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Abstract

Introduction: Alzheimer's disease (AD) is the most common cause of dementia. Non-
invasive, affordable, and largely available biomarkers that are able to identify patients at a
prodromal stage of AD are becoming essential, especially in the context of new disease-
modifying therapies. Mild cognitive impairment (MCI) is a critical stage preceding dementia,
but not all MCI patients will progress to AD. This study explores the potential of non-invasive
magnetoencephalography (MEG) to predict future cognitive decline from MCI to AD
dementia.

Methods: We analyzed resting state MEG data from the BioFIND dataset including 117 MCI
patients, of whom 64 progressed to AD dementia (AD progression) while 53 remained stable
(stable MCI) using multivariate spectral analyses. The patients were followed-up between
2009 and 2018. Receiver operating characteristic curves obtained via logistic regression
models were used to quantify separation of patients progressing to AD dementia from stable
MCI.

Results: MEG beta power, particularly over parieto-occipital magnetometers, was
significantly reduced in the AD progression group compared to stable MCI, indicative of
future cognitive decline. Logistic regression models showed that MEG beta power
outperformed conventional metrics like the Mini Mental Status Examination (MMSE) score
and structural brain measures in predicting progression to AD dementia (AUC 0.81 vs 0.71
and AUC 0.81 vs 0.75, respectively). The combination of age, education, MMSE, MEG beta
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power and Hippocampal volume/Total grey matter ratio achieved a 0.83 AUC, 78% sensitivity
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and 76% specificity. Spectral covariance matrices analyzed with Riemannian methods
exhibited significant differences between groups across a wider range of frequencies than
spectral power.

Discussion: These findings highlight the potential of spectral power and covariance as robust
non-invasive electrophysiological biomarkers to predict MCI progression that complement
other diagnostic measures, including cognitive scores, structural magnetic resonance
imaging (MRI) and biological biomarkers.
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Introduction

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is the most common cause of dementia, accounting for an
estimated 60% to 80% of cases (Alzheimer’s Association, 2023). Dementia is preceded by
the mild cognitive impairment (MCI) condition, which is characterized by objective cognitive
impairment in one or more domains with preserved functional independence (Petersen et al.,
2014). Not all MCI patients will progress to AD dementia, as some can stay cognitively stable
or even revert to normal cognition (Hampel & Lista, 2016). Recently, new AD treatments have
been developed with promising results (Sims et al., 2023; Van Dyck et al., 2023). Biomarkers
that are able to identify patients at a prodromal stage of AD are becoming essential, as
treatments have shown to be more effective if given at an early stage. Biomarkers of AD
progression are also needed to monitor the response to new treatments. However, many AD
biomarkers either require an invasive procedure (cerebrospinal fluid analysis), or are
associated with high costs and limited availability, such as amyloid-PET and Tau-PET scans,
so they cannot be applied to a large population sample worldwide, especially with repeated
measures. Specifically, AD biomarkers (beta-amyloid protein, tau and phosphorylated tau
that can be measured in cerebrospinal fluid, plasma or positron emission tomography) have
a relatively low sensitivity to synaptic dysfunction and may be insufficient to monitor
modifications of brain function under treatment (Jack et al., 2018; Janelidze et al., 2023; Li et
al., 2022; Thijssen et al., 2021). Moreover, existing biomarkers do not account for the
disjunction between the degree of brain pathology and its clinical manifestations, which refers
to the concept of cognitive reserve (Stern, 2009). It has been shown that individuals with
similar brain pathology can demonstrate differences in cognitive performance, probably
underpinned by variations in functional network efficiency (Balart-Sanchez et al., 2021; Ewers
et al.,, 2021; Lee et al.,, 2022). This indicates an unmet need for brain activity-based
biomarkers.

Non-invasive  electrophysiology, such as electroencephalography (EEG) and
magnetoencephalography (MEG), are promising techniques that could be complementary to
other biomarkers currently in development for AD, including biological and imaging
biomarkers (Dauwels et al., 2010; Engemann et al., 2020; Gaubert et al., 2019; Stam, 2010).
Electrophysiology allows for the examination of neuronal activity across spatial and temporal
scales, providing a window onto neuronal activity underlying cognitive functioning with high
sensitivity to synaptic function (Babiloni et al., 2006; Schnitzler & Gross, 2005). Information
can be decoded from M/EEG by analyzing the spatial and spectral organization of brain
activity using advanced statistical methods including machine learning (King & Dehaene,
2014; Stam et al., 2003; Stokes et al., 2015). EEG and MEG have differential sensitivity to
different configurations of neural activity (e.g, in terms of the orientation and depth of the
dendritic currents that cause the electromagnetic field changes, and the effects of volume
conduction and skull/scalp conductivities). While EEG is more suitable for clinical deployment
due to better standardisation, scalability and costs, MEG offers better spatial resolution and
often higher signal-to-noise ratio, making it a useful tool for research-grade discovery
contexts (Babiloni et al., 2020; Lehtela et al., 1997). Moreover, recent developments in MEG
sensors, like optically-pumped magnetometers (Brookes et al., 2022), promise better
scalability and reduced cost, i.e., more practical applications in the clinic. Despite some
intrinsic differences between MEG and EEG, under favourable circumstances (e.g. spectral
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pattern of limited spatial complexity), MEG signatures could also be validated and adapted
for biomarker studies using EEG (Frey et al., 2014; Weisz et al., 2014; Wostmann et al., 2019).
Although MEG is still undervalued in AD, it has the potential to significantly contribute to our
understanding of how neurodegenerative diseases impact brain function, and could help
predict future cognitive decline (Benwell et al., 2020; Osipova et al., 2005).

A solid body of evidence exists that characterizes temporal/spectral differences in resting-
state brain activity between healthy controls and patients with MCIl or AD dementia, as
assessed with EEG. As reviewed by Cassani et al. (2018), compared to healthy controls,
patients with AD or MCI usually show: 1) slowing of oscillatory brain activity, which is thought
to result from loss of cholinergic innervation; 2) reduced signal complexity, which could be
linked to neurodegeneration and fewer cortical connections; and 3) reduced synchrony,
which likely reflects impaired communication of neural networks. While previous studies have
used EEG/MEG in the context of MCl and AD dementia versus controls (e.g., Babiloni et al.,
2009, 2010, 2016; Blinowska et al., 2017; Dauwels et al., 2010; Garcés et al., 2013; Jeong,
2004; Wen et al., 2015; Vaghari et al., 2022b), fewer studies have used EEG to predict
progression from MCI to AD dementia (e.g. Engedal et al., 2020; Moretti, 2015; Musaeus et
al., 2020; Poil et al., 2013; Rossini et al., 2006) and even fewer have used MEG for this
purpose (Fernandez et al., 2006; Lopez et al., 2014; Maestu & Fernandez, 2020). Moreover,
previous work has mostly focussed on specific features (e.g. power in specific frequency
bands), which also differ between studies, rendering comparisons difficult. Furthermore,
pathology and medical treatments may alter neural dynamics at frequencies that are not well
represented by standard frequency bands (Jobert & Wilson, 2015). This motivates
approaches that analyze the frequency spectrum continuously (Hawellek et al., 2022; Hipp et
al., 2012), particularly since different pathological conditions can modulate
electrophysiological signals at different spatial scales (Bomatter et al., 2023). For example,
oscillatory activity in the alpha band (~10Hz) tends to be maximal over posterior visual
cortices, while that in the beta band (~20Hz) tends to be maximal over motor cortex
(Bourguignon et al., 2019). In addition to changes in power, there can be changes in phase-
coupling mechanisms (Aydore et al.,, 2013; Vinck et al., 2011) and slow fluctuations of
amplitude envelopes (Brookes et al., 2012; Hipp et al., 2012), as part of large-scale cortical
network dynamics (Siegel et al., 2012).

This leads to the following two scientific questions for the present study: 1) can brain activity
recorded with MEG help predict progression from MCI to AD dementia, and 2) what features
of the MEG signal are most characteristic of future cognitive decline? To address these
questions, we analyzed neuromagnetic recordings from 117 MCI patients, of which 64 later
progressed to AD dementia (AD progression) while 53 remained cognitively stable (stable
MCI) within 9-year follow-up, using 306-channel wholehead MEG. To avoid bias due to pre-
specified frequency bands, we conducted continuous spectral analysis using Morlet
wavelets, covering the frequency spectrum from 1 Hz to 64 Hz in fine-grained intervals. This
allowed us to define a common signal representation for various spectral measures used in
the literature, i.e., power, covariance, and synchronization measures including phase
interactions, and power envelopes. As fine-grained regional changes in cortical activity might
be lost when averaging across sensors, we employed multivariate analysis using the
mathematical framework of Riemannian manifolds. These tools are well suited for capturing
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fine-grained spatio-spectral patterns of brain activity that are confounded by volume
conduction and field spread — bypassing the need for source localization with a biophysical
model.

Methods

Participants

We analyzed MEG recordings from the BioFIND dataset (Vaghari et al., 2022a) comprising
158 clinically diagnosed MCI individuals according to Albert et al. (2011) criteria, recruited
from two sites: 68 patients from the MRC Cognition & Brain Sciences Unit (CBU) at the
University of Cambridge and 90 patients from the Laboratory of Cognitive and Computational
Neuroscience at the Centre for Biomedical Technology (CTB), Madrid. The participants were
pooled over several different studies, each approved by local Ethics Committees and
following the 1991 Declaration of Helsinki.

We used a subset of 117 of the MCI patients in BioFIND who had follow-up data. Of these,
64 subsequently progressed to probable AD dementia based on clinical criteria according to
McKhann et al. (2011) (AD progression group), whereas 53 remained stable (stable MCI). For
additional details, see the BioFIND dataset publication (Vaghari et al., 2022a).

MEG data acquisition

MEG recordings were collected continuously at 1 kHz sample rate using an Elekta Neuromag
Vectorview 306 MEG system (Helsinki, Fl) at both CBU and CTB sites. Resting-state MEG
data were recorded while participants were seated comfortably inside a magnetically
shielded room and were asked to keep their eyes closed, but not fall asleep.

Preprocessing

We analyzed the first 2 minutes of resting-state eyes-closed MEG data for each patient. Data
were processed in Python using the MNE software version 1.2.0 (Gramfort et al., 2013). The
preprocessing steps were the following: MaxFiltering (SSS) was first applied to raw data to
remove noise potentially arising from head movements and environmental noise. We applied
the MaxFilter process using site-specific calibration and cross-talk correction files, as used
in the study by Vaghari et al. (2022a). Temporal Signal Space Separation (tSSS) was
employed with an st_duration parameter of 10 seconds to enhance the separation of brain
and external signals. The head origin was automatically determined (mf_head_origin = 'auto’),
and the destination was set to (dev_head_t), ensuring consistent spatial alignment despite
potential head movements. Data was resampled to a rate of 250 Hz, after which a 0.5 Hz to
100 Hz 4th-order Butterworth bandpass filter and 50 Hz Notch filter were applied. To remove
ocular and cardiac artifacts, spatial filtering was employed using the signal space projection
(SSP) technique (Uusitalo & limoniemi, 1997). The data were then cut in 10-second epochs
and the autoreject algorithm was used to exclude noisy epochs (Jas et al., 2017).
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Computation of MEG features

We focused on magnetometers as after MaxFilter cleaning, the information of gradiometers
and magnetometers is merged and duplicated across both sensor types. Indeed, previous
work has shown that after MaxFilter cleaning, spectral results obtained from gradiometers
and magnetometers are highly similar (Garcés et al., 2017) and comparison of the power
spectra between gradiometers and magnetometers on this dataset led us to the same
conclusion. This facilitated data analysis through simpler handling and shorter computation
times.

We computed spectral features with Morlet wavelets (Hipp et al., 2012) using the meeglet
library (Bomatter et al., 2023). This wavelet approach implements Morlet wavelets spaced on
a logarithmic grid such that the spacing between wavelets and their spectral smoothness
increase log-linearly with frequency (Bomatter et al., 2023; Hipp et al., 2012). Such wavelets
are well suited for capturing the log-dynamic frequency scaling of brain activity (Buzsaki &
Mizuseki, 2014) and have been proven useful in multiple EEG-biomarker applications
(Frohlich et al., 2019; Hawellek et al., 2022; Hipp et al., 2021). Moreover, Bomatter and
colleagues found that such wavelets could outperform classical frequency-band definitions
or linearly spaced power spectra. Another advantage of this approach is that across various
spectral measures, the same spectral analysis method is used in this work, reducing
methods-induced variance. The frequency of interest ranged from 1 Hz to 64 Hz, with a
spectral smoothing (bandwidth) of 0.35 oct and a spectral sampling of 0.05 oct. The
bandwidth was chosen based on visual inspection of the average power spectrum across
participants to control the trade-off between smoothness and spectral resolution.

The following spectral features were computed: power spectral density, covariance
estimated from the wavelet-convoluted timeseries, debiased squared weighted phase-lag
index (dwPLI) and power envelope correlation (log of rectified wavelet-convoluted
timeseries). This set of spectral features can capture distinct aspects of neural activity and
are complementary. Previous EEG work has shown that spectral power, dwPLI and power
envelope correlation revealed complementary facets of brain function in Huntington’s
Disease and pharmacological treatments thereof (Hawellek et al., 2022). Spectral power
density quantifies frequency-specific brain activity. The covariance provides an extension of
spectral power as it includes the power spectrum but also provides information about the
correlation between sensors. This can help unmix hidden activity patterns and assess
interdependence of neural signals: covariance-based modelling has recently been explored
in machine learning to uncover brain activity without explicit MRI-based source localization
(Sabbagh et al., 2020). On the other hand, the dwPLI metric captures changes in phase-
synchronization with reduced sensitivity to uncorrelated noise sources and increased
statistical power to detect changes in phase-synchronization compared to PLI (Vinck et al.,
2011). Power envelope correlation can detect non-instantaneous power correlations -
regardless of their sign — which has been used to study synchronised signal amplitude
changes between distant brain regions (Hipp et al., 2012), The power envelope was defined
as the log of the rectified wavelet-convoluted signal (Bomatter et al., 2023; Hipp et al., 2012).
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Together, these metrics provide complementary information on brain activity in different
frequency ranges. We were in particular interested in studying metrics that can be defined in
sensor space, and therefore more easily transposed to clinical settings (where an MRI may
not be available, for example, for the accurate head modelling needed for MEG/EEG source
inversion). In this work, we therefore refrained from an interpretation of these metrics in terms
of functional connectivity, which for proper interpretation requires anatomical source
modelling.

MRI features

To assess the complementarity of MEG signals to anatomical information, we analyzed T1-
weighted structural MRIs from the BioFIND dataset. T1-weighted MRIs were processed using
FreeSurfer software (Fischl, 2012) to compute global brain volumetric measures. Based on
the previous AD literature (Hu et al., 2023; Rathore et al., 2017), we focused on two specific
brain volumetric measures that have been demonstrated as highly relevant for predicting AD
progression: log ratio of mean hippocampal volume to total grey matter, and log of the lateral
ventricle volume. Reduced hippocampal volume is a well-established marker for AD (Jack et
al., 2018), where its normalization relative to total grey matter volume helps to account for
individual differences in total brain size. Increased ventricular volume is associated with brain
atrophy and is also considered a marker relevant to AD progression (Marizzoni et al., 2019).

Statistical analysis

We compared socio-demographic characteristics between the two MCI groups using
Student’s t-test for continuous variables and x2 test for categorical variables.

Uncorrected inference by frequency. For spectral power analysis, we computed and plotted
the average log power spectra over all sensors between 1Hz and 64Hz. We used non-
parametric bootstrap resampling to obtain confidence intervals and permutation tests of the
mean difference to obtain (uncorrected) p-values for the plotted average difference between
groups along the frequency spectrum. Both were implemented using Scipy’s (Virtanen et al.,
2020) bootstrap and permutation test functions, respectively, with 9999 iterations
(default).

Clustering permutation-testing across frequencies. To correct for multiple comparisons and
take into account the correlation between frequencies, we used clustering-permutation tests
along the frequency spectrum (permutation F-test) as implemented in MNE Python (Gramfort
et al., 2013).

The permutation F-test was used to compare average spectral power between groups at
frequencies ranging from 1 to 64 Hz. For power envelope correlation and dwPLI, we
computed the average metrics over all sensors. A permutation F-test was used to compare
average metrics between groups at frequencies ranging from 1 Hz to 64 Hz, using an F-test
at each frequency followed by clustering and permutation. We used 10000 iterations.
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Clustering permutation-testing across frequencies and sensors.

For each metric (spectral power, dwPLI and power envelope correlation), we computed
topographical maps containing the metric of interest for every sensor and each group. To
test for regional differences, we computed spatial-spectral permutation tests adapted from
MNE-Pythons spatio-temporal permutation testing procedures. To reduce the dependency
of the results on the particular choice of cluster-inclusion values, we used Threshold-Free
Cluster Enhancement (TFCE) as implemented by the MNE-Python software (Smith & Nichols,
2009). As this procedure was more computationally costly, we used 1024 permutations
(default in MNE).

Covariance-based Riemannian distance MANOVA. As a complementary method for using
spatial information in statistical analysis, we explored multivariate Riemannian distance
MANOVA F-test (Anderson, 2001) implemented in the Pyriemann library (Barachant et al.,
2023). This procedure conducts non-parametric distance MANOVA to test for group
differences (Anderson, 2001). As a distance, we used the Riemannian affine invariant distance
which has been used with great success in different machine learning applications for MEG
and EEG including brain computer interfaces, brain-age prediction and sex classification
(Barachant et al., 2012; Bomatter et al., 2023; Congedo et al., 2017; Sabbagh et al., 2020).
Theoretical analysis and empirical benchmarks have shown that Riemannian metrics mitigate
distortions due to electromagnetic field spread and provide latent representations well suited
to statistically isolate information related to cortical current generators (Sabbagh et al., 2019,
2020). Combined with the distance MANOVA, this procedure can be expected to provide a
useful multivariate method for detecting group differences in brain activity. The affine-
invariant Riemannian metric expects covariances to be symmetric positive definite (SPD),
hence, to be full rank. To obtain valid SPD matrices, we used the method from Sabbagh et
al. (2019), which linearly projects covariance matrices to the smallest common subspace
using principal component analysis. As Maxfiltering projects noise components from the data
and commonly reduces the data rank to 65, we projected the covariances to the rank of 65
and applied a regularization parameter of 1e-15.

Logistic regression model of progression risk. Finally, we implemented logistic regression
models in R Software Version 2022.12.0+353 to assess the relationship between several
predictors (demographical data, MMSE, MEG spectral power and brain MRI volumes) and
the probability of progression to AD dementia. We employed model selection criteria,
specifically AIC (Akaike Information Criterion), to identify the most appropriate model in terms
of trading expected generalization error against model complexity. We computed marginal
effects to perform inference in terms of implied changes in probability, rather than the linear
predictor of the generalized linear model (Leeper, 2017). Marginal effects were computed
alongside with performance metrics (Area Under the Curve, Sensitivity, Specificity).

All analysis code used in this study will be made available on GitHub upon publication of this
manuscript.
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Results

We analyzed resting state MEG data from 117 MCI patients, of whom 64 progressed to AD
dementia (AD progression) while 53 remained stable (stable MCI).

Socio-demographic characteristics

Data AD progression Stable MCI T/x2 and p-value
Characteristic (n=64) (n=53)
Sex (M/F) 32/32 20/33 X2 = 1.45, p=0.23
Age (years) 72.96 (7.21) 72.60 (5.42) T=-0.29, p=0.77
Education (years) 10.28 (4.53) 8.56 (4.63) T=-1.92, p=0.06
Baseline MMSE 25.60 (2.96) 27.16 (2.38) T=2.97, p=0.004

Table 1: Means (and standard deviations) of socio-demographic characteristics of AD
progression group and stable MCI. M: Male; F: Female; MMSE: Mini Mental State
Examination.

There were no significant differences for AD progression group and stable MCI for age or
sex. There was a trend for a difference in years of education, though this actually suggested
longer education in the AD progression group, suggesting that progression did not simply
reflect worse education (Table 1). The Mini-Mental Status Examination (MMSE) score was
significantly lower in patients showing AD progression compared to stable MCI (p=0.004) -
see Discussion.

Analysis of frequency-dependent brain activity

AD progression was associated with reduced averaged spectral power compared to stable
MCI in frequencies ranging from 10 Hz to 50 Hz (Figure 1 A-C). Topographical analysis
showed reduced spectral power over posterior sensors for AD progression in frequencies
from 9.5 Hz to 62 Hz (Figure 1E). As a sensitivity analysis, adjustment on MMSE was done
by residualizing the metric of interest using a linear regression model. After adjustment on
MMSE, significant group differences in spectral power remained, with the AD progression
group showing reduced 16 Hz to 36 Hz power over left parieto-occipital sensors
(Supplementary Figure 1). An analysis based on the full covariance matrix using
Riemannian-distance MANOVA F-test confirmed the high-frequency difference and, in
addition, uncovered significant group differences in frequencies from 1Hz to 4Hz (Figure 1D).
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Figure 1: (A) Power spectra averaged over all sensors: AD progression was associated with
reduced spectral power at baseline in frequencies ranging from 10 Hz to 50 Hz. (B) Mean
spectral power difference between groups (blue line) and 95% confidence interval computed
by bootstrap (blue shaded area). (C) Permutation F-test on mean spectral power, showing
significant power difference between AD progression and stable MCI at frequencies ranging
from 10 Hz to 50 Hz. (D) Comparison between groups based on frequency-specific
covariances using Riemannian-distance MANOVA, showing significant differences between
1 Hz to 4 Hz and 10 Hz to 64 Hz. (E) Topographical maps of spectral power difference
between groups, showing reduced spectral power over posterior sensors in AD progression
group in frequencies from 9.5 Hz to 62 Hz. The white dots indicate significant differences (p
< 0.05).

Analysis of phase and amplitude interactions

We next explored the presence of informative differences in measures associated with long-
range neural interactions beyond the power spectrum. Visual inspection suggested that AD
progression was associated with reduced power envelope correlation and reduced dwPLlI
around 8 Hz. However, results were not statistically significant following permutation F-test
with multiple-comparison correction across all frequencies. In the topographical analysis, the
AD progression group showed a spatially consistent pattern of decreased dwPLI and power
envelope correlation in the alpha frequency band over posterior sensors, but this did not
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survive correction for multiple comparisons (Supplementary Figure 2 and Supplementary
Figure 3).

Multimodal analysis of AD progression risk

We computed logistic regression models to assess the relationship between several
predictors (age, sex, education, MMSE, MEG spectral power, log ratio of hippocampal
volume to total grey matter and log lateral ventricle volume) and the probability of progression
to AD dementia (Figure 2 and Supplementary Figure 4). For MEG power, we used the
cluster values obtained after adjustment for MMSE from our previous analysis, e.g., spectral
power between 16 Hz and 36 Hz in left parieto-occipital sensors. Based on AIC values, the
favored model combined age, education, MMSE, cluster MEG beta power and
Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio (Figure 2). Lower values of MEG 16Hz to 36Hz power
in left parieto-occipital sensors and lower Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio were
significantly associated with a higher risk of progression to AD dementia (z = -5.45, p < 0.001
and z = -2.70, p = 0.007, respectively). Thus, MEG beta power provides information about
the risk of future cognitive decline that is independent of that provided by neuroanatomical
data. Higher education and lower MMSE showed additional but weaker prediction of
increased probability of progression to AD dementia (z = 1.99, p =0.05and z = -1.95, p =
0.05, respectively).

A , B
MEG - ! 1.0~
Hippocampal ratio - i 081
: 2
: S 0.6
MMSE A |—o—¢ =
! g 0.4
. " oY @ Model 4 (AUC=0.83)
Education i 0.2 1 == Model 3 (AUC=0.81)
| = Model 2 (AUC=0.75)
Age |_<'>_| 0.0- —— Model 1 (AUC=0.71)
—0.15-0.10-0.05 0.00 0.05 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
A Predicted probability of progressing to AD 1 - specificity

Figure 2: (A) Marginal effects of Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio, MMSE, MEG 16-36Hz
spectral power in parieto-occipital sensors, education and age on the probability of
progression to AD dementia. Higher values of MEG 16-36Hz spectral power in left parieto-
occipital sensors and higher Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio were significantly
associated with a reduced risk of progression to AD dementia. A higher level of education
and lower MMSE had a trend towards increasing the probability of progression to AD
dementia. (B) ROC curves of four logistic regression models to predict progression to AD
dementia. Models including MEG perform better than other models.

We compared four logistic regression models for the risk of AD progression (Figure 2B) in
terms of area under the curve (AUC). We first constructed a baseline with clinical and
demographic variables only: Model 1 combined age, education and MMSE had a 0.71 AUC
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(65% sensitivity and 58% specificity). In a next step, we constructed an enhanced baseline
including MRI: Model 2 combining age, education, MMSE and Hippocampus/Total grey
matter ratio had a 0.75 AUC (72% sensitivity and 72% specificity). Then, we created a model
that combined clinical and demographic variables with MEG to explore the added value of
electrophysiology to clinical information: Model 3 combining age, education, MMSE and
cluster MEG power better explained the data than Model 1 and 2, with a 0.81 AUC (76%
sensitivity and 74% specificity). Thus, performances increased from Model 1 to Model 2 and
performances improved markedly from Model 2 to Model 3. Finally, Model 4 combining age,
education, MMSE, cluster MEG power and Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio achieved
slightly better results than Model 3 with a 0.83 AUC (78% sensitivity and 76% specificity).

Analysis of robustness to spatial averaging

We performed a sensitivity analysis to assess the impact of spatial averaging over all sensors
without using the cluster for multimodal analysis of AD progression risk. MEG 16-36 Hz
average spectral power over all sensors (adjusted for MMSE), hippocampal ratio and MMSE
remained additive in the logistic regression model (Supplementary Figure 5A). Models
including MEG performed better than other models (Supplementary Figure 5B).

Analysis of robustness to head position modelling

We performed an additional sensitivity analysis to assess the impact of head position
alignment, using Maxfilter’'s “trans — default” option (Supplementary Figure 6 and 7).
Conclusions were unchanged for the averaged spectral power differences regardless of
whether the power spectrum was adjusted for MMSE or not. The spatial pattern changed,
but remained significant before adjusting for MMSE, though not when regressing out MMSE.
MEG spectral power, hippocampal ratio and MMSE remained additive in the logistic
regression model when using the cluster without MMSE correction (Supplementary Table
1).

Discussion

In this study, we investigated the potential of MEG as a tool for predicting the progression
from MCI to AD dementia in the BioFIND dataset. We analyzed data from 117 MCI patients,
among whom 64 eventually developed AD dementia (AD progression), while 53 remained
cognitively stable (stable MCI). Continuous spectral analysis of the power spectrum with
Morlet Wavelets enabled us to avoid bias from pre-specified frequency bands and to define
a common signal representation for various spectral measures, i.e., power, covariance, phase
interactions and power envelopes. Additionally, Riemannian methods allowed fine-grained
multivariate analysis of covariance matrices while reducing signal distortion. Our key findings
revealed a significant reduction of MEG spectral power between 16Hz to 36Hz over parieto-
occipital magnetometers in individuals who later progressed to AD dementia. This posterior
16Hz to 36Hz power reduction emerged as a robust predictor of future cognitive decline,
even when considering conventional metrics like MMSE score and structural brain measures.
Interestingly, adding MEG 16Hz to 36Hz power improved logistic regression models based
on hippocampal/total grey matter ratio. Moreover, covariance matrices analyzed with
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Riemannian methods exhibited significant differences between groups, confirmed the
differences in high frequencies (10-64Hz) and, in addition, uncovered low-frequency
differences (< 4Hz). These findings highlight the potential of spectral power as a promising
non-invasive electrophysiological biomarker to monitor AD progression, complementing
classical diagnostic measures, including cognitive scores and structural MRI.

Posterior MEG power (16Hz - 36 Hz) is reduced in AD progression

MCI patients who later progressed to AD dementia demonstrated reduced MEG power
between 16 and 36 Hz, in the beta band, localized to the parieto-occipital sensors. This
frequency-specific effect is in line with studies showing decreased power in alpha and beta
bands in individuals with AD compared with healthy ageing, especially in the temporal and
posterior/occipital brain regions (Babiloni et al., 2020; Cassani et al., 2018; Jelic et al., 2000;
Lépez-Sanz et al., 2019; Maestu & Fernandez, 2020; Osipova et al., 2005; Stam et al., 2003).
Claus et al. (1998) also reported that loss of beta band power was an independent predictor
of an unfavourable prognosis in AD. Interestingly, a previous analysis of the BioFIND data
(Vaghari, et al., 2022b) found that sensor covariance in the low gamma range (30-48Hz) was
most informative, but this was for the classification of MCI versus controls (orthogonal to the
convertor/stable MCI distinction used here).

Two principal hypotheses have been proposed to explain the ‘slowing’ of brain activity in AD,
e.g. increased low-frequency and decreased high-frequency activity. The main hypothesis is
based on the cholinergic deficit, as correlation between loss of cholinergic neurons and
increased delta and theta power has been shown in patients with AD (Maestu & Fernandez,
2020). Moreover, the administration of cholinergic antagonists in animal and human models
have shown to induce delta and theta activity (Osipova et al., 2003). In our work, the AD
progression group did not show increased delta nor theta power in the standard spectral
analysis compared to the MCI stable group. However, our study revealed differences in the
delta frequency band using Riemannian MANOVA, although without indicating the direction
of these differences. The second hypothesis relies on AD being considered as a
disconnection syndrome (Delbeuck et al., 2007). Cortico-thalamic disconnection in particular
could play a role not only in the increased delta activity, but also in the decreased beta activity
observed in AD, and as observed here, as suggested by Holschneider & Leuchter (1995).
Further investigations would be needed to determine causative factors and provide a more
comprehensive understanding of spectral power changes during AD progression.

Posterior MEG power (16Hz - 36Hz) as a potential signature of cognitive function

Posterior MEG spectral power (16Hz - 36Hz) outperformed conventional metrics like the
MMSE score and structural brain measures in predicting progression from MCI to AD
dementia. Combining age, education, MMSE, and posterior MEG power (16Hz - 36Hz)
achieved superior predictive performance than combining age, education and MMSE with
hippocampal volume/total grey matter. These classification performances are in line with
previous studies predicting conversion from MCI to AD dementia using EEG. Engedal et al.
(2020) obtained effect sizes similar to those in our study with an AUC of 0.78, a sensitivity of
71%, a specificity of 69%, using a quantitative EEG Dementia Index and statistical pattern
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recognition method based on covariances. In our study, the fact that beta power emerged as
a robust predictor of future cognitive decline is consistent with the study by Poil et al. (2013),
which found that biomarkers sensitive to changes in the beta frequency (13-30 Hz) band were
the most optimal for predicting conversion from MCI to AD, after assessing 177 candidate
EEG biomarkers (Poil et al., 2013). These authors hypothesised that AD progression is
associated with less stable beta frequency, possibly related to a less efficient working
memory, given that beta oscillations are believed to maintain the current sensorimotor,
cognitive state and attention (Engel & Fries, 2010; Gola et al., 2013). Huang et al. (2000) found
that MCI patients who progressed to AD had a more anterior location of beta sources than
stable MCI, and Baker et al. (2008) were able to classify MCI converters versus non-
converters based on their EEG beta profile. On the other hand, increases in frontal beta power
were observed in preclinical AD, and interpreted as compensatory mechanisms (Gaubert et
al., 2019), suggesting a distinct mechanism, given the opposite direction of the effect and
more anterior locus. Other EEG biomarkers found to be useful to predict decline from MCI to
AD include higher alpha3/alpha2 frequency power ratio (Moretti, 2015), decreased posterior
alpha power (Babiloni et al., 2020; Huang et al., 2000; Luckhaus et al., 2008), while (Rossini
et al., 2006) described higher power values in the delta, theta, and alpha 1 bands, mainly over
temporal and parietal areas in converters.

There are fewer studies using MEG to assess the progression from MCI to AD (Maestu &
Fernandez, 2020). A resting-state MEG study conducted by Fernandez et al. (2006) identified
higher delta power in a left parietal region as a reliable indicator of conversion within a 2-year
period. Lopez et al. (2014) found an increase in phase synchronization in the alpha band
between the right anterior cingulate and temporo-occipital areas in AD converters. Our results
are difficult to compare directly with these, because we only analysed power spectra in
sensor-space, given our focus on more clinically-applicable MEG metrics (see Introduction).

Low-frequency MEG activity (1Hz - 4Hz) uncovered by Riemannian analysis

Another important finding is that covariance matrices analyzed with Riemannian methods
exhibited significant differences between groups across a wider range of frequencies than
spectral power alone, particularly in the lower range of 1-4Hz, suggesting higher sensitivity
of covariance versus power to identify future decliners. Riemannian tools have been shown
to reduce signal distortion and are robust to field spread, potentially bypassing the need for
source localization with a biophysical model (Chevallier et al., 2022; Sabbagh et al., 2020)
while implying a logarithmic function similar to log power. These tools enabled us to capture
signal changes in lower frequencies that were not consistently detectable based on pure
sensor space power, which is systematically distorted by MEG field spread or EEG volume
conduction. Importantly, prior work on age-prediction showed that the Riemannian
embedding improved prediction performance compared to log power in sensor space
(Sabbagh et al., 2020), reaching equivalence with source power analysis. However, adding
Riemannian embeddings after source analysis did not improve performance (Sabbagh et al.,
2020). We therefore propose our Riemannian signal as a potential surrogate for source power
analysis, potentially improving diagnostic and prognostic biomarkers for neurodegenerative
diseases, and therefore recommend them as features for future statistical modelling and
machine learning analyses.
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MEG offers complementary functional information beyond structural damage

We found an additive effect of MEG and MRI in our study as both MEG beta power and
Hippocampal Volume/Total Grey Matter Ratio were selected by AIC in the logistic regression
model; i.e., they were able to bring unique independent information on the risk of cognitive
decline. This aligns with prior research suggesting selective associations between
hippocampal volume and specific EEG frequency bands (Meyer et al., 2017; Ruzich et al.,
2019). Previous studies have demonstrated correlations between hippocampal volume and
power in the alpha and theta bands, but not in the beta band (Babiloni et al., 2009; Grunwald
et al., 2001, 2007; Moretti et al., 2007). Thus, we would cautiously suggest that the observed
beta power effect is unrelated to hippocampal alterations. Nonetheless, more generally, our
results reinforce claims that MEG (and EEG) offer complimentary information about MCI/AD
beyond structural MRI measures alone (Vaghari et al., 2022b).

Towards a “biomarker pyramid”: non-invasive electrophysiology as a key player in
cognitive risk evaluation

In our study, we achieved improved modelling results by integrating age, education, MEG
power, and a simple volumetric MRI metric (Hippocampal ratio). However, stronger effects
would be required for definitive diagnosis, particularly when it implies decisions related to
specific AD treatment in patients. This is in line with the proposition by Rossini et al. (2022)
regarding a “biomarker pyramid” framework for cognitive risk evaluation, which foresees
initial multimodal screening with widely accessible non-invasive methods (e.g. EEG, MRI,
blood-based biomarkers, cognition) and follow-up or confirmation with expensive or invasive
gold-standard approaches (PET, CSF). To realize this vision, it will be important to extend the
use of EEG and/or MEG in clinical practice and research studies. Moreover, direct
comparisons of EEG and MEG on the same participants would further support the goal of
clinically validating MEG as a valuable additional clinical biomarker.

Decreased phase- and amplitude interactions in the alpha band in AD progression

Despite finding that power spectra and sensor covariance were clearly able to distinguish
converters from stable MCI, our results were less clear about the value of measures of
functional coupling, namely dwPLI and envelope-correlation. While our results suggest
decreased dwPLI and power envelope correlation in posterior brain regions within the alpha
band in the AD progression group, this did not survive corrections for multiple comparisons,
so needs replication. One advantage of our study was the use of a common representation
based on Morlet wavelets (Bomatter et al., 2023; Hipp et al., 2012), which allowed us to
compare dwPLI and power envelope correlation more directly with pure power spectra and
sensor covariance. Importantly, it is well known that power is a principal confounder of
connectivity, and that differences in signal-to-noise ratio can lead to spurious connectivity
differences (Hawellek et al., 2022; Hipp et al., 2012). It is therefore interesting that, despite its
weak effect size, our observation of reduced coupling between posterior regions occurred in
the alpha range, rather than the beta range where we found the largest difference in power.
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This suggests that these potential changes in neural coupling associated with progression to
AD dementia are not an artefact of differences in overall power.

Nonetheless, decreased alpha coupling contrasts with previous studies that have shown
increased alpha synchronization in posterior regions in MCI converters, interpreted as
compensatory mechanisms or neurotoxicity of amyloid load (Bajo et al., 2012; Lopez et al.,
2014). However, the functional connectivity pattern we describe resembles the one usually
found in patients with AD dementia, e.g. reduced synchronization in alpha and beta frequency
bands (Alonso et al., 2011; Babiloni et al., 2009, 2016; Gomez et al., 2012; Stam et al., 2003).
One explanation could be that the MCI patients in our study were already more advanced in
the disease course, as suggested by a mean MMSE of 25.5 in the AD progression group in
our study, compared to 27.4 and 27.7 in the study by Lépez et al. (2014) and Bajo et al. (2012)
respectively. This would be consistent with the proposal of Pusil et al. (2019), that
discrepancies between previous MEG/EEG comparisons of MCI versus controls, relative to
comparisons of MCI versus AD dementia, reflect the possibility that functional connectivity
follows an inverted-U shape as a function of disease progression, with increased
(hyper)connectivity from healthy controls to MCI, followed by decreased (hypo)connectivity
from MCI to AD dementia. Only very few studies have compared functional connectivity
metrics in progressive and stable MCI patients (Bajo et al., 2012; Lopez et al., 2014; Rossini
et al., 2006), but this comparison should resemble more comparisons of MCI versus AD
dementia (rather than healthy controls versus MCI), consistent at least with the decreases we
found in coupling.

Limitations and future directions

While our study provides valuable insights into the potential of non-invasive electrophysiology
as a predictive tool for the progression from MCI to AD dementia, there are certain limitations
that should be considered. Even if the clinical diagnosis of AD dementia was done by
neurologists in specialized memory clinics, the lack of CSF or amyloid PET biomarkers
introduces a risk of misdiagnosis approximating 30% (Dubois et al., 2023; Sabbagh et al.,
2017). Incorporating CSF or PET biomarker assessments in future studies would refine the
diagnostic specificity and enhance the reliability of the predictive models. Our study's sample
size is relatively large compared to other MEG or EEG studies on MCI progression (n=117),
however it is still limited for developing prediction models. Moreover, in our study, patients
showing AD progression presented lower MMSE scores at baseline compared to stable MCl,
which raises the possibility that our results reflect a later stage of MCI at baseline, rather than
solely capturing the difference between subsequent converters and non-converters. This
highlights the importance of considering the temporal dynamics of disease progression in
our interpretation, and of longitudinal MEG/EEG assessment (Lanskey et al., 2022).

Future studies should expand the scope of our work to characterize neurodegenerative
diseases other than AD. Assessing these biomarkers in diseases like dementia with Lewy
bodies (DLB), frontotemporal dementia (FTD), and Parkinson’s disease could provide a
comprehensive understanding of their specificity and generalizability. Investigating how
protein deposition alters electrophysiological patterns may uncover distinct pathways in
various neurodegenerative disorders. Finally, our findings should be validated in EEG studies,
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going towards clinical application, as EEG is more widely available and cost-effective than
MEG.

Conclusion

This study combined MEG, anatomical MRI, cognitive and demographic information to
address the potential of non-invasive electrophysiological biomarkers in monitoring the risk
of progression from MCI to AD dementia. By exploring several spectral features computed
using Morlet wavelets, we identified beta band power and covariance analyzed with
Riemannian methods as promising biomarkers to help predict future cognitive decline. These
findings hold promise for the development of screening strategies in large populations of MCI
individuals and align with the emergence of new AD disease-modifying treatments.
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Supplementary Figure 1: (A) Average power spectra over all sensors, adjusted on MMSE:
AD progression group demonstrated reduced spectral power in frequencies ranging from 14
Hz to 44 Hz. (B) Mean spectral power difference between groups (blue line) and 95%
confidence interval computed by bootstrap (blue shaded area). (C) Permutation F-test on
mean spectral power, adjusted on MMSE, showing significant power difference between AD
progression and stable MCI at frequencies ranging from 14.4 Hz to 43.7 Hz. (D)
Topographical maps of spectral power difference between groups, adjusted on MMSE,
showing reduced spectral power in left parieto-occipital region in AD progression group in
frequencies from 15.5 Hz to 35.5 Hz.
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Supplementary Figure 2: (A) Average power envelope correlation over all sensors: AD
progression was visually associated with reduced power envelope correlation in alpha
frequency band. (B) Power envelope correlation difference between groups (blue line) and
95% confidence interval computed by bootstrap (blue shaded area). The permutation test
showed a p-value below 0.05 (uncorrected) for power envelope correlation at the following
frequencies: 1.1Hz, 1.4Hz to 1.7Hz, 3.8Hz to 4Hz, 8Hz to 9.5Hz, 52Hz to 64Hz. (C)
Permutation F-test with multiple-comparison correction across all frequencies for power
envelope correlation, comparing AD progression group versus stable MCI, showing five
clusters that did not reach significance, at the following frequencies: 1.1Hz, 1.4Hz to 1.7Hz,
3.8Hz to 4Hz, 8Hz to 9Hz, 53Hz to 64Hz. The cluster between 8Hz and 9Hz was the one with
the smallest p-value (0.27). (D) Topographical maps of power envelope correlation
differences between groups, shown at the five cluster frequencies. AD progression showed
a pattern of decreased power envelope in alpha band in posterior regions, which did not
reach statistical significance.
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Supplementary Figure 3: (A) Average dwPLI over all sensors: AD progression was visually
associated with reduced dwPLI in alpha band. (B) dwPLI difference between groups (blue
line) and 95% confidence interval computed by bootstrap (blue shaded area). The
permutation test showed p-values below 0.05 (uncorrected) for dwPLI at the following
frequencies: 2 Hz, 2.7 Hz, 2.8 Hz, 3.1-3.5 Hz, 3.9 Hz, 4.1Hz, 6.2-7.2Hz, 8.6-8.8Hz, 19-19.6Hz,
27.8Hz. (C) Permutation F-test with multiple-comparison correction across all frequencies for
dwPLlI, comparing AD progression group versus stable MCI, showing seven clusters that did
not reach statistical significance, at the following frequencies: 2 Hz, 2.8 Hz, 3.1 Hz to 3.6 Hz,
4 Hz to 4.3 Hz, 6.3 Hz to 7.5 Hz, 8.6 Hz to 9.2 Hz and 19 Hz. The cluster between 6.3 Hz to
7.5 Hz was the one with the smallest p-value (0.21). (D) Topographical maps of dwPLlI
differences between groups, shown at the cluster frequencies. In posterior brain regions, AD
progression showed a pattern of decreased dwPLlI in alpha band and increased dwPLlI in
theta band, which did not reach statistical significance.
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Supplementary Figure 4: (A) Marginal effects of MMSE, education and age (Model 1) on the
probability of progression to AD dementia. Lower MMSE and higher education were
significantly associated with a higher risk of progression to AD dementia. (B) Marginal effects
of Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio, MMSE, education and age (Model 2) on the
probability of progression to AD dementia. Lower hippocampal ratio, lower MMSE and higher
education were significantly associated with a higher risk of progression to AD dementia. (C)
Marginal effects of MEG 16-36Hz spectral power in parieto-occipital regions, MMSE,
education and age (Model 3) on the probability of progression to AD dementia. Lower values
of MEG 16-36Hz spectral power in left parieto-occipital region, lower MMSE and higher
education were significantly associated with a higher risk of progression to AD dementia.
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Supplementary Figure 5: (A) Marginal effects of Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio, MEG
16-36Hz average spectral power over all sensors (adjusted for MMSE), MMSE, education
and age on the probability of progression to AD dementia. Higher values of MEG 16-36Hz
average spectral power over all sensors, higher Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio, higher
MMSE and lower education were significantly associated with a reduced risk of progression
to AD dementia. (B) ROC curves of four logistic regression models to predict progression to
AD dementia. Model 1 combining age, education and MMSE had a 0.71 AUC (65% sensitivity
and 58% specificity). Model 2 combining age, education, MMSE and Hippocampus/Total
grey matter ratio had a 0.75 AUC (72% sensitivity and 72% specificity). Model 3 combining
age, education, MMSE and average MEG 16-36 Hz power over all sensors had a 0.77 AUC
(70% sensitivity and 72% specificity). Model 4 combining age, education, MMSE, cluster
MEG power and Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio achieved a 0.79 AUC (74% sensitivity
and 76% specificity).
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Supplementary Figure 6: Sensitivity analysis results showing effect of head alignment.
(A) Average power spectra over all sensors: AD progression was associated with reduced
spectral power at baseline in frequencies ranging from 10 Hz to 44 Hz. (B) Mean spectral
power difference between groups (blue line) and 95% confidence interval computed by
bootstrap (blue shaded area). (C) Permutation F-test on mean spectral power, showing
significant power difference between AD progression and stable MCI at frequencies ranging
from 10 Hz to 44 Hz. (D) Comparison between groups based on frequency-specific
covariances using distance Manova, showing significant differences between 1 Hz to 6 Hz
and 10 Hz to 64 Hz. (E) Topographical maps of spectral power difference between groups,
showing reduced spectral power in left fronto-temporo-parietal region in AD progression
group in frequencies from 11 Hz to 38 Hz. The white dots indicate significant differences (p
< 0.05)
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Supplementary Figure 7: Sensitivity analysis results showing effect of head alignment,
after adjustment on MMSE.

(A) Average power spectra over all sensors, adjusted on MMSE: AD progression group
demonstrated reduced spectral power in frequencies ranging from 14Hz to 42Hz. (B) Mean
spectral power difference between groups (blue line) and 95% confidence interval computed
by bootstrap (blue shaded area). (C) Permutation F-test on mean spectral power, adjusted
on MMSE, showing significant power difference between AD progression and stable MCI at
frequencies ranging from 14 Hz to 42 Hz. (D) Topographical maps of spectral power
difference between groups showing no significant differences in spatial patterns after
adjusting on MMSE.
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Factor AME SE z p Lower Upper

Age 0.006 0.007 0.736 0.462 -0.009 0.020
Education 0.021 0.009 2.375 0.018 0.004 0.039
MEG (cluster) -0.054 0.015 -3.659 0.000 -0.083 -0.025
MMSE -0.034 0.015 -2.295 0.022 -0.063 -0.005
Hippocampal ratio -0.106 0.039 -2.738 0.006 -0.182 -0.030

Supplementary Table 1: Sensitivity analysis results showing effect of head alignment.
Marginal effects of Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio, MMSE, MEG 15-38Hz spectral
power cluster in fronto-temporo-parietal regions, education and age on the probability
of progression to AD dementia. Higher values of MEG 15-38Hz spectral power in the left
fronto-temporo-parietal region and higher Hippocampus/Total grey matter ratio were
significantly associated with a reduced risk of progression to AD dementia. A higher level of
education and lower MMSE were associated with an increased probability of progression to
AD dementia. AME = Average Marginal Effect; SE = Standard Error, z = z-value, p = p-value,
Lower = Lower Confidence Interval, Upper = Upper Confidence Interval.
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