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Abstract
INTRODUCTION: Changes in the hippocampus are associated with both increased age and
cognitive decline due to mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and Alzheimer’s disease (AD). Most
studies have examined the association between hippocampal changes and episodic memory, with
many reporting a relationship between hippocampal measurements and global cognition.
However, these studies often find associations only in the later stages of cognitive decline. The
goal of this study was to examine if hippocampal grading is associated with global cognition in
cognitively normal controls (NC), early MCI (eMCI), late (IMCI), and AD, and whether such
associations differ across diagnostic cohorts.
METHODS: Data from 1620 Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative older adults were
examined in this study (495 NC, 262 eMCI, 545 IMCI, and 318 AD). Participants were included
if they completed baseline MRI scans and the Alzheimer’s disease Assessment Scale (ADAS-13)
and Clinical Dementia Rating — Sum of Boxes (CDR-SB) cognitive tests. Linear regressions
examined the influence of hippocampal grading on cognitive scores.
RESULTS: Lower global cognition (i.e., increased ADAS-13 scores) was associated with
hippocampal grading scores in all cohorts, including normal controls. Lower global cognition
(i.e., increased CDR-SB scores) was associated with hippocampal grading scores in IMCI and
AD, but not in eMCI or NC groups.
DISCUSSION: These findings suggest that hippocampal grading is associated with changes in
global cognition in NC, eMCI, IMCI, and AD depending on the cognitive test. Thus,
hippocampal grading may be a useful measure that is sensitive to progressive changes early in
the disease course.

Keywords: Older adults, Mild cognitive impairment, Alzheimer’s disease, Cognitive decline,
Hippocampal grading, Cognitive functioning
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1. Introduction
Increased age is associated with cognitive decline, ranging from healthy aging to mild cognitive
impairment (MCI) and, in some cases, Alzheimer’s disease (AD). MCI is characterized by
declines in cognitive functioning that are not severe enough to impair daily activites®. AD is
characterized by progressive declines in cognitive functioning that are severe enough to impair
daily activities?. In both aging® and AD*, neurodegeneration is an important factor that
contributes to these observable cognitive deficits.

Hippocampal volume is often used as a biomarker of neurodegeneration because it is
affected early in the disease course®, with declines in hippocampal volume occurring before
observable abnormal amyloid PET®. It is well-established that this atrophy occurs decades before
the clinical symptom presentation (i.e., measurable cognitive deficits)’. For that reason,
examining the hippocampus and its relationship to cognitive change in healthy older adults in
addition to people with MCI and AD is essential for a detailed understanding of the progressive
nature of the disease.

Declines in hippocampal volume are suggested to account for episodic memory declines
in aging and AD®. Strong associations between decreased hippocampal volume and poor
episodic memory functioning support this conclusion®*!. In addition to episodic memory, studies
have also found a relationship between the hippocampus and global cognitive functioning!?®2,
The correlation between hippocampal volume and global cognition has, however, remained quite
moderate, R=0.41'2, When separating groups based on diagnostic status, global cognition has
been correlated with decreased hippocampal volume in only AD (not MCI and NC**), and in
both AD and MCI (but not NC*°). Most of these studies used the mini-mental status examination
(MMSE) as a measure of global cognition*24% which may limit the sensitivity of these

associations.
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Different measures of the hippocampal neurodegeneration could improve the observed
relationship between the hippocampus and general cognitive functioning. Hippocampal grading,
measured by the Scoring by Nonlocal Image Patch Estimator (SNIPE), has been shown to
surpass hippocampal volume in predictive power®’. These researchers observed that SNIPE-
based grading biomarkers are more relevant for cognitive decline prediction and conversion from
MCI to AD than hippocampal volume measures'®. SNIPE has a classification accuracy of 93% at
distinguishing people with AD from cognitive normal (CN) individuals in the ADNI cohort®®,
SNIPE could also predict in cognitively normal older adults, who would progress to AD
dementia within a 12y follow-up period with 72.5% accuracy’. Coupe et al. (2012b) also
observed that in normal controls and people with AD, HC grading had a stronger correlation with
global cognition, as measured by the MMSE, (R=0.75) than hippocampal volume (R=0.58).
Associations between SNIPE hippocampal grading and cognitive declines in normal aging and
early MCI have yet to be determined.

Given that the MMSE has limited value in differentiating MCI from NC*°, other
neuropsychological measures that are more sensitive to cognitive changes in early MCI may
offer stronger associations with hippocampal volume declines. Furthermore, because
hippocampal grading, as measured by SNIPE, has better predictive power than hippocampal
volume, we predict that a strong association between SNIPE measures and sensitive measures of
cognitive decline will be observed. The current paper was designed to determine whether
measures of general cognitive functioning (i.e., the Alzheimer’s Disease Assessment Scale—13,
ADAS-13; Clinical Dementia Rating—sum of boxes, CDR-SB) would have a strong association
with hippocampal grading in normal controls, people with MCI, and people with AD. While

Coupe et al. determined that SNIPE could classify between NC and people with AD and predict
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which NC may progress to AD, it remains unknown if SNIPE grading is associated with
progressive changes in general cognitive functioning at different stages of decline®*8, The goal
of this paper was to characterize the relationship between SNIPE and cognition as measured by
ADAS-13 or CDR-SB early in the disease. Although both ADAS-13 and CDR-SB are sensitive
to cognitive changes in MCI and AD, the ADAS-13 has a larger range of scores (0-84) than the
CDR-SB (0-18). We expect to see strong associations between the ADAS-13 in NC, MCI, and
AD because of the large range in ADAS-13. In contrast, for the CDR-SB we expect to see strong
associations only in the later stages of cognitive decline because NCs have a small range of
scores (0-0.5). These findings would not only have implications for future development and
improvement of methods to measure neurodegeneration, but also for the early detection and

characterization of incipient AD.

2. Methods

2.1 Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative

Data used in the preparation of this article were obtained from the Alzheimer’s Disease
Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) database (adni.loni.usc.edu). The ADNI was launched in 2003 as
a public-private partnership, led by Principal Investigator Michael W. Weiner, MD. The primary
goal of ADNI has been to test whether serial magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), positron
emission tomography (PET), other biological markers, and clinical and neuropsychological
assessment can be combined to measure the progression of mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and
early Alzheimer’s disease (AD). Participants were selected from ADNI-1, ADNI-2, and the ADNI-
GO cohorts. The study received ethical approval from the review boards of all participating

institutions. Written informed consent was obtained from participants or their study partner.
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2.2 Participants

Full participant inclusion/exclusion is available online at www.adni-info.org. Briefly, all participants

were between 55 and 90 years old at the time of recruitment and no evidence of depression as measured
by the Geriatric Depression Scale. Healthy control participants had no evidence of memory decline on
the Wechsler Memory Scale and no evidence of cognitive decline on either the Mini Mental Status
Examination (MMSE) or Clinical Dementia Rating (CDR). Early MCI and IMCI had to score between
24 and 30 on the MMSE, 0.5 on the CDR, and had abnormal scores on the Wechsler Memory Scale.
Early MCI was differentiated from IMCI by degree of memory impairment; eMCI participants were
characterized as memory impairment that is intermediate between normal controls and IMCI. AD
participants had to show abnormal memory function on the Wechsler Memory Scale, an MMSE score
between 20 and 26, a CDR of 0.5 or 1.0 and probable AD according to the NINCDS/ADRDA criteria.

A total of 1634 participants from three ADNI cohorts had MRI baseline scans and were
thus included (ADNI-1, 787 participants; ADNI-2, 759 participants; ADNI-GO 88 participants).
Inclusion criteria also included availability of baseline CDR-SB and ADAS-13 scores. Fourteen
participants were excluded for not having baseline ADAS-13 scores. A total of 1620 participants
were included for our study. Of these 1620 participants, 495 were cognitively normal older adults
(CN), 262 were early MCI (eMCI), 545 were late MCI (IMCI), and 318 had an AD diagnosis.

Table 1 summarizes demographic information for all participants.

<Insert Table 1 about here>
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2.3 Structural MRI acquisition and processing
All participants were imaged using a 3T scanner with T1-weighted imaging parameters (see

http://adni.loni.usc.edu/methods/mri-tool/mri-analysis/ for the detailed MRI acquisition protocol).

Baseline scans were downloaded from the ADNI public website.

T1w scans for each participant were pre-processed through our standard pipeline including
noise reduction %, intensity inhomogeneity correction? and intensity normalization into range [0-
100]. The pre-processed images were then both linearly (9 parameters: 3 translation, 3 rotation,
and 3 scaling) %2 and nonlinearly (1 mm?3 grid) % registered to the MNI-ICBM152-2009c average
24 The quality of the linear and nonlinear registrations was visually verified by an experienced
rater (author M.D.), blinded to diagnostic group. Only seven datasets did not pass this quality

control step and were discarded.

2.4 SNIPE

Scoring by Nonlocal Image Patch Estimator (SNIPE) was used to measure the extent of AD-
related change in the hippocampus using the linearly registered preprocessed T1-weighted
images 08, SNIPE segmentations were visually verified by an experience rater (author

N.S.) The SNIPE procedure used has been previously described in detail 2°.
2.5 Data availability statement
The data used for this analysis are available on request from the ADNI database

(ida.loni.usc.edu).

2.6 Statistical Analysis
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Analyses were performed using ‘R’ software version 4.0.5. Linear regression models were
conducted to determine whether hippocampal grading would influence cognitive scores (CDR-
SB and ADAS-13). The model examined the association between CognitiveScore (ADAS-13 or
CDR-SB) and Hippocampal Grading (Right and Left). Diagnosis was the categorical variable of
interest, indicated by NC, eMCI, IMCI, or AD status with NC serving as the baseline.
Grading:Diagnosis denotes an interaction term between Grading and Diagnosis, reflecting
differences in the slope of Grading between the diagnostic groups. The models also included age,
sex, and years of education as covariates, with the regression centered on SNIPE score = 0.0 as
follows:

CognitiveScore ~ Grading_HC + Diagnosis + Grading:Diagnosis +Age + Sex +Education (1)
Correction of multiple comparisons was completed using false discovery rate (FDR); p-values

are reported as raw values with significance determined by FDR correction marked in Table 2.

3. Results

Table 1 presents the demographic information for each group. There was no significant
difference in age between the NC and IMCI (t=0.9, p=0.4) or between NC and AD (t=1.36,
p=0.2), but the eMCI group were 3.5y younger that NC (t=6.67, p<.001). There was no
significant difference in education between NC and eMCI (t=1.83, p=.07), but NC had higher
education than IMCI (t=2.58, p=.01) and AD (t=5.64, p<.001). As expected, the average ADAS-
13 score increased from NC to AD. Statistically significant differences were observed between
each successive stage of decline were observed, NC < eMCI < IMCI < AD (NC:eMClI, t=-8.45,
p<.001; eMCI:IMCI, t=-13.89, p<.001; and IMCI:AD t=-21.43, p<.001). Similarly, CDR-SB

increased with NC < eMCI < IMCI < AD with statistically significant differences between each
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successive group (NC:eMCl, t=-26.47, p<.001; eMCI:IMCI, t=-5.88, p<.001; and IMCI:AD t=-
27.72, p<.001).

Table 2 summarizes the results of the linear regression models for both the ADAS-13 and
CDR-SB analyses. Figure 1 shows a scatterplot of individual cognitive scores and hippocampal
grading values for both the ADAS-13 and CDR-SB.

<Insert Table 2 and Figure 1 about here>

3.1 ADAS-13 and Hippocampal Grading
For the left hippocampus (IHC) analysis, the overall effect of IHC grading on ADAS-13 scores in

the NC group was significant (t= -3.95, p<.001), demonstrating that decreases in IHC grading
were associated with increases in ADAS-13 scores. In addition, all patient groups had
significantly greater intercepts for ADAS-13 than the NCs, and ADAS-13 scores progressively
increased (i.e., lower performance) from NC to eMCI (4.19 points more than NC, t=

5.83, p<.001), IMCI (8.13 points more than NC, t= 15.09, p<.001), and AD (17.61 points more
than NC, t= 28.80, p<.001) at the model center (where SNIPE grading = 0.0). Furthermore, the
interaction between IHC grading and ADAS-13 was significant for eMCI (t=-2.22, p=.03) and
IMCI (t= -2.74, p=.006), and marginally significant for AD (t=-1.85, p=.06); i.e., the slopes of
changes in ADAS-13 scores associated with changes in IHC grading were significantly steeper in
all disease cohorts in comparison with the NCs. The slope for eMCI and IMCI was almost twice
that for NC. When examining the covariates, age was not associated with change in ADAS-13
scores (t=-1.11, p=.27). Male sex was associated with almost 1 point increase in ADAS-13
scores (t= 2.98, p=.003), whereas increased education was associated with slightly lower (-0.21
points) ADAS-13 scores (t=-4.06, p<.001). Overall, 65% of the variance in ADAS-13 scores

(adjusted R?=0.65) can be explained by the variables included in this model.
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For the right hippocampus (rHC) analysis, the overall effect of rHC grading on ADAS-13
scores in the NC group was significant (t= -4.28, p<.001), demonstrating that increases in
ADAS-13 scores were associated with decreases in rHC grading. In addition, all patient groups
had significantly greater intercepts for ADAS-13 than the NCs, and ADAS-13 scores
progressively increased (i.e., lower performance) from NC to eMCI (4.10 points more than NC,
t=5.35, p<.001), IMCI (7.78 points more than NC, t= 13.45, p<.001), and AD (16.65 points
more than NC, t= 25.49, p<.001) at the model center (where SNIPE grading = 0.0). Furthermore,
the interaction between rHC grading and ADAS-13 was significant for eMCI (t= -1.96, p=.05),
to IMCI (t=-2.23, p=.03), and to AD (t=-2.51, p=.01); i.e., the slopes of changes in ADAS-13
scores associated with changes in rHC grading were significantly steeper in all disease cohorts in
comparison with the NCs. When examining the covariates, increased age was associated with
slight increases in ADAS-13 scores (0.05 points, t= 2.02, p=.04). Male sex was associated with
almost 1 point increase in ADAS-13 scores (t= 3.00, p=.003), whereas increased education was
associated with slightly lower ADAS-13 scores (-0.24 points, t=-4.80, p<.001). Overall, 66% of
the variance in ADAS-13 scores (adjusted R?=0.66) can be explained by the variables included

in this model.

3.2 CDR-SB and Hippocampal Grading

For the left hippocampus model, the effect of IHC grading on CDR-SB scores was not significant
(t=-0.82, p=.41) for the NC group. All patient groups had significantly greater intercepts for
CDR-SB than the NC group at model center, and CDR-SB scores progressively increased (i.e.,
lower performance) from NC to eMCI (1.28 points more than NC, t= 10.96, p<.001), to IMCI

(1.58 points more than NC, t= 18.07, p<.001), and to AD (4.08 points more than NC, t=
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40.90, p<.001). The interaction between IHC grading and CDR-SB was not significant for eMCI
(t=-0.87, p=.38), but was significant for IMCI (t= -2.43, p=.02) and AD (t=-5.28, p<.001); i.e.,
the slopes of changes in CDR-SB scores associated with changes in HC grading were
significantly steeper slopes in the later disease cohorts (IMCI & AD) compared to NCs. When
examining the covariates, increased age was associated with increases in CDR-SB scores (0.01
points, t= 2.49, p=.01), male sex was not associated with change in CDR-SB scores (t= -

0.71, p=.48), and education was only marginally associated with lower CDR-SB scores (-0.02
points, t= -1.85, p=.06). Overall, 73% of the variance in CDR-SB scores (adjusted R?>=0.73) can
be explained by the variables included in this model.

For the right hippocampus model, the effect of rHC grading on CDR-SB scores was not
significant (t= -0.76, p=.45) for the NC group. All patient groups had significantly greater
intercepts for CDR-SB than the NCs, and CDR-SB scores progressively increased (i.e., lower
performance) from NC to eMCI (1.30 points over NC, t= 10.25, p<.001), to IMCI (1.58 points
over NC t= 16.50, p<.001, and to AD (4.06 points more than NC, t= 37.48, p<.001). The
interaction between rHC grading and CDR-SB was not significant for eMCI (t= -0.94, p=.35),
but was significant for IMCI (t= -2.22 p=.03), and AD (t= -4.49, p<.001); i.e., the slopes of
changes in CDR-SB scores associated with changes in HC grading were significantly different
(steeper slopes) in the later disease cohorts (IMCI & AD) in contrast with the NCs. When
examining the covariates, increased age was associated with slight increases in CDR-SB scores
(0.01 points, t= 2.53, p=.01), male sex was not associated with change in CDR-SB scores (t= -
0.63, p=.53), whereas increased education was associated with slightly lower CDR-SB scores
(0.02 points, t=-2.36, p=.02). Overall, 73% of the variance in CDR-SB scores (adjusted

R?=0.73) can be explained by the variables included in this model.
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4. Discussion

The current study used SNIPE to measure hippocampal grading in NC, eMCI, IMCI, and AD,
and compared these grading scores to global cognitive functioning as measured by the ADAS-13
and CDR-SB. In contrast to NCs, both IMCI and AD required less hippocampal change to have
decreased ADAS-13 and CDR-SB scores (reflected by their significantly steeper slopes in the
regression models). The eMCI group required less hippocampal change compared to normal
controls to have decreases in only the ADAS-13; whereas this group’s association between
hippocampal change and CDR-SB scores did not differ from NC. These findings indicate a
relationship between lower cognitive scores in eMCI, IMCI, and AD with decreases in
hippocampal grading.

Previous associations between global cognition in people with MCI and hippocampal
volume have been mixed. Vipin et al. (2018) reported no relationship between hippocampal
volume and global cognition in MCI*4, while Peng et al. (2014) found an association between
hippocampal volume and global cognition in people with MCI*®. These conflicting findings
could be associated with the sensitivity of the MMSE to early cognitive decline as well as the use
of hippocampal volume.

In the current study, we observed an association between hippocampal grading and global
cognition, as measured by the ADAS-13 score in all groups - NC, eMCI, IMCI, and AD. This
finding suggests that SNIPE hippocampal grading is sensitive to global cognitive declines due to
aging (in the NC group), early in the disease process (i.e., eMCI), and to the progressive changes

that occur later in AD-related pathology. Taken together with the previous research on SNIPE
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16-18 these results suggest that this method could be useful in the future prediction of cognitive

decline and diagnostic status early in the disease trajectory.

When examining global cognition using the CDR-SB, associations between hippocampal
grading were only observed in the IMCI and AD groups. As expected, CDR-SB scores were low
for the normal controls (i.e., either 0 or 0.5), resulting in a flat slope for this group. As can be
seen in Figure 1, the eMCI group has a much smaller range and median (0-4; median=1) CSR-
SB values than both IMCI (0-5.5; median=1.5) and AD (1-10; median=5.5). The lack of
association with the eMCI group may thus be related to the limited range of CDR-SB scores in
people with eMCI. The relationship became stronger with IMCI and AD, showing that the
relationship between hippocampal grading and CDR-SB is stronger in those with more severe
declines. Consistent with previous studies, associations between CDR-SB and hippocampal
grading were also stronger in the left, rather than right hippocampus 52

While both ADAS-13 and CDR-SB were associated with hippocampal grading for both
IMCI and AD, only the ADAS-13 was associated with hippocampal grading in eMCI and NC.
CDR-SB was more sensitive (than ADAS-13) to changes in hippocampal grading that occur later
in the disease progression, as reflected by the interaction with grading and IMCI and AD. These
findings suggest that the relationship between grading and cognitive score can be sensitive to
different stages of disease progression.

Regarding the normal controls, these findings suggest they would require much more
hippocampal change (as measured by grading) for the same amount of cognitive decline to occur
compared to the patient groups. For example, HC changes may affect the grading score, but
compensation through cognitive reserve or plasticity may limit declines in cognitive functioning

measured by the cognitive tests. Further research is needed to elucidate this issue.
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The present study has a few limitations that should be investigated in future research. All
participants in our sample had a high education, which may limit the interpretation and
generalizability of the results to other populations. To improve our sample size, participants were
included from ADNI-1, ADNI -2, and ADNI -GO. Therefore, we could not differentiate between
cognitively normal participants with and without subjective cognitive decline (SCD) because a
question to measure this construct was only introduced for ADNI-2. Recent research has
observed that hippocampal volume decreases are associated with episodic memory performance
in people with SCD 2’. Thus, future research should determine whether SNIPE grading is
sensitive to hippocampal changes and global cognitive functioning in people with SCD. These
findings should be replicated in longitudinal data to determine whether grading scores are

predictive of clinical cognitive change at an individual level.

Conclusion

The findings from this study indicate a strong association between hippocampal grading changes
and global cognition. Importantly, the relationships were observed not only late in the disease
course (AD and IMCI) but also earlier in the course of the disease during eMCI. Hippocampal
grading may be a useful measure that is sensitive to progressive changes in global cognition as
measured by the ADAS-13 starting in the preclinical phase and CDR-SB starting in the
prodromal phase of AD. Future work is needed to determine if HC grading is predictive and

associated with longitudinal changes in cognition at an individual level.
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Table 1: Demographic information for cognitively normal, early and late MCI, and AD
participants.

NC eMCI IMCI AD

n=495 n= 262 n= 545 n=318
Age 74.34 £5.76 70.84 = 7.39 73.97 £ 7.57 75.03x7.70
Education 16.34 £ 2.72 15.97 £ 2.64 15.89+ 2091 15.17 £ 3.02
Female Sex 260 (53%) 115 (44%) 209 (38%) 143 (45%)
ADAS-13 9.23+4.32 12.57 £ 5.56 18.72 £ 6.52 29.95+7.91
CDR-SB 0.04+0.14 1.29+0.76 1.65+0.93 443 +1.64

Notes. Values are expressed as mean = standard deviant, or number (percentage %). Female Sex
is represented as total number of sample and percentage of sample. NC = cognitively normal
controls. eMCI = early mild cognitive impairment. IMCI = late mild cognitive impairment. AD =
Alzheimer’s disease. ADAS-13 = Alzheimer's Disease Assessment Scale—Cognitive Subscale.
CDRSB = Clinical Dementia Rating Scale — Sum of Boxes
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Table 2: Linear regression model results showing effects of grading on cognitive scores

22

ADAS-13:Left HC

ADAS-13:Right HC

CDR-SB:Left HC

CDR-SB:Right HC

Intercept
Grading

Age

Male Sex
Education
eMCI

IMCI

AD
Grading*eMClI
Grading*IMCI
Grading*AD

Adjusted R-
squared

R=15.69, t=7.57 p<.001*
R=-6.16, t= -3.95, p<.001*
R=-0.03, t= -1.11, p=.27
R=0.88, t=2.98, p=.003*
R=-0.21, t= -4.06, p<.001*
R=4.19, t=5.83, p<.001*
R=8.13, t=15.09, p<.001*
R=17.61, t=28.80, p<.001*
R=-5.06, t= -2.22, p=.027*
R= -5.04, t= -2.74, p= .006*
R=-3.94, t=-1.85, p= .06

0.65

R=18.17, t=8.73, p<.001*
R=-7.04, t=-4.28, p<.001*
R=-0.05, t=-2.02, p=.04
R=0.87, t=3.00, p=.003*
R=-0.24, t= -4.80, p<.001*
R=4.10, t=5.35, p<.001*
R=7.78, t=13.45, p<.001*
R=16.65, t=25.49, p<.001*
R=-4.54, t= -1.96, p=.05
R=-4.12, t= -2.23, p=.03*
R=-5.31, t= -2.51, p=.01*

0.66

B=1.06, t= 3.12, p=.002*
B=-0.21, t= -0.82, p=.41
B=-0.01, t= -2.49, p=.01*
B=-0.03, t= -0.71, p=.48
B=-0.02, t= -1.85, p=.06
R=1.28, t=10.96, p<.001*
R=1.58, t=18.07, p<.001*
R=4.08, t=40.96, p<.001*
B=-0.32, t=-0.87, p=.38
B=-0.73, t= -2.43, p=.02*
R=-1.84, t= -5.28, p<.001*
0.73

B=1.14, t=3.31, p<.001*
B=-0.21, t= -0.76, p=.45
B=-0.01, t= -2.53, p=.01*
B=-0.03, t= -0.63, p=.53
B=-0.02, t= -2.36, p=.02*
R=1.30, t=10.25, p<.001*
R=1.58, t=16.50, p<.001*
R=4.06, t=37.48, p<.001*
B=-0.36, t=-0.94, p=.35
B=-0.66, t= -2.22, p=.03*
B=-1.58, t= -4.49, p<.001*

0.73

Note: Bolded values are statistically significant. * Represents results that were significant after false discovery rate correction

for multiple comparisons. eMCI = early mild cognitive impairment; IMCI= late mild cognitive impairment; AD= Alzheimer’s

Disease; HC = hippocampus; ADAS-13 = Alzheimer’s Disease Assessment Scale-13; CDR-SB = Clinical Dementia Rating Scale —

Sum of Boxes.
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Figure 1: Scatterplots of Cognitive Score by Hippocampal Grading

Cognitive Score by Hippocampal Grading

A

o

O ag-

%) 40 e
D
L]
v
<

(=)

<[

0.4 0.0 0.4
Grading Left Hippocampus
C
10.0

o - -

o 7.5 -

u - -

wa

€@ 5.0

=

O 25

0.0 . j !
0.4 0.0 -0.4
Grading Left Hippocampus
— CN EMCI

B

23

8

ADAS-13 Score

0.4

0.0

-0.4

Grading Right Hippocampus

10.01

7.5

CDR-SB Score

0.0

0.4

0.0

-0.4

Grading Right Hippocampus

LMCl — AD

All images show individual points grouped by color as well as the regression line for each group.
Dark blue lines = Cognitive normal (CN); Light green lines = early mild cognitive impairment
(eMCI); orange lines = late mild cognitive impairment (IMCI); and red lines = Alzheimer’s disease
(AD). ADAS-13 = Alzheimer's Disease Assessment Scale—Cognitive Subscale. CDR-SB =
Clinical Dementia Rating Scale — Sum of Boxes. Negative grading scores indicate greater
similarity to the Alzheimer’s anatomy, while positive scores indicate similarity to healthy controls.
From left to right, the x-axis starts with A&B) Higher ADAS-13 scores were associated with
decreases in hippocampal grading in all groups. C&D) Higher CDR-SB scores were associated

with decreases in hippocampal grading in all groups except CN.
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