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Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is a neurodegenerative disease that causes behavioral and cognitive
impairments. The phytocannabinoid cannabidiol (CBD) has anti-inflammatory, antioxidant,
and neuroprotective properties, and in vitro and limited in vivo evidence suggests that CBD
possesses therapeutic-like properties for the treatment of AD. Cannabinoids are known to
have dose-dependent effects and the therapeutic potential of medium-dose CBD for AD
transgenicmice has not been assessed in great detail yet. 12-month-old control andAPPSwe/
PS1ΔE9 (APPxPS1) transgenic female micewere treated daily via intraperitoneal injection with
5mg/kg bodyweight CBD (or vehicle) commencing three weeks prior to the assessment of
behavioral domains including anxiety, exploration, locomotion, motor functions, cognition,
and sensorimotor gating. APPxPS1 mice exhibited a hyperlocomotive and anxiogenic-like
phenotype and had wild type-like motor and spatial learning abilities, although AD transgenic
mice took generally longer to complete the cheeseboard training (due to a lower locomotion
speed). Furthermore spatial learning and reversal learning was delayed by one day in
APPxPS1 mice compared to control mice. All mice displayed intact spatial memory and
retrieval memory, but APPxPS1 mice showed reduced levels of perseverance in the
cheeseboard probe trial. Importantly, vehicle-treated APPxPS1 mice were characterized
by object recognition deficits and delayed spatial learning, which were reversed by CBD
treatment. Finally, impairments in sensorimotor gating of APPxPS1mice were not affected by
CBD. In conclusion, medium-dose CBD appears to have therapeutic value for the treatment
of particular behavioral impairments present in AD patients. Future research should consider
the molecular mechanisms behind CBD’s beneficial properties for AD transgenic mice.
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INTRODUCTION

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is an insidious neurodegenerative disease that is caused by progressive
damage to neuronal cells and results in irreversible cognitive and behavioral deficits including
memory loss, spatial disorientation, and language impairments. AD is the most common form of
dementia and is currently incurable and without effective preventative options and usually leads to
death due to secondary diseases such as pneumonia (Burns et al., 1990; Brunnström and Englund,
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2009). Often a verified diagnosis of AD can only be made
postmortem, with the two main pathological hallmarks of AD
being (1) the extracellular accumulation of amyloid-beta (Aβ)
protein fragments around the neurons in the brain, forming Aβ
plaques, and (2) the intracellular accumulation of
hyperphosphorylated microtubule-associated protein tau (MAPT),
forming neurofibrillary tangles (NFT). Cerebral atrophy, microglial
activation, oxidative stress, and chronic inflammation of the brain
are also seen postmortem (Chen and Mobley, 2019).

AD is most commonly categorized as either late-onset (>
65 years of age) sporadic AD or early-onset (< 65 years of age)
familial AD. Sporadic AD is the most common form of AD and is
sporadic in nature, with the most widely studied genetic risk
factor for sporadic AD being the gene encoding apolipoprotein E
(Liu et al., 2013; Mendiola-Precoma et al., 2016). Familial AD is
estimated to represent less than 5% of all AD cases and results
from the inheritance of an autosomal dominant mutation in the
genes encoding amyloid precursor protein (APP), presenilin 1
(PS1), or presenilin 2 (PS2), the latter two being enzymes
participating in the processing of APP. Mutations in APP, PS1,
and PS2 result in the aberrant cleavage of APP into Aβ peptides of
40 residues (Aβ40) or of 42 residues (Aβ42), which are thought to
form toxic Aβ plaques responsible for causing neuronal cell death
in AD (Hardy and Higgins, 1992).

Currently available treatments for AD include three
acetylcholinesterase inhibitors (donepezil, rivastigmine, and
galantamine) and one N-methyl-D-aspartate (NMDA)
receptor antagonist (memantine). These treatments have
numerous side effects and only provide symptomatic relief to
patients in early disease stages without altering disease
progression (Wong, 2016). A recent approach in the race for
the treatment for AD involves targeting the endocannabinoid
system, which is involved in numerous basic functions of the
human body (Di Marzo et al., 2004; Benito et al., 2007), and
testing constituents of the cannabis sativa plant
(i.e., phytocannabinoids). Among the group of
phytocannabinoids tested for therapeutic interventions,
cannabidiol (CBD) is of particular interest. CBD is the main
nontoxic (nonhigh producing) phytocannabinoid of C. sativa and
possesses antioxidant, antiapoptotic, neuroprotective,
immunosuppressive, and anti-inflammatory properties. Limited
in vitro and in vivo evidence suggests that CBD may also reduce
amyloid and tau pathologies and unlike other cannabinoids does
not impair cognition (reviewed in Karl et al. (2017)). These
properties suggest that CBD may be suitable for the treatment
of neurodegenerative diseases including dementia.

Indeed, CBD has shown potential as a therapeutic for AD in
preclinical studies. In vitro studies have shown that CBD dose-
dependently inhibits tau hyperphosphorylation in Aβ-simulated
PC12 cells (Esposito et al., 2006a). Furthermore, CBD can
increase cell survival, reduce Aβ-induced lipid peroxidation
and reactive oxygen species production (Iuvone et al., 2004),
attenuate nitric oxide (Esposito et al., 2006b), and counteract the
elevation of APP expression in transfected human neuroblastoma
cells, thereby increasing cell survival (Scuderi et al., 2014). In vivo,
CBD has been found to attenuate Aβ-evoked neuroinflammation
in a pharmacological mouse model of AD (Esposito et al., 2007).

In addition, 20 mg/kg CBD treatment has been shown to prevent
an Aβ-induced learning deficit in the Morris Water Maze and to
reduce the Aβ-induced increase in IL-6 (Martín-Moreno et al.,
2011). Furthermore, a previous study from our lab reported that
CBD at a dose of 20 mg/kg reversed social recognition and novel
objection recognition deficits in 6-month-old APPSwe/PS1ΔE9
(APPxPS1) mice (a transgenic model for familial AD) when
delivered chronically after the onset of disease-relevant
symptoms (Cheng et al., 2014a). This dosage also prevented
the development of a social recognition deficit in the APPxPS1
model when delivered for 8 months prior to the onset of disease
symptoms (Cheng et al., 2014c). More recently, 50 mg/kg CBD
was found to restore impaired social recognition memory and
reversal spatial learning and tended to reduce insoluble Aβ40
levels in the hippocampus of 12-month-old APPxPS1 males
(Watt et al., 2020). International colleagues also evaluated
CBD-rich cannabis extract (at a dose of 0.75 mg/kg of CBD)
which also improved object recognition memory of APPxPS1
mice when chronically administered during the early
symptomatic disease stage (Aso et al., 2015).

The APPxPS1 mouse model exhibits fast-developing amyloid
pathology (Borchelt et al., 1997; Jankowsky et al., 2004a;
Jankowsky et al., 2004b), with Aβ plaques appearing as early
as at 4–6 months of age and accumulating further with age
(Jankowsky et al., 2004b; Savonenko et al., 2005; Garcia-Alloza
et al., 2006; Ruan et al., 2009; Hamilton and Holscher, 2012). A
sexual dimorphism profile for this model has also been identified,
with female APPxPS1 mice exhibiting higher pathological levels
of phosphorylated tau, proinflammatory cytokines, astrocytosis,
microgliosis, neuronal and synaptic degeneration (Jiao et al.,
2016), and soluble Aβ40 and Aβ42 peptides (Wang et al.,
2003) when compared to males. APPxPS1 mice also exhibit a
range of behavioral deficits relevant to the study of AD including
spatial learning and memory impairments in various test
paradigms (Savonenko et al., 2005; O’Leary and Brown, 2009;
Zhang et al., 2011; Cheng et al., 2014b) and recognition memory
impairments (NORT; Lalonde et al., 2004; Cheng et al., 2013;
Cheng et al., 2014a; Cheng et al., 2014c) as well as task-dependent
hyperlocomotion and anxiolytic-like phenotypes (Cheng et al.,
2013; Cheng et al., 2014b). In line with brain pathology, male and
female APPxPS1 mice show differences in the nature of their
behavioral impairments (Jardanhazi-Kurutz et al., 2010; Cheng
et al., 2014a; Cheng et al., 2014b) so research strategies need to be
developed sex-specifically. Unlike previous studies that combined
male and female mice and assessed them together without
consideration for the impact of gender (Lalonde et al., 2004;
Reiserer et al., 2007), the current study decided to limit
investigations to one gender only, and female mice were
selected because of their more pronounced brain pathology.

It is important to note that CBD produces biphasic dose
responses (Tzavara et al., 2003; Rey et al., 2012). It is therefore
pivotal to investigate a range of dosages to determine the window
of the therapeutic effectiveness of the drug. In addition,
evaluating lower CBD doses than in our previous studies may
have a positive impact on future financial burdens of dementia
patients. Thus, the major aim of this explorative study was to
determine if a chronic administration regime of a medium CBD
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dose of 5 mg/kg bodyweight can reverse or ameliorate behavioral
impairments of APPxPS1 transgenic females at an advanced
symptomatic disease stage.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Animals
12-month-old female double transgenic APPSwe/PS1ΔE9
(APPxPS1) mice were used in this study. The APPxPS1 mouse
model of familial AD carries the chimeric mouse/human APP
gene with Swedish mutation (Mo/HuAPP695swe/Swedish
mutations K595N/M596L) and the mutant human PS1 gene
with exon nine deletion (PS1/ΔE9) and is generated on a
mixed congenic C57BL/6JxC3H/HeJ background and
maintained as a hemizygote (Borchelt et al., 1997; Jankowsky
et al., 2004a; Jankowsky et al., 2004b). 12-month old female mice
which were chosen as APPxPS1 females show significantly higher
levels of soluble Aβ40 and Aβ42 compared to male APPxPS1 mice
(Wang et al., 2003) and at 12 months of age, these females are
considered to be in advanced stages of the symptomatic phase of
AD (Aso et al., 2016). APPxPS1 mice (n � 22) and their
nontransgenic wild type-like littermates (WT: n � 28) were
361 ± 8 days old at the onset of the study, with a total of
three cohorts of mice being used. Mice were bred at
Australian BioResources (ABR: Moss Vale, NSW Australia)
where they were group housed in individually ventilated cages
(Type Mouse Version 1: Airlaw, Smithfield, Australia) under a
12/12 h light/dark cycle with a dawn/dusk simulation. Mice were
transported to the Western Sydney University animal facility
(School of Medicine, Campbelltown, Australia) once they had
reached adulthood where littermates were group housed (two to
three mice per cage) in filter top cages (1284L: Tecniplast,
Rydalmere, Australia). Mice were provided with food (Rat &
Mouse Pellets: Gordon’s Specialty Stockfeeds Pty Ltd., NSW,
Australia) and water ab libitum unless otherwise described. Corn-
cob bedding (PuraCob Premium: Able Scientific, Perth,
Australia), crinkle paper (Crink-l’Nest, The Andersons,
Maumee, Ohio, United States), and tissue for nesting were
used as enriching structures. Cages were changed fortnightly.
Standard laboratory conditions were applied with a 12/12 h light/
dark cycle (light phase beginning 0900 with white light at an
illumination of 124 lux and dark phase beginning 2100 with a red
light at an illumination of less than 2 lux). Temperature and
relative humidity were automatically controlled between 20 and
22°C and 40 and 60%, respectively. All procedures were approved
by the Western Sydney University Animal Care and Ethics
Committee (#A12905) and complied with the Australian Code
of Practice for the Care and Use of Animals for Scientific Purposes.

Drug Preparation and Administration
Preparation of powdered cannabidiol (CAS: 13956-29-1; THC
Pharma GmbH, Frankfurt/Main, Germany) dissolved to a
concentration of 0.5 mg/ml in equal parts of Tween80 (Sigma-
Aldrich Co., St Louis, United States) and 100% ethanol and
diluted in 0.9% saline, to a ratio by volume of 1 : 1 : 18
ethanol: Tween80: saline, was used to prepare the CBD

treatment solution. A similar solution without the addition of
powdered cannabidiol (1 : 1 : 18 ethanol : Tween80 : saline) was
used as the vehicle. At approximately 12 months of age, mice
began treatment via daily intraperitoneal (i.p.) injection
(10 ml/kg bodyweight, site alternated daily) of CBD or vehicle
administered at a dose of 5 mg/kg body weight (WT-VEH n � 15;
WT-CBD n � 13; APPxPS1-VEH n � 10; and APPxPS1-CBD n �
12). Treatment began 3 weeks prior to the start of the experiments
and continued throughout the behavioral assessment. CBD or
vehicle was administered in the afternoon to avoid acute effects of
the injections modifying the behavioral performance of the mice
tested in the morning, in line with our other studies (Cheng et al.,
2014a; Watt et al., 2020). Bodyweight was monitored weekly.

Behavioral Test Battery
Mice were tested in behavioral domains that have been found to
be affected in dementia or AD-relevant mouse models. In line
with previous studies conducted in our laboratory (Cheng et al.,
2014a; Watt et al., 2020), all experiments were performed during
the first 5 h of the light phase to reduce the effects of the circadian
rhythm on mice performance (i.e., to avoid the less active period
of the light phase (Grech et al., 2019)), and a 48 h intertest interval
was applied to all testing to minimize the effect of repeated testing
and to allowmice to rest between tests (with the exception of low-
impact motor function tests, which were performed over three
consecutive days). Mice were habituated to the test room for
30–60 min prior to testing. 80% ethanol was used to clean each
apparatus between mice. For an overview of test order and test
age, please see Table 1.

Light Dark
Anxiety-related behaviors can be assessed in the light-dark (LD)
test. The LD apparatus (for details, see Karl et al. (2007), Cheng
et al. (2014b)) consisted of two equally sized zones in an open-
field chamber: a “light” zone (illumination > 200 lux) and a “dark”
zone (illumination < 20 lux; dark box insert in the rear half of test
arena). After a 60 min habituation to the test room, mice were
placed into the dark zone and allowed to explore the entire
apparatus for 10 min. The activity was recorded by MED
Associates Activity Monitor software. Distance traveled was
used as an indicator of locomotion. Exploration was shown by
the frequency of rearing (vertical activity). Time spent and

TABLE 1 | Test biography. Test order and test age of wild type-like (WT) control
and double transgenic APPSwe/PS1ΔE9 (APPxPS1) female mice treated with
either vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD). Ages (d) are presented as mean ±
standard error of means (SEM). NORT: novel object recognition task. No
significant differences between days of test.

WT-
VEH

APPxPS1-
VEH

WT-
CBD

APPxPS1-
CBD

Start of CBD treatment 361 ± 2 357 ± 2 363 ± 2 360 ± 2
Light-dark test 382 ± 2 378 ± 2 384 ± 2 381 ± 2
Pole test 384 ± 2 380 ± 2 386 ± 2 383 ± 2
Accelerod 384 ± 2 380 ± 2 386 ± 2 383 ± 2
NORT 389 ± 2 385 ± 2 391 ± 2 388 ± 2
Cheeseboard 392 ± 2 388 ± 2 394 ± 2 391 ± 2
Prepulse inhibition 406 ± 2 404 ± 2 408 ± 2 405 ± 2
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percentage distance traveled in the light zone were calculated to
identify anxiety-related behaviors.

Pole Test
Climbing behavior was assessed using the vertical pole test
(Brooks and Dunnett, 2009). Mice were placed with snouts
facing upwards on the end of a vertical pole (50 cm long by
1 cm diameter) and allowed to turn around and climb down the
pole to a platform. This was repeated three times with a 30 min
intertrial interval (ITI). The performance was measured by the
average time taken to (1) turn around (latency to inversion) and
(2) descend the pole once turned around (time to descend) and
(3) total time taken to reach the platform (latency to platform;
“cut-off” time of 60 s).

Accelerod
An accelerating rotarod paradigm was used to measure the motor
coordination and balance of the test mice (Brooks and Dunnett,
2009). Training and testing were carried out as described
previously (Kreilaus et al., 2019), but with two consecutive test
days with two trials per day. The mean of the four trials was
considered for analysis, as was the worst-performing trial. The
performance was measured as the latency to fall from the cylinder
(“cut-off” time of 300 s).

Novel Object Recognition Task
The innate preference of a mouse for novelty and its ability to
distinguish a novel object from a familiar object (Dere et al., 2007)
are utilized in this test to determine object recognition memory.
The NORT was conducted as published previously (Kreilaus
et al., 2019). The percentage of time spent nosing the novel
object during the second “testing” trial was calculated as

novel object nosing time
novel + familiar object nosing time

× 100,

and it was used as an indication of object recognition memory. In
line with previously published studies from our lab (Cheng et al.,
2014a), mice were excluded if they did not show a minimum of
20 s of object exploration during both trials (one WT-VEH and
one APPxPS1-CBD mouse were excluded).

Cheeseboard
Spatial memory was assessed through the cheeseboard (CB)
paradigm. Details on the apparatus used can be found in
previous studies from our lab (Cheng et al., 2013; Kreilaus
et al., 2019; Watt et al., 2020). Briefly, mice were habituated
over two days to the blank side of the board (i.e., 3 × 2 min trials
per day, 20 min ITI). Next, mice were trained over five days to
locate a well containing a food reward (i.e., 3 trials per day, 20 min
ITI). The latency of the mice to find the baited well was recorded
and if the mouse had not found the food reward within the
maximum trial time of 2 min, it was gently guided to the well by
the experimenter. To ensure motivation to find the food reward
(i.e., sweetened condensed milk), mice were food restricted
(access to food for 1–2 h following completion of daily testing)

to a maximum of 85% of their free-feeding body weight
throughout the entire testing period.

The average latency to find the reward and the mean speed and
distance traveled during training were analyzed as a general
indication of learning, while the first trial per day across
training was analyzed to assess long-term reference memory
(retention of ≥ 24 h), and the average of trials two and three
each day across training was analyzed to assess intermediate-term
memory (retention falling between short-term (2 min) and long-
term (24 h) memory) (Taglialatela et al., 2009). Further, day-by-
day learning in the CB, where the average latency for day 1 was
compared to day 2, day 3, and so on, was performed to determine
when the mice acquired the task.

A CB probe trial for spatial memory was performed on day 8,
whereby mice were given 2 min to explore the board with no food
reward present. The percentage of duration spent in the target
zone (the zone containing the target well during training,
i.e., 12.5% of the board) was analyzed using AnyMaze

™(Stoeting, Wood Dale, United States) tracking software,
thereby analyzing target zone preference for total test time. As
it has been observed that some mice do not leave the center zone
immediately and therefore do not spend the entire 2 min of the
probe trial exploring the board, a secondary calculation was
carried out to ensure that the data presented was
representative of the actual test time that mice spent exploring
and was not skewed by an extended latency to leave the central
start zone. This was calculated as

time (s) in target zone
120 s − latency (s) to leave the centre zone × 100.

The percentage of duration spent in the target zone for the first
and second 30 s of the full 2 min trial was also analyzed to account
for potential differences in behavioral flexibility rather than
spatial memory, as a target zone preference in the first/second
30 s is indicative of intact retrieval memory or perseverative
behavior, respectively, while decreased time in the target zone
over the second 30 s is indicative of cognitive flexibility in
adaptation to the lack of food reward (Grech et al., 2019). A
reversal CB was also completed (4 days of training followed by a
reversal probe trial, where the opposite well was baited). One
APPxPS1-CBD mouse was excluded from probe analysis as it
froze for 80 s (three times greater than any other mouse).

Prepulse Inhibition
The prepulse inhibition (PPI) test was used to assess the acoustic
startle response (ASR) and sensorimotor gating (the occurrence by
which a nonstartling prestimulus attenuates the startle response
(Wang et al., 2012)). Mice were habituated to the apparatus
(apparatus described in Cheng et al. (2014b)) for 10 min twice
per day (1 h ITI) over two consecutive days prior to the test day. On
day 3, mice were returned to the apparatus for the PPI test, which
was carried out as previously described (Cheng et al., 2014b). A
120 dB startle pulse, prepulse intensities of 74, 82, and 86 dB, and
interstimulus intervals of 32, 64, 128, and 256 ms were used in this
test protocol. Percentage PPI (%PPI) was calculated as
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mean startle response (120 dB) − PPI response
mean startle response (120 dB) × 100.

%PPI was averaged across ISIs to produce a mean %PPI for each
prepulse intensity.

Statistical Analysis
Analysis of behavioral data was performed using two-way
ANOVA to determine the main effects of between-subject
factors “genotype” and “treatment” and to test for “genotype”
by “treatment” interactions. Three-way repeated measure (RM)
ANOVA was also used to investigate repeated measure effects of
the within-subject factors “time” (CB), “startle pulse intensity,”
“startle block,” and “prepulse intensity” (all PPI). A “time” by
“genotype” by “treatment” interaction was further investigated in
CB by splitting data by “genotype” and then by both “genotype”
and “treatment” and using mixed ANOVA and/or one-way RM
ANOVA, respectively. To investigate day-by-day learning in CB,
one-way RMANOVA for “time” for day 1 versus respective day/s
was performed. One-sample t-tests were also used for NORT and
CB probe to determine whether a specific behavior was above
chance levels (i.e., 50% for NORT–12.5% for CB). In line with
Perneger (1998) and Rothman (1990), the data were not adjusted
for multiple comparisons and were interpreted as such in
Discussion. Significant differences were determined when p <
.05. F-values and degrees of freedom are presented for ANOVA
and significant effects of “genotype” are shown in figures and
tables by “*” (*p < .05, **p < .01, and ***p < .001), and significant
effects of “treatment” are shown by “#” (#p < .05). Significant RM
results are indicated by ‘^’ (̂ p < .05,^̂p < .01, and^̂ p̂ < .001). A
“time” by “treatment” interaction is indicated by “†” (†p < .05).
Significant t-test results are also shown by “+” (+p < .05, ++p < .01,
and +++p < .001). Trends were reported when .05 ≤ p < .07, and all
other nonsignificant data were reported as “n.s.” (i.e., p ≥ .07) or
with specific p-values. Data are shown as means ± standard error
of means (SEM). All statistical analyses were conducted using
IBM SPSS Statistics 25.0 for Mac.

RESULTS

Locomotion and Exploration
APPxPS1 mice displayed increased total distance traveled in the
LD test (two-way ANOVA for “genotype”: F (1,46) � 9.2 and p �

.004) and this increase in locomotion was not affected by treatment
(i.e., no “genotype” by “treatment” interaction: F (1,46) � .07 and
p � .8, Table 2). Importantly, this hyperlocomotive phenotype of
APPxPS1 mice was also evident in the dark zone, which is least
affected by anxiety behaviors (F (1,46) � 16.3 and p < .001,
Table 2). No differences in exploration (i.e., rearing frequency)
were detected between genotypes for the LD arena or any particular
zone (all p’s n.s., Table 2). Interestingly, mice treated with CBD
exhibited increased rearing compared to vehicle-treatedmice in the
dark zone (F (1,46)� 5.5 and p � .02,Table 2) but no other LD area
(all p’s n.s.). However, follow-up analysis of exploration per minute
spent in this zone did not detect a treatment effect (F (1,46) � 1.1
and p � .3, Table 2).

Anxiety
APPxPS1 transgenic mice were more anxious than controls
during LD testing. In particular, APPxPS1 mice spent
significantly less time in the light zone of the LD test (F (1,46)
� 4.6 and p � .04, Table 2) and they also tended to exhibit less
locomotion in that zone (i.e., percentage distance traveled: F
(1,46) � 3.6 and p � .06, Table 2). Chronic CBD had no effect
on anxiety parameters or genotype differences detected (all
p’s n.s.).

Motor Function
In the pole test, no significant main effects of APPxPS1 genotype
or CBD treatment were found for the measures latency to
inversion, time to descend, and latency to platform (all p’s
n.s., Table 3). Similarly, in the accelerod, no effects of
“genotype” or “treatment” were evident for the average
latency to fall from the accelerod (all p’s n.s., Table 3).
However, APPxPS1 mice fell from the accelerod significantly
earlier than controls when comparing the worst performance of
test mice across trials (F (1,46) � 7.1 and p � .01, Table 3) and
this was not affected by CBD (no “genotype” by “treatment”
interaction: F (1,46) � .3 and p � .6).

Cognition
Object Recognition Memory
In the NORT testing trial, all experimental groups except for
vehicle-treated APPxPS1 transgenic mice had a significant
preference for the novel object, as indicated by one-sample
t-tests for the percentage time spent nosing the novel object
(WT-VEH: t (13) � 4.5 and p � .001; APPxPS1-VEH: t (9) �

TABLE 2 | Locomotion, exploration, and anxiety measures in the light-dark test. Data shown for wild type-like (WT) control and double transgenic APPSwe/PS1ΔE9
(APPxPS1) female mice treated chronically with either vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD). Data are presented as mean ± SEM. Main “genotype” effects are presented as
*p < .05, **p < .01, and ***p < .001 or trend value given. Significant main effects of “treatment” are indicated by “

#
” (#p < .05).

WT-VEH APPxPS1-VEH WT-CBD APPxPS1-CBD

Total distance traveled (m)** 32.5 ± 1.6 40.0 ± 2.9 32.4 ± 1.5 38.7 ± 3.1
Dark zone distance traveled (m)*** 17.0 ± 1.1 21.4 ± 1.8 17.1 ± .9 23.4 ± 1.5
Total rearing frequency (n) 120.1 ± 7.8 129.0 ± 15.1 128.7 ± 11.1 141.9 ± 12.7
Dark zone rearing frequency (n)# 51.3 ± 2.5 56.5 ± 6.7 60.5 ± 7.2 76.0 ± 7.6
Dark zone rearing frequency per minute in the zone (n/min) 12.2 ± 1.1 12.3 ± 1.7 13.4 ± 1.4 14.2 ± 1.6
Time spent in light zone (s)* 294.1 ± 17.8 277.6 ± 27.0 290.4 ± 8.4 230.9 ± 15.8
Distance traveled in light zone (%), p � .06 47.2 ± 2.4 46.1 ± 3.7 47.2 ± 1.6 38.6 ± 2.4
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.5 and p � .6; WT-CBD: t (12) � 2.8 and p � .02; APPxPS1-CBD: t
(9) � 2.6 and p � .03, Figure 1). Comparing percentage time spent
nosing the novel object across experimental groups using 2-way
ANOVA did not reveal significant main effects or interaction
thereof (all p’s n.s.).

Cheeseboard - Spatial Learning and Memory
Task Acquisition
In the CB training trials, all mice demonstrated successful task
acquisition as they learned the position of the baited well. This
was indicated by a reduced latency to find the food reward over
time and reduced distance traveled during training when
averaged across the three trials per day (three-way RM
ANOVA for “time”: latency: F (4,180) � 88.6 and p < .001;
distance: F (4,180) � 23.4 and p < .001) and successful learning
was not affected by genotype or treatment (no interactions of
“genotype” or “treatment” with “time”; all p’s n.s., Figures 2A
and B). In line with this, intact learning was evident in all
groups for both intermediate-term memory (i.e., averaged
across trials two and three per day) (latency: F (4,180) �
59.3 and p < .001; distance: F (4,180) � 11.6 and p < .001,

Figures 2C and D) and reference memory (i.e., trial one per
day) (latency: F (4,180) � 41.6 and p < .001; distance: F (4,180)
� 13.1 and p < .001, Figures 2E and F) (no interactions of
“genotype” or “treatment” with “time”; all p’s n.s.).
Interestingly, comparing the learning performance of each
experimental group separately day by day revealed that all
groups except the APPxPS1-VEH exhibited significant
improvement in the latency to find food reward for the first
time by day 2 (RM ANOVA for “time” for day 1 versus day 2:
WT-VEH: F (1,14) � 39.9 and p < .001; WT-CBD: F (1,12) �
20.5 and p � .001; APPxPS1-CBD: F (1,10) � 7.5 and p � .02).
The learning of the vehicle-treated APPxPS1 group was
delayed and only evident by day 3 (day 1 versus day 3, F
(1,9) � 10.0 and p � .01) (Supplementary Figure S1A).

It should be noted that APPxPS1 transgenic mice were
generally slower on the board than their WT littermates when
mean speed was averaged across daily trials, regardless of
treatment (F (1,45) � 24.5 and p < .001; no interactions with
“time” or “treatment,” Supplementary Figure S2A). In line with
this, APPxPS1mice took generally longer to find the reward than
control mice, both averaged across all daily trials (latency to find a
reward: F (1,45) � 6.8 and p � .01. Figure 2A) and averaged across
trials two and three (F (1,45) � 11.1 and p � .002, Figure 2C) but
no main effect of genotype was detected for reference memory (F
(1,45) � 1.3 and p � .3, Figure 2E).

Reversal Task Acquisition
Successful reversal training was evident in all mice when averaged
across three trials (latency F (3,135) � 47.2 and p < .001; distance: F
(3,135) � 40.1 and p < .001, Figures 3A and B) and also when
considering intermediate-term memory (latency: F (3,135) � 20.5
and p < .001; distance: F (3,135) � 18.4 and p < .001, Figures 3C
and D) and reference memory (latency: F (3,135) � 38.9 and p <
.001; distance: F (3,135) � 24.1 and p < .001, Figures 3E and F). No
“time” by “genotype” or “time” by “treatment” interactions were
detected for latencies (all p’s n.s.). However, there were “time” by
“genotype” by “treatment” interactions for distance traveled across
three daily trials (F (3,135) � 4.6 and p � .004, Figure 3B) and when
considering intermediate-term memory (F (3,135) � 2.9 and p �
.04, Figure 3D). Split by genotype, mixed ANOVA revealed a
significant “time” by “treatment” interaction for APPxPS1 mice
when considering the distance traveled for the average of the three
trials (distance: F (3,57) � 3.5 and p � .02, Figure 3B) and a trend
interaction when considering the intermediate-term memory
(trend: F (3,57) � 2.6 and p � .06, Figure 3D). These
interactions were not evident in WT mice (all p’s n.s.).
However, split by “genotype” and “treatment,” all experimental

TABLE 3 |Motor functions in the pole test and accelerod. Data shown for wild type-like (WT) control and double transgenic APPSwe/PS1ΔE9 (APPxPS1) female mice treated
with either vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD). Data are presented as mean ± SEM. Significant “genotype” effects are indicated with “*” (*p < .05).

WT-VEH APPxPS1-VEH WT-CBD APPxPS1-CBD

Pole test, latency to inversion (s) 13.8 ± 2.9 14.0 ± 3.8 7.6 ± 1.2 10.7 ± 2.5
Pole test, time to descend (s) 17.8 ± 2.0 18.2 ± 2.7 15.0 ± 1.3 18.0 ± 2.2
Pole test, latency to platform (s) 31.6 ± 4.4 32.2 ± 5.2 22.7 ± 1.8 28.7 ± 3.9
Accelerod, average latency to fall (s) 202.9 ± 9.1 171.3 ± 11.7 193.9 ± 17.1 176.2 ± 17.8
Accelerod, latency to fall in worst performance (s)* 170.8 ± 9.3 120.5 ± 13.8 151.8 ± 17.6 119.0 ± 20.1

FIGURE 1 | Novel object recognition. The percentage of time spent
nosing the novel object in the NORT. Data for wild type-like (WT) control and
double transgenic APPSwe/PS1ΔE9 (APPxPS1) female mice treated with
either vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD) are shown as means + SEM.
Significant t-test results against chance levels (i.e., 50%) are indicated with “

+
”

(+p < .05 and ++p < .01).
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groups displayed intact learning as indicated by significant RM
effects of “time” for all groups (WT-VEH: F (3,42) � 23.8 and p <
.001; APPxPS1-VEH: F (3,27) � 11.2 and p < .001; WT-CBD: F
(3,36) � 12.7 and p < .001; APPxPS1-CBD: F (3,30) � 5.7 and p �
.003). Looking at day-by-day learning, WT mice regardless of
treatment condition displayed significantly improved latencies

to find the food reward by day 2 (RM ANOVA for “time” for
day 1 versus day 2; WT-VEH: F (1,14) � 30.9 and p < .001; WT-
CBD: F (1,12) � 9.9 and p � .008), whereas APPxPS1mice of both
treatments show improvement by day 3 (day 1 versus day 3;
APPxPS1-VEH: F (1,9) � 16.9 and p � .003; APPxPS1-CBD: F
(1,10) � 16.0 and p � .003) (Supplementary Figure S1B).

FIGURE 2 | Spatial learning in the cheeseboard (CB). (A, C, and E) Latency (s) to find the food reward and (B, D, and F) distance traveled (m) during CB training (A
and B) averaged across all three trials, (C and D) for intermediate-term memory and (E and F) for reference memory. Data for wild type-like (WT) control and double
transgenicAPPSwe/PS1ΔE9 (APPxPS1) female mice treated with either vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD) are shown asmeans ± SEM. Significant “genotype” effects are
indicated by “*” (*p < .05 and **p < .01) and successful learning is indicated by ‘^ ’ (̂ ^̂ p < .001).
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APPxPS1 mice were also slower on the board than their WT
littermates during reversal training when averaged across the
three trials per day (F (1,45) � 17.2 and p < .001, Supplementary
Figure S2B). Again, APPxPS1 mice took longer per day to find
the reward when assessing latency across the average of the three
trials (F (1,45) � 17.9 and p < .001, Figure 3A), across trials 2 and
3 (F (1,45) � 22.3 and p < .001, Figure 3C), and also for trial 1
only (F (1,45) � 7.0 and p � .007, Figure 3E). We also detected a
“time” by “genotype” by “treatment” interaction (F (3,135) � 3.6
and p � .02, Supplementary Figure S2B). Split by genotype, a

“time” by “treatment” interaction was evident in WT mice (F
(3,78) � 2.8 and p � .048) with CBD-treated controls showing a
more pronounced increase in average speed across days than the
respective vehicle treatment group (p n.s. for APPxPS1 mice).

Probe Trial
During the CB probe trial, all mice showed a preference for the
target zone in the full 2 min test period (one-sample t-test: WT-
VEH: t (14) � 4.4 and p � .001; APPxPS1-VEH: t (9) � 4.2 and
p � .002; WT-CBD: t (12) � 5.5 and p < .001; APPxPS1-CBD: t

FIGURE 3 | Spatial learning in the reversal cheeseboard (reversal CB). (A, C, and E) Latency (s) to find the food reward and (B, D, and F) distance traveled (m)
during reversal CB training (A and B) averaged across all three trials, (C andD) for intermediate-termmemory and (E and F) for referencememory. Data for wild type-like
(WT) control and double transgenic APPSwe/PS1ΔE9 (APPxPS1) female mice treated with either vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD) are shown as means ± SEM.
Significant “genotype” effects are indicated by “*” (**p < .01 and ***p < .001) and successful learning is indicated by ‘^’ (̂ ^^p < .001). There was a “time” by
“genotype” by “treatment” interaction for distance traveled across all three trials (p � .004) and for intermediate-term memory (p � .04). The “time” by “treatment”
interactions for APPxPS1 mice are indicated by “

†
” (†p < .05) or the exact trend level has been indicated by “p � .06.”
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(9) � 3.4 and p � .007, Figure 4A). This was also evident when
considering the target zone preference postleaving the start zone
(WT-VEH: t (14) � 4.0 and p � .001; APPxPS1-VEH: t (9) � 4.1
and p � .003; WT-CBD: t (12) � 5.5 and p < .001; APPxPS1-
CBD: t (9) � 3.3 and p � .009, Supplementary Figure S3A).
Importantly, splitting up the full 2 min probe trial data into 30 s
bins, all mice also demonstrated intact retrieval memory in the
first bin (WT-VEH: t (14) � 4.8 and p < .001; APPxPS1-VEH: t
(9) � 3.1 and p � .01; WT-CBD: t (12) � 5.3 and p < .001;
APPxPS1-CBD: t (9) � 3.3 and p � .009, Table 4). However,
when investigating perseverance in the second 30 s bin, WT
mice persevered to find the food reward (WT-VEH: t (14) � 3.3
and p � .005; WT-CBD: t (12) � 3.3 and p � .006), whereas
APPxPS1 mice did not (APPxPS1-VEH: t (9) � 1.8 and p � .1;
APPxPS1-CBD: t (9) � 1.2 and p � .3, Table 4). Comparing

percentage time spent in target zone in the full 2 min test period
using two-way ANOVA did not reveal significant main effects
or interaction thereof (all p’s n.s.).

Reversal Probe Trial
In the reversal probe trial, all experimental groups (except the
APPxPS1-CBD group, which was affected by a statistical outlier)
had a significant preference for the target zone (WT-VEH: t (14)
� 2.9 and p � .01; APPxPS1-VEH: t (9) � 2.5 and p � .03; WT-
CBD: t (12) � 4.6 and p � .001; APPxPS1-CBD: t (10) � 1.9 and
p � .09, Figure 4B) and that preference was also evident when
taking into consideration the latency of mice to leave the start
zone (WT-VEH: t (14) � 2.9 and p � .01; APPxPS1-VEH: t (9) �
2.6 and p � .03; WT-CBD: t (12) � 4.7 and p � .001; APPxPS1-
CBD: t (10) � 2.0 and p � .08, Supplementary Figure S3B). As
before, all mice demonstrated intact retrieval memory (WT-VEH:
t (14) � 2.8 and p < .01; APPxPS1-VEH: t (8) � 3.4 and p � .01;
WT-CBD: t (12) � 4.3 and p � .001; APPxPS1-CBD: t (9) � 2.7
and p � .03) but APPxPS1 transgenic mice did not persevere to
find the food reward (WT-VEH: t (14) � 3.7 and p � .002; WT-
CBD: t (12) � 2.8 and p � .02; APPxPS1-VEH: t (8) � 1.8 and p �
.1; APPxPS1-CBD: t (9) � 1.7 and p � .1, Table 4). Comparing
percentage time spent in target zone in the full 2 min test period
using two-way ANOVAs did not reveal significant main effects or
interaction thereof (all p’s n.s.).

Sensorimotor Gating
Acoustic Startle Response. The ASR of all mice was similar as there
were no main effects of “genotype” or “treatment” (all p’s n.s.).
Importantly, all experimental groups responded to increasing
startle pulse intensities with more pronounced startle responses
(RMANOVA for “startle intensity”: F (2,90) � 411.2 and p < .001;
no interactions with “genotype” or “treatment”, all p’s n.s.,
Figure 5A). In addition, all mice regardless of test condition
displayed decreasing ASR across the three blocks of five 120 dB
pulses each, confirming that all mice habituated to the 120 dB
startle pulse (RM ANOVA for “startle block”: F (2,90) � 25.4 and
p < .001; no interactions with “genotype” or “treatment”, all p’s
n.s., Supplementary Figure S4).

FIGURE 4 | Spatial memory in the cheeseboard (CB) probe and reversal
cheeseboard (reversal CB) probe. (A) Percentage of time spent (%) in the
target zone for the CB probe and (B) for the reversal CB probe. Data for wild
type-like (WT) control and double transgenic APPSwe/PS1ΔE9
(APPxPS1) female mice treated with either vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD)
are shown as means + SEM. Significant t-test results against chance levels
(i.e., 12.5%) are indicated by “

+
” (+p < .05,++p < .01, and +++p < .001).

TABLE 4 | Retrieval memory and perseverance in the cheeseboard (CB) probe
and reversal cheeseboard (reversal CB) probe trials. Data shown as the
percentage of time spent in the target zone (%) in the first (indicative of retrieval
memory) and second 30 s (indicative of perseverance) of each probe test for wild
type-like (WT) control and double transgenic APPSwe/PS1ΔE9 (APPxPS1)
female mice treated with either vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD). Data are
presented as mean ± SEM. Significant t-test results against chance levels
(i.e., 12.5%) are shown by “

+
” (+p < .05, ++p < .01, and +++p < .001).

WT-VEH APPxPS1-
VEH

WT-CBD APPxPS1-
CBD

CB probe, % time spent in target zone
First 30 s bin 27.5 ± 3.1+++ 30.3 ± 5.8+ 34.8 ± 4.2+++ 34.2 ± 6.5++

Second 30 s bin 31.8 ± 5.9++ 28.9 ± 8.9 22.6 ± 3.0++ 21.0 ± 7.1
Reversal CB probe, % time spent in target zone
First 30 s bin 29.5 ± 6.0+ 27.1 ± 4.3+ 30.2 ± 4.1++ 34.0 ± 8.0+

Second 30 s bin 26.3 ± 3.8+ 19.1 ± 3.8 21.6 ± 3.2+ 27.2 ± 8.7
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Prepulse Inhibition
Three-way RM ANOVA found that as prepulse intensities
increased, the %PPI (averaged across ISI) of all mice became
more robust as well (“prepulse intensity”: F (2,90) � 166.7 and
p < .001, Figure 5B). Importantly, a significant “genotype” by
“prepulse intensity” interaction (F (2,90) � 8.3 and p < .001) was
found. Data split by “prepulse intensity” revealed significant effects

of “genotype” for%PPI at prepulse intensities of 82 dB (F (1,45)� 9.8
and p �.003) and 86 dB (F (1,45) � 9.3 and p �.004) but not 74 dB (F
(1,45) � .6 and p� .5) withAPPxPS1mice showing reduced prepulse
inhibition compared to WT mice (Figure 5B). In line with this, we
detected a genotype difference for the average %PPI (F (1,45) � 5.5
and p � .02, Figure 5C) with AD transgenic mice exhibiting lower %
PPI. CBD treatment had no overall effect on sensorimotor gating
and also did not change any genotype effect (i.e., no overall
“treatment” effect and no “genotype” by “treatment” interactions
for any prepulse intensity; all p’s n.s.).

DISCUSSION

This study demonstrated that chronic administration of a medium
dose of 5 mg/kg CBD reversed novel object recognition deficits in
12-month-old female double transgenic APPxPS1 mice. CBD
treatment did not affect the hyperlocomotive or anxiety-like
phenotype of the APPxPS1 mice, nor did CBD moderate the
mild motor impairment shown by APPxPS1 mice. APPxPS1
mice, although being slower than WT mice, showed intact
spatial learning and memory but exhibited impaired
perseverance in the CB probe and reversal CB probe, which was
not affected by chronic medium-dose CBD. Spatial learning and
reversal learning was in fact delayed in APPxPS1 mice by one day
when considering performance across three daily trials compared
to WT mice on a day-to-day basis Finally, the ASR of all mice was
similar but APPxPS1 transgenic mice showed a deficit in PPI.

The current study detected an object recognition deficit in 12-
month-old APPxPS1 female mice which is in line with our
previous studies in male APPxPS1 mice tested at the age of
5–6 months (Cheng et al., 2014a) and 12 months (Watt et al.,
2020). Furthermore, object recognition impairments in female
APPxPS1 mice have been reported at 12 months of age by
international colleagues when using a slightly different test
protocol (Aso et al., 2016). Object recognition impairments
correlate with the symptomatic stage of the disease, whereby
AD patients often have difficulties recognizing faces and objects
(Laatu et al., 2003). Importantly, chronic treatment with 5 mg/kg
CBD was able to rescue this object recognition deficit. This
finding expands on our earlier study reporting therapeutic
effectiveness of 20 mg/kg CBD to restore object recognition
memory in 5-6-month-old males (Cheng et al., 2014a) and has
a similar effect to that seen by Aso et al. (2015) and Aso et al.
(2016), whereby a botanical extract containing a combination of
delta-9-tetrahydrocannabinol and CBD restored object
recognition memory in a V-maze NORT paradigm in 6- and
12-month-old male APPxPS1 mice, respectively. Interestingly,
50 mg/kg of purified CBD alone did not restore object recognition
memory in 12-month-old males (Watt et al., 2020), and this
outlines the importance to consider not only dose effects but also
testing both male and female mice at early as well as later disease
stages. Furthermore, these studies suggest that a combination of
cannabinoids may be therapeutically more beneficial (in
particular at later disease stages) than CBD alone treatment
strategies. Interestingly, impairments in object recognition
have been linked to glutamatergic dysfunction and inhibition

FIGURE 5 | Acoustic startle response (ASR) and sensorimotor gating
(PPI). (A) ASR to increasing startle pulse intensity (70/100/120 dB), (B)
percentage prepulse inhibition (%PPI) averaged over trials for increasing
prepulse intensities (74/82/86 dB), and (C) %PPI averaged over
prepulse intensity and interstimulus interval (ISI). Data for wild type-like (WT)
control and double transgenic APPSwe/PS1ΔE9 (APPxPS1) female mice
treated with either vehicle (VEH) or cannabidiol (CBD) are shown as means +
SEM. Significant “genotype” effects are indicated with “*” (*p < .05 and **p <
.01) and RM effects are indicated by ‘^’ (^̂ ^p < .001). There was a “genotype”
by “prepulse intensity” interaction for average %PPI for increasing prepulse
intensities (p < .001).
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of the glutamate transporter 1 (Tian et al., 2019), and preclinical
studies suggest that antagonism of the glutamate NMDA receptor
via memantine can improve object recognition memory
(Scholtzova et al., 2008). Importantly, CBD has previously
been found to indirectly interact with the NMDA receptor via
augmentation of the psychopathological effects of the NMDA
receptor antagonist ketamine (Hallak et al., 2011). Thus, CBD
may have reversed the object recognition deficits of APPxPS1
mice in the current study through manipulations of the
glutamatergic system. The potential involvement of the
glutamate signaling pathway in CBD’s therapeutic-like
properties requires further study. The experimental outcomes
suggest that lower doses of CBD may have more potential as a
therapeutic in clinical settings and at later disease stages and adds
further evidence to the biphasic nature of CBD.

The task-dependent hyperlocomotive phenotype of APPxPS1
female mice confirms and expands our previous findings on task-
specific hyperlocomotion in younger AD transgenic mice of both
sexes (Cheng et al., 2013; Cheng et al., 2014b). A previous study
suggested that this increase in locomotion may be related to
increased anxiety or impaired habituation evident in this mouse
model (Hooijmans et al., 2009); however, it is important to note
that hyperlocomotion and anxiety phenotypes in the APPxPS1
model appear to be task-specific and are not consistently reported
in the literature (see, e.g., O’Leary et al. (2018)). CBD had no
effect on the locomotion ofWTmice nor on the hyperlocomotive
phenotype of APPxPS1mice in line with other studies evaluating
the effect of various CBD dosing on the locomotion of wild type-
like mice (Moreira and Guimarães, 2005; Long et al., 2010; Todd
and Arnold, 2016). CBD treatment increased the frequency of
rearing of both WT and AD transgenic mice specifically in the
dark zone, but when corrected for by time, it became clear that
CBD had no effect on explorative behavior, confirming previous
findings of our laboratory on the absence of CBD effects on
rearing in male C57BL/6JArc mice (Long et al., 2010).

12-month-old APPxPS1 female mice displayed an anxiogenic
phenotype in the LD test, whereas an anxiolytic-like phenotype
was evident in younger, 7-month-old AD females (Cheng et al.,
2014b). It is important to note that the APPxPS1 model of AD
shows progressive age-related changes in behavior, cognition, and
pathology (Arendash et al., 2001; Trinchese et al., 2004; Pugh
et al., 2007; Lok et al., 2013) suggesting a potentially age-
dependent change in anxiety behaviors in this mouse model
although task and protocol sensitivity of this phenotype have
also been raised as potential anxiety behavior-modulating factors
in this model (as reviewed in O’Leary et al. (2018)). Importantly,
the interpretation of the findings in the LD paradigm is affected
by the observation that vehicle-treated WT mice did not show a
strong aversion to the light zone. Chronic medium-dose CBD had
no effect on anxiety parameters in the LD test, similar to our
previous study on the effects of 20 mg/kg CBD in APPxPS1males
(Cheng et al., 2014a) as well as male and female C57BL/6J mice
(although in that study, CBD decreased EPM anxiety (Schleicher
et al., 2019)). In this context, it is important to note that CBD has
a biphasic dose-response in relation to anxiety effects (Rey et al.,
2012; Zuardi et al., 2017). Furthermore, it has been suggested that
the anxiolytic effects of CBDmay only be evident after an external

stressor has been applied, for example, following daily
unpredictable stress (Campos et al., 2013).

Motor function impairment has recently been considered as
an associated noncognitive symptom of AD (Buchman and
Bennett, 2011). In our study, all mice performed equally well
in the pole test and in the accelerod, when assessing motor
functions across trials. However, APPxPS1 mice fell off the
accelerod sooner than WT mice on their worst-performing
trial. Similarly, 6-month-old male and female APPxPS1 mice
tended to slip more often than WT mice in the balance beam test
(Kuwabara et al., 2014). Other researches confirm that the motor
phenotype of the APPxPS1 mouse model is task-specific and
likely affected by age also (Lalonde et al., 2004; Kemppainen et al.,
2014; Kuwabara et al., 2014). Chronic CBD had no impact on
motor performance. In line with this, CBD has previously been
found to demonstrate few extrapyramidal side effects (Iffland and
Grotenhermen, 2017) and not affect motor performance in male
Swiss mice either (Ten Ham and De Jong, 1975).

Spatial disorientation is commonly seen in patients with AD
(Lithfous et al., 2013). The current study found that the overall
ability to acquire the CB and reversal CB task (i.e., the ability to
learn the position of a food reward within the overall training
period) was not affected in 12-month-old APPxPS1mice and that
CBD did not affect spatial learning when considering intermediate-
term and reference memory. Investigating CB learning in that
detail has only recently been described (Kreilaus et al., 2019); thus,
this is the first study to identify that the intermediate-term and
long-term retention learning memory of 12-month-old APPxPS1
female mice appear intact. Interestingly, spatial learning and
reversal spatial learning of the APPxPS1 mice were delayed by
one day when considering performance across three daily trials
compared to WT mice on a day-to-day basis. Importantly, CBD
was able to restore this learning delay in the initial training period
but did not restore the delay seen in the reversal CB training. It
should be noted here that the average speed of APPxPS1mice was
reduced and therefore transgenic mice took generally longer per
day to find the food reward. Chronic CBD had no effect on the
spatial learning of control mice in line with previous studies
(Fagherazzi et al., 2012).

All mice showed a preference for the target zone indicating
intact spatial memory (as well as reversal memory). The target
zone preference of APPxPS1-CBD mice during reversal testing
did not reach significance. However, this appears to be driven by
one individual animal, which met the criterion as a statistical
outlier but was not excluded from analysis as the mouse did not
show any health issues when the test video was reviewed. More
stressful tests for spatial memory, that is, the Morris Water Maze,
detected memory deficits in 12-month-old and 18-month-old
female APPxPS1mice (Savonenko et al., 2005; Zhang et al., 2011).
Furthermore, 16-month-old APPxPS1 mice exhibited impaired
learning and memory in the Barnes maze (O’Leary and Brown,
2009) suggesting that stress levels may affect the cognitive
performance of this AD transgenic mouse model. In addition,
our previous work using CB testing detected general spatial
memory deficits in 8-9-month-old APPxPS1 female mice in
the reversal CB probe when tested at baseline (Cheng et al.,
2014b). Importantly, baseline studies cannot easily be compared
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to cannabinoid treatment studies as all mice of the latter studies
are exposed to daily injections and the necessary handling stress
(Gouveia and Hurst, 2019), as well as the effects of the vehicle
compound which can shift behavioral phenotypes (Long et al.,
2013). Furthermore, the current study was carried out in a new
test facility and by a female researcher; both factors have been
found to impact on behavioral test outcomes (Lewejohann et al.,
2006; Sorge et al., 2014). Finally, we detected intact retrieval
memory across experimental conditions but also reduced the
persistence of AD transgenic mice to find the food reward. The
lack of preference for the target zone of these mice in the second
30 s bin could be discussed as heightened cognitive flexibility in
adaptation to the lack of food reward (since the probe trial can be
considered as an extinction trial (Grech et al., 2019)). Further
analysis into the search patterns of mice during the CB and rCB
could be conducted in future studies to determine any deficits in
allocentric or egocentric navigational strategies that might
explain the lack of perseverance in APPxPS1 mice during
probe trials.

The present study found that the sensorimotor gating of
APPxPS1 mice was reduced compared to control littermates,
particularly at higher prepulse intensities, and was not
accompanied by any changes in the baseline startle response
or habituation thereof. These findings are in line with Wang et al.
(2012) who found robust PPI deficits in female mice of a similar
APPxPS1model as early as at 7 months of age but are different to
the work by Cheng and coworkers (Cheng et al., 2014b), which
found PPI deficits at the 128 ms ISI only in 10-11-month-old
APPxPS1 female mice (although APPxPS1 mice in that study
“generally” exhibited lower %PPI than WT mice). Chronic
treatment with medium-dose CBD did not reverse deficits in
PPI. Acute CBD has been found to either attenuate
pharmacologically induced disruptions of PPI (but no effect in
untreated control mice) (Long et al., 2006; Pedrazzi et al., 2015) or
not affect such deficits (Gururajan et al., 2011) and one study
utilizing chronic CBD treatment even caused a PPI deficit
(Schleicher et al., 2019). Some of these discrepancies may be
due to the fact that PPI test outcomes are heavily dependent on
the protocol characteristics used in each study (Karl et al., 2011).
For example, the experiments of this treatment study compared
to the findings of the baseline study of Cheng et al. (2014b) were
performed in different locations and utilized different PPI test
enclosure habituation procedures (the Cheng protocol used three
days of 5 min habituations). It has previously been shown that test
location (Karl et al., 2011) and habituation procedures (Swerdlow
et al., 2000) are important factors that can impact PPI test
outcomes. Furthermore, CBD therapeutic effects on PPI
impairments have previously been evaluated in genetic and
pharmacological mouse models for schizophrenia, which are
characterized by PPI-relevant pathological changes in, for
example, the dopaminergic and glutamatergic pathways not
necessarily evident in AD mouse models.

The study’s outcome is affected by some limitations: the
present study did not investigate male mice for reasons
outlined earlier and thus requires follow-up experiments
testing the effects of medium-dose CBD on behavioral deficits
of APPxPS1males. Furthermore, the present study focused on the

assessment of the behavioral effects of CBD in this model. Future
investigations of AD-relevant neuropathological markers could
help explain potential mechanisms regarding the behavioral
effects of CBD seen in this study. In brief, in vitro studies have
shown that CBD acts against Aβ-induced toxicity in various
ways, including inhibition of tau hyperphosphorylation
(Esposito et al., 2006a) which was associated with a
reduction in the phosphorylated glycogen synthase kinase 3-
β, the protein responsible for NFT formation in AD. In addition,
CBD can increase cell survival, reduce Aβ-induced lipid
peroxidation, reactive oxygen species production (Iuvone
et al., 2004), and attenuate nitric oxide production via
inhibition of phosphorylated p38 mitogen-activated protein
kinase and transcription factor nuclear factor-κB (Esposito
et al., 2006b). Finally, CBD can counteract the elevation of
APP expression by inducing ubiquitination of APP through
activation of peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor-γ
(PPARγ; Scuderi et al., 2014). In pharmacological mouse
models of AD, CBD prevented Aβ-induced spatial learning
deficits, reduced the Aβ-induced increase in IL-6 (Martín-
Moreno et al., 2011), and attenuated Aβ-evoked
neuroinflammation (Esposito et al., 2007) and this appeared
to be mediated via PPARγ as well (Esposito et al., 2011).
Interestingly, PPARγ has been shown to be elevated in AD
patients (de la Monte and Wands, 2006) although our recent
research using a 50 mg/kg CBD dose did not find any genotype-
or treatment-related changes in this receptor (Watt et al., 2020).

In conclusion, this study found that 12-month-old female
APPxPS1 transgenic mice were hyperlocomotive and showed
cognitive impairments (i.e., object recognition memory and
spatial learning) as well as PPI deficits. Importantly, chronic
treatment with 5 mg/kg CBD reversed object recognition deficits
in APPxPS1 transgenic female mice suggesting a therapeutic-like
effect in this established mouse model for AD. To conclude, this
study suggests that CBD has therapeutic value for specific
behavioral impairments present in AD. Importantly, to date,
there is a lack of completed clinical trials on the therapeutic
effects of CBD or CBD-rich cannabis extracts on AD symptoms.
The current study assists in defining therapeutic dose regimes
potentially effective in AD patients and lower-dose CBD
treatment would reduce not only the therapy costs for patients
but also potential side effects (most important for therapeutic
cannabis compounds containing not only CBD but also other
cannabinoids such as Δ9-tetrahydrocannabinol, as would be the
case for CBD-enriched cannabis extract therapies).

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will be
made available by the authors, without undue reservation.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The animal study was reviewed and approved by the Animal Care
and Ethics Committee of Western Sydney University.

Frontiers in Pharmacology | www.frontiersin.org December 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 58760412

Coles et al. CBD Therapy in AD Mice

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology#articles


AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

TK conceptualized the study design and experimental protocol. MC
carried out the drug administration and behavioral experiments
following the training provided by GW and FK. MC collected the
data and prepared the figures, and TK,MC, GW, and FK performed
the statistical analysis. MC and TK drafted and revised the
manuscript. All authors approved the submitted version.

FUNDING

GW is supported by a PhD scholarship from Dementia Australia
Research Foundation. TK is supported by a National Health and
Medical Research Council (NHMRC) Dementia Research Team
Initiative (no. 1095215) and two NHMRC Project Grants (nos.

1102012 and 1141789) as well as the Ainsworth Medical Research
Innovation Fund.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors gratefully acknowledge the ABR and WSU animal
caretakers for looking after the mice and would like to thank Jerry
Tanda for comments on the manuscript.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online
at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fphar.2020.587604/
full#supplementary-material

REFERENCES

Arendash, G. W., King, D. L., Gordon, M. N., Morgan, D., Hatcher, J. M., Hope, C.
E., et al. (2001). Progressive, age-related behavioral impairments in transgenic
mice carrying both mutant amyloid precursor protein and presenilin-1
transgenes. Brain Res. 891 (1), 42–53. doi:10.1016/S0006-8993(00)03186-3

Aso, E., Sánchez-Pla, A., Vegas-Lozano, E., Maldonado, R., and Ferrer, I. (2014).
Cannabis-based medicine reduces multiple pathological processes in AβPP/
PS1 mice. J. Alzheimers Dis. 43 (3), 977–991. doi:10.3233/JAD-141014

Aso, E., Andrés-Benito, P., and Ferrer, I. (2016). Delineating the efficacy of a
cannabis-based medicine at advanced stages of dementia in a murine model.
J. Alzheimers Dis. 54 (3), 903–912. doi:10.3233/JAD-160533

Benito, C., Núñez, E., Pazos, M. R., Tolón, R. M., and Romero, J. (2007). The
endocannabinoid system and Alzheimer’s disease. Mol. Neurobiol. 36 (1),
75–81. doi:10.1007/s12035-007-8006-8

Borchelt, D. R., Ratovitski, T., van Lare, J., Lee, M. K., Gonzales, V., Jenkins, N. A.,
et al. (1997). Accelerated amyloid deposition in the brains of transgenic mice
coexpressing mutant presenilin 1 and amyloid precursor proteins. Neuron 19
(4), 939–945. doi:10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80974-5

Brooks, S. P., and Dunnett, S. B. (2009). Tests to assess motor phenotype in mice: a
user’s guide. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 10 (7), 519–529. doi:10.1038/nrn2652

Brunnström, H. R., and Englund, E. M. (2009). Cause of death in patients with
dementia disorders. Eur. J. Neurol. 16(4), 488–492. doi:10.1111/j.1468-1331.
2008.02503.x

Buchman, A. S., and Bennett, D. A. (2011). Loss of motor function in preclinical
Alzheimer’s disease. Expert Rev. Neurother. 11 (5), 665–676. doi:10.1586/ern.11.57

Burns, A., Jacoby, R., Luthert, P., and Levy, R. (1990). Cause of death in Alzheimer’s
disease. Age Ageing 19 (5), 341–344. doi:10.1093/ageing/19.5.341

Campos, A. C., Ortega, Z., Palazuelos, J., Fogaça, M. V., Aguiar, D. C., Díaz-Alonso,
J., et al. (2013). The anxiolytic effect of cannabidiol on chronically stressed mice
depends on hippocampal neurogenesis: involvement of the endocannabinoid
system. Int. J. Neuropsychopharmacol. 16 (6), 1407–1419. doi:10.1017/
S1461145712001502

Chen, X.-Q., and Mobley, W. C. (2019). Alzheimer disease pathogenesis: insights
from molecular and cellular biology studies of oligomeric Aβ and tau species.
Front. Neurosci. 13 (659), 1–21. doi:10.3389/fnins.2019.00659

Cheng, D., Logge, W., Low, J. K., Garner, B., and Karl, T. (2013). Novel behavioural
characteristics of the APPSwe/PS1ΔE9 transgenic mouse model of Alzheimer’s
disease. Behav. Brain Res. 245, 120–127. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2013.02.008

Cheng, D., Low, J. K., Logge, W., Garner, B., and Karl, T. (2014a). Chronic
cannabidiol treatment improves social and object recognition in double
transgenic APPswe/PS1ΔE9 mice. Psychopharmacology 231 (15), 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/PS1ΔE9 double transgenic
mice. Behav. Brain Res. 260, 111–118. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2013.11.046

Cheng, D., Spiro, A. S., Jenner, A. M., Garner, B., and Karl, T. (2014c). Long-term
cannabidiol treatment prevents the development of social recognition memory
deficits in Alzheimer’s disease transgenic mice. J. Alzheimers Dis. 42 (4),
1383–1396. doi:10.3233/JAD-140921

de la Monte, S. M., and Wands, J. R. (2006). Molecular indices of oxidative stress and
mitochondrial dysfunction occur early and often progress with severity of
Alzheimer’s disease. J. Alzheimers Dis. 9 (2), 167–181. doi:10.3233/JAD-2006-9209

Dere, E., Huston, J. P., and De Souza Silva, M. A. (2007). The pharmacology,
neuroanatomy and neurogenetics of one-trial object recognition in rodents.
Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 31 (5), 673–704. doi:10.1016/j.neubiorev.2007.01.
005

Di Marzo, V. D., Bifulco, M., and Petrocellis, L. D. (2004). The endocannabinoid
system and its therapeutic exploitation.Nat. Rev. Drug Discov. 3 (9), 771. doi:10.
1038/nrd1495

Esposito, G., De Filippis, D., Carnuccio, R., Izzo, A. A., and Iuvone, T. (2006a). The
marijuana component cannabidiol inhibits β-amyloid-induced tau protein
hyperphosphorylation through Wnt/β-catenin pathway rescue in PC12 cells.
J. Mol. Med. 84 (3), 253–258. doi:10.1007/s00109-005-0025-1

Esposito, G., De Filippis, D., Maiuri, M. C., De Stefano, D., Carnuccio, R., and
Iuvone, T. (2006b). Cannabidiol inhibits inducible nitric oxide synthase protein
expression and nitric oxide production in β-amyloid stimulated PC12 neurons
through p38 MAP kinase and NF-κB involvement. Neurosci. Lett. 399 (1–2),
91–95. doi:10.1016/j.neulet.2006.01.047

Esposito, G., Scuderi, C., Savani, C., Steardo, L., De Filippis, D., Cottone, P., et al.
(2007). Cannabidiol in vivo blunts β-amyloid induced neuroinflammation by
suppressing IL-1β and iNOS expression. Br. J. Pharmacol. 151 (8), 1272–1279.
doi:10.1038/sj.bjp.0707337

Esosito, G., Scuderi, C., Valenza, M., Togna, G. I., Latina, V., De Filippis, D., et al.
(2011). Cannabidiol reduces Aβ-induced neuroinflammation and promotes
hippocampal neurogenesis through PPARγ involvement. PloS ONE 6 (12),
e28668. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0028668

Fagherazzi, E. V., Garcia, V. A., Maurmann, N., Bervanger, T.,
Halmenschlager, L. H., Busato, S. B., et al. (2012). Memory-rescuing
effects of cannabidiol in an animal model of cognitive impairment
relevant to neurodegenerative disorders. Psychopharmacology 219 (4),
1133–1140. doi:10.1007/s00213-011-2449-3

Garcia-Alloza, M., Robbins, E. M., Zhang-Nunes, S. X., Purcell, S. M., Betensky, R.
A., Raju, S., et al. (2006). Characterization of amyloid deposition in the APPswe/
PS1dE9 mouse model of Alzheimer disease. Neurobiol. Dis. 24 (3), 516–524.
doi:10.1016/j.nbd.2006.08.017

Gouveia, K., and Hurst, J. L. (2019). Improving the practicality of using non-
aversive handling methods to reduce background stress and anxiety in
laboratory mice. Sci. Rep. 9 (1), 20305. doi:10.1038/s41598-019-56860-7

Grech, A. M., Du, X., Murray, S. S., Xiao, J., and Hill, R. A. (2019). Sex-specific
spatial memory deficits in mice with a conditional TrkB deletion on
parvalbumin interneurons. Behav. Brain Res. 372 (111984), 111984. doi:10.
1016/j.bbr.2019.111984

Frontiers in Pharmacology | www.frontiersin.org December 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 58760413

Coles et al. CBD Therapy in AD Mice

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fphar.2020.587604/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fphar.2020.587604/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-8993(00)03186-3
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-141014
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-160533
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12035-007-8006-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80974-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2652
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-1331.2008.02503.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-1331.2008.02503.x
https://doi.org/10.1586/ern.11.57
https://doi.org/10.1093/ageing/19.5.341
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145712001502
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145712001502
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2019.00659
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2013.02.008
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/10.3233/JAD-2006-9209
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2007.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2007.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrd1495
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrd1495
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00109-005-0025-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2006.01.047
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjp.0707337
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0028668
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-011-2449-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2006.08.017
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56860-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2019.111984
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2019.111984
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology#articles


Gururajan, A., Taylor, D. A., and Malone, D. T. (2011). Effect of cannabidiol in a
MK-801-rodent model of aspects of schizophrenia. Behav. Brain Res. 222 (2),
299–308. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2011.03.053

Hallak, J. E. C., Dursun, S. M., Bosi, D. C., deMacedo, L. R. H., Machado-de-Sousa, J. P.,
Abrão, J., et al. (2011). The interplay of cannabinoid andNMDA glutamate receptor
systems in humans: preliminary evidence of interactive effects of cannabidiol and
ketamine in healthy human subjects. Prog. Neuro Psychopharmacol. Biol. Psychiatr.
35 (1), 198–202. doi:10.1016/j.pnpbp.2010.11.002

Hardy, J., and Higgins, G. (1992). Alzheimer’s disease: the amyloid cascade
hypothesis. Science 256 (5054), 184–185. doi:10.1126/science.1566067

Hamilton, A., and Holscher, C. (2012). The effect of ageing on neurogenesis and
oxidative stress in the APPswe/PS1deltaE9mouse model of Alzheimer’s disease.
Brain Res. 1449, 83–93. doi:10.1016/j.brainres.2012.02.015

Hooijmans, C. R., Van der Zee, C. E. E. M., Dederen, P. J., Brouwer, K. M., Reijmer,
Y. D., Van Groen, T., et al. (2009). DHA and cholesterol containing diets
influence Alzheimer-like pathology, cognition and cerebral vasculature in
APPswe/PS1dE9 mice. Neurobiol. Dis. 33 (3), 482–498. doi:10.1016/j.nbd.
2008.12.002

Iffland, K., and Grotenhermen, F. (2017). An update on safety and side effects of
cannabidiol: a review of clinical data and relevant animal studies. Cannabis
Cannabinoid Res. 2 (1), 139–154. doi:10.1089/can.2016.0034

Iuvone, T., Esposito, G., Esposito, R., Santamaria, R., Di Rosa, M., and Izzo, A. A.
(2004). Neuroprotective effect of cannabidiol, a non-psychoactive component
from Cannabis sativa, on beta-amyloid-induced toxicity in PC12 cells.
J. Neurochem. 89 (1), 134–141. doi:10.1111/j.1471-4159.2003.02327.x

Jankowsky, J. L., Fadale, D. J., Anderson, J., Xu, G. M., Gonzales, V., Jenkins, N. A.,
et al. (2004a). Mutant presenilins specifically elevate the levels of the 42 residue
β-amyloid peptide in vivo: evidence for augmentation of a 42-specific γ
secretase. Hum. Mol. Genet. 13(2), 159–170. doi:10.1093/hmg/ddh019

Jankowsky, J. L., Slunt, H. H., Gonzales, V., Jenkins, N. A., Copeland, N. G., and
Borchelt, D. R. (2004b). APP processing and amyloid deposition in mice haplo-
insufficient for presenilin 1. Neurobiol. Aging 25 (7), 885–892. doi:10.1016/j.
neurobiolaging.2003.09.008

Jardanhazi-Kurutz, D., Kummer, M. P., Terwel, D., Vogel, K., Dyrks, T., Thiele, A.,
et al. (2010). Induced LC degeneration in APP/PS1 transgenic mice accelerates
early cerebral amyloidosis and cognitive deficits. Neurochem. Int. 57 (4),
375–382. doi:10.1016/j.neuint.2010.02.001

Jiao, S.-S., Bu, X.-L., Liu, Y.-H., Zhu, C., Wang, Q.-H., Shen, L.-L., et al. (2016). Sex
dimorphism profile of Alzheimer’s disease-type pathologies in an APP/PS1
mouse model. Neurotox. Res. 29 (2), 256–266. doi:10.1007/s12640-015-9589-x

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. Gene Brain Behav. 6 (7),
677–687. doi:10.1111/j.1601-183X.2006.00298.x

Karl, T., Burne, T. H. J., 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 (2), 336–341. doi:10.
1016/j.bbr.2011.04.051

Karl, T., Garner, B., and Cheng, D. (2017). The therapeutic potential of the
phytocannabinoid cannabidiol for Alzheimer’s disease. Behav. Pharmacol. 28
(2), 142–160. doi:10.1097/FBP.0000000000000247

Kemppainen, S., Hämäläinen, E., Miettinen, P. O., Koistinaho, J., and Tanila, H.
(2014). Behavioral and neuropathological consequences of transient global
ischemia in APP/PS1 Alzheimer model mice. Behav. Brain Res. 275, 15–26.
doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2014.08.050

Kreilaus, F., Guerra, S., Masanetz, R., Menne, V., Yerbury, J., and Karl, T. (2019).
Novel behavioural characteristics of the superoxide dismutase 1 G93A (SOD1
G93A) mouse model of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis include sex-dependent
phenotypes. Gene Brain Behav. 19 (e12604), 1–14. doi:10.1111/gbb.12604

Kuwabara, Y., Ishizeki, M., Watamura, N., Toba, J., Yoshii, A., Inoue, T., et al.
(2014). Impairments of long-term depression induction and motor
coordination precede Aβ accumulation in the cerebellum of APPswe/
PS1dE9 double transgenic mice. J. Neurochem. 130 (3), 432–443. doi:10.
1111/jnc.12728

Laatu, S., Revonsuo, A., Jäykkä, H., Portin, R., and Rinne, J. O. (2003). Visual
object recognition in early Alzheimer’s disease: deficits in semantic
processing. Acta Neurol. Scand. 108 (2), 82–89. doi:10.1034/j.1600-0404.
2003.00097.x

Lalonde, R., Kim, H. D., and Fukuchi, K. (2004). Exploratory activity, anxiety, and
motor coordination in bigenic APPswe + PS1/ΔE9 mice. Neurosci. Lett. 369 (2),
156–161. doi:10.1016/j.neulet.2004.07.069

Lewejohann, L., Reinhard, C., Schrewe, A., Brandewiede, J., Haemisch, A., Görtz,
N., et al. (2006). Environmental bias? Effects of housing conditions, laboratory
environment and experimenter on behavioral tests. Gene Brain Behav. 5 (1),
64–72. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2006.11.044.

Lithfous, S., Dufour, A., and Després, O. (2013). Spatial navigation in normal aging and
the prodromal stage of Alzheimer’s disease: insights from imaging and behavioral
studies. Ageing Res. Rev. 12 (1), 201–213. doi:10.1016/j.arr.2012.04.007

Liu, C.-C., Kanekiyo, T., Xu, H., and Bu, G. (2013). Apolipoprotein E and
Alzheimer disease: risk, mechanisms and therapy. Nat. Rev. Neurol. 9 (2),
106–118. doi:10.1038/nrneurol.2012.263

Lok, K., Zhao, H., Zhang, C., He, N., Shen, H., Wang, Z., et al. (2013). Effects of
accelerated senescence on learning and memory, locomotion and anxiety-like
behavior in APP/PS1 mouse model of Alzheimer’s disease. J. Neurol. Sci. 335
(1), 145–154. doi:10.1016/j.jns.2013.09.018

Long, L. E., Malone, D. T., and Taylor, D. A. (2006). Cannabidiol reverses MK-801-
induced disruption of prepulse inhibition in mice. Neuropsychopharmacology
31 (4), 795–803. doi:10.1038/sj.npp.1300838

Long, L. E., Chesworth, R., Huang, X.-F., McGregor, I. S., Arnold, J. C., and Karl, T.
(2010). A behavioural comparison of acute and chronic Δ9-
tetrahydrocannabinol and cannabidiol in C57BL/6JArc mice. Int.
J. Neuropsychopharmacol. 13 (7), 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 (1), 163–175. doi:10.1017/
S1461145711001854

Martín-Moreno, A. M., Reigada, D., Ramírez, B. G., Mechoulam, R., Innamorato,
N., Cuadrado, A., et al. (2011). Cannabidiol and other cannabinoids reduce
microglial activation in vitro and in vivo: relevance to Alzheimer’s disease.Mol.
Pharmacol. 79 (6), 964–973. doi:10.1124/mol.111.071290

Mendiola-Precoma, J., Berumen, L. C., Padilla, K., and Garcia-Alcocer, G. (2016).
Therapies for prevention and treatment of Alzheimer’s disease. BioMed Res. Int.
2016 (2589276), 1–17. doi:10.1155/2016/2589276

Moreira, F. A., and Guimarães, F. S. (2005). Cannabidiol inhibits the
hyperlocomotion induced by psychotomimetic drugs in mice. Eur.
J. Pharmacol. 512 (2–3), 199–205. doi:10.1016/j.ejphar.2005.02.040

O’Leary, T. P., and Brown, R. E. (2009). Visuo-spatial learning and memory deficits on
the Barnesmaze in the 16-month-oldAPPswe/PS1dE9mousemodel of Alzheimer’s
disease. Behav. Brain Res. 201 (1), 120–127. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2009.01.039.

O’Leary, T. P., Hussin, A. T., Gunn, R. K., and Brown, R. E. (2018). Locomotor
activity, emotionality, sensori-motor gating, learning and memory in the
APPswe/PS1dE9 mouse model of Alzheimer’s disease. Brain Res. Bull. 140,
347–354. doi:10.1016/j.brainresbull.2018.05.021

Pedrazzi, J. F. C., Issy, A. C., Gomes, F. V., Guimarães, F. S., and Del-Bel, E. A.
(2015). Cannabidiol effects in the prepulse inhibition disruption induced by
amphetamine. Psychopharmacology 232 (16), 3057–3065. doi:10.1007/s00213-
015-3945-7

Perneger, T. V. (1998). What’s wrong with Bonferroni adjustments. BMJ 316
(7139), 1236–1238. doi:10.1136/bmj.316.7139.1236

Pugh, P. L., Richardson, J. C., Bate, S. T., Upton, N., and Sunter, D. (2007). Non-
cognitive behaviours in an APP/PS1 transgenic model of Alzheimer’s disease.
Behav. Brain Res. 178 (1), 18–28. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2006.11.044

Reiserer, R. S., Harrison, F. E., Syverud, D. C., and McDonald, M. P. (2007).
Impaired spatial learning in the APPSwe+PSEN1?E9 bigenic mouse model of
Alzheimer?s disease. Gene Brain Behav. 6 (1), 54–65. doi:10.1111/j.1601-183X.
2006.00221.x

Rey, A. A., Purrio, M., Viveros, M.-P., and Lutz, B. (2012). Biphasic effects of
cannabinoids in anxiety responses: CB1 and GABAB receptors in the balance of
GABAergic and glutamatergic neurotransmission. Neuropsychopharmacology
37, 2624–2634. doi:10.1038/npp.2012.123

Rothman, K. J. (1990). No adjustments are needed for multiple comparisons.
Epidemiology 1 (1), 43–46. doi:10.1097/00001648-199001000-00010

Ruan, L., Kang, Z., Pei, G., and Le, Y. (2009). Amyloid deposition and inflammation
in APPswe/PS1dE9 mouse model of Alzheimers disease. Car 6 (6), 531–540.
doi:10.2174/156720509790147070.

Frontiers in Pharmacology | www.frontiersin.org December 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 58760414

Coles et al. CBD Therapy in AD Mice

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.03.053
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2010.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1566067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2012.02.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2008.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2008.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1089/can.2016.0034
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2003.02327.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddh019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2003.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2003.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuint.2010.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12640-015-9589-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-183X.2006.00298.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.04.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.04.051
https://doi.org/10.1097/FBP.0000000000000247
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2014.08.050
https://doi.org/10.1111/gbb.12604
https://doi.org/10.1111/jnc.12728
https://doi.org/10.1111/jnc.12728
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0404.2003.00097.x
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0404.2003.00097.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2004.07.069
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2006.11.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arr.2012.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrneurol.2012.263
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2013.09.018
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.npp.1300838
https://doi.org/10.1017/s1461145709990605
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145711001854
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145711001854
https://doi.org/10.1124/mol.111.071290
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/2589276
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejphar.2005.02.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2009.01.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainresbull.2018.05.021
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-015-3945-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-015-3945-7
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.316.7139.1236
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2006.11.044
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-183X.2006.00221.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-183X.2006.00221.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2012.123
https://doi.org/10.1097/00001648-199001000-00010
https://doi.org/10.2174/156720509790147070.
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology#articles


Savonenko, A., Xu, G. M., Melnikova, T., Morton, J. L., Gonzales, V., Wong, M. P.
F., et al. (2005). Episodic-like memory deficits in the APPswe/PS1dE9 mouse
model of Alzheimer’s disease: relationships to β-amyloid deposition and
neurotransmitter abnormalities. Neurobiol. Dis. 18 (3), 602–617. doi:10.
1016/j.nbd.2004.10.022

Scuderi, C., Steardo, L., and Esposito, G. (2014). Cannabidiol promotes amyloid
precursor protein ubiquitination and reduction of beta amyloid expression in
SHSY5Y APP+ cells through PPARγ involvement. Phytother. Res. 28 (7),
1007–1013. doi:10.1002/ptr.5095

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), 1–12. doi:10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00094

Scholtzova, H., Wadghiri, Y. Z., Douadi, M., Sigurdsson, E. M., Li, Y.-S.,
Quartermain, D., et al. (2008). Memantine leads to behavioral improvement
and amyloid reduction in Alzheimer’s-disease-model transgenic mice shown as
by micromagnetic resonance imaging. J. Neurosci. Res. 86 (12), 2784–2791.
doi:10.1002/jnr.21713

Sorge, R. E., Martin, L. J., Isbester, K. A., Sotocinal, S. G., Rosen, S., Tuttle, A. H., et al.
(2014). Olfactory exposure to males, including men, causes stress and related
analgesia in rodents. Nat. Methods 11 (6), 629–632. doi:10.1038/Nmeth.2935

Swerdlow, N. R., Braff, D. L., and Geyer, M. A. (2000). Animal models of deficient
sensorimotor gating: what we know, what we think we know, and what we hope
to know soon. Behav. Pharmacol. 11 (3 & 4), 185–204. doi:10.1097/00008877-
200006000-00002

Taglialatela, G., Hogan, D., Zhang, W.-R., and Dineley, K. T. (2009). Intermediate-
and long-term recognition memory deficits in Tg2576 mice are reversed with
acute calcineurin inhibition. Behav. Brain Res. 200 (1), 95–99. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.
2008.12.034

Ten Ham, M., and De Jong, Y. (1975). Absence of interaction between δ9-
tetrahydrocannabinol (δ9-THC) and cannabidiol (CBD) in aggression,
muscle control and body temperature experiments in mice.
Psychopharmacologia 41 (2), 169–174. doi:10.1007/BF00421075

Tian, S.-W., Yu, X.-D., Cen, L., and Xiao, Z.-Y. (2019). Glutamate transporter GLT1
inhibitor dihydrokainic acid impairs novel object recognition memory performance
in mice. Physiol. Behav. 199, 28–32. doi:10.1016/j.physbeh.2018.10.019

Todd, S. M., and Arnold, J. C. (2016). Neural correlates of interactions between
cannabidiol and Δ9-tetrahydrocannabinol in mice: implications for medical
cannabis. Br. J. Pharmacol. 173 (1), 53–65. doi:10.1111/bph.13333

Trinchese, F., Liu, S., Battaglia, F., Walter, S., Mathews, P. M., and Arancio,
O. (2004). Progressive age-related development of Alzheimer-like

pathology in APP/PS1 mice. Ann. Neurol. 55 (6), 801–814. doi:10.
1002/ana.20101

Tzavara, E. T., Wade, M., and Nomikos, G. G. (2003). Biphasic effects of
cannabinoids on acetylcholine release in the hippocampus: site and
mechanism of action. J. Neurosci. 23 (28), 9374–9384. doi:10.1523/
JNEUROSCI.23-28-09374.2003

Wang, J., Tanila, H., Puoliväli, J., Kadish, I., and Groen, T. v. (2003). Gender
differences in the amount and deposition of amyloidβ in APPswe and PS1
double transgenic mice. Neurobiol. Dis. 14 (3), 318–327. doi:10.1016/j.nbd.
2003.08.009

Wong, C. W. (2016). Pharmacotherapy for dementia: a practical approach to the
use of cholinesterase inhibitors and memantine. Drugs Aging 33 (7), 451–460.
doi:10.1007/s40266-016-0372-3

Wang, H., He, J., Zhang, R., Zhu, S., Wang, J., Kong, L., et al. (2012). Sensorimotor
gating and memory deficits in an APP/PS1 double transgenic mouse model of
Alzheimer’s disease. Behav. Brain Res. 233 (1), 237–243. doi:10.1016/j.bbr.2012.
05.007

Watt, G., Shang, K., Zieba, J., Olaya, J., Li, H., Garner, B., et al., au , T.fnm (2020).
Chronic treatment with 50 mg/kg cannabidiol improves cognition and
moderately reduces Aβ40 levels in 12-Month-Old male AβPPswe/PS1ΔE9
transgenic mice. J. Alzheimer Dis. 74 (3), 937–950. doi:10.3233/JAD-191242

Zhang, W., Hao, J., Liu, R., Zhang, Z., Lei, G., Su, C., et al. (2011). Soluble Aβ levels
correlate with cognitive deficits in the 12-month-old APPswe/PS1dE9 mouse
model of Alzheimer’s disease. Behav. Brain Res. 222 (2), 342–350. doi:10.1016/j.
bbr.2011.03.072

Zuardi, A. W., Rodrigues, N. P., Silva, A. L., Bernardo, S. A., Hallak, J. E. C.,
Guimarães, F. S., and Crippaau, J. A. S.fnm (2017). Inverted U-shaped dose-
response curve of the anxiolytic effect of cannabidiol during public speaking in
real life. Front. Pharmacol. 8 (259), 1–9. doi:10.3389/fphar.2017.00259

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.

Copyright © 2020 Coles, Watt, Kreilaus and Karl. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice.
No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with
these terms.

Frontiers in Pharmacology | www.frontiersin.org December 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 58760415

Coles et al. CBD Therapy in AD Mice

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2004.10.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2004.10.022
https://doi.org/10.1002/ptr.5095
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00094
https://doi.org/10.1002/jnr.21713
https://doi.org/10.1038/Nmeth.2935
https://doi.org/10.1097/00008877-200006000-00002
https://doi.org/10.1097/00008877-200006000-00002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2008.12.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2008.12.034
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00421075
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2018.10.019
https://doi.org/10.1111/bph.13333
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.20101
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.20101
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-28-09374.2003
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-28-09374.2003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2003.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2003.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40266-016-0372-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2012.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2012.05.007
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-191242
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.03.072
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.03.072
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2017.00259
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pharmacology#articles

	Medium-Dose Chronic Cannabidiol Treatment Reverses Object Recognition Memory Deficits of APPSwe/PS1ΔE9 Transgenic Female Mice
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Animals
	Drug Preparation and Administration
	Behavioral Test Battery
	Light Dark
	Pole Test
	Accelerod
	Novel Object Recognition Task
	Cheeseboard
	Prepulse Inhibition

	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Locomotion and Exploration
	Anxiety
	Motor Function
	Cognition
	Object Recognition Memory
	Cheeseboard - Spatial Learning and Memory
	Task Acquisition
	Reversal Task Acquisition
	Probe Trial
	Reversal Probe Trial
	Sensorimotor Gating
	Prepulse Inhibition


	Discussion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References


