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Objective

We investigated diagnostic utility of phosphorylated tau 217 and 181 (ptau217, ptaul81), glial fibrillary
acidic protein (GFAP), amyloid beta 42 and 40 (AB42, Ap40), neurofilament light (NfL) to distinguish
AD from non-AD conditions, in a heterogenous clinical cohort of younger people.

Methods
Plasma biomarkers were analysed using ultrasensitive technology, and compared in patients with
CSF Alzheimer disease profiles (A+T+) to other profiles (OtherAT).

Results

Seventy-nine patients were included, median age 60.8 years: 16 A+T+, 63 OtherAT. Ptau217,
ptaul8l, GFAP were significantly elevated in A+T+ compared to OtherAT (3.67 vs 1.12pg/mL, 3.87
vs 1.79pg/mL, 189 vs 80pg/mL, respectively). ptau217 distinguished AD from OtherAT with 90%
accuracy (88% specificity, 100% sensitivity)

Conclusions

Plasma ptau217 has strong diagnostic utility to diagnose AD in a clinically relevant, younger cohort of
people with symptoms, adding further weight for a simple diagnostic blood test for AD as a cause of a
patient’s symptoms.
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In recent years there have been significant developments in identifying blood biomarkers which can
provide simple, accurate, widely available, and easily accessible diagnostic tests for people with
dementia. Such blood-based diagnostic biomarkers could markedly increase worldwide access and
adoption, with significant positive impacts for individual patients, their families, but also with wider
healthcare systems and public health implications [1,2]. Two promising diagnostic biomarkers for
Alzheimer disease have been phosphorylated tau 217 (ptau217 ) and phosphorylated tau 181
(ptaul81), with the former holding promise to be the ‘simple blood test for Alzheimer disease’ [3-9].
Other promising biomarkers include glial fibrillary acidic protein (GFAP) in AD and other disorders,
[6,10] and neurofilament light chain (NfL) in neurodegenerative disorders broadly and in distinguishing
neurodegenerative from non-neurodegenerative and neuroinflammatory disorders. [11,12,12,13].

The focus of most research has been on AD and the AD continuum, and in older people. There has
been limited literature on plasma ptau217 and other AD biomarkers in clinically heterogeneous
cohorts (including AD as well as non-AD neurodegenerative disorders and primary psychiatric
conditions), and limited research in younger people with dementia (traditionally defined in dementia
care and research as symptom onset under 65 years of age). However, real-world clinical practice
and research in younger onset dementia services and settings has consistently demonstrated the
significant diagnostic challenges, broader range of diagnoses encountered (including non-AD
neurodegenerative disorders such as frontotemporal dementia, and primary psychiatric disorders),
uncertainty, misdiagnosis and diagnostic delay in younger people, despite access to current gold
standard assessments [13-18]. Furthermore, most studies in research settings have excluded
participants with significant psychiatric and other comorbidities, limiting generalisability. It is
imperative to understand the performance of blood-based biomarkers in such clinically relevant and
generalisable, heterogenous cohorts across the lifespan to properly understand the strengths and

limitations, and help ensure the correct implementation of a widely available blood test for AD.

The primary aim of this study was to investigate blood biomarker levels (ptau217, ptaul81, GFAP,
amyloid beta AB42, AB40, NfL) and their diagnostic utility for AD versus non-AD, in a heterogenous
clinical cohort of younger people with symptoms and presenting for diagnostic assessment at a

specialist young onset dementia service.

For the purpose of this study, we defined AD based on classification of cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) AD
proteins, recommended for diagnosis [19], and which have been validated against amyloid positron
emission tomography (PET; currently considered ‘gold standard’ for a premortem diagnosis of AD)
with over 90% concordance [20-22]. The CSF AD biomarkers, amyloid beta 1-42 (Ap42), a
component of amyloid plaques, and phosphorylated tau (ptau), the main component of neurofibrillary
tangles, are clinically validated diagnostic tests for AD, and are routinely used in many centres to
discriminate AD from other causes of dementia in people with symptoms presenting to clinical
services for diagnostic assessment. Based on and consistent with the AT(N) framework definition of
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AD [23], we therefore defined AD based on a positive amyloid and positive phosphorylated (A+T+)

CSF profile, similar to our recent study and other studies.

Other CSF profiles are not considered diagnostic of AD nor the cause of patients’ symptoms. An
isolated low CSF amyloid and normal p-tau level (A+T- profile) is a common non-specific finding in
other, non-AD neurodegenerative conditions such as frontotemporal dementia, vascular dementia,
dementia with Lewy bodies, and even in primary psychiatric disorders.[24,25]. Furthermore, even if a
profile such as A+T- might be consistent with or suggest “Alzheimer’s pathological change” or
preclinical Alzheimer’s continuum, this is not considered the cause when a patient is symptomatic and

presenting to specialist services. We therefore defined CSF profiles other than A+T+ as “OtherAT".

The primary hypothesis was that levels of AD blood biomarkers ptau217, ptaul81, and GFAP would
be higher in A+T+ compared to OtherAT (A-T-, A-T+, A+T-) CSF profiles, and that these biomarkers
would have high diagnostic utility in distinguishing between A+T+ from OtherAT in a clinical cohort of
people with symptoms in a specialist service. We hypothesised that NfL would not distinguish
between A+T+ and OtherAT given its lack of specificity for specified neurodegenerative disorders,
and since the OtherAT group would include both neurodegenerative disorders associated and non-
neurodegenerative disorders. Secondary aims were to investigate the levels and diagnostic utility

between different CSF profiles.

Study cohort
Patients were recruited from the Neuropsychiatry Centre, The Royal Melbourne Hospital, Australia.

As previously described [12,13,17], The Neuropsychiatry Centre is a tertiary clinical service providing
diagnostic input to people with a range of neuropsychiatric presentations, particularly young-onset
dementia. Patients are referred for diagnostic assessment and management of possible young-onset
dementia and undergo comprehensive multidisciplinary and multimodal assessments and
investigations, including CSF AD proteins. Patients were included in this study if they had blood

biomarker analyses and CSF AD protein analysis within 12 months.

Biomarker analyses

Plasma ptau217 was analysed using the University of Gothenburg (UGOT) ptau217 assay, as
previously described [7]. Other plasma biomarkers were analysed using the Quanterix Simoa HD-X
platform. NfL and GFAP were analysed using the 2-plex assay. AB42 and AB40 data was available
from analysis using the N4PE assay, and ptaul81 using the single plex assay.

CSF biomarkers were analysed for clinical diagnostic purposes using Roche Elecsys and INNOTEST
ELISA platforms. Amyloid beta positivity was determined based on established cut-offs (<1030pg/mL

for Roche Elecsys platform, < 656pg/mL for INNOTEST platform). The established cutoffs for ptaul81
positivity were >27pg/mL (Elecsys), and for INNOTEST >=59 (<=70 year olds) and >=74 (>70 year

10
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olds). CSF profiles were categorised based on the beta amyloid and ptau status, based on the AT(N)
framework: A-T-, A-T+, A+T-, A+T+. An A+T+ CSF profile was considered consistent with AD as
defined and described earlier, and other AT profiles were groups as ‘OtherAT’, in keeping with
biomarker definitions of AD [23,26—-28] and described further in our recent study [29].

Statistical analyses

Statistical analyses were performed using R version 4.3.2 (2023-10-31). As several biomarker
distributions were non-Gaussian (even when log transformed), biomarker levels in different groups
were compared using standardised bootstrapped quantile regression, with age and sex as additional
covariates. ROC curve analyses were performed to investigate diagnostic utility between different

combinations of groups.

This study, part of The Markers in Neuropsychiatric Disorders Study (The MiND Study,
https://themindstudy.org), was approved by the Human Research Ethics Committees at Melbourne
Health (2016.038, 2017.090, 2018.371, 2020.142), University of Melbourne (1341074), St. Vincent's
Hospital (028-06), and the Florey Institute of Neurosciences and Mental Health (1648441.1).

The final cohort included 79 patients, 16 with AD (A+T+ CSF profile), 63 with OtherAT (A-T-, A-T+,
A+T- CSF profiles). As demonstrated in Table 1, this was a younger cohort with no difference in age
between A+T+ and OtherAT groups (median age 61.4 vs 60.2 years). There was a higher proportion
of females in the A+T+ group (63% vs 35%). All 79 patients had recorded GFAP and NfL levels, and
73 had recorded ptau217 levels. 63 patients had recorded ptaul81, AB42, and AB40 levels.
Reflective of the clinical setting and cohort, patients in the OtherAT group had a diverse range of
clinical diagnoses, including non-Alzheimer neurological and neurodegenerative disorders, mild

cognitive impairment, and primary psychiatric disorders.

Biomarker levels and diagnostic utility in A+T+ vs OtherAT

As demonstrated in Table 1 and Figure 1, plasma ptau217 levels were significantly elevated in A+T+
compared to OtherAT (median 3.67pg/mL vs 1.12pg/mL); standardised quantile regression
coefficient, 3: 1.64, 95%CI [1.27, 2.14], p < 0.001.

Plasma ptaul81 and GFAP levels were also elevated in A+T+ compared to OtherAT (3.87 vs 1.79
and 189 vs 80, respectively), with smaller effect sizes (3: 1.07, 95%CI [0.18, 1.82], p=0.014, and [3:
0.85, 95%CI [0.39, 1.35], p=0.014, respectively). In contrast, there was no statistical evidence for
differences in AB42:AB40 ratio and NfL levels between AD and OtherAT (3: -0.57, 95%CI [-1.14,
0.10], p=0.098, and 3: -0.02, 95%CI [-0.04, 0.32], p=0.302, respectively).

In terms of diagnostic utility (Figure 2), Plasma ptau217 had the strongest performance to distinguish
AD from OtherAT, with an area under the curve (AUC) of 0.94 [0.89, 0.99], and an optimal cut-off of

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.29.24306586

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.29.24306586; this version posted May 1, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

2.35pg/mL, associated with 88% specificity, 100% sensitivity, positive likelihood ratio (LR+) 8.29,
negative likelihood ratio (LR-) of 0, 68% positive predictive value (PPV), 100% negative predictive

value (NPV), and 90% accuracy.

Results for the other biomarkers were, ptaul81: AUC 0.79 [0.65, 0.93], cut-off 3.6pg/mL, 94%
specificity, 57% sensitivity, LR+ 9.33, LR- 0.46, PPV 73%, NPV 88%, 86% accuracy; GFAP AUC 0.72
[0.58, 0.86], cut-off 167, 75% specificity, 81% sensitivity, LR+ 3.2, LR- 0.25, PPV 45%, NPV 94%,
76% accuracy; Ap42:AB40 AUC 0.65 [0.52, 0.79], cut-off 0.064, 44% specificity, 100% sensitivity,
LR+ 1.81, LR- 0, PPV 34%, NPV 100%, accuracy 57%. NfL did not have diagnostic utility (AUC 0.56
[0.44, 0.68)).

Biomarker levels and diagnostic utility between specific AT groups

Plasma ptau217 levels were significantly higher in A+T+ compared to A-T- (3.67pg/mL vs 1.05pg/mL;
3: 1.71 [1.35, 2.24], p<0.001) and A+T- (3.67 vs 1.30pg/mL, : 1.54 [1.12, 2.11], p<0.001), but not A-
T+ (p=0.154), Table 2 and Figure 3.

Ptaul81 levels were higher in A+T+ compared to A-T- (3.87pg/mL vs1.73pg/mL; 3: 1.32 [0.32, 2.01],
p=0.012), and A+T- (3.87 vs 2.17; 3: 1.02 [0.04, 1.91], p=0.038), but not A-T+ (p=0.748). GFAP was
elevated in A+T+ compared to A-T- (224 vs 80; 3: 0.95 [0.44, 1.49], p=0.006), but not A-T+ (p=0.134),
or A+T- (p=0.094). AB42:AB40 ratio was slightly lower in A+T+ compared to A-T- (3: -0.87 [-1.36, -
0.20], p=0.008, but not different to the other groups (A-T+ p=0.781, A+T- p=0.137). NfL levels were
not different between any of the groups (all p>0.27).

Ptau217 distinguished A+T+ versus A-T- with high accuracy (AUC 0.997 [0.99, 1], cut-off 2.06pg/mL,
96% specificity, 100% sensitivity), as well as A+T+ vs A+T- (AUC 0.90 [0.81, 1], cut-off 2.35, 83%
specificity, 100% sensitivity), and A+T+ vs A-T+ (AUC 0.88 [0.64, 1], cut-off 2.06, 80% specificity,
100% sensitivity). Ptau217 was superior to ptaul81 and other biomarkers. Full details are available in

Supplementary Material.

Sensitivity analyses:

Several sensitivity analyses were performed. One patient had an extremely high NfL level
(1655pg/mL). Analyses excluding this extreme outlier and restricting the sample to those with blood
and CSF samples being closer together (being within 6 months of each other, and being within 3

months of each other), produced very similar results.

This study found significantly elevated plasma ptau217 levels in patients with AD as defined by an
A+T+ CSF profile, thereby establishing strong diagnostic utility of ptau217 for AD, in younger patients
with a broad range of cognitive, psychiatric, neurological symptoms. This builds the evidence of the
utility of a blood test to diagnose AD, especially in a younger, diagnostically heterogenous, and
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clinically relevant cohort, which is of particular importance given the relative lack of research in this
group that has higher rates of diagnostic delay and misdiagnosis. In addition, this study provides
evidence of the superiority of ptau217 compared to ptaul81 and other biomarkers to diagnose AD,
and the poor ability of Quanterix Simoa Ap42 and AB40 to assist in this distinction [30].

The study cohort was purely a clinical cohort of patients who were referred to and assessed for
neuropsychiatric/cognitive symptoms at a specialist young onset dementia service, and were
diagnosed with a broad range of neurodegenerative and primary psychiatric disorders based on
comprehensive clinical assessments and investigations. While other studies did not focus on purely
clinical cohorts, included only participants in the Alzheimer’s continuum, or only compared AD against
healthy controls, the clinically relevant cohort and AT characterisation are strengths of this study. By
examining a younger, heterogenous clinical cohort, this study provides data on real-world utility at the
clinical coalface, given that the challenge in current real-world clinical practice is timely and accurate
diagnosis of AD for people with cognitive and neuropsychiatric symptoms, not from distinguishing AD

from healthy controls or from preclinical Alzheimer’s.

An important point is that the A-T- patients in this study include people with various
neurodegenerative and primary psychiatric diagnoses, so this group is not comparable to AD-focused
studies where the A-T- group is equivalent or almost equivalent to healthy controls. This would be the
main explanation of our (expected) finding a lack of utility of NfL to distinguish from A+T+ from diverse
non-AD conditions, given even the A-T- group included many people with a neurodegenerative
disorder known to be associated with elevated NfL levels [12,31]. The findings of this study fit with
existing work demonstrating promise in using NfL as a higher level or first tier test to distinguish
neurodegenerative from non-neurodegenerative and primary psychiatric conditions [12,31], with more
specific tests such as ptau217 being more appropriately used to distinguish AD from other
neurodegenerative conditions. Identifying optimal biomarkers for such tiered testing is particularly
useful as precision medicine approaches and diagnostic algorithms for timely and accurate diagnosis

of dementia emerge.

Limitations include a lack of data on factors that have been shown to influence biomarker levels to a
degree (weight, renal function, and whether samples were fasted or not). Despite this, the younger
cohort and the high diagnostic utility of ptau217 means that the overall findings are less likely to be
dramatically influenced by such variables. This study focused on a clinical cohort and did not have a
control group for comparison. However, we could expect that healthy controls would be likely to have
a narrower range or lower levels of ptau217, and therefore expect the diagnostic performance to be
even stronger in distinguishing A-T- healthy controls from A+T+. While this cohort did not have
amyloid PET, genetic, or pathological confirmation, CSF profiles have been shown to correlate
strongly with amyloid PET, and CSF AD biomarker analysis is more widely accessible than amyloid
PET. Finally, the relatively small numbers within subgroups based on AT status (especially the A-T+
group), mean that findings and interpretations need further study and validation in larger cohorts.
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To conclude, this study demonstrated strong diagnostic utility of plasma ptau217 to distinguish AD
from other CSF profiles in a clinically relevant, younger cohort of people with symptoms, adding
further weight for a simple diagnostic blood test for AD as a cause of a patient’s symptoms. There is
great promise of blood biomarkers to improve timely, accurate diagnosis, of particular importance in
this younger group, where diagnostic delay, misdiagnosis, atypical presentations, wider differential
diagnoses, are all more common [16,18]. A simple blood test for AD could have significant and far-
reaching positive impacts for patients, families, and healthcare systems, especially in this era of
disease-modifying treatments for AD.
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[ALL] OtherAT A+T+ N

N=79 N=63 N=16
Age 60.8 [57.1;64.7] 60.2[57.1;64.2] 61.4[58.5:64.9] 79
Sex: Female 32 (40.5%) 22 (34.9%) 10 (62.5%) 79
ptau217 1.37[0.82;2.61] 1.12[0.73;1.58] 3.67[3.17;4.60] 73
ptaul81l 2.12[1.26;3.14] 1.79[1.18;2.65] 3.87[2.45;4.22] 63
GFAP 128 [73.5;216] 114 [66.1;174] 224 [185;262] 79
AB42 5.80 [4.96;6.75] 5.87 [4.87;6.77] 5.59[5.08;6.14] 63
AB40 95.8 [85.4;115] 93.4[85.2;113] 104 [92.5;117] 63
AB42: AB40 0.06 [0.05;0.06] 0.06 [0.05;0.07]  0.06 [0.05;0.06] 63
NfL 17.9[11.1;28.5] 16.9[10.3;31.9] 21.2[15.8;26.8] 79

Table 1. Demographics and plasma biomarkers in CSF Alzheimer disease profile (A+T+)
versus Other CSF profile groups
Data are median [interquartile range] or n (%). All biomarker levels are in pg/mL.

AB40 = amyloid beta 40; AB42 = amyloid beta 42; GFAP = glial fibrillary acidic protein; ptaul81 =
phosphorylated tau 181; ptau217 = phosphorylated tau 217; NfL = neurofilament light chain protein
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Figure 1. Plasma biomarker levels in CSF A+T+ profiles compared to Other profiles.
To improve readability of NfL plot, an extreme outlier (1655pg/mL) is not shown on the plot.

AB40 = amyloid beta 40; AB42 = amyloid beta 42; GFAP = glial fibrillary acidic protein; ptaul81 =
phosphorylated tau 181; ptau217 = phosphorylated tau 217; NfL = neurofilament light chain protein
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AB40 = amyloid beta 40; AB42 = amyloid beta 42; GFAP = glial fibrillary acidic protein; ptaul81 =
phosphorylated tau 181; ptau217 = phosphorylated tau 217; NfL = neurofilament light chain protein

A-T- A-T+ A+T- A+T+ N

N=26 N=6 N=31 N=16
Age 58.4 [66.3;62.4] 62.5[60.2;63.8] 61.0[57.1;65.3] 61.4[58.5;64.9] 79
Sex: Female 12 (46.2%) 2 (33.3%) 8 (25.8%) 10 (62.5%) 79
ptau217 1.05[0.70;1.23] 1.63[0.96;1.68] 1.30[0.77;1.92] 3.67[3.17;4.60] 73
ptaul81 1.73[1.16;1.98] 3.14[2.99;3.31] 2.17[1.42;2.86] 3.87[2.45;4.22] 63
GFAP 80.0 [65.2;133] 85.8[52.7;141] 140 [94.1;254] 224 [185;262] 79
AB42 5.95[5.26;7.17] 7.28[4.68;7.32] 5.78[4.87;6.44] 5.59[5.08;6.14] 63
AB40 91.9[82.3;111] 118[93.8;128] 91.7[85.2;109] 104 [92.5;117] 63
AB42: AB40  0.06 [0.06;0.07] 0.05[0.05;0.06] 0.06[0.05;0.07] 0.06[0.05;0.06] 63
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A-T- A-T+ A+T- A+T+ N
N=26 N=6 N=31 N=16
NfL 19.4[8.46;37.3] 16.9[11.5;35.6] 15.8[11.1;26.4] 21.2[15.8;26.8] 79

Table 2. Demographics and plasma biomarkers in different CSF profiles.
Data are median [interquartile range] or n (%).

AB40 = amyloid beta 40; AB42 = amyloid beta 42; GFAP = glial fibrillary acidic protein; ptaul81 =
phosphorylated tau 181; ptau217 = phosphorylated tau 217; NfL = neurofilament light chain protein
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Figure 3. Plasma biomarker levels in different CSF profiles
To improve readability of NfL plot, an extreme outlier (1655pg/mL) is not shown on the plot.

AB40 = amyloid beta 40; AB42 = amyloid beta 42; GFAP = glial fibrillary acidic protein; ptaul81 =
phosphorylated tau 181; ptau217 = phosphorylated tau 217; NfL = neurofilament light chain prote
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