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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Keywords: Although childhood adversity (CA) increases risk for subsequent mental illnesses, developmental mechanisms
Childhood adversity underpinning this association remain unclear. The hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis (HPAA) is one candidate
Psychopathology system potentially linking CA with psychopathology. However, determining developmental effects of CA on
Cortisol

HPAA output and differentiating these from effects of current illness has proven difficult. Different aspects of
HPAA output are governed by differentiable physiological mechanisms. Disaggregating HPAA output according
to its biological components (baseline tonic cortisol, background diurnal variation, phasic stress response) may
improve precision of associations with CA and/or psychopathology. In a novel proof-of-principle investigation
we test whether different predictors, CA (distal risk factor) and current depressive symptoms, show distinct
associations with dissociable HPAA components. A clinical group (aged 16-25) at high-risk for developing severe
psychopathology (n = 20) were compared to age and sex matched healthy controls (n = 21). Cortisol was
measured at waking (x4), following stress induction (x8), and during a time-environment-matched non-stress
condition. Using piecewise multilevel modeling, stress responses were disaggregated into increase and decrease,
while controlling for waking cortisol, background diurnal output and confounding variables. Elevated waking
cortisol was specifically associated with higher CA scores. Higher non-stress cortisol was specifically associated
with higher depressive scores. Following stress induction, depressive symptoms attenuated cortisol increase,
whilst CA attenuated cortisol decrease. The results support a differential HPAA dysregulation hypothesis where
physiologically dissociable components of HPAA output are differentially associated with distal (CA) or proximal
(depressive symptoms) predictors. This proof-of-principle study demonstrates that future cortisol analyses need
to disaggregate biologically independent mechanisms of HPAA output.

Stress-induction
Waking cortisol
Diurnal variation

1. Introduction Goodyer, 2011). Both human and rodent literature suggest that me-

chanisms modulating cortisol output are in part influenced by early

Many mental disorders, including depressions and psychoses are
associated with exposure to childhood adversities (CA). One potential
pathophysiological pathway from CA to symptoms may involve long-
term alterations of the Hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis (HPAA)
function leading to measurable differences in steroid outputs including
cortisol, adrenocortiocotropic hormone (ACTH) and corticotropin re-
leasing hormone (CRH) (Herbert, 2013; McEwen, 1998; Wilkinson and
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rearing factors during infant and childhood periods supporting pro-
gramming effects enduring through to adult life (Meaney et al., 2002;
Taylor et al., 2010; Weaver et al., 2004; Wilkinson and Goodyer, 2011).
Attempts to correlate variations in HPAA outputs to CA and psycho-
pathology have however yielded inconsistent findings within and across
psychiatric diagnostic categories (Ciufolini et al., 2014; Fogelman and
Canli, 2018; Young et al., 2000). This has made the formation of a
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robust developmentally sensitive theory of HPAA dysregulation for
subsequent mental disorders rather problematic. Alterations in HPAA
output may also be a consequence of dynamic endocrine effects that
change with disease state independent of any effects of CA - but this has
yet to be established.

The last few decades have continued to reveal increasingly complex
biological mechanisms underpinning HPAA function (Karatsoreos and
McEwen, 2011; McEwen, 2007; Sousa et al., 2008). In general terms,
HPAA output can be differentiated into tonic (background) and phasic
(reactive) components. Tonic cortisol release is also subject to diurnal
variation regulated by the central circadian clock, a function of the
hypothalamic suprachiasmatic nucleus (Czeisler et al., 1980; Dickmeis,
2009). In contrast, short-term phasic HPAA activation, such as seen
when confronted by novel, unexpected or uncontrollable stimuli
(Dickerson and Kemeny, 2004), is governed via various neural me-
chanisms involving the prefrontal cortex, limbic and brain stem regions
including activation in the Locus ceruleus, eventually resulting in cor-
tisol secretion. Phasic cortisol response to acute stress has multiple ef-
fects on subsequent neurophysiological adaptation (allostasis), in-
cluding the release of energy and shifts of cognitive network activation
(Danese and McEwen, 2012; Hermans et al., 2011).

In humans, with sleep being a period of relatively low differentia-
tion to environmental influences, waking cortisol is considered as
marker of baseline tonic output (Bartels et al., 2003; Kupper et al.,
2005). Support for elevated waking cortisol as trait-like biomarker
predicting depression has been demonstrated in adolescents (Owens
et al., 2014). While specific mediation through CA exposure was not
firmly established, heritable mechanisms partly accounted for these
findings (Bart et al., 2006; Schreiber et al., 2006).

Further, a number of studies have suggested that CA may be asso-
ciated with individual differences in stress related cortisol output
(Calhoun et al., 2014; MacMillan et al., 2009). Compromise of phasic
cortisol output (Wilkinson and Goodyer, 2011) may be a physiological
signature of ineffective adaptive coping (allostatic failure) to current
life stressors (Danese and McEwen, 2012; de Kloet et al., 2005). How-
ever, findings have been equivocal with CA predicting both increased
(Elzinga et al., 2003; Heim et al., 2002) and decreased (Calhoun et al.,
2014; Carpenter et al., 2007; Elzinga et al., 2008) cortisol output under
experimental stress in mentally ill participants.

Acute cortisol response to stress consists of two components: i) in-
itial increase, determined by a cascade of physiological mechanisms,
including CRH, ACTH and cortisol secretion, and ii) termination of the
response (cortisol decrease) which relies on efficient negative feedback
through glucocorticoid (GR) receptors. Both components (increase and
decrease) are sensitive to the impact of CA, for example, via interaction
of early rearing factors with vulnerability genes leading to long-term
alterations in the control of HPAA output (Mahon et al., 2013; Tyrka
et al., 2009; Zannas and Binder, 2014). For instance, CA has been as-
sociated with i) attenuated post-stress cortisol decrease via epigenetic
alterations of GR receptor sensitivity (Zannas and Binder, 2014), ii)
greater post-stress cortisol increase due to epigenetic influences on CRH
activation (Tyrka et al., 2009). These effects are considered as in-
dependent of each other and illustrate two distinct mechanisms ac-
counting for altered post-stress cortisol levels in vulnerable individuals.

In summary, components of cortisol output are underpinned by
differentiable control mechanisms: background diurnal output sub-
served by the suprachiasmatic nucleus and the circadian clock; reactive
increase in cortisol, subserved by a neurally sensitive cascade system
via CRH activation; baseline tonic cortisol levels and post-stress cortisol
restitution controlled via negative feedback at GR receptors. To date the
impact of either CA and/or current illness on these components has not
been systematically differentiated, thus possibly accounting for incon-
sistent findings.

We conjecture that to better understand the impact of CA on HPAA
function in patients with mental illnesses requires measuring the fol-
lowing HPAA outputs in a single experimental design: tonic waking
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cortisol (baseline output), diurnal background cortisol (non-stress), and
both components of phasic cortisol (increase and decrease) in time-
environment-matched non-stress and stress conditions. To undertake
this strategy a multivariate modeling procedure is required that allows
for piecewise disaggregation of cortisol components when testing for
specific associations between different cortisol outputs and CA and/or
current symptoms.

Based on these considerations we speculate that a history of CA
would be associated with alterations in HPAA components where pro-
gramming effects are predicted. In contrast, we consider that current
symptoms are more likely associated with an overall general elevation
in daytime cortisol levels. We therefore test the following hypotheses:

1. Greater CA will be associated with elevated waking cortisol levels
and attenuated post-stress cortisol decrease due to programing ef-
fects impairing negative feedback mechanisms (Zannas and Binder,
2014). Higher waking cortisol likely correlates with impaired post-
stress physiological recovery.

2. Higher symptom scores will be associated with elevated cortisol
levels across the non-stress condition due to illness related effects
such as distress (Dienes et al., 2013).

3. CA may predict greater post-stress cortisol increase in a subgroup,
due to programing effects on CRH release (Tyrka et al., 2009).

In the present study we used a well-validated experimental stress
induction paradigm (Kirschbaum et al., 1993) measuring post-stress
phasic cortisol outputs in a late adolescent/young adult (aged 16-25)
clinical group at high risk of developing severe psychopathology versus
age and sex matched controls with no lifetime history of mental illness.
As cortisol release shows high diurnal variability with different rates of
decline throughout the day and also responds to a wide range of in-
ternal or external triggers, we measured diurnal variation (without
induced stress) under equivalent environmental conditions at time-
matched diurnal times. In addition, we established baseline tonic cor-
tisol levels at waking by measuring morning waking cortisol over four
days prior to experimental procedures. Current symptoms and CA were
ascertained via questionnaires. We applied updated analytical ap-
proaches (see below) to partition out the contribution of baseline cor-
tisol and diurnal variation, as well as taking account of intra-individual
and inter-individual variations of sampling, and timing of peak cortisol
concentrations. This allows assessing distinct associations of different
cortisol outputs under waking, non-stress and stressful conditions with
CA and current symptoms in patients.

2. Materials and methods

We conducted a case-control experiment comparing a Clinical
Group (CG) with community ascertained Healthy Controls (HC). Three
HPAA output components were measured: 1) morning waking cortisol,
2) cortisol following stress induction, 3) daytime (diurnal) cortisol in a
non-stress condition. The latter two were measured on separate days at
equivalent time-points (details below). The study was approved by the
NRES East of England committee and was performed in accordance
with relevant guidance and regulations.

2.1. Participants

CG (n = 20) were recruited from a specialist mental health service
for young people aged 16-35 years, presenting for the first time with
psychotic symptoms, meeting criteria for at-risk mental state for psy-
chosis according to the Comprehensive Assessment of At Risk Mental
States (CAARMS) (Yung et al., 2003), but not for a full psychotic epi-
sode (Supplementary Information: Full criteria for At-risk mental
states). HC (n = 21) were recruited from a panel of volunteers with no
lifetime history of mental illness. All participants took part in this study
as part of a project investigating the relationship between CA, changes
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in HPAA output, alterations in cognitive performance and symptoms in
young people at-risk of developing severe psychopathology. Herein we
report on the characterization of the HPAA profile of the participants.

Psychotic experiences (such as hallucinations) have a relatively high
prevalence in adolescent/young adult populations (Varghese et al.,
2011; Wigman et al., 2012) (Kelleher et al., 2012a), but have been
found to represent an unspecific symptomatic marker of increased risk
for developing severe psychopathology with high levels of co-morbidity
across the spectrum of anxiety, depression and psychotic disorders
(Kelleher et al., 2012b). Psychotic experiences are also strongly asso-
ciated with a history of CA (Caspi, 2010; Kelleher et al., 2013, 2008).
Our clinical group therefore represented individuals with a high-risk for
developing severe psychopathology and a high probability of having
experienced CA (Varghese et al., 2011; Wigman et al., 2012). Particu-
larily in young populations, symptoms fluctuate and tend to dynami-
cally develop across various diagnostic categories over time (Caspi
et al., 2014; Cramer et al., 2010). Equally, some mood or anxiety re-
lated symptoms may be experienced in healthy populations without
reaching pathological significance or impairment. Recent research
suggests that, especially in young populations with emerging mental
illness, a dimensional approach may be better suited to adequately
describe current psychopathology (St Clair et al., 2017; Stochl et al.,
2015). In the present study, current symptoms/clinical status were
therefore characterized in four ways; i) determining at-risk status
(CAARMS), ii) determining the current formal categorical DSM IV di-
agnosis via a clinician-led MINI current mental state diagnostic inter-
view (Sheehan et al., 1998), iii) determining symptoms dimensionally
in relation to depression, delusional thought content, and anxiety pro-
neness on continuous scales and, iii) determining level of functioning/
impairment. Exclusion criteria included habitual smoking, current use
of antipsychotic medication, steroid medication or contraceptive pill
(Supplementary Information: Full recruitment procedure, inclusion/
exclusion criteria). General cognitive functioning (IQ) was established
using the Catell culture fair test of intelligence (Cattell, 1940).

2.2. Procedures

Participants were telephone screened for eligibility and, if they met
criteria, invited for an initial interview and written informed consent
prior to participation in the study. Participants were given instructions
for at-home saliva collection and asked to bring the samples to the
testing sessions. All testing followed a fixed protocol and timing
whereby all procedures were conducted at the same times of day. Stress
and non-stress days were counterbalanced according to a pre-set ma-
trix. Dates were set a minimum of 2 weeks apart. Prior to each testing
session participants were screened for compliance with the inclusion
criteria. Stress induction was followed by end-of-session debriefing.

2.3. Cortisol samples

2.3.1. Waking cortisol

Patients were instructed to collect saliva upon waking on two days
prior to coming to each testing session (4 samples in total). A kit with
Salivettes (SalimetriCG") and full written instructions were provided
(Supplementary Information: Written instructions).

2.3.2. Test days salivary cortisol collection

Samples were collected at set time points between 12.45 and 14.30
in the laboratory on each testing day (TSST: eight sessions; non-stress:
six sessions). The stress condition consisted of a well validated stress
induction procedure (Trier Social Stress Task (TSST) (Kirschbaum et al.,
1993)). The TSST is a standardized socially evaluative stress induction,
which includes elements of anticipation (participants are introduced to
a panel of judges and asked to prepare a presentation for a job inter-
view), public speaking (presentation in front of panel) and mental ar-
ithmetic (in front of panel). Stress induction elicited “TSST cortisol”.
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The non-stress condition assessed background diurnal daytime varia-
tion at the time of testing, under controlled laboratory conditions
(“non-stress cortisol”). To control for mental and physical activity,
participants were asked to follow instructions of a progressive muscle
relaxation tape of equal duration to the TSST. Baseline cortisol was
collected prior to either intervention. All other samples were collected
post-intervention (stress/non-stress) at as close as possible matching
time points for both conditions. On both days participants performed
the same set of computer tasks and questionnaires post-intervention
whilst collecting salivary samples. (Supplementary Information: Fig.
S1).

The saliva samples were stored in a freezer upon receipt and ana-
lyzed at the local Core Biochemical Assay Laboratory (CBAL)
(Cambridge University Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust), using
SalimetriCG"” Salivary Cortisol Enzyme Immunoassay Kit for duplicate
cortisol analysis.

All cortisol data were logged in order to minimize the impact of
outliers (Hruschka et al., 2005).

2.4. Symptom scales and measures for CA

Current mood symptoms in the whole sample were established with
the self-reported Beck Depression Inventory BDI (Beck et al., 1996)
immediately prior to the stress and non-stress sessions, with the mean
score being used in analyses. The Peters Delusion Inventory (PDI)
(Peters et al., 1999) was obtained as a measure of abnormal beliefs
(appropriate for clinical and non-clinical populations) and the State-
Trait-Anxiety Inventory (STAI-T) (Spielberger, 2010) was used to as-
certain levels of anxiety-proneness. Both were obtained once at the
beginning of the study, as was the level of everyday functioning using
the Global Assessment of Functioning (GAF, DSM-IV). CA was assessed
using the self-reported Childhood Trauma Questionnaire (CTQ)
(Bernstein et al., 2003). Of the symptom measures, BDI has the greatest
established clinical validity (Storch et al., 2004). Given that it also was
assessed immediately before each testing session, we chose the BDI as
the most proximal index of symptoms when examining associations
between current symptoms and HPAA components.

2.5. Data analysis

The aims of the data analysis were threefold: first to establish
waking cortisol characteristics; second to reveal characteristics of the
diurnal cortisol in the non-stress condition; third to characterize the
effects of stress on increase and decrease of cortisol levels taking both
waking cortisol levels and non-stress (diurnal) levels into account.

Multi-level mixed-effects linear regression using maximum like-
lihood was performed to interrogate the panel cortisol data. Prior stu-
dies assessing cortisol reactivity have utilized this approach as it ac-
counts for intra-individual variation of baseline (Hruschka et al., 2005),
missing data, unequally spaced data points (Willett et al., 1998), and
non-independence of repeated measures data (Hruschka et al., 2005). A
piecewise approach has previously been taken to separate cortisol re-
activity and recovery post-stress, also with a similar sample size to the
present study (Hollocks et al., 2014).

However, here we also account for both waking cortisol and non-
stress cortisol, and use individual peak cortisol levels instead of group
means.

Primary outcomes were waking cortisol, TSST (stress)- and non-
stress cortisol. The effects of our three key predictors, clinical group
(primary predictor), BDI (proximal predictor), and CTQ (distal pre-
dictor), were assessed in separate models due to high correlations
among the predictors. In order to effectively test the association of BDI
and CTQ with cortisol, we pooled HC and CG to allow for a more
complete range of BDI and CTQ scores, in models where these were
predictors. In each model, IQ, age, test day order, gender, and waking
cortisol (for TSST and non-stress cortisol outcomes) were assessed as
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fixed-effect confounders; those which were related to both the outcome
(p < 0.1) and predictor (p<0.1 or r/p)> = 0.1) were included in each
model. Thus, not all confounders will be the same in each model.
Repeated measurements were nested within individuals (a random-ef-
fect). In models predicting waking cortisol, main fixed-effects of pre-
dictors were assessed, along with fixed-effects of day and time of
waking, and random-effects of time of waking, due to repeated as-
sessments across four days. For TSST and non-stress cortisol outcomes,
time of measurement was modeled as a fixed (linear and quadratic) and
random-effect (linear only), as participants' cortisol measurements were
not always equally spaced in time (Supplementary Information: Table
S1). Key predictors (HC/CG, BDI, CTQ) were included in separate
models, each as a fixed interaction with time to assess the influence of
these factors on cortisol's change over time (i.e.: slope). Putative con-
founders which correlated with these predictors were also in-
dependently interacted with time on cortisol; those interactions which
were p < 0.01 were included in each relevant model. Despite a small
sample size, we were able to include confounders in the models, as all
our models contained well over two subjects per variable, the re-
quirement necessary in regression models for adequate estimation of
regression coefficients, standard errors, and confidence intervals
(Austin and Steyerberg, 2015).

TSST baseline, peak, and end of the cortisol reaction: The value used
for TSST baseline cortisol response was obtained immediately prior to
the start of the TSST. This was an average of 20 min (SD = 4) after
participants arrived in the testing room, allowing relaxation after the
physical exertion of getting to the appointment. As the timing of peak
cortisol response varies between individuals (Kirschbaum et al., 1993),
we assessed which of three theoretically plausible peaks reflected each
participant's maximum cortisol output. These peaks were set to be the
highest TSST cortisol value at a mean of 23 min (SD = 1), 29 min
(SD = 2), or 36 min (SD = 2) after the start of the task (74). The end of
the TSST cortisol reaction was set at a mean of 58 min (SD = 5) after
the start of the task, a mean of 22 (SD = 2) to 34 (SD = 5) minutes after
the peak. To separately model cortisol reactivity increase and decrease,
the dataset was split into two at the TSST peak cortisol level (varying by
individual), allowing for piecewise analysis of these phases.

TSST Extreme responders: Given prior reports suggesting that CA is
related to overall decreased post-stress cortisol but increased cortisol
release in a subgroup (Tyrka et al., 2009), we explored the sample for
potential extreme responders prior to further analysis. TSST cortisol
slope from start to peak was calculated and inspected for outliers.

TSST minus non-stress cortisol: In order to consider TSST cortisol
reactivity whilst controlling for individual variation in cortisol in the
same environment under non-stress condition (“non-stress cortisol”),
we subtracted logged non-stress cortisol from logged TSST cortisol.
Prior to this, we accounted for individual variation in the timing of
sample collection by imputing the non-stress data to the exact time
points of the TSST data (Supplementary Information: Fig. S2). Piece-
wise multilevel modeling described above were repeated with “TSST
minus non-stress cortisol” as the outcome.

3. Results
3.1. Participant characteristics

CG (n = 20; 14 male) had a mean age of 20.8 years (SD = 2.75) and
HC (n = 21; 11 males) had a mean age of 20.2 (SD = 3.25). While all
patients were referred due to psychotic symptoms, 75% (n = 15) met
criteria for a diagnosis based on the MINI diagnositic interview
(Sheehan et al., 1998). Most common primary diagnoses were depres-
sive diagnoses (n = 8 (40%)), followed by anxiety spectrum diagnoses
(n = 7 (35%)). As expected in this age group, 60% (n = 12) also had at
least one secondary diagnosis (7 depressive, 5 anxiety); three met cri-
teria for a third diagnosis. Despite being identified as at-risk-mental-
state, 5 participants did not meet full criteria for a diagnosis according
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to the MINI, although they exhibited a sufficient range of symptoms
and/or impairment in functioning to justify inclusion in the clinical
group (Fig. 1; Supplementary Information: Table S2). Eight patients
took psychotropic medication, usually SSRIs (Supplementary Informa-
tion: Table S2). As expected, the CG versus HC showed significantly
higher symptoms, CA, and impairment (Fig. 1A and Table 1). CG/HC
was collinear with BDI and CTQ (rho 0.87 and 0.84 respectively). There
was no significant between-group difference in IQ (Table 1). Across
both groups, in the full dataset, CTQ scores were strongly correlated
with BDI scores (r = 0.63), and BDI was colinear with PDI and STAI
(r = 0.81 and r = 0.85 respectively). Among those in the clinical group,
there were increased levels of trait anxiety (STAI-T), psychotic believes
(PDI), and depressive symptoms (BDI) irrespective of diagnosis. Fur-
ther, all diagnostic groups showed a mean score of depressive symp-
toms (BDI) above clinical threshold (mild depression). Two HC reported
below threshold unusual perceptual experiences/unusual thought con-
tent on the CAARMS.” There was one HC who exceeded the clinical cut-
off for depression on the BDI (20), one high outlier on the PDI, and 10
HC with self-reported increased levels (> 35) of anxiety proness.
However these were without associated functional impairment, there-
fore not meeting criteria for a clinical diagnosis. Further, there were 5
HC who had experienced moderate or severe CA based on CTQ, and 7
CG who had experienced none or low CA, reflecting a range of ex-
periences across the samples. In summary: although some mild symp-
toms were reported in our HC, the CG and HC differed significantly on
all symptom levels, CA and impairment.

3.2. TSST exclusions

One HC was excluded from all TSST analyses due to consistently
high and improbable cortisol levels throughout the TSST (> 3dl,
(Salimetrics * Assay range: 0.012. —3.000 pg/dl, with 3 dl representing
the ceiling of the test). However, this participant's data was retained in
any tonic (morning and non-stress) cortisol analysis as these levels were
well within range of other HCs. Three CG had extreme responses on the
TSST, with mean slope 6.5 times greater than all the remaining parti-
cipants (M = 0.88, SD = 0.28; Supplementary Information: Fig. S3),
including the HC, and therefore would be inappropriate to include. As
the extreme responders were clearly too few to analyze separately, they
were excluded from any TSST analyses, bringing the sample to 17 CG
and 20 HC. (These individuals' non-stress cortisol data was normal and
therefore was used in non-stress analyses). Additionally, one in-
dividual's cortisol did not increase during the TSST; these data were
used for cortisol increase, but cortisol decrease was not calculated due
to no prior increase.

3.3. Waking cortisol

Waking cortisol was not significantly different between the four
sampling days, nor did time of waking influence cortisol as a fixed-
effect. However, inclusion of time of waking as a random-effect im-
proved model fit (Akaike information criterion decreased) and thus was
included in all models with waking cortisol as outcome. One HC par-
ticipant was missing waking cortisol data. Only CTQ was positively
associated with waking cortisol; no association was found with HC/CG
or depressive symptoms (Table 2). Waking cortisol was also assessed as
a predictor of non-stress and “TSST minus non-stress cortisol””, with
confounds included as described in methods. Waking cortisol did not
influence non-stress cortisol decline (i.e.: no interaction with time:
linear p = 0.59, quadratic p = 0.49) or non-stress cortisol levels across
the whole testing period (p = 0.79). Additionally, waking cortisol did
not influence slope increase or decrease in the “TSST minus non-stress”

3 Hypnogogic-hypnopmpic experiences/occasional feeling that others look or
talk about the subject.
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Fig. 1. Symptom characteristics (A) and impairment (B) within diagnostic categories in Clinical Group (CG) and Healthy Controls (HC). A: Cumulative scores in self-
rated questionnaires on delusional thought content (PDI), anxiety proness (STAI-T) and depression (mean BDI) in HC and CG (N = no diagnosis, A = anxiety
spectrum, D = depression). While some sypmptoms were present in the HC with no lifetime history of mental illness, in the CG all symptom scales were significantly
elevated. B: In comparison to the HC the CG was functionally impared according to the GAF.

Table 1
Participant characteristics.
Combined mean (SD) n HC mean (SD) n CG mean (SD) n t-test p

BDI* 14.43 (13.15) 41 5.13 (5.21) 21 24.20 (11.81) 20 —-6.75 < 0.0001
PDI 8.78 (9.20) 40 3.38 (5.19) 21 14.74 (9.05) 19 —4.93 < 0.0001
CTQ 41.88 (17.98) 40 31.05 (4.41) 20 52.70 (19.93) 20 —4.74 < 0.0001
STAI-T 47.71 (14.28) 41 37.52 (8.85) 21 58.40 (10.58) 20 —-6.87 < 0.0001
GAF 65.55 (22.40) 33 86.53 (3.91) 17 43.25 (4.97) 16 27.89 < 0.0001
1Q 117.29 (17.80) 41 121.33 (18.11) 21 113.05 (16.87) 20 1.51 0.14

HC =healthy controls; CG = clinical group; BDI =Beck Depression Inventory; PDI = Peters Delusion Inventory; STAI-T = State-Trait-Anxiety Inventory (Trait Anxiety);

GAF =Global Assessment of Functioning; IQ = General cognitive functioning.
& Mean of scores taken prior to each testing day.

condition, but it did yield a positive influence on overall cortisol values
from TSST peak to finish (Fig. 2).

3.4. Cortisol under non-stress condition

There was a significant diurnal decline of cortisol over time (line-
arly: Coef= —0.26 x 1072 (-0.49 x 1072 to —0.02 x 1072,
p = 0.033; quadratically: Coef = —6.25 x 107> (=11.90 x 10™° to
—0.60 x 10™%), p = 0.030). None of the predictors influenced this
slope. CG versus HC and BDI scores were positively associated with
higher overall cortisol across all time points (Fig. 3).

3.5. Cortisol and TSST condition

Piecewise analysis of “TSST minus non-stress cortisol” revealed
linear but not quadratic effects of time in the increase (baseline to peak)
and decrease (peak to end) phase (Supplemental Information: Table S3)
Therefore only interactions with time (not time2) were assessed. An
attenuated cortisol increase was noted in CG compared with HC, which
was a trend level for cortisol decrease (Fig. 4A). Higher BDI scores at-
tenuated cortisol increase (Fig. 4C), and higher CTQ scores attenuated
cortisol decrease (Fig. 4B). Findings with “TSST minus non-stress cor-
tisol” differed from TSST uncontrolled for diurnal cortisol. TSST cortisol
uncontrolled by non-stress cortisol showed CG, CTQ, and BDI had no
effect on cortisol increase but all attenuated cortisol decrease (Sup-
plementary Information: Table S4).
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Table 2
Waking cortisol.
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Distal and proximal influences on waking cortisol®

Effect N® Coef 95% CI P
Main Effects

Day 151 (39) —4.87 x 1072 —13.42 x 1072 to 3.68 x 102 0.26
Time of waking 151 (39) —0.07 x 102 —0.29 X 107210 0.15 x 102 0.52
HC/CG (1 = CG) 143 (37) 6.37 x 1072 —26.02 x 10~ 2 to 38.75 x 10~ 2 0.70
CTQ 147 (38) 0.92 x 1072 0.36 X 107 % to 1.49 x 10~ 2 0.001
BDI 151 (39) 0.42 x 1072 -1.24 x 1072 t0 2.08 x 1072 0.62

Waking cortisol levels were not influenced by HC/CG, but they were associated with increased CTQ scores.

@ Multilevel model across 4 days. Only the CTQ model required adjustment for confounding (gender was included). All models include random effects of time of
waking (missing in 1 individual), but findings remain when this random effect is not included.

b Bracketed number refers to the number of cases. Waking cortisol was missing from one HC participant, and time of waking was missing for another. CTQ was
missing from an additional participant. HC/CG analyses excluded two participants who were outliers on BDI or PDI.
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Fig. 2. Predictive margins® of waking cortisol on “TSST minus non-stress cor-
tisol” increase and decrease (TSST = Trier Social Stress Test), adjusted by
confounds. Piecewise analysis of cases and controls together revealed that
waking cortisol levels did not influence “TSST minus non-stress cortisol” in-
crease (Coef = 0.32 x 1072 (95% CI: 0.73 x 1072, 1.36 x 10~ 2), p = 0.55;
confound: gender x time) or decrease (Coef = 0.49 x 1072 (—0.54 x 1072,
1.53 x 10™2), p = 0.35; confounds: age x time, gender). However, waking
cortisol had a positive influence on overall “TSST minus non-stress cortisol”
levels, non-significant from TSST start to peak (Coef = 0.21 (—0.02, 0.43),
p = 0.074; confound: gender), but significant from TSST peak to finish
(Coef = 0.34 (0.03, 0.65), p = 0.031; confound: gender). Sample size: Four
TSST ouliers were excluded (see method and results). Waking cortisol was
missing from one participant. The decline phase additionally excluded one
participant who exhibited no cortisol increase from the TSST. All TSST slope
increase and decrease models have 3 to 5 timepoints per person, which varies
depending on when each individual peak occurred. This resulted inn = 132 (36
participants) for analyses of cortisol increase, and n = 151 (35 participants) for
cortisol decrease.

In summary, a differential pattern of predictors of the differential
aspects of cortisol output emerges:

i) Higher CTQ scores were associated with elevated morning cortisol
levels.

ii) BDI scores were associated with overall elevated cortisol in the non-
stress condition.

iii) In the stress condition (controlling for the non-stress cortisol levels)
current depressive symptoms were associated with attenuated cor-
tisol increase. Conversely, higher CTQ scores were associated with
attenuated cortisol decrease.

4. Discussion

While both HPAA and CA have been related to various types of
psychopathology, correlations within and across psychiatric diagnostic
categories have been inconsistent (Ciufolini et al., 2014; Fogelman and
Canli, 2018; Young et al., 2000). Recently it has been suggested that
new approaches may be nessecary to tackle heterogeneity in findings of
HPAA outputs in relation to CA and psychopatology (Fogelman and
Canli, 2018). Within the present study, we set out to systematically
disaggregate the associations between current depressive symptoms
and self-reported CA with components of HPAA output in participants
at-risk to developing severe psychopathology (CG) and HC with no
lifetime history of mental illness. We chose this strategy because of
potentially distinct underlying latent mechanisms governing waking
cortisol levels, diurnal decline and components of phasic cortisol re-
sponse (increase and decrease) that may be differentially susceptible to
exposure to CA and/or current symptoms. We hypothesized that CA and
current illness would show different associations with distinct compo-
nents of HPAA output. In order to test this, we needed to disaggregate
the phasic response to stress into its physiological components of in-
crease and subsequent decrease, distinguish high from low responders,
control for baseline tonic output at waking and partition out the al-
terations in non-stress diurnal cortisol output at the same time of day.

Consistent with our first hypothesis, we revealed that elevated tonic
waking cortisol was associated specifically with higher CTQ scores re-
gardless of group (case-control). Furthermore, higher CTQ scores were
also specifically associated with attenuated phasic post-stress cortisol
decrease. Elevated waking cortisol correlated with higher post-peak
cortisol after stress induction.

Given the small sample size and lack of genetic data to control for
genetic effects on morning waking cortisol levels or post-stress de-
crease, we cannot make definite claims regarding the precise me-
chanism underpinning these effects. However, CA related, epigeneti-
cally determined downregulation in GR sensitivity, with successive
impairments in negative feedback mechanisms may provide one pos-
sible explanation for the association between CA, elevated waking
cortisol as marker of increased baseline tonic output, and attenuated
post-stress recovery, independent of symptom related effects. Our
findings are theoretically consistent with developmental programming
effects following CA exposure, which only affect distinct components in
HPAA output in vulnerable populations, but are potentially related to
long term risk of successive severe psychopathology. If confirmed in
future studies this provides a potential explanatory framework for
morning waking cortisol acting as a biomarker amongst the adolescent
‘at risk’ population for major depression (Owens et al., 2014), that is
explained by both heritable mechanisms and CA.

In contrast, cortisol levels measured during the non-stress condition
were positively associated only with symptom scores of current de-
pression, suggesting that, the more severe the illness profile the greater
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Fig. 3. Influence of predictors on non-stress cortisol, adjusted by confounds. Predictors did not influence non-stress cortisol slope (all interactions with time and
time2, p = 0.36). Therefore main effects of predictors are presented, adjusted for confounding, and including the quadratic effect of time. 95% Confidence intervals
are from the standard error of prediction. Continuous predictors were divided into quartiles to depict their influence on non-stress cortisol. A) The clinical group (CG)
exhibited higher levels of non-stress cortisol than the healthy controls (HC) throughout the testing period (Coef = 0.47, (0.19, 0.75), p = 0.001; confound: gender;
n = 236 [41 participants x 6 timepoints.]). B) Across the whole sample, CTQ scores did not influence non-stress cortisol levels (Coef = 0.34 X 1072(—0.45 x 1072,
1.13 x 10~ 2), p = 0.40); confounds: gender, IQ; n = 240 [40 participants x 6 timepoints. One participant was missing CTQ]). C) Across the whole sample, those with
higher BDI scores had higher levels of non-stress cortisol throughout the testing period (Coef = 1.11 X 1072(0.33 x 1072,1.89 x 10™3), p = 0.005; confounds: 1Q,

test day order; n = 246 [41 participants x 6 timepoints]).

the likelihood of an overall elevated diurnal cortisol output. The results
are consistent with our second hypothesis and support an independent
effect of current symptoms on parameters of HPAA output, irrespective
of CA. These latter results resonate with studies noting that a proportion
of currently depressed patients show a reversible loss of day and
nighttime diurnal rhythm in their HPAA function, and this may be more
likely in the most severely ill patients (Binder et al., 2004). To our
knowledge, this is the first study specifically assessing diurnal variation
at time-matched intervals to the stress related phasic response. The
above findings strongly support our methodological approach of con-
trolling for non-stress characteristics of the HPAA output in order to
systematically disaggregate the impacts of CA and current symptoms
respectively when investigating HPAA phasic response to stress in pa-
tients.

In addition, we noted that greater depressive symptoms correlated
with attenuated post-stress phasic cortisol increase. We hypothesized
that perhaps during illness, already increased daytime diurnal HPAA
output may limit the physiological reserve for adaptive (allostatic) post-
stress cortisol increase.

Previous clinical studies have suggested both an increased and at-
tenuated phasic cortisol response to acute stress in populations with CA
and mental illness (Calhoun et al., 2014; Carpenter et al., 2007; Elzinga
et al., 2008, 2003; Heim et al., 2002). In line with our third hypothesis
we identified a small subgroup of clinical participants showing extreme
cortisol reactivity. The theoretical approach to analyses in this study is

guided by understanding of the biological underpinnings of cortisol
realease to date. On this basis, excluding these from the rest of the
sample was justified: based on previous literature, they likely represent
a further physiologically distinct clinical subgroup related to gene-by-
environment mechanisms affecting CRH control (Bradley et al., 2008;
Tyrka et al., 2009). Future studies with larger sample sizes might be
able to further explore CA/illness related associations in such sub-
groups.

To date findings of HPAA abnormalities have been inconsistent
within or across diagnostic categories. Co-morbidity in DSM IV diag-
noses was common in our sample. This was expected as the CG was
recruited based on psychotic symptoms, as marker for high-risk of
emerging severe psychopathology (Kelleher et al., 2012b) and related
to high levels of co-morbidity in young populations. Therefore, and in
recognition of increasing calls for dimensional definitions of mental
health in research (Caspi et al., 2014; Krueger et al., 1998) we chose a
dimensional approach to characterizing current psychopathology across
several symptom domains of depression, anxiety and abnormal beliefs.
This also allowed pooling data across samples for some of the analyses.
Despite the categorical diagnostic hereogeneity within the CG, higher
levels of symptoms in all domains were seen in CG versus HC, irre-
spective of CG diagnosis. The symptom profile of our group resonates
with the increasing recognition that diagnostic categories represent less
distinct pathologies than previously thought, but overlapping symptom
clusters (Cramer et al., 2010), with a potentially common latent factor
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Fig. 4. Influence of predictors on “TSST minus non-stress cortisol” increase and decrease, adjusted by confounds. Predictive margins® are used in B and C to show the
influence of a continuous predictor on cortisol slope. A) The clinical group (CG) exhibited an attenuated increase (Coef = —10.57 X 1073 (95% CI: 19.92 x 1073,
—1.21 x 10™3%), p = 0.027) and trend level decrease (Coef = 9.56 x 10~ 2 (1.27 x 102, 20.38 x 10~3), p = 0.084) in cortisol compared with healthy controls
(HC), as shown by significant interactions of HC/CG with time. B) Across the whole sample, CTQ scores did not influence cortisol increase (p = 0.51; full statistics
presented in Table S3) but higher CTQ scores attenuated cortisol decrease (Coef = 0.31 x 1072 (0.03 x 10’3, 0.59 x 10’3), p = 0.028). C) In the whole sample,
higher BDI scores attenuated cortisol increase (Coef = —0.41 X 1073 (—-0.76 x 1073, —0.05 x 1073), p = 0.025) but not decrease (p = 0.15). (See Table S3 for
confounds and sample size; TSST = Trier Social Stress Test). "For depicting effects of continuous predictors (CTQ and BDI) on “TSST minus non-stress cortisol”,
predictive margins were computed from each model at the mean of the predictor, and + 1SD from the mean. (Predictive margins are computed probabilies of the

outcome at specified values for the independent variable in the model.

underpinning mood, anxiety and psychotic disorders (Stochl et al.,
2015). CA and HPAA abnormalities are associated with many mental
illnesses. CA related programming effects on physiological changes may
be present irrespective of the dynamic effects of current symptom status
(Faravelli et al., 2010), and possibly represent a latent mechanism
common to these symptom clusters.

Stress induction in clinical populations is notoriously difficult to
conduct due to primary and secondary contraindications of inflicting
stress upon an unwell population. Therefore most current data rely on
sub-clinical population studies or small numbers in clinical groups
(Heim et al., 2002; Hollocks et al., 2014; Young et al., 2000). Clearly,
conclusions of this study are limited by its small sample size and re-
plication is needed in larger sample sizes using similar methodology.
For example, larger sample sizes would allow for assessment of cortisol
profiles separately by clinical status and/or gender. However, to our
knowledge this is the first study employing piecewise multilevel mod-
eling to fully disaggregate different physiological components of the
phasic HPAA response in mentally ill patients. By using this approach,
we maximize the power of a small data set over 2 experimental days
(stress and non-stress). We also provide a proof-of-principle for the

importance of this statistical disaggregation by revealing putatively
different effects on tonic, diurnal and phasic cortisol outputs and fur-
ther demonstrate the importance of controlling for the non-stress
diurnal levels in such populations.

Theoretically, distinguishing physiological subgroups is of value in
preparation for delineating developmental pathways resulting from the
impact of CA. For example, CA has been theorized to evoke specific
changes in HPAA function, and putative subsequent downstream de-
velopmental events (Cicchetti, 2010), with specific influence on neu-
rocognitive processes (Diamond et al., 2007; Lupien et al., 2007). In-
deed, high waking cortisol levels have been associated with
overgeneralized autobiographic memories (Owens et al., 2014). Future
developmental theories of HPAA dysregulation in the pathogenesis of
mental disorders could benefit from accounting for the heterogeneity of
cortisol profiles (Fogelman and Canli, 2018; Hagan et al., 2015).

5. Conclusions

Herein we present a novel approach to cortisol analysis which sys-
tematically disaggregates components of HPAA output. Such analysis
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has allowed us to distinguish effects of CA and current depressive
symptoms on cortisol levels in young people at high-risk for developing
severe mental illness. Our findings provide preliminary novel evidence
for a differential HPAA axis dysregulation hypothesis regarding the
impact of CA and current depressive symptoms on specific components
of HPAA output. We suggest that the elevated waking cortisol and at-
tenuated cortisol decrease post-stress in this population likely reflects
negative glucocorticoid feedback as a result of programing effects via
an interaction of CA with vulnerability genes, rather than being directly
symptom related. Impaired negative GR feedback has been associated
with various disorders, including depression and psychcosis (Zannas
and Binder, 2014). Consistent with the clinical presentation of our
sample (multiple, mixed symptoms, high prevalence of CA) our sample
might represent a subgroup of youth at-risk of a more severe course of
illness, greater treatment resistance, and lifelong risk of for recurrent
illness. Future studies will need to establish the programing effect of CA
vesus later life adversity. During illness, elevated daytime cortisol
output may deplete cortisol reserves and further compromise the ca-
pacity for adaptive physiological responsiveness to current stress, and
thus contribute to maintenance of symptom levels. These conclusions
are clearly tentative due to several limitations of the study, including
the sample size limiting subgroup-analyses. Future studies will need to
replicate and extend these findings with larger sample sizes. However,
the proposed methodology in this proof-of-principle study provides a
tool for the differentiation of distinct, biologically plausible subgroups.

Acknowledgements

VD acknowledges funding by the a NIHR Academic Clinical
Lecturer grant.

SN acknowledges funding by the Neurosciences in Psychiatry
Network Wellcome Trust Strategic Award awarded to the Wellcome
Trust Strategic Award (Grant No: 095844/Z/11/Z).

PF acknowledges Funding by the Wellcome trust (Grant No:
WT095692MA) and by the Bernard Wolfe Health Neuroscience Fund.

JP acknowledges JP acknowledges funding support from the NIHR
Programme Grant (Grant No: RP-PG-0606-1335 “Understanding Causes
of and Developing Interventions for Schizophrenia and Other
Psychoses”)

NS acknowledges funding by the Bernard Wolfe
Neuroscience fund of PF.

IG acknowledges support by the Neurosciences in Psychiatry
Network Wellcome Trust Strategic Award awarded to the Wellcome
Trust Strategic Award (Grant No: 095844/7/11/Z).

The funding sources had no involvement in the study design, col-
lection, analysis and interpretation of data, writing of the report or
decision to submit the article.

Health

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ynstr.2019.100153.

References

Austin, P.C., Steyerberg, E.W., 2015. The number of subjects per variable required in
linear regression analyses. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 68, 627-636. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.jclinepi.2014.12.014.

Bart, G., LaForge, K.S., Borg, L., Lilly, C., Ho, A., Kreek, M.J., 2006. Altered levels of basal
cortisol in healthy subjects with a 118G allele in exon 1 of the mu opioid receptor
gene. Neuropsychopharmacology 31, 2313. https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.npp.
1301128.

Bartels, M., de Geus, E.J.C., Kirschbaum, C., Sluyter, F., Boomsma, D.I., 2003. Heritability
of daytime cortisol levels in children. Behav. Genet. 33, 421-433. https://doi.org/Doi
10.1023/A:1025321609994.

Beck, A.T., Steer, R.A., Brown, G.K., 1996. Beck Depression Inventory-II. The
Psychological Corporation, San Antonio.

Bernstein, D.P., Stein, J.A., Newcomb, M.D., Walker, E., Pogge, D., Ahluvalia, T., Stokes,
J., Handelsman, L., Medrano, M., Desmond, D., Zule, W., 2003. Development and

Neurobiology of Stress 10 (2019) 100153

validation of a brief screening version of the childhood trauma questionnaire. Child
Abuse Negl. 27, 169-190. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016,/50145-2134(02)
00541-0.

Binder, E.B., Salyakina, D., Lichtner, P., Wochnik, G.M., Ising, M., Putz, B., Papiol, S.,
Seaman, S., Lucae, S., Kohli, M.A,, Nickel, T., Kunzel, H.E., Fuchs, B., Majer, M.,
Pfennig, A., Kern, N., Brunner, J., Modell, S., Baghai, T., Deiml, T., Zill, P., Bondy, B.,
Rupprecht, R., Messer, T., Kohnlein, O., Dabitz, H., Bruckl, T., Muller, N., Pfister, H.,
Lieb, R., Mueller, J.C., Lohmussaar, E., Strom, T.M., Bettecken, T., Meitinger, T., Uhr,
M., Rein, T., Holsboer, F., Muller-Myhsok, B., 2004. Polymorphisms in FKBP5 are
associated with increased recurrence of depressive episodes and rapid response to
antidepressant treatment. Nat. Genet. 36, 1319-1325. https://doi.org/http://www.
nature.com/ng/journal/v36,/n12/suppinfo/ng1479_S1.html.

Bradley, R.G., Binder, E.B., Epstein, M.P., et al., 2008. Influence of child abuse on adult
depression: moderation by the corticotropin-releasing hormone receptor gene. Arch.
Gen. Psychiatr. 65, 190-200.

Calhoun, C.D., Helms, S.W., Heilbron, N., Rudolph, K.D., Hastings, P.D., Prinstein, M.J.,
2014. Relational victimization, friendship, and adolescents' hypothalamic—pituitar-
y-adrenal axis responses to an in vivo social stressor. Dev. Psychopathol. 26,
605-618. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0954579414000261.

Carpenter, L.L., Carvalho, J.P., Tyrka, A.R., Wier, L.M., Mello, A.F., Mello, M.F.,
Anderson, G.M., Wilkinson, C.W., Price, L.H., 2007. Decreased ACTH and cortisol
responses to stress in healthy adults reporting significant childhood maltreatment.
Biol. Psychiatry 62, 1080-1087. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2007.05.002.

Caspi, A., 2010. Childhood trauma and children's emerging psychotic symptoms: a ge-
netically sensitive longitudinal cohort study. Am. J. Psychiatry 168, 65-72.

Caspi, A., Houts, R.M., Belsky, D.W., Goldman-Mellor, S.J., Harrington, H., Israel, S.,
Meier, M.H., Ramrakha, S., Shalev, 1., Poulton, R., Moffitt, T.E., 2014. The p factor:
one general psychopathology factor in the structure of psychiatric disorders? Clin.
Psychol. Sci. 2, 119-137. https://doi.org/10.1177/2167702613497473.

Cattell, R.B., 1940. A culture-free intelligence test. I. J. Educ. Psychol. 31, 161-179.
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0059043.

Cicchetti, D., 2010. Resilience under conditions of extreme stress: a multilevel perspec-
tive. World Psychiatry 9, 145-154.

Ciufolini, S., Dazzan, P., Kempton, M.J., Pariante, C., Mondelli, V., 2014. HPA axis re-
sponse to social stress is attenuated in schizophrenia but normal in depression: evi-
dence from a meta-analysis of existing studies. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 47, 359-368.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2014.09.004.

Cramer, A.O.J., Waldorp, L.J., van der Maas, H.L.J., Borsboom, D., 2010. Comorbidity: a
network perspective. Behav. Brain Sci. 33, 137-193. https://d0i:10.1017/
S0140525X09991567.

Czeisler, C., Weitzman, E., Moore-Ede, M., Zimmerman, J., Knauer, R., 1980. Human
sleep: its duration and organization depend on its circadian phase. Science 210
(4475), 1264-1267. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.7434029.

Danese, A., McEwen, B.S., 2012. Adverse childhood experiences, allostasis, allostatic
load, and age-related disease. Physiol. Behav. 106, 29-39. https://doi.org/https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2011.08.019.

de Kloet, E.R., Joels, M., Holsboer, F., 2005. Stress and the brain: from adaptation to
disease. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 6, 463-475.

Diamond, D.M., Campbell, A.M., Park, C.R., Halonen, J., Zoladz, P.R., 2007. The temporal
dynamics model of emotional memory processing: a synthesis on the neurobiological
basis of stress-induced amnesia, flashbulb and traumatic memories, and the Yerkes-
Dodson law. Neural Plast. 60803. https://doi.org/10.1155/2007/60803.

Dickerson, S.S., Kemeny, M.E., 2004. Acute stressors and cortisol responses: a theoretical
integration and synthesis of laboratory research. Psychol. Bull. 130, 355-391.
https://doi.org/Doi 10.1037/0033-2909.130.3.355.

Dickmeis, T., 2009. Glucocorticoids and the circadian clock. J. Endocrinol. 200, 3-22.
https://doi.org/10.1677 /joe-08-0415.

Dienes, K.A., Hazel, N.A., Hammen, C.L., 2013. Cortisol secretion in depressed, and at-risk
adults. Psychoneuroendocrinology 38, 927-940. https://doi.org/S0306-4530(12)
00335-6 [pii]10.1016/j.psyneuen.2012.09.019.

Elzinga, B.M., Schmahl, C.G., Vermetten, E., van Dyck, R., Bremner, J.D., 2003. Higher
cortisol levels following exposure to traumatic reminders in abuse-related PTSD.
Neuropsychopharmacology 28, 1656-1665.

Elzinga, B.M., Roelofs, K., Tollenaar, M.S., Bakvis, P., van Pelt, J., Spinhoven, P., 2008.
Diminished cortisol responses to psychosocial stress associated with lifetime adverse
events: a study among healthy young subjects. Psychoneuroendocrinology 33,
227-237. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2007.11.004.

Faravelli, C., Gorini Amedei, S., Rotella, F., Faravelli, L., Palla, A., Consoli, G., Ricca, V.,
Batini, S., Lo Sauro, C., Spiti, A., Catena Dell’osso, M., 2010. Childhood traumata,
Dexamethasone Suppression Test and psychiatric symptoms: a trans-diagnostic ap-
proach. Psychol. Med. 40, 2037-2048. https://doi.org/S0033291710000115 [pii]10.
1017/5S0033291710000115.

Fogelman, N., Canli, T., 2018. Early life stress and cortisol: a meta-analysis. Horm. Behav.
98, 63-76. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2017.12.014.

Hagan, C.C., Graham, J.M.E., Wilkinson, P.O., Midgley, N., Suckling, J., Sahakian, B.J.,
Goodyer, .M., 2015. Neurodevelopment and ages of onset in depressive disorders.
The Lancet Psychiatr. 2, 1112-1116. https://doi.org/10.1016/52215-0366(15)
00362-4.

Heim, C., Newport, D.J., Wagner, D., Wilcox, M.M., Miller, A.H., Nemeroff, C.B., 2002.
The role of early adverse experience and adulthood stress in the prediction of neu-
roendocrine stress reactivity in women: a multiple regression analysis. Depress.
Anxiety 15, 117-125. https://doi.org/10.1002/da.10015.

Herbert, J., 2013. Cortisol and depression: three questions for psychiatry. Psychol. Med.
43 (3), 449-469. https://doi.org/10.1017/500332917120009555.

Hermans, E.J., Van Marle, H.J.F., Ossewaarde, L., Henckens, M.J.A.G., Qin, S., Van
Kesteren, M.T.R., Schoots, V.C., Cousijn, H., Rijpkema, M., Oostenveld, R.,


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ynstr.2019.100153
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ynstr.2019.100153
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.npp.1301128
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.npp.1301128
https://doi.org/Doi%2010.1023/A:1025321609994
https://doi.org/Doi%2010.1023/A:1025321609994
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref5
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0145-2134(02)00541-0
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0145-2134(02)00541-0
https://doi.org/http://www.nature.com/ng/journal/v36/n12/suppinfo/ng1479_S1.html
https://doi.org/http://www.nature.com/ng/journal/v36/n12/suppinfo/ng1479_S1.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref8
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0954579414000261
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2007.05.002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref11
https://doi.org/10.1177/2167702613497473
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0059043
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref14
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2014.09.004
https://doi:10.1017/S0140525X09991567
https://doi:10.1017/S0140525X09991567
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.7434029
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2011.08.019
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2011.08.019
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref19
https://doi.org/10.1155/2007/60803
https://doi.org/Doi%2010.1037/0033-2909.130.3.355
https://doi.org/10.1677/joe-08-0415
https://doi.org/S0306-4530(12)00335-6%20[pii]10.1016/j.psyneuen.2012.09.019
https://doi.org/S0306-4530(12)00335-6%20[pii]10.1016/j.psyneuen.2012.09.019
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref24
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2007.11.004
https://doi.org/S0033291710000115%20[pii]10.1017/S0033291710000115
https://doi.org/S0033291710000115%20[pii]10.1017/S0033291710000115
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2017.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2215-0366(15)00362-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2215-0366(15)00362-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/da.10015
https://doi.org/10.1017/S00332917120009555

V.B. Dobler, et al.

Ferndndez, G., 2011. Stress-related noradrenergic activity prompts large-scale neural
network reconfiguration. Science 334, 1151-1153. 84. https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.1209603.

Hollocks, M.J., Howlin, P., Papadopoulos, A.S., Khondoker, M., Simonoff, E., 2014.
Differences in HPA-axis and heart rate responsiveness to psychosocial stress in chil-
dren with autism spectrum disorders with and without co-morbid anxiety.
Psychoneuroendocrinology 46, 32—-45. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2014.04.
004.

Hruschka, D.J., Kohrt, B.A., Worthman, C.M., 2005. Estimating between- and within-
individual variation in cortisol levels using multilevel models.
Psychoneuroendocrinology 30, 698-714. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2005.
03.002.

Karatsoreos, I.N., McEwen, B.S., 2011. Psychobiological allostasis: resistance, resilience
and vulnerability. Trends Cognit. Sci. 15, 576-584. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.tics.2011.10.005.

Kelleher, L., Harley, M., Lynch, F., Arseneault, L., Fitzpatrick, C., Cannon, M., 2008.
Associations between childhood trauma, bullying and psychotic symptoms among a
school-based adolescent sample. Br. J. Psychiatry 193, 378-382. https://doi.org/10.
1192/bjp.bp.108.049536.

Kelleher, I., Connor, D., Clarke, M.C., Devlin, N., Harley, M., Cannon, M., 2012a.
Prevalence of psychotic symptoms in childhood and adolescence: a systematic review
and meta-analysis of population-based studies. Psychol. Med. 42, 1857-1863.
https://doi.org/doi:10.1017/50033291711002960.

Kelleher, 1., Keeley, H., Corcoran, P., Lynch, F., Fitzpatrick, C., Devlin, N., Molloy, C.,
Roddy, S., Clarke, M.C., Harley, M., Arseneault, L., Wasserman, C., Carli, V.,
Sarchiapone, M., Hoven, C., Wasserman, D., Cannon, M., 2012b. Clinicopathological
significance of psychotic experiences in non-psychotic young people: evidence from
four population-based studies. Br. J. Psychiatry 201, 26-32. https://doi.org/10.
1192/bjp.bp.111.101543. https://doi.org/bjp.bp.111.101543,

Kelleher, I., Keeley, H., Corcoran, P., Ramsay, H., Wasserman, C., Carli, V., Sarchiapone,
M., Hoven, C., Wasserman, D., Cannon, M., 2013. Childhood trauma and psychosis in
a prospective cohort study: cause, effect, and directionality. Am. J. Psychiatry 170,
734-741. https://doi.org/1680037 [pii]10.1176/appi.ajp.2012.12091169.

Kirschbaum, C., Pirke, K.M., Hellhammer, D.H., 1993. The trier social stress test - a tool
for investigating psychobiological stress responses in a laboratory setting.
Neuropsychobiology 28, 76-81.

Krueger, R.F., Caspi, A., Moffitt, T.E., Silva, P.A., 1998. The structure and stability of
common mental disorders (DSM-III-R): a longitudinal-epidemiological study. J.
Abnorm. Psychol. 107, 216-227. https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-843x.107.2.216.

Kupper, N., de Geus, E.J.C., van den Berg, M., Kirschbaum, C., Boomsma, D.I., Willemsen,
G., 2005. Familial influences on basal salivary cortisol in an adult population.
Psychoneuroendocrinology 30, 857-868. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2005.
04.003.

Lupien, S.J., Maheu, F., Tu, M., Fiocco, A., Schramek, T.E., 2007. The effects of stress and
stress hormones on human cognition: implications for the field of brain and cogni-
tion. Brain Cogn. 65, 209-237. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.
2007.02.007.

MacMillan, H.L., Georgiades, K., Duku, E.K., Shea, A., Steiner, M., Niec, A., Tanaka, M.,
Gensey, S., Spree, S., Vella, E., Walsh, C.A., De Bellis, M.D., Van der Meulen, J., Boyle,
M.H., Schmidt, L.A., 2009. Cortisol response to stress in female youths exposed to
childhood maltreatment: results of the youth mood project. Biol. Psychiatry 66,
62-68. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2008.12.014.

Mabhon, P.B., Zandi, P.P., Potash, J.B., Nestadt, G., Wand, G.S., 2013. Genetic association
of FKBP5 and CRHR1 with cortisol response to acute psychosocial stress in healthy
adults. Psychopharmacology 227 (2), 231-241. https://doi.org/10.1007/500213-
012-2956-x.

McEwen, B.S., 1998. Stress, adaptation, and disease: allostasis and allostatic load. Ann. N.
Y. Acad. Sci. 840, 33-44. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.1998.tb09546.x.
McEwen, B.S., 2007. Physiology and neurobiology of stress and adaptation: central role of
the brain. Physiol. Rev. 87, 873-904. https://doi.org/87/3/873 [pii]10.1152/

physrev.00041.2006.

Meaney, M.J., Brake, W., Gratton, A., 2002. Environmental regulation of the development
of mesolimbic dopamine systems: a neurobiological mechanism for vulnerability to
drug abuse? Psychoneuroendocrinology 27, 127-138.

Owens, M., Herbert, J., Jones, P.B., Sahakian, B.J., Wilkinson, P.O., Dunn, V.J., Croudace,
T.J., Goodyer, 1.M., 2014. Elevated morning cortisol is a stratified population-level
biomarker for major depression in boys only with high depressive symptoms. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A 111, 3638-3643. https://doi.org/DOI 10.1073/pnas.
1318786111.

10

Neurobiology of Stress 10 (2019) 100153

Peters, E.R., Joseph, S.A., Garety, P.A., 1999. Measurement of Delusional Ideation in the
Normal Population: introducing the PDI (Peters et al. Delusions Inventory).
Schizophr. Bull. 25, 553-576.

Schreiber, J.E., Shirtcliff, E., Van Hulle, C., Lemery-Chatfant, K., Klein, M.H., Kalin, N.H.,
Essex, M.J., Goldsmith, H.H., 2006. Environmental influences on family similarity in
afternoon cortisol levels: twin and parent-offspring designs.
Psychoneuroendocrinology 31, 1131-1137. https://doi.org/DOI 10.1016/j.
psyneuen.2006.07.005.

Sheehan, D.V., Lecrubier, Y., Sheehan, K.H., Amorim, P., Janavs, J., Weiller, E., Hergueta,
T., Baker, R., Dunbar, G.C., 1998. The Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Interview
(M.LN.L): the development and validation of a structured diagnostic psychiatric in-
terview for DSM-IV and ICD-10. J. Clin. Psychiatry 59 (Suppl 20), 22-33. https://doi.
org/10.1016/50924-9338(99)80239-9.

Sousa, N., Cerqueira, J.J., Almeida, O.F.X., 2008. Corticosteroid receptors and neuro-
plasticity. Brain Res. Rev. 57, 561-570.

Spielberger, C.D., 2010. State-trait anxiety inventory. In: The Corsini Encyclopedia of
Psychology. John Wiley & Sons, Inc. https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470479216.
corpsy0943.

St Clair, M.C., Neufeld, S., Jones, P.B., Fonagy, P., Bullmore, E.T., Dolan, R.J., Moutoussis,
M., Toseeb, U., Goodyer, .M., 2017. Characterising the latent structure and organi-
sation of self-reported thoughts, feelings and behaviours in adolescents and young
adults. PLoS One 12, e0175381 https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0175381.

Stochl, J., Khandaker, G.M., Lewis, G., Perez, J., Goodyer, .M., Zammit, S., Sullivan, S.,
Croudace, T.J., Jones, P.B., 2015. Mood, anxiety and psychotic phenomena measure a
common psychopathological factor. Psychol. Med. 45, 1483-1493. https://doi.org/
10.1017/5003329171400261X.

Storch, E.A., Roberti, J.W., Roth, D.A., 2004. Brief report factor structure, concurrent
validity, and internal consistency of the beck depression inventoryfsecond edition in
a sample of college students. Depress. Anxiety 19, 187-189. https://doi.org/10.
1002/da.20002.

Taylor, S.E., Karlamangla, A.S., Friedman, E.M., Seeman, T.E., 2010. Early environment
affects neuroendocrine regulation in adulthood. Soc. Cognit. Affect Neurosci. 6 (2),
244-251. https://doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsq037.

Tyrka, A.R., Price, L.H., Gelernter, J., Schepker, C., Anderson, G.M., Carpenter, L.L., 2009.
Interaction of childhood maltreatment with the corticotropin-releasing hormone re-
ceptor gene: effects on hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis reactivity. Biol.
Psychiatry 66, 681-685. https://doi.org/50006-3223(09)00634-9 [pii]10.1016/j.
biopsych.2009.05.012.

Varghese, D., Scott, J., Welham, J., Bor, W., Najman, J., O'Callaghan, M., Williams, G.,
McGrath, J., 2011. Psychotic-like experiences in major depression and anxiety dis-
orders: a population-based survey in young adults. Schizophr. Bull. 37, 389-393.
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul /sbp083.

Weaver, 1.C., Cervoni, N., Champagne, F.A., D'Alessio, A.C., Sharma, S., Seckl, J.R.,
Dymov, S., Szyf, M., Meaney, M.J., 2004. Epigenetic programming by maternal be-
havior. Nat. Neurosci. 7, 847-854. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1276nn1276.

Wigman, J.T., van Nierop, M., Vollebergh, W.A., Lieb, R., Beesdo-Baum, K., Wittchen,
H.U., van Os, J., 2012. Evidence that psychotic symptoms are prevalent in disorders
of anxiety and depression, impacting on illness onset, risk, and severity-implications
for diagnosis and ultra-high risk research. Schizophr. Bull. 38, 247-257. https://doi.
org/sbr196 [pii]10.1093/schbul/sbr196.

Wilkinson, P.O., Goodyer, I.M., 2011. Childhood adversity and allostatic overload of the
hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis: a vulnerability model for depressive disorders.
Dev. Psychopathol. 23, 1017-1037. https://doi.org/S0954579411000472 [pii]10.
1017/50954579411000472.

Willett, J.B., Singer, J.D., Martin, N.C., 1998. The design and analysis of longitudinal
studies of development and psychopathology in context: statistical models and
methodological recommendations. Dev. Psychopathol. 10, 395-426. https://doi.org/
10.1017/50954579498001667.

Young, E.A., Lopez, J.F., Murphy-Weinberg, V., Watson, S.J., Akil, H., 2000. Hormonal
evidence for altered responsiveness to social stress in major depression.
Neuropsychopharmacology 23, 411-418. https://doi.org/S0893-133X(00)00129-9
[pii]10.1016/50893-133X(00)00129-9.

Yung, A.R., Yuen, H.P., Phillips, L.J., Francey, S., McGorry, P.D., 2003. Mapping the onset
of psychosis: the comprehensive assessment of at risk mental states (CAARMS).
Schizophr. Res. 60, 30-31. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/50920-9964(03)
80090-7.

Zannas, A.S., Binder, E.B., 2014. Gene-environment interactions at the FKBP5 locus:
sensitive periods, mechanisms and pleiotropism. Genes Brain Behav. 13, 25-37.
https://doi.org/10.1111/gbb.12104.


https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1209603
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1209603
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2014.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2014.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2005.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2005.03.002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2011.10.005
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2011.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.108.049536
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.108.049536
https://doi.org/doi:10.1017/S0033291711002960
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.111.101543
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.111.101543
https://doi.org/1680037%20[pii]10.1176/appi.ajp.2012.12091169
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref37
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-843x.107.2.216
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2005.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2005.04.003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2007.02.007
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2007.02.007
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2008.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-012-2956-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-012-2956-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.1998.tb09546.x
https://doi.org/87/3/873%20[pii]10.1152/physrev.00041.2006
https://doi.org/87/3/873%20[pii]10.1152/physrev.00041.2006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref45
https://doi.org/DOI%2010.1073/pnas.1318786111
https://doi.org/DOI%2010.1073/pnas.1318786111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref47
https://doi.org/DOI%2010.1016/j.psyneuen.2006.07.005
https://doi.org/DOI%2010.1016/j.psyneuen.2006.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-9338(99)80239-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-9338(99)80239-9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(18)30059-6/sref50
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470479216.corpsy0943
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470479216.corpsy0943
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0175381
https://doi.org/10.1017/S003329171400261X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S003329171400261X
https://doi.org/10.1002/da.20002
https://doi.org/10.1002/da.20002
https://doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsq037
https://doi.org/S0006-3223(09)00634-9%20[pii]10.1016/j.biopsych.2009.05.012
https://doi.org/S0006-3223(09)00634-9%20[pii]10.1016/j.biopsych.2009.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbp083
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1276nn1276
https://doi.org/sbr196%20[pii]10.1093/schbul/sbr196
https://doi.org/sbr196%20[pii]10.1093/schbul/sbr196
https://doi.org/S0954579411000472%20[pii]10.1017/S0954579411000472
https://doi.org/S0954579411000472%20[pii]10.1017/S0954579411000472
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579498001667
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579498001667
https://doi.org/S0893-133X(00)00129-9%20[pii]10.1016/S0893-133X(00)00129-9
https://doi.org/S0893-133X(00)00129-9%20[pii]10.1016/S0893-133X(00)00129-9
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0920-9964(03)80090-7
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0920-9964(03)80090-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/gbb.12104

	Disaggregating physiological components of cortisol output: A novel approach to cortisol analysis in a clinical sample – A proof-of-principle study
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Participants
	Procedures
	Cortisol samples
	Waking cortisol
	Test days salivary cortisol collection

	Symptom scales and measures for CA
	Data analysis

	Results
	Participant characteristics
	TSST exclusions
	Waking cortisol
	Cortisol under non-stress condition
	Cortisol and TSST condition

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Supplementary data
	References




