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ABSTRACT  1 

Introduction: Apathy is one of the most common neuropsychiatric symptoms (NPS) 2 

and is associated with poor clinical outcomes. Research that helps define the apathy 3 

phenotype is urgently needed, particularly for clinical and biomarker studies. 4 

Methods: We used latent class analysis (LCA) with two independent cohorts to 5 

understand how apathy and depression symptoms co-occur statistically. We further 6 

explored the relationship between latent class membership, demographics and the 7 

presence of other NPS. 8 

Results: The LCA identified a 4-class solution (No Symptoms, Apathy, Depression, 9 

and Combined Apathy/Depression), reproducible over both cohorts, providing robust 10 

support for an apathy syndrome distinct from depression and confirming that an 11 

apathy/depression syndrome exists. 12 

Discussion: Using a data-driven method, we show distinct and statistically 13 

meaningful co-occurrence of apathy and depressive symptoms. There was evidence 14 

that these classes have different clinical associations which may help inform 15 

diagnostic categories for research studies and clinical practice. 16 

 17 

 18 

 19 

 20 

 21 

 22 

 23 

 24 
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1. BACKGROUND 1 

 2 

Apathy is one of the most common neuropsychiatric symptoms (NPS) seen in 3 

dementia [1], with a reported prevalence of 43% [2] (though estimates vary widely 4 

according to dementia stage and study setting). Characterised by a lack of 5 

motivation, decreased initiative, akinesia, and emotional indifference [3-7], apathy is 6 

a multidimensional syndrome that can lead to functional impairment, poorer 7 

treatment response, and greater mortality [8-10]. Understanding the clinical 8 

presentation of such a common and clinically important syndrome is of utmost 9 

importance both for the effective targeting of new interventions and for the 10 

identification of biomarkers or other research aimed at understanding biological 11 

correlates.   12 

 13 

One of the key diagnostic challenges in apathy is its relationship with depression.  14 

Although clinically distinct, symptoms of apathy and of depression are commonly 15 

comorbid and have overlapping features [3, 11], thus complicating clinical 16 

distinctions between the two [1, 7, 12].  Recognizing this, new diagnostic criteria for 17 

apathy in neurocognitive disorders were developed in 2021, representing a major 18 

step forward in clinical management of apathy and in associated research by 19 

providing a standardised framework for assessment [13]. Central to these criteria is 20 

that the symptoms of apathy cannot be explained by another psychiatric condition 21 

(e.g., depression), but it remains the case that criteria for apathy can, in principle, be 22 

met in the presence of heterogeneous depressive symptomatology. This co-23 

occurrence has the potential to cause a lack of reproducibility, particularly in disease 24 

mechanism research where control groups must be precisely defined.  It may also be 25 
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a barrier to targeting the right interventions to the right people.  A data-driven 1 

approach to distinguish apathy and depression symptomatology can support more 2 

precision approaches to treatment and augment the application of the clinically 3 

informed diagnostic criteria. 4 

 5 

Latent class analysis (LCA) is one example of a data-driven approach. A form of 6 

latent variable modelling, LCA describes combinations of generally binary variables 7 

in terms of statistically likely patterns that are not directly observed (i.e., latent 8 

classes), where these patterns are characterised on the basis of the conditional 9 

probability of each binary variable within a class. 10 

 11 

Thus, using LCA on questionnaire-based measures of apathy and depression, we 12 

aimed to 1) examine how symptoms co-occur in two independent observational 13 

cohort studies; and 2) establish whether the latent classes identified were associated 14 

with different NPS profiles. 15 

 16 

2. METHODS  17 

2.1 Sample descriptions 18 

2.1.1 L-study 19 

Participants were from the Measuring Long Term Outcomes in People with Dementia 20 

in Care Homes (L-study). This study has been running since 2015 through the King’s 21 

College London and Maudsley Care Home Research Network (CHRN). Participants 22 

with a diagnosis of dementia living in care homes across the southeast of England 23 

were recruited. Consent was obtained from participants or next of kin if participants 24 

were unable to consent for themselves. The recruitment and assessments were 25 

completed by a trained researcher.  The Southampton and South West Hampshire 26 
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Research Ethics Committee A (formally South Central – Southampton A) approved 1 

the study (REC number 13/SC/0265). 2 

 3 

2.1.2 ADNI 4 

Additional data used in the preparation of this article were obtained from the 5 

Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) database (adni.loni.usc.edu). 6 

The ADNI was launched in 2003 as a public-private partnership, led by Principal 7 

Investigator Michael W. Weiner, MD. The primary goal of ADNI has been to test 8 

whether serial magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), positron emission tomography 9 

(PET), other biological markers, and clinical and neuropsychological assessment can 10 

be combined to measure the progression of mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and 11 

early Alzheimer’s disease (AD). For up-to-date information, see www.adni-info.org.  12 

 13 

2.2 Measures 14 

2.2.1 Neuropsychiatric symptoms 15 

NPS were assessed with the Neuropsychiatric Inventory (NPI), completed by a 16 

researcher-led interview with an informed caregiver [14] .The NPI assesses the 17 

following 12 NPS, within a reference period of the past 4 weeks: delusions; 18 

hallucinations; agitation/aggression; depression/dysphoria; anxiety; elation/euphoria; 19 

apathy/indifference; disinhibition; irritability/lability; aberrant motor behaviour; sleep 20 

and night-time behaviour disorders, and appetite and eating disorders [15]. Each 21 

item is rated as present or absent.  If a screening question is rated present, a 22 

number of sub-questions are then completed which cover detailed NPS relating to 23 

each domain; each is coded with a yes or no response. If any of these symptoms are 24 

rated present, frequency (1-4) and severity (1-3) are rated, with the product of these 25 

representing the overall symptom score.  26 
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For the L-study, the NPI Nursing Home (NPI-NH) version was used as this is the 1 

adapted version for institutional settings whilst the ADNI cohort used the standard 2 

NPI [16]. 3 

 4 

2.2.2 Apathy and Depression 5 

Apathy and depression were measured using the sub-questions on item G (Apathy) 6 

and item D (Depression) of the NPI (see Appendix A for list of questions).  For the 7 

NPI-NH there are 15 sub-questions while for the standard NPI there are 16, with the 8 

standard NPI scale used in ADNI having one fewer sub-question on the Apathy 9 

section. 10 

  11 

2.2.3 Other neuropsychiatric symptoms 12 

Our second aim was to evaluate the relationship between latent classes of apathy 13 

and depression and other NPS.  To do this, NPS status (defined as present or 14 

absent) was determined for the remaining 10 items on the NPI using binary coding.  15 

Participants with a frequency x severity score of ≥1 were considered as ‘symptom 16 

present’.  The symptom was considered absent if the score was 0. 17 

 18 

2.2.4 Dementia severity 19 

The Clinical Dementia Rating (CDR) is a scale for assessing, diagnosing and staging 20 

cognitive impairment [17]. A researcher/clinician conducts a semi-structured 21 

interview with the patient and a reliable informant to rate performance in six domains: 22 

memory; orientation; judgement and problem solving; community affairs, homes and 23 

hobbies; and personal care. The domains are rated in terms of the impairment level 24 

(0 = none, 0.5 = questionable, 1 = mild, 2 = moderate, 3 = severe). A final global 25 

rating is then calculated to indicate the level of impairment (0 = normal cognition, 0.5 26 
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= questionable or very mild dementia, 1 = mild dementia, 2 = moderate dementia, 1 

and 3 = severe dementia). 2 

 3 

2.3 Data Cleaning 4 

Participants with a CDR of 0 or 0.5 were excluded from both cohorts given this would 5 

indicate normal cognition or questionable dementia. Data were checked for 6 

completeness, participants with missing age, sex, or CDR were removed from the 7 

dataset. Participants with missing NPI/NPI-NH items D and G were also excluded. A 8 

total of 22 participants were removed from L-study cohort and a total of 135 9 

participants were removed from ADNI. Furthermore, within the ADNI cohort only 4 10 

participants had a CDR of 3 so these were merged with the group scoring 2. See 11 

Appendix B for study flow diagram. 12 

 13 

2.4 Statistical Analysis 14 

To summarise, first we estimated latent classes of the NPI apathy and depression 15 

subscale questions with two to six class solutions. This was followed by the 16 

bootstrap test to analyse the best fitting solution.  Then we explored the relationship 17 

between latent classes from the best fitting LCA model and the presence of other 18 

NPI domains.  The same steps were performed for the L-study and ADNI datasets.  19 

Further detail is provided below. 20 

 21 

We used the Stata LCA plugin version 1.2.1 [18] to estimate the latent classes, 22 

measured by categorical indicators, within the NPI category D (depression) and G 23 

(apathy) sub-questions.  The LCA Bootstrap version 1.0 plugin [19] was then used to 24 

evaluate models with two to six latent classes and determine the optimal number of 25 
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classes using the model-fit criteria of bootstrapped likelihood ratio test (BLRT), 1 

adjusted Bayesian Information Criterion (aBIC), scaled relative entropy, and log 2 

likelihood.  A simulation study has shown that BLRT was the best test to identify the 3 

correct number of classes, followed by the Bayesian Information Criterion and the 4 

aBIC [20].  Thus, a model with k classes would be considered a better fit than a 5 

model with k-1 classes if it had a lower BLRT, p-value and a lower aBIC value.  In 6 

addition, we considered the clinical interpretability of the final model. 7 

 8 

Following this we used the plugin LCA_Distal_BCH version 1.1 [21] to analyse the 9 

relationship between the latent classes with other NPI items. This test estimates the 10 

association between a latent class variable and an observed distal outcome, i.e., 11 

other NPI items, using the approach of Bolck, Croon, and Hagenaars [22], as 12 

adapted by Vermunt [23], allowing for the probability of misclassification of classes. 13 

Distal probabilities for each NPI item for each latent class are reported along with the 14 

Wald test for significance. The Wald test tests the null hypothesis that the 15 

probabilities are the same across all latent classes.  Pairwise comparisons between 16 

latent classes were then performed to determine which latent classes differed with 17 

respect to the probabilities of other NPI items. 18 

 19 

3. RESULTS 20 

3.1 Participant characteristics 21 

 22 

After data cleaning, the L-study comprised of 326 people.  Mean age was 87 (SD 23 

6.99), 73% were female and median CDR was 2 (see Table 1).  The ADNI data 24 
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comprised of 271 people. Mean age was 74 (SD 7.4), 42% were female with a 1 

median CDR of 1 (see Table 1). 2 

 3 

Table 1 Cohorts Demographics 4 

[INSERT TABLE 1 HERE] 5 

 6 

3.2 Latent Class analysis identifies a reproducible 4-class solution 7 

3.2.1 L-study 8 

A 4-class model was considered optimal based on the higher aBIC score and higher 9 

log likelihood score, p-value and clinical interpretability. Although the 5-class model 10 

had same p-value, on balance comparing the other metrics and clinical 11 

interpretability the 4-class model was chosen (see Table 2).  12 

 13 

The four classes were labelled No Symptoms, Combined Apathy/Depression, 14 

Depression, and Apathy.  Looking at the symptom probability across the different 15 

classes (Figure 1), the No Symptoms class showed very low or zero probability of 16 

apathy and depressive symptoms; the Combined Apathy/Depression class exhibited 17 

high probabilities across a range of depressive and apathy symptoms;  the 18 

Depression class comprised mostly of depressive symptoms with low probability of 19 

some apathy symptoms; the Apathy class had high probabilities across apathy 20 

symptoms and very low or no probability of depressive symptoms.  The probabilities 21 

of participants falling into each class was 42.13%, 18.37%, 9.06% and 30.42% for 22 

the No Symptom, Combined Apathy/Depression, Depression, and Apathy classes 23 

respectively (see Appendix C).  24 

 25 
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 1 

3.2.2 ADNI 2 

Considering aBIC and p-value and clinical interpretability, a 4-class model was again 3 

considered optimal, with a notable similarity to the L-study across the symptom 4 

probabilities (Figure 2).  We note that a case could be made for selecting a 5-class 5 

model, however the additional class in the 5-class model was very similar to class 2 6 

in the 4-class model (see Appendix E for more detailed discussion of model 7 

selection). 8 

 9 

The four classes were given the same labels as the L-Study, with the same 10 

descriptions.  The probabilities of participants falling into each class in the 4-class 11 

model were 40.7%, 20.1%, 15.6% and 23.6% for the No Symptoms, Combined 12 

Apathy/Depression, Depression, and Apathy classes respectively (see Appendix C).   13 

 14 

 15 

Table 2 Bootstrap Likelihood Ratio test and Scalars for best model fit 16 

[INSERT TABLE 2 HERE] 17 

 18 

Figure 1 - Apathy and depression symptoms probability across the 4 classes 19 

in L-study  20 

[INSERT FIGURE 1 HERE] 21 

 22 

Figure 2 - Apathy and depression symptoms probability across the 4 classes 23 

in ADNI 24 
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[INSERT FIGURE 2 HERE] 1 

 2 

3.3 In individuals with apathy, co-morbid depressive symptoms have higher 3 

probability of additional NPS burden. 4 

 5 

Broadly, the latent classes that were characterised by the presence of depressive 6 

symptoms (i.e., Combined Apathy/Depression and Depression) were associated with 7 

a higher burden of comorbid NPS, particularly delusions, anxiety and irritability, 8 

which replicated across the two cohorts.  The Apathy class (i.e., no depression 9 

symptoms) relative to the No Symptoms class was associated with a higher 10 

probability for agitation in the L-study, but not in ADNI.  This was the only 11 

comparison where Apathy conferred a higher probability for any comorbid NPS. 12 

 13 

Specific pairwise comparisons between latent classes are described in more detail 14 

below.   Only NPS domains where there was evidence of replication across the two 15 

cohorts are considered in detail and shown in Table 3. All other results are in Table 16 

F.1. in Appendix F. 17 
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Table 3 – Delusions, Anxiety and irritability probabilities across the 4 classes, 

with pairwise comparisons 

 

[INSERT TABLE 3 HERE] 
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3.3.1 Delusions 1 

The probability for delusions was highest in the classes characterised by depressive 2 

symptoms (Combined Apathy/Depression class in L-study = 0.56 and in ADNI =0.25; 3 

Depression class in L-study = 0.54 and in ADNI = 0.20) and lowest in the No 4 

Symptoms and Apathy class (No symptoms L-study= 0.39 ADNI = 0.14; Apathy 5 

class  L-study=0.23; ADNI=0.04), with L-study Wald test= 16.49, p<0.001 and ADNI 6 

Wald test=8.3, p=0.04 see Table 3.  7 

 8 

3.3.2 Anxiety 9 

The probability for Anxiety was highest in the classes characterised by depressive 10 

symptoms (Combined Apathy/Depression class L-study = 0.70 and in ADNI =0.59; 11 

Depression class in L-study = 0.41 and in ADNI = 0.30) and lowest in the No 12 

Symptoms and Apathy class (No symptoms in L-study= 0.22 ADNI = 0.16; Apathy 13 

class in L-study=0.27 ADNI=0.29], with L-study Wald test= 33.81, p<0.001 and ADNI 14 

Wald test=25.74, p<0.001 see Table 3.  15 

 16 

3.3.3 Irritability 17 

The probability for irritability was highest in the classes characterised by depressive 18 

symptoms (Combined Apathy/Depression class L-study = 0.69 and in ADNI =0.51; 19 

Depression class in L-study = 0.68 and in ADNI = 0.45) and lowest in the No 20 

Symptoms and Apathy class (No symptoms in L-study= 0.38 ADNI = 0.25; Apathy 21 

class in L-study=0.47 ADNI=0.29], with L-study Wald test= 16.92, p<0.001 and ADNI 22 

Wald test=13.27, p=0.004 see Table 3.  23 

 24 

3.3.4 Other associations 25 

 26 
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Other associations that did not replicate across the two datasets are shown in the 1 

supplement, but we highlight here the findings relating to agitation as one of the most 2 

clinically interesting of the remaining findings.  The Combined Apathy/Depression 3 

and Apathy classes had a higher probability of agitation relative to the No Symptoms 4 

class in the L-study only (probability of agitation for No Symptoms, Combined 5 

Apathy/Depression, Depression, and Apathy Class was 0.52, 0.80, 0.64, 0.72 6 

respectively with overall Wald Test L-study= 17.04, p<0.01).  This did not replicate in 7 

ADNI (probability of agitation for No Symptoms, Combined Apathy/Depression, 8 

Depression, and Apathy Class was 0.25, 0.4, 0.4 and 0.39 respectively with overall 9 

Wald Test 5.53, p=0.13) however the direction of effect was similar.    10 

 11 

 12 

4. DISCUSSION 13 

 14 

Here, we used LCA to delineate symptoms of apathy and depression in dementia.  15 

The reproducible 4-class solution provides robust data-driven validation of an apathy 16 

syndrome that is distinct from depression and a combined apathy/depression 17 

syndrome.  This conclusion is supported by our analysis of neuropsychiatric 18 

symptom associations with each of the four classes where we show that apathy is 19 

generally only associated with a more severe NPS profile when co-morbid 20 

depressive symptoms are present.   21 

 22 

The broad implication of these findings is that in apathy research, depression should 23 

also be routinely measured and individuals with comorbid symptoms may have to be 24 

considered a separate group to those with a distinct apathy syndrome.  This could 25 
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explain some of the heterogeneity observed in NPS associations in other studies of 1 

apathy.  For example, one study observed that apathy was associated with higher 2 

NPI scores across a range of NPS, including delusions, irritability and anxiety [24].  3 

In light of the findings from the present study, it is possible that the reported 4 

associations in this previous study were being driven by the presence of comorbid 5 

depressive symptoms in the apathy group.  Future studies measuring clinical and 6 

biological correlates should consider the possibility of comorbid depressive 7 

symptoms as a confounder in order to produce reproducible research. 8 

 9 

The latest diagnostic criteria for apathy stipulate that apathy cannot be due to 10 

another illness, disability, or substance abuse but are silent on accompanying 11 

neuropsychiatric features.  The existence of the Combined Apathy/Depression class 12 

suggests further consideration of depressive symptoms (which may not meet criteria 13 

for clinical depression) as an accompanying feature of apathy.   14 

In terms of other NPS burden, there was a striking consistency for a higher 15 

probability of delusions, anxiety, and irritability in the two classes that captured 16 

depressive symptoms (i.e., the Depression and Combined Apathy/Depression 17 

classes) relative to the No Symptoms and Apathy classes.  This pattern of 18 

association points to an affective syndrome with psychotic features, validating both 19 

the focus on the relationship between these syndromes in the new IPA and 20 

ISTAART criteria for psychosis in neurocognitive disorders [25, 26], and results from 21 

previous studies reporting the co-occurrence of both syndromes [27-30].  22 

Mechanistically, a recent genome wide association study observed a positive 23 

association between genetic risk for depressive symptoms and Alzheimer’s disease 24 

with psychosis, while in younger-aged samples genetic correlations between 25 
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irritability and depressive symptoms have been observed [31, 32].  These 1 

observations, alongside the current findings, reflect current opinion that comorbid 2 

behavioural symptoms may impact response to treatments [33]. 3 

 4 

Another interesting observation is that there was a higher probability for agitation in 5 

the Apathy class relative to the No Symptoms class in the L-study.  Although only 6 

present in one cohort, in which mean age was higher and median dementia severity 7 

was slightly greater, this was the only instance where the Apathy class was 8 

associated with a higher probability of another NPS.  The lack of replication may be 9 

due to the more advanced dementia seen in the L-study, which is a care home 10 

study, where we would expect agitation to be more common [34].  Nonetheless, this 11 

may be a clinically relevant finding. The association of apathy with comorbid 12 

agitation is an important relationship to explore, as these individuals may require 13 

additional support and are often referred for specialist consultation. We would argue 14 

this is a relationship worth examining more closely in future research to determine 15 

whether agitation should be considered an accompanying feature of apathy and 16 

incorporated into later revision of the diagnostic criteria (which is currently silent on 17 

comorbid NPS).  A clear path to take these findings forward is to perform LCA on 18 

apathy and depressive questionnaire responses and map the classes identified onto 19 

independently rated apathy diagnostic criteria in the same individuals. This analysis 20 

would provide the necessary data to evaluate the extent to which application of the 21 

criteria captures individuals with depressive symptoms. 22 

 23 

A key strength of this study is the replication in two independent cohorts which 24 

confers a high degree of confidence in our findings.  This is important as caregiver 25 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 30, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.30.22280551doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.30.22280551
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


17 
 

reports may be influenced by caregiver mood, cultural beliefs, and the educational 1 

level of the caregiver [35], although also the carer information has the advantage of 2 

not being influenced by anosognosia.  However, differences in the dementia severity 3 

and demographics between the ADNI and the L-study mean we must acknowledge 4 

the possibility that non-replication of neuropsychiatric symptom associations is due 5 

to these differences (as discussed above with respect to agitation).  We also 6 

acknowledge the inherent limitation of the NPI in measuring apathy, particularly the 7 

relative weighting given to items capturing diminished interest (with a lesser focus on 8 

the emotional and initiative dimensions).  However, if the latent classes captured in 9 

this study reflect true unobserved and mutually exclusive groupings, then these 10 

should be stable across any measures of depression and apathy, provided 11 

appropriate questionnaire items are measured.  This is a hypothesis that can readily 12 

be tested by future research in other samples with different NPS measurements. 13 

 14 

In summary, this study supports the existence four latent classes (No Symptoms, 15 

Combined Apathy/Depression, Depression and Apathy) replicated in two 16 

independent cohorts.  In analysis of comorbid NPS burden associated with these 17 

classes, we show that the presence of depressive symptoms is the major driver.  18 

These findings do not compete with the diagnostic criteria for apathy; rather they 19 

should be considered supporting evidence for future iterations, potentially qualifying 20 

comorbid NPS symptoms or syndromes.  Specifically, we propose that future 21 

consideration be given to depressive and agitation symptoms as accompanying 22 

neuropsychiatric features of apathy.   23 

 24 

 25 
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  L-Study N=326 ADNI N=271 

 Care home setting Community/academic setting 

Female 73% (n=240) 42% (n=114) 

Male 27% (n=86) 57% (n=157) 

Mean Age 86.88 (SD 6.99) 74.22 (SD 7.4) 

CDR (Median) 2 (IQR: 2-3) 1 (IQR: 1-1) 
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L-study BLRT  
Number of 
classes 

p-value BIC 
(adjusted) 

r(EntropyRsqd) r(loglikelihood) 

2 classes 0.01 1119.49 0.96 -1711.13 
3 classes 0.01 977.01 0.91 -1618.97 
4 classes 0.01 928.52 0.92 -1573.81 
5 classes 0.01 898.05 0.91 -1537.65 
6 classes 0.01 907.52 0.91 -1521.46 

ADNI BLRT  
Number of 
classes 

p-value BIC 
(adjusted) 

r(EntropyRsqd) r(loglikelihood) 

2 classes 0.01 1064.73 0.97 -1472.78 
3 classes 0.01 941.22 0.94 -1390.36 
4 classes 0.01 852.10 0.94 -1325.13 
5 classes 0.01 845.19 0.92 -1301.01 
6 classes 0.15 852.19 0.93 -1283.84 
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  Delusions (symptom probabilities) Omnibus test 
(Wald, p) Pairwise comparisons (Wald, p) 

  No 
Symptoms 

Combined Apathy Depression 

 

Combined 
vs No 
Symptoms 

Depression 
vs No 
Symptoms 

Apathy vs 
No 
Symptoms 

Combined 
vs 
Depression 

Combined 
vs Apathy 

Depression 
vs Apathy 

CHRN 0.39 0.56 0.23 0.54 
16.49; 
p<0.001 4.43; 

p=0.04  
2.08; p= 
0.15 

6.02; 
p=0.01 

0.02; 
p=0.89 

13.55; 
p<0.01 

8.87; 
p<0.01 

ADNI 0.14 0.25 0.2 0.04 
8.30; p=0.04 

2.95; 
p=0.09 

0.73; 
p=0.39 

3.24, 
p=0.07 

0.33; 
p=0.57 

7.27; 
p=0.01 

4.97; 
p=0.03 

  Anxiety (symptom probabilities) Omnibus test 
(Wald, p) Pairwise comparisons (Wald, p) 

  

No 
Symptoms Combined Apathy Depression 

 

Combined 
vs No 
Symptoms 

Depression 
vs No 
Symptoms 

Apathy vs 
No 
Symptoms 

Combined 
vs 
Depression 

Combined 
vs Apathy 

Depression 
vs Apathy 

CHRN 
0.22 0.70 0.41 0.27 

33.81; p<0.01 32.40; 
p<0.01 

3.95; 
p=0.05 

0.86; 
p=0.035 

5.80; 
p=0.02 

20.00; 
p<0.01 1.72;p=0.19 

ADNI 
0.16 0.59 0.30 0.29 

25.74; p<0.01 25.40; 
p<0.01 

2.83; 
p=0.09 

3.48; 
p=0.06 

6.67; 
p=0.01 

9.16; 
p<0.01 

0.01; 
p=0.92 

 
Irritability (symptom probabilities) 

Omnibus test 
(Wald, p) Pairwise comparisons (Wald, p) 

  

No 
Symptoms Combined Apathy Depression 

 

Combined 
vs No 
Symptoms 

Depression 
vs No 
Symptoms 

Apathy vs 
No 
Symptoms 

Combined 
vs 
Depression 

Combined 
vs Apathy 

Depression 
vs Apathy 

CHRN 
0.38 0.69 0.68 0.47 

16.92; p<0.01 
12.97; 
p<0.01 

6.96; 
p=0.01 

1.43; 
p=0.23 

0.00; 
p=0.96 

5.84; 
p=0.02 

3.61; 
p=0.06 

ADNI 
0.25 0.51 0.45 0.29 

13.27; p<0.01 
10.92; 
p<0.01 

4.92; 
p=0.03 

0.30; 
p=0.58 

0.43; 
p=0.51 

6.01; 
p=0.01 

2.68; 
p=0.10 
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