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ABSTRACT 

The prevalence of Alzheimer’s disease is projected to reach 13 million in the U.S. by 

2050. Although major efforts have been made to avoid this outcome, so far there are no 

treatments that can stop or reverse the progressive cognitive decline that defines Alzheimer’s 

disease. The utilization of preventative treatment before significant cognitive decline has 

occurred may ultimately be the solution, necessitating a reliable biomarker of 

preclinical/prodromal disease stages to determine which older adults are most at risk. 

Quantitative cerebral blood flow is a promising potential early biomarker for Alzheimer’s 

disease, but the spatiotemporal patterns of altered cerebral blood flow in Alzheimer’s disease are 

not fully understood. The current systematic review compiles the findings of 29 original studies 

that compared quantitative cerebral blood flow in older adults with mild cognitive impairment or 

Alzheimer’s disease to that of cognitively normal older adults and/or assessed the relationship 

between cerebral blood flow and objective cognitive function. Individuals with Alzheimer’s 

disease had relatively decreased cerebral blood flow in all brain regions investigated, especially 

the temporoparietal and posterior cingulate, while individuals with mild cognitive impairment 

had less consistent results, with relatively increased cerebral blood flow reported in the temporal 

lobe and thalamus. Most papers reported a positive correlation between cerebral blood flow and 

cognitive function. This review highlights the need for more studies comparing cerebral blood 

flow between cognitively normal individuals and those with mild cognitive impairment, as well 

as the importance of including potential confounding factors in these analyses.  

 

Key words: cerebral blood flow, neuroimaging, biomarker, Alzheimer’s disease, mild cognitive 

impairment 
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Abbreviations: AD: Alzheimer’s disease, ASL: arterial spin labeled, APOE: apolipoprotein E, 

CAMCOG: Cambridge Cognition Examination, CBF: cerebral blood flow, CN: cognitively 

normal, DCE: dynamic contrast enhanced, MCI: mild cognitive impairment, MRI: magnetic 

resonance imaging, PET: positron emission tomography, SCD: subjective cognitive decline, SD: 

standard deviation, SPECT: single-photon emission computerized tomography  
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INTRODUCTION 

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is the leading cause of dementia; 60-80% of dementia cases 

are attributable to AD (Alzheimer’s Disease Facts and Figures, 2021). Both the prevalence and 

mortality rate of AD are increasing in the U.S. and globally, and there are no current treatments 

that can stop or reverse the progressive loss of cognitive function caused by AD (Alzheimer’s 

Disease Facts and Figures, 2021). Clinical trials of treatments targeting pathologic forms of 

amyloid-β and tau proteins in the brain have successfully reduced them but have been unable to 

stop the progression of cognitive decline (Zhu et al., 2020). In order to effectively treat AD, a 

preventative treatment administered before irreversible neuronal damage has occurred may be 

necessary (Zhu et al., 2020). An effective early biomarker for the identification of older adults 

who are most likely to develop AD is critical (Blennow & Zetterberg, 2018; Counts et al., 2017). 

The disease process of AD can begin decades before cognitive decline is apparent and can 

manifest as subjective cognitive decline (SCD) or mild cognitive impairment (MCI; Petersen et 

al., 1999; Petersen, 2016; Jessen et al., 2014; Jessen et al., 2020). MCI is a stage of decreased 

cognitive functioning measured on objective cognitive tests accompanied by the preserved 

ability to complete day-to-day activities (Petersen et al., 1999). SCD, during which individuals 

still perform in the normal range on objective cognitive tests but report a subjective decline from 

their normal cognitive state, has been described as an even earlier stage of AD (Jessen et al., 

2014). An effective early biomarker for AD that can lead to preventative treatment must be able 

to distinguish individuals with SCD and MCI from normally aging individuals and from older 

adults experiencing cognitive changes due to other reasons, such as depression (Culpepper et. al., 

2017).  
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Cerebral blood flow (CBF) is a potential early biomarker for AD. CBF is globally 

decreased in patients with AD compared to age-matched non-demented counterparts. It has been 

shown that CBF is altered in individuals with preclinical AD as well, and that patterns of altered 

CBF are correlated with disease severity and progression from one diagnostic stage to the next 

(Duan et al., 2021). Due to the brain’s sensitivity to changes in blood pressure, chronic 

hypertension leads to constriction of the cerebral vasculature. Additionally, blood vessels in the 

brain become more rigid with age, so the combination of chronic hypertension and aging lead to 

a hyper-constricted cerebral vasculature and ultimately chronically reduced CBF (Iadecola & 

Gottesman, 2019). Although the longstanding amyloid cascade hypothesis of AD posits that 

amyloid-β and its aggregation ultimately lead to the disease processes and outcomes in AD 

(Hardy & Higgins, 1992), the more recently suggested two-hit hypothesis states that 

cerebrovascular dysfunction and amyloid-β pathology culminate to initiate and propagate AD 

(Zlokovic, 2011).  

 CBF has been studied in the context of AD and other dementias for several decades and 

has been measured by a variety of neuroimaging methods over time. The first measurements of 

CBF in humans were made in 1948 using the inhalation of nitrous oxide and quantification of the 

inert gas in venous blood (Kety & Schmidt, 1948). In the 1960s, the use of radioactive tracers 

including krypton-85 and xenon-133 allowed for the measurement of regional as well as global 

CBF (Lassen & Ingvar, 1961; Lassen et al., 1963). The development of positron emission 

tomography (PET) soon led to the use of positron-emitting tracers, particularly oxygen-15, for 

CBF measurement (Jones et al., 1976). Dynamic contrast enhanced magnetic resonance imaging 

(DCE MRI) and dynamic susceptibility-contrast (DSC) MRI were developed around the same 

time as PET and utilized gadolinium-based contrast agents that had magnetic properties to trace 
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and quantify CBF without the need for radioactive tracers. (Edelman et al., 1990; Rempp et al., 

1994; Maeda et al., 1993).  

The most common methods of the studies included in this review are single-photon 

emission computerized tomography (SPECT) and the more recently developed arterial spin 

labeled (ASL) MRI. SPECT requires the blood to be labeled with an injection of a radioactive 

tracer, such as iodine-123 or technetium-99m (Warwick, 2004). ASL MRI, on the other hand, is 

completely noninvasive. In ASL MRI, blood is labeled as it flows into the brain by inverting the 

magnetization of the water molecules in the blood and then comparing the labeled image to an 

unlabeled background image (Detre et al., 2012). ASL MRI can therefore be safely and 

comfortably used at multiple time points to monitor changes in CBF over the course of disease or 

treatment.  

In order to utilize CBF as an early biomarker for AD, we need to better understand how 

CBF changes throughout the progression of AD, including in prodromal stages. The roles of 

other AD-related pathologies (amyloid-β, tau, gray matter atrophy, white matter 

hyperintensities), AD risk factors (apolipoprotein E (APOE) ε4 genotype, diabetes, hypertension, 

and other cardiovascular diseases), and demographic factors (age, sex, race/ethnicity, education, 

environmental risk factors) must also be taken into consideration when measuring CBF.  

The purpose of this review is to consolidate the literature comparing CBF in older adults 

with MCI or AD to those that are cognitively normal (CN). Patterns of altered CBF will be 

summarized using results from several brain regions. Results will also be summarized for the 

relationship between cognitive exam scores and CBF in older adults. The aim is to compile and 

synthesize the results of the existing literature concerning altered CBF in AD. This is important 

because various methods of CBF measurement have been used over the years; standardization of 
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results will help to clarify whether previous findings are consistent. A recently published review 

(Zhang et al., 2021) covers the same topic with a broader scope. It includes studies that measured 

CBF velocity, and it does not exclude articles based on the age of participants with AD. 

However, Zhang et al. (2021) do not include papers that report voxel-wise results in the form of 

z or t scores. The current review employs an age cutoff for the AD participants included because 

early onset AD, diagnosed before age 65, may be a different variant of AD; early onset AD 

patients tend to decline more rapidly and are more likely to have cognitive declines in areas other 

than memory as the initial symptoms. Therefore, we excluded papers where the mean age of AD 

participants minus two standard deviations (SDs) is less than 60, meaning that nearly 98% of the 

individuals studied in each paper are at least 60 years old. This defines the overall AD population 

as mostly late onset. We also included papers that report voxel-wise results to assess their 

consistency with papers that report regional CBF values. 

The objective of this review is to assess the cumulative evidence of altered CBF in older 

adults with MCI and AD in multiple brain regions and of the relationship between CBF and 

cognitive exam scores in these individuals. We also aim to assess the consistency of findings 

across papers that use a variety of imaging, processing, and analytic methods. Our main question 

is one of correlation rather than causation between diagnosis and CBF. In reality, it is likely that 

AD pathologies and altered CBF exacerbate one another and have a cyclical relationship, and it 

is not clear which of the two is present first or whether both arise simultaneously from a common 

cause.  
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METHODS 

This systematic review includes all studies in which resting CBF is compared between 

diagnostic groups (CN, MCI, AD) and/or correlated with cognitive exam scores. Only studies in 

which the mean age of AD patients minus two SDs is at least 60 years old are included. If there 

was not a SD listed for age of participants with AD, that paper was not eligible unless the 

minimum age was at least 60. We chose to use a cutoff for participant age so that a majority of 

the AD patients would be over the age of 60 and less likely to have early-onset variants of AD. 

Both observational studies and clinical trials that measured CBF at rest prior to treatment are 

included, as well as both cross-sectional and longitudinal designs. Only manuscripts written in 

English were included. All manuscripts are published as original research papers or brief reports; 

conference abstracts were not included. There were no restrictions on the year of publication, and 

papers that used any established method for the quantification of CBF were eligible for 

inclusion. Studies that were ineligible either did not measure CBF at rest or did not use resting 

CBF as an outcome measure in multiple diagnostic groups and/or in comparison with cognitive 

test scores.  

PubMed was searched on March 23, 2021, through the National Library of Medicine and 

with access via Indiana University School of Medicine. 1197 potential articles resulted from a 

PubMed search of “brain-blood supply” and “Alzheimer’s disease” in all fields. We did not 

specify article type or language in the initial PubMed search in order to be inclusive of all 

possibly relevant articles. The search terms were chosen from PubMed MeSH terms that broadly 

encompassed the intended key topics of CBF and Alzheimer’s disease.  

Due to the correlational nature of the research question, the “population, intervention, 

control, and outcomes” (PICO) method (Richardson et al., 1995) was not used. Unlike an 
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intervention and outcome, CBF and MCI/AD do not have a clear causal relationship. Therefore, 

the design used for bias and certainty assessments was a case-control research question in which 

the condition was MCI/AD and the variable of interest was altered CBF.  

For the main synthesis, we describe increase or decrease in CBF between AD and 

controls in several brain regions. Altered CBF in MCI relative to controls and correlations 

between CBF and cognitive test scores are described as well. For papers that present relevant 

data only in the form of a graph, we extracted quantitative data using WebPlotDigitizer version 

4.5 (automeris.io/WebPlotDigitizer/). For articles that had a high potential of overlapping 

participant samples, the article with the higher quality rating (less risk for bias) was chosen.  

The information recorded for each article were: author(s), article title, year of publication, 

place of the study, number of participants, diagnostic groups, criteria by which diagnoses were 

defined, method used to measure and quantify CBF, ages of participants, whether the paper is 

included in the synthesis, and which outcomes were reported. To organize this information, we 

used a matrix from University of Maryland Research Guides (lib.guides.umd.edu/SR/steps).  

To assess the risk of bias and the quality of each article, we used the NIH Quality 

Assessment of Case-Control Studies. The items on this tool were: clearly stated objective, clearly 

specified and defined population, sample size justification, use of same population for cases and 

controls, use of same inclusion and exclusion criteria for cases and controls, clearly defined and 

differentiated cases, random selection of sample from eligible individuals, use of concurrent 

controls, confirmation that exposure occurred prior to the condition, clearly defined and reliable 

measures of exposure/risk, blinded assessment of exposure/risk with regard to case/control, and 

use of matching or addition of confounding variables to statistical models. Overall judgments 

were “poor,” “fair,” or “good.” These decisions were made according to the guidance included in 
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the tool, where it is explained that lack of some criteria correspond to “fatal flaws” while others 

do not greatly affect the overall quality of the paper. CBF was considered the “exposure,” and 

because the direction of causation between AD and altered CBF is outside the scope of this 

review, it was not relevant whether the exposure occurred prior to the condition. Therefore, this 

question was marked as “not applicable” and not used in the overall bias rating. Other items on 

the rating tool that were not used were: sample size justification, random selection of sample 

from eligible individuals, and use of concurrent controls, because these items were all either not 

present or not reported in all or nearly all papers assessed. In addition, blind assessment of the 

CBF was not applicable for many of the papers because the CBF was measured by fully 

automated methods. This item was considered for those papers in which hand-drawn regions of 

interest were used.  

For each relevant paper, we reported mean and SD of CBF in each brain region for each 

diagnostic group. For articles that used voxel-wise measurement of CBF and reported the z or t 

scores of peak voxels, these scores, along with cluster sizes and p values are reported. For papers 

that measured the correlation between CBF and cognitive test scores, r and p values are reported. 

For papers with mean and SD regional CBF values, effect sizes were calculated, and syntheses 

were presented for multiple brain regions. To measure effect size, we used Hedge’s g, which is 

Cohen’s d adjusted for small sample sizes, as well as the 95% confidence interval for Hedge’s g. 

These effect size measures were chosen because CBF is a continuous measure that is dependent 

on the methods of scanning and processing, so standardized measures were necessary. Effect size 

was calculated for the difference in CBF between MCI/AD and control groups (control CBF 

minus MCI/AD CBF) in the following brain regions: frontal, temporal, parietal, temporoparietal, 

occipital, posterior cingulate, hippocampus, and thalamus. These regions were chosen because 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 25, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.24.22272916doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.24.22272916


  

they were the most frequently used across all papers. Thresholds were not employed for the 

effect sizes; we synthesized results for each brain region across studies by reporting the average, 

median, and range of effect size scores in each region. All Hedge’s g values and 95% confidence 

intervals are presented in graphs; positive effect sizes denote relatively decreased CBF in 

MCI/AD compared to controls. These analyses and graphs were completed using the Effect Size 

Calculator from the Cambridge Centre for Evaluation and Monitoring (https://www.cem.org/). 

A meta-analysis was not performed. Heterogeneity is discussed where there is 

inconsistency in findings across papers, but statistical analyses regarding heterogeneity were not 

completed. Sensitivity analyses were also not completed. The scope of this paper is to compile 

and present the findings in the literature and to discuss overall patterns of results. Reporting bias 

is taken into account, and certainty ratings for each synthesis are presented in the summary of 

findings table. Grey literature was not included. Negative findings were included whenever they 

were reported. For the certainty assessment, we used the GRADE tool from the Cochrane 

handbook. Scores are “very low,” “low,” “moderate,” and “high.”  Since this tool is designed for 

randomized clinical trials, it instructs the assessor to begin with “moderate” for observational or 

case-control studies. We rated each synthesis according to the rest of the GRADE criteria but did 

not strictly begin at “moderate” for each paper because, by design, most of the papers were not 

clinical trials.  

 

RESULTS 

Of 1197 potential articles resulting from a PubMed search of “brain-blood supply” and 

“Alzheimer’s disease”, 185 were retained for further assessment and 1012 were excluded based 

on their abstracts. Of those excluded, 352 were reviews, editorials, commentaries, case studies, 
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and other types of articles that did not match the eligibility criteria. 325 did not use resting CBF 

as an outcome measure, and 157 used animal models or cell cultures rather than human 

participants. Finally, 94 did not include participants with various diagnoses or levels of cognitive 

functioning, and access was not available for 84 articles. Of the 185 retained, 29 articles were 

ultimately chosen for inclusion in this review, and 156 were excluded. Of these, 97 sampled AD 

patients who were too young or whose ages were not clearly defined, 25 did not use resting CBF 

as an outcome, 17 did not compare CBF between diagnostic groups or correlate it with cognitive 

function, 5 included participants with potentially confounding conditions, 3 were out of scope, 2 

included patients with AD who were on psychotropic medication, and 7 were likely to have used 

the same sample as other articles included in this review. The process of choosing relevant 

articles is presented in Figure 1. 

The papers considered “out of scope” include Iturria-Medina et al. (2017), in which the 

authors create a 4D multifactorial causal model of AD; Moretti (2016), which focuses on and 

groups participants by alpha power ratio on EEG; and Vogel et al. (2005), which measures and 

compares the heterogeneity of CBF rather than a measure of CBF itself. Papers that include 

patients and/or controls with other illnesses are: Jagust et al. (1990; half of the AD patients have 

early onset AD), Dougall et al. (2004; some controls have major depression), Starkstein et al. 

(1994; some controls have dizziness), Cho et al. (2010; controls have headaches or syncope), and 

De Reuck et al. (1992; the dementia group includes Pick’s disease and Creutzfeldt-Jakob, and the 

nondemented group includes stroke and encephalopathy). The papers with potentially 

overlapping samples were: Hanyu et al. (2003; with Hanyu et al. [2004]), Haji et al. (2015; with 

Kimura et al. [2011]), Brown et al. (1997; with Brown et al. [1996]), Colloby et al. (2002; with 
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Firbank et al. [2011]), Kawamura et al. (1991) and Mortel et al. (1994; with Obara et al. [1994]) 

and Pearlson et al. (1992; with Harris et al. [1991]).  

Papers included in this review are listed and characterized in Supplementary Table 1. 

They include: Alegret et al. (2010), Benoit et al. (2002), Brown et al. (1996), Claus et al. (1994), 

Dai et al. (2009), Ding et al. (2014), Encinas et al. (2003), Firbank et al. (2011), Hanyu et al. 

(2004), Hanyu et al. (2008), Harris et al. (1991), Iizuka and Kameyama (2017), Jagust et al. 

(1987), Johnson et al. (2007), Kimura et al. (2011), Lacalle-Aurioles et al. (2013), Lee et al. 

(2003), Mubrin et al. (1989), Nagahama et al. (2003), Obara et al. (1994), Sase et al. (2017), 

Schuff et al. (2009), Shimizu et al. (2005), Sundstrom et al. (2006), Takahashi et al. (2008), 

Tateno et al. (2008), van de Haar et al. (2016), Yew and Nation (2017), and Yoshida et al. 

(2011). Supplementary Table 1 provides the following information for each included article: 

author, title, year of publication, location of the study (or study authors), sample size by 

diagnostic group, criteria used to define diagnostic groups, type of scan used to measure CBF, 

ages of participants in each diagnostic group, whether the paper was included in the synthesis, 

and which outcomes of interest were included. Notes are included to clarify special 

circumstances as necessary. Of the 29 papers, 19 measure CBF using SPECT, 6 using ASL MRI, 

and 4 using other methods. Publication dates range from 1987 to 2017. 

Table 1 reports the component scores and overall quality rating on the risk of bias 

assessment for each paper. Justification for each score is given in the “Overall Quality Rating 

and Notes” column. Of the 29 papers, 9 were rated as “good,” 13 were rated as “fair,” and 7 were 

rated as “poor.” All but one of the papers rated “poor” lacked cognitive test scores for the CN 

group, without which it is not clear that the CN group is free of cognitive decline. Sundstrom et 
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al. (2006) was rated as “poor” because the CN group was younger than the AD group, and age 

was not used as a covariate in the analyses. 

Table 2 and Supplementary Tables 2 and 3 report the results of interest for each study. 

Table 2 reports the comparison of CBF in CN and AD groups (notes clarify which papers include 

MCI in one of these groups), Supplementary Table 2 reports the comparison of CBF between CN 

and MCI groups, and Supplementary Table 3 presents correlations between CBF and cognitive 

exam scores. In Table 2 and Supplementary Table 2, regional CBF data is given as mean (SD) 

for each group. For regional CBF in these tables and further analyses, values for left and right 

regions were averaged, with SDs pooled; this was also done across smaller brain regions within 

those of interest. When bilateral averaging was done, or when only one hemisphere was included 

in a given paper, this is clarified in the “Notes” column. For voxel-wise results, cluster size (k), p 

value, and z or t value are reported, and the specific region where the peak voxel is located is 

given in the “Notes” column. For all effect sizes, a positive value represents a decrease in CBF 

in patients relative to CN, as this was how the results were reported in nearly all of the papers. 

The “Notes” column also mentions if the data were extracted from a graph rather than reported 

numerically in the paper. Papers with qualitative results are included in this table as well, for 

completeness. All papers used quantitative or semi-quantitative methods to measure CBF; papers 

that assessed CBF simply by visual inspection were not included in this review. Supplementary 

Table 3 reports r and p values for the correlation of regional CBF and cognitive test scores with 

details in the “Notes” column. 

Overall, most of the papers reported decreased CBF in AD relative to controls in all brain 

regions we included. Increased CBF in AD relative to controls was reported in some papers in 

the following regions: frontal and temporal lobes, hippocampus, and thalamus. There were fewer 
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papers that assessed CBF in MCI compared to CN, but relatively decreased CBF in MCI was 

reported in all regions except for the thalamus, and relatively increased CBF in MCI was 

reported in the frontal and temporal lobes, hippocampus, and thalamus. 

In terms of the number of studies that reported each finding, decreased CBF in AD was 

reported in the frontal lobe in 18 papers, in the parietal lobe in 20 papers, in the temporal lobe in 

19 papers, in temporoparietal regions in 10 papers, in the occipital lobe in nine papers, in the 

posterior cingulate in nine papers, in the hippocampus in three papers, and in the thalamus in five 

papers. Relative increases in CBF in AD were reported in the frontal lobe in three papers, in the 

temporal lobe in one paper, in the hippocampus in one paper, and in the thalamus in two papers.  

Relative decreases in CBF in MCI were reported in the frontal lobe in one paper, in the 

parietal lobe in one paper, in the temporal lobe in three papers, in the temporoparietal region in 

one paper, in the occipital lobe in one paper, in the posterior cingulate in three papers, and in the 

hippocampus in one paper. Relative increases in CBF in MCI were reported in the parietal lobe 

in two papers, in the temporal lobe in one paper, in the hippocampus in one paper, and in the 

thalamus in one paper. These results include reports of altered CBF that were not statistically 

significant in the original papers. 

Of the papers that assessed the relationship between cognitive test scores and CBF, a 

majority of them reported a positive correlation, but there were also reports of negative 

correlations and of no correlation. Specifically, a positive correlation between regional CBF and 

cognitive function was reported in nine papers. The cognitive tests used in these papers include 

the Mini Mental State Examination, 15- Objects Test, 15 item Boston Naming Test, Poppelreuter 

test, Cognitive Capacity Screening Examination, Cambridge Cognition Examination 

(CAMCOG; language, praxis, and abstraction sub-scores), Mini Mental State Questionnaire, 
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Trail Making Test Part B, and the Clock Drawing Test. A negative correlation between regional 

CBF and scores on the Trail Making Test Part B was reported in one paper. One paper reported 

no correlation between global CBF and revised CAMCOG scores when other independent 

variables were in the model, and another paper reported no correlation between regional CBF 

and the memory sub-score of the CAMCOG. One paper reported no correlation between regional 

CBF and the California Verbal Learning Test or Self-Ordering Test. Additionally, two papers 

reported a mix of positive and negative correlations between regional CBF and cognitive test 

scores.  

Figure 2 and Supplementary Figure 1 graphically present the Hedge’s g score and 95% 

confidence interval for the difference in CBF between AD and CN (Figure 2) and between MCI 

and CN (Supplementary Figure 1) for each brain region. Positive values represent relatively 

decreased CBF in MCI/AD. Alegret et al. (2010) reported regional CBF as mean (SD) of 

eigenvariates from voxel-wise comparisons, which are not directly comparable to the other 

results, but are included in these graphs for completeness. 

Table 3 is a Summary of Findings table for the syntheses of results. Results are presented 

for CBF in CN vs. AD in papers that reported regional CBF values as mean (SD). Seventeen 

papers were included. Alegret et al. (2010) was not included. Encinas et al. (2003) was also not 

included because there was no CN group in that study. Table 3 reports combined sample size, 

number of studies included, authors of included studies, mean, median, and range of Hedge’s g 

scores, certainty, and comments for syntheses of CBF in AD relative to controls in each brain 

region. The region with the greatest mean Hedge’s g (greatest relative decrease in CBF in AD) is 

the temporoparietal (g = 1.67), followed by the posterior cingulate (g = 1.34). All regions had 

positive mean and median Hedge’s g scores (decreased relative CBF in AD). At least one paper 
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reported an increase in CBF in AD compared to CN in the frontal lobe, temporal lobe, and the 

hippocampus. 

Reporting bias was assessed by rating the completeness of each paper in the syntheses. 

All papers that reported mean and SD CBF values for AD and CN were included except for 

Alegret et al. (2010) due to this paper’s use of voxel-wise eigenvariates. Of the included papers, 

Firbank et al. (2011) was missing CBF data from the thalamus for one CN participant, and 

Schuff et al. (2009) did not analyze or report occipital CBF data because too few voxels were 

present after selecting only “pure” gray or white matter voxels. Otherwise, results were fully 

reported in all papers. Papers were also included in regional syntheses if they reported CBF 

values for relevant subregions, some of which we combined for an average value within the 

synthesis region. This review only includes published articles from PubMed that were in English 

and fully accessible. These restrictions contribute to a moderate level of reporting bias, but 

reporting bias is likely not increased from other sources or for other reasons.   

Certainty of syntheses was rated based on cumulative risk of bias scores of the 

constituent papers; if the weighted average risk of bias score (based on sample size) was less 

than “fair,” the overall certainty was lowered. Certainty was also lowered due to inconsistency 

(scores were higher if all results were in the same direction), and indirectness and/or imprecision 

(including papers where we combined subregions’ values, subgroups, or where we extracted data 

from graphs). Large effect sizes, evidence of dose-response relationships (MCI values 

intermediate between CN and AD values), and confounding factors that would have likely 

resulted in an effect of the opposite direction were considered as reasons to raise or maintain the 

certainty score. Justifications for the certainty score are included in detail in Table 3 for each 

synthesis. 
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DISCUSSION 

In this systematic review, we compiled findings of altered CBF in MCI/AD from 

previously published literature. There were consistent reports of decreased CBF in AD compared 

to CN in parietal, temporoparietal, occipital, and posterior cingulate regions. Frontal, temporal, 

hippocampal, and thalamic regions each had either increases in CBF in AD or no differences 

reported in at least one paper. Interestingly, thalamic CBF was relatively decreased in AD in all 

five papers that reported regional CBF and relatively increased in the two papers that reported 

voxel-wise results. The greatest relative decrease in CBF in AD was in the temporoparietal and 

posterior cingulate regions. Across regions, 93% of the results reported decreased CBF in AD 

compared to CN. For CBF in MCI compared to CN, the results were mixed. Only five papers 

reported regional or voxel-wise comparisons in CBF between CN and MCI, but of the 16 

regional results, 5 (31%) of them reported increased CBF in MCI compared to CN. The higher 

percentage of brain regions with relatively increased CBF in MCI may be because there were 

fewer papers that compared CBF between MCI and CN. However, it has been suggested that 

increased CBF in MCI could be a compensatory response to early AD pathology, in which 

increased blood flow is necessary in order to function at a normal level. In Zhang et al. (2021), 

the authors concluded that decreased CBF begins in the posterior cingulate, temporoparietal, and 

thalamic regions during MCI and that decreased CBF becomes more widespread in AD. We 

found some evidence of decreased CBF in MCI and reported MCI values that were intermediate 

between CN and AD values (Alegret et al., 2010; Dai et al., 2009). We also found that the 

greatest relative decreases in CBF in AD were located in the temporoparietal region and the 

posterior cingulate. Both of these regions have been reported to have decreased CBF and 

decreased glucose metabolism in previous studies and reviews, and these alterations are 
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considered characteristic of AD (Matsuda, 2001). The reasons for this pattern may be due to the 

spatial spread of tau pathology during AD, to vulnerability of these areas to vascular and/ or 

neuronal damage, or to damage of functionally connected brain regions. Like Zhang et al. 

(2021), we found quite consistent findings of positive correlations between regional CBF and 

cognitive functioning, which supports the idea that decreased CBF is associated with cognitive 

impairment in AD. It will be necessary for future studies to elucidate whether transient increases 

in CBF during MCI are characteristic of this stage of disease or if this only occurs in a particular 

subset of individuals with MCI.  

Another finding from this review is that only a few papers comparing CBF between 

diagnostic stages accounted for potential confounding variables other than age in the analyses. 

Nearly all papers accounted for the potential effect of age on CBF by using diagnostic groups 

that did not differ by age. Sundstrom et al. (2006) reported that the CN group was younger than 

the AD group. The only paper that did not report adequate information about group age was 

Mubrin et al. (1989). Neither of these papers were included in the syntheses presented in the 

Summary of Findings Table. Aside from age, three papers included sex as a covariate, one paper 

included the presence of hypertension, one paper included white matter lesion volume, one paper 

included the presence of the APOE ε4 allele, one paper included body mass index, and one paper 

included cerebral glucose metabolism. These factors and others, including other cardiovascular 

risk factors, lifestyle factors, and possibly socioeconomic factors could potentially have an effect 

on CBF and/or cognitive function, and they should be taken into account in future studies of 

CBF in AD. 

One of the limitations of this review is that we included only accessible articles from 

PubMed that were published in English. Another limitation inherent to this review is the 
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inclusion of articles across various decades, in which several different imaging and processing 

methods were used to measure CBF. Papers also used different reference regions to normalize 

the CBF values. Despite this, the results of CBF in AD compared to CN and of CBF in relation 

to cognitive test scores were generally consistent. The less consistent results in the MCI group 

may be due to the small sample size or may be due to differences that were not accounted for in 

the MCI samples. Additionally, this review only includes papers with AD samples in a specific 

age range, so the number of papers included is relatively small, and some of them have small 

sample sizes. Due to these limitations and to the observational and correlational nature of the 

research question, the results and syntheses presented here are meant to summarize and 

consolidate the existing evidence of altered CBF in MCI/AD and to characterize general patterns 

in these findings, rather than to make conclusive statements about the degree of these changes. 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

The results of this review suggest that more research is needed to better understand the 

spatial and temporal nature of changes in CBF throughout the course of AD, especially in early 

stages of disease including MCI. In addition, standardization of methods to measure and process 

CBF would allow results from different studies to be more easily consolidated or compared. We 

believe that to best characterize CBF for its potential use as an early noninvasive biomarker for 

AD, large and diverse samples of participants must be employed so that analyses can be 

completed in multiple brain regions and with multiple factors included as covariates. 

Longitudinal studies that meet these criteria and include individuals from different disease stages 

will likely help to clarify the specific patterns of altered CBF that are usually present during the 
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years leading up to a diagnosis of AD, as well as determine how alterations in CBF relate to AD 

pathologies and cognitive decline. 
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Figure 1. PRISMA flow chart of articles identified, assessed for eligibility, and included in 

systematic review. Reasons for exclusion are listed. Included papers compare resting CBF 

between AD/MCI and CN, include an AD sample where over 95% are 60 years old or older, and 

are written in English. 
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Figure 2. Effect sizes and 95% confidence intervals of difference in CBF between AD and CN in 

frontal lobe (A), parietal lobe (B), temporal lobe (C), temporoparietal region (D), occipital lobe 

(E), posterior cingulate (F), hippocampus (G), and thalamus (H). Positive effect sizes indicate 

that CBF is decreased in AD relative to CN. 
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Supplementary Figure 1. Effect sizes and 95% confidence intervals of difference in CBF 

between MCI and CN in frontal lobe (A), parietal lobe (B), temporal lobe (C), temporoparietal 

region (D), posterior cingulate (E), hippocampus (F), and thalamus (G). Positive effect sizes 

indicate that CBF is decreased in MCI relative to CN. 
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Table 1. Risk of bias assessment scores for included articles. 

Authors Clearly 

Stated 

Objective 

Clearly 

Defined 

Sample 

Controls 

and Cases 

from same 

Population 

Same 

Inclusion 

Criteria for 

Controls 

and Cases 

Clear 

Distinction 

of Cases 

and 

Controls 

Reliable 

Methods 

to 

Measure 

CBF 

Blind 

Assess

-ment 

of CBF 

Con-

founding 

Variables 

Score and 

Justification 

Alegret et 

al. 

yes no yes no yes yes not 

applica

ble 

yes fair; little information 

about samples; AD 

group were all taking 

AChEIs while the 

other groups were 

not, and most CN did 

not have CT to check 

for exclusions 

Benoit et 

al. 

yes yes no not 

reported 

not 

reported 

yes for 

AD; not 

reported 
for CN 

not 

applica

ble 

no poor; CN are from a 

different population, 

scanned separately 
but “similarly”, not 

clear whether the 

inclusion criteria is 

the same, and 

cognitive scores for 

the CN group are not 

reported 

Brown et 

al. 

yes no yes yes yes yes yes no good 

Claus et al. yes yes no yes yes yes yes yes good 

Dai et al. yes yes yes yes yes yes not 

applica

ble 

yes good 

Ding et al. yes yes not 

reported 

yes yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no fair; it is not reported 

whether the groups 

are from the same 

population; only CN 

are excluded for 

substance abuse 

Encinas et 

al. 

yes yes yes yes yes yes yes no good 

Firbank et 

al. 

yes no not 

reported 

not 

reported 

yes yes yes no fair; little information 

about sample; unclear 

whether population 

and/or inclusion 

criteria are the same 

between groups 

Hanyu et 

al. 2004 

yes no not 

reported 

no yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no fair; it is not clear 

whether the groups 

are from the same 

population; only AD 

are excluded based 

on cerebrovascular 

lesions 

Hanyu et 

al. 2008 

yes yes for 

cases, 

not 

reported 

not 

reported 

not 

reported 

yes not 

applica

ble 

no poor; essentially no 

information reported 

about CN group; 
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no for 

controls 

unclear whether 

groups come from the 

same population or 

have the same 

inclusion criteria; no 

cognitive exam 

scores reported for 

CN 

Harris et al. yes yes yes yes yes yes yes no good 

Iizuka & 

Kameyama 

yes yes for 

cases, 

no for 

controls 

not 

reported 

not 

reported 

yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no fair; it is not clear 

whether the groups 

are from the same 

population; only AD 

are excluded for 

taking anti-anxiety or 

antidepressant 

medications 

Jagust et al. yes no yes yes not 

reported 

yes not 

reporte

d 

no poor; while not 

explicitly clear, it can 

be deduced that 

groups are from the 

same population; 

inclusion criteria 

appears to be the 

same; cognitive exam 

scores are not 

reported for CN 

Johnson et 

al. 

yes no yes for the 

MCI at 

baseline; 

unknown 

for AD 

yes yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no fair; not clear 

whether the AD are 

from the same 

population as the 

MCI at baseline. 

Inclusion criteria is 

also not applied to 

several MCI, who are 

younger than the 

reported 65 year 

cutoff 

Kimura et 

al. 

yes yes for 

cases, 

no for 

controls 

not 

reported 

yes yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no fair; little information 

about the CN group; 

not clear if they are 

from the same 

population as AD 

Lacalle-

Aurioles et 

al. 

yes yes yes yes yes yes yes no good 

Lee et al. yes no not 

reported 

not 

reported 

yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no fair; little information 

given about the 

sample, not clear 

whether the groups 

are from the same 

population or if they 

have the same 

inclusion criteria 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 25, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.24.22272916doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.24.22272916


  

Mubrin et 

al. 

yes no not 

reported 

not 

reported 

not 

reported 

yes for 

imaging; 

not 

reported 

for 

processing 

not 

reporte

d 

no poor; very little 

information about 

samples, especially 

CN; CN does not 

have cognitive scores 

reported 

Nagahama 

et al. 

yes yes for 

cases, 

no for 

controls 

not 

reported 

yes not 

reported 

yes not 

applica

ble 

no poor; little 

information about 

CN, not sure if they 

are from the same 

population as AD; 

cognitive scores not 

reported for CN 

Obara et al. yes no not 

reported 

no yes yes not 

reporte

d 

yes fair; little information 

about sample; not 

sure whether groups 

are from the same 

population; inclusion 

criteria differs 

slightly between 

groups 

Sase et al. yes yes yes no yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no fair; inclusion criteria 

differs slightly 

between groups 

Schuff et 

al. 

yes yes yes yes yes yes not 

applica

ble 

yes good 

Shimizu et 

al. 

yes yes for 

cases, 

no for 

controls 

not 

reported 

no not 

reported 

yes not 

applica

ble 

no poor; not reported 

whether the groups 

are from the same 

population; only AD 

are excluded for 

taking medication 

that affects the CNS; 

cognitive exam 

scores are not 

reported for CN 

Sundström 

et al. 

yes yes yes yes yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no poor; CN are younger 

than AD 

Takahashi 

et al. 

yes yes yes yes yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no good 

Tateno et 

al. 

yes no not 

reported 

no yes yes not 

applica

ble 

no fair; little information 

given about the 

sample, not clear 

whether the groups 

are from the same 

population; only CN 

have abnormalities 

on scans as exclusion 

criteria 

van de 

Haar et al. 

yes yes yes no not 

reported 

yes yes yes fair; only AD are 

excluded for history 

of stroke; CN are said 
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to complete cognitive 

exams, but their 

scores are not 

reported 

Yew & 

Nation 

yes yes yes yes yes yes not 

applica

ble 

yes good 

Yoshida et 

al. 

yes yes yes no yes yes yes no fair; inclusion criteria 

are not the same: all 

AD have APOE ε4, 

but this is not 

reported for CN 

AD: Alzheimer’s disease, AchEI: acetyl cholinesterase inhibitor, APOE: apolipoprotein E, CBF: cerebral blood 

flow, CN: cognitively normal, CNS: central nervous system, CT: computed tomography, MCI: mild cognitive 

impairment 
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Table 2. CBF in CN and AD in each paper.  

Author Sample 

Size 

Frontal Parietal Temporal Temporo

-parietal 

Occipital Posterior 

Cingulate 

Hippo-

campus 

Thalamus Notes 

Alegret 

et al. 

CN: 42 

AD: 42 

  AD < CN 

 

CN: 667 

(25) 

AD: 504 

(26) 

 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

1028 

(25) 

AD: 802 

(24) 

 AD < CN 

 

CN: 885 

(20) 

AD: 696 

(26) 

 

 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

716 

(23) 

AD: 

535 

(22) 

 

 Values are 

eigenvariates from 

peak voxels where 

CBF differs between 

groups; SDs are 

adjusted for age; 

data extracted from 

bar graph. Regions 

are temporal: left 

temporal lobe and 

right temporal pole, 

temporoparietal: 

right angular gyrus, 

and right 
hippocampus. 

Benoit 

et al. 

CN: 11 

AD: 30 

AD < 

CN 

 

z = 

3.79 

k = 

1322 

p = 

0.008 

    AD < CN 

 

z = 3.25 

k = 1431 

p = 0.005 

  Results are from 

comparison of the 

whole AD group 

(with and without 

apathy) and CN; 

voxels correspond to 

right medial frontal 

and right posterior 

cingulate regions. 

Brown 

et al. 

CN: 14 

AD: 24 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

0.854 

(0.040) 

AD: 

0.796 

(0.086) 

 

 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

0.890 

(0.046) 

AD: 

0.764 

(0.104) 

 

 

AD < CN 

 

CN: 0.917 

(0.050) 

AD: 0.839 

(0.077) 

 

 

     Values are regional 

CBF normalized to 

calcarine cortex; 

regions are frontal: 

low frontal & high 

frontal; temporal: 

temporal & 

posterior temporal; 

data extracted from 

bar graph; 

significance 

reported with 

Bonferroni 

correction 

Claus et 

al. 

CN: 60 

AD: 48 

AD < 

CN 

CN: 

84.3 

(5.6) 

AD: 

80.8 

(6.3) 

 AD < CN 

 

CN: 83.0 

(5.2) 

AD: 76.0 

(7.1) 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 78.4 

(6.8) 

AD: 

70.5 

(9.8) 

AD < CN 

 

CN: 89.2 

(6.1) 

AD: 86.5 

(6.4) 

   Values are 

percentages of 

regional CBF 

relative to cerebellar 

CBF; anatomical 

ROI multi-slice 

values used. 

Dai et 

al. 

CN: 38 

AD: 37 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

52.6 

(18.1) 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

53.1 

(19.4) 

AD < CN 

 

CN: 51.1 

(18.9) 

AD: 36.0 

(8.7) 

  AD < CN 

 

CN: 61.2 

(20.5) 

AD: 46.4 

(15.9) 

AD > 

CN 

 

CN: 

42.1 

(10.2) 

AD < CN 

 

CN: 45.2 

(18.8) 

AD: 36.9 

(19.7) 

Regions are frontal: 

left lateral frontal 

and left 

orbitofrontal, 

parietal: left interior 

and left superior 
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AD: 

37.0 

(11.6) 

AD: 

38.4 

(13.2) 

AD: 

42.7 

(13.0) 

parietal, and 

temporal: left 

superior temporal. 

Ding et 

al. 

CN: 21 

AD: 24 

AD > 

CN 

 

t = -

3.95 

k = 

312 

p < 

0.01 

AD < 

CN 

 

t = 3.34 

k = 391 

p < 0.01 

AD < CN 

 

t = 3.33 

k = 340 

p < 0.01 

 AD < CN 

 

t = 4.77 

k = 2569 

p < 0.01 

  AD > CN 

 

t = -3.32 

k = 355 

p < 0.01 

Voxels are: right 

paracentral, right 

superior parietal, 

right middle & 

inferior temporal, 

left superior, middle 

& inferior occipital 

& cuneus, and left 

thalamus 

Encinas 

et al.  

stable 

MCI: 21 

MCI 

progress

ing to 

AD: 21 

AD < 

MCI 

 

MCI: 

89.8 

(10) 

AD: 

80.8 

(7.8) 

 

 

AD < 

MCI 

 

MCI: 

90.0 

(8.6) 

AD: 

82.0 

(8.5) 

 

 

AD < 

MCI  

 

MCI: 85.0 

(9.4) 

AD: 76.0 

(9.0) 

 

 

AD < 

MCI 

 

MCI: 

87.5 

(9.1) 

AD: 

79.5 

(7.5) 

    Values are 

percentage of 

regional CBF over 

cerebellar CBF; 

comparisons are 

stable MCI vs. MCI 

that progress to AD, 

at baseline; frontal: 

right and left 

prefrontal, right and 

left frontal; parietal: 

right and left 

parietal; temporal: 

right and left 

temporal, left 

posterior lateral 

temporal; 

temporoparietal: 

right and left 

frontoparietotempor

al 

Firbank 

et al. 

CN: 29 

AD: 17 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

1.82 

(0.27) 

AD: 

1.58 

(0.28) 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

1.70 

(0.32) 

AD: 

1.34 

(0.31) 

  AD < CN 

 

CN: 1.55 

(0.27) 

AD: 1.47 

(0.29) 

  AD < CN 

 

CN: 2.68 

(1.08) 

AD: 2.28 

(0.71) 

Values are GM:WM 

ratio; one control 

does not have data 

for thalamus; 

statistics are Gabriel 

post hoc tests; 

frontal: prefrontal. 

Hanyu 

et al. 

2004 

CN: 22 

AD: 22 

AD < 

CN 

AD: 

1.04 

(0.47) 

  AD < 

CN 

AD: 

1.48 

(0.55) 

AD < CN 

AD: 0.95 

(0.51) 

AD < CN 

AD: 1.2 

(0.5) 

  Values are z scores 

normalized to CN 

values 

Hanyu 

et al. 

2008 

CN: 28 

AD: 53 

AD < 

CN 

 

AD: 

0.98 

(0.55) 

 

 

AD < 

CN 

 

AD: 

1.20 

(0.70) 

 

 

AD < CN 

 

AD: 0.98 

(0.61) 

 

 

AD < 

CN 

 

AD: 

1.43  

(1.07) 

 

 

AD < CN 

 

AD: 0.77 

(0.77) 

 

 

AD < CN 

 

AD: 0.99 

(0.52) 

 

 

 AD < CN 

 

AD: 0.46 

(0.47) 

 

 

Values are z scores 

normalized to CN 

values; combined 

high and low 

education AD 

groups; frontal: 

superior, middle, 

inferior, medial, 

orbital frontal; 
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parietal: superior 

and inferior parietal; 

temporal: superior, 

middle, inferior, and 

transverse temporal; 

temporoparietal: 

supramarginal and 

angular gyri; 

occipital: superior, 

middle, and inferior 

occipital. 

Harris 

et al. 

CN: 8 

AD: 15 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

101.6 

(8.8) 

AD: 

91.7 

(10.7) 

 

 

  AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

105.8 

(8.2) 

AD: 

89.4 

(11.9) 

 

 

AD < CN 

 

CN: 

106.0 

(8.9) 

AD: 97.6 

(11.3) 

 

 

   All regions are 

combined from two 

slices: at basal 

ganglia level and 

superior to it 

Iizuka 

& 

Kameya

ma. 

CN: 9 

AD: 36 

AD < 

CN 

AD 

<CN 

AD < CN   AD < CN   Results were 

qualitative in the 

text and presented in 

a brain surface 

figure with a color 

scale, but it was not 

feasible to 

accurately extract 

values based on 

color. Comparisons 

were at baseline and 

were present in CN 

vs. responding 

and/or 

nonresponding AD 

before treatment 

began. 

Jagust 

et al. 

CN: 5 

AD: 9 

 

AD > 

CN 

 

CN: 

1.11 

(0.09) 

AD: 

1.16 

(0.08) 

  AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 1.10 

(0.05) 

AD: 

0.93 

(0.04) 

    Values are regional 

CBF over whole 

tomographic slice 

Johnson 

et al. 

CN: 19 

AD: 34 

AD < 

CN 

z = 

3.59 

k = 

214 

AD < 

CN 

z = 5.20 

k = 

6629  

corr. p < 

0.05 

AD < CN 

z = 4.01 

k = 2117 

corr. p < 

0.05 

  AD < CN 

 

z = 4.87 

k = 862 

corr. p < 

0.05 

 AD > CN 

 

z = -4.42 

k = 1184 

corr. p < 

0.05 

Voxels are located 

in: left inferior 

frontal, left inferior 

parietal,  right 

superior temporal, 

right posterior 

cingulate, and left 
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corr. p 

< 0.05 

thalamus & 

striatum; p values 

are corrected for 

multiple 

comparisons. 

Kimura 

et al. 

CN: 27 

AD: 62 

 AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

35.4 

(4.3) 

AD: 

30.5 

(5.2) 

AD < CN 

 

CN: 35.3 

(3.6) 

AD: 30.8 

(4.7) 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 40.4 

(4.6) 

AD: 

34.5 

(5.9) 

 AD < CN 

 

CN: 41.3 

(5.1) 

AD: 35.9 

(5.5) 

  Regions are: left 

superior and inferior 

parietal, left and 

right middle and 

inferior temporal, 

right angular gyrus, 

and left and right 

posterior cingulate 

Lacalle-

Auriole

s et al. 

CN: 20 

AD: 28 

 AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

0.849 

(0.032) 

AD: 

0.812 

(0.051) 

AD > CN 

 

CN: 0.778 

(0.063) 

AD: 0.828 

(0.069) 

     Values are regional 

CBF over whole 

cortical GM CBF; 

data was extracted 

from graphs; regions 

are: left and right 

parietal lobe, right 

medial temporal 

lobe. 

Lee et 

al. 

CN: 20 

AD: 20 

 

 

 

 

  

AD < 

CN 

 

z = 

4.64 

corr. p 

= 

0.007 

AD < 

CN 

 

z = 6.87 

corr. p < 

0.001 

AD < CN 

 

z = 6.94 

corr. p < 

0.001 

      Used moderate AD 

as the AD group; 

voxels come from: 

left middle frontal, 

right superior 

parietal, and right 

superior temporal; 

cluster sizes not 

reported; p values 

corrected for 

multiple testing. 

Mubrin 

et al. 

CN: not 

clear 

AD: 31 

 AD < 

CN 

 AD < 

CN 

    Results are 

qualitative only; 

both regions are 

bilateral. 

Obara et 

al. 

CN: 18 

AD: 17 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

42.3 

(9.4) 

AD: 

37.5 

(4.4) 

 

AD < 

CN 

 

CN: 

43.1 

(6.9) 

AD: 

37.7 

(4.9) 

AD < CN 

 

CN: 43.1 

(7.6) 

AD: 38.2 

(6.1) 

 AD < CN 

 

CN: 39.5 

(8.8) 

AD: 35.9 

(4.7) 

  AD < CN 

 

CN: 51.8 

(10.7) 

AD: 47.0 

(9.4) 

 

Sase et 

al. 

CN: 15 

AD: 27 

        This paper measures 

CBF in 5 mm layers  

from the surface of 

the brain. AD < CN 

in cingulate cortex 

and in every layer 

measured; 

measurements of 
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layers were taken 

from lateral, 

superior, anterior, 

and posterior views. 

The greatest 

differences were 

found in the left 

lateral view of the 

third and fourth 

layers.  

Schuff 

et al. 

CN: 18 

AD: 14 

AD < 

CN 

CN: 

56.4 

(7.9) 

AD: 

41.2 

(10.9) 

 

AD < 

CN 

CN: 

58.7 

(9.8) 

AD: 

43.6 

(11.7) 

AD < CN 

CN: 52.7 

(19.1) 

AD: 45.5 

(15.2) 

      

Shimizu 

et al. 

CN: 28 

AD: 75 

AD < 

CN 

AD: 

1.08 

(0.35) 

AD < 

CN 

AD: 

1.39 

(0.55) 

AD < CN 

AD: 1.40 

(0.65) 

 AD < CN 

AD: 0.90 

(0.43) 

   Values are z scores 

normalized to CN 

values 

Sundstr

öm et 

al. 

CN: 18 

AD: 18 

AD < 

CN 

AD < 

CN 

AD < CN      Voxel-wise 

comparison are 

presented 

graphically but not 

numerically; frontal 

region is mainly 

middle frontal  

Tateno 

et al. 

CN: 16 

AD: 38 

 AD < 

CN 

CN: 

42.2  

(3.5) 

AD: 

37.2  

(3.9) 

AD < CN 

CN: 36.8  

(5.3) 

AD: 33.7 

(4.1) 

AD < 

CN 

CN: 45.2 

(4.0) 

AD: 

38.5 

(4.9) 

 

  AD < 

CN 

CN: 

30.4 

(5.2) 

AD: 

26.3 

(3.1) 

 

 

AD < CN 

CN: 39.3  

(7.2) 

AD: 34.4 

(5.7) 

Values were 

extracted from bar 

graphs; the 

temporoparietal data 

is from the angular 

gyrus 

van de 

Haar et 

al. 

CN: 16 

MCI/A

D: 14 

MCI/A

D < 

CN 

 

CN: 

38.9  

(7.2) 

MCI/A

D: 

33.3  

(7.6) 

MCI/A

D < CN 

 

CN: 

39.6  

(6.7) 

MCI/A

D: 32.4  

(7.4) 

MCI/AD 

< CN 

 

CN: 36.8  

(6.2) 

MCI/AD: 

31.1  (7.6) 

 MCI/AD 

< CN 

 

CN: 37.9  

(8.3) 

MCI/AD: 

30.7  

(9.1) 

   The AD group 

includes MCI 

Yew & 

Nation 

CN: 87 

AD: 33 

AD < 

CN 

AD < 

CN 

AD < CN 

CN: 23.4 

(5.2) 

   AD < 

CN 

 The CN are 

amyloid-positive; 

data extracted from 

bar graph; regions 
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CN: 

23.2  

(3.7) 

AD: 

21.5  

(6.2) 

CN: 

30.2  

(4.7) 

AD: 

26.3  

(7.5) 

AD: 21.4  

(7.5) 

CN: 

28.0  

(5.2) 

AD: 

24.7  

(6.9) 

are frontal: medial 

orbital and rostral 

middle frontal, 

inferior temporal, 

and inferior parietal 

Yoshida 

et al. 

CN: 8 

AD: 8 

AD > 

CN 

CN: 

0.80  

(0.06) 

AD: 

0.82 

(0.09) 

AD < 

CN 

CN: 

0.84  

(0.08) 

AD: 

0.79  

(0.11) 

AD < CN 

CN: 0.76  

(0.03) 

AD: 0.63  

(0.11) 

  AD < CN 

CN: 0.84  

(0.11) 

AD: 0.60  

(0.11) 

  Values are regional 

CBF: occipital 

cortex CBF ratios; 

the temporal region 

is the medial 

temporal lobe.  

AD: Alzheimer’s disease, CBF: cerebral blood flow, CN: cognitively normal, GM: grey matter, MCI: mild cognitive 

impairment, ROI: region of interest, SD: standard deviation, WM: white matter 
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Table 3. Syntheses of CBF in AD compared to CN by brain region. 

Brain Region Individuals Studies Hedge’s 

G; Mean, 

Median 

and 

Range 

Certainty Comments 

Frontal 386 cases; 

379 controls 

14: Brown et al., 

Claus et al., Dai 

et al., Firbank et 

al., Hanyu et al. 

2004, Hanyu et 

al. 2008, Harris 

et al., Jagust et 

al., Obara et al., 

Schuff et al., 

Shimizu et al., 

van de Haar et 
al., Yew and 

Nation, Yoshida 

et al. 

  

0.79; 

0.82  

(-0.56, 

1.79) 

low Certainty lowered because: data 

extracted from graphs (Brown et al., 

Jagust et al., Yew and Nation), several 

subregions and high and low 

education groups combined in Hanyu 

et al. 2008, subregions combined in 

Brown et al., Harris et al.; Notes: two 

papers with increase in AD (Jagust et 

al. and Yoshida et al.) have very small 

sample sizes, van de Haar et al. has 

MCI in AD group and Yew and 
Nation has MCI in CN group. All AD 

in Yoshida et al. are APOE ε4 

positive. 

Parietal 420 cases; 

347 controls 

13: Brown et al., 

Dai et al., 

Firbank et al., 

Hanyu et al. 

2008, Kimura et 

al., Lacalle-

Aurioles et al., 

Obara et al., 

Schuff et al.,  

Shimizu et al., 

Tateno et al., 

van de Haar et 

al., Yew and 

Nation, Yoshida 

et al. 

 

1.11; 

1.00 

(0.49, 

1.97) 

moderate Certainty lowered because: data 

extracted from graphs (Brown et al., 

Lacalle-Aurioles et al., Tateno et al., 

Yew and Nation), several subregions 

and high and low education groups 

combined in Hanyu et al. 2008, 

subregions combined in Brown et al. 

Notes: van de Haar et al. has MCI in 

AD group and Yew and Nation has 

MCI in CN group, all AD in Yoshida 

et al. are APOE ε4 positive. 

Temporal 451 cases; 

378 controls 

13: Brown et al., 

Claus et al., Dai 

et al., Hanyu et 

al. 2008, Kimura 

et al., Lacalle-

Aurioles et al., 

Obara et al., 

Schuff et al., 

Shimizu et al., 

Tateno et al., 

van de Haar et 

al., Yew and 

Nation, Yoshida 

et al. 

0.85; 

1.01  

(-0.74, 

1.83) 

moderate Certainty lowered because: data 

extracted from graphs (Brown et al., 

Lacalle-Aurioles et al., Tateno et al., 

Yew and Nation), several subregions 

and high and low education groups 

combined in Hanyu et al. 2008, 

subregions combined in Brown et al.; 

Notes: one paper with increase in AD 

(Lacalle-Aurioles et al.) shows same 

pattern to a lesser extent in MCI; van 

de Haar et al. has MCI in AD group 

and Yew and Nation has MCI in CN 

group, all AD in Yoshida et al. are 

APOE ε4 positive. 

Temporoparietal 247 cases; 

166 controls 

7: Claus et al., 

Hanyu et al. 

2004, Hanyu et 

al. 2008, Harris 

1.67; 

1.42 

(0.95, 

3.63) 

moderate Certainty lowered because: data 

extracted from graphs (Jagust et al., 

Tateno et al.), several subregions and 

high and low education groups 
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et al., Jagust et 

al., Kimura et 

al., Tateno et al. 

combined in Hanyu et al. 2008, 

subregions combined in Harris et al.; 

Notes: Jagust et al. had the largest 

effect size despite a small sample size, 

and this paper also showed a positive 

correlation between CBF and 

cognitive scores. 

Occipital 261 cases; 

209 controls 

8: Claus et al., 

Firbank et al., 

Hanyu et al. 

2004, Hanyu et 

al. 2008, Harris 

et al., Obara et 

al., Shimizu et 

al., van de Haar 

et al. 

0.78; 

0.79 

(0.28, 

1.41) 

low Certainty lowered due to low 

cumulative bias rating of constituent 

papers, several subregions and high 

and low education groups combined in 

Hanyu et al. 2008, subregions 

combined in Harris et al.; Notes: van 

de Haar et al. has MCI in AD group. 

Posterior 

Cingulate 

182 cases; 

123 controls 

5: Dai et al., 

Hanyu et al. 

2004, Hanyu et 

al. 2008, Kimura 

et al., Yoshida et 

al. 

1.34; 

1.36 

(0.80, 

2.06) 

low Certainty lowered due to low 

cumulative bias rating of constituent 

papers, several subregions and high 

and low education groups combined in 

Hanyu et al. 2008; Notes: all AD in 

Yoshida et al. are APOE ε4 positive. 

Hippocampus 108 cases; 

141 controls 

3: Dai et al., 

Tateno et al., 

Yew and Nation 

0.53; 

0.57  

(-0.05, 

1.06) 

low Certainty lowered because: data 

extracted from graphs (Tateno et al., 

Yew and Nation); Notes: one paper 

with increase in AD (Dai et al.) shows 

similar pattern in MCI, but the effect 

is very small in AD. Yew and Nation 

has MCI in CN group..  

Thalamus 162 cases; 

129 controls 

5: Dai et al., 

Firbank et al., 

Hanyu et al. 

2008, Obara et 

al., Tateno et al. 

0.55; 

0.46 

(0.41, 

0.78) 

moderate Certainty lowered due to low 

cumulative bias rating of constituent 

papers, data extracted from graphs 

(Tateno et al.),  several subregions and 

high and low education groups 

combined in Hanyu et al. 2008; Notes: 

Firbank et al. is missing this region for 

one control. 

AD: Alzheimer’s disease, APOE: apolipoprotein E, CBF: cerebral blood flow, CN: cognitively normal, MCI: mild 

cognitive impairment 
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Supplementary Table 1. Characteristics of included articles. 

Authors Title Public

ation 

Date 

Locatio

n of 

Study/ 

Authors 

Number 

of 

Participan

ts and 

Diagnosti

c Groups 

Criteria 

for 

Diagnos

es 

CBF 

Measu

rement 

Metho

d 

Ages by 

Diagnosti

c Group 

(mean 

[SD]) 

Results 

Included 

in 

Synthese

s 

Reports 

Relative 

CBF for 

AD 

Reports 

Relative 

CBF for 

MCI 

Reports 

Association 

between 

CBF and 

Cognitive 

Test Scores 

Alegret 

et al. 

Brain 

perfusion 

correlates 

of 

visuopercep

tual deficits 

in mild 

cognitive 

impairment 

and mild 
Alzheimer's 

disease 

2010 Barcelo

na, 

Spain 

126 (42 

CN, 42 

MCI, 42 

AD) 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A for 

AD and 

Petersen 

et al 

criteria 

for MCI 

99mTc-

ECD 

SPEC

T 

CN: 74.7 

(4.4) 

MCI: 76.8 

(4.3) 

AD: 76.4 

(4.5) 

no yes yes yes 

Benoit 

et al. 

Brain 

perfusion in 

Alzheimer's 

disease with 

and without 

apathy: a 

SPECT 

study with 

statistical 

parametric 

mapping 

analysis 

2002 Nice 

Univers

ity 

Memor

y 

Center, 

France 

41 (11 

CN, 30 

AD) 

ICD-10 

criteria  

99mTc-

ECD 

SPEC

T 

CN: 74.1 

(9.3) 

AD: 77.1 

(5.6) 

no yes no yes 

Brown 

et al. 

Longitudina

l changes in 

cognitive 

function 

and 

regional 

cerebral 

function in 

Alzheimer's 

disease: a 

SPECT 

blood flow 

study 

1996 Glasgo

w, 

Scotlan

d 

38 (14 

CN, 24 

AD) 

CAMD

EX and 

DSM-

III-R  

99mTc-

HMPA

O 

SPEC

T 

CN: 72 

(2.3) 

AD: 76 

(1.5) 

 

compariso

n not 

described 

 

yes yes no yes 

Claus et 

al. 

Assessment 

of cerebral 

perfusion 

with single-

photon 

emission 

tomography 

in normal 

subjects and 

in patients 

with 

1994 Netherl

ands; 

Rotterd

am 

Elderly 

Study 

108 (60 

CN, 48 

AD) 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A 

99mTc-

HMPA

O 

SPET 

CN: 74.1 

(0.8) 

MCI: 72.2 

(1.2) 

yes yes no no 
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Alzheimer's 

disease: 

effects of 

region of 

interest 

selection 

Dai et al. Mild 

cognitive 

impairment 

and 

alzheimer 

disease: 

patterns of 

altered 

cerebral 

blood flow 

at MR 

imaging 

2009 Pittsbur

gh, 

USA; 

Cardiov

ascular 

Health 

Study 

Cogniti

on 

Study 

104 (38 

CN, 29 

MCI, 37 

AD) 

describe

d in 

Lopez 

et al 

2003 

CASL 

MRI 

CN: 82.1 

(3.6) 

AD: 83.6 

(3.5) 

yes yes  yes no 

Ding et 

al. 

Pattern of 

cerebral 

hyperperfus

ion in 

Alzheimer's 

disease and 

amnestic 

mild 

cognitive 

impairment 

using 

voxel-based 

analysis of 

3D arterial 

spin-

labeling 

imaging: 

initial 

experience 

2014 China 62 (21 

CN, 17 

MCI, 24 

AD) 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A for 

AD and 

Petersen 

et al 

criteria  

for MCI 

3D 

pCAS

L MRI 

CN: 69.6 

(5.9) 

MCI: 71.4 

(7.6) 

AD: 74.6 

(6.7) 

no yes yes no 

Encinas  

et al. 

Regional 

cerebral 

blood flow 

assessed 

with 

99mTc-

ECD SPET 

as a marker 

of 

progression 

of mild 

cognitive 

impairment 

to 

Alzheimer's 

disease 

2003 Madrid, 

Spain 

42 (21 

MCI, 21 

AD) 

 

all start 

with MCI 

and some 

progress 

to AD 

Internati

onal 

Psychog

eriatric 

Associa

tion and 

the 

Alzhei

mer’s 

Disease 

Coopera

tive 

Study, 

Global 

Deterior

ation 

Scale 

(GDS) 

for 

99mTc-

ECD 

SPET 

MCI: 71.6 

(8.2) 

AD: 75.3 

(5.5) 

no yes yes no 
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MCI; 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A, 

DSM-

IV, 

GDS 

for AD 

Firbank 

et al. 

Cerebral 

blood flow 

by arterial 

spin 

labeling in 

poststroke 

dementia 

 

2011 

 

Newcas

tle upon 

Tyne, 

UK 

46 (29 

CN, 17 

AD) 

 

also a 

post-

stroke 

group 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A 

ASL 

MRI 

CN: 82.9 

(3.5) 

AD: 83.2 

(3.7) 

yes yes no yes 

Hanyu  

et al. 

2004 

Cerebral 

blood flow 

patterns in 

Binswanger

's disease: a 

SPECT 

study using 

three-

dimensional 

stereotactic 

surface 

projections 

2004 Tokyo, 

Japan 

44 (22 

CN, 22 

AD) 

 

 also a 

Binswang

er’s 

disease 

group 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A 

123I-

IMP 

SPEC

T 

CN: 77.1 

(5.8) 

AD: 77.9 

(5.5) 

yes yes no no 

Hanyu  

et al. 

2008 

The effect 

of 

education 

on rCBF 

changes in 

Alzheimer's 

disease: a 

longitudinal 

SPECT 

study 

2008 Tokyo, 

Japan 

81 (28 

CN, 53 

AD) 

 

 AD 

grouped 

by level of 

education, 

cutoff 12 

years 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A 

123I-

IMP 

SPEC

T 

CN: 75.1 

(6.4) 

AD high 

education: 

76.8 (5.7) 

AD low 

education: 

75.9 (6.4) 

 

yes yes no no 

Harris et 

al. 

Cortical 

circumferen

tial profile 

of SPECT 

cerebral 

perfusion in 

Alzheimer's 

disease 

1991 Baltimo

re, 

Marylan

d, USA 

23 (8 CN, 

15 AD) 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A 

123I-

IMP 

SPEC

T 

CN: 70.1 

(4.9) 

AD: 72.6 

(5.9) 

yes yes no no 

Iizuka & 

Kameyam

a 

Cholinergic 

enhanceme

nt increases 

regional 

cerebral 

blood flow 

to the 

posterior 

cingulate 

2017 Tokyo, 

Japan 

45 (9 CN, 

36 AD) 

 

 AD 

grouped 

by 

response 

to 

treatment; 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A, 

DSM-

IV-R, 

and 

ICD-10 

123I-

IMP 

SPEC

T 

CN: 77.11 

(3.6) 

AD: 77.6, 

range 69-

89 

no yes no no 
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cortex in 

mild 

Alzheimer's 

disease 

used data 

from 

before 

treatment 

Jagust et 

al. 

The 

diagnosis of 

dementia 

with single 

photon 

emission 

computed 

tomography 

1987 Californ

ia, USA 

14 (5 CN, 

9 AD) 

 

also 2 

with 

multi-

infarct 

dementia 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A and 

DSM-

III  

123I-

IMP 

SPEC

T 

CN: 70 

(6) 

AD: 71 

(5) 

yes yes no yes 

Johnson  

et al. 

Single 

photon 

emission 

computed 

tomography 

perfusion 

differences 

in mild 

cognitive 

impairment 

2007 Massac

husetts, 

USA 

158 (19 

CN, 105 

MCI, 34 

AD) 

 

 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A for 

AD; 

Clinical 

Dement

ia 

Rating 

Sum of 

Boxes 

for 

groupin

g at 

follow-

up 

99mTc-

HMPA

O 

SPEC

T 

CN: 73.1 

(3.6) 

MCI: 73.7 

(5.0) 

AD: 75.1 

(3.9) 

no yes yes yes 

Kimura  

et al. 

Relationshi

p between 

thyroid 

hormone 

levels and 

regional 

cerebral 

blood flow 

in 

Alzheimer 

disease 

2011 Oita, 

Japan 

89 (27 

CN, 62 

AD) 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A 

99mTc-

ECD 

SPEC

T 

CN: 75.8 

(6.5) 

AD: 77.3 

(6.9) 

yes yes no no 

Lacalle-

Aurioles  

et al. 

Is the 

cerebellum 

the optimal 

reference 

region for 

intensity 

normalizati

on of 

perfusion 

MR studies 

in early 

Alzheimer's 

disease? 

2013 Madrid, 

Spain 

63 (20 

CN, 15 

MCI, 28 

AD) 

Winbla

d 

criteria 

for 

MCI, 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A for 

AD 

echo 

planar 

MRI 

for 

perfusi

on 

weight

ed 

imagin

g 

CN: 71.7 

(7.0) 

MCI: 70.9 

(9.7) 

AD: 74.7 

(7.0) 

yes yes yes no 

Lee et al. Statistical 

parametric 

mapping of 

brain 

2003 Taiwan 60 (20 

CN, 20 

mild AD, 

20 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A for 

99mTc-

HMPA

O 

CN: 73.8 

(2.8) 

mild AD: 

74.2 (3.0) 

no yes no no 
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SPECT 

perfusion 

abnormaliti

es in 

patients 

with 

Alzheimer's 

disease 

moderate 

AD) 

AD, 

CDR, 

MMSE 

and 

Cogniti

ve 

Abilitie

s 

Screeni

ng 

Instrum

ents 

(CASI) 

for AD 

severity  

SPEC

T 

moderate 

AD: 74.1 

(3.2) 

Mubrin  

et al. 

Normalizati

on of rCBF 

pattern in 

senile 

dementia of 

the 

Alzheimer's 

type 

1989 Yugosla

via 

26 (CN 

and AD) 

 

 numbers 

per group 

unknown 

DSM-

III and 

eliminat

ion of 

alternat

e 

diagnos

es 

133Xen

on CT 

full 

sample: 

76.2 (8.0) 

no yes no no 

Nagaham

a et al. 

Cerebral 

correlates 

of the 

progression 

rate of the 

cognitive 

decline in 

probable 

Alzheimer's 

disease 

2003 Shiga, 

Japan 

52 (24 

CN, 28 

AD) 

 

 AD 

grouped 

by slowly 

and 

rapidly 

declining 

at follow-

up 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A and 

DSM-

III-R 

99mTc-

HMPA

O 

SPEC

T 

CN: 69.6 

(7.2) 

slowly 

declining 

AD: 71.9 

(1.0) 

rapidly 

declining 

AD: 71.6 

(1.8) 

no no no yes 

Obara et 

al. 

Cognitive 

declines 

correlate 

with 

decreased 

cortical 

volume and 

perfusion in 

dementia of 

Alzheimer 

type 

1994 Texas, 

USA 

36 (18 

CN, 18 

AD) 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A and 

DSM-

III-R 

133Xen

on CT 

CN: 73.7 

(7.0) 

AD: 75.4 

(5.2) 

yes yes no yes 

Sase et al. Discriminat

ion 

Between 

Patients 

With 

Alzheimer 

Disease and 

Healthy 

Subjects 

Using 

2017 Osaka, 

Japan 

42 (15 

CN, 27 

AD) 

DSM 

IV 

133Xe 

CT 

CN: 78.6 

(4) 

AD: 81.7 

(3.3) 

no yes no yes 
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Layer 

Analysis of 

Cerebral 

Blood Flow 

and Xenon 

Solubility 

Coefficient 

in Xenon-

Enhanced 

Computed 

Tomograph

y 

Schuff  

et al. 

Cerebral 

blood flow 

in ischemic 

vascular 

dementia 

and 

Alzheimer's 

disease, 

measured 

by arterial 

spin-

labeling 

magnetic 

resonance 

imaging 

2009 Californ

ia, USA 

32 (18 

CN, 14 

AD) 

 

 also a 

group 

with 

subcortica

l ischemic 

vascular 

dementia 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A and 

DSM 

IV 

ASL 

MRI 

CN: 73 

(8) 

AD: 74 

(5) 

yes yes no no 

Shimizu  

et al. 

Differentiati

on of 

dementia 

with Lewy 

bodies from 

Alzheimer's 

disease 

using brain 

SPECT 

2005 Tokyo, 

Japan 

103 (28 

CN, 75 

AD) 

 

 also a 

group 

with 

dementia 

with Lewy 

bodies 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A 

123I-

IMP 

SPEC

T 

CN: 75.1 

(6.4) 

AD: 75.5 

(6.8) 

yes yes no no 

Sundströ

m et al. 

Memory-

provoked 

rCBF-

SPECT as a 

diagnostic 

tool in 

Alzheimer's 

disease? 

2006 Umeå, 

Sweden 

36 (18 

CN, 18 

AD) 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A 

99mTc-

HMPA

O 

SPEC

T 

CN: 69.4 

(3.9) 

AD: 73.2 

(4.8) 

 

 CN are 

younger 

no yes no no 

Takahashi 

et al. 

Poor 

performanc

e in Clock-

Drawing 

Test 

associated 

with visual 

memory 

deficit and 

reduced 

bilateral 

2008 Sagami-

hara, 

Japan 

25 (2 CN, 

7 MCI, 16 

AD) 

 

 grouped 

into 11 

with high 

scores and 

14 with 

low scores 

on the 

Petersen 

et al 

criteria 

for 

MCI; 

NINDS-

ADRD

A for 

AD 

99mTc-

ECD 

SPEC

T 

high CDT 

score: 

74.4 (6.8) 

low CDT 

score: 

75.1 (10) 

no no no yes 
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hippocampa

l and left 

temporopari

etal 

regional 

blood flows 

in 

Alzheimer's 

disease 

patients 

Clock 

Drawing 

Test 

(CDT), 

cutoff 9 

out of 10 

Tateno  

et al. 

Usefulness 

of a blood 

flow 

analyzing 

program 

3DSRT to 

detect 

occipital 

hypoperfusi

on in 

dementia 

with Lewy 

bodies 

2008 Sunaga

wa, 

Japan 

54 (16 

CN, 38 

AD) 

 

 also a 

group 

with 

dementia 

with Lewy 

bodies 

not 

clear; 

the 

“latest 

diagnost

ic 

criteria” 

99mTc-

ECD 

SPEC

T 

CN: 75.8 

(5.6) 

AD: 79.0 

(5.3) 

 

yes yes no no 

van de 

Haar et al. 

Neurovascu

lar unit 

impairment 

in early 

Alzheimer's 

disease 

measured 

with 

magnetic 

resonance 

imaging 

2016 the 

Netherl

ands 

30 (16 

CN, 14 

MCI/AD) 

Dubois 

criteria 

for 

MCI; 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A for 

AD 

pCAS

L MRI 

CN: 76.4, 

range 65-

85 

MCI/AD: 

75.3, 

range 65-

85 

yes yes no no 

Yew & 

Nation 

Cerebrovas

cular 

resistance: 

effects on 

cognitive 

decline, 

cortical 

atrophy, 

and 

progression 

to dementia 

2017 

 

Californ

ia, 

USA; 

ADNI 

232 (112 

amyloid-

negative 

CN/MCI, 

87 

amyloid-

positive 

CN/MCI, 

33 AD) 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A for 

AD; 

florbeta

pir PET 

with 

cutoff 

of 

SUVR 

1.11 for 

amyloid 

positivit

y 

PASL 

MRI 

CN/MCI 

amyloid-

negative: 

69.2 (0.6) 

CN/MCI 

amyloid-

positive: 

73.7 (0.7) 

AD: 73.2 

(1.2) 

 

 CN/MCI 

amyloid-

negative 

group is 

younger 

yes yes no no 

Yoshida  

et al. 

Protein 

synthesis in 

the 

posterior 

cingulate 

cortex in 

2011 Suita, 

Japan 

16 (8 CN, 

8 AD) 

NINCD

S-

ADRD

A 

123I-

IMP 

SPEC

T 

CN: 72.5 

(5.8) 

AD: 73.0 

(5.4) 

yes yes no no 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 25, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.24.22272916doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.24.22272916


  

Alzheimer's 

disease 
123I-IMP: N-isopropyl-(iodine-123) p-iodoamphetamine, 133Xe: xenon-133, 99mTC: technetium-99m, AD: 

Alzheimer’s disease, APOE: apolipoprotein E, ASL: arterial spin labeled, CAMDEX: Cambridge Mental Disorders 

of the Elderly Examination, CASL: continuous ASL, CBF: cerebral blood flow, CDR: Clinical Dementia Rating 

scale, CDT: clock drawing test, CN: cognitively normal, CT: computed tomography, DSM: Diagnostic and 

Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, ECD: ethyl cysteinate dimer, HMPAO: hexamethylpropyleneamine oxime,  

ICD-10: International Classification of Diseases Tenth Revision, MCI: mild cognitive impairment, MMSE: Mini-

Mental State Exam, MRI: magnetic resonance imaging, NINCDS-ADRD: National Institute of Neurological and 

Communicative Disorders and Stroke and the Alzheimer’s Disease and Related Disorders Association, pCASL: 

pseudo-continuous ASL, PET: positron emission tomography, SD: standard deviation, SPECT: single photon 

emission computerized tomography, SPET: single photon emission tomography, SUVR: standardized uptake value 

ratio 

 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 25, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.24.22272916doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.24.22272916


  

Supplementary Table 2. CBF in CN and MCI in each paper. 

Author Sample 

Size 

Frontal Parietal Temporal Temporo-

parietal 

Occipital Posterior 

Cingulate 

Hippo-

campus 

Thalamus Notes 

Alegret 

et al. 

CN: 42 

MCI: 42 

  MCI < 

CN 

CN: 667 

(25) 

MCI: 567 

(26) 

 

MCI < 

CN 

CN: 1028 

(25) 

MCI: 874 

(24) 

 MCI < 

CN 

CN: 885 

(20) 

MCI: 739 

(26) 

AD < 

CN 

CN: 716 

(23) 

MCI: 

587 (26) 

 Values are 

eigenvariate

s from peak 

voxels 

where CBF 

differs 

between CN 

and AD; 

SDs are 

adjusted for 

age; data 

extracted 

from bar 

graph. 
Regions are 

temporal: 

left temporal 

lobe and 

right 

temporal 

pole, 

temporopari

etal: right 

angular 

gyrus, and 

right 

hippocampu

s. 

Dai et 

al. 

CN: 38 

MCI: 29 

MCI < 

CN 

CN: 

52.6 

(18.1) 

MCI: 

50.5 

(19.6) 

MCI > 

CN 

CN: 

53.1 

(19.4) 

MCI: 

53.4 

(18.3) 

MCI < 

CN 

CN: 51.1 

(18.9) 

MCI: 44.8 

(15.6) 

  MCI < 

CN 

CN: 61.2 

(20.5) 

MCI: 47.7 

(15.8) 

MCI > 

CN 

CN: 42.1 

(10.2) 

MCI: 

59.6 

(17.3) 

MCI > 

CN 

CN: 45.2 

(18.8) 

MCI: 54.6 

(25.4) 

Regions are 

frontal: left 

lateral 

frontal and 

left 

orbitofrontal

, parietal: 

left interior 

and left 

superior 

parietal, and 

temporal: 

left superior 

temporal. 

Ding et 

al. 

CN: 21 

MCI: 17 

 MCI < 

CN 

 

t = 3.83 

k = 298 

p < 0.01 

MCI < 

CN 

 

t = 3.71 

k = 363 

p < 0.01 

 MCI < 

CN 

 

t = 3.51 

k = 350 

p < 0.01 

   Voxels are 

from: right 

superior 

parietal 

lobule, right 

middle 

temporal 

gyrus, and 

left cuneus 

(occipital). 
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Johnson 

et al. 

CN: 19 

Decliners

: 43 

     Decliners 

< CN 

z = 4.46 

p < 0.02 

  CBF 

measured at 

baseline; 

decliners did 

not differ 

cognitively 

from CN at 

baseline, but 

their 

cognition 

declined 

over the 

following 4 

years. 

Region is 

right 

posterior 

cingulate; 

cluster size 

not reported. 

Lacalle-

Auriole

s et al. 

CN: 20 

MCI: 15 

 MCI > 

CN 

 

CN: 

0.849 

(0.032) 

MCI: 

0.855 

(0.013) 

MCI > 

CN 

 

CN: 0.778 

(0.063) 

MCI: 

0.780 

(0.020) 

     Values are 

regional 

CBF over 

whole 

cortical GM 

CBF; data 

was 

extracted 

from graphs; 

regions are: 

left and right 

parietal 

lobe, right 

medial 

temporal 

lobe. 

AD: Alzheimer’s disease, CBF: cerebral blood flow, CN: cognitively normal, GM: grey matter, MCI: mild cognitive 

impairment, SD: standard deviation 
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Supplementary Table 3. Relationships between CBF and cognition in each paper. 

Authors Sample Size Correlation between CBF and Cognition Notes 

Alegret et al. 126 (CN, MCI, & AD) CBF in posterior cingulate (r = 0.72, p<0.001) and right 

temporal pole (r = 0.68, p<0.001) is positively correlated 

with MMSE score. CBF in posterior cingulate (r = 0.55, 

p<0.001) and right temporal pole (r = 0.48, p<0.001) is 

positively correlated with 15-Objects Test score. CBF in 

posterior cingulate (r = 0.46, p<0.001) and right temporal 

pole (r = 0.40, p<0.001) is positively correlated with 15 

item Boston Naming Test score. CBF in posterior 

cingulate (r = 0.37, p<0.001) and right temporal pole (r = 

0.34, p<0.001) is positively correlated with Poppelreuter 

test score. 

Relationship assessed 

across all 

participants; CBF 

measures are 

eigenvariates from 

the named regions. 

Benoit et al. 30 AD (with and without 

apathy) 

CBF in bilateral lateral parietal cortex is positively 

correlated with MMSE score. Significant clusters right:  

(z = 3.73, p = 0.015), left: (z = 3.64, p = 0.010). 

Analysis was voxel-

wise. Using the 

apathy score on the 

Neuropsychiatric 
Inventory as a 

covariate in the 

correlation did not 

change the results. 

Brown et al. 24 AD Longitudinal change in CAMCOG score is positively 

correlated with longitudinal change in CBF in right and 

left low frontal (r = 0.69; r = 0.74) and right temporal 

regions (r = 0.62). All p < 0.05; left low frontal p < 0.05 

after Bonferroni correction. 

Frontal and temporal 

CBF was positively 

correlated with 

language, praxis, and 

abstraction, but not 

memory CAMCOG 

sub-scores in this 

paper. 

Firbank et al. 46 (CN and AD) Global GM/WM CBF does not contribute to the variation 

in CAMCOG-R score when age, sex, and hippocampal 

volume are predictors in the model. 

 

Jagust et al. 9 AD The ratio of CBF in the temporoparietal region: whole 

tomographic slice is positively correlated with MMSQ 

score (r = 0.81, p < 0.01). 

 

Johnson et al. 124 CN/ MCI  CBF in rostral anterior cingulate and inferior frontal 

regions was positively correlated with scores on 

Trailmaking Test Part B (p < 0.05), while CBF in caudal 

anterior cingulate was negatively correlated with scores 

on the same test (p < 0.006). No correlations were seen 

between anterior cingulate CBF and the California Verbal 

Learning Test or Self-Ordering Test, or between posterior 

cingulate CBF and any of the three tests.  

 

Nagahama et 

al. 

28 AD, both rapidly and 

slowly progressing 

CBF in right middle (z=4.67, k=458, p<0.001) and 

superior frontal gyrus (z=3.05, k=8, p<0.01) and right 

inferior parietal cortex (z=3.27, k=332, p<0.001) is 

decreased in patients that decline rapidly compared to 

those that decline slowly, meaning that their MMSE score 

declines less than 4 points over 2 to 3 years of follow-up. 

Results reported from 

voxel-wise analysis.  

Obara et al. 17 AD Declines in parietal cortical CBF add to the prediction of 

cognitive decline on the CCSE (p = 0.015) when other 

predictors are decline in cortical volumes and decline in 

subcortical densities.  

CBF, cognition, and 

tissue volumes and 

densities were 

measured every 6 to 

12 months for 
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between 2 and 3 

years on average. 

Sase et al. 42 (CN and AD) CBF: lambda ratio in the third (r = 0.66, p < 0.0001) and 

fourth (r = 0.68, p < 0.0001) layer left lateral views is 

positively correlated with MMSE scores. 

Lambda is the Xenon 

solubility coefficient. 

CBF and 

CBF:lambda ratio 

were decreased in 

AD compared to CN 

in this paper. 

Takahashi et 

al. 

25 (CN, MCI, and AD) Clock Drawing Test scores are positively correlated with 

CBF in the left hippocampus (rho = 0.43, p < 0.05), left 

parietal (rho = 0.37), bilateral pericallosal (rho = 0.35; 

0.32), and bilateral angular regions (rho = 0.38; 0.35). 

Correlation 

coefficients are 

Spearman’s rho. 

Those without p 

values did not reach 

significance. Areas 

that with correlations 

less than rho = 0.32 

were: 

callosomarginal, 

precentral, central, 

right parietal, 

temporal, posterior, 

lenticular nucleus, 

thalamus, right 

hippocampus, and 

cerebellum. 

AD: Alzheimer’s disease, CAMCOG: Cambridge Cognitive Examination, CAMCOG-R: CAMCOG Revised, CBF: 

cerebral blood flow, CCSE: Cognitive Capacity Screening Examination, CN: cognitively normal, GM: grey matter, 

MCI: mild cognitive impairment, MMSE: Mini-Mental State Exam, MMSQ: Mini-Mental State Questionnaire, 

WM: white matter 
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