medical Research Council (NHMRC) dementia research
team initiative (#1095215) and two NHMRC project grants
(#1102012 and #1141789). RC and TK were supported
by the Ainsworth Medical Research Innovation Fund and
the Rebecca Cooper Medical Research Foundation (Project
Grant: PG2020883).

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank the animal care takers at our
breeding and holding facilities at ABR and WSU for taking
care of our mice as well as Jerry Tanda for critical comments
on the manuscript.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted
in the absence of any commercial or financial
relationships that could be construed as a potential
conflict of interest.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the
authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated
organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the
reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or
claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed
or endorsed by the publisher.

Frontiers in Cellular Neuroscience 16 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2022.1010478
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cellular-neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/


fncel-16-1010478 October 28, 2022 Time: 14:55 # 17

Visini et al. 10.3389/fncel.2022.1010478

References

Akbarian, S., and Huang, H.-S. (2006). Molecular and cellular mechanisms of
altered GAD1/GAD67 expression in schizophrenia and related disorders. Brain
Res. Rev. 52, 293–304. doi: 10.1016/j.brainresrev.2006.04.001

Appiah-Kusi, E., Petros, N., Wilson, R., Colizzi, M., Bossong, M., Valmaggia,
L., et al. (2020). Effects of short-term cannabidiol treatment on response to social
stress in subjects at clinical high risk of developing psychosis. Psychopharmacology
237, 1121–1130. doi: 10.1007/s00213-019-05442-6

Arnold, J., Boucher, A., Hunt, G., McGregor, I., Karl, T., and Micheau, J.
(eds) (2007). “Heterozygous neuregulin 1 mice display altered sensitivity to
the neurobehavioural effects of cannabinoids,” in Behavioural Pharmacology,
(Philadelphia, PA: LIPPINCOTT WILLIAMS & WILKINS).

Barkus, C., Feyder, M., Graybeal, C., Wright, T., Wiedholz, L., Izquierdo, A.,
et al. (2012). Do GluA1 knockout mice exhibit behavioral abnormalities relevant to
the negative or cognitive symptoms of schizophrenia and schizoaffective disorder?
Neuropharmacology 62, 1263–1272. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropharm.2011.06.005

Barkus, C., Sanderson, D. J., Rawlins, J. N. P., Walton, M., Harrison, P., and
Bannerman, D. (2014). What causes aberrant salience in schizophrenia? A role for
impaired short-term habituation and the GRIA1 (GluA1) AMPA receptor subunit.
Mol. Psychiatry 19, 1060–1070. doi: 10.1038/mp.2014.91

Bossong, M. G., and Niesink, R. J. (2010). Adolescent brain maturation,
the endogenous cannabinoid system and the neurobiology of cannabis-induced
schizophrenia. Progr. Neurobiol. 92, 370–385. doi: 10.1016/j.pneurobio.2010.06.
010

Boucher, A. A., Arnold, J. C., Duffy, L., Schofield, P. R., Micheau, J., and Karl,
T. (2007). Heterozygous neuregulin 1 mice are more sensitive to the behavioural
effects of 1 9-tetrahydrocannabinol. Psychopharmacology 192, 325–336. doi: 10.
1007/s00213-007-0721-3

Boucher, A. A., Hunt, G. E., Micheau, J., Huang, X., McGregor, I. S., Karl,
T., et al. (2011). The schizophrenia susceptibility gene neuregulin 1 modulates
tolerance to the effects of cannabinoids. Int. J. Neuropsychopharmacol. 14, 631–
643. doi: 10.1017/S146114571000091X

Burstein, S. (2015). Cannabidiol (CBD) and its analogs: a review of their effects
on inflammation. Bioorg. Med. Chem. 23, 1377–1385. doi: 10.1016/j.bmc.2015.01.
059

Cheng, D., Low, J. K., Logge, W., Garner, B., and Karl, T. (2014a). Chronic
cannabidiol treatment improves social and object recognition in double transgenic
APP swe/PS11 E9 mice. Psychopharmacology 231, 3009–3017. doi: 10.1007/
s00213-014-3478-5

Cheng, D., Low, J. K., Logge, W., Garner, B., and Karl, T. (2014b). Novel
behavioural characteristics of female APPSwe/PS11E9 double transgenic mice.
Behav. Brain Res. 260, 111–118. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2013.11.046

Cheng, D., Low, J. K., Logge, W., Garner, B., and Karl, T. (2014c). Chronic
cannabidiol treatment improves social and object recognition in double transgenic
APPswe/PS11 E9 mice. Psychopharmacology 231, 3009–3017.

Cheng, D., Spiro, A. S., Jenner, A. M., Garner, B., and Karl, T. (2014). Long-term
cannabidiol treatment prevents the development of social recognition memory
deficits in Alzheimer’s disease transgenic mice. J. Alzheimer’s Dis. 42, 1383–1396.
doi: 10.3233/JAD-140921

Chesney, E., Oliver, D., and McGuire, P. (2021). Cannabidiol (CBD) as a novel
treatment in the early phases of psychosis. Psychopharmacology 239, 1179–1190.
doi: 10.1007/s00213-021-05905-9

Chesworth, R., Downey, L., Logge, W., Killcross, S., and Karl, T. (2012).
Cognition in female transmembrane domain neuregulin 1 mutant mice. Behav.
Brain Res. 226, 218–223. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2011.09.019

Chesworth, R., Rosa-Porto, R., Yao, S., and Karl, T. (2021). Sex-specific
sensitivity to methamphetamine-induced schizophrenia-relevant behaviours in
neuregulin 1 type III overexpressing mice. J. Psychopharmacol. 35, 50–64. doi:
10.1177/0269881120967870

Chohan, T. W., Nguyen, A., Todd, S. M., Bennett, M. R., Callaghan, P., and
Arnold, J. C. (2014). Partial genetic deletion of neuregulin 1 and adolescent stress
interact to alter NMDA receptor binding in the medial prefrontal cortex. Front.
Behav. Neurosci. 8:298. doi: 10.3389/fnbeh.2014.00298

Coles, M., Watt, G., Kreilaus, F., and Karl, T. (2020). Medium-dose chronic
cannabidiol treatment reverses object recognition memory deficits of APP
Swe/PS11E9 transgenic female mice. Front. Pharmacol. 11:587604. doi: 10.3389/
fphar.2020.587604

da Silva, N. R., Gomes, F. V., Sonego, A. B., da Silva, N. R., and Guimarães,
F. S. (2020). Cannabidiol attenuates behavioral changes in a rodent model of
schizophrenia through 5-HT1A, but not CB1 and CB2 receptors. Pharmacol. Res.
156:104749. doi: 10.1016/j.phrs.2020.104749

Desbonnet, L., Cox, R., Tighe, O., Lai, D., Harvey, R. P., Waddington, J. L., et al.
(2017). Altered cytokine profile, pain sensitivity, and stress responsivity in mice
with co-disruption of the developmental genes Neuregulin-1× DISC1. Behav.
Brain Res. 320, 113–118. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2016.11.049

Desbonnet, L., O’Tuathaigh, C., Clarke, G., O’Leary, C., Petit, E., Clarke, N.,
et al. (2012). Phenotypic effects of repeated psychosocial stress during adolescence
in mice mutant for the schizophrenia risk gene neuregulin-1: a putative model of
gene× environment interaction. Brain Behav. Immun. 26, 660–671. doi: 10.1016/
j.bbi.2012.02.010

Ding, S., Hu, Y., Luo, B., Cai, Y., Hao, K., Yang, Y., et al. (2019). Age-related
changes in neuroinflammation and prepulse inhibition in offspring of rats treated
with Poly I: C in early gestation. Behav. Brain Funct. 15, 1–10. doi: 10.1186/
s12993-019-0154-2

do Prado, C. H., Narahari, T., Holland, F. H., Lee, H. N., Murthy, S. K., and
Brenhouse, H. C. (2016). Effects of early adolescent environmental enrichment
on cognitive dysfunction, prefrontal cortex development, and inflammatory
cytokines after early life stress. Dev. Psychobiol. 58, 482–491. doi: 10.1002/dev.
21390

Dölen, G., Darvishzadeh, A., Huang, K. W., and Malenka, R. C. (2013).
Social reward requires coordinated activity of nucleus accumbens oxytocin and
serotonin. Nature 501, 179–184. doi: 10.1038/nature12518

Duffy, L., Cappas, E., Lai, D., Boucher, A. A., and Karl, T. (2010). Cognition in
transmembrane domain neuregulin 1 mutant mice. Neuroscience 170, 800–807.
doi: 10.1016/j.neuroscience.2010.07.042

Fernandez-Espejo, E., Viveros, M.-P., Núñez, L., Ellenbroek, B. A., and De
Fonseca, F. R. (2009). Role of cannabis and endocannabinoids in the genesis
of schizophrenia. Psychopharmacology 206, 531–549. doi: 10.1007/s00213-009-
1612-6

File, S. E., and Hyde, J. (1978). Can social interaction be used to
measure anxiety? Br. J. Pharmacol. 62:19. doi: 10.1111/j.1476-5381.1978.tb07
001.x

Fillman, S., Cloonan, N., Catts, V., Miller, L., Wong, J., McCrossin, T., et al.
(2013). Increased inflammatory markers identified in the dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex of individuals with schizophrenia. Mol. Psychiatry 18:206. doi: 10.1038/mp.
2012.110

Fillman, S., Weickert, T., Lenroot, R., Catts, S., Bruggemann, J., Catts, V.,
et al. (2016). Elevated peripheral cytokines characterize a subgroup of people with
schizophrenia displaying poor verbal fluency and reduced Broca’s area volume.
Mol. Psychiatry 21, 1090–1098. doi: 10.1038/mp.2015.90

Gomes, F. V., and Grace, A. A. (2017). Adolescent stress as a driving factor for
schizophrenia development—a basic science perspective. Schizophrenia Bull. 43,
486–489. doi: 10.1093/schbul/sbx033

Gomes, F. V., Issy, A. C., Ferreira, F. R., Viveros, M.-P., Del Bel, E. A., and
Guimarães, F. S. (2015). Cannabidiol attenuates sensorimotor gating disruption
and molecular changes induced by chronic antagonism of NMDA receptors in
mice. Int. J. Neuropsychopharmacol. 18:pyu041. doi: 10.1093/ijnp/pyu041

Greenwood, L.-M., Broyd, S. J., van Hell, H. H., Todd, J., Jones, A., Murray,
R. M., et al. (2022). Acute effects of 19-tetrahydrocannabinol and cannabidiol on
auditory mismatch negativity. Psychopharmacology 239, 1409–1424. doi: 10.1007/
s00213-021-05997-3

Guerra, S., Chesworth, R., Weickert, C. S., and Karl, T. (2021). Effects of
handling on the behavioural phenotype of the neuregulin 1 type III transgenic
mouse model for schizophrenia. Behav. Brain Res. 405:113166. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.
2021.113166

Guidotti, A., Auta, J., Davis, J. M., Gerevini, V. D., Dwivedi, Y., Grayson, D. R.,
et al. (2000). Decrease in reelin and glutamic acid decarboxylase67 (GAD67)
expression in schizophrenia and bipolar disorder: a postmortem brain study. Arch.
Gen. Psychiatry 57, 1061–1069. doi: 10.1001/archpsyc.57.11.1061

Gururajan, A., Taylor, D. A., and Malone, D. T. (2012). Cannabidiol and
clozapine reverse MK-801-induced deficits in social interaction and hyperactivity
in Sprague–Dawley rats. J. Psychopharmacol. 26, 1317–1332. doi: 10.1177/
0269881112441865

Han, S., Yang, B.-Z., Kranzler, H. R., Oslin, D., Anton, R., Farrer, L. A., et al.
(2012). Linkage analysis followed by association show NRG1 associated with
cannabis dependence in African Americans. Biol. Psychiatry 72, 637–644. doi:
10.1016/j.biopsych.2012.02.038

Han, X., Song, X., Song, D., Xie, G., Guo, H., Wu, N., et al. (2022). Comparison
between cannabidiol and sertraline for the modulation of post-traumatic stress
disorder-like behaviors and fear memory in mice. Psychopharmacology 239, 1605–
1620. doi: 10.1007/s00213-022-06132-6

Frontiers in Cellular Neuroscience 17 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2022.1010478
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainresrev.2006.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-019-05442-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2011.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2014.91
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2010.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2010.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-007-0721-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-007-0721-3
https://doi.org/10.1017/S146114571000091X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2015.01.059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2015.01.059
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-014-3478-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-014-3478-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2013.11.046
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-140921
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-021-05905-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269881120967870
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269881120967870
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2014.00298
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2020.587604
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2020.587604
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phrs.2020.104749
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2016.11.049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2012.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2012.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12993-019-0154-2
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12993-019-0154-2
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.21390
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.21390
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12518
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2010.07.042
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-009-1612-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-009-1612-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1476-5381.1978.tb07001.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1476-5381.1978.tb07001.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2012.110
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2012.110
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2015.90
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbx033
https://doi.org/10.1093/ijnp/pyu041
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-021-05997-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-021-05997-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2021.113166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2021.113166
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.57.11.1061
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269881112441865
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269881112441865
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2012.02.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2012.02.038
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-022-06132-6
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cellular-neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/


fncel-16-1010478 October 28, 2022 Time: 14:55 # 18

Visini et al. 10.3389/fncel.2022.1010478

Haney, M., Ward, A. S., Comer, S. D., Foltin, R. W., and Fischman, M. W.
(1999). Abstinence symptoms following oral THC administration to humans.
Psychopharmacology 141, 385–394. doi: 10.1007/s002130050848

Hartmann, A., Lisboa, S. F., Sonego, A. B., Coutinho, D., Gomes, F. V., and
Guimaraes, F. S. (2019). Cannabidiol attenuates aggressive behavior induced by
social isolation in mice: Involvement of 5-HT1A and CB1 receptors. Progr. Neuro-
Psychopharmacol. Biol. Psychiatry 94:109637. doi: 10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.109637

Hayakawa, K., Mishima, K., Irie, K., Hazekawa, M., Mishima, S., Fujioka, M.,
et al. (2008). Cannabidiol prevents a post-ischemic injury progressively induced
by cerebral ischemia via a high-mobility group box1-inhibiting mechanism.
Neuropharmacology 55, 1280–1286. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropharm.2008.06.040

Henquet, C., Di Forti, M., Morrison, P., Kuepper, R., and Murray, R. M. (2008).
Gene-environment interplay between cannabis and psychosis. Schizophrenia Bull.
34, 1111–1121. doi: 10.1093/schbul/sbn108

Heresco-Levy, U. (2011). Preventive pharmacological treatment-an evolving
new concept in schizophrenia. Israel J. Psychiatry Relat. Sci. 48:82.

Higashi, K., Medic, G., Littlewood, K. J., Diez, T., Granström, O., and De Hert,
M. (2013). Medication adherence in schizophrenia: factors influencing adherence
and consequences of nonadherence, a systematic literature review. Ther. Adv.
Psychopharmacol. 3, 200–218. doi: 10.1177/2045125312474019

Ju, P., and Cui, D. (2016). The involvement of N-methyl-D-aspartate receptor
(NMDAR) subunit NR1 in the pathophysiology of schizophrenia. Acta Biochim.
Biophys. Sin. 48, 209–219. doi: 10.1093/abbs/gmv135

Karl, T. (2013). Neuregulin 1: a prime candidate for research into gene-
environment interactions in schizophrenia? Insights from genetic rodent models.
Front. Behav. Neurosci. 7:106. doi: 10.3389/fnbeh.2013.00106

Karl, T., Burne, T., Van den Buuse, M., and Chesworth, R. (2011). Do
transmembrane domain neuregulin 1 mutant mice exhibit a reliable sensorimotor
gating deficit? Behav. Brain Res. 223, 336–341. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2011.04.051

Karl, T., Duffy, L., Scimone, A., Harvey, R. P., and Schofield, P. R. (2007). Altered
motor activity, exploration and anxiety in heterozygous neuregulin 1 mutant mice:
implications for understanding schizophrenia. Genes Brain Behav. 6, 677–687.
doi: 10.1111/j.1601-183X.2006.00298.x

Ko, J. (2017). Neuroanatomical substrates of rodent social behavior: the medial
prefrontal cortex and its projection patterns. Front. Neural Circ. 11:41. doi: 10.
3389/fncir.2017.00041

Kreilaus, F., Chesworth, R., Eapen, V., Clarke, R., and Karl, T. (2019). First
behavioural assessment of a novel Immp2l knockdown mouse model with
relevance for Gilles de la Tourette syndrome and Autism spectrum disorder.
Behav. Brain Res. 374:112057. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2019.112057

Kreilaus, F., Guerra, S., Masanetz, R., Menne, V., Yerbury, J., and Karl,
T. (2020). Novel behavioural characteristics of the superoxide dismutase 1
G93A (SOD1G93A) mouse model of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis include sex-
dependent phenotypes. Genes Brain Behav. 19:e12604. doi: 10.1111/gbb.12604

Lambert, M., Conus, P., Eide, P., Mass, R., Karow, A., Moritz, S., et al. (2004).
Impact of present and past antipsychotic side effects on attitude toward typical
antipsychotic treatment and adherence. Eur. Psychiatry 19, 415–422. doi: 10.1016/
j.eurpsy.2004.06.031

Leung, M. D. D. A., and Chue, M. R. C. (2000). Psych DP. Sex differences
in schizophrenia, a review of the literature. Acta Psychiatr. Scand. 101, 3–38.
doi: 10.1111/j.0065-1591.2000.0ap25.x

Linge, R., Jiménez-Sánchez, L., Campa, L., Pilar-Cuéllar, F., Vidal, R., Pazos,
A., et al. (2016). Cannabidiol induces rapid-acting antidepressant-like effects and
enhances cortical 5-HT/glutamate neurotransmission: role of 5-HT1A receptors.
Neuropharmacology 103, 16–26. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropharm.2015.12.017

Liu, J., Scott, B. W., and Burnham, W. M. (2022). Effects of cannabidiol and 19-
tetrahydrocannabinol in the elevated plus maze in mice. Behav. Pharmacol. 33,
206–212. doi: 10.1097/FBP.0000000000000636

Long, L. E., Anderson, P., Frank, E., Shaw, A., Liu, S., Huang, X.-F., et al. (2015).
Neuregulin 1 expression and electrophysiological abnormalities in the neuregulin
1 transmembrane domain heterozygous mutant mouse. PLoS One 10:e0124114.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0124114

Long, L. E., Chesworth, R., Arnold, J. C., and Karl, T. (2010a). A follow-up
study: acute behavioural effects of 1 9-THC in female heterozygous neuregulin
1 transmembrane domain mutant mice. Psychopharmacology 211, 277–289. doi:
10.1007/s00213-010-1896-6

Long, L. E., Chesworth, R., Huang, X.-F., McGregor, I. S., Arnold,
J. C., and Karl, T. (2010b). A behavioural comparison of acute and
chronic 19-tetrahydrocannabinol and cannabidiol in C57BL/6JArc mice. Int. J.
Neuropsychopharmacol. 13, 861–876. doi: 10.1017/S1461145709990605

Long, L. E., Chesworth, R., Huang, X.-F., McGregor, I. S., Arnold, J. C., and Karl,
T. (2013). Transmembrane domain Nrg1 mutant mice show altered susceptibility

to the neurobehavioural actions of repeated THC exposure in adolescence. Int. J.
Neuropsychopharmacol. 16, 163–175. doi: 10.1017/S1461145711001854

Long, L. E., Chesworth, R., Huang, X.-F., Wong, A., Spiro, A., McGregor, I. S.,
et al. (2012). Distinct neurobehavioural effects of cannabidiol in transmembrane
domain neuregulin 1 mutant mice. PLoS One 7:e34129. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.
0034129

Long, L. E., Malone, D. T., and Taylor, D. A. (2006). Cannabidiol reverses MK-
801-induced disruption of prepulse inhibition in mice. Neuropsychopharmacology
31:795. doi: 10.1038/sj.npp.1300838

Loss, C. M., Teodoro, L., Rodrigues, G. D., Moreira, L. R., Peres, F. F., Zuardi,
A. W., et al. (2020). Is cannabidiol during neurodevelopment a promising therapy
for schizophrenia and autism spectrum disorders?. Front. Pharmacol. 11:635763.
doi: 10.3389/fphar.2020.635763

Malone, D. T., Jongejan, D., and Taylor, D. A. (2009). Cannabidiol reverses the
reduction in social interaction produced by low dose 19-tetrahydrocannabinol in
rats. Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 93, 91–96. doi: 10.1016/j.pbb.2009.04.010

Montoya, Z. T., Uhernik, A. L., and Smith, J. P. (2020). Comparison of
cannabidiol to citalopram in targeting fear memory in female mice. J. Cannabis
Res. 2, 1–14. doi: 10.1186/s42238-020-00055-9

Moreira, F. A., and Guimarães, F. S. (2005). Cannabidiol inhibits the
hyperlocomotion induced by psychotomimetic drugs in mice. Eur. J. Pharmacol.
512, 199–205. doi: 10.1016/j.ejphar.2005.02.040

Mostaid, M. S., Lloyd, D., Liberg, B., Sundram, S., Pereira, A., Pantelis, C., et al.
(2016). Neuregulin-1 and schizophrenia in the genome-wide association study era.
Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 68, 387–409. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2016.06.001

Newell, K. A., Karl, T., and Huang, X.-F. (2013). A neuregulin 1 transmembrane
domain mutation causes imbalanced glutamatergic and dopaminergic receptor
expression in mice. Neuroscience 248, 670–680. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroscience.2013.
06.037

North, H. F., Weissleder, C., Fullerton, J. M., Sager, R., Webster, M. J., and
Weickert, C. S. (2021). A schizophrenia subgroup with elevated inflammation
displays reduced microglia, increased peripheral immune cell and altered
neurogenesis marker gene expression in the subependymal zone. Transl.
Psychiatry 11, 1–12. doi: 10.1038/s41398-021-01742-8

Osborne, A. L., Solowij, N., Babic, I., Huang, X.-F., and Weston-
Green, K. (2017). Improved social interaction, recognition and working
memory with cannabidiol treatment in a prenatal infection (poly I: C)
rat model. Neuropsychopharmacology 42, 1447–1457. doi: 10.1038/npp.20
17.40

Osborne, A. L., Solowij, N., Babic, I., Lum, J. S., Huang, X.-F., Newell, K. A.,
et al. (2019a). Cannabidiol improves behavioural and neurochemical deficits in
adult female offspring of the maternal immune activation (poly I: C) model of
neurodevelopmental disorders. Brain Behav. Immun. 81, 574–587. doi: 10.1016/j.
bbi.2019.07.018

Osborne, A. L., Solowij, N., Babic, I., Lum, J. S., Newell, K. A., Huang, X.-F., et al.
(2019b). Effect of cannabidiol on endocannabinoid, glutamatergic and GABAergic
signalling markers in male offspring of a maternal immune activation (poly I: C)
model relevant to schizophrenia. Progr. Neuro-Psychopharmacol. Biol. Psychiatry
95:109666. doi: 10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.109666

O’Tuathaigh, C. M., O’Connor, A.-M., O’Sullivan, G. J., Lai, D., Harvey,
R., Croke, D. T., et al. (2008). Disruption to social dyadic interactions but
not emotional/anxiety-related behaviour in mice with heterozygous ‘knockout’of
the schizophrenia risk gene neuregulin-1. Progr. Neuro-Psychopharmacol. Biol.
Psychiatry 32, 462–466. doi: 10.1016/j.pnpbp.2007.09.018

Patra, P. H., Serafeimidou-Pouliou, E., Bazelot, M., Whalley, B. J., Williams,
C. M., and McNeish, A. J. (2020). Cannabidiol improves survival and behavioural
co-morbidities of Dravet syndrome in mice. Br. J. Pharmacol. 177, 2779–2792.
doi: 10.1111/bph.15003

Pedrazzi, J. F., Sales, A. J., Guimarães, F. S., Joca, S. R., Crippa, J. A., and Del Bel,
E. (2021). Cannabidiol prevents disruptions in sensorimotor gating induced by
psychotomimetic drugs that last for 24-h with probable involvement of epigenetic
changes in the ventral striatum. Progr. Neuro-Psychopharmacol. Biol. Psychiatry
111:110352. doi: 10.1016/j.pnpbp.2021.110352

Pedrazzi, J. F. C., Issy, A., Gomes, F., Guimarães, F., and Del-Bel, E.
(2015). Cannabidiol effects in the prepulse inhibition disruption induced by
amphetamine. Psychopharmacology 232, 3057–3065. doi: 10.1007/s00213-015-
3945-7

Ray, M. T., Weickert, C. S., Wyatt, E., and Webster, M. J. (2011). Decreased
BDNF, trkB-TK+ and GAD67 mRNA expression in the hippocampus of
individuals with schizophrenia and mood disorders. J. Psychiatry Neurosci 36:195.
doi: 10.1503/jpn.100048

Rubino, T., Prini, P., Piscitelli, F., Zamberletti, E., Trusel, M., Melis, M.,
et al. (2015). Adolescent exposure to THC in female rats disrupts developmental

Frontiers in Cellular Neuroscience 18 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2022.1010478
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002130050848
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.109637
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2008.06.040
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbn108
https://doi.org/10.1177/2045125312474019
https://doi.org/10.1093/abbs/gmv135
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2013.00106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.04.051
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-183X.2006.00298.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncir.2017.00041
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncir.2017.00041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2019.112057
https://doi.org/10.1111/gbb.12604
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2004.06.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2004.06.031
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0065-1591.2000.0ap25.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2015.12.017
https://doi.org/10.1097/FBP.0000000000000636
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0124114
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-010-1896-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-010-1896-6
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145709990605
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145711001854
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0034129
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0034129
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.npp.1300838
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2020.635763
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2009.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1186/s42238-020-00055-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejphar.2005.02.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2016.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2013.06.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2013.06.037
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41398-021-01742-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2017.40
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2017.40
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2019.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2019.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.109666
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2007.09.018
https://doi.org/10.1111/bph.15003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2021.110352
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-015-3945-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-015-3945-7
https://doi.org/10.1503/jpn.100048
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cellular-neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/


fncel-16-1010478 October 28, 2022 Time: 14:55 # 19

Visini et al. 10.3389/fncel.2022.1010478

changes in the prefrontal cortex. Neurobiol. Dis. 73, 60–69. doi: 10.1016/j.nbd.
2014.09.015

Saha, S., Chant, D., Welham, J., and McGrath, J. (2005). A systematic review
of the prevalence of schizophrenia. PLoS Med. 2:e141. doi: 10.1371/journal.pmed.
0020141

Sanderson, D. J., and Bannerman, D. M. (2012). The role of habituation in
hippocampus-dependent spatial working memory tasks: Evidence from GluA1
AMPA receptor subunit knockout mice. Hippocampus 22, 981–994. doi: 10.1002/
hipo.20896

Sanderson, D. J., McHugh, S. B., Good, M. A., Sprengel, R., Seeburg, P. H.,
Rawlins, J. N. P., et al. (2010). Spatial working memory deficits in GluA1 AMPA
receptor subunit knockout mice reflect impaired short-term habituation: evidence
for Wagner’s dual-process memory model. Neuropsychologia 48, 2303–2315. doi:
10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2010.03.018

Schleicher, E. M., Ott, F. W., Müller, M., Silcher, B., Sichler, M. E., Löw,
M. J., et al. (2019). Prolonged cannabidiol treatment lacks on detrimental effects
on memory, motor performance and anxiety in C57BL/6J mice. Front. Behav.
Neurosci. 13:94. doi: 10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00094

Schoevers, J., Leweke, J. E., and Leweke, F. M. (2020). Cannabidiol
as a treatment option for schizophrenia: recent evidence and current
studies. Curr. Opin. Psychiatry 33, 185–191. doi: 10.1097/YCO.000000000000
0596

Schramm-Sapyta, N. L., Cha, Y. M., Chaudhry, S., Wilson, W. A., Swartzwelder,
H. S., and Kuhn, C. M. (2007). Differential anxiogenic, aversive, and locomotor
effects of THC in adolescent and adult rats. Psychopharmacology 191, 867–877.
doi: 10.1007/s00213-006-0676-9

Schreiber, S., Bader, M., Lenchinski, T., Meningher, I., Rubovitch, V., Katz,
Y., et al. (2019). Functional effects of synthetic cannabinoids versus 19-
THC in mice on body temperature, nociceptive threshold, anxiety, cognition,
locomotor/exploratory parameters and depression. Addict. Biol. 24, 414–425. doi:
10.1111/adb.12606

Schubart, C. D., Sommer, I. E., van Gastel, W. A., Goetgebuer, R. L., Kahn,
R. S., and Boks, M. P. (2011). Cannabis with high cannabidiol content is associated
with fewer psychotic experiences. Schizophrenia Res. 130, 216–221. doi: 10.1016/j.
schres.2011.04.017

Sendt, K.-V., Tracy, D. K., and Bhattacharyya, S. (2015). A systematic review
of factors influencing adherence to antipsychotic medication in schizophrenia-
spectrum disorders. Psychiatry Res. 225, 14–30. doi: 10.1016/j.psychres.2014.11.
002

Shallcross, J., Hámor, P., Bechard, A. R., Romano, M., Knackstedt, L., and
Schwendt, M. (2019). The divergent effects of CDPPB and cannabidiol on fear
extinction and anxiety in a predator scent stress model of PTSD in rats. Front.
Behav. Neurosci. 13:91. doi: 10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00091

Shoemaker, J., Saint Marie, R., Bongiovanni, M., Neary, A., Tochen, L., and
Swerdlow, N. (2005). Prefrontal D1 and ventral hippocampal N-methyl-D-
aspartate regulation of startle gating in rats. Neuroscience 135, 385–394. doi: 10.
1016/j.neuroscience.2005.06.054

Solowij, N., Broyd, S., Greenwood, L.-M., van Hell, H., Martelozzo, D., Rueb, K.,
et al. (2019). A randomised controlled trial of vaporised 19-tetrahydrocannabinol
and cannabidiol alone and in combination in frequent and infrequent cannabis
users: acute intoxication effects. Eur. Arch. Psychiatry Clin. Neurosci. 269, 17–35.
doi: 10.1007/s00406-019-00978-2

Stefansson, H., Petursson, H., Sigurdsson, E., Steinthorsdottir, V.,
Bjornsdottir, S., Sigmundsson, T., et al. (2002). Neuregulin 1 and susceptibility
to schizophrenia. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 71, 877–892. doi: 10.1086/34
2734

Stern, C. A., de Carvalho, C. R., Bertoglio, L. J., and Takahashi, R. N.
(2018). Effects of cannabinoid drugs on aversive or rewarding drug-associated
memory extinction and reconsolidation. Neuroscience 370, 62–80. doi: 10.1016/
j.neuroscience.2017.07.018

Takahashi, T., and Suzuki, M. (2018). Brain morphologic changes in early stages
of psychosis: implications for clinical application and early intervention. Psychiatry
Clin. Neurosci. 72, 556–571. doi: 10.1111/pcn.12670

Tschoner, A., Engl, J., Laimer, M., Kaser, S., Rettenbacher, M., Fleischhacker, W.,
et al. (2007). Metabolic side effects of antipsychotic medication. Int. J. Clin. Pract.
61, 1356–1370. doi: 10.1111/j.1742-1241.2007.01416.x

van den Buuse, M. (2009). Modeling the positive symptoms of schizophrenia in
genetically modified mice: pharmacology and methodology aspects. Schizophrenia
Bull. 36, 246–270. doi: 10.1093/schbul/sbp132

van den Buuse, M., Wischhof, L., Lee, R. X., Martin, S., and Karl, T.
(2009). Neuregulin 1 hypomorphic mutant mice: enhanced baseline locomotor
activity but normal psychotropic drug-induced hyperlocomotion and prepulse
inhibition regulation. Int. J. Neuropsychopharmacol. 12, 1383–1393. doi: 10.1017/
S1461145709000388

Walss-Bass, C., Liu, W., Lew, D. F., Villegas, R., Montero, P., Dassori, A., et al.
(2006). A novel missense mutation in the transmembrane domain of neuregulin
1 is associated with schizophrenia. Biol. Psychiatry 60, 548–553. doi: 10.1016/j.
biopsych.2006.03.017

Wang, N., Zhang, G.-F., Liu, X.-Y., Sun, H.-L., Wang, X.-M., Qiu,
L.-L., et al. (2014). Downregulation of neuregulin 1-ErbB4 signaling in
parvalbumin interneurons in the rat brain may contribute to the antidepressant
properties of ketamine. J. Mol. Neurosci. 54, 211–218. doi: 10.1007/s12031-014-0
277-8

Watt, G., Chesworth, R., Przybyla, M., Ittner, A., Garner, B., Ittner, L. M., et al.
(2020a). Chronic cannabidiol (CBD) treatment did not exhibit beneficial effects
in 4-month-old male TAU58/2 transgenic mice. Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav.
196:172970. doi: 10.1016/j.pbb.2020.172970

Watt, G., Przybyla, M., Zak, V., van Eersel, J., Ittner, A., Ittner, L. M., et al.
(2020b). Novel characteristics of male human P301S mutant tau transgenic mice–
a model for tauopathy. Neuroscience 431, 166–175. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroscience.
2020.01.047

Watt, G., Shang, K., Zieba, J., Olaya, J., Li, H., Garner, B., et al. (2020c).
Chronic Treatment with 50 mg/kg Cannabidiol Improves Cognition and
Moderately Reduces Aβ 40 Levels in 12-Month-Old Male AβPP swe/PS11E9
Transgenic Mice. J. Alzheimer’s Dis. 74, 937–950. doi: 10.3233/JAD-19
1242

Wilson, C. A., and Koenig, J. I. (2014). Social interaction and social withdrawal
in rodents as readouts for investigating the negative symptoms of schizophrenia.
Eur. Neuropsychopharmacol. 24, 759–773. doi: 10.1016/j.euroneuro.2013.1
1.008

Wilson, R., Bossong, M. G., Appiah-Kusi, E., Petros, N., Brammer, M., Perez,
J., et al. (2019). Cannabidiol attenuates insular dysfunction during motivational
salience processing in subjects at clinical high risk for psychosis. Transl. Psychiatry
9, 1–10. doi: 10.1038/s41398-019-0534-2

Winters, K. C., and Arria, A. (2011). Adolescent brain
development and drugs. Prevent. Res. 18:21. doi: 10.1037/e55259201
1-006

Zamberletti, E., Gabaglio, M., Grilli, M., Prini, P., Catanese, A., Pittaluga,
A., et al. (2016). Long-term hippocampal glutamate synapse and astrocyte
dysfunctions underlying the altered phenotype induced by adolescent THC
treatment in male rats. Pharmacol. Res. 111, 459–470. doi: 10.1016/j.phrs.2016.
07.008

Frontiers in Cellular Neuroscience 19 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2022.1010478
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2014.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2014.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.0020141
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.0020141
https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20896
https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20896
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2010.03.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2010.03.018
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00094
https://doi.org/10.1097/YCO.0000000000000596
https://doi.org/10.1097/YCO.0000000000000596
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-006-0676-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/adb.12606
https://doi.org/10.1111/adb.12606
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2011.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2011.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2014.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2014.11.002
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00091
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2005.06.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2005.06.054
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00406-019-00978-2
https://doi.org/10.1086/342734
https://doi.org/10.1086/342734
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2017.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2017.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1111/pcn.12670
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1742-1241.2007.01416.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbp132
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145709000388
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145709000388
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2006.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2006.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12031-014-0277-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12031-014-0277-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2020.172970
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2020.01.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2020.01.047
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-191242
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-191242
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2013.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2013.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41398-019-0534-2
https://doi.org/10.1037/e552592011-006
https://doi.org/10.1037/e552592011-006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phrs.2016.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phrs.2016.07.008
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cellular-neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/

	The effects of preventative cannabidiol in a male neuregulin 1 mouse model of schizophrenia
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Animals
	Drug preparation and administration
	Behavioral testing
	Open field
	Social interaction
	Prepulse inhibition
	Fear conditioning
	Acute Δ9-tetrahydrocannabinol challenge

	Tissue collection and western blot
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Locomotion, exploration, and anxiety in the open field
	Social behaviors
	Prepulse inhibition
	Fear conditioning
	Context test
	Cue test

	Locomotion, exploration, and anxiety after acute Δ9-tetrahydrocannabinol

	Social behaviors after acute Δ9-tetrahydrocannabinol

	Prepulse inhibition after acute Δ9-tetrahydrocannabinol

	Western blotting

	Discussion
	Data availability statement
	Ethics statement
	Author contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Conflict of interest
	Publisher's note
	References


