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Abstract 

Understanding psychiatric symptoms in Alzheimer`s disease (AD) is crucial for advancing precision 

medicine and therapeutic strategies. The relationship between AD behavioral symptoms and asymmetry 

in spatial tau PET patterns is unknown. Braak tau progression implicates the temporal lobes early. 

However, the clinical and pathological implications of temporal tau laterality remain unexplored. 

This cross-sectional study investigated the correlation between temporal tau PET asymmetry and behavior 

assessed using the neuropsychiatric inventory, and composite scores for memory, executive function, and 

language; using data from the Alzheimer's Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) dataset. In the entire 

cohort, continuous right and left temporal tau contributions to behavior and cognition were evaluated 

controlling for age, sex, education, and tau burden on the contralateral side. Additionally, a temporal tau 

laterality index was calculated to define “asymmetry-extreme” groups (individuals with laterality indices 

greater than two standard deviations from the mean). 

858 individuals (age=73.9±7.7 years, 434(50%) females) were included, comprising 438 cognitively 

unimpaired (CU) (53.4%) and 420 impaired (CI) participants (48.9%). In the full cohort analysis, right 

temporal tau was associated with worse behavior (B(SE)=7.19 (2.9), p-value=0.01) and left temporal tau 

was associated with worse language (B(SE)=1.4(0.2), p-value<0.0001). Categorization into asymmetry-

extreme groups revealed 20 right- and 27 left-asymmetric participants.  Within these extreme groups, four 

patterns of tau PET uptake were observed: anterior temporal, typical AD, typical AD with frontal 

involvement, and posterior.  

Asymmetrical tau burden is associated with distinct behavioral and cognitive profiles.  Behavioral and 

socioemotional measures are needed to understand right-sided asymmetry in AD. 
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Manuscript 

Introduction 

Beta-amyloid plaques and tau neurofibrillary tangles are the hallmark pathological findings in 

Alzheimer’s disease (AD).1 Unlike amyloid, the spatial distribution of tau correlates with specific clinical 

symptoms, domain-specific cognitive impairments, and dementia severity.2,3 While the burden and spatial 

distribution of tau have been extensively studied in relation to cognitive symptoms, the link between tau 

distribution and behavioral and emotional symptoms remains underexamined. Similarly, while the focus 

of disease modifying therapies is improving cognitive symptoms, behavioral and emotional endpoints are 

rarely considered.  

 

Emotional and behavioral changes represent a major challenge to patients,4 caregivers,5 and the health 

care system.6 Insidious behavioral and emotional changes occur commonly in the mild cognitive 

impairment (MCI) and dementia stages of AD.7,8 MCI is defined as impairment in one or more cognitive 

domains,9 overlooking the early emotional and behavioral changes commonly reported in patients with 

AD.7,8 The stereotypical appearance of tau pathology in sporadic AD involves the transentorhinal region 

followed by further spread within the medial temporal lobe and subsequently into neocortical regions.10,11 

However, many neuropathological and neuroimaging studies highlight heterogeneity in the spatial pattern 

of neocortical tau tangle deposition and have identified asymmetric subtypes.3,12–18 While asymmetric tau 

distribution is known in atypical AD presentations, temporal lobe tau asymmetry in typical amnestic AD 

has been understudied. Importantly, in addition to memory, the temporal lobes subserve aspects of 

language and behavior.19–23 

 

Although understudied in AD, socioemotional and behavioral symptoms have been deeply characterized 

in frontotemporal dementia (FTD), which presents with various combinations of behavioral, personality, 

mood, cognitive, and motor symptoms.24,25 Notably, left- or right-predominant anterior temporal atrophy 

is associated with semantic variant primary progressive aphasia (svPPA) or semantic behavioral variant 

frontotemporal dementia (sbvFTD), respectively, and on the molecular levels both svPPA and sbvFTD 

show vulnerability to sporadic TAR DNA-binding protein-43 (TDP-43) type C pathology.26 It is well 

established that left anterior temporal lobe involvement is associated with verbal semantic loss whereas 

right anterior temporal lobe involvement is associated with non-verbal and socioemotional deficits. 10,11 

We hypothesized that a similar pattern of graded right-socioemotional/behavioral to left-linguistic 
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spectrum will be present in AD depending on asymmetric tau distribution in the temporal lobes. To 

address this hypothesis, we leveraged the Alzheimer`s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) study to 

quantify asymmetric temporal tau burden using tau PET imaging and investigated the behavioral and 

cognitive patterns associated with right and left predominant tau burden.  

 

 

Methods and Materials 

 

Participants:  

We included ADNI participants with available tau PET (n=864; 

UCBERKELEYAV1451_PVC_04_29_22.csv downloaded at LONI, https://ida.loni.usc.edu; Appendix 

for information on ADNI). Demographics including age, sex, education, and handedness were extracted 

from ADNI datasheets. Participants’ first tau PET scan was included when more than one scan was 

available. All ADNI participants provided written informed consent in compliance with local IRBs.  

 

Functional and neuropsychosocial measures:  

The clinical dementia rating (CDR)27 scale was obtained through a semi-structured interview of the 

participant and study partner and provides a measure of functional impairment. The cognitive outcome 

measures were harmonized composite memory, language, and executive function scores.28 The behavioral 

outcome was the Neuropsychiatric Inventory (NPI) total and subdomain scores.29 The NPI probes the 

severity and frequency of multiple behaviors including delusions, hallucinations, agitation/aggression, 

dysphoria, anxiety, euphoria, apathy, disinhibition, irritability/lability, aberrant motor activity, night-time 

behavioral disturbances, appetite, and eating abnormalities.  

 

Genetic data 

Genetic data were downloaded from the ADNI website to investigate common genetic variants in 

neurodegenerative disease. Available ADNI genetic data for the subjects included in our study was 

queried for the following genetic mutations: PGRN, MAPT, TARDBP, C9orf72, APP, PSEN1, PSEN2, 

FUS and APOE.  

 

Temporal tau laterality index 

We examined temporal tau PET SUVR values accessible on LONI (inferior cerebellum reference region) 

and Amyloid PET status accessible on LONI (whole cerebellum reference region). Right and left 

temporal ROIs included entorhinal, fusiform, inferior temporal, middle temporal, superior temporal, 
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temporal pole, transverse temporal, and medial temporal lobe (MTL; comprising hippocampus, 

parahippocampal, and amygdala). We additionally calculated a left temporal tau SUVR and a right 

temporal tau SUVR by averaging the SUVRs of all the right and left temporal ROIs and a whole temporal 

ROI by averaging all the temporal ROIs. To examine the effect of tau asymmetry on cognition and 

behavior in the entire cohort and the effect of tau asymmetry subgroups, we performed two sets of 

complementary analyses:  

(1) Asymmetry-extreme groups analysis of the cases falling greater than two standard deviations away 

from the mean of tau laterality index (LI) across the entire sample. LI was calculated using the following 

equation (Left ROI SUVR – Right ROI SUVR)/(Left ROI SUVR + Right ROI SUVR).21,30,31 The LI 

mean and standard deviation of the entire sample were calculated, and participants were considered left-

predominant if they were over two standard deviations above the mean and right-predominant if they 

were two standard deviations below the mean on the LI.  

 (2) Asymmetry-spectrum analysis was performed to investigate the influence of continuous tau laterality 

across the entire cohort.  For this approach, we included both right and left temporal tau SUVRs in the 

same model, to identify effects of each hemisphere controlling for the contralateral hemisphere (e.g., 

behavior/cognition ~ age + sex + education + right temporal tau SUVR + left temporal tau SUVR). This 

analysis was done using the temporal ROIs as well as using the individual ROIs within the temporal lobe.  

 

Voxelwise Tau PET  

 

For participants classified as asymmetry-extreme, image data for Tau PET [[18]F-flortaucipir (FTP)] and 

the structural MRI scan obtained closest in time to Tau PET were downloaded from LONI. Summed Tau 

PET images were selected with the file description ‘AV1451Coreg, Avg, Std Img and Vox Siz, Uniform 

6mm Res’. Tau PET data were processed with in-house scripts using SPM and FSL. Each summed FTP 

image was co-registered to that participant’s corresponding MRI scan. The MRI scan was spatially 

normalized with the Tissue Probability map and these transformations were applied to the co-registered 

PET image. The mean inferior cerebellum was defined by the Normalized Probability Desikan-Killiany 

Atlas32 and used as the reference region to calculate standardized uptake value ratios (SUVR) on the 

resulting warped images. Conjunction and average maps of the right-predominant group, left-predominant 

group and the combined right-predominant and left-predominant groups were created using a tau SUVR 

threshold of 0.25 (i.e., masks for tau SUVR values over 0.25 were created, binarized, and summed to 

create conjunction maps).  

 

Statistical analysis  
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Data analysis was performed with R version 4.0.2. Normality for continuous data was tested with the 

Shapiro–Wilk test. Means for continuous variables were compared with the Student’s t or the Mann-

Whitney U tests. Baseline characteristics were compared using the χ2 or Fisher exact test for categorical 

variables. Homogeneity of variance was tested by Levene’s test. Given the majority of participants with 

clinical impairment were in the MCI stage and the number of dementia and MCI-other individuals was 

low (Table 1), we combined all impaired individuals into one cognitively impaired (CI) group. Statistical 

significance was determined at p-value<0.05. 

 

To understand the relationship between tau SUVR and LI, we conducted a univariate correlation between 

whole temporal SUVR and the absolute value of the LI of the whole temporal lobe (Figure 1).  We also 

examined associations between LI with tau SUVR from each individual temporal ROI (Supplementary 

Figure 6), as well as the direct association between left SUVR and right SUVR within each individual 

temporal ROI (Supplementary Figure 7).  

 

To determine whether lateralized temporal tau burden was associated with cognitive and behavioral 

performance, we executed a series of linear regression models within the asymmetry-extreme groups. 

First, controlling for age, sex, and education, we examined the effect of extreme laterality group (left 

versus right) on cognitive composite scores and behavior (NPI total score).  Next, we examined whether 

the association between cognition/behavior and elevated tau burden differed by laterality group by 

including an interaction term between whole temporal SUVR and laterality group into these models.  

 

Leveraging the entire cohort, we examined associations between continuous levels of temporal tau 

asymmetry with cognitive and behavioral performance. In this analysis, the contribution of each 

lateralized ROI was examined while controlling for regional tau SUVR in the contralateral ROI.  In these 

models, cognitive composite scores and behavior were the outcome variable, with left and right regional 

SUVRs are predictors (controlling for age, sex, and education). 

 

Results 

Among the entire sample of 858 subjects, 465 (54%) were on the left lateralized spectrum (LI>0) whereas 

393 (46%) were on the right lateralized spectrum (LI<0) (Figure 1 and Table 1). There were no 

differences in age, education, sex, handedness, race/ethnicity, APOE4, CDR, functional diagnosis, or 

amyloid status between the two spectrum groups. In the extreme asymmetry groups, there were twenty-

seven extreme left and twenty extreme right participants. There were no differences in age, education, 
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sex, CDR-SOB, amyloid status or APOE4 between the left and right extreme groups. The prevalence of 

left handedness in the right-predominant group was comparable to the 10% prevalence reported in the 

general population,33 whereas the prevalence was relatively higher in the left-predominant group (18% of 

the left-predominant group were left-handed). Higher whole temporal SUVR was associated with higher 

temporal tau asymmetry (Figure 1, Supplementary Figures 6 and 7), confirming that asymmetric cases 

had elevated SUVR values.  Further, the range of elevated whole brain and whole temporal values 

overlapped with the symmetric cases. There were no autosomal dominant mutations careers in the entire 

cohort.  

 

Extreme tau asymmetry group confers distinct cognitive and behavioral patterns 

The extreme asymmetry groups did not exhibit differences in terms of behavior, memory, executive 

function, or language after adjusting for age, sex, and education (Box plots in Figure 2A and detailed in 

Table 2 model 1). Upon the incorporation of whole temporal tau into the model, higher tau was 

associated with poorer memory and executive performance; however, no associations were observed with 

behavior or language (Table 2 model 2). 

 

An interaction term between laterality group and whole temporal tau SUVR showed distinct patterns with 

behavior and cognition within each group. Specifically, the right temporal extreme asymmetry group 

displayed increased behavioral symptoms as tau burden increased, while language symptoms remained 

relatively stable with increasing tau levels. On the other hand, the left temporal extreme asymmetry group 

exhibited lower language scores as tau burden increased, while behavioral symptoms remained relatively 

steady with rising tau levels (Scatter plots in Figure 2A and detailed in Table 2 model 3). These 

distinctions were not present when predicting memory or executive functioning.  

 

NPI subcomponents  

Given that right-extreme tau groups showed worse performance on the NPI total score, we further 

investigated which NPI subcomponents were driving this effect. Anxiety and hallucinations were 

associated with higher tau and irritability/lability trended towards significance. There were no differences 

in aberrant motor behavior, disinhibition, apathy/indifference, elation/euphoria, agitation/aggression, 

delusions, sleep, or appetite and eating disorders (Supplementary Table 1 and Supplementary Figure 

5).   

 

Patterns of tau asymmetry across an anterior-posterior axis  

 . CC-BY 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 November 11, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.10.23296836doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.10.23296836
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Average maps of the right and left asymmetry extreme groups are shown in Figure 2B-A. However, 

visual inspection of individuals within each asymmetry-extreme group revealed at least four patterns of 

asymmetrical tau distribution along the anterior-posterior dimension.  We noted individuals with patterns 

of tau deposition in a typical AD pattern (Figure 2B-D), a typical AD pattern that extended into frontal 

areas (Figure 2B-E), anterior temporal (Figure 2B-B), and posterior/occipital (Figure 2B-C). Among the 

right-predominant cases, six (30%) predominantly involved the anterior temporal lobe reminiscent of 

sbvFTD. Three cases (15%) displayed a right occipital pattern reminiscent of posterior cortical atrophy. 

Additionally, six cases (30%) exhibited right posterior lateral temporoparietal region involvement, and 

three cases (15%) showed right posterior lateral temporoparietal region involvement along with frontal 

region involvement. Similarly, within the left-predominant group, eight subjects (30%) primarily 

displayed left temporal predominance, mainly encompassing anterior temporal regions (similar to 

svPPA). One case (4%) resembled a left occipital pattern reminiscent of posterior cortical atrophy. 

Furthermore, fourteen cases (52%) featured left posterior lateral temporoparietal region involvement, and 

four cases (15%) presented left posterior lateral temporoparietal region involvement along with frontal 

region involvement.  

 

Asymmetry spectrum of tau confers distinct cognitive and behavioral patterns 

In the entire cohort, when controlling for contralateral tau, right regional temporal tau levels displayed 

significant associations with behavior, while left regional temporal tau levels were associated with 

language (Table 2, Figure 3, supplementary Figures 1-4). Interestingly, these effects were more 

consistent in lateral temporal regions (inferior temporal, middle temporal, superior temporal, fusiform 

gyrus) as opposed to medial temporal regions. The relationship between tau laterality was less clear for 

memory and executive function. Although the whole temporal, medial temporal lobe, amygdala, and 

anterior temporal ROIs showed associations between higher left asymmetric tau with worse memory and 

executive function, many other additional ROIs on both the left and right (fusiform gyrus, inferior 

temporal, middle temporal, and entorhinal cortex) displayed correlations with worse memory and 

executive function.  

 

 

Discussion 

 

This study characterized the presence of asymmetric patterns of tau accumulation in a mildly impaired 

AD cohort with a primarily amnestic presentation.  Importantly, the degree of asymmetry within the 

temporal lobe corresponded to distinct behavioral and language deficits. Predominant right temporal tau 
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accumulation was associated preferentially with behavioral symptoms, whereas predominant left temporal 

tau accumulation was linked preferentially to language symptoms. Furthermore, patterns of asymmetry 

were not consistent across individuals, suggesting multiple subtypes exist spanning the anterior-posterior 

axis. Interestingly, there were less clearly discernible differences between right and left predominant 

temporal tau groups in memory and executive function. These observations hold implications for clinical 

diagnosis, disease progression tracking, and therapeutic approaches. Our findings align with the 

established typical amnestic AD, limbic predominant, and hippocampal sparing schema12,13 and extend 

this classification by noting additional heterogeneity regarding laterality, as well as additional subtypes 

such as an anterior temporal variant that aligns anatomically with frontotemporal dementia (FTD) 

subtypes. Altogether, this study highlights the need to integrate and develop additional socioemotional 

and neuropsychological measures that may be most impacted by tau laterality in the temporal lobes.   

 

The early involvement of the temporal lobes in AD is well-documented. Aside from their role in episodic 

memory and spatial navigation, the temporal lobes function as central hubs for both verbal and non-verbal 

semantics. Verbal semantics encompass multi-modal knowledge of words and objects and are 

preferentially left temporal lateralized. Whereas non-verbal semantics involve multi-modal knowledge for 

socio-emotionally relevant concepts.21,34,35 Extensive FTD, linguistic, and socioemotional literature show 

that semantic concepts are represented on a graded spectrum where both right and left temporal lobes 

seem to be required for semantic knowledge with the right being more specialized for non-verbal 

socioemotional concepts and the left for verbal semantics.23,36,37  Over the past couple of decades, research 

has elucidated the networks responsible for emotion processing. Processing the emotions of others 

involves several steps including understanding the meaning of an external expression, internally 

experiencing the expressed emotion, attributing the behavior to the other rather than the self, and 

inhibiting one’s own perspective.38,39 These processes localize to different but interconnected 

neuroanatomical circuits communicating between the insula, temporo-parietal junction, and the semantic 

appraisal network connecting the anterior temporal lobe and the orbitofrontal cortex. We presume that all 

these regions can also be afflicted by AD pathology. Previous studies have indicated that AD patients 

perform poorly on emotion perception tasks.40 In the current study, the left-predominant group exhibited 

more pronounced language deficits whereas the right-predominant group showed associations with 

behavioral scores. This pattern of verbal/left and non-verbal right lateralization aligns with the literature 

in FTD, which indicates a spectrum of semantic loss on a spectrum spanning non-verbal socioemotional 

concepts in the right and verbal semantic on the left temporal lobes. Collectively, we propose that the 

interaction between tau and the language network in the left, and with the non-verbal socioemotional 
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network in the right, could potentially be caused by the loss of verbal and non-verbal semantics, 

respectively.21  

 

Behavioral symptoms in AD in relation to frontal cortex are relevant to a previously described variant 

labeled executive, or behavioral variant AD.41–47  Comparisons between typical amnestic AD and 

behavioral variant AD point to divergent patterns of cortical atrophy,41,42 glucose metabolism,43 and tau 

accumulation.48 However, these studies have limitations such as not including measures of behavior or 

considering both hemispheres simultaneously. Furthermore, pathological studies often fail to determine 

whether the right or left hemispheres are simultaneously or asymmetrically involved, mainly because they 

typically focus on examining one hemisphere. Additionally, in-vivo tau PET imaging studies have widely 

utilized a meta-temporal ROI to estimate tau burden,44–47 which combines regions in the temporal lobes 

and collapsed across hemisphere. In our study, we demonstrate that even in a typical amnestic cohort of 

AD, there is asymmetric tau accumulation associated with distinct phenotypic patterns along the 

behavioral/language continuum. Consistent with the right temporal role in emotions in AD, research 

investigating cortical volumes showed that emotional contagion is linked to atrophy in the right lateral 

temporal regions.22 Moreover, reduced emotion prosody recognition has been associated with cortical 

atrophy in the right temporal pole and superior temporal sulcus in AD.49 Furthermore, right medial 

temporal lobe involvement has been linked to paranoid delusions in mild AD.50 In our study, the 

differences observed in the NPI were primarily influenced by increased anxiety, irritability/liability, and 

hallucinations. Intriguingly, a functional MRI investigation revealed a connection between heightened 

salience network connectivity in the anterior cingulate cortex and right insula areas, and specific NPI 

subcomponents including agitation, irritability, aberrant motor behavior, euphoria, and disinhibition.51 

 

When examined individually, the right- and left-extreme participants exhibited variable degrees of frontal, 

parietal, and occipital involvement. When defining these extreme asymmetry groups, we did not restrict 

selection to cases that only had asymmetry in the right or left temporal lobe and it is possible that a given 

subject’s maximum tau accumulation was outside the temporal lobes. Further, the observed patterns of 

variability along the anterior-posterior axis adds to the complexity of phenotypic and pathological 

heterogeneity. Interestingly, the left-predominant group involved more of the contralateral hemisphere 

compared to the right-predominant group consistent with research showing cortical volume loss occurring 

earlier and progressing faster in the left hemisphere.52,53 However, this may be a confound related to study 

design.  Specifically, participants are recruited based on language centered tests and must meet ADNI 

mild cognitive impairment or dementia criteria for enrollment whereas advanced right predominant cases 

may be excluded due to more pronounced behavioral symptoms that are presumed to be due to non-AD 
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etiologies. Additionally, the neuropsychological tools that evaluate memory and executive function are 

language-dependent biasing sample selection even further to left lateralized disease and highlighting the 

need for non-verbal neuropsychological batteries to understand the full phenotypic heterogeneity 

associated with AD pathology.  

 

Mechanisms underlying asymmetry and heterogeneity in the spatial distribution of tau in AD remain 

unknown. Asymmetric patterns in AD are not specific to PET and have been found in cortical volumes,49 

white matter topology,54 and structural connectivity networks.50 Furthermore, early pathological 

investigations reported asymmetric hemispheric, hippocampal plaques and tangles, and lateralized 

differences within Braak and Braak stages in at least 15% of cases.56–58 Gaining a better understanding of 

asymmetry in AD could offer insights into the underlying causes of selective vulnerability.  

 

This study has limitations. It was performed in the ADNI cohort which primarily consists of amnestic 

AD. Consequently, the study's findings likely underestimate the prevalence or degree of right-

predominant patterns in the broader population.  It is important to note that large cohorts with a broad 

range of clinical symptoms that have undergone tau PET are currently lacking. A notable limitation is the 

absence of in depth objective measures for assessing behavior, emotion, and language in ADNI. Our 

behavioral analyses rely on the NPI questionnaire, which likely shows limited sensitivity to detecting 

right-sided deficits in behavior and emotion.  

 

In conclusion, this study highlights the importance of asymmetry in patterns of tau burden in AD patients. 

It is imperative to develop better behavioral, socioemotional, and language tests to understand this 

phenotypic heterogeneity. Therapeutic and diagnostic approaches in precision medicine would benefit 

from characterizing the asymmetry burden in the spatial distribution of tau in patients with AD, as this 

asymmetry has implications for clinical impairment, caregiver burden, and disease trajectories. 
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Figure and Table Captions:  
 
Table 1. Demographics, functional, diagnostic, APOE4 and Amyloid status information of the asymmetry-spectrum and asymmetry-extreme groups. HW: Hispanic White; NHW: 
Non-Hispanic White, NHA: Non-Hispanic Asian, NHB: Non-Hispanic Black, AIAN, UNK, +2 more than 2.  

 
Figure 1: The relationship between whole temporal tau SUVR and absolute laterality index values. Higher whole temporal SUVR is associated with higher temporal tau 
asymmetry. Asymmetry-extreme cases, colored in blue (left extreme) and red (right extreme), show elevated SUVR values in a range overlapping with the symmetric cases.  
Yellow line represents regression line for the entire sample.  
 
Figure 2: Asymmetry-extreme group. A-Boxplots: The asymmetry-extreme groups did not exhibit statistically significant differences on terms of behavior, memory, executive 
function, or language, although a trend is present for higher NPI in the right-extreme and lower language in the left-extreme. A-Scatterplots: There is a significant interaction 
between whole temporal tau by the right vs left extreme groups; higher right, but not left, tau is associated with worse behavior whereas higher left tau, not right, was associated 
with worse language symptoms. These distinctions were not present when predicting memory or executive functioning as higher right and left temporal tau were associated with 
worse memory and executive function. B. The first raw represents conjunction maps of the right-extreme group and left-extreme group. Figures were created using tau SUVR 
threshold of 0.25 (i.e., masks for tau SUVR values over 0.25 were created, binarized, and summed to create conjunction maps). The remaining rows are individual examples from 
each of the four patterns found upon visual inspection of the asymmetry-extreme groups. The four patterns of asymmetrical tau distribution along the anterior-posterior dimension 
are shown in B-B. anterior temporal (total of 6 right and 8 left), B-C. posterior (occipital) group (total of 3 right and 1 left) B-D. typical pattern (total of 6 right and 14 left), and B-
E. typical pattern with frontal involvement (total of 3 right and 4 left).  
 
Table.2: Series of linear regression models in the asymmetry-extreme groups (models 1-3) and in the asymmetry-spectrum (model 4). Models 1: The asymmetry-extreme 
groups did not exhibit differences in terms of behavior, memory, executive function, or language after adjusting for age, sex, and education. Model 2: Upon the incorporation of 
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whole temporal tau into the model, higher tau was associated with poorer memory and executive performance; however, no associations were observed with behavior or language. 
Model 3: Upon including the interaction of whole temporal tau by the right vs left extreme groups, higher right, but not left, tau was associated with worse behavior and higher left 
tau, not right, was associated with worse language symptoms. Model 4 shows the contribution of one ROI after correcting for demographics and contralateral tau. Model 4:  In the 
entire cohort, when considering the contralateral tau effect, encompassing both right and left ROIs in the same models and correcting for age, sex, education, chiefly right ROIs 
displayed significant associations with behavior, while left ROIs were associated with language. Interestingly, more lateral temporal regions were significant (inferior temporal, 
middle temporal, superior temporal, fusiform gyrus) whereas not all the mesial temporal regions were significant (i.e., medial temporal lobe was trending for behavior on the right 
and not significant for language on the left). Although the whole temporal, medial temporal lobe, amygdala, and anterior temporal ROIs showed association between higher tau on 
the left, but not the right, and worse memory and executive function, many temporal ROIs (fusiform gyrus, inferior temporal, middle temporal, and entorhinal cortex displayed 
correlations with worse both memory and executive functions. NPI: neuropsychiatric inventory. Bold indicates p value less than 0.05. Italics indicate p value less than 0. 
 

Figure 3. Association of right and left temporal tau with each of behavior as measures by the neuropsychiatric inventory (NPI) and cognition as measured by language, 
memory, and executive function composites. Figure shows residualized contributions of the left and right temporal ROI after correcting for the contralateral temporal ROI as 
well as age, sex, and education. Upper left: Higher right-temporal but not left-temporal associated with worse behavioral symptoms. Upper right: Higher left-temporal but not 
right-temporal associated with worse language performance. Lower left: Higher left-temporal but not right-temporal associated with worse memory performance. Upper right: 
Higher left-temporal but not right-temporal associated with worse executive function performance. Similar plots are shown for each temporal ROI in Supplementary Materials 
Figure 1-4.  
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Temporal tau asymmetry spectrum influences divergent behavior and 

language patterns in Alzheimer`s disease 
 
 
 
 
 

Right index 
spectrum 

Left index 
spectrum 

Total laterality 
spectrum Right  

extreme 
Left 

extreme 

Count 393 (46) 465 (54) 858 20 27 

Age mean (sd) 73.8 (7.8) 73.9 (7.7) 73.9 (7.7) 74.96 (5.67) 72.01 (6.16) 

Handedness n (%) 

R = 369 (94) 
L = 18 (4.5) 

Amb = 5 (1.3) 
UKN = 1 (0.2) 

R = 434 (93.5) 
L = 21 (4.5) 

Amb = 10 (2.2) 
UKN = 0 

R = 804 (93.7) 
L = 39 (4.5) 

Amb = 15 (1.7) 
UKN = 1 (0.1) 

R = 18 (90) 
L = 2 (10) 

R = 22 (82) 
L = 5 (18) 

Education mean (sd) 16.5 (2.5) 16.3 (2.4) 16.4 (2.4) 16.55 (2.74) 15.88 (2.43) 

Female/Male F = 187 / M = 203 F = 247 / M = 218 F = 434/ M = 424 F = 7 / M = 13 F = 13 / M = 14 

Race/ethnicity n (%) 

HW: 14 (3.7) 

NHW: 325 (82.7) 

NHA: 10 (2.5) 
NHB: 32 (8.1) 
AIAN: 1 (0.2) 

+2: 3 (0.8) 
UNK: 8 (2) 

 
 

HW: 25 (5.4) 

NHW: 385 (82.8) 

NHA: 12 (2.6) 
NHB: 28 (6.1) 
AIAN: 1 (0.2) 

+2: 7 (1.5) 
UNK: 7 (1.5) 

 
 

HW: 39 (4.5) 

NHW: 710 (82.7) 

NHA: 22 (2.6) 
NHB: 60 (7.0) 
AIAN: 2 (0.2) 
+2: 2: 10 1.2) 
UNK: 15 (1.7) 

 
 

NHW: 20 (100) NHW: 27 (100) 

APOE4 n (%) 

0 = 210 (53.4) 
1 = 118 (30) 
2 = 24 (6.1) 

NA = 41 (10.4) 

0 = 253 (54.4) 
1 = 129 (27.7) 

2 = 34 (7.3) 
NA = 49 (10.5) 

0 = 463 (53.9) 
1 = 247 (28.8) 
2 = 58 (6.8) 

NA = 90 (10.5) 

0 = 6 (30) 
1 = 8 (40) 
2 = 3 (15) 

NA = 3 (15) 

0 = 7 (25.9) 
1 = 13 (48.1) 
2 = 7 (25.9) 

CDR mean (sd) 0.25 (0.34) 0.29 (0.41) 0.27 (0.38) 3.20 (2.49) 3.12 (3.34) 

Diagnosis n (%) 

CN = 219 (55.7) 
MCI-AD = 157 (39.9) 
MCI-other = 12 (3.1) 

Dementia = 4 (1) 
Missing = 1 (0.2) 

CN = 239 (51.4) 
MCI-AD = 199 (42.8) 
MCI-other = 10 (2.2) 
Dementia = 6 (1.3) 
Missing = 11 (2.4) 

CN = 458 (53.4) 
MCI-AD = 356 (41.5) 
MCI-other = 22 (2.6) 
Dementia = 10 (1.2) 
Missing = 12 (1.4) 

CN = 3 (15) 
MCI-AD = 16 (80) 
MCI-other = 1 (5) 

CN = 6 (22.2) 
MCI-AD = 20 (74.1) 

AD = 1 (3.7) 

Amyloid status n (%) 
AB + = 117 (29.8) 
AB - = 271 (68.9) 

NA = 5 (1.3) 

AB + = 147 (31.6) 
AB - = 310 (66.6) 

NA = 8 (1.7) 

AB + = 264 (30.7) 
AB - = 581 (67.7) 

NA = 13 (1.5) 
AB + = 20 (100) 

AB + = 24 (88.9) 
AB - = 2 (7.4) 
NA = 1 (3.7) 

 
Table 1. Demographics, functional, diagnostic, APOE4 and Amyloid status information of the asymmetry-spectrum and asymmetry-extreme groups. HW: Hispanic White; NHW: 
Non-Hispanic White, NHA: Non-Hispanic Asian, NHB: Non-Hispanic Black, AIAN, UNK, +2 more than 2.  
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Figure 1: The relationship between whole temporal tau SUVR and absolute laterality index values. Higher whole temporal SUVR is associated with higher temporal tau
asymmetry. Asymmetry-extreme cases, colored in blue (left extreme) and red (right extreme), show elevated SUVR values in a range overlapping with the symmetric cases
Yellow line represents regression line for the entire sample.  
 

Figure 2: Asymmetry-extreme group. A-Boxplots: The asymmetry-extreme groups did not exhibit statistically significant differences on terms of behavior, memory, executive 
function, or language, although a trend is present for higher NPI in the right-extreme and lower language in the left-extreme. A-Scatterplots: There is a significant interaction 
between whole temporal tau by the right vs left extreme groups; higher right, but not left, tau is associated with worse behavior whereas higher left tau, not right, was associated 
with worse language symptoms. These distinctions were not present when predicting memory or executive functioning as higher right and left temporal tau were associated with 
worse memory and executive function. B. The first raw represents conjunction maps of the right-extreme group and left-extreme group. Figures were created using tau SUVR 
threshold of 0.25 (i.e., masks for tau SUVR values over 0.25 were created, binarized, and summed to create conjunction maps). The remaining rows are individual examples from 

tau 
es.  
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each of the four patterns found upon visual inspection of the asymmetry-extreme groups. The four patterns of asymmetrical tau distribution along the anterior-posterior dimension 
are shown in B-B. anterior temporal (total of 6 right and 8 left), B-C. posterior (occipital) group (total of 3 right and 1 left) B-D. typical pattern (total of 6 right and 14 left), and B-
E. typical pattern with frontal involvement (total of 3 right and 4 left).  
 
 

 
Model 1: Cognition/Behavior ~ Age + Sex + Education + extreme asymmetry group  

 NPI Memory Executive Language 
Age 0.77 (1.2), 0.55 -0.002 (0.1),0.97 -0.04 (0.1), 0.61 -0.02 (0.1), 0.76 
Education -0.11 (1.3), 0.93 -0.11 (0.1), 0.20 -0.004 (0.1), 0.96 -0.06 (0.1), 0.49 
Sex 0.09 (2.8), 0.97 0.04 (0.1), 0.82 0.02 (0.02), 0.92 0.02 (0.2), 0.89 
Group (right versus left) 1.13 (2.6), 0.66 0.09 (0.1), 0.59 0.16 (0.2), 0.3 0.35 (0.17), 0.051 

 
Model 2: Cognition/Behavior ~ Age + Sex + Education + extreme asymmetry group + whole temporal tau 

 
 NPI Memory Executive Language 
Age 1.39 (1.4), 0.31 -0.07 (0.1), 0.38 -0.12 (0.1), 0.19 -0.07 (0.09), 0.41 
Education -0.05 (1.3), 0.96 -0.11 (0.1), 0.16 -0.009 (0.09), 0.91 -0.06 (0.08), 0.46 
Sex -0.18 (2.85), 0.94 0.07 (0.2), 0.68 0.05 (0.19), 0.76 0.05 (0.2), 0.79 
Group (right versus left) 0.88 (2.6), 0.73 0.13 (0.16), 0.43 0.19 (0.17), 0.27 0.37 (0.17), 0.03 
Whole Temporal Tau  1.78 (1.39), 0.21 -0.21 (0.08), 0.02 -0.21 (0.09), 0.02 -0.13 (0.09), 0.14 

 
Model 3: Cognition/Behavior ~ Age + Sex + Education + extreme asymmetry group (left vs right) + whole temporal tau + extreme asymmetry group (left vs right) * whole temporal tau 

 
 NPI Memory Executive Language 
Age 1.15 (1.3), 0.39 -0.13 (0.1), 0.27 -0.15 (0.1), 0.17 -0.13 (0.1), 0.18 
Education -0.07 (1.2), 0.95 -0.001 (0.1), 0.99 -0.05 (0.1), 0.60 -0.01 (0.1), 0.89 
Sex -2.06 (2.5), 0.42 0.49 (0.2), 0.03 0.37 (0.2), 0.08 0.27 (0.2), 0.14 
Group 1.14 (2.5), 0.65 0.08 (0.22), 0.59 0.16 (0.2), 0.44 0.35 (0.2), 0.06 
Whole Temporal Tau -0.28 (1.8), 0.87 -0.51 (0.16), 0.002 -0.31 (0.1), 0.03 -0.43 (0.1), 0.002 
Group x Whole Temporal Tau 5.13 (2.4), 0.04 0.25 (0.22), 0.26 -0.04 (0.2), 0.83 0.37 (0.1), 0.04 

 
Model 4: Cognition/Behavior~ Age+Sex+Education + Right ROI+ Left ROI (R and L tau ROIs in same model) 

 
 NPI Memory Executive Language 
 R L R L R L R L 
Whole temporal 7.19 (2.9), 

0.01 
1.41 (2.86), 

0.62 
-0.43 (0.27), 

0.112 
-1.41 (0.25), 

<.0001 
-0.42 (0.26), 

0.11 
-0.9 (0.25), 

.0001 
0.31 (0.25), 

0.20 
-1.40 (0.24), 

<.0001 
Fusiform 5.12 (1.89), 

0.007 
0.75 (1.75), 

0.66 
-0.37 (0.17), 

0.03 
-0.91 (0.16), 

<.0001 
-0.27 (0.16), 

0.10 
-0.79 (0.15), 

<.0001 
0.10 (0.16), 

0.53 
-0.92 (0.15), < 

.0001 
Inferior temporal 4.52 (1.62), 

0.005 
0.82 (1.52), 

0.58 
-0.29 

(0.14),0.04 
-0.86 (0.13), 

<.0001 
-0.39 (0.14), 

0.005 
-0.59 (0.13), 

<.0001 
-0.001 (0.13), 

0.99 
-0.76 (0.12), 

<.0001 
Middle temporal 4.07 (1.62), 

0.01 
1.62 (1.53), 

0.29 
-0.54 (0.14), 

0.0002 
-0.7 (0.14), 

<.0001 
-0.47 (0.14), 

0.0008 
-0.59 (0.13), 

0.0008 
-0.08 (0.13), 

0.51 
-0.77 (0.12), 

<.0001 
Superior temporal 6.11 (2.69), 

0.02 
1.22 (2.40), 

0.61 
-0.77 (0.25), 

0.002 
-0.97 (0.23), 

<.0001 
-0.59(0.24), 

0.01 
-0.84 (0.21), 

0.0001 
0.07(0.22), 

0.74 
-1.20 (0.20), 

<.0001 
Anterior temporal 2.11 (2.57), 

0.41 
5.95 (2.33), 

0.01 
-0.36 (0.24), 

0.12 
-1.28 (0.21), 

<.0001 
-0.03 (0.23), 

0.13 
-0.79 (0.21), 

<.0002 
-0.001 (0.21), 

0.99 
-1.01 (0.19), 

<.0001 
Amygdala 6.59 (2.95), 

0.02 
1.38 (2.89), 

0.63 
-0.09 (0.27), 

0.73 
-1.45 (0.26), 

<.0001 
-0.27 (0.27), 

0.32 
-0.67 (0.27), 

0.01 
0.19 (0.26), 

0.46 
-0.89 (0.25), 

0.0005 
Entorhinal cortex 5.1 (2.4), 

0.03 
2.65 (2.41), 

0.27 
-0.49 (0.22), 

0.02 
-1.14 (0.22), 

<.0001 
-0.63 (0.22), 

0.004 
-0.47, (0.22), 

0.03 
0.04 (0.2), 

0.84 
-0.9 (0.21), 

<.0001 
Medial temporal lobe 6.99 (3.62), 

0.053 
2.13 (3.58), 

0.55 
-1.31 (0.33), 

0.34 
-1.54 (0.32), 

<0001 
-0.47 (0.33), 

0.15 
-0.75 (0.33), 

0.02 
-1.16 (0.31), 

.0002 
0.23 (0.31), 

0.45 

Table.2: Series of linear regression models in the asymmetry-extreme groups (models 1-3) and in the asymmetry-spectrum (model 4). Models 1: The asymmetry-extreme 
groups did not exhibit differences in terms of behavior, memory, executive function, or language after adjusting for age, sex, and education. Model 2: Upon the incorporation of 
whole temporal tau into the model, higher tau was associated with poorer memory and executive performance; however, no associations were observed with behavior or language. 
Model 3: Upon including the interaction of whole temporal tau by the right vs left extreme groups, higher right, but not left, tau was associated with worse behavior and higher left 
tau, not right, was associated with worse language symptoms. Model 4 shows the contribution of one ROI after correcting for demographics and contralateral tau. Model 4:  In the 
entire cohort, when considering the contralateral tau effect, encompassing both right and left ROIs in the same models and correcting for age, sex, education, chiefly right ROIs 
displayed significant associations with behavior, while left ROIs were associated with language. Interestingly, more lateral temporal regions were significant (inferior temporal, 
middle temporal, superior temporal, fusiform gyrus) whereas not all the mesial temporal regions were significant (i.e., medial temporal lobe was trending for behavior on the right 
and not significant for language on the left). Although the whole temporal, medial temporal lobe, amygdala, and anterior temporal ROIs showed association between higher tau on 
the left, but not the right, and worse memory and executive function, many temporal ROIs (fusiform gyrus, inferior temporal, middle temporal and entorhinal cortex displayed 
correlations with worse both memory and executive functions. NPI: neuropsychiatric inventory. Bold and shaded green boxes (p<0.05). Italics (p<0.10). 
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Figure 3. Association of right and left temporal tau with each of behavior as measures by the neuropsychiatric inventory (NPI) and cognition as measured by language, 
memory, and executive function composites. Figure shows residualized contributions of the left and right temporal ROI after correcting for the contralateral temporal ROI as 
well as age, sex, and education. Upper left: Higher right-temporal but not left-temporal associated with worse behavioral symptoms. Upper right: Higher left-temporal but not 
right-temporal associated with worse language performance. Lower left: Higher left-temporal but not right-temporal associated with worse memory performance. Upper right: 
Higher left-temporal but not right-temporal associated with worse executive function performance. Similar plots are shown for each temporal ROI in Supplementary Materials Fig 
1-4.  
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