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Abstract 

Young-onset Alzheimer’s Disease is a rare form of Alzheimer’s Disease characterized by early 

symptom onset (< 65 years) and heterogeneous clinical phenotypes. Previous studies have 

consistently shown that patients with late-onset Alzheimer’s exhibit alterations in the default-

mode network—a large-scale brain network associated with self-related processing and 

autobiographical memory. However, the functional organization of the default-mode network 

is far less clear in young-onset Alzheimer’s disease. Here, we assessed default-mode network 

effective connectivity in two common young-onset Alzheimer’s disease variants (i.e., typical 

amnestic variant and posterior cortical atrophy) and healthy participants to identify disease- and 

variant-specific differences in the default-mode network. 

This case-control study was conducted with thirty-nine young-onset Alzheimer’s disease 

patients, including typical amnestic (n = 26, 15 females, mean age = 61) and posterior cortical 

atrophy (n = 13; 8 females, mean age = 61.8), and 24 age-matched healthy participants (13 

females, mean age=60.1). All participants underwent resting-state functional MRI and 

extensive neuropsychological testing. Spectral dynamic causal modelling was performed to 

quantify resting-state effective connectivity between default-mode network regions. Parametric 

empirical Bayes analysis was then performed to characterise group differences in effective 

connectivity. 

Our results showed that patients with typical Alzheimer’s disease variant showed increased 

connectivity from medial prefrontal cortex to posterior default-mode network nodes as well as 

reduced inhibitory connectivity from hippocampus to other default-mode network nodes, 

relative to healthy controls. Patients with posterior cortical atrophy exhibited decreased 

connectivity from posterior cingulate cortex to medial prefrontal cortex and bilateral angular 

gyrus and reduced inhibitory connectivity from left hippocampus to other default-mode 

network nodes compared to healthy controls. Right hippocampus connectivity differentiated 

the two patient groups. Patients with typical Alzheimer’s disease variant had lower inhibitory 

connectivity from right hippocampus to other default-mode network nodes than the patients 

with posterior cortical atrophy. 

Our findings suggest that resting-state default-mode network connectivity is a physiological 

phenotype of young-onset Alzheimer’s disease that could contribute to a new understanding of 

functional integration in this condition.  
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Introduction  

Young-onset Alzheimer’s Disease (AD, symptom-onset< 65 years) is a rare form of AD which 

constitutes 5% of all AD cases 1. Similar to late-onset AD, most patients diagnosed with young-

onset AD present with memory deficits and prominent medial temporal lobe atrophy 1. 

However, the clinical profile in young-onset AD is more heterogeneous than late-onset AD 2,3. 

A higher proportion of the patients present with atypical phenotypes characterized by other 

focal symptoms than memory 4,5. Posterior cortical atrophy (PCA) is the most common atypical 

phenotype dominated by visuoperceptual/visuospatial problems, parieto-occipital atrophy and 

relatively preserved episodic memory 6. Despite the shared pathology, there are remarkable 

differences between two young-onset AD phenotypes in terms of grey matter volume, glucose 

hypometabolism and organization of large-scale brain networks 1,5.   

 There is a growing literature investigating large-scale brain networks to understand 

cognitive and affective dysfunctions in neurological disorders 7. The default-mode network 

(DMN) is one of the most studied large-scale intrinsic brain networks, which comprises the 

posteromedial cortex (posterior cingulate cortex and precuneus), medial prefrontal cortex, 

angular gyrus, and medial temporal lobe. DMN is preferentially activated when individuals 

engage with internally driven processes such as perspective taking, autobiographical memory, 

future planning and self-awareness 8. The importance of the DMN in AD research is twofold. 

First, the activity of the DMN shows a striking correlation with the topography of amyloid β 

(Aβ) deposition in AD patients 9. Second, the activity of the DMN is correlated with self-

referential thoughts and episodic memory, indicating that memory impairment identified in AD 

can be attributable to disrupted DMN connectivity 9.  

The majority of previous connectivity studies were conducted in patients with late-onset 

AD. Their results indicate that patients with late-onset AD showed decreased local connectivity 

in the DMN 10,11 and decreased connectivity between the DMN regions, especially between 

posterior cingulate cortex and other default-mode network nodes 12–15 Compared to late-onset 
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AD, a relatively small number of connectivity studies investigated differences in large-scale 

networks in patients with young-onset AD. These studies reported both increased 16 and 

decreased functional connectivity between the DMN regions in patients with young-onset AD 

16–18 . Only a few studies investigated DMN connectivity in young-onset AD variants 19,20. 

Lehmann et al., (2015) identified increased anterior DMN functional connectivity in typical 

AD and PCA compared to controls, whereas the other study found decreased DMN functional 

connectivity in the PCA variant compared to controls 20. However, none of these studies 

examined directed (i.e., effective) connectivity in the DMN in patients with young-onset AD or 

young-onset AD variants. 

In this work, we aimed to investigate effective connectivity between the DMN nodes in 

young-onset AD variants (i.e., typical AD and PCA) and healthy age-matched controls using 

dynamic causal modelling (DCM). We hypothesized that patients with young-onset AD would 

show decreased connectivity in the DMN compared to healthy controls. In addition, based on 

structural and functional differences between the two AD variants, we expected to see group 

differences in the DMN connectivity between the two patient groups. We hypothesized that 

patients with typical AD would show more impairment in the connectivity of memory and self-

related processing regions, such as hippocampus and medial prefrontal cortex, whereas patients 

with PCA would show aberrant connectivity involving parietal regions, such as the angular 

gyrus and posterior cingulate cortex.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304042doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304042
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


5 

Materials and methods  

Participants  

The case-control study included forty-five patients with probable AD 21 with symptom onset < 

65 years and 24 age-matched healthy individuals. The participants were recruited between 2013 

and 2015 from Cognitive Disorders Clinic at the National Hospital for Neurology and 

Neurosurgery. Patients were classified based on their leading symptoms as having typical 

amnestic 21 or atypical (PCA) AD phenotype 22. Patients with an autosomal dominant mutation 

(n=1) or other atypical AD phenotypes (n = 3; two patients with logopenic progressive aphasia 

and one patient with behavioural/dysexecutive AD phenotype) were excluded from the study. 

Furthermore, two patients were excluded from further analyses due to excessive head motion 

(> 3 mm in translation or 3 degrees in rotation parameters). The final sample included 26 

patients with typical AD, 13 patients with PCA and 24 healthy controls (See Table 1 for sample 

characteristics). Groups were matched in terms of age, sex, education, and handedness. 

However, there was a significant group difference in head motion quantified by using frame-

wise displacement 23. Patients with typical AD had significantly higher head motion than 

healthy controls (t = -0.32, p = 0.03). Patient groups did not differ in terms of disease severity 

and duration. 

The study was approved by the National Hospital for Neurology and Neurosurgery 

Research Ethics Committee. All participants provided written informed consent. 
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Table 1. Sample Characteristics.   

 

   TAD (n= 26)   PCA (n=13)   HC (n=24)   p   

Demographics               

Age, mean (SD)   61 (5.1)  61.8 (5.2)  60.1 (5.7)  0.62  

Sex, n, male/female   12/14  5/8  11/13  0.88  

CSF consistent with AD* 25/26 11/13   

Education, mean (SD)   15 (3)  14.9 (2.5)  16.7 (3)  0.10  

Handedness, n, R/L   25/1  12/1  21/3  0.52  

Head motion, mean (SD)   0.9 (0.5)  0.7 (0.4)  0.6 (0.4)  0.03  

Age at onset, mean (SD)   56 (4.4)  56.5 (4.3)    0.72  

Disease duration, mean (SD)   5.6 (2.8)  6 (3.3)    0.73  

Neuropsychological Tests           

MMSE, median (IQR)   21 (8)  22 (8)  30 (1)  < 0.001 a  

RMT, median (IQR)   38 (8.7)  39.4 (9.5)  50 (1.7)  < 0.001 a  

GDA, median (IQR)   1 (5)  1 (4.5)  15 (11.7)  < 0.001 a  

GDST, median (IQR)   28 (19.4)  25 (17.2)  53 (9.5)  < 0.001 a  

VOSP, median (IQR)   59.5 (18.7)  43 (18.4)  67 (2.7)  < 0.001 a  

DKEFS, median (IQR)   4 (3)  2.8 (7)  11 (5)  < 0.001 a  

 
* Aβ1-42 <627 pg/ml and/or Tau/ Aβ1-42 ratio >.52.  

Missing values per variable: RMT (n=1), GDA (n=2), GDST (n=4), VOSP (n=3), DKEFS (n=3) 

 

Cognitive measurements  

All participants underwent an extensive neuropsychology test battery to measure the 

severity of cognitive impairment (Mini-Mental State Examination [MMSE]24), episodic 
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memory (Recognition Memory Test [RMT]25), numeracy and literacy respectively (Graded 

Difficulty Arithmetic [GDA]26) and Graded Difficulty Spelling Test [GDST]27], visuospatial 

and visuoperceptual performance (Visual Object and Spatial Perception [VOSP] 28 battery) and 

speed of processing and executive functions (Delis-Kaplan Executive Function System 

[DKEFS]29). All cognitive measurements were continuous. For all scales, higher scores 

indicated higher cognitive performance.  

As expected, patient groups had significantly lower scores in MMSE and all 

neuropsychological tests than the control group (p < 0.001, See Table 1). Patients with PCA 

had lower scores in VOSP than the patients with typical AD (p < 0.05). Patient groups did not 

significantly differ in other neuropsychological tests. There was no significant group difference 

in MMSE, disease onset, and disease duration between the two patient groups.  

  

Data acquisition and preprocessing  

The data were acquired on a Siemens Magnetom Trio (Siemens, Erlangen, Germany) 3T MRI 

scanner using a 32-channel phased array head coil. Structural images were obtained using a 

sagittal magnetization-prepared rapid gradient echo (MP-RAGE) three-dimensional T1-

weighted sequence (TE = 2.9 ms, TR = 2200 ms, TI = 900 ms, flip angle = 10°, FoV = 282 × 

282 mm, 208 slices with 1.1×1.1×1.1 mm voxels). Functional images were obtained using an 

asymmetric gradient echo echo-planar sequence sensitive to blood oxygen level-dependent 

contrast (TE= 30 ms, TR = 2200 ms, flip angle = 80°, FoV = 212 × 212 mm, voxel size = 3.3 

× 3.3 × 3.3 mm). Whole brain coverage for the functional data was obtained using 36 contiguous 

interleaved 3.3 mm transversal slices, acquired parallel to the plane transecting the anterior and 

posterior commissure (AC-PC plane). In total, 140 volumes were acquired during the resting 

state scan. Before the resting state scan subjects were instructed to simply rest in the scanner 

with their eyes open while staying as still as possible.  
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Preprocessing steps were performed using SPM12. The initial five volumes were 

discarded to allow for equilibration of the magnetic field. Slice acquisition dependent time 

shifts were corrected per volume. All volumes were realigned to the first volume using a six-

parameter (rigid body) linear transformation to correct within subject head motion. The 

resulting images were then spatially normalised to a standard brain template in the MNI 

coordinate space. Data were resampled to 3-mm isotropic voxels and spatially smoothed using 

a 6-mm full-width half-maximum (FWHM) Gaussian kernel. Six motion parameters and time 

series from white matter and cerebrospinal fluid were used as nuisance regressors for 

physiological noise correction.  

 

The regions of interest selection   

Constrained independent component analysis (ICA) was performed to identify the network of 

interest using the Group ICA of fMRI Toolbox (https://trendscenter.org/software/gift/). 

Constrained ICA is a semi-blind dimension reduction method that identifies an independent 

component in subject data, which matches with the supplied spatial references 30. This approach 

features two main advantages. First, it eludes problems with subjective component selection 31. 

Second, the resulting components have higher signal-to-noise ratio than the standard ICA 

approaches. Application of constrained ICA has been previously used to identify regions of 

interest for dynamic causal modelling (DCM) analysis 31–34. 

A pre-existing template for DMN (dorsal DMN) 35 was used as a spatial reference for 

constrained ICA. A one-sample t-test was performed to obtain group-level peak coordinates for 

regions of interest (ROIs). Based on the t-test results (p < 0.05, family-wise error (FWE) 

corrected), we selected following ROIs for subsequent DCM analysis: medial prefrontal cortex 

(mPFC; x=-6, y=53, z=17), posterior cingulate cortex (PCC; x=6, y=-55, z=29), bilateral 

angular gyrus (ANG; left: x=-48, y=-67, z=35 ; right: x=48, y=-61, z=29) and bilateral 

hippocampus (HPC; left: x=-24, y=-25, z=-13; right: x=27, y=-25, z=-10). These coordinates 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304042doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304042
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


9 

are very similar to the anatomical locations reported by a coordinate-based meta-analysis of 

DMN in healthy adults and AD patients 36. ROI time series were defined as the first principal 

component from all voxels within in a 8 mm radius sphere centred on the group maximum of 

each node 37. Subject-specific whole brain mask and MNI-based ROI masks were used to ensure 

that regional responses were based on voxels within the anatomical boundaries of the brain and 

specific ROI.  

Finally, we conducted a one-way ANOVA to see any of the selected ROIs of the DMN 

component shows group differences—in the amplitude of fluctuations in each ROI—between 

typical AD, PCA and healthy controls.  

Data analysis  

Statistical analysis  

Statistical analysis was performed in SPSS 24 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, Illinois, USA). A nominal 

significance threshold was set at p=0.05. Chi-squared tests were performed to identify if sex 

and handedness were equally distributed across groups. A one-way ANOVA was performed to 

compare age, education, neuropsychological test scores, and mean head motion between 

groups. Non-parametric ANOVA test (Kruskal-Wallis) was used for the same purpose when 

parametric assumptions were not met. Two-sample t tests were then performed to compare two 

patient groups in terms of disease duration and age at onset.  

Spectral dynamic causal modelling   

The spectral DCM implemented in the SPM12 (DCM 12.5, revision 7497) was performed to 

estimate effective connectivity during resting-state. Spectral DCM estimates resting-state 

connectivity by fitting observed complex fMRI cross spectra. It finds the best effective 

connectivity among the hidden neuronal states that explains functional connectivity among 

haemodynamic responses 37–39. Here, we set a fully connected model (6 x 6 = 36 connection 

parameters) to compare all possible nested models within the network 40. After the model 
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estimation, we performed diagnostics to check the quality of the DCM model fitting to ensure 

that model inversion was successful 41. All participants had more than 60% explained variance 

by the model (M = 89.5, SD = 3.9).  

 

Parametric empirical bayes  

A parametric empirical Bayes (PEB) analysis was then performed at the group level to 

estimate the group mean and group differences in effective connectivity 40. PEB in this setting 

entails a general linear model (GLM) of between-subject (random) effects that best explain the 

within-subject (DCM) estimates of connectivity. Bayesian Model Reduction (BMR) was used 

to prune connection parameters from the full PEB model until there was no further 

improvement in model-evidence (based on log-evidence or free energy). The parameters of 

reduced models were then averaged and weighted by their model evidence by Bayesian Model 

Averaging (BMA) to account for any uncertainty over reduced models: i.e., the parameters 

under each reduced model were averaged after weighting by the evidence (a.k.a., marginal 

likelihood) of the model under which they were estimated. 

Due to the group differences in head motion, we included mean framewise displacement 

in the analysis as a covariate of no interest at the between the subject level. All inferences were 

made using a posterior probability criterion of 95% (equivalent of a strong evidence) for each 

connection. In other words, the model evidence or marginal likelihood of a model with a 

particular parameter was 20 times greater than the corresponding model in which the parameter 

was removed. 

Brain-behaviour relationship  

To reduce the number of statistical comparisons, we conducted a principal component 

analysis using MMSE, RMT, GDA, GDST, VOSP, and DKEFS sum scores (See 

Supplementary Material S4 for details). Missing values were handled using expectation-
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maximization approach. Only one component—which explained 68% of the variance—was 

identified. The component score was then used to test for an association between the group-

specific DMN connectivity and cognitive performance within the PEB framework. All 

inference was made using a posterior probability criterion of 95% (equivalent of strong 

evidence) for each connection.  

 

Replication analysis  

Here, we used the dorsal DMN component as a spatial reference—or constraint—for the ICA 

analysis, since it covers most reliable DMN regions, such as PCC, medial PFC and angular 

gyrus 36 as well as hippocampus—an important brain region for AD pathology 42 but less 

consistently reported across the studies 36. Although DMN is mostly treated as a homogenous 

network, several studies have identified distinct components within DMN 35,43,44. Furthermore, 

some studies have shown that certain DMN components were differentially altered in AD 

11,19,45.  Therefore, we also included another DMN component called ventral DMN 35 to see if 

our results are specific to the chosen component or young-onset AD pathology.   

We therefore applied constrained ICA to identify subject-specific ventral DMN 

component, and a one-sample t test was performed to identify the peak coordinates for ROIs. 

To keep the model as similar as possible, we included the following ROIs in a spectral DCM 

analysis: precuneus, bilateral middle frontal gyrus, bilateral parahippocampal gyrus and 

bilateral angular gyrus. The coordinates and group-level component map can be found in the 

Supplementary Material (Supplementary Table S1, Supplementary Fig. S1). In an equivalent 

manner, a fully connected model was set at the first level and group differences were estimated 

within the PEB framework. The results of this replication analysis are summarised in the 

discussion. 
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Results  

Independent component analysis  

A component representing dorsal DMN was identified across participants using constrained 

ICA (Figure 1). Within this component, we found a group difference between typical AD and 

healthy controls. YOAD patients with typical phenotype showed lower PCC activation (as 

measured by the amplitude of fluctuations in BOLD signal) compared to healthy controls (p < 

0.05, cluster-level FWE-corrected; Supplementary Fig. S2). However, this result did not 

survive at whole-brain corrected level. No group difference was found for any ROI within the 

ventral DMN component.  

 

Figure 1. Default-mode network component identified using constrained independent 

component analysis (p <0.05, FWE-corrected at whole-brain). 

Dynamic causal modelling  

Group means 

Group specific effective connectivity matrices for dorsal DMN are shown in Figure 2 (see 

Supplementary Fig. S4 for the ventral DMN component). Two types of connection can be seen 

in Figure 2: excitatory and inhibitory (extrinsic or between-region) connections. An excitatory 

connection means that the activity of the source region leads to increases in the activity of the 

target region, whereas an inhibitory connection means that the activity of the source region 

leads to decreases in the activity of the target region 46. Independent from the sign (negative or 
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positive), self-connections (e.g., PCC  PCC) should be read as inhibitory because (intrinsic 

or within-region) self-connections are log-scaled. A positive self-inhibitory connection 

indicates a more inhibited region, which is less responsive to the input, while a negative self-

inhibitory connection indicates a less inhibited region resulting in disinhibition to afferent input 

47.   

The groups showed a mixed pattern of excitatory and inhibitory connections within 

DMN. However, outgoing connections from HPC to other DMN regions were inhibitory across 

all groups, while interhemispheric HPC connections were excitatory. Missing entries 

correspond to redundant connections that have been removed following Bayesian model 

reduction (that did not differ from their prior expectation). 
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Figure 2. Mean effective connectivity within the DMN. Green colour represents excitatory connections, 

whereas red colour represents inhibitory connections. Self-connections should be interpreted as 

inhibitory, irrespective of the colour. Connections with strong evidence [i.e., posterior probability > 

0.95] are marked with an asterisk. Abbreviations: ANG, angular gyrus; HPC, hippocampus; mPFC, 

medial prefrontal cortex; PCC, posterior cingulate cortex. 

Group differences 

Typical AD versus healthy controls 
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Compared to the healthy controls, patients with typical AD showed lower mPFC self-

connection indicating higher input sensitivity of the region in the disease group (Figure 3). In 

addition, patients with typical AD had higher connectivity from mPFC to posterior DMN 

regions (i.e., PCC and bilateral ANG) than the healthy controls. The patient group exhibited 

excitatory connections from mPFC to posterior DMN regions, which were missing in the 

healthy group. Contrary to the mPFC self-connection, left ANG self-connection was higher in 

the patient group indicating the lower input sensitivity of the region. Additionally, patients with 

typical AD variant showed lower inhibitory connectivity from left HPC to PCC and from right 

HPC to mPFC and left ANG than the healthy controls. 
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Figure 3. Group differences in DMN effective connectivity. Results were mapped on the brain 

using brainconn (https://github.com/sidchop/brainconn) implemented in R. Abbreviations: 

ANG, angular gyrus; HC, healthy controls; HPC, hippocampus; mPFC, medial prefrontal 

cortex; PCA, posterior cortical atrophy; PCC, posterior cingulate cortex, TAD, typical 

Alzheimer’s disease. 

Similarly, we identified higher input sensitivity of right middle frontal gyrus, higher 

connectivity from right middle frontal gyrus to other DMN regions (left middle frontal gyrus 
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and bilateral angular gyrus) and lower input sensitivity of right ANG in patients with typical 

AD compared to healthy controls in the ventral DMN (Figure S5). 

PCA versus healthy controls 

Similar to the patients with typical AD variant, patients with PCA exhibited lower mPFC self-

connection (i.e., higher input sensitivity) compared to the healthy controls (Figure 3). The PCC-

self connection was higher (i.e., lower input sensitivity) in the patients with PCA than the 

healthy controls. In addition, patients showed lower connectivity from PCC to other DMN 

regions (e.g., mPFC and bilateral ANG). Indeed, connections from PCC to bilateral ANG were 

excitatory in the healthy group, whereas they were missing or weakly inhibitory in the patients 

with PCA. Additionally, the patient group showed lower inhibitory connectivity from left HPC 

to mPFC, PCC and left ANG, lower right HPC self-connection, and higher inhibitory 

connectivity from right HPC to right ANG compared to the healthy controls. 

Similarly, we identified higher input sensitivity of right middle frontal gyrus together 

with increased connectivity from right middle frontal gyrus to bilateral ANG and higher input 

sensitivity of right parahippocampal gyrus in patients with PCA compared to the healthy 

controls in the ventral DMN (Supplementary Fig. S5). 

Typical AD versus PCA 

Patients with typical AD had lower inhibitory right HPC connectivity to other DMN regions, 

and lower excitatory connectivity from right HPC to left HPC than the patients with PCA 

variant (Figure 3). Moreover, right HPC self-connection was higher in the typical AD group 

indicating lower sensitivity of the right HPC to input from other regions. Additionally, patients 

with typical AD exhibited lower left ANG self-connection, higher connectivity from PCC to 

right ANG (i.e., excitatory in the amnestic group) and lower connectivity from right ANG to 

mPFC (i.e., inhibitory in the amnestic group) compared the PCA group. 
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Similarly, we found that patients with typical AD exhibited lower input sensitivity of 

right parahippocampal gyrus and lower inhibitory connectivity from right parahippocampal 

gyrus to other DMN regions compared to the patients with PCA in the ventral DMN 

(Supplementary Fig. S5). 

Brain-Behaviour Relationship 

For the sake of simplicity, we report the brain-behaviour relationship only for the connections 

in which we found group differences. We found that both patient groups showed reduced mPFC 

self-inhibition (i.e., disinhibition) than the healthy controls. The mPFC self-connection was 

positively associated with cognitive scores in typical AD (β =0.22, posterior probability > 

0.95). That is, mPFC disinhibition indicated lower cognitive performance in typical AD. No 

association was found for healthy participants and patients with PCA. Moreover, patients with 

typical AD exhibited increased connectivity from right HPC to right ANG (reduced inhibitory 

influence) compared to patients with PCA. The increased connectivity was associated with 

higher cognitive performance in typical AD patients (β =0.25, posterior probability > 0.95). 

 Additionally, we found that patients with PCA showed lower connectivity from PCC to 

mPFC and left ANG than the healthy controls. Lower connection strengths from PCC to mPFC 

(β =-0.22, posterior probability > 0.95) and left ANG (β =-0.15, posterior probability > 0.95) 

were associated with higher cognitive scores in patients with PCA.  

Compared to patients with typical AD, patients with PCA had lower connectivity from 

right HPC to mPFC and left ANG. The lower connection strengths from right HPC to mPFC (β 

=-0.23, posterior probability > 0.95) and left ANG (β =-0.23, posterior probability > 0.95) were 

associated higher cognitive scores in patients with PCA, whereas no association was identified 

in the typical AD group.  
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These significant effects of cognitive scores on effective connectivity are important 

because they speak to the validity of the effective connectivity estimates; in the sense that the 

behavioural data were independent of the physiological data used to estimate connectivity. 

Discussion 

We here investigated effective connectivity within the DMN in two young-onset AD variants 

and healthy elderly to identify disease and variant-specific network alterations in the DMN. 

Our results indicated that both patient groups exhibited increased mPFC sensitivity to afferent 

inputs and a reduced inhibitory influence from left HPC to PCC, in comparison to healthy 

participants. Patients with typical AD uniquely showed excitatory connectivity from mPFC to 

posterior DMN nodes compared to healthy participants, whereas patients with PCA exhibited 

decreased connectivity from PCC to other DMN nodes and reduced inhibitory influence from 

left HPC to other DMN nodes. The connectivity of right hippocampus differentiated the patient 

groups.  

Excitatory influences from prefrontal cortex to posterior DMN in 

typical AD variant   

Reduced DMN functional connectivity is one of the most replicated findings in late-onset AD 

10,48–54.In line with this, we hypothesized that the patients with typical AD would show 

decreased DMN connectivity compared to healthy participants. However, we did not identify 

decreased connectivity between DMN in patients with typical AD. On the contrary, we found 

that patients with typical AD had unique excitatory efferent connections from mPFC to 

posterior DMN nodes, which were missing in healthy controls and lower inhibitory influence 

from hippocampus to other DMN nodes. However, it is important to note that there is no one-

to-one mapping between functional and effective connectivity. Indeed, they can be profound 

quantitative and qualitative differences between functional and effective connectivity 39. This 
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follows from the fact that a change in one effective (directed) connection can change the 

correlations throughout the network—and therefore cause distributed changes in functional 

connectivity. Furthermore, functional connectivity cannot localise changes in self-connections 

(i.e., intrinsic connectivity) because the correlation of a region with itself is always one. We 

present the group mean functional connectivity in supplementary material (Supplementary Fig. 

S3) for comparison with the effective connectivity estimates in Figure 2. 

Although most of the studies conducted in late-onset AD found reduced functional 

connectivity in patients compared to healthy elderly, the studies conducted with young-onset 

AD patients reported both decreased 16,18,55 and increased 16,19,56 resting-state functional 

connectivity in young-onset AD patients. In addition, increased functional connectivity in 

DMN can be component specific. Several studies identified increased DMN functional 

connectivity in anterior DMN in late-onset 11,57,58 and young-onset 19 AD. However, the 

definition of anterior DMN is not clear. Some studies defined anterior DMN by including only 

frontal areas 19,59, whereas others included some posterior areas in addition to frontal areas 11,60–

62.   

To exclude the possibility that our results were driven by the component choice, we 

repeated the same analysis using the ventral DMN. Importantly, both DMN components in the 

current study included frontal and parietal regions. However, the dorsal DMN contained the 

medial prefrontal region, whereas the ventral DMN contained lateral prefrontal regions. 

Independent from the component, we here identified increased input sensitivity of frontal 

regions and increased inter-regional effective connectivity from frontal regions to posterior 

nodes. Additionally, this pattern was not seen only in the typical AD variant but also in the 

PCA. Taken together, these results suggest that increased frontal cortex connectivity is related 

to disease pathology rather than the heterogeneity of DMN.  

However, the meaning of increased connectivity is not clear. Some authors interpret the 

increased connectivity as an early compensatory mechanism in response to the loss of 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304042doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304042
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


21 

functional capacity 58,63.  However, we here found that increased mPFC input sensitivity was 

associated with lower cognitive performance in typical AD patients, which does not support a 

compensatory mechanism. Moreover, damage to a neural system may also result in increased 

connectivity within and between network nodes 64. This phenomenon has been documented in 

several neurodegenerative disorders including Parkinson’s disease, multiple sclerosis, and mild 

cognitive impairment 63–66.  Although hyperconnectivity can be adaptive in the short-term, 

chronic hyperconnectivity may make the neural system vulnerable to secondary pathological 

processes 64.    

Aβ-induced hyperexcitability can be a plausible explanation for the disinhibition 

findings in the current study. Aβ deposition is a well-documented neuropathological feature of 

AD. Animal studies showed that elevated Aß deposition induces neuronal hyperexcitability and 

triggers epileptiform activity in the hippocampal and cortical network in AD 67–69. Another 

striking finding is the high prevalence rate of epileptic seizures in AD, especially young-onset 

AD 70–72. Nonconvulsive seizures without clinical symptoms may be frequent in AD, especially 

those with younger age 73–75 and may be responsible for amnestic wandering and disorientation 

in patients with AD 71,74.   

Importantly, brain regions showing Aß deposition are located within DMN 8,76. 

Although Aß is widely used to explain neural hyperexcitability, the effect of Aß on functional 

connectivity is not clear 77. Some studies showed that Aß leads to decreases in functional 

connectivity between network nodes 78–81, while others showed the other way around 82,83.  Tau 

protein might also play a role in the increased DMN connectivity in young-onset AD. A 

previous study showed a link between tau deposition and younger AD onset 84. Moreover, 

increased anterior-posterior connectivity was found to be associated with increases in frontal 

tau deposition over time 85,86. However, some other studies reported decreased connectivity 

related to tau deposition 77. Unfortunately, we did not collect any neuropathological data to 

examine how protein deposition can be related to network alterations in young-onset AD. 
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Therefore, this explanation remains speculative. However, DCM can be a promising method to 

combine with neuropathological data, in future, to investigate whether enhanced excitatory or 

reduced inhibitory signalling is related to protein deposition in AD.  

 

Patients with PCA exhibited both increased and decreased 

connectivity within DMN  

Similar to the patients with typical AD, we hypothesized that the patients with PCA would 

exhibit reduced effective connectivity between DMN nodes compared to healthy participants. 

Our hypothesis was partially confirmed for the PCA variant. Healthy participants exhibited 

excitatory connections from PCC to mPFC and bilateral ANG indicating network integrity of 

DMN. However, patients with PCA either exhibited inhibitory influences from PCC to the other 

nodes or lack of outgoing efferent PCC connections. The PCC was also less sensitive to inputs 

of other DMN regions in patients with PCA than the healthy controls. These results were in line 

with our hypothesis claiming that patients with PCA would show more impairments in the 

connectivity of parietal regions. Several previous studies reported structural 6,87, functional 88 

and connectomic 19,89 parietal cortex abnormalities in patients with PCA. Moreover,  previous 

studies have also found decreased DMN functional connectivity in patients with PCA 20,87, 

which is compatible with our findings.  

However, it is important to note that patients with PCA did not show only decreased 

effective connectivity. The effective connectivity from right ANG gyrus to mPFC was weakly 

excitatory in patients with PCA, whereas the same connection was inhibitory in healthy elderly 

and patients with typical AD. In addition, we identified a reduced inhibitory influence from left 

HPC to mPFC, left ANG and PCC than the healthy controls, which can be interpreted as a 

disinhibitory effect. This also shows that network alterations were not restricted to parietal 

regions in patients with PCA. Although medial temporal regions are relatively spared in PCA 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 15, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304042doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.11.24304042
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


23 

6, patients with PCA showed structural abnormalities in HPC compared to healthy elderly 5. In 

addition to structural changes, a recent study using graph theory identified connectome 

abnormalities in the temporal cortex in patients with PCA 89. Their findings showed that patients 

with PCA had lower local efficiency, lower nodal strength, lower clustering coefficient and 

higher path length in temporal regions than the healthy controls. Taken together, these results 

indicate that although the connectivity of parietal regions plays a more important role in PCA, 

the network alterations are not limited to parietal regions.  

Right hippocampus connectivity differentiated young-onset AD 

variants  

Patients with typical AD had reduced inhibitory connectivity from right hippocampus to other 

DMN regions compared to the patients with PCA. Additionally, the right HPC was less 

sensitive to inputs of other DMN regions and had a reduced excitatory outgoing connection to 

the left HPC in the typical AD variant. Our replication analysis also showed that similar results 

were found for the right parahippocampal gyrus in the ventral DMN. These results confirm that 

brain regions related to episodic memory functions are affected more in typical amnestic AD 

than PCA.  

HPC is an important brain region for memory and learning and one of the earliest 

affected brain regions in AD 42. Although both patient groups show grey matter abnormalities 

in the HPC, the differences are less in patients with PCA compared to patients with typical AD 

5,90. Therefore, group differences in hippocampal connectivity between the two young-onset 

AD variants can be expected. However, it is not clear why we found the group differences, 

specifically in the right hemisphere. A previous study reported higher total right hippocampus 

volume in patients with PCA than the patients with typical AD 88. However, another study 

found left-sided group differences in hippocampus subfield volumes between the two AD 

variants 5. In addition, to the best of our knowledge, there is no previous study comparing AD 
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variants in terms of hippocampus connectivity. The lack of previous empirical studies thus 

makes the interpretation of the results difficult.  

Moreover, we found that alterations in right hippocampus effective connectivity were 

associated with higher cognitive performance in the two patient groups. Higher inhibitory 

influence from right HPC to mPFC and left ANG was associated with higher cognitive 

performance in patients with PCA, whereas the reduced inhibitory influence from right HPC to 

right ANG was associated with higher cognitive scores in patients with typical AD. These 

results indicate that right hippocampus connectivity can offer a compensatory mechanism to 

the young-onset AD variants in different directions.  

 

Limitations  

This study has several limitations that should be noted. First, our sample included only typical 

and PCA variants of AD. Investigating disease and variant-specific network alterations in other 

atypical AD variants such as logopenic progressive aphasia and behavioral AD could furnish 

new insights. Additionally, although comparable to the previous studies, our sample included 

fewer PCA cases (n=13), which can lead to reduced power in statistical analyses. Second, we 

did not measure Aβ or tau levels across the brain. We suggest that future studies should include 

neuropathological measurements to explain pathology behind the changes in the functional 

brain architectures. Third, the current study was cross-sectional. Longitudinal studies are 

needed to show how effective connectivity within and between networks change with disease 

progression. 

 

Conclusion  

We here investigated disease- and variant-specific alterations in the DMN connectivity in two 

common young-onset AD variants using spectral DCM. Our results indicated that the resting-
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state DMN effective connectivity is a sensitive measure to detect disease- as well as variant-

specific alterations in young-onset AD. However, since it was the first effective connectivity 

study in patients with young-onset AD variants, further research is needed to replicate these 

results. 

 

Data availability 

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author, 

upon reasonable request. 
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