
Therapygenetics: using genetic markers to predict response to 
psychological treatment for mood and anxiety disorders

Article  (Published Version)

http://sro.sussex.ac.uk

Lester, Kathryn J and Eley, Thalia C (2013) Therapygenetics: using genetic markers to predict 
response to psychological treatment for mood and anxiety disorders. Biology of Mood and 
Anxiety Disorders, 3. p. 4. ISSN 2045-5380 

This version is available from Sussex Research Online: http://sro.sussex.ac.uk/id/eprint/55724/

This document is made available in accordance with publisher policies and may differ from the 
published  version or from the version of record. If you wish to cite this item you are advised to 
consult the publisher’s version. Please see the URL above for details on accessing the published 
version. 

Copyright and reuse: 
Sussex Research Online is a digital repository of the research output of the University.

Copyright and all moral rights to the version of the paper presented here belong to the individual 
author(s) and/or other copyright owners.  To the extent reasonable and practicable, the material 
made available in SRO has been checked for eligibility before being made available. 

Copies of full text items generally can be reproduced, displayed or performed and given to third 
parties in any format or medium for personal research or study, educational, or not-for-profit 
purposes without prior permission or charge, provided that the authors, title and full bibliographic 
details are credited, a hyperlink and/or URL is given for the original metadata page and the 
content is not changed in any way. 

http://sro.sussex.ac.uk/


Biology of 
Mood & Anxiety Disorders

Lester and Eley Biology of Mood & Anxiety Disorders 2013, 3:4
http://www.biolmoodanxietydisord.com/content/3/1/4
REVIEW Open Access
Therapygenetics: Using genetic markers to
predict response to psychological treatment for
mood and anxiety disorders
Kathryn J Lester* and Thalia C Eley
Abstract

Considerable variation is evident in response to psychological therapies for mood and anxiety disorders. Genetic
factors alongside environmental variables and gene-environment interactions are implicated in the etiology of
these disorders and it is plausible that these same factors may also be important in predicting individual differences
in response to psychological treatment. In this article, we review the evidence that genetic variation influences
psychological treatment outcomes with a primary focus on mood and anxiety disorders. Unlike most past work,
which has considered prediction of response to pharmacotherapy, this article reviews recent work in the field of
therapygenetics, namely the role of genes in predicting psychological treatment response. As this is a field in its
infancy, methodological recommendations are made and opportunities for future research are identified.
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Anxiety and depressive disorders are among the most
common disorders with lifetime prevalence estimates of
28.8% for anxiety disorders and 20.8% for mood disor-
ders [1]. They are some of the most disabling conditions
and contribute a significant proportion of the worldwide
burden of disease [2]. Psychotherapeutic approaches are
recommended for the treatment of depression and all
anxiety disorders [3], with the predominant approach
being Cognitive Behaviour Therapy (CBT). In the UK,
up to 10% of adults with anxiety or depression receive
psychological treatments [4].
Individual differences in psychological treatment
response
CBT is not universally effective with response varying con-
siderably between patients. While many people experience
positive outcomes of therapy, approximately 35-45% of
individuals retain significant impairments with a small
number getting worse with treatment [5,6]. However, only
limited research has investigated the source of this individ-
ual variation in psychological treatment response despite
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reproduction in any medium, provided the or
the potential of such work to guide treatment selection
and improve outcome. Clinical and demographic charac-
teristics have proven to be relatively weak or inconsistent
predictors of who will respond to psychological treatment.
Several authors have suggested that the most reliable pre-
dictors of response may come from the origins of the dis-
order, that is “cause should inform cure” [7,8].
There is an increasing interest in identifying biomar-

kers, which predict differential treatment response.
These markers can be used to match particular groups
of patients with treatments to which they are more likely
to show a positive response from the outset in an ap-
proach termed “stratified medicine” [9]. Mood and anx-
iety disorders represent suitable therapeutic areas for
stratified medicine to emerge. There is considerable dis-
ease variability probably reflecting multifactorial etiology
or biologically distinct conditions not yet distinguishable
on the basis of clinical presentations. There are also
multiple relevant targets for therapeutic intervention
and multiple treatment options with evidence of hetero-
geneity in response. These factors have been identified
as necessary for the emergence of stratified medicine [9].
The causal pathways to mood and anxiety disorders in-
volve a combination of genetic and environmental risk
factors. Just as the genetic and environmental factors
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that contribute to the onset of these disorders differ
across patients, so does the way that patients respond to
the same treatment. Genetic (and environmental) factors
are very likely to be involved in this differential response
to treatment and thus represent plausible biomarkers.
In this article, we begin by briefly outlining the contri-

bution of genetic, environmental and gene-environment
interactions (G×E) to the etiology of mood and anxiety
disorders. We then consider how the use of “therapeutic
G×E” designs can be used to investigate whether genetic
variants can be used to predict individual differences in
response to positive environmental influences, namely
psychological treatment interventions. We focus on the
new field of “therapygenetics” [10] and review recent re-
search that has investigated genetic predictors of individ-
ual differences in response to psychological therapy for
mood and anxiety disorders. We conclude by outlining
some important methodological considerations and po-
tential developments for future research in this field.
Genetic and environmental basis of mood and
anxiety disorders
Mood and anxiety disorders are highly heterogeneous
conditions. There are multiple causal pathways to these
disorders involving various combinations of environmen-
tal and genetic risk factors, which alone are neither neces-
sary nor sufficient for the disorder to develop [11,12].
Psychological illness tends to run in families strongly im-
plicating genetics as a causal factor. This is confirmed by
twin studies, which report that anxiety and mood disor-
ders are moderately heritable [13,14]. While genetic risk
factors do robustly predict onset, they are not a sufficient
cause of these disorders. This is consistent with many
monozygotic twins being concordant for a disorder, while
others, despite their genetic similarity are discordant [15].
Environmental adversity, trauma and stress also often

precede the onset of psychological illness implicating psy-
chosocial factors in the causal pathway for mood and anx-
iety disorders. However, stress alone is not a sufficient
cause: For example, only a minority (~20%) of those
exposed to severe stressful life events (SLEs) go on to ex-
perience an episode of depression [16]. In others, mood
and anxiety disorders emerge independent of recent stress
[17]. This suggests considerable individual variation in the
causal pathways to disease, which is mirrored in response
to treatment: Not all patients will respond in the same
way to the same treatment. Genetic and environmental
factors, just as they are implicated in different etiological
pathways to disorder may also determine individual vari-
ation in treatment response [18]. While this is a reason-
able supposition, it is important to note that as yet there
are no twin studies available that provide heritability esti-
mates of response to psychological therapy [19].
Gene-Environment interaction in mood and
anxiety disorders
Genetic and environmental factors do not operate inde-
pendently from each other and instead often co-occur in a
causal pathway to disease within the context of gene-
environment interaction. A G×E interaction occurs when
a genetic and environmental factor participate in the same
causal mechanism in the same individual [20]. For ex-
ample, genetic variation may moderate the effects of the
environment, placing some individuals at increased risk
for disease, while making others resistant to the effects of
negative or stressful environments.
The best-established and replicated G×Es for psycho-

logical disorders are the interaction between a functional
variable number tandem repeat in the monoamine-
oxidase-A gene (MAOA) and childhood maltreatment in
the onset of antisocial and violent behaviour [21,22] and
the interaction between the serotonin transporter gene
functional length polymorphism (5HTTLPR) and child-
hood maltreatment in the etiology of depression [23,24].
Males carrying the low expression short alleles of the
MAOA-u VNTR and with a history of childhood maltreat-
ment have a greater risk for antisocial behaviour. However,
the association between childhood maltreatment and anti-
social behaviour is weak in those carrying the high expres-
sion long alleles [22]. Individuals with the low expression
short (S) allele of the 5HTTLPR report significantly more
depressive symptoms when exposed to recent SLEs or
childhood maltreatment relative to those with the long (L)
allele (see [25] but also [26,27] for contradictory findings).
Similar findings have also been reported between the
5HTTLPR, childhood maltreatment and anxiety sensitiv-
ity, a risk factor for anxiety disorders [28]. Other studies
have shown replicated findings between variants in the
hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis related genes (e.g.
FKBP5, [29,30]; CRHR1, [31]; NR3C1, [32]) and neuro-
trophic genes (e.g. BDNF val66met [33,34]) and mood and
anxiety disorders.

Diathesis-Stress and differential susceptibility
Gene-environment interaction research has typically been
couched in a diathesis-stress framework [35]. This frame-
work proposes that some individuals due to a genetic vul-
nerability are disproportionately likely to be adversely
impacted by an environmental stressor (e.g. SLEs, child-
hood maltreatment, insensitive parenting) compared to
individuals carrying the “protective” genotype. The conse-
quences being that those individuals carrying the “risk”
genotype are more likely to develop a psychological illness
when exposed to an adverse environment.
Some authors have argued that while diathesis-stress

phenomena are an incontestable characteristic of human
functioning and development, the situation is more
nuanced than that suggested by this framework [36]. G×E
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studies have typically focused on a restricted range of
environments, predominantly emphasizing adverse envir-
onments and the impact for negative psychological
outcomes. Very few studies have measured positive envir-
onmental variables (aside from the absence of adversity) or
considered the effects for adaptive functioning and out-
comes (aside from the absence of dysfunction) [36].
The differential-susceptibility hypothesis [36-38] and

biological sensitivity to context framework [39] argue that
“vulnerability” genes may be a misnomer. Instead those
individuals considered “vulnerable” by virtue of their gen-
etic make-up and thus most adversely affected by negative
environments may in fact benefit the most from enriched
and supportive environments. In this way, individual dif-
ferences in developmental plasticity and susceptibility to
environmental influences may result in genetic influences
that act in a “for better and for worse” manner [37]. Some
individuals are more likely to be affected than others by
both negative and positive environmental conditions. Data
from quite a number of studies investigating a range of
markers (e.g. MAOA, 5HTTLPR, DRD2, DRD4, DAT1,
TPH1, HT2RA) have shown that individuals carrying the
putative “risk allele” do show a for better and for worse
pattern, functioning most poorly when exposed to nega-
tive environments but showing least problems when they
encounter the absence of adversity or positive environ-
ments (see [36] for a review).

Therapeutic GxE: genetic predictors of response
to treatment
The interaction between a therapeutic intervention and
genotype represents a special case of G×E [7]. Examining
a positive experience within a gene-environment inter-
action framework is rare. The use of a therapeutic inter-
vention, particularly a psychological intervention such as
CBT is an unusually powerful G×E design. The “environ-
ment” is positive and predictable, thus allowing any poten-
tial moderating genetic effects to be investigated
prospectively (unlike typical G×E designs where SLEs/mal-
treatment are unpredictable and commonly assessed
retrospectively). Furthermore, it enables consideration of
vulnerability markers that reflect differential susceptibility
to the environment, be it positive or negative. By using
“experimental manipulation” of G×E interactions, it is eas-
ier to rule out alternative explanations in terms of evoca-
tive or passive G×E correlations [40].
As an environmental factor, CBT and other psycho-

logical treatment interventions are likely to have a large
and potentially long-standing impact. CBT is a learning-
based intervention in which patients actively recall,
reappraise and reconstruct their cognitions and beha-
viours. It leads to symptom reductions and changes in
cognitions and behaviour (e.g. [41,42]) and there is some
evidence that CBT also alters neural function with the
changes consistent with the reduction in symptoms seen
following treatment (see [43]). There is preliminary evi-
dence that CBT may also stimulate structural brain
changes [44]. While not yet investigated in the context of
psychological treatments, it is plausible that the mechan-
isms of action for CBT may also include changes in gene
expression and neurogenesis as has been observed for
antidepressants [45,46].
Genetic predictors of response to pharmacological treat-

ments (pharmacogenetics) for mood and anxiety disorders
have been widely investigated using both candidate gene
and genome-wide (GWAS) methodologies. Some evidence
suggests that variants implicated in the pathogenesis of
the disorder may also predict response to antidepressants
[47]. For example, response to selective serotonin reuptake
inhibitors (SSRIs) but not tricyclic antidepressants is pre-
dicted by the presence of one or more copies of the high
expression L allele of the 5HTTLPR [48]. However, this as-
sociation has failed to replicate in several large studies
and overall a meta-analysis reported a nonsignificant effect
[49]. Genome wide studies have also identified plausible
candidate genes [50-52]. Currently, the strength of find-
ings from pharmacogenetics studies and the lack of repli-
cation mean that genetic associations are not yet
sufficiently strong or reliable to guide stratified treatment
selection [53].
Very few studies have investigated genetic predictors of

individual differences in response to psychological or psy-
chosocial interventions, a field we recently termed “thera-
pygenetics” [10]. Early work in this field focused on family
interventions and outcomes in child samples e.g. [40,54]
and produced findings consistent with a differential sus-
ceptibility framework in which the same genetic variant
operated in a for better and for worse manner [55]. More
recent work has investigated genetic predictors of re-
sponse to psychological treatment interventions, with the
majority of studies to date focusing on mood and anxiety
disorders.

Therapygenetics studies in mood and anxiety
disorders
Literature search methodology
Key word searches were performed in Web of Knowledge
using the following terms: “therapygenetics”; “genetics”
and “cognitive behavior therapy” and “response”; “genes”
and “psychotherapy”. Search results were reviewed for po-
tentially relevant empirical papers and 13 relevant papers
were identified, which had investigated genetic predictors
of response to a psychological intervention. Of those, 10
had mood or anxiety as the main disorder of interest and
the remainder focused on an alternative psychiatric dis-
order and are not reviewed here. Four studies on mood
and anxiety disorders were not yet indexed in Web of
Knowledge or had only been presented in (non-indexed)



Table 1 Summary of studies investigating associations between genetic variation and response to psychological
therapy in mood and anxiety disorders

Authors Diagnosis Sample Treatment Results

5HTTLPR/rs25531

Wang
et al. [58]

PTSD N = 35 12wk prolonged exposure therapy
or 12 wk Escitalopram (N = 20)

No significant association with treatment response in
exposure therapy group

Bryant
et al. [56]

PTSD N = 45, Caucasian, 8 × 90 min weekly individual CBT No significant association at post-treatment. At 6mth
follow-up, higher % of S i allele than L allele carriers met
PTSD criteria and had significantly higher symptom scoresMage = ~ 43 yrs, 33% female

Lonsdorf
et al. [59]

PD ± AG N = 69, Caucasian, 10 × 2 hr weekly group (N = 38)
or internet-delivered (N = 31)

CBT

No significant association with treatment response

Mage = ~ 35 yrs, 62% female

Furmark
et al. [60]

SAD N = 204, Mage = 38 yrs, 9 wk internet delivered CBT or
waitlist control

No significant association with treatment response

60% female

Kohen
et al. [61]

DEP
(post- stroke)

N = 61, mixed ethnicity 9 × positive problem solving
plus antidepressant vs. usual
care plus antidepressant

SS and SL carriers had a significantly greater mean
percentage reduction in depression ratings and more

likely to be in remission at 9-week follow-up than those in
the control group

Sakolsky
et al. [62]

SEP; GAD;
SAD

N = 211, Caucasian, Sertraline, 14 sessions of CBT,
combination therapy or 12 wk

placebo

No significant association with treatment response

7-17 yrs,

Eley et al.
[10]

ANX N = 359, Caucasian, 10-12 session group or
individual CBT or guided self-

help

No significant association at post treatment. At follow-up,
higher % of SS genotype carriers free of anxiety diagnoses
than SL/LL genotype carriers. SS genotype carriers had

significantly greater reduction in symptom severity scores

Mage = 9.44 yrs, 49% female

Hedman
et al. [63]

SAD N = 126, 98% Caucasian,
Mage = ~ 35 yrs, 36% female

15 × 2.5 hr weekly group (N = 62)
or internet-delivered (N = 64) CBT

No significant association with treatment response

Bockting
et al. [64]

Recurrent
DEP

N = 180, Caucasian, Brief CBT vs. treatment as usual No significant association with time to recurrence

Mage = 45 yrs, 74% female

STin2 VNTR

Kohen
et al. [61]

DEP
(post- stroke)

N = 64, mixed ethnicity 9 × positive problem solving
plus antidepressant vs. usual
care plus antidepressant

9/12 and 12/12 genotype carriers in intervention group had
a significantly greater mean percentage reduction in

depression scores and greater likelihood of remission at 9 wk
follow-up than controls

Sakolsky
et al. [62]

SEP; GAD;
SAD

N = 211, Caucasian, Sertraline, 14 sessions of CBT,
combination therapy or 12 wk

placebo

At 12-week assessment STin2 12-copy variant carriers
showed significantly greater improvement.

7-17 yrs

HTR2A rs7997012

Kotte
et al. [65]

DEP N = 58, 100% male 16-wk group CBT G allele predicted significantly larger reduction in BDI
scores across treatment compared to A allele carriers

TPH2 G-703T

Furmark
et al. [60]

SAD N = 204,
Mage = 38 yrs,

9 wk internet delivered CBT or
waitlist control

In the CBT group, a better treatment response was observed
in TPH2 GG homozygotes relative to T allele carriers

60% female

MAOA-u VNTR

Reif et al.
[66]

PD + AG N = 288, Caucasian 12 × twice weekly CBT Carriers of the long, higher activity alleleii had significantly
worse treatment outcome, elevated heart rate, greater fear
and panic attacks during a behavioral avoidance task and

failure to habituate during repetitive exposure

COMT val158met

Lonsdorf
et al. [59]

PD ± AG N = 69, Caucasian, 10 × 2 hr weekly group (N = 38)
or internet-delivered (N = 31)

CBT

No significant effect of COMTval158met genotype on
change in anxiety or depression scores across cognitive
modules (weeks 1-3). met/met genotype carriers had
significantly smaller reduction in anxiety scores across
exposure modules (weeks 4-9) compared to val-carriers

Mage = ~ 35 yrs, 62% female
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Table 1 Summary of studies investigating associations between genetic variation and response to psychological
therapy in mood and anxiety disorders (Continued)

Hedman
et al. [63]

SAD N = 126, 98% Caucasian,
Mage = ~ 35 yrs, 36% female

15 × 2.5 hr weekly group (N = 62)
or internet-delivered (N = 64) CBT

No significant association with treatment response

NGF rs6330

Lester
et al. [57]

ANX N =374, Caucasian, 10-12 session group or individual
CBT or guided self-help

No significant association with treatment response at post
treatment. At follow-up, children with one or more copies
of T allele of NGF rs6330 were significantly more likely to

be free of anxiety diagnosis

Mage = 9.46 yrs, 49% female

BDNF val66met; rs7934165; rs1519480;
rs11030104

Sakolsky
et al. [67]

SEP; GAD;
SAD

N = 211, Caucasian, Sertraline, 14 sessions of CBT,
combination therapy or 12 wk

placebo

No significant association with treatment response

7-17 yrs

Lester
et al. [57]

ANX N = 374, Caucasian, 10-12 session group or individual
CBT or guided self-help

No significant association with treatment response

Mage = 9.46 yrs, 49% female

Hedman
et al. [63]

SAD N = 126, 98% Caucasian,
Mage = ~ 35 yrs, 36% female

15 × 2.5 hr weekly group (N = 62)
or internet-delivered (N = 64) CBT

No significant association with treatment response

Fullana
et al. [68]

OCD N = 106, Caucasian, 20 × 45 min weekly exposure
based CBT plus SSRI

Met allele carriers significantly less likely to respond to
treatment than non-met allele carriers. Genotype

predicted response only and not change in severity scoresMage = 33 yrs, 50% female

GRIN2B rs1019385

Sakolsky
et al. [67]

SEP; GAD;
SAD

N = 211, Caucasian, Sertraline, 14 sessions of CBT,
combination therapy or 12 wk

placebo

No significant association with treatment response

7-17 yrs

GRIK4 rs1954787

Sakolsky
et al. [67]

SEP; GAD;
SAD

N = 211, Caucasian, Sertraline, 14 sessions of CBT,
combination therapy or 12 wk

placebo

Significant association with treatment
response at 12 week assessment

7-17 yrs

PTSD = post-traumatic stress disorder; PD ±AG = panic disorder with or without agoraphobia; SAD = social anxiety disorder; DEP = depression; SEP = separation
anxiety disorder, GAD = generalized anxiety disorder; ANX = all anxiety disorders; OCD = obsessive compulsive disorder.
I S allele group defined as SASA, SALA, SALG, SGLG, LALG, LGLG and L allele group defined as LALA.

ii Long, high activity risk allele group defined as 3.5, 4 and 5 copy
repeat allele males, and 2/4, 3/4, 3.5/4, 4/4, and 4/5 copy repeat allele females. Short, low activity allele group defined as 2 or 3 copy repeat allele males and 2/2,
2/3 and 3/3 females.

Lester and Eley Biology of Mood & Anxiety Disorders 2013, 3:4 Page 5 of 16
http://www.biolmoodanxietydisord.com/content/3/1/4
conference papers but were made available to us for inclu-
sion by the authors. Six additional studies were identified
by inspection of reference lists of included studies and
relevant review articles. However, as these focused on
other psychiatric disorders or response to family-based
interventions with children and adolescents, these studies
are not considered further.
Mood and anxiety disorders
Table 1 summarises the therapygenetics studies published
to date, where clinically diagnosed anxiety or depression
are the disorder phenotype of interest. The field is in its
infancy and this is reflected in the small, highly heteroge-
neous and preliminary nature of the existing literature. In
particular, sample sizes have ranged from very small pilot
studies (e.g. N = 45, [56]) to somewhat larger investiga-
tions (e.g. N = 374, [57]). However, modest sample sizes
mean the vast majority of studies are underpowered to de-
tect what we expect to be small genetic effects. Presently,
this limits our ability to draw strong conclusions regarding
the predictive ability of genetic variants for psychological
treatment response.
Studies thus far have relied on a candidate gene ap-

proach, testing the effect of a single marker or limited
number of genetic polymorphisms within a gene on psy-
chological treatment response. The most widely assessed
polymorphism has been the 5HTTLPR. In the following
section, we briefly outline the rationale for each genetic
marker being a plausible candidate for involvement in
psychological treatment response. We then review the
findings of therapygenetics studies to date, grouped by
the markers that have been considered. In light of the
infancy of the therapygenetics field, we then draw atten-
tion to several methodological issues for consideration
in future research.

Serotonin transporter linked polymorphic region (5HTTLPR)
Serotonergic neurotransmission is associated with anxiety
and mood disorders and is implicated in the treatment of
both types of disorder. By far the most widely studied
polymorphism has been the 5HTTLPR, which is a 43 bp
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insertion deletion functional polymorphism in the 5’ pro-
moter region of the SLC6A4 gene, resulting in short and
long alleles, which differ in 5-HTT expression and func-
tion. The short allele variant is associated with approxi-
mately 50% less 5-HTT expression and function leading
to higher concentrations of serotonin in the synaptic cleft
[69]. The 5HTTLPR is often studied in conjunction with
the A/G single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) rs25531,
which has been shown to differentially impact the L allele
function. The minor G allele is commonly in phase with
the long allele of the 5HTTLPR with the LG allele reported
to have transcriptional activity similar to the S allele [70].
Participants are often classified on the basis of presumed ef-
ficacy of serotonergic neurotransmission into low (SS, SLG,
or LGLG), intermediate (SLA or LALG) and high (LALA).
The evidence for an association between the 5HTTLPR

and mood and anxiety disorders has been somewhat
mixed. The low expression allele has most often been
associated with greater affective and anxiety-related traits
(e.g. [71-73]) and related intermediate phenotypes (e.g. at-
tentional bias to emotional stimuli [74]; fear conditioning
[75,76]; amygdala reactivity [77]). Consistent with the dif-
ferential susceptibility hypothesis, a recent meta-analysis
showed that the low expression allele was associated with
poorer outcomes following stress ([25], but see also [27]
for nonsignificant effects) but also appears to be associated
with better outcomes under low stress or positive environ-
ments [36]. This led to the hypothesis that the low expres-
sion S allele would be associated with enhanced response
to psychological therapies [10].
Nine studies have tested for an association between the

5HTTLPR and response to psychological therapy with
three studies reporting evidence of a significant associ-
ation. With respect to the five negative studies, there was
no significant association between the 5HTTLPR and re-
lapse rates following a course of CBT in remitted recur-
rently depressed adults (N = 180, [64]); improvement in
symptoms in response to internet based CBT for socially
anxious adults (N = 204, [60]; N = 126, [63]); improve-
ment in anxiety symptom scores in response to exposure
based CBT in panic disorder patients (N = 69, [59]) and
improvement in symptoms in response to multimodal
treatment in child anxiety disorders (N = 211, [62]). All of
these studies have small samples and are therefore under-
powered to detect what are very likely to be small genetic
effect sizes.
With regard to positive studies, anxiety-disordered

children (N = 359) carrying the low expression (SS) geno-
type were significantly more likely than the intermediate
(SL)/high (LL) expression genotype carriers to be free of
their anxiety disorder diagnosis (78.4% vs. 58.4%) and to
have a larger reduction in symptom severity scores after a
course of CBT or guided self-help [10]. In the second posi-
tive study (N = 61), the low expression (SS) genotype was
associated with a greater percentage change in depression
scores in clinically depressed older adults after ischemic
stroke and in response to a brief problem solving plus
antidepressant intervention [61]. These findings appear
consistent with a differential susceptibility explanation in
which the same genetic variant, the low expression S al-
lele, which in prior studies has been associated with
increased risk for anxiety and depression, is also associated
with the most improvement in response to a positive psy-
chological treatment environment.
In contrast to the direction of effect observed in the two

previous studies [10,61], a third study found that the low
expression genotype was associated with more severe
PTSD symptoms and therefore fewer treatment gains at
6-months in patients undergoing exposure-based CBT for
PTSD (N = 45; [56]). In this study, the authors suggest
that the low expression allele may limit the capacity to
gain control over the anxiety elicited through CBT as a
consequence of greater amygdala reactivity, stronger fear
conditioning and deficits in extinction learning [56]. These
findings are also consistent with past (albeit mixed) re-
search reporting an association between the low expres-
sion genotype and poorer response to SSRIs [78]. In
a further study, PTSD patients received a 12-week
trial of citalopram (N = 20) or prolonged exposure therapy
(N = 15, [58]). The low expression SS genotype was again
associated with a poorer treatment response in both treat-
ment groups with the effect only attaining statistical sig-
nificance in the pharmacotherapy group [58]. The
contradictory findings observed for 5HTTLPR may reflect
not only small sample sizes and varying clinical pheno-
types, but also the role of medication. Further adequately
powered studies are required to clarify the association be-
tween 5HTTLPR and response to psychological treatment.

Serotonin transporter intron 2 variable number tandem
repeat (STin2 VNTR)
The STin2 VNTR of the 5-HTT gene has multiple
repeated copies of a 16-17bp element [79]. Nine (STin2.9),
ten (STin2.10) and 12 (STin2.12) repeat alleles have been
identified. Different copy number variations of the VNTR
have been shown to have differential regulatory effects on
transcription [80,81]. The short variant (9 or 10 repeats) is
associated with lower levels of 5-HTT mRNA and has
been linked with unipolar depression [82] and anxiety
[83]. However, others have reported an association be-
tween STin2.12 alleles and neuroticism [84] and anxiety
disorders [85].
Variation in STin2 has been examined in two therapyge-

netics studies. In the first, post-stroke depressed patients
with 9/12 or 12/12 repeat alleles showed a larger percent-
age reduction in depression scores to a problem-solving
intervention (N = 64, [61]). Similar significant associations
with treatment response were reported in a second study
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of children with a diagnosis of separation anxiety disorder,
generalized anxiety disorder or social phobia receiving ei-
ther sertraline medication, CBT or a combination therapy
(N = 211, [62]). Significantly greater improvement defined
by Clinical Global Impression-Improvement scores of very
much or much improved at post-treatment was observed
in carriers of the 12-copy variant after controlling for age
and treatment condition. The findings from these two
studies are in contrast to those reported in some studies
for response to SSRIs. For example, poorer remission
rates from major depression were reported in carriers of
the 12/12 genotype in the Sequenced Treatment Alterna-
tives to Relieve Depression study (STAR*D [86]).
5-hydroxytryptamine (serotonin) receptor 2A gene (HTR2A)
The HTR2A gene encodes for 5-hydroxytryptamine 2A
receptors, which have been implicated in animal and
human models of depression and are thought to play an
important role in antidepressant drug action [87]. Several
polymorphisms in this gene have been studied in relation
to mood and anxiety disorders although associations
have tended to be small and findings have been mixed
[88,89]. The most widely studied polymorphisms have
been A-1438G (rs6311); C102T (rs6313) and His452Tyr
(rs6314). There is some evidence that genetic variants in
the HTR2A gene may predict differences in response to
SSRI treatment [87,90]. For example, a further SNP,
rs7997012, located in intron 2 of the HTR2A gene has
been associated with treatment response to antidepres-
sants in the STAR*D sample in both a discovery and repli-
cation sample. Being homozygote for the A allele was
associated with a 16-18% reduction in risk of non-
response compared to GG homozygote carriers [87,90].
A single therapygenetics study has tested for an associ-

ation between the HTR2A rs7997012 polymorphism and
response to a 16-week course of CBT in a sample of 58
male veterans experiencing unipolar depression [65]. In
contrast to the STAR*D studies investigating associa-
tions with antidepressant response, preliminary findings
showed that carriers of the G allele had a significantly
larger reduction in depression symptom scores in re-
sponse to CBT treatment than AA homozygotes.

Tryptophan hydroxylase 2 gene (TPH2)
The neuronal isoform of the TPH2 gene is expressed ex-
clusively within the nervous system and codes for the
rate-limiting enzyme for 5-HT biosynthesis in midbrain
and serotonergic neurons [91]. TPH2 has previously been
associated with depression [92] and anxiety disorders [93],
although findings have not always replicated. The SNP
G-703T (rs4570625) is located in the promoter region of
the TPH2 gene. It is thought to play a functional role in
regulating 5HT signaling and has a significant effect on
gene expression with the T allele associated with reduced
transcriptional activity [94] and increased amygdala re-
activity to emotional stimuli [95,96].
A single therapygenetics study has tested for an associ-

ation between the TPH2 G-703T polymorphism and re-
sponse to a 9-week internet-based CBT intervention for
social anxiety disorder (N = 204, [60]). A significantly
greater improvement in self-report social anxiety symp-
tom scores was observed in GG homozygote individuals
compared to T allele carriers at post-treatment. Interest-
ingly, in an earlier paper the GG genotype significantly
predicted greater improvement in social anxiety symptoms
in response to a placebo drug condition [95]. Statistical
analyses were consistent with the improved treatment re-
sponse in GG genotype carriers being mediated by its ef-
fect on attenuating amygdala activity. This suggests a
possible biological mechanism linking genetically con-
trolled serotonergic modulation of amygdala reactivity and
treatment response. One might anticipate a similar medi-
ation mechanism linking TPH2 polymorphism and CBT
response given that placebo treatments are thought to act
on essentially the same neural pathways as those influ-
enced by active treatments [97,98]. This association with
placebo response also raises the interesting possibility that
the G-703T GG genotype may not be specifically asso-
ciated with therapeutic responsiveness but rather a more
general tendency to recover irrespective of treatment. This
can be best clarified further by the inclusion of a no treat-
ment control group alongside active and placebo treat-
ment conditions.

Monoamine oxidase-A variable number tandem repeat
(MAOA-u VNTR)
MAOA is a logical candidate gene for involvement in
psychiatric disorders due to its role in metabolizing sero-
tonin and norepinephrine [99]. A 30 bp VNTR poly-
morphism called MAOA-uVNTR in the promoter region
of the gene has recently been studied with regard to
psychological treatment response. This VNTR has a long
allele (3.5, 4 and 5 repeats) and short allele (2 and 3
repeats). The long alleles demonstrate increased transcrip-
tional activity [100,101] with levels of 5-hydrocyindoleacetic
acid (5-HIAA), the main metabolite of serotonin influenced
by this polymorphism [102]. The MAOA-uVNTR is often
referred to as the warrior-worrier gene [103] due to short-
allele repeats being associated with impulsive-aggressive be-
havior in males [21,104,105]. Long repeat alleles have been
associated with panic disorder in females [100,106] and
heightened sensitivity to aversive experiences [107].
Only one therapygenetics study has explored variation

in the MAOA-u VNTR [66]. In a sample of 288 patients
diagnosed with panic disorder with agoraphobia and re-
ceiving exposure-based CBT, carriers of the long repeat
higher activity risk allele had a significantly worse
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treatment response (46% responders) than homozygote
carriers of the short repeat allele (67% responders) [66]. In
response to a behavioural avoidance test involving enter-
ing a small dark chamber, L allele carriers experienced sig-
nificantly higher heart-rate during anticipation of the task,
as well as during exposure and recovery phases, more in-
tense anxiety during exposure, a greater frequency of
panic attacks and a failure to habituate. The authors argue
that the poorer outcome seen in L allele carriers is consist-
ent with a possible effect of MAOA on the efficiency of ex-
tinction learning via decreased noradrenergic availability
[66]. This would be consistent with evidence that adrener-
gic enhancers facilitate exposure based CBT for anxiety
disorders (e.g. [108]).
Catechol-O-methyltransferase gene (COMT)
Catechol-O-methyltransferase is a methylation enzyme
encoded by the COMT gene that acts to degrade monoa-
minergic neurotransmitters (e.g. dopamine, epinephrine,
norepinephrine) [109]. An A/G SNP, COMTval158met
(rs4680) codes for a valine (val) to methionine (met) ex-
change at position 158. The val allele is associated with
a three to four-fold increase in functional activity of the
methylation enzyme compared to the met allele, which
impacts on the degradation of dopamine and leads to an
excess of synaptic dopamine in met carriers [110,111].
Associations have been reported between the COMT-
val158met polymorphism and fear extinction processes
(for a review see [19]) and psychopathology, although
the direction of effects has not proven entirely consist-
ent. While COMT genotype was not found to be asso-
ciated with indices of fear conditioning [75,112], there
was some evidence that the met allele was associated
with stronger and extinction-resistant fear memories
using a 24-hour delayed extinction paradigm [75]. How-
ever, there was no significant association with extinction
learning in a further study using an immediate extinc-
tion procedure [112]. The val/val genotype has also been
associated with enhanced fear reacquisition under cer-
tain experimental conditions [76]. With regard to psy-
chopathology, the met allele has also been associated with
severity of PTSD [113], and phobic avoidance and panic
attacks in adolescent females [114]. However, the val allele
has also been associated with panic disorder [115].
Two therapygenetics studies have tested for an associ-

ation between the COMT gene and psychological treat-
ment response. Building on experimental studies of fear
conditioning and extinction, the COMTval158met was
considered for association with efficacy of group or
internet-delivered exposure-based CBT in a sample of
69 panic disorder patients [59]. No significant associ-
ation with genotype was observed for change in depres-
sion symptom scores across treatment or for change in
anxiety symptom scores across the cognitive treatment
modules, which occurred early in treatment. However,
met/met genotype carriers reported a significantly smal-
ler reduction in anxiety symptoms across the exposure
treatment modules compared to val carriers. This effect
remained significant even after controlling for demo-
graphic and clinical variables and 5HTTLPR/rs25531
genotype. The authors suggest that impaired top-down
cognitive control over emotional reactions and a related
failure to extinguish fear reactions may represent one
pathway via which the met/met group gains less benefit
from psychological therapy [59]. In the only other thera-
pygenetics study to investigate the COMTval158met, no
significant association with response to group or internet
delivered CBT was observed in a sample of 126 patients
diagnosed with social anxiety disorder [63]. It is possible
that differences in disorder phenotype (e.g. PTSD vs.
SAD) may account for the discrepancy in findings or
that COMT genotype may be of greater relevance when
treatment modality is predominantly exposure based ra-
ther than cognitive based. Further research is needed to
test these hypotheses.
Nerve growth factor (NGF)
A number of therapygenetics studies have focused on
candidate genes that are purportedly implicated in the
pathophysiology of learning with the rationale being that
CBT, and exposure based CBT especially rely on the
basic principles of extinction learning [116]. NGF is a
neurotrophic gene that is thought to have a key role in
neuronal survival, activity-dependent neuroplasticity and
learning, is implicated in the orchestration of response
to stress and is widely expressed in limbic areas of
the central nervous system involved in mood and cogni-
tion [117]. In NGF, rs6330 has been investigated as a
predictor of response to psychological therapy. This
non-synonymous SNP produces an alanine to valine
substitution at amino acid position 35 and is thought to
have a possible functional role on intracellular proces-
sing and secretion of NGF [118]. Allelic variation at this
locus has shown associations with anxiety-related traits
and affective disorders [119,120].
Variation in NGF rs6330 has been examined in a single

therapygenetics study to date. Likelihood of remission
increased with each extra T allele of the NGF rs6330 mar-
ker in a sample of anxiety-disordered children after a
course of CBT or guided self-help (N = 384, [57]). Fifty-
three percent of CC genotype carriers were free of their
primary anxiety diagnosis compared to 63.5% and 76.7%
for CT and TT genotypes respectively. However, the effect
of genotype was observed only at follow-up assessment
and not immediately post-treatment. One possibility is
that the NGF T allele may influence capacity for continued
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benefit from CBT. The authors suggest that children with
the T allele may show subtle differences in neurotrophic
signalling that influence the extent to which environmental
influences, in this instance therapeutic interventions bring
about neuroplastic modifications, which in turn modulate
mood [57].

Brain-derived neurotrophic factor gene (BDNF)
BDNF, like NGF is also a neurotrophic gene. BDNF se-
cretion is activity dependent with decreases associated
with stress, mood disorders and anxiety-related behav-
iour and increases with antidepressant medication [121].
The most frequently studied polymorphism in the BDNF
gene has been the functional val66met (rs6265) poly-
morphism. In val66met, the more common G allele
encodes for valine (val) with the A allele encoding for me-
thionine (met). The met allele is associated with dimin-
ished activity-dependent secretion of BDNF [122,123],
abnormalities in brain structure and function in limbic
regions [124-126]. The val66met polymorphism has also
been studied in conjunction with associative fear learning,
fear generalisation and extinction processes, albeit with
mixed findings (for a review see [19]).
Four therapygenetics studies have tested for an associ-

ation between the BDNF gene and psychological treatment
response. The most frequently studied polymorphism has
been the val66met (rs6265) polymorphism, however other
polymorphisms within this gene have also received atten-
tion (rs7934165, rs1519480, rs11030104). Three studies
failed to find any association between BDNF variants
and response to psychotherapy for child anxiety disorders
(N = 374, [57]); response to multimodal treatment for
child anxiety disorders (N = 211, [67]) or adult social
anxiety disorder treated with group or internet-based CBT
(N = 126, [63]). However, a single study reported an associ-
ation between the val66met polymorphism and response
to exposure-based CBT in a sample of 106 OCD patients
who had previously shown partial or non-response to a 12-
week pharmacological trial [68]. Thirty-six percent of met
allele carriers compared to 60% of val carriers responded
to treatment defined as a 35% or greater decrease in Yale-
Brown Obsessive Compulsive Scale scores. Of note, all par-
ticipants also received concurrent SSRI treatment in this
study and the treatment modality was predominantly ex-
posure based rather than cognitive based. While warrant-
ing further investigation, these methodological differences
may in part account for the discrepancy with other studies.

Glutamate receptor, ionotropic N-methyl D-asparate 2B
gene (GRIN2B)
The GRIN2B gene encodes the NR2 subunit of the N-me-
thyl-D-aspartate (NMDA) glutamate receptors, which are
important for fear acquisition and fear consolidation [127]
and learning and memory more broadly [128]. The SNP,
rs1019385 located in NMDA 2 beta subunit is a promoter
region variant in which the G allele leads to reduced tran-
scriptional activity which in turn may affect glutamate
neurotransmission [129]. GRIN2B has been associated with
childhood OCD [130], and related biological traits includ-
ing reduced anterior cingulate glutamatergic concentration
[131]. However, in the only therapygenetics study to type
this marker there was no significant association
between GRIN2B rs1019385 and response to CBT, pharma-
cotherapy or combined treatment defined by improvement
scores in a sample of children with anxiety diagnoses (N =
213, [67]). Note, however, that no children with a primary
OCD diagnosis were included in this sample.

Glutamate receptor, ionotropic kainite 4 gene (GRIK4)
The GRIK4 gene encodes for a kainate preferring ionotro-
pic glutamate receptor subtype involved in modulating
neurotransmitter release and excitatory neurotransmis-
sion. The SNP, rs1954787 located in the 3’ end of the first
intron is not thought to alter protein sequence but may
have functional relevance via regulation of gene expression
[90]. A recent study reported an association between the
C allele of this marker and improved treatment response
to antidepressants in the STAR*D cohort [90] but this ef-
fect did not replicate in the Munich Antidepressant Re-
sponse Signature sample after correction for the number
of SNPs tested [132]. This marker has been investigated in
one therapygenetics study to date. A significant associ-
ation between the rs1954787 SNP and treatment response
defined as a rating of very much or much improved on
the Clinician Global Impression – Improvement scale was
observed after controlling for age, treatment condition
and other genetic polymorphisms investigated in a sample
of children with anxiety diagnoses (N = 213, [67]). How-
ever, it is unclear whether GRIK4 genotype interacts with
treatment type as some children received medication,
others CBT and some a combined therapy.

Methodological considerations
A small number of studies have provided preliminary but
provocative evidence in support of an association between
genetic polymorphisms and response to psychological
therapy. Independent replication of these early findings in
adequately powered samples should be a priority. Several
other studies have failed to find any evidence for a signifi-
cant association or have produced conflicting results. In
this section we outline some of the methodological issues
and directions for future research, which we believe
should be considered in future therapygenetics research.
Sample characteristics
Therapygenetics studies have been conducted with child,
adult and older adult samples. At this stage, no particular
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pattern has emerged to suggest that genetic predictors of
psychological treatment response may be more or less
likely to be observed in younger versus older samples.
However, developmental factors are an important consid-
eration. Twin studies have identified that genetic and en-
vironmental influences on depression change across
adolescence (e.g. [133]). It is therefore plausible that new
or different genetic effects or environmental experiences
may emerge at different points across development and
which may be instrumental in determining psychological
treatment response. Other participant characteristics, for
example, gender, socio-economic status, educational levels
and motivation may also interact with genetic factors to
influence psychological treatment response. Consideration
of the ethnic background of the sample is also very im-
portant for genetic association studies. Thus far, most
therapygenetics studies have employed samples with pre-
dominantly Caucasian ancestry. The use of ancestrally
homogenous samples or appropriate statistical techniques
(e.g. principal components approaches) to control for an-
cestral heterogeneity is very important as by doing so any
risk associated with hidden population substructures lead-
ing to spurious results is attenuated.

Treatment characteristics
In therapygenetic studies conducted to date, the psycho-
logical treatment variable has not been consistent. Mul-
tiple CBT treatment formats have been used, which differ
with respect to aspects such as whether the treatment was
delivered face to face or over the internet, in an individual
or group format, predominantly cognitive or exposure
based in focus, the “dose” of treatment delivered and
whether parents were involved in the treatment process.
CBT is also a multimodal treatment combining a variety
of cognitive and behavioural components. Some authors
have suggested that genetic variants might have greater
predictive power for more focused psychological treat-
ments [134]. Inspection of the present findings does not
reveal any particularly strong and compelling pattern of
effects. Ultimately, if genetic predictors are to be useful
clinically then any predictive effects would need to rise
above this noise.
Several of the studies reviewed also included participants

who received a combined treatment comprising both psy-
chological therapy and medication (e.g. [61-63,67,68]). This
raises an interpretive challenge as it becomes difficult to
disentangle which component of treatment is associated
with any genetic predictive effects. Combined treatment
approaches may also mask and reduce any potential pre-
dictive effects of genetic variants for response to psycho-
logical therapy.
The majority of studies to date have not included a no-

treatment control group. The advantage of such a group
would be to distinguish between association with recovery
time per se and recovery following psychological treatment.
Where genes predict response in the active treatment but
not no-treatment control group it would be possible to
conclude with greater certainty that any genetic effects
observed were specifically predictive of therapeutic re-
sponse and not just a general tendency toward improve-
ment across time. The use of wait list control groups are
sufficient to test this hypothesis with respect to genetic
associations with response immediately post-treatment.
However, the withholding of a broadly efficacious interven-
tion for the extended period of time needed to test this hy-
pothesis with respect to genetic associations at a follow-up
assessment cannot be easily justified for ethical reasons.

Disorder characteristics
Accurate and reliable characterisation of the disorder
phenotype will continue to be important. We advocate
the use of semi-structured diagnostic interviews and clin-
ician scored rating scales as these provide an objective
measure of diagnosis, functioning and clinical improve-
ment. Self-report scales have a number of methodological
challenges (e.g. biases in reporting), which may potentially
lead to an inaccurate reporting of symptoms [135]. How
treatment response is defined is also important. Some
studies have defined positive treatment response in terms
of remission of the primary diagnosis, others in terms of
cut-offs based on percentage reduction in symptom sever-
ity scores, some have looked at raw symptom scores and
finally a small number of studies have investigated related
phenotypes including time to recurrence. As the field pro-
gresses it will be important for some consistency to
emerge with respect to defining response. This is particu-
larly important because to amass the large sample sizes
necessary to achieve sufficient power to reliably detect
genetic effects will require collaboration amongst research
teams. This inevitably brings with it problems in ensuring
that the treatment and clinical measures are sufficiently
similar to permit the combination of samples. The selec-
tion of appropriate measures should perhaps be guided by
what is most clinically meaningful. Our recommendations
would be remission of the primary diagnosis of interest
and ratings of improvement using the Clinician Global
Impression Improvement scale.

Molecular genetic and statistical considerations
Studies so far have focused on a small number of pre-
dominantly functional candidate markers in a limited
number of genes. Immediate efforts should be directed
toward attempting replication of the most promising
findings published to date using adequately powered
samples. In selecting targets for future candidate gene
studies it has been suggested that a focus on variants
implicated in the etiology of the disorder may prove to
be the most robust predictors of response [7,8].
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However, other genetic variants not directly implicated
in etiology are also likely to prove important. With in-
creasing sample sizes we anticipate that studies may move
away from candidate gene approaches to hypothesis free
genome wide association designs in conjunction with gen-
ome wide complex-trait analysis methods [136]. However,
perhaps as a caution it is noteworthy that GWAS studies
have yet to report replicated SNPs associated with anti-
depressant response for depression (see [50-52]). Integrat-
ing genotype information with epigenetic and gene
expression data and with neurophysiological, psycho-
logical and behavioural measures may prove important in
terms of identifying possible biological and psychological
mechanisms that mediate the effect of genetic variants on
psychological treatment response.
Given that psychological treatment response, like anx-

iety and depressive disorders is a complex trait, it is un-
likely that any single gene in isolation will explain a
sufficiently large amount of the variance in response to
psychotherapy to be clinically meaningful in its own
right (although with a sufficient sample size even very
weak predictive effects may obtain statistical signifi-
cance). Sample sizes to date have been relatively small
which will have limited power to observe statistically sig-
nificant effects. Even the largest study to date only had a
total sample size of 374 [57]. It has been suggested that
effects explaining as little as 1% of the variance should
be considered important [137] - the NGF rs6330 poly-
morphism accounted for 2.3% of the variance in treat-
ment outcome. This is a relatively encouraging effect
size given that gene-environment interactions are often
modest in size and represent a substantial methodo-
logical challenge in terms of requiring relatively large
samples to obtain sufficient statistical power and careful
and accurate measurement of treatment outcome.
However, it is widely reported that new association find-
ings tend to overestimate the true size of the effect due
to a phenomenon known as the winner’s curse [138].
This overestimation in initial studies can cause replica-
tion studies to fail due to them being underpowered.
However, independent replication studies and at a later
stage, meta-analyses are essential if the field of therapy-
genetics is to progress and yield potentially clinically
useful applications.

Future directions
At present, genetic predictors do not have sufficient pre-
dictive power to warrant their use as a clinical bio-
marker. Moving toward analytic methods that aggregate
across multiple polymorphisms and/or genes into a sin-
gle parameter in combination with machine learning
methods may be the most powerful means of achieving
clinically significant prediction and building toward a
stratified medicine approach for mood and anxiety
disorders [134,139]. Combining genetic information with
clinical and demographic predictors [140] or perhaps
with neuroimaging biomarkers [141] within a single al-
gorithm may also prove to be a particularly powerful ap-
proach. More broadly, the inclusion of clinical covariates
within models designed to test association between spe-
cific SNPs and psychological treatment outcome is im-
portant. Clinical predictors such as baseline symptom
severity, the presence of comorbid disorders and familial
history of illness are themselves likely to be under gen-
etic influence. It is therefore important to show that any
predictive effect of a genetic variant exists above and be-
yond the effect of any significant clinical predictors.
For an individual patient, the key clinical decision is

not whether to treat or not but instead which treatment
to select to maximize the chance of recovery [7]. In
these circumstances, using genetic markers to predict re-
sponse to a particular treatment is of limited clinical
utility. Instead, as a medium term aim, therapygenetics
studies need to move away from predicting response to
a single psychological treatment and instead should aim
to identify differential predictors of response to alterna-
tive treatment modalities. For example being able to esti-
mate on the basis of genetic information, the relative
likelihood of response to pharmacotherapy versus psy-
chotherapy would be of considerably greater clinical
value than identifying that a particular patient is more or
less likely to respond positively to SSRIs. However, it
may not be realistic to expect to find a genetic variant
associated with response to pharmacological treatment
per se given the different biological pathways via which
different classes of drugs exert their influence. One way
to progress might be to try and identify genetic variants
that differentially predict response to a specific psycho-
logical therapy e.g. CBT compared to response to a spe-
cific class of drugs e.g. SSRIs or MAOIs. Unreplicated
research suggests an interesting potential double dissoci-
ation between 5HTTLPR genotype and response to
SSRIs and CBT treatment modalities. In adult depres-
sion, response to SSRIs has been shown to better in LL
carriers of the 5HTTLPR [47], while some therapyge-
netics studies have observed better response to CBT in
SS carriers [10,61]. However, it is important to note
that several studies failed to find any association be-
tween 5HTTLPR and response to psychological therapy
[58-60,62-64], while one study reported that SS carriers
did in fact have fewer positive treatment gains [56],
which would argue against a dissociation relative to
pharmacological findings. Studies are required in which
patients are randomly assigned to pharmacotherapy or
CBT to fully test this hypothesis. One possibility is that
interactions with environmental variables and differing
etiological pathways into and out of mood and anxiety dis-
orders may partly account for these differential findings.
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To date, no studies have explored gene-environment
interplay (e.g. with SLEs and early developmental
experiences such as maltreatment) in predicting treat-
ment outcome for psychological therapies. This would
require large samples due to testing mutually dependent
influences of multiple factors and accurate and in-depth
characterization of environmental exposure history,
ideally both negative and positive environmental expo-
sures, treatment outcomes and the collection of genetic
material [7]. Despite these methodological challenges,
we believe that this would be a promising line of re-
search, although it is unclear at this stage whether G×E
interactions will have sufficient predictive value to guide
personalized treatment decisions. Two recent studies
identified that carriers of the SS genotype of the
5HTTLPR responded poorly to SSRI treatment but this
association was only observed in those who experienced
a stressful life event prior to treatment [142,143]. These
findings are consistent with a combination of stress and
greater genetic risk to stress predicting poorer response.
However, this finding did not replicate in a third study
[144]. While as yet untested and in contrast to findings
from antidepressant studies, one possibility is that
increased genetic vulnerability to stress (e.g. presence of
the 5HTTLPR SS genotype) in combination with the
presence of a stressful life event may in fact be asso-
ciated with a better response to psychological therapies.
In the antidepressant literature, significant G×E interac-
tions have been reported between exposure to SLEs
and SNPs in FKBP5 (rs1360780) and CRHR1 (rs110402)
(see [18] for a review). However, here a combination of
exposure to life stress and presence of the putative risk
allele predicted a better treatment response. As sug-
gested by others, disentangling the etiological pathways
to mood and anxiety disorders may make it possible to
differentially predict which individuals are at an
increased likelihood of responding to pharmacological
or psychotherapeutic interventions [18].

Conclusions
Genes, environments, and gene-environment interac-
tions contribute causally to mood and anxiety disorders.
In this article, we have considered the evidence for
genetic factors also being implicated in predicting indi-
vidual variation in response to psychological treatment
interventions. Therapygenetics, the study of genetic pre-
dictors of response to psychological therapy is a field
very much in its infancy. Early findings have been some-
what mixed but several studies have provided promising
evidence that individuals respond differently to psycho-
logical interventions and that genetic differences are
capable of predicting differential susceptibility to psy-
chotherapy. These findings show that interactions be-
tween genetic variation and environmental experiences
(here, psychological therapy) may not only influence the
development but also the remission of psychiatric out-
comes. However, as yet these findings have not been in-
dependently replicated and the strength of findings are
not sufficient to suggest immediate practical applica-
tions. We have suggested several methodological factors
that warrant careful consideration in future research.
We would strongly encourage clinical researchers to in-
corporate the collection of a genetic sample into their
treatment protocols. Genetic variation can be measured
with little error and remains stable over time and it is
reasonable to hope that combining genetic information
with clinical and environmental information or other
biomarkers may prove to be particularly informative in
guiding treatment selection, improving outcome and
providing a better understanding of psychopathology.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
KL undertook the literature searches and drafted the manuscript. TE helped
plan the manuscript and revised a draft. All authors read and approved the
final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
The writing of this review was supported by the UK Medical Research
Council (MRC G0901874).

Received: 20 September 2012 Accepted: 7 November 2012
Published: 7 February 2013

References
1. Kessler RC, Berglund P, Demler O, Jin R, Merikangas KR, Walters EE: Lifetime

Prevalence and Age-of-Onset Distributions of DSM-IV Disorders in the
National Comorbidity Survey Replication. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2005,
62(6):593–602.

2. Murray CJL, Lopez AD: The global burden of disease: a comprehensive
assessment of mortality, injuries, and risk factors in 1990 and projected to
2020. Cambridge: Harvard School of Public Health; 1996.

3. Clark DM, Layard R, Smithies R, Richards DA, Suckling R, Wright B:
Improving access to psychological therapy: Initial evaluation of two UK
demonstration sites. Behav Res Ther 2009, 47(11):910–920.

4. McManus S, Howard Meltzer H, Brugha TS, Bebbington P, Jenkins R: Adult
Psychiatric Morbidity in England, 2007: results of a household survey. London:
The Health & Social Care Information Centre; 2009.

5. DeRubeis RJ, Hollon SD, Amsterdam JD, Shelton RC, Young PR, Salomon
RM, O'Reardon JP, Lovett ML, Gladis MM, Brown LL, et al: Cognitive therapy
vs medications in the treatment of moderate to severe depression.
Arch Gen Psychiatry 2005, 62(4):409–416.

6. James A, Soler A, Weatherall R: Cognitive behavioural therapy for anxiety
disorders in children and adolescents. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2005, 4.

7. Uher R: Genes, Environment, and Individual Differences in Responding to
Treatment for Depression. Harv Rev Psychiatry 2011, 19(3):109–124.

8. Uher R: The implications of gene-environment interactions in depression:
will cause inform cure? Mol Psychiatry 2008, 13(12):1070–1078.

9. Trusheim MR, Berndt ER, Douglas FL: Stratified medicine: strategic and
economic implications of combining drugs and clinical biomarkers.
Nat Rev Drug Discov 2007, 6(4):287–293.

10. Eley TC, Hudson JL, Creswell C, Tropeano M, Lester KJ, Cooper P, Farmer A,
Lewis CM, Lyneham HJ, Rapee RM, et al: Therapygenetics: The 5HTTLPR
and response to psychological therapy. Mol Psychiatry 2012, 17:236–237.

11. Krishnan V, Nestler EJ: Linking Molecules to Mood: New Insight Into the
Biology of Depression. Am J Psychiatry 2010, 167:1305–1320.

12. Sullivan PF, Neale MC, Kendler KS: Genetic Epidemiology of Major
Depression: Review and Meta-Analysis. Am J Psychiatry 2000, 157:1552–1562.



Lester and Eley Biology of Mood & Anxiety Disorders 2013, 3:4 Page 13 of 16
http://www.biolmoodanxietydisord.com/content/3/1/4
13. Gregory AM, Eley TC: The genetic basis of child and adolescent anxiety. In
Anxiety Disorders in Children and Adolescents. 2nd edition. Edited by
Silverman WK, Field AP. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press;
2011:161–178.

14. Lau JYF, Eley TC: The Genetics of Mood Disorders. Annu Rev Clin Psychol
2010, 6(1):313–337.

15. Kendler KS, Gardner CO: Monozygotic twins discordant for major
depression: a preliminary exploration of the role of environmental
experiences in the aetiology and course of illness. Psychol Med 2001,
31(03):411–423.

16. Brown GW, Bifulco A, Harris TO: Life events, vulnerability and onset of
depression: some refinements. Br J Psychiatry 1987, 150:30–42.

17. Mazure CM: Life Stressors as Risk Factors in Depression. Clin Psychol Sci
Pract 1998, 5(3):291–313.

18. Keers R, Uher R: Gene–Environment Interaction in Major Depression and
Antidepressant Treatment Response. Curr Psychiatry Rep 2012,
14(2):129–137.

19. Lonsdorf TB, Kalisch R: A review on experimental and clinical genetic
associations studies on fear conditioning, extinction and cognitive-
behavioral treatment. Transl Psychiatry 2011, 1:e41.

20. Rothman KJ, Greenland S, Lash TL: Modern epidemiology. 3rd edition.
Philadelphia: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins; 2008.

21. Caspi A, McClay J, Moffitt TE, Mill J, Martin J, Craig IW, Taylor A, Poulton R:
Role of Genotype in the Cycle of Violence in Maltreated Children.
Science 2002, 297(5582):851–854.

22. Taylor A, Kim-Cohen J: Meta-analysis of gene-environment interactions in
developmental psychopathology. Dev Psychopathol 2007, 19(04):1029–1037.

23. Caspi A, Sugden K, Moffitt TE, Taylor A, Craig IW, Harrington H, McClay J,
Mill J, Martin J, Braithwaite A, et al: Influence of Life Stress on Depression:
Moderation by a Polymorphism in the 5-HTT Gene. Science 2003,
301(5631):386–389.

24. Caspi A, Hariri AR, Holmes A, Uher R, Moffitt TE: Genetic Sensitivity to the
Environment: The Case of the Serotonin Transporter Gene and Its
Implications for Studying Complex Diseases and Traits. Am J Psychiatry
2010, 167:509–527.

25. Karg K, Burmeister M, Shedden K, Sen S: The serotonin transporter
promoter variant (5-httlpr), stress, and depression meta-analysis revisited:
Evidence of genetic moderation. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2011, 68(5):444–454.

26. Munafo MR, Durrant C, Lewis G, Flint J: Gene x Environment Interactions
at the Serotonin Transporter Locus. Biol Psychiatry 2009, 65(3):211–219.

27. Risch N, Herrell R, Lehner T, Liang KY, Eaves L, Hoh J, Griem A, Kovacs M, Ott
J, Merikangas KR: Interaction between the serotonin transporter gene
(5-httlpr), stressful life events, and risk of depression: A meta-analysis.
JAMA 2009, 301(23):2462–2471.

28. Stein MB, Schork NJ, Gelernter J: Gene-by-Environment (Serotonin
Transporter and Childhood Maltreatment) Interaction for Anxiety
Sensitivity, an Intermediate Phenotype for Anxiety Disorders.
Neuropsychopharmacology 2007, 33(2):312–319.

29. Binder EB, Bradley RG, Liu W, Epstein MP, Deveau TC, Mercer KB, Tang Y,
Gillespie CF, Heim CM, Nemeroff CB, et al: Association of FKBP5
polymorphisms and childhood abuse with risk of posttraumatic stress
disorder symptoms in adults. JAMA 2008, 299(11):1291–1305.

30. Zimmermann P, Brückl T, Nocon A, Pfister H, Binder EB, Uhr M, Lieb R,
Moffitt TE, Caspi A, Holsboer F, et al: Interaction of FKBP5 Gene Variants and
Adverse Life Events in Predicting Depression Onset: Results From a 10-Year
Prospective Community Study. Am J Psychiatry 2011, 168:1107–1116.

31. DeYoung CG, Cicchetti D, Rogosch FA: Moderation of the association
between childhood maltreatment and neuroticism by the
corticotropin-releasing hormone receptor 1 gene. J Child Psychol
Psychiatry 2011, 52(8):898–906.

32. Bet PM, Penninx BWJH, Bochdanovits Z, Uitterlinden AG, Beekman ATF, van
Schoor NM, Deeg DJH, Hoogendijk WJG: Glucocorticoid receptor gene
polymorphisms and childhood adversity are associated with depression:
New evidence for a gene–environment interaction. Am J Med Genet B
Neuropsychiatr Genet 2009, 150B(5):660–669.

33. Juhasz G, Dunham JS, McKie S, Thomas E, Downey D, Chase D, Lloyd-
Williams K, Toth ZG, Platt H, Mekli K, et al: The CREB1-BDNF-NTRK2
Pathway in Depression: Multiple Gene-Cognition-Environment
Interactions. Biol Psychiatry 2011, 69(8):762–771.

34. Kim J-M, Stewart R, Kim S-W, Yang S-J, Shin I-S, Kim Y-H, Yoon J-S:
Interactions Between Life Stressors and Susceptibility Genes (5-HTTLPR
and BDNF) on Depression in Korean Elders. Biol Psychiatry 2007,
62(5):423–428.

35. Monroe SM, Simons AD: Diathesis-stress theories in the context of life
stress research: Implications for the depressive disorders. Psychol Bull
1991, 110(3):406–425.

36. Belsky J, Pluess M: Beyond diathesis stress: Differential susceptibility to
environmental influences. Psychol Bull 2009, 135(6):885–908.

37. Belsky J, Bakermans-Kranenburg MJ, van IJzendoorn MH: For Better and For
Worse. Current Directions in Psychological Sci 2007, 16(6):300–304.

38. Belsky J, Jonassaint C, Pluess M, Stanton M, Brummett B, Williams R:
Vulnerability genes or plasticity genes. Mol Psychiatry 2009, 14(8):746–754.

39. Boyce WT, Ellis BJ: Biological sensitivity to context: I. An evolutionary
developmental theory of the origins and functions of stress reactivity.
Dev Psychopathol 2005, 17(02):271–301.

40. Bakermans-Kranenburg MJ, van Ijzendoorn MH, Pijlman FTA, Mesman J,
Juffer J: Experimental evidence for differential susceptibility: Dopamine
D4 receptor polymorphism (DRD4 VNTR) moderates intervention effects
on toddlers' externalizing behavior in a randomized controlled trial.
Dev Psychol 2008, 44(1):293–300.

41. Reinecke A, Soltau C, Hoyer J, Becker ES, Rinck M: Treatment sensitivity of
implicit threat evaluation, avoidance tendency and visual working
memory bias in specific phobia. J Anxiety Disord 2012, 26(2):321–328.

42. Tobon JI, Ouimet AJ, Dozois DJA: Attentional Bias in Anxiety Disorders
Following Cognitive Behavioral Treatment. J Cogn Psychother 2011,
25(2):114–129.

43. Frewen PA, Dozois DJ, Lanius RA: Neuroimaging studies of psychological
interventions for mood and anxiety disorders: empirical and
methodological review. Clin Psychol Rev 2008, 28(2):228–246.

44. de Lange FP, Koers A, Kalkman JS, Bleijenberg G, Hagoort P, van der Meer
JW, Toni I: Increase in prefrontal cortical volume following cognitive
behavioural therapy in patients with chronic fatigue syndrome.
Brain 2008, 131(Pt 8):2172–2180.

45. Santarelli L, Saxe M, Gross C, Surget A, Battaglia F, Dulawa S, Weisstaub N,
Lee J, Duman R, Arancio O, et al: Requirement of Hippocampal
Neurogenesis for the Behavioral Effects of Antidepressants. Science 2003,
301(5634):805–809.

46. Tardito D, Perez J, Tiraboschi E, Musazzi L, Racagni G, Popoli M: Signaling
Pathways Regulating Gene Expression, Neuroplasticity, and Neurotrophic
Mechanisms in the Action of Antidepressants: A Critical Overview.
Pharmacol Rev 2006, 58(1):115–134.

47. Keers R, Aitchison KJ: Pharmacogenetics of antidepressant response.
Expert Rev Neurother 2011, 11(1):101–125.

48. Kato M, Serretti A: Review and meta-analysis of antidepressant
pharmacogenetic findings in major depressive disorder. Mol Psychiatry
2010, 15(5):473–500.

49. Taylor MJ, Sen S, Bhagwagar Z: Antidepressant Response and the
Serotonin Transporter Gene-Linked Polymorphic Region. Biol Psychiatry
2010, 68(6):536–543.

50. Garriock HA, Kraft JB, Shyn SI, Peters EJ, Yokoyama JS, Jenkins GD, Reinalda
MS, Slager SL, McGrath PJ, Hamilton SP: A Genomewide Association Study
of Citalopram Response in Major Depressive Disorder. Biol Psychiatry
2010, 67(2):133–138.

51. Ising M, Lucae S, Binder EB, Bettecken T, Uhr M, Ripke S, Kohli MA, Hennings
JM, Horstmann S, Kloiber S, et al: A genomewide association study points
to multiple loci that predict antidepressant drug treatment outcome in
depression. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2009, 66(9):966–975.

52. Uher R, Perroud N, Ng MYM, Hauser J, Henigsberg N, Maier W, Mors O,
Placentino A, Rietschel M, Souery D, et al: Genome-Wide
Pharmacogenetics of Antidepressant Response in the GENDEP Project.
Am J Psychiatry 2010, 167:555–564.

53. Perlis RH, Patrick A, Smoller JW, Wang PS: When is pharmacogenetic
testing for antidepressant response ready for the clinic? A cost-
effectiveness analysis based on data from the STAR*D study.
Neuropsychopharmacology 2009, 34(10):2227–2236.

54. Brody GH, Beach SRH, Philibert RA, Chen Y-f, Murry VM: Prevention Effects
Moderate the Association of 5-HTTLPR and Youth Risk Behavior
Initiation: Gene × Environment Hypotheses Tested via a Randomized
Prevention Design. Child Dev 2009, 80(3):645–661.

55. Bakermans-Kranenburg MJ, Van Ijzendoorn MH: Research Review: Genetic
vulnerability or differential susceptibility in child development: the case
of attachment. J Child Psychol Psychiatry 2007, 48(12):1160–1173.



Lester and Eley Biology of Mood & Anxiety Disorders 2013, 3:4 Page 14 of 16
http://www.biolmoodanxietydisord.com/content/3/1/4
56. Bryant RA, Felmingham KL, Falconer EM, Pe Benito L, Dobson-Stone C,
Pierce KD, Schofield PR: Preliminary Evidence of the Short Allele of the
Serotonin Transporter Gene Predicting Poor Response to Cognitive
Behavior Therapy in Posttraumatic Stress Disorder. Biol Psychiatry 2010,
67(12):1217–1219.

57. Lester KJ, Hudson JL, Tropeano M, Creswell C, Collier DA, Farmer A,
Lyneham HJ, Rapee RM, Eley TC: Neurotrophic gene polymorphisms and
response to psychological therapy. Translational Psychiatry 2012, 2:e108.

58. Wang Z, Harrer J, Tuerk P, Acierno R, Hamner M, Timmerman MA, Abbott T:
5-HTTLPR Influence PTSD Treatment Outcome. Vancouver, Canada: 64th
Annual Scientific Convention and Meeting of the Society of Biological
Psychiatry; 2009.

59. Lonsdorf TB, Ruck C, Bergstrom J, Andersson G, Ohman A, Lindefors N,
Schalling M: The COMTval158met polymorphism is associated with
symptom relief during exposure-based cognitive-behavioral treatment in
panic disorder. BMC Psychiatry 2010, 10:99.

60. Furmark T, Carlbring P, Hammer S, Wahlgren I, Ekselius L, Eriksson E,
Andersson G: Effects of Serotonin Transporter and Tryptophan
Hydroxylase-2 Gene Variation on the Response to Cognitive-Behavior
Therapy in Individuals with Social Anxiety Disorder. Biol Psychiatry 2010,
67:1S–271S.

61. Kohen R, Cain KC, Buzaitis A, Johnson V, Becker KJ, Teri L, Tirschwell DL,
Veith RC, Mitchell PH: Response to Psychosocial Treatment in Poststroke
Depression Is Associated With Serotonin Transporter Polymorphisms.
Stroke 2011, 42(7):2068–2070.

62. Sakolsky D, Nurmi E, Birmaher B, March JS, Walkup J, Piacentini J, Kendall PC,
Albano AM, Compton SN, Sherill J, et al: Serotonin Transporter Variation and
Treatment Response in the Child/Adolescent Anxiety Multimodal Study (CAMS).
Toronto: American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry; 2011.

63. Hedman E, Andersson E, Ljótsson B, Andersson G, Schalling M, Lindefors N,
Rück C: Clinical and genetic outcome determinants of Internet- and
group-based cognitive behavior therapy for social anxiety disorder.
Acta Psychiatr Scand 2012, 126(2):126–136.

64. Bockting CLH, Mocking RJ, Lok A, Koeter MWJ, Schene AH:
Therapygenetics: the 5HTTLPR as a biomarker for response to
psychological therapy. Mol Psychiatry 2012, .

65. Kotte A, McQuaid JR, Kelsoe J: HTR2A: Genotypic Predictor of Depression
Psychotherapy Treatment Outcome. San Diego, California: 62nd Annual
Scientific Convention and Meeting of the Society of Biological Psychiatry;
2007.

66. Reif A, Richter J, Straube B, Höfler M, Lueken U, Gloster AT, Weber H,
Domschke K, Fehm L, Ströhle A, et al: MAOA and mechanisms of panic
disorder revisited: from bench to molecular psychotherapy, Mol
Psychiatry, 2013.

67. Sakolsky D, Nurmi E, Birmaher B, March JS, Walkup J, Piacentini J, Kendall PC,
Albano AM, Compton SN, Sherill J, et al: Association of GRIK4 with Treatment
Response in the Child/Adolescent Anxiety Multimodal Study (CAMS). New York,
US: American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry; 2010.

68. Fullana MA, Alonso P, Gratacos M, Jaurrieta N, Jimenez-Murcia S, Segalas C,
Real E, Estivill X, Menchon JM: Variation in the BDNF Val66Met
polymorphism and response to cognitive-behavior therapy in obsessive-
compulsive disorder. Eur Psychiatry 2012, 27(5):386–390.

69. Canli T, Lesch K-P: Long story short: the serotonin transporter in emotion
regulation and social cognition. Nat Neurosci 2007, 10(9):1103–1109.

70. Hu X-Z, Lipsky RH, Zhu G, Akhtar LA, Taubman J, Greenberg BD, Xu K,
Arnold PD, Richter MA, Kennedy JL, et al: Serotonin Transporter Promoter
Gain-of-Function Genotypes Are Linked to Obsessive-Compulsive
Disorder. Am J Hum Gene 2006, 78(5):815–826.

71. Lesch K-P, Bengel D, Heils A, Sabol SZ, Greenberg BD, Petri S, Benjamin J,
Muller CR, Hamer DH, Murphy DL: Association of Anxiety-Related Traits
with a Polymorphism in the Serotonin Transporter Gene Regulatory
Region. Science 1996, 274(5292):1527–1531.

72. Sen S, Burmeister M, Ghosh D: Meta-analysis of the association between a
serotonin transporter promoter polymorphism (5-HTTLPR) and anxiety-
related personality traits. Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet 2004,
127B(1):85–89.

73. Whisman MA, Johnson DP, Smolen A: Dysfunctional Attitudes and the
Serotonin Transporter Promoter Polymorphism (5-HTTLPR). Behav Ther
2011, 42(2):300–305.

74. Perez-Edgar K, Bar-Haim Y, McDermott JM, Gorodetsky E, Hodgkinson CA,
Goldman D, Ernst M, Pine DS, Fox NA: Variations in the serotonin-
transporter gene are associated with attention bias patterns to positive
and negative emotion faces. Biol Psychol 2010, 83(3):269–271.

75. Lonsdorf TB, Weike AI, Nikamo P, Schalling M, Hamm AO, Ohman A:
Genetic Gating of Human Fear Learning and Extinction. Psychol Sci 2009,
20(2):198–206.

76. Agren T, Furmark T, Eriksson E, Fredrikson M: Human fear reconsolidation
and allelic differences in serotonergic and dopaminergic genes.
Transl Psychiatry 2012, 2:e76.

77. Murphy SE, Norbury R, Godlewska BR, Cowen PJ, Mannie ZM, Harmer CJ,
Munafo MR: The effect of the serotonin transporter polymorphism
(5-HTTLPR) on amygdala function: a meta-analysis. Mol Psychiatry 2012.

78. Serretti A, Kato M, De Ronchi D, Kinoshita T: Meta-analysis of serotonin
transporter gene promoter polymorphism (5-HTTLPR) association with
selective serotonin reuptake inhibitor efficacy in depressed patients.
Mol Psychiatry 2006, 12(3):247–257.

79. Lesch KP, Balling U, Gross J, Strauss K, Wolozin BL, Murphy DL, Riederer P:
Organization of the human serotonin transporter gene. J Neural Transm
1994, 95(2):157–162.

80. Fiskerstrand CE, Lovejoy EA, Quinn JP: An intronic poly-morphic domain
often associated with susceptibility to affective disorders has allele
dependent differential enhancer activity in embryonic stem cells.
FEBS Lett 1999, 458:171–174.

81. MacKenzie A, Quinn J: A serotonin transporter gene intron 2 polymorphic
region, correlated with affective disorders, has allele-dependent
differential enhancer-like properties in the mouse embryo. Proc Natl Acad
Sci 1999, 96:15251–15255.

82. Ogilvie AD, Battersby S, Fink G, Harmar AJ, Goodwin GM, Bubb VJ, Dale
Smith CA: Polymorphism in serotonin transporter gene associated with
susceptibility to major depression. Lancet 1996, 347(9003):731–733.

83. Evans J, Battersby S, Ogilvie AD, Smith CAD, Harmar AJ, Nutt DJ, Goodwin
GM: Association of Short Alleles of a VNTR of the Serotonin Transporter
Gene with Anxiety Symptoms in Patients Presenting After Deliberate
Self Harm. Neuropharmacology 1997, 36(4–5):439–443.

84. Kazantseva AV, Gaysina DA, Faskhutdinova GG, Noskova T, Malykh SB,
Khusnutdinova EK: Polymorphisms of the serotonin transporter gene
(5-HTTLPR, A/G SNP in 5-HTTLPR, and STin2 VNTR) and their relation to
personality traits in healthy individuals from Russia. Psychiatr Genet 2008,
18(4):167–176.

85. Melke J, Landén M, Baghei F, Rosmond R, Holm G, Björntorp P, Westberg L,
Hellstrand M, Eriksson E: Serotonin transporter gene polymorphisms are
associated with anxiety-related personality traits in women. Am J Med
Genet 2001, 105(5):458–463.

86. Mrazek DA, Rush AJ, Biernacka JM, O'Kane DJ, Cunningham JM, Wieben ED,
Schaid DJ, Drews MS, Courson VL, Snyder KA, et al: SLC6A4 variation and
citalopram response. Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet 2009,
150B(3):341–351.

87. McMahon FJ, Buervenich S, Charney D, Lipsky R, Rush AJ, Wilson AF,
Sorant AJM, Papanicolaou GJ, Laje G, Fava M, et al: Variation in the
Gene Encoding the Serotonin 2A Receptor Is Associated with
Outcome of Antidepressant Treatment. Am J Hum Genet 2006,
78(5):804–814.

88. Norton N, Owen MJ: HTR2A: Association and expression studies in
neuropsychiatric genetics. Ann Med 2005, 37(2):121–129.

89. Serretti A, Drago A, De Ronchi D: HTR2A Gene Variants and
Psychiatric Disorders: A Review of Current Literature and Selection of
SNPs for Future Studies. Curr Med Chem 2007, 14(19):2053–2069.

90. Paddock S, Laje G, Charney D, Rush J, Wilson AF, Sorant AJM, Lipsky R,
Wisniewski SR, Manji H, McMahon FJ: Association of GRIK4 With Outcome
of Antidepressant Treatment in the STAR*D Cohort. Am J Psychiatry 2007,
164:1181–1188.

91. Walther DJ, Peter JU, Bashammakh S, Hortnagl H, Volts M, Fink H, Bader M:
Synthesis of serotonin by a second tryptophan hydroxylase isoform.
Science 2003, 299:76.

92. Zill P, Baghai TC, Zwanzger P, Schule C, Eser D, Rupprecht R, Moller HJ,
Bondy B, Ackenheil M: SNP and haplotype analysis of a novel
tryptophan hydroxylase isoform (TPH2) gene provide evidence for
association with major depression. Mol Psychiatry 2004, 9(11):1030–
1036.

93. Kim Y-K, Lee H-J, Yang J-C, Hwang J-A, Yoon H-K: A Tryptophan
Hydroxylase 2 Gene Polymorphism is Associated with Panic Disorder.
Behav Genet 2009, 39(2):170–175.



Lester and Eley Biology of Mood & Anxiety Disorders 2013, 3:4 Page 15 of 16
http://www.biolmoodanxietydisord.com/content/3/1/4
94. Chen G-L, Vallender E, Miller G: Functional characterization of the human
TPH2 5’ regulatory region: untranslated region and polymorphisms
modulate gene expression in vitro. Hum Genet 2008, 122(6):645–657.

95. Furmark T, Appel L, Henningsson S, Ahs F, Faria V, Linnman C, Pissiota A,
Frans O, Bani M, Bettica P, et al: A Link between Serotonin-Related Gene
Polymorphisms, Amygdala Activity, and Placebo-Induced Relief from
Social Anxiety. J Neurosci 2008, 28(49):13066–13074.

96. Canli T, Congdon E, Gutknecht L, Constable RT, Lesch KP: Amygdala
responsiveness is modulated by tryptophan-2 gene variation. Biol Psychol
2005, 79:118–125.

97. Benedetti F, Mayberg HS, Wager TD, Stohler CS, Zubieta JK: Neurobiological
mechanisms of the placebo effect. J Neurosci 2005, 25:10390–10402.

98. Faria V, Fredrikson M, Furmark T: Imaging the placebo response: a
neurofunctional review. Eur Neuropsychopharmacol 2008, 18:473–485.

99. Berry MD, Juorio AV, Paterson IA: The functional role of monoamine
oxidases A and B in the mammalian central nervous system.
Prog Neurobiol 1994, 42(3):375–391.

100. Deckert J, Catalano M, Syagailo YV, Bosi M, Okladnova O, Di Bella D, Nothen
MM, Maffei P, Franke P, Fritze J, et al: Excess of High Activity Monoamine
Oxidase A Gene Promoter Alleles in Female Patients with Panic Disorder.
Hum Mol Genet 1999, 8(4):621–624.

101. Sabol SZ, Hu S, Hamer D: A functional polymorphism in the monoamine
oxidase A gene promoter. Hum Genet 1998, 103(3):273–279.

102. Jonsson EG, Norton N, Gustavsson JP, Oreland L, Owen MJ, Sedvall GC: A
promoter polymorphism in the monoamine oxidase A gene and its
relationships to monoamine metabolite concentrations in CSF of healthy
volunteers. J Psychiatr Res 2000, 34(3):239–244.

103. Gibbons A: Tracking the Evolutionary History of a "Warrior" Gene.
Science 2004, 304(5672):818.

104. Kim-Cohen J, Caspi A, Taylor A, Williams B, Newcombe R, Craig IW, Moffitt
TE: MAOA, maltreatment, and gene-environment interaction predicting
children's mental health: new evidence and a meta-analysis.
Mol Psychiatry 2006, 11(10):903–913.

105. Reif A, Rosler M, Freitag CM, Schneider M, Eujen A, Kissling C, Wenzler D,
Jacob CP, Retz-Junginger P, Thome J, et al: Nature and Nurture Predispose
to Violent Behavior: Serotonergic Genes and Adverse Childhood
Environment. Neuropsychopharmacology 2007, 32(11):2375–2383.

106. Maron E, Lang A, Tasa G, Liivlaid L, Toru I, Must A, Vasar V, Shlik J:
Associations between serotonin-related gene polymorphisms and panic
disorder. Int J Neuropsychopharmacol 2005, 8(02):261–266.

107. McDermott R, Tingley D, Cowden J, Frazzetto G, Johnson DDP: Monoamine
oxidase A gene (MAOA) predicts behavioral aggression following
provocation. Proc Natl Acad Sci 2009, 106(7):2118–2123.

108. de Quervain DJ-F, Bentz D, Michael T, Bolt OC, Wiederhold BK, Margraf J,
Wilhelm FH: Glucocorticoids enhance extinction-based psychotherapy.
Proc Natl Acad Sci 2011, 108(16):6621–6625.

109. Mannisto PT, Kaakkola S: Catechol-O-methyltransferase (COMT):
Biochemistry, Molecular Biology, Pharmacology, and Clinical Efficacy of
the New Selective COMT Inhibitors. Pharmacol Rev 1999, 51(4):593–628.

110. Tunbridge EM, Harrison PJ, Weinberger DR: Catechol-o-Methyltransferase,
Cognition, and Psychosis: Val158Met and Beyond. Biol Psychiatry 2006,
60(2):141–151.

111. Weinshilboum RM, Raymond FA: Inheritance of low erythrocyte catechol-
o-methyltransferase activity in man. Am J Hum Gene 1977, 29(2):125–135.

112. Raczka KA, Mechias ML, Gartmann N, Reif A, Deckert J, Pessiglione M, Kalisch
R: Empirical support for an involvement of the mesostriatal dopamine
system in human fear extinction. Transl Psychiatry 2011, 1:e12.

113. Kolassa I-T, Kolassa S, Ertl V, Papassotiropoulos A, De Quervain DJF: The Risk
of Posttraumatic Stress Disorder After Trauma Depends on Traumatic
Load and the Catechol-O-Methyltransferase Val158Met Polymorphism.
Biol Psychiatry 2010, 67(4):304–308.

114. Olsson CA, Anney RJL, Lotfi-Miri M, Byrnes GB, Williamson R, Patton GC:
Association between the COMT Val158Met polymorphism and
propensity to anxiety in an Australian population-based longitudinal
study of adolescent health. Psychiatr Genet 2005, 15(2):109–115.

115. Domschke K, Deckert J, O'Donovan MC, Glatt SJ: Meta-analysis of COMT
val158met in panic disorder: Ethnic heterogeneity and gender
specificity. Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet 2007, 144B(5):667–673.

116. Alonso P, Gratacos M, Segalas C, Escaramis G, Real E, Bayes M, Labad J,
Lopez-Sola C, Estivill X, Menchon JM: Association between the NMDA
glutamate receptor GRIN2B gene and obsessive–compulsive disorder.
J Psychiatry Neurosci 2012, 37(4):273–281.

117. Cirulli F, Alleva E: The NGF saga: from animal models of psychosocial
stress to stress-related psychopathology. Front Neuroendocrinol 2009,
30(3):379–395.

118. Syed Z, Dudbridge F, Kent L: An investigation of the neurotrophic factor
genes GDNF, NGF, and NT3 in susceptibility to ADHD. Am J Medical
Genetics B 2007, 144B(3):375–378.

119. Lang UE, Hellweg R, Bajbouj M, Gaus V, Sander T, Gallinat J: Gender-
dependent association of a functional NGF polymorphism with anxiety-
related personality traits. Pharmacopsychiatry 2008, 41(5):196–199.

120. Cui D, Zhang H, Yang BZ, Listman JB, Li D, Price LH, Carpenter LL, Tyrka AR,
Anton RF, Kranzler HR, et al: Variation in NGFB is associated with primary
affective disorders in women. Am J Medical Genetics B 2011, 156B(4):401–412.

121. Sen S, Duman R, Sanacora G: Serum brain-derived neurotrophic factor,
depression, and antidepressant medications: meta-analyses and
implications. Biol Psychiatry 2008, 64(6):527–532.

122. Egan MF, Kojima M, Callicott JH, Goldberg TE, Kolachana BS, Bertolino A,
Zaitsev E, Gold B, Goldman D, Dean M, et al: The BDNF val66met
polymorphism affects activity-dependent secretion of BDNF and human
memory and hippocampal function. Cell 2003, 112(2):257–269.

123. Chen ZY, Jing D, Bath KG, Ieraci A, Khan T, Siao CJ, Herrera DG, Toth M,
Yang C, McEwen BS, et al: Genetic variant BDNF (Val66Met)
polymorphism alters anxiety-related behavior. Science 2006,
314(5796):140–143.

124. Hariri AR, Goldberg TE, Mattay VS, Kolachana BS, Callicott JH, Egan MF,
Weinberger DR: Brain-derived neurotrophic factor val66met
polymorphism affects human memory-related hippocampal activity and
predicts memory performance. J Neurosci 2003, 23(17):6690–6694.

125. Frodl T, Schule C, Schmitt G, Born C, Baghai T, Zill P, Bottlender R,
Rupprecht R, Bondy B, Reiser M, et al: Association of the brain-derived
neurotrophic factor Val66Met polymorphism with reduced hippocampal
volumes in major depression. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2007, 64(4):410–416.

126. Bueller JA, Aftab M, Sen S, Gomez-Hassan D, Burmeister M, Zubieta JK:
BDNF Val66Met allele is associated with reduced hippocampal volume
in healthy subjects. Biol Psychiatry 2006, 59(9):812–815.

127. Sotres-Bayon F, Diaz-Mataix L, Bush DEA, LeDoux JE: Dissociable Roles for
the Ventromedial Prefrontal Cortex and Amygdala in Fear Extinction:
NR2B Contribution. Cereb Cortex 2009, 19(2):474–482.

128. Riedel G, Platt B, Micheau J: Glutamate receptor function in learning and
memory. Behav Brain Res 2003, 140(1‚Äì2):1–47.

129. Miyatake R, Furukawa A, Suwaki H: Identification of a novel variant of the
human NR2B gene promoter region and its possible association with
schizophrenia. Mol Psychiatry 2002, 7(10):1101–1106.

130. Arnold PD, Rosenberg DR, Mundo E, Tharmalingam S, Kennedy JL, Richter
MA: Association of a glutamate (NMDA) subunit receptor gene (GRIN2B)
with obsessive-compulsive disorder: a preliminary study.
Psychopharmacology (Berl) 2004, 174(4):530–538.

131. Arnold PD, MacMaster FP, Richter MA, Hanna GL, Sicard T, Burroughs E,
Mirza Y, Easter PC, Rose M, Kennedy JL, et al: Glutamate receptor gene
(GRIN2B) associated with reduced anterior cingulate glutamatergic
concentration in pediatric obsessive compulsive disorder.
Psychiatry Research: Neuroimaging 2009, 172(2):136–139.

132. Horstmann S, Lucae S, Menke A, Hennings JM, Ising M, Roeske D, Muller-
Myhsok B, Holsboer F, Binder EB: Polymorphisms in GRIK4, HTR2A, and
FKBP5 Show Interactive Effects in Predicting Remission to
Antidepressant Treatment. Neuropsychopharmacology 2009, 35(3):727–740.

133. Lau JYF, Eley TC: Changes in genetic and environmental influences on
depressive symptoms across adolescence and young adulthood.
Br J Psychiatry 2006, 189(5):422–427.

134. Beevers CG, McGeary JE: Therapygenetics: moving towards personalized
psychotherapy treatment. Trends Cogn Sci 2011, 16(1):11–12.

135. Holden RR, Troister T: Developments in the Self-Report Assessment of
Personality and Psychopathology in Adults. Can Psychol 2009, 50(3):120–130.

136. Yang J, Benyamin B, McEvoy BP, Gordon S, Henders AK, Nyholt DR, Madden
PA, Heath AC, Martin NG, Montgomery GW, et al: Common SNPs explain a
large proportion of the heritability for human height. Nat Genet 2010,
42(7):565–569.

137. Evans MG: A Monte Carlo study of the effects of correlated method
variance in moderated multiple regression analysis. Organ Behav Hum



Lester and Eley Biology of Mood & Anxiety Disorders 2013, 3:4 Page 16 of 16
http://www.biolmoodanxietydisord.com/content/3/1/4
Decis Process 1985, 36:305–323.
138. Lohmueller KE, Pearce CL, Pike M, Lander ES, Hirschhorn JN: Meta-analysis of

genetic association studies supports a contribution of common variants to
susceptibility to common disease. Nat Genet 2003, 33(2):177–182.

139. Uher R, Tansey KE, Malki K, Perlis RH: Biomarkers predicting treatment
outcome in depression: what is clinically significant?
Pharmacogenomics 2012, 13(2):233–240.

140. Hudson JL, Lester KJ, Lewis CM, Tropeano M, Creswell C, Collier DA, Cooper
PJ, Lyneham HJ, Morris T, Rapee RM, et al: Combining clinical and genetic
information to predict treatment outcomes in children with anxiety
disorders. in revision.

141. Doehrmann O, Ghosh SS, Polli FE, Reynolds GO, Horn F, Keshavan A,
Triantafyllou C, Saygin ZM, Whitfield-Gabrieli S, Hofmann SG, et al:
Predicting treatment response in social anxiety disorder from functional
magnetic resonance imaging. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2012, 1:11.

142. Mandelli L, Marino E, Pirovano A, Calati R, Zanardi R, Colombo C, Serretti A:
Interaction between SERTPR and stressful life events on response to
antidepressant treatment. European neuropsychopharmacology: the journal
of the European College of Neuropsychopharmacology 2009, 19(1):64–67.

143. Keers R, Uher R, Huezo-Diaz P, Smith R, Jaffee S, Rietschel M, Henigsberg N,
Kozel D, Mors O, Maier W, et al: Interaction between serotonin transporter
gene variants and life events predicts response to antidepressants in the
GENDEP project. Pharmacogenomics J 2011, 11(2):138–145.

144. Bukh JD, Bock C, Vinberg M, Werge T, Gether U, Kessing LV: No interactions
between genetic polymorphisms and stressful life events on outcome of
antidepressant treatment. European neuropsychopharmacology: the journal
of the European College of Neuropsychopharmacology 2010, 20(5):327–335.

doi:10.1186/2045-5380-3-4
Cite this article as: Lester and Eley: Therapygenetics: Using genetic
markers to predict response to psychological treatment for mood and
anxiety disorders. Biology of Mood & Anxiety Disorders 2013 3:4.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Review
	Individual differences in psychological treatment response
	Genetic and environmental basis of mood and anxiety disorders
	Gene-Environment interaction in mood and anxiety disorders
	Diathesis-Stress and differential susceptibility
	Therapeutic GxE: genetic predictors of response to treatment
	Therapygenetics studies in mood and anxiety disorders
	Literature search methodology
	Mood and anxiety disorders
	Serotonin transporter linked polymorphic region (5HTTLPR)
	Serotonin transporter intron 2 variable number tandem repeat (STin2 VNTR)
	5-hydroxytryptamine (serotonin) receptor 2A gene (HTR2A)
	Tryptophan hydroxylase 2 gene (TPH2)
	Monoamine oxidase-A variable number tandem repeat (MAOA-u VNTR)
	Catechol-O-methyltransferase gene (COMT)
	Nerve growth factor (NGF)
	Brain-derived neurotrophic factor gene (BDNF)
	Glutamate receptor, ionotropic N-methyl D-asparate 2B gene (GRIN2B)
	Glutamate receptor, ionotropic kainite 4 gene (GRIK4)
	Methodological considerations

	Sample characteristics
	Treatment characteristics
	Disorder characteristics
	Molecular genetic and statistical considerations
	Future directions

	Conclusions
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


