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Abstract

Objectives: Microglia monitor and respond to the brain's microenvironment to maintain homeostasis.
However, in Alzheimer's disease and related dementias (ADRD), microglia may contribute to pathology.
We hypothesized that AD-related inflammatory changes, measured with TSPO PET, would be locally
associated with amyloid, tau, and neurodegeneration, and influence key pathways among them.

Methods: Participants (21 controls, 25 with ADRD) from the Longitudinal Imaging of Microglial Activation
in Different Clinical Variants of Alzheimer’s Disease study underwent baseline amyloid PET (Florbetaben
SUVR), tau PET (MK6240 SUVR), TSPO PET (ER176 SUVR), and structural MRI (gray matter volume).
Cognitive assessments and consensus diagnoses (e.g., MCI, AD, PCA, FTD, LATE) were performed at the
CUIMC ADRC with biomarker information when available. We evaluated regional colocalization of
biomarker elevation in ADRD compared to controls, TSPO associations with ATN biomarkers, and TSPO
mediations along key ATN pathways. Sensitivity analyses were stratified by amyloid positivity.

Results: Elevated TSPO was spatially colocalized with elevated tau (8 regions), amyloid (7 regions), and
neurodegeneration (4 regions). Higher TSPO in limbic, temporal, and parietal regions was associated
with higher tau (0.8 to 2.3, p<0.03), which remained significant after adjusting for amyloid and
neurodegeneration in the inferior parietal cortex. TSPO mediated the association between tau and
neurodegeneration in limbic and temporal regions (-0.27 to -0.39, p<0.02; 43% to 89% of the total
effect), while tau did not mediate the association between TSPO and neurodegeneration. TSPO also
mediated the association between amyloid and tau, as well as tau across progressive Braak stages, but
only in amyloid-positive ADRD.

Conclusion: Across ADRD diagnoses with different underlying brain microenvironments (e.g.,
pathology/copathology) to which microglia are sensitive, higher microglia density was associated with
greater tau burden and mediated tau-associated neurodegeneration. Glia may represent a promising
target for intervention strategies in ADRD-associated tau and neurodegeneration.
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Introduction

A comprehensive framework for Alzheimer’s disease (AD) that integrates proteopathic processes
(such as the misfolding, aggregation, and spreading of amyloid and tau) with immunopathic mechanisms
(including molecular and cellular components) could uncover alternative modifiable targets for
preventing neurodegeneration and cognitive decline, beyond the traditional focus on amyloid and tau
(for reviews, see [1, 2]). The initial case of AD noted glial cells with extensive fibrous structures and
adipose saccules[3], later corroborated by genome-wide association studies implicating inflammation-
related genes in AD and related dementias (ADRD)[4]. A chronic inflammatory environment is a hallmark
of ADRD, leading to significant alterations in brain structure and function.

Microglia are one of the brain’s resident immune cells, continuously surveilling and responding
to stimuli, including infection, toxins, and injury, thereby contributing to neuroprotection and repair.
However, microglial function depends on the brain’s microenvironment, which can vary significantly
under different physiological conditions. Studies employing TSPO PET imaging to assess microglial
activity have revealed consistent increases in key brain regions across various neurodegenerative
disorders, indicating potential disease-promoting mechanisms associated with microglia; however
reductions in microglial density in key brain regions for autism spectrum disorder and various
neuropsychiatric syndromes, suggests a lack of homeostatic maintenance in the absence of microglia[5].
Understanding both the disease stage (such as the extent of neurodegeneration and cognitive
impairment) and the brain microenvironment (including amyloid and tau positivity and regional
susceptibility) is essential for developing a unified framework that encompasses both proteopathic and
immunopathic aspects of ADRD.

We utilize TSPO PET imaging to broadly capture “AD-associated inflammatory alterations” given
that the 18kDa translocator protein (TSPO) is primarily expressed in microglia, as well as in astrocytes
and infiltrating macrophages although at a lower level, and even in non-immune cell types such as
endothelial cells[6-8]. TSPO PET may reflect microglial density and recruitment rather than function in
humans[9]. This imaging technique has been shown to correlate with other inflammatory markers,
including STREM2[10]. The novel TSPO PET radiotracer ER176 exhibits favorable pharmacokinetic
properties, including a specific non-displaceable binding ratio and a lack of radiometabolites entering the
brain, which is an improvement over previous TSPO radiotracers[11, 12]. Notably, ER176 is less sensitive
to the single nucleotide polymorphism in the TSPO gene (rs6971) that previously limited the signal to
noise ratio of earlier TSPO PET radiotracers for approximately 10% of the population[13]. Using semi-
quantitative standard uptake value ratio (SUVR) with the cerebellum as a pseudo-reference region, we
observed regional increases in TSPO for individuals with mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and AD
compared to controls, aligning with gold standard distribution volume (V;) quantification obtained
through arterial line sampling[14]. Other groups have shown the cerebellum to be a suitable pseudo-
reference region on the pathological level[15], adding validation for its use with previous generation
TSPO radiotracers[16]. Furthermore, the simplified PET acquisition method using ER176 is more
amenable to older populations with ADRD.

Cross-sectionally, in MCI/AD, a previous TSPO PET radiotracer, PBR28, was associated with
amyloid and tau burden, independently of neurodegeneration. It mediated the association between tau
spreading across Braak stage regions, tau and neurodegeneration, and neurodegeneration and
cognition[17]. Longitudinally, the pathways of tau propagation in MCI/AD depended on baseline PBR28
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network strength, highlighting the role of microglia in tau propagation[10]. A recent study using ER176
demonstrated that TSPO PET was elevated in early onset MCI, a group characterized by a lack of
expected copathology, compared to controls. TSPO PET exhibited a regional distribution similar to that of
tau and neurodegeneration, with the strongest association found with tau and a correlation to memory
impairment[18].

Here, we sought to generalize microglia-tau associations across various ADRD diagnoses that
represent different brain microenvironments using simplified SUVR quantification for novel TSPO
radiotracer, ER176. We hypothesized that within a cohort characterized at the Columbia Alzheimer’s
Disease Research Center (ADRC) comprising individuals with MCI, AD, and posterior cortical atrophy
(PCA) among other clinical variants, ER176 SUVR would be (1) elevated in ADRD across key brain regions
similar to tau and neurodegeneration, (2) most strongly associated with tau, and (3) a mediator of
progressive associations between amyloid, tau, and neurodegeneration.

Methods
Participants

Participants in the Alzheimer’s Disease Variant Imaging study (RO1AG063888) were co-enrolled
in the Columbia Alzheimer’s Disease Research Center (P30AG066462). Participants underwent amyloid
PET, tau PET, TSPO PET, structural MRI, and ADRC cognitive testing. Briefly, participants were evaluated
with the Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE)[19], and domain-specific tests including the Selective
Reminding Test[20], Trail Making Test[21], and categorical fluency[22]. Domain-specific cognitive test
scores were transformed into z-scores using age-, sex-, and education-adjusted normative data derived
for the National Alzheimer’s Coordinating Center Uniform Dataset (NACC)[23]. At CUIMC ADRC case
consensus, participants were categorized as cognitively unimpaired (n=21), amnestic or non-amnestic
mild cognitive impairment (MCl; n=7), AD dementia (n=7), PCA (n=5), IvPPA (n=1), LATE (n=1), and FTD
(n=1). Three individuals with cognitive impairment have not yet gone to case consensus for a specific
diagnosis, but scored 1.5 standard deviations below the normative sample and are included in the ADRD
group. Biomarker data was used in case consensus when available. All participants (or their legally
authorized representatives) provided informed consent according to the Declaration of Helsinki. The
Institutional Review Board of Columbia University Irving Medical Center gave ethical approval for this
work.

TSPO binding affinity was determined as previously described[24]. Briefly, gegnomic DNA from
each subject was used to genotype the rs6971 polymorphism using a TagMan assay[25]. Participants
were high affinity binders (HAB; 55%), mixed affinity binders (MAB; 32%), or low affinity binders (LAB;
13%), aligning with previously reported frequencies[25]. APOE Genotyping was determined using the
KASPar® PCR SNP genotyping system (LGC Genomics) for the single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs)
rs7412 and rs429358. Genotype data for these two SNPs were used to unambiguously define €2, €3, and
€4 alleles. APOE information was only available in a subset of 17 participants (10 controls, 7 patients).

Neuroimaging

Structural T1 MRI was performed in a 3T GE Signa Premier scanner (repetition time (TR): 6.6 ms,
echo time (TE): 3 ms, voxel size = 1x1x1 mm?). Regions of interest were defined using the Hammers-
N30R83-1 MM atlas in the PNEURO module of PMOD 3.9 (PMOD Technologies, [26]), except for the
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entorhinal cortex, which was defined using the Desikan-Killiany atlas in FreeSurfer 6.0 (Massachusetts
General Hospital, Harvard Medical School; http://surfer.nmr.mgh.harvard.edu). Gray matter volumes
were calculated for 13 AD-related regions (Prefrontal Cortex, Insula, Cingulate Gyrus, Fusiform, Lingual
Gyrus, Entorhinal cortex, Middle Inferior Temporal Gyrus, Superior Temporal Gyrus, Inferior Parietal
Cortex, Superior Parietal cortex, Amygdala, Hippocampus, and Striatum).

All PET scans were performed in Siemens Biograph64 mCT/PET scanner, reconstructed with
OSEM (voxel size = 1x1x2 mm?®), and corrected for radioactive decay, attenuation, scatter, random events,
and scanner deadtime and normalization. All preprocessing steps (i.e., frame realignment, coregistration
with segmented MRI, SUVR calculation) and partial volume correction using the voxelwise Geometric
Transfer Method (GTM) were performed in PMOD[27]. Amyloid PET was performed using Florbetaben
(8.1 mCi; FBB) and FBB SUVR was calculated using 90-110 min data and cerebellar gray matter as
reference region. Tau PET was performed using MK-6240 (5 mCi) and MK-6240 SUVR was calculated
using 90-110 min data and inferior cerebellar gray matter as reference region. TSPO PET was performed
using ER176 (up to 20 mCi) and ER176 SUVR was calculated using 60-90 min data and cerebellar gray
matter as pseudo-reference region.

Statistical analysis

Demographic characteristics, biomarker levels, and clinical characteristics were compared
between controls and individuals with ADRD. For descriptive purposes, amyloid positivity was rated
visually according to vendor instructions[28]. Tau positivity across Braak I/Il (Hippocampus,
Parahippocampal Gyrus) was categorized as 2 standard deviations above the mean of MK6240 SUVR in
controls. Given the large range of ER176 SUVR in controls, TSPO positivity across a composite brain ROl
were calculated as above the mean in controls by binding affinity groups (Supplemental Figure 1).

For analytic purposes, all biomarkers were used continuously. To assess regional biomarker
elevations, we compared participants with ADRD to controls in separate ANCOVAs. To assess pairwise
biomarker associations across ROls, we included biomarker by ROl interactions in general linear models.
To assess adjusted biomarker associations, we included amyloid, tau, and neurodegeneration by ROI
interactions as simultaneous predictors of TSPO in general linear models. To assess key mechanistic
pathways, we included TSPO mediations from amyloid to tau within ROIs (i.e., TSPO mediates amyloid-
related tau); tau in earlier Braak stages to tau in subsequent Braak stages (i.e., TSPO mediates tau-
related spreading); and tau to neurodegeneration within ROlIs (i.e., TSPO mediates tau-related
neurodegeneration). To support causal inference from cross-sectional mediations, opposite directions
were also assessed (TSPO to amyloid to tau; TSPO to earlier Braak tau to later Braak tau; TSPO to tau to
neurodegeneration). We performed a series of sensitivity models, stratifying by amyloid positivity, to
understand the different brain microenvironments in which associations were present. All models were
adjusted for age, sex, and body mass index (BMI)[29]. Models with ER176 SUVR were further adjusted
for TSPO binding affinity and models with gray matter volume were further adjusted for intracranial total
volume (ICV). All estimates are standardized for a measure of effect size and to facilitate comparison
across models. Statistical models were adjusted for multiple comparisons using the multivariate t
distribution or the False Detection Rate method, depending on the model, and runinR 4.4.1.

Results
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Controls and individuals with ADRD were similar in age, sex, BMI, race, ethnicity, TSPO affinity,
and APOE Genotype (Table 1). As expected, individuals with ADRD had lower MMSE and cognitive
domain scores. Out of 21 individuals without cognitive impairment 50% were amyloid negative, tau
negative, TSPO negative and 50% were amyloid negative, tau negative, TSPO positive by definition. Out
of 25 individuals with ADRD, 47% were amyloid positive, tau positive, and TSPO positive; 12% were
amyloid positive, tau positive, and TSPO negative; 12% were amyloid negative, tau positive, and TSPO
positive; and 29% were amyloid negative, tau negative, and TSPO positive (For biomarker positivity
profile by ADRD diagnosis, see Supplemental Figure 2).

The spatial colocalization of elevated TSPO with elevated tau (8 regions) was greater than that
with elevated amyloid (7 regions) and elevated neurodegeneration (4 regions; Figure 1). A unique region
for elevated TSPO and tau colocalization was the amygdala, while the middle inferior temporal gyrus,
prefrontal cortex, and inferior and superior parietal cortex also had elevated neurodegeneration and
amyloid. The hippocampus only had elevated TSPO, striatum and insula only had elevated amyloid, and
entorhinal cortex only had elevated tau.

Further, greater TSPO in limbic, temporal, and parietal regions was associated with greater tau
and with greater neurodegeneration (i.e., lower gray matter volume) in pairwise biomarker models
(Figure 2). After adjustment for amyloid and neurodegeneration, greater TSPO was associated with
greater tau in the inferior parietal cortex (0.3 [0.1, 0.5], p=0.05). After adjustment for amyloid and tau,
greater TSPO was associated with greater neurodegeneration in the amygdala (-3.4 [-4.4, -2.4], p=2e-10),
hippocampus (-1.9 [-2.6, -1.3], p=6e-08), and fusiform gyrus (-0.68 [-1.1, -0.28], p=0.01). Greater TSPO
was associated with lower amyloid in the hippocampus, which did not survive adjustment for tau and
neurodegeneration.

Assessing the role of TSPO in ATN progression, we found that TSPO mediated the association
between tau and neurodegeneration in the middle inferior temporal gyrus (70% of total effect),
amygdala (89%), and hippocampus (43%; Table 2), while the opposite mediation (tau mediating TSPO-
associated neurodegeneration) was not present. However, in the cingulate gyrus, higher tau was
associated with greater TSPO, which was associated with larger gray matter volume (despite a direct
effect of greater tau with lower gray matter volume).

In sensitivity analyses, we assessed the role of TSPO in the context of amyloid positive ADRD and
amyloid negative ADRD separately. Amyloid positive ADRD, but not amyloid negative ADRD, had a
greater frequency of APOE4 compared to controls (Supplemental Table 1). Elevated amyloid and tau
were the most widespread changes in amyloid positive ADRD, whereas the elevated TSPO was the most
widespread change in amyloid negative ADRD (Supplemental Table 2). For TSPO and tau associations,
there were positive associations that survived amyloid and neurodegeneration adjustment in amyloid
positive ADRD, but similar associations did not survive adjustment in amyloid negative ADRD
(Supplemental Table 3). TSPO mediated amyloid-associated tau as well as tau spreading across Braak
regions in amyloid positive ADRD. TSPO also mediated tau-associated neurodegeneration in the
hippocampus and amygdala in amyloid negative ADRD (Supplemental Table 4). Notably, in amyloid
negative ADRD, the hippocampus had both elevated TSPO and tau. There was a negative association
between TSPO and amyloid in the hippocampus for amyloid negative ADRD, driving the negative effect in
the overall sample (Figure 2). This was additionally captured in the mediation analyses such that lower
amyloid was associated with greater TSPO, which in turn was associated with greater tau in the


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.01.24316493
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.01.24316493; this version posted November 4, 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

hippocampus for amyloid negative ADRD. Therefore, the hippocampus was a unique region for TSPO,
tau, and neurodegeneration in the absence of amyloid positivity.

Discussion

AD-associated inflammatory alterations, measured with TSPO PET, were colocalized with tau to a
greater spatial extent than amyloid and neurodegeneration, was associated with the magnitude of tau
burden and neurodegeneration but not necessarily with amyloid, and was a mediator of tau-associated
neurodegeneration. While typical Alzheimer’s disease is conceptualized as an amyloid-induced
tauopathy, elevated TSPO was present and correlated with tau burden and neurodegeneration,
particularly in the hippocampus, even in amyloid negative individuals with ADRD. Therapeutic
intervention strategies should consider AD-associated inflammatory alterations as an alternative or
additional target[30].

Amyloid and tau have distinct effects on microglia morphology, a proxy measure for microglia
function, being ameboid near amyloid plaques and dysmorphic near tau neurofibrillary tangles[31, 32].
Cytokine-induced alterations in gene, protein, and surface receptor expression towards pro-
inflammatory processes can contribute to the production, secretion, post-translation modification,
aggregation, and spreading of amyloid and tau, contributing to their downstream effects on
neurodegeneration and cognitive decline[1, 2]. Microglia can promote amyloid aggregation via APOE4-
related pathways[33] and microglia depletion can prevent tau spreading via endosome-related
pathways[34]. Further, crosstalk among dysfunctional neurons, microglia, astrocytes, and
oligodendrocytes via complement cascades, inflammasome production, and other molecular
components can modify these pathways[35, 36]. Additionally, build-up of insoluble lipid debris within
microglia in the context of neurodegeneration can also lead to microglia dysfunction, feeding back into
amyloid and tau pathology and/or neurodegeneration[37]. Rather than gaining pathology promoting
functions, microglia can lose surveillance and phagocytosis function (i.e., senescence)[38], allowing
amyloid and tau pathology to accumulate unchecked. The complexity of specific responses of microglia
to particular targets in a given microenvironment is reflected in the nomenclature (for review, see [39]).
Here, we broadly interpret TSPO PET signal to reflect AD-association inflammatory alterations that
depend on the microenvironment (i.e., pathologies/co-pathologies), but is strongly linked to tau
pathology and leads to neurodegeneration across ADRD diagnoses.

In this sample of older adults, there was a wide range of ER176 SUVR even in amyloid negative,
tau negative controls. Hence, we chose to categorize individuals as TSPO positive if they were above the
mean in controls (rather than above 1-2 standard deviations above the mean as is typical for biomarkers
of AD pathology). TSPO positivity was observed in 8/10 of amyloid positive, tau positive individuals with
ADRD, 2/2 amyloid negative, tau positive individuals with ADRD, and 5/5 amyloid negative, tau negative
individuals with ADRD. In the context of early-onset MCl and less clinical heterogeneity (i.e., less
expected copathology), TSPO PET was elevated in AD-specific regions[17, 18]. Here, amyloid negative,
tau negative, TSPO positive individuals with ADRD could have unmeasured pathology (e.g., TDP-43 in
LATE) or systemic risk factors that account for elevated TSPO without AD pathology. Alternatively, this
could suggest that elevated TSPO can precede and promote AD pathology[10, 17]. Studies have
demonstrated that AD-associated inflammatory alterations precede AD pathology in autosomal
dominant AD[40], AD in adults with Down syndrome[41], and late-onset AD[42]. Longitudinal TSPO PET
data capturing conversion to amyloid and/or tau PET positivity is needed.
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We investigated individual AD-related regions rather than composite Braak stage ROls to capture
the spatial heterogeneity across ADRD. Our findings suggest that there may be a specific TSPO
association with tau, independent of amyloid and neurodegeneration. First, we observed associations
between TSPO and tau in the hippocampus, amygdala, middle inferior temporal gyrus, inferior parietal
cortex, and superior parietal cortex. After accounting for amyloid and neurodegeneration, greater TSPO
was still associated with greater tau burden in the inferior parietal cortex, a region that may be common
to our two largest diagnostic groups—MCI/AD and PCA[43]. Second, mediation analyses demonstrated
that elevated TSPO in response to elevated tau can lead to neurodegeneration in the hippocampus and
amygdala, even within amyloid negative individuals with ADRD. Together, this suggests that AD-
associated inflammatory alterations can be observed in relation to tau pathology without microglia
simply being recruited to clear amyloid plaques and/or cellular debris (i.e., neurodegeneration).
However, we cannot rule out the presence of secreted phospho-tau[32, 44], rather than tau
neurofibrillary tangles measured with PET, as the driver of these TSPO-related pathways.

We also observed differential results that may reflect the complexity of AD-associated
inflammatory alterations. In the cingulate gyrus, greater tau was associated with greater TSPO, which
was in turn associated with greater gray matter volume, suggesting a neuroprotective effect of TSPO in
the overall sample. Whether this protective effect is specific to the disease stage, brain region, or
microglia subtype needs to be further explored. We found that TSPO mediated amyloid-associated tau in
the middle inferior temporal gyrus, inferior parietal cortex, and superior parietal cortex, but only in the
amyloid positive ADRD subgroup. Previous work suggests the link between amyloid and tau may be an
astrocyte-dependent pathway[45], although astrocytes may be captured to some extent with TSPO PET.
Further, we found that TSPO mediated tau spreading across Braak regions in the amyloid positive ADRD
subgroup, which has been demonstrated in MCI/AD[10, 17, 34], but not in the amyloid negative ADRD
subgroup, as tau spreading may follow a different spatial and temporal pattern compared to Braak
staging outside of amyloid positive MCI/AD. TSPO mediated tau-associated neurodegeneration was
spatially limited to the hippocampus, amygdala, and fusiform gyrus in the overall group and was driven
in the hippocampus and amygdala by the amyloid negative ADRD subgroup. TSPO mediated amyloid-
associated tau and TSPO mediated tau spreading may be dependent on amyloid positivity, whereas TSPO
mediated tau-associated neurodegeneration may not.

Anti-amyloid treatments normalize the amyloid plague burden[46, 47] and may prevent
subsequent buildup and spreading of tau neurofibrillary tangles through TSPO-related pathways in
individuals with amyloid-positive ADRD. However, the normalization of amyloid may not prevent TSPO
mediated tau-associated neurodegeneration, which was present even in amyloid negative ADRD and
may contribute to the pseudo-atrophy[48] thought to be related to amyloid plaque clearance from the
parenchyma and/or a reduction in AD-associated inflammatory alterations. Anti-amyloids further reduce
secreted phospho-tau by approximately 20%, and the contribution of soluble tau should be incorporated
in future studies.

Limitations of the study include cross-sectional analysis, relatively small sample size, lack of
APQE as a covariate, and lack of other measures of ADRD pathology and inflammation. While this is a
cross-sectional analysis, we assessed mediations in the opposite direction to infer causality. Ongoing
longitudinal data collection will allow us to additionally use temporality to infer causality. APOE genotype
likely plays a critical role, along with TREM2, in microglia phagocytosis of amyloid[33]. Genetic data was
not yet available for all participants and was missing more often in the ADRD group compared to the
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control group precluding any sensitivity analyses in those with APOE information. Sensitivity analyses
suggest that APOE may be more important in amyloid positive ADRD than amyloid negative ADRD.
Commonly co-occurring pathology, including cerebrovascular disease, TDP43, and a-synuclein, could be
contributing to the TSPO PET signal. TSPO PET, which we broadly interpret as AD-associated
inflammatory alterations, may provide transdiagnostic information through its magnitude of change and
spatial distribution, similar to FDG PET for ADRD. A larger analytic sample with broad biomarker
characterization is needed to provide mechanistic insight into these findings. Still, the elevated
density/recruitment of microglia in AD-related brain regions, particularly the hippocampus, across
different brain microenvironments provides valuable supporting information for future mechanistic
investigations.

In conclusion, AD-associated inflammatory alterations, measured with TSPO PET using a
simplified acquisition and quantification scheme, were present in individuals with ADRD diagnoses in a
spatial pattern following tau, associated with tau burden accounting for amyloid and neurodegeneration,
and mediated tau-associated neurodegeneration across various ADRD diagnoses. ‘AD-associated
inflammatory alterations’ may additionally be involved in the link between amyloid and tau as well as tau
spreading given the presence of elevated amyloid. Future work should focus on understanding the
cellular and molecular components of these AD-associated inflammatory alterations, particularly in the
hippocampus, towards a unified framework incorporating the pathogenic and immunogenic pathways in
ADRD.
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Control ADRD Test statistic,
N=21 N=25 P-value
T=0.06,
Age 70(6) 71(8) p=0.96
Sex
Women 10 (48%) 11 (44%) ngt:y '
Men 11 (52%) 14 (58%) p=s-
T=0.8,
BMI 25.1(3.1) 26.2 (5.3) p=0.42
) T=0.13,
Education 16.33 (2.08) 16.44 (3.38) p=0.90
Race
Asian 0 (0%) 1 {4.0%} X2=3.6
Black 3 (14%) 1 {4.0%6) -0 3'1
Mixed 1(4.8%) 0 (0%) p=0.
White 17 (81%) 23 (92%)
Ethnicity
Hispanic 2 {10%) 2 {8.0%} ngg.
Non-Hlapanic 19 (50%) 23 (929%) pos
T=-5.0,
MMSE 20.0(1.7) 24.4(3.9) p=<0.001
oL T=-9.2,
Episodic Memoary 0.26 {0.70} -1.98 {0.86} p<0.001
. T=-4.5,
Working Memory -0.02 {0.81) -1.45 {1.15} p<0.001
=_6_4’
Fluency 0.50 {0.58) -1.29 {1.16} p<0.001
. . T=-4.7,
Visuospatial Ability| -0.23 {0.66) -2.97 {2.63) p<0.001
TSPQ Affinity
Low affinity 12 {57%) 13 (52%) ¥2=0.43
Mixed 7 {33%) 8 (32%) p=6.81
High affinity 2 {9.5%) 4(16%)
APQE Genotype
E3/E3 12 (71%) 2 (50%)
E3/E4 5 {29%) 1 (259%) ﬂ_:,‘ﬁ'
F4/E2 0 (0%) 1(25%) i
Misaing 4 3

Table 1. Demographic characteristics for controls and individuals with ADRD.
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A.TSPO B. Amyloid
ABRD Prefrontal Cortex P 0.84[0.23,1.5] p=7a-03 ADRD Prefrontal Cortex N 1.3[0.67,1.8] p=Se-05
@ N @ U 0.461-0.16,1.11p-0.14 (i . A2\ node] | —=— 0.57[0.39,1.6] p=12-03
= Cinguate Gyrus{ | —=— 0.78[0.16,1.4] p=0.01 » Cngulate Gyms| | —e— 1.4[0.72,1.8] p=6=-06
Fusiform Gyrus . 1.1[0.44,1.7] p=7e-04 Fusiform Gyrus P e 0.84[0.25,1.4] p=5e-03
1.3, Ungual Gyrus{  —e— 0.57[-0.05,1.2] p=0.07 9'51% Lingual Gyus| | —m— 0.74[0.16,1.31 p=0.53
w’ Entorhinal Cortex @ 0.5[-0.13,1.1] p=0.12 " Entorhinal Cortex 4;.7 0.06[-0.57,0.69] p=0.86
B Controls Middie Inferior Temporal Gyrus Po—e— 1.1[0.5,1.7] p=4e-04 Cantrols Middle Inferior Temporal Gyrus P —a— 1[0.44,1.8] p=6e
§ Superior Temporal Gyrus - —— 0.74[0.13,1.4] p=0.02 % f\ Superior Temporal Gyrus - —— 0.97[0.39,1.6] p=ie-03
of O Inferior Parietal Cortex P 0.99[0.37,1.6] p=2e-03 ’ O Inferior Parietal Cortex L 1.1[0.56,1.7] p=e-04
{"\ Superior Parietal Gortex b 1[0.39,1.8] p=1e-03 Superior Parietal Cortex e 1.3[0.88,1.8] p=2
,i!g Amyggsla| | —s—  1.7[1.1,2.3]p=1e-07 g@% Amygdala| o 0.34]-0.24,0.82] p=0.25
“r’ Hippocampus | + 0,66 [0.04,1,2] p=0.04 er i Hippocampus { + -0.1[-0.68,0,43) p=0.74
{ ] Striatum|{ —&— -0.01[-0.62,0.6] p=0.97 Striatum | —E— 0.91[0.33,1.5] p=2¢-03
05 10 15 o 4 2 Dlﬁ 10 ! o 0 1 2 3
ADRD - Control ADRD - Control
C.Tau D. Neurodegeneration
) ADRD Prefiontal Cortex] | —a— 1.2[0.52,1.8] p=3e-04 AORD Prefrontal Cortex| | —=— 0.9610.3,1.8] p=4e-03
) O Insula v—‘!— 0.57[-2.06,1.2] p=0.08 X Insula{ + 0.2 [-0.46,0.86] p=0.53
Cingulate Gyrus [ 0.75[0.11,1.4] p=0.02 s Cingulate Gyrus 8- -0.38 [-1,0.28] p=0.26
) Fusiform Gyrus| | —=— 1.4[0.76,2] pu2s-05 @, fm\ Fusiform Gyrus|  —=— 0.18 [-0.47,0.85] p=0.57
U SB4F Lingual Gyrus j o 1.4[0.73,2] p=20-05 el Lingual Gyrus la 0.24[-0.42,0.89] p=0.48
. Entorhinal Cortex P 1.1[0.42,1.7] p=10-03 g\y@ Entorhinal Cortex: —F— 0.08 [-0.58,0.73] p=0.82
) Conirols Middle Inferior Temporal Gyrus & 1.8 [0.98,2.3] p=7a-07 :c" 3 Middle Inferior Temporal Gyrus m 0,24 [0,28,1.61 p=5c-33
i Superior Temporal Gyrus. e 1.1[0.44,1.7] p=ge-04 Cenlrals Superior Temporal Gyrus |~ @ 0.29[-0.37,0.95] ¢=0.38
’ 0 Inferior Parietal Cortex —a—  2[1.4,2.7] p=5¢-10 % @ Inferior Parietal Gortex | —e— 0.88[0.22,1.5] p=3a-03
ﬂ'} Superior Parietal Cortex v —i—  2.1[1.5,2.8] p=1e-10 s Superiar Parletal Cartex| L 0,8610,2,1,5] p=0.01
ch o Amygdala o 1.3[0.7,2] p=4e-05 % % Amygdala) —s— 0.07 [-0.59,0.73] p=0.83
& Hippocampus & 0.47[-9.16,1.11 p=0.14 IA'][\—!“ Hippocampus ﬂ 0.15[-0.51,0.81] p=0.65
. . Striatum| —a— 0.22 [-0.41,0.85] p=0.5 fbiiﬁ Striaum| —fe— 0.15[-0.5,0.81] p=0.84
0o 1 2 3 i3 o 1 2 3
1028 50 ADRD - Control v Control - ADRD

Figure 1. Average biomarker values for controls and individuals with ADRD as well as the difference
between groups for (A) TSPO (ER176), (B) Amyloid (FBB), (C) Tau (MK6240), and (D) Neurodegeneration
(Gray Matter Volume) across ROls. Note that Neurodegeneration is displayed differently to
accommodate a wide range of regional volumes and inverted (Control-ADRD) relative to other
biomarkers for direct comparison across standardized effect sizes.
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0.34[-0.75,1.4] p=1
0.74[-0.21,1.7] p=0.82
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-3.9[-5.9,-1.8] p=3e-03

-0.15[-1.4,1.1] p=1

0.26 [0.07,0.45] p=0.08
0.16[-0.28,0.61] p=1
0.28 [-0.04,0.6] p=0.66
0.28[0.02,0.54] p=0.35
0.23[0.05,0.41] p=0.13
0.43(0.13,0.73] p=0.07
0.31[0.11,0.51] p=0.03
0.28 [0,0.56] p=0.49
0.25[0.11,0.39] p=5e-03+
0.26[0.12,0.4] p=de-03
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2.3[1.5,3.11 p=8e-07
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-0.03 [-0.06,-0.01] p=0.2
-0.24[-0.45,-0.03] p=0.25
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-0.31[-0.52,-0.09] p=0.06
-1.2]-2.1,-0.34] p=0.08
-0.17 [-0.25,-0.09] p=8e-04
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-0.1[-0.17,-0.03] p=0.1
-0.13 [-0.21,-0.06] p=7e-03
-3.5[-4.3,-2.7] p=De+00*
-2.2[-2.6,-1.7] p=De+00*

-0.14[-0.39,0.11] p=0.99

Figure 2. Scatterplots and pairwise biomarker models among TSPO and (A) Amyloid (FBB), (B) Tau
(MK6240), and (C) Neurodegeneration (Gray Matter Volume) across ROIs. Circles represent Controls,
Triangles represent ADRD, and colors represent select Regions of Interest (ROI). Asterisks indicate
associations that survive adjustment in the multiple biomarker model.
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0.49 [0.33,0.65] p=9e-09
0.52[0.37,0.67] p=9e-11
0.37[0.16,0.57] p=6c-04
0.05 [-0.18,0.28] p=0.68
0.5 [0.23,0.77] p=4e-04
Tau->Tau
0.75 [0.61,0.89] p=0e+00
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Tau->TSPO

0.52 [0.29,0.75] p=1e-05
0.16 [-0.17,0.49] p=0.35
0.48 [0.18,0.78] p=1e-03
0.43 [0.04,0.81] p=0.03
0.82 [0.5,1.1] p=4e-07
0.33 [0.1,0.56] p=5e-03
0.78 [0.43,1.1] p=1e-05
0.57 [0.27,0.88] p=2e-04
0.85 [0.66,1] p=0e+00
0.76 [0.53,0.99] p=4e-11
0.49 [0.15,0.84] p=5e-03
0.6 [0.2,1] p=4e-03
0[-0.31,0.32] p=0.98

TSPO->Neurodegeneration

-0.13 [-0.46,0.19] p=0.42
-0.23 [-0.46,0] p=0.05
0.53 [0.16,0.91] p=5e-03
-0.47 [-0.72,-0.21] p=4e-04
-0.24 [-0.5,0.02] p=0.07
-0.04 [-0.32,0.23] p=D.76
-0.49 [-0.73,-0.26] p=4e-05
-0.07 [-0.33,0.18] p=0.58
0.15 [-0.16,0.45] p=0.34
-0.22 [-0.49,0.04] p=0.1
+0.56 [-0.79,-0.33] p=2e-06
-0.58 [-0.74,-0.41] p=1e-11
-0.07 [-0.28,0.14] p=0.5

Tau->Neurodegeneration

-0.26 [-0.58,0.06] p=0.11
-0.29 [-0.52,-0.05] p=0.02
-0.41 [-0.82,0] p=0.05
-0.2[-0.53,0.13] p=0.24
-0.28 [-0.6,0.04] p=0.09
-0.43 [-0.7,-0.16] p=2e-03
-0.17 [-0.48,0.14] p=0.28
-0.47 [-0.78,-0.15] p=3e-03
-0.8 [-1.1,-0.45] p=8e-06
-0.52 [-0.83,-0.22] p=7e-04
-0.03[-0.3,0.23] p=0.8
-0.46 [-0.69,-0.24] p=6e-05
-0.37[-0.57,-0.16] p=4e-04

Tau->TSPO->
Neurodegeneration
-0.07 [-0.24,0.1] p=0.43
-0.04 [-0.12,0.05] p=0.39
0.26 [0.02,0.5] p=0.04
-0.2 [-0.41,0.01] p=0.06
-0.2 [-0.43,0.03] p=0.09
-0.01 [-0.11,0.08] p=0.76

-0.39 [-0.64,-0.13] p=3e-03

-0.04 [-0.19,0.11] p=0.58
0.13 [-0.14,0.39] p=0.34
-0.17 [-0.38,0.04] p=0.11
-0.27 [-0.5,-0,05] p=0.02
-0.35 [-0.6,-0.09] p=8e-03
0[-0.02,0.02] p=0.98

Table 2. TSPO mediation standardized estimates from a model of amyloid-associated tau (top), tau
spreading (middle), and tau-associated neurodegeneration (bottom). Mediations from TSPO to Tau to
Neurodegeneration were not significant.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.01.24316493
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.01.24316493; this version posted November 4, 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.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

Weaver, D.F.J.C.A.r., B-Amyloid is an immunopeptide and Alzheimer’s is an autoimmune disease.
2021.18(11): p. 849-857.

Chen, Y. and Y.J.J.0.n. Yu, Tau and neuroinflammation in Alzheimer’s disease: Interplay
mechanisms and clinical translation. 2023. 20(1): p. 165.

Alzheimer, A.J.A.Z.P., Uber eigenartige Erkrankung der Hirnrinde. 1907. 64: p. 146-148.

Holtman, I.R., et al., Interpretation of Neurodegenerative GWAS Risk Alleles in Microglia and
their Interplay with Other Cell Types. 2024: p. 531-544.

Gouilly, D., et al., Neuroinflammation PET imaging of the translocator protein (TSPO) in
Alzheimer's disease: An update. 2022. 55(5): p. 1322-1343.

Cosenza-Nashat, M., et al., Expression of the translocator protein of 18 kDa by microglia,
macrophages and astrocytes based on immunohistochemical localization in abnormal human
brain. 2009. 35(3): p. 306-328.

Zhang, Y., et al., Purification and Characterization of Progenitor and Mature Human Astrocytes
Reveals Transcriptional and Functional Differences with Mouse. Neuron, 2016. 89(1): p. 37-53.
Zhang, Y., et al., An RNA-sequencing transcriptome and splicing database of glia, neurons, and
vascular cells of the cerebral cortex. ) Neurosci, 2014. 34(36): p. 11929-47.

Nutma, E., et al., Translocator protein is a marker of activated microglia in rodent models but not
human neurodegenerative diseases. 2023. 14(1): p. 5247.

Pascoal, T.A., et al., Microglial activation and tau propagate jointly across Braak stages. 2021.
27(9): p. 1592-1599.

Fujita, M., et al., Comparison of four 11 C-labeled PET ligands to quantify translocator protein 18
kDa (TSPO) in human brain:(R)-PK11195, PBR28, DPA-713, and ER176—Based on recent
publications that measured specific-to-non-displaceable ratios. 2017.7: p. 1-5.
Zanotti-Fregonara, P, et al., Head-to-head comparison of 11 C-PBR28 and 11 C-ER176 for
quantification of the translocator protein in the human brain. 2019. 46: p. 1822-1829.

Ilkawa, M., et al., 11C-ER176, a radioligand for 18-kDa translocator protein, has adequate
sensitivity to robustly image all three affinity genotypes in human brain. 2017. 58(2): p. 320-325.
Rossano, S., et al., Validating noninvasive techniques for 11C-ER176 PET quantification in controls
and Alzheimer’s disease patients. 2023. 19: p. e081801.

Garland, E.F,, et al., The mitochondrial protein TSPO in Alzheimer’s disease: relation to the
severity of AD pathology and the neuroinflammatory environment. 2023. 20(1): p. 186.

Lyoo, C.H., et al., Cerebellum can serve as a pseudo-reference region in Alzheimer disease to
detect neuroinflammation measured with PET radioligand binding to translocator protein. 2015.
56(5): p. 701-706.

Rossano, S.M., et al., Microglia measured by TSPO PET are associated with Alzheimer's disease
pathology and mediate key steps in a disease progression model. 2024.

Appleton, J., et al., Brain inflammation co-localizes highly with tau in mild cognitive impairment
due to early-onset Alzheimer’s disease. 2024: p. awae234.

Folstein, M.F., L.N. Robins, and J.E.J.A.0.g.p. Helzer, The mini-mental state examination. 1983.
40(7): p. 812-812.

Ruff, R.M., et al., Selective Reminding Tests: A normative study of verbal learning in adults. 1989.
11(4): p. 539-550.

Tombaugh, T.N.J.A.o.c.n., Trail Making Test A and B: normative data stratified by age and
education. 2004.19(2): p. 203-214.

Rosen, W.G.J.J.0.c. and e. neuropsychology, Verbal fluency in aging and dementia. 1980. 2(2): p.
135-146.

Shirk, S.D., et al., A web-based normative calculator for the uniform data set (UDS)
neuropsychological test battery. 2011. 3: p. 1-9.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.01.24316493
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.01.24316493; this version posted November 4, 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.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.
29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43,

44,

45.

46.
47.

48.

It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

Zou, l., et al.,, Microglial activation, but not tau pathology, is independently associated with
amyloid positivity and memory impairment. 2020. 85: p. 11-21.

Owen, D.R., et al., An 18-kDa translocator protein (TSPO) polymorphism explains differences in
binding affinity of the PET radioligand PBR28. 2012. 32(1): p. 1-5.

Hammers, A., et al., Three-dimensional maximum probability atlas of the human brain, with
particular reference to the temporal lobe. Hum Brain Mapp, 2003. 19(4): p. 224-47.

Thomas, B.A., et al., The importance of appropriate partial volume correction for PET
quantification in Alzheimer’s disease. 2011. 38: p. 1104-1119.

Sabri, O., et al., Beta-amyloid imaging with florbetaben. 2015. 3: p. 13-26.

Tuisku, 1., et al., Effects of age, BMI and sex on the glial cell marker TSPO—A multicentre [11 C]
PBR28 HRRT PET study. 2019. 46: p. 2329-2338.

Coll, R.C. and K.J.N.R.I. Schroder, Inflammasome components as new therapeutic targets in
inflammatory disease. 2024: p. 1-20.

Dani, M., et al., Microglial activation correlates in vivo with both tau and amyloid in Alzheimer’s
disease. 2018. 141(9): p. 2740-2754.

Qureshi, Y.H., et al., The neuronal retromer can regulate both neuronal and microglial
phenotypes of Alzheimer's disease. 2022. 38(3).

Kaji, S., et al., Apolipoprotein E aggregation in microglia initiates Alzheimer’s disease pathology
by seeding 8-amyloidosis. 2024.

Asai, H., et al., Depletion of microglia and inhibition of exosome synthesis halt tau propagation.
2015. 18(11): p. 1584-1593.

Hanslik, K.L. and T.K.J.F.i.N. Ulland, The role of microglia and the Nirp3 inflammasome in
Alzheimer's disease. 2020. 11: p. 570711.

Krance, S.H., et al., The complement cascade in Alzheimer’s disease: a systematic review and
meta-analysis. 2021. 26(10): p. 5532-5541.

Marschallinger, J., et al., Lipid-droplet-accumulating microglia represent a dysfunctional and
proinflammatory state in the aging brain. 2020. 23(2): p. 194-208.

Wood, H.J.N.R.N., Microglial senescence is a potential therapeutic target for Alzheimer disease.
2024: p. 1-1.

Paolicelli, R.C., et al., Microglia states and nomenclature: A field at its crossroads. 2022. 110(21):
p. 3458-3483.

Johnson, E.C., et al., Cerebrospinal fluid proteomics define the natural history of autosomal
dominant Alzheimer’s disease. 2023. 29(8): p. 1979-1988.

Moni, F., et al., Probing the proteome to explore potential correlates of increased
Alzheimer's-related cerebrovascular disease in adults with Down syndrome. 2022. 18(10): p.
1744-1753.

Gabitto, M.1,, et al., Integrated muitimodal cell atlas of Alzheimer’s disease. 2024: p. 1-18.
Kreisl, W.C., et al., Distinct patterns of increased translocator protein in posterior cortical atrophy
and amnestic Alzheimer's disease. 2017. 51: p. 132-140.

Simoes, S., et al., Tau and other proteins found in Alzheimer’s disease spinal fluid are linked to
retromer-mediated endosomal traffic in mice and humans. 2020. 12(571): p. eaba6334.
Bellaver, B., et al., Astrocyte reactivity influences amyloid-8 effects on tau pathology in preclinical
Alzheimer’s disease. 2023: p. 1-7.

Van Dyck, C.H., et al., Lecanemab in early Alzheimer’s disease. 2023. 388(1): p. 9-21.

Sims, J.R., et al., Donanemab in early symptomatic Alzheimer disease: the TRAILBLAZER-ALZ 2
randomized clinical trial. 2023. 330(6): p. 512-527.

Barkhof, F. and D.S.J.N. Knopman, Brain Shrinkage in Anti-6-Amyloid Alzheimer Trials:
Neurodegeneration or Pseudoatrophy? 2023, AAN Enterprises. p. 941-942.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.01.24316493
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.01.24316493; this version posted November 4, 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.01.24316493
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

