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Key Points 128 

Question: Do apathy and affective neuropsychiatric symptoms correlate with the rate of tau 129 

pathology and neurodegeneration, as measured by plasma phosphorylated-tau181 (p-tau181) and 130 

neurofilament light chain protein (NfL), in individuals across the clinical spectrum of 131 

Alzheimer’s disease (AD)? 132 

Findings: In a longitudinal study of 790 patients with mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and AD 133 

dementia, serial measurements of plasma p-tau181 and NfL were collected annually over four 134 

years. P-tau181 and NfL levels were elevated in those with apathy or anxiety compared to those 135 

without. The rate of NfL increase, an indicator of neurodegeneration, was significantly higher in 136 

those with apathy. 137 

Meaning: The presence of anxiety and apathy was associated with elevated biomarkers of 138 

neurodegeneration in MCI and AD dementia. Notably, apathy was linked to a faster rate of NfL 139 

increase, suggesting an accelerated neurodegenerative process.  140 

 141 

Abstract 142 

Importance: While apathy and affective neuropsychiatric symptoms (NPS) are common in the 143 

clinical spectrum of Alzheimer’s disease (AD), their neurobiological correlates remain unclear.  144 

Objective: To longitudinally examine plasma markers of neurodegeneration (neurofilament light 145 

chain; NfL) and tau pathology (phosphorylated at threonine 181; p-tau181) and their associations 146 

with apathy and affective symptoms in individuals with clinical diagnoses of AD dementia and 147 

mild cognitive impairment (MCI). 148 

Design, Setting, Participants and Exposure: This cohort study used longitudinal data from the 149 

Alzheimer Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI). Individuals with clinical diagnoses of MCI 150 

and AD dementia were enrolled in ADNI with serial annual blood samples over a four-year 151 

period, which were analyzed for NfL and p-tau181 using ultrasensitive techniques. Study data 152 

were accessed between July and September 2024. 153 
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Main Outcomes and Measures: The presence of neuropsychiatric symptoms was determined 154 

using the Neuropsychiatric Interview (NPI). We analyzed the trajectory of plasma NfL and p-155 

tau181 in each NPS using general linear mixed-effects models adjusted for age and sex. 156 

Results: There were 790 participants with AD dementia and MCI (mean [SD] age 72.7 [7.6] 157 

years; 333 females, 42%) and 417 healthy controls. The most common NPS was depression (n = 158 

428; 54%), followed by irritability (n = 419; 53%), apathy (n = 348; 44%) and anxiety (n = 341; 159 

43%). In the AD dementia and MCI group, apathy and anxiety were associated with higher 160 

levels of both NfL and p-tau181 after controlling for cognitive and functional decline. Moreover, 161 

apathy was associated with higher rate of NfL increase longitudinally. Depression at baseline 162 

was initially associated with higher NfL and p-tau181 levels, but this did not remain significant 163 

in the sensitivity analyses. 164 

Conclusion and Relevance: This study found that in individuals with clinical AD, apathy and 165 

anxiety are associated greater tau and neurodegenerative burden. Furthermore, those with apathy 166 

had a higher rate of NfL increase, which suggests an accelerated neurodegenerative process. 167 

These findings highlight that these symptoms be indicative of AD pathology severity and have 168 

implications for potential treatments which target tau pathology.   169 

 170 

Keywords: Neuropsychiatric symptoms, Blood-based biomarkers, Alzheimer’s disease, 171 

Depression, Apathy, Anxiety, Phosphorylated tau 181, Neurofilament light chain, 172 
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Background 173 

Neuropsychiatric symptoms (NPS) are prevalent in individuals across the clinical spectrum of 174 

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) including mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and AD dementia.1,2  175 

These symptoms often co-occur in clusters, with affective symptoms (depression and anxiety) 176 

and apathy among the most prevalent.1–4 NPS have been associated with worse cognitive decline, 177 

higher mortality rates, and greater caregiver burden.5–7 Despite their prevalence and impact, the 178 

neurobiological mechanisms underlying NPS, and their contribution to disease progression 179 

remain inadequately understood. 180 

Previous literature have reported mixed findings regarding the association between AD 181 

biomarkers and NPS.8,9 Several factors may account for the inconsistent results. Many studies 182 

may be underpowered to detect the subtle associations between NPS and biomarkers.10 183 

Additionally, some studies have grouped NPS together,2,6 such as within the mild behavioral 184 

impairment (MBI) framework,11,12 potentially obscuring the effects of individual symptom 185 

groups.  186 

Ultrasensitive blood-based immunoassays can now detect and track the progression of AD-187 

related neuropathological processes. Plasma tau phosphorylated at threonine 181 (p-tau181) 188 

shows strong associations with tau pathology and amyloid deposition.13 Neurofilament light 189 

chain protein (NfL) reflects neuroaxonal damage,14,15 including in AD dementia.16,17 These 190 

blood-based biomarkers offer minimally invasive alternatives to traditional cerebrospinal fluid 191 

(CSF) and imaging biomarkers.18,19  192 

A recent study found that that the emergence of psychosis was associated with elevated plasma 193 

levels of p-tau181 and NfL in individuals across the clinical spectrum of AD.20 However, no 194 

studies have explored their relationship to other NPS longitudinally, such as apathy and affective 195 

symptoms, which are the most common neuropsychiatric manifestations of AD dementia and 196 

MCI.  197 

Our primary aim was to explore the association between apathy and affective NPS (depression, 198 

anxiety) with blood NfL and p-tau181 longitudinally in individuals with clinical diagnoses of 199 

AD dementia and MCI. As a secondary aim, we explored plasma biomarker associations with 200 
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other NPS, including delusions, hallucinations, agitation, irritability, disinhibition, elation, 201 

appetite disturbance, sleep disturbance and aberrant motor symptoms.  202 
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Methods 203 

This longitudinal study used data from the Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) 204 

database (adni.loni.usc.edu). The ADNI was launched in 2003 as a public-private partnership, 205 

led by Principal Investigator Michael W. Weiner, MD. The ADNI participants have been 206 

recruited from more than 50 sites across the United States and Canada. We downloaded the data 207 

from the ADNI database on the 22nd July 2024. Regional ethical committees of all institutions 208 

approved the ADNI study. All study participants gave written informed consent. This study was 209 

carried out according to the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in 210 

Epidemiology (STROBE) reporting guideline.21 211 

Participants 212 

This cohort has been described in a previous publication.19 In brief, the cohort consisted of 213 

patients with clinical diagnoses of AD dementia and MCI, and an additional group of cognitively 214 

unimpaired (CU) participants with available plasma NfL and p-tau181 measurements collected 215 

annually over four years. All ADNI participants had no significant neurological disease other 216 

than AD. The following measures were also obtained during the annual visits: Mini-Mental State 217 

Examination (MMSE), Clinical Dementia Rating Scale Sum of Boxes (CDR-SB), hippocampal 218 

volume acquired using 3-T MRI scanners,22 and Florbetapir positron emission tomography 219 

standardized uptake value ratio (AV45 PET SUVR) which quantifies amyloid plaque burden.23 220 

The CU participants reported a MMSE score of 24 or higher and a CDR score of zero. The MCI 221 

participants reported an MMSE score of 24 or higher and a CDR score of 0.5. The patients with 222 

AD dementia fulfilled the clinical diagnostic criteria for probable AD,24 reported an MMSE 223 

score between 20 and 26, and a CDR score from 0.5 to 1.0.  224 

The presence of NPS was assessed with the Neuropsychiatric Inventory (NPI), an informant-225 

based scale that examines 12 neuropsychiatric domains through a structured interview with the 226 

caregiver. The NPS in the NPI are apathy, anxiety, depression, irritability, elation, disinhibition, 227 

aggression, delusions, hallucinations, aberrant motor symptoms, appetite disturbance and sleep 228 

disturbance. 229 

For each NPS of interest (i.e. apathy), participants with AD dementia and MCI were distributed 230 

in 3 groups according to presence or absence of the NPS longitudinally:  (1) participants without 231 
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the specific NPS over the course of the study (i.e., apathy absent), (2) participants with the 232 

specific NPS at baseline (i.e., apathy baseline), and (3) participants with the specific NPS at any 233 

time point over the course of the study (i.e., apathy incident), consistent with a previous study by 234 

Gomar et al. exploring psychosis in the ADNI cohort.20  235 

Samples Analyses 236 

Plasma p-tau181 and NfL concentrations were measured using Single molecule array (Simoa) 237 

technology (Quanterix, Billerica, MA) at the Clinical Neurochemistry Laboratory, University of 238 

Gothenburg, Mölndal, Sweden, as previously described.19,20  239 

Statistical Analyses 240 

All statistical analyses were performed using R version 4.2.2 (2022-10-31), the lmer package, 241 

Jamovi version 2.6.0 and GAMLj package.25–28 For the participant characteristics, demographic 242 

and clinical status between groups at baseline were compared using general linear models 243 

(GLMs) for continuous variables, and χ2 test of independence were used for comparisons in 244 

categorical variables. 245 

To explore whether a specific NPS (i.e. apathy) was associated with NfL or p-tau181 levels over 246 

time, a general linear mixed-effects model (GLMM) was estimated to analyze the longitudinal 247 

biomarkers (NfL and p-tau181) trajectories in each NPS subgroups (i.e. apathy absent, apathy 248 

baseline and apathy incident) with random intercepts and slopes for each participant. For the 249 

primary analysis, age and sex were included as covariates, using residual (restricted) maximum 250 

likelihood estimation and assuming an unstructured covariance matrix. Plasma NfL and p-tau181 251 

levels were log-transformed. All continuous variables were centered and scaled prior to analysis. 252 

The rate of change of biomarkers within groups (β slopes) was computed as averaged individual 253 

slopes from GLMMs that included random intercepts and slopes. Robust standard errors and 254 

confidence intervals were computed using bootstrapping with 2000 replicates. We performed 255 

simple effects analysis to determine whether the presence of a specific NPS (i.e. apathy baseline 256 

vs apathy absent, apathy incident vs apathy absent) was associated with significantly higher NfL 257 

levels or slope compared to those without the specific NPS (i.e. absent baseline). All p values 258 

were 2-sided and corrected for multiple testing using the Benjamin-Hochberg adjusted false 259 

discovery rate (FDR) of 5%.   260 
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We performed additional sensitivity analyses to ensure the findings in the primary outcomes of 261 

interest (apathy, anxiety and depression) were robust. We added CDR-SB and MMSE scores as 262 

covariates to account for any confounding effects of dementia severity. We also repeated the 263 

GLMMs for the subgroup of individuals who demonstrated amyloid positivity during the study 264 

(AV45 SUVR > 1.11). As a post-hoc analysis, we also performed GLMMs using the severity 265 

score for each NPS derived from the NPI (frequency x severity) adjusting for age and sex as 266 

covariates.    267 
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Results 268 

A total of 1207 participants from ADNI had their serial plasma samples analyzed for p-tau181 269 

and NfL are summarized in Table 1. For the cohort across the clinical AD spectrum (AD 270 

dementia and MCI; n = 790), the mean age was 72.7 (SD 7.63) years, with 333 females (42%). 271 

The mean CDR-SB was 5.3 for AD dementia and 1.5 for MCI, which is the equivalent of mild 272 

and very mild severity respectively. 161 (88%) individuals diagnosed with AD dementia and 327 273 

(62%) individuals with MCI were amyloid-positive respectively. The most common NPS was 274 

depression (54%), followed by irritability (53%), apathy (44%) and anxiety (43%). The 275 

prevalence of the secondary NPS of interest are listed in sTable 1. 276 

Associations between NPS and plasma NfL over time in the Clinical AD Spectrum  277 

The overall associations between NPS and plasma NfL are shown in Figure 1. The primary NPS 278 

of interest are summarized in Figure 1 and Table 2. 279 

Apathy 280 

The GLMM revealed that the apathy baseline group had higher NfL levels over time, 281 

compared to the apathy absent group (β = 0.18, p < 0.001). This finding remained robust in 282 

sensitivity analyses adjusting for CDR-SB and MMSE. The apathy incident group had 283 

significantly higher NfL levels compared to the apathy absent group (β = 0.10, p = 0.029). This 284 

finding did not survive the sensitivity analyses. The simple effects analysis showed that both 285 

apathy baseline (β = 0.16, p < 0.001) and apathy incident (β = 0.09, p = 0.016 groups had higher 286 

NfL levels than the apathy absent group at the baseline timepoint. 287 

In terms of the rate of NfL increase, apathy baseline group (β = 0.04, p < 0.001) and apathy 288 

incident group (β = 0.03, p = 0.009) exhibited higher rates of NfL increase compared to the 289 

apathy absent group. The significant finding for the apathy baseline group was robust in the 290 

sensitivity analyses.  291 

Anxiety 292 

The GLMM exploring the impact of anxiety on NfL levels showed that anxiety absent group 293 

had significantly higher NfL levels compared to the anxiety absent group (β = 0.16, p < 0.001). 294 
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The anxiety incident group had significantly higher NfL levels than the anxiety absent group 295 

(β = 0.16, p < 0.001). Both findings were robust in the sensitivity analyses adjusting for CDR-SB 296 

and MMSE, and the subgroup analyses of amyloid positive individuals. The simple effects 297 

analysis also showed that both anxiety baseline (β = 0.16, p < 0.001) and anxiety incident (β = 298 

0.14, p < 0.001) groups had higher NfL levels than the anxiety absent group at the baseline 299 

timepoint.  300 

Neither anxiety baseline group nor anxiety incident group had significantly different rate of NfL 301 

increase compared to the anxiety absent group. 302 

Depression 303 

The GLMM examining depression found that the depression baseline group exhibited 304 

significantly higher NfL levels than the depression absent group (β = 0.11, p = 0.009). This 305 

finding was significant in the subgroup analysis of individuals who were amyloid positive, 306 

however this did not survive the sensitivity analyses adjusting for MMSE and CDR-SB. At the 307 

baseline timepoint, the depression baseline group had higher NfL levels than the depression 308 

absent group (β = 0.13; p < 0.001) whilst there were no significant differences between the 309 

depression incident and depression absent groups (β = 0.06, p = 0.104). 310 

The depression baseline group had a significantly higher rate of NfL increase compared to 311 

the depression absent group (β = 0.02, p = 0.048). However, this did not survive the sensitivity 312 

analyses adjusting for CDR-SB and MMSE. 313 

Other NPS of interest 314 

For our secondary aims, the GLMMs found that baseline symptoms of delusions, appetite 315 

disturbances, agitation, disinhibition, and motor symptoms were associated with elevated NfL 316 

levels compared to those who did not develop the NPS over time. Individuals who developed ( 317 

NPS incident) appetite disturbances, delusions, hallucinations, and motor symptoms were 318 

associated with increased NfL levels compared to their respective absent groups. Disinhibition 319 

baseline and elation incident showed significantly steeper increases in NfL levels compared to 320 

the absent groups. 321 

Associations between each NPS severity score and NfL over time 322 
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For post-hoc analysis where each NPS was added to the GLMM as a severity variable, apathy 323 

and depression were associated with higher NfL levels, and the interaction terms for rate of 324 

increase were also significantly high. The post-hoc analyses are summarized in sTable 3. 325 

 326 

Associations between NPS and plasma p-tau181 over time in the Clinical AD Spectrum 327 

The overall associations between NPS and plasma p-tau181 are shown in Figure 1. The primary 328 

NPS of interest are summarized in Figure 1 and Table 2. None of the NPS groups had 329 

significantly higher rates of p-tau181 change. 330 

Apathy 331 

GLMM showed that the apathy baseline group had higher p-tau181 levels compared to the 332 

apathy absent group (β = 0.15, p = 0.015). This finding was still significant in the subgroup 333 

analysis for amyloid positive individuals, but not in the sensitivity analyses controlling for CDR-334 

SB. The apathy incident group also had higher p-tau181 levels compared to the apathy absent 335 

group (β = 0.14, p = 0.015). This finding survived sensitivity analyses controlling for CDR-SB 336 

and MMSE. At the baseline timepoint, both the apathy baseline (β = 0.24, p < 0.001) and apathy 337 

incident (β = 0.21, p < 0.001) groups had significantly higher levels compared to apathy absent 338 

group. 339 

Depression 340 

GLMM showed that the depression baseline group had higher p-tau181 levels compared to the 341 

depression absent group (β = 0.11, p = 0.048). This finding was still significant in the subgroup 342 

analysis of amyloid positive individuals but did not survive the sensitivity analyses adjusting for 343 

CDR-SB and MMSE. At the baseline timepoint, the depression baseline group had significantly 344 

higher levels compared to the depression absent group (β = 0.17, p < 0.001). 345 

Anxiety 346 

GLMM showed that the anxiety baseline group had higher p-tau181 levels compared to the 347 

anxiety absent group (β = 0.19, p = 0.001). This finding was robust in the sensitivity analyses 348 

controlling for CDR-SB and MMSE. At the baseline timepoint, both the anxiety baseline (β = 349 
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0.25, p < 0.001) and anxiety incident (β = 0.17, p = 0.001) groups had significantly higher levels 350 

compared to anxiety absent group.  351 

Other NPS of interest 352 

The secondary NPS of interest are summarized in sTable 2. Delusions, agitation, and motor 353 

symptoms at baseline were associated with higher p-tau181 levels compared to individuals 354 

without these symptoms. Furthermore, delusion incident and motor symptom incident also had 355 

higher p-tau181 levels compared to individuals without those symptoms. 356 

Associations between each NPS severity score and NfL over time 357 

When each NPS was added to the GLMM as a severity variable, depression severity was 358 

associated with p-tau181 levels (p = 0.009), whilst apathy severity was trending (p = 0.053).  359 

  360 
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Discussion 361 

In this longitudinal study, we found that plasma p-tau181 and NfL were significantly elevated in 362 

participants with apathy and anxiety at baseline or follow-up, compared to those without these 363 

symptoms. Moreover, participants with apathy showed a faster rate of NfL increase over time, 364 

suggesting accelerated neurodegeneration. Although depression showed an association with NfL 365 

and p-tau181, this did not remain significant in the sensitivity analyses controlling for cognitive 366 

and functional decline. These results underscore the potential relationship between 367 

neuropsychiatric symptoms and neurodegenerative biomarkers, particularly NfL, in the AD 368 

continuum. 369 

Our findings support previous literature linking apathy with tau pathology and 370 

neurodegeneration.29–32 In particular, Kitamura et al. conducted one of the few multi-modal 371 

studies which investigated apathy in AD patients (n=17) with structural and tau imaging.33 They 372 

found an association between apathy, elevated tau deposition and decreased cortical thickness 373 

the in orbitofrontal cortex (OFC). The authors hypothesized that increased tau accumulation 374 

leads to degeneration of OFC thickness and integrity, thereby disrupting the limbic system, and 375 

contributing to apathy.34,35 Our observation that participants developing apathy also exhibited 376 

higher levels NfL and p-tau181 may be reflective of the preclinical manifestation of tau 377 

accumulation and neurodegeneration before the onset of clinical apathy. A longitudinal, multi-378 

modal approach incorporating fluid-based AD biomarkers and neuroimaging is needed to further 379 

validate these findings. 380 

Notably, some studies did not find an association between tau pathology and apathy.29,36–39 This 381 

discrepancy may be due to these studies being underpowered or cross-sectional,37,40  limiting 382 

their ability to detect subtle differences in tau pathology. Our study demonstrates the advantage 383 

of using blood-based AD biomarkers, which are more accessible and allow for larger, 384 

longitudinal data sets.10,41 However, a key limitation of blood biomarkers is that they provide a 385 

measure of overall pathology, without offering insights into specific brain regions or circuits 386 

directly involved. 387 

The higher rate of NfL increase over time suggests heightened neurodegeneration in AD 388 

dementia and MCI patients with apathy, independent of cognitive and functional decline. Apathy 389 
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has been linked to more rapid disease progression in AD, with several studies identifying it as a 390 

predictor of faster cognitive decline42 and earlier mortality.43 This may be due to the presence of 391 

apathy resulting in less optimal dementia care given its impact on functioning and caregiver 392 

burden, leading to worse outcomes.42 These findings reinforce the importance of identifying and 393 

treating neuropsychiatric symptoms including apathy in AD patients.44 Furthermore, plasma NfL 394 

may be a candidate for apathy-specific biomarker in AD to guide treatment.45 395 

Anxiety was significantly associated with both NfL and p-tau181 in our study, aligning with 396 

previous reports linking anxiety to AD and neurodegenerative markers.36,39 Our longitudinal 397 

study builds on recent literature in CSF and cross-sectional data, including Banning et al’s 398 

investigation  which found an association between anxiety and CSF p-tau181.29 Anxiety has been 399 

conceptualized as an early manifestation of compensatory behavior in response to preclinical 400 

cognitive decline,29,46 suggesting that its presence may serve as a behavioral signal of p-tau181 401 

accumulation and subsequent neurodegeneration. 402 

Although depression has been linked to AD progression,47–49 our study did not find a significant 403 

association between depression and NfL or p-tau181 after controlling for AD severity, consistent 404 

with other research.29,36,50 One hypothesis is that previous studies may have conflated measures 405 

of depression with other NPS, given the significant overlap between depression with apathy and 406 

anxiety. For example, Krell-Roesch et al. observed a relationship between clinical depression as 407 

defined by Beck Depression Inventory II (BDI-II) score and AD biomarkers, but not when 408 

depression was based on informant-observed NPI-Q.9 As several of the 21 items in BDI-II may 409 

be influenced by apathy, including loss of interest, energy and pleasure, the presence of apathy 410 

may have increased their BDI-II total score to meeting the cut-off score for depression. This 411 

highlights the heterogeneous nature of depression, and its apparent association with AD 412 

biomarkers may depend on the instrument that is used to define depression. However, our 413 

interpretation in this context is limited to depression symptoms, as our study could not control 414 

for a history of depression due to the lack of available data. Future studies that better characterize 415 

depression history in participants are needed. 416 

As for our secondary aims, our study replicated findings that delusions and hallucinations are 417 

associated with higher NfL and p-tau181 levels.20,51 Our results also align with existing literature 418 

showing that agitation50 and motor symptoms51  are associated with disease progression.  419 
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There are several limitations of this study. The number of participants with available biomarker 420 

samples decreased during follow-up. As ADNI excluded participants with a history of major 421 

depression or bipolar disorder within the past year, it limits the generalizability of our findings to 422 

individuals with more severe psychiatric comorbidities, which is important given that mood 423 

disorders may have a mild influence on plasma NfL.53 Our study focused on p-tau181, but other 424 

tau species like p-tau217 may offer additional insights into tau pathology in AD. Future studies 425 

should explore the role of different tau species in relation to neuropsychiatric symptoms. 426 

In conclusion, our findings emphasize the complex relationship between NPS and AD 427 

biomarkers, particularly NfL, and suggest that apathy may be linked to accelerated 428 

neurodegeneration. The observed changes in AD biomarkers across various NPS profiles provide 429 

valuable insights into the neurobiological mechanisms underlying these symptoms. Further 430 

research is required to better understand the role of these symptoms in disease progression and to 431 

develop targeted interventions aimed at slowing cognitive and functional decline in AD. 432 
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Table 1 – Participant Characteristics at Baseline 598 

Characteristic 
CU   

N = 4171 
AD Dementia   

N = 2201 
MCI   

N = 5701 
p-

value2 
Group Comparison 

Age 73.5 [5.9] 74.2 [7.7] 72.0 [7.5] <0.001 CU > MCI** 
AD Dementia > MCI** 

Sex: Female 222 (53%) 90 (41%) 244 (43%) <0.001 CU > MCI** 
CU > AD Dementia** 

Education 
(years) 

16.5 [2.6] 15.8 [2.8] 16.0 [2.8] 0.005 CU > MCI** 
CU > AD Dementia** 

APOE e4       1      105 / 417 (25%) 105 (48%) 210 / 570 (37%) <0.001 CU < MCI** 
CU < AD Dementia** 

MCI < AD Dementia** 
                      2 8 / 417 (1.9%) 43 (20%) 49 / 570 (8.6%) 

Plasma NfL 
(pg/mL) 

38.3 [23.2] 51.1 [22.6] 40.5 [23.4] <0.001 CU < AD Dementia** 
CU < MCI* 

MCI < AD Dementia** 

Plasma p-tau181 
(pg/mL) 

N = 416  

17.1 [25.2] 

23.7 [8.9] 18.5 [11.9] <0.001 CU < AD Dementia** 
CU < MCI** 

MCI < AD Dementia** 

MMSE 29.1 [1.2] 22.1 [3.5] N = 569 

28.1 [1.7] 

<0.001 CU > MCI** 
CU > AD Dementia**  

MCI > AD Dementia** 

CDR-SB N = 416  

0.1 [0.3] 

N = 219 

5.3 [2.5] 

N = 569 

1.5 [1.0] 

<0.001 CU > MCI** 
CU > AD Dementia**  

MCI > AD Dementia** 

NPI Score 0.9 [2.4] 6.6 [8.9] 2.9 [5.7] <0.001 CU < AD Dementia** 
CU < MCI** 

MCI < AD Dementia** 

Hippocampus 
volume at 
baseline (mm3) 

N = 360 

7388 [930] 

N = 163 

5757 [1058] 

N = 483 

7024 [1087] 

<0.001 CU > MCI** 
CU > AD Dementia**  

MCI > AD Dementia** 

Florbetapir 
(AV45) PET 
SUVR 

N = 357 

1.1 [0.2] 

N = 175 

1.4 [0.2] 

N = 499 

1.2 [0.2] 

<0.001 CU < MCI** 
CU < AD Dementia**  

MCI < AD Dementia** 

Depression N = 415 N = 220 N = 570 <0.001 CU < MCI** 
CU < AD Dementia** 

MCI < AD Dementia** 
Absent 313 (75%) 96 (44%) 266 (47%)  

Baseline 38 (9.2%) 93 (42%) 155 (27%)  

Incident 64 (15%) 31 (14%) 149 (26%)  

Anxiety N = 415 N = 220 N = 570 <0.001 CU < MCI** 
CU < AD Dementia** 

MCI < AD Dementia** 
Absent 366 (88%) 104 (47%) 345 (61%)  

Baseline 23 (5.5%) 73 (33%) 95 (17%)  

Incident 26 (6.3%) 43 (20%) 130 (23%)  
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Characteristic 
CU   

N = 4171 
AD Dementia   

N = 2201 
MCI   

N = 5701 
p-

value2 
Group Comparison 

Apathy N = 415 N = 220 N = 570 <0.001 CU < MCI** 
CU < AD Dementia** 

MCI < AD Dementia** 
Absent 378 (91%) 90 (41%) 352 (62%)  

Baseline 11 (2.7%) 93 (42%) 95 (17%)  

Incident 26 (6.3%) 37 (17%) 123 (22%)  
1Mean [SD]; n / N (%)  

2Kruskal-Wallis rank sum test; Pearson's Chi-squared test 
*p < 0.05 
**p < 0.001 

 

AD = Alzheimer’s disease; APOE = Apolipoprotein E; CDR-SB = Clinical Dementia Rating Sum of 599 

Boxes; CN = cognitively unimpaired; MCI = mild cognitive impairment; MMSE, Mini-Mental State 600 

Examination; NfL = neurofilament light chain; p-tau181 = phosphorylated tau at threonine 181; 601 

Florbetapir (AV45) PET SUVR = positron emission tomography standardized uptake value ratio;  602 
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Table 2: Summary of Apathy and Affective Symptom Effects on Plasma NfL and p-Tau181 604 

NPS Mean or 
Slope 

Comparison Groups Plasma NfL Plasma p-tau181 

Apathy Mean Baseline vs Absent 0.18 (0.1, 0.25), p < 0.001s 0.15 (0.06, 0.24), p = 0.015 
Apathy Mean Incident vs Absent 0.10 (0.03, 0.18), p = 0.029 0.14 (0.05, 0.24), p = 0.015s 
Apathy Slope Baseline vs Absent 0.04 (0.02, 0.06), p < 0.001s -0.01 (-0.04, 0.03), p = 0.789 

Apathy Slope Incident vs Absent 0.03 (0.01, 0.05), p = 0.009 0.01 (-0.03, 0.04), p = 0.789 

Depression Mean Baseline vs Absent 0.11 (0.05, 0.18), p = 0.009 0.11 (0.02, 0.20), p = 0.048 

Depression Mean Incident vs Absent 0.04 (-0.03, 0.12), p = 0.39 0.04 (-0.06, 0.13), p = 0.595 

Depression Slope Baseline vs Absent 0.02 (0, 0.04), p = 0.048 0.01 (-0.02, 0.04), p = 0.623 

Depression Slope Incident vs Absent 0 (-0.02, 0.02), p = 0.789 0.02 (-0.01, 0.05), p = 0.39 

Anxiety Mean Baseline vs Absent 0.16 (0.09, 0.23), p < 0.001s 0.19 (0.1, 0.29), p = 0.001s 
Anxiety Mean Incident vs Absent 0.14 (0.07, 0.21), p = 0.002s 0.11 (0.01, 0.20), p = 0.068 

Anxiety Slope Baseline vs Absent 0.02 (0, 0.04), p = 0.118 -0.01 (-0.05, 0.02), p = 0.665 

Anxiety Slope Incident vs Absent 0.01 (-0.01, 0.03), p = 0.39 0.01 (-0.02, 0.04), p = 0.682 

Note: Results are displayed as β (95% confidence interval), p-value adjusted for multiple comparisons. 605 

Analyses are corrected for age and gender. 606 

Bolded indicates statistical significance set at p < 0.05  607 

 SSurvived sensitivity analysis adding CDR-SB and MMSE as covariates separately 608 

NfL = neurofilament light chain, p-tau181 = phosphorylated-tau 181, NPS = neuropsychiatric symptom 609 

 610 

 611 
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Table 3: Subgroup analysis of Apathy and Affective Symptom Effects on Plasma NfL and p-Tau181 613 

in amyloid positive group only 614 

NPS Mean or 
Slope 

Comparison Groups Plasma NfL Plasma p-tau181 

Apathy Mean Baseline vs Absent 0.15 (0.07, 0.24), p = 0.001 0.13 (0.03, 0.23), p = 0.015 
Apathy Mean Incident vs Absent 0.07 (-0.01, 0.16), p = 0.102 0.08 (-0.02, 0.18), p = 0.107 

Apathy Slope Baseline vs Absent 0.04 (0.02, 0.07), p < 0.001 0.03 (-0.01, 0.07), p = 0.219 

Apathy Slope Incident vs Absent 0.03 (0.01, 0.05), p = 0.014 0.02 (-0.02, 0.06), p = 0.336 

Depression Mean Baseline vs Absent 0.14 (0.05, 0.22), p = 0.001 0.12 (0.02, 0.22), p = 0.017 
Depression Mean Incident vs Absent 0.04 (-0.04, 0.13), p = 0.34 0.01 (-0.10, 0.11), p = 0.912 

Depression Slope Baseline vs Absent 0.02 (0, 0.04), p = 0.110 0.02 (-0.02, 0.06), p = 0.265 

Depression Slope Incident vs Absent 0.01 (-0.02, 0.03), p = 0.589 0.01 (-0.02, 0.05), p = 0.454 

Anxiety Mean Baseline vs Absent 0.13 (0.04, 0.22), p = 0.005 0.08 (-0.03, 0.19), p = 0.153 

Anxiety Mean Incident vs Absent 0.12 (0.03, 0.21), p = 0.008 0 (-0.10, 0.11), p = 0.967 

Anxiety Slope Baseline vs Absent 0.03 (0, 0.05), p = 0.058 -0.01 (-0.05, 0.03), p = 0.595 

Anxiety Slope Incident vs Absent 0.02 (0, 0.03), p = 0.12 0.02 (-0.02, 0.06), p = 0.258 

Note: Results are displayed as β (95% confidence interval). Analyses are corrected for age and gender. 615 

Amyloid positive status determined by AV45 SUVR > 1.11 during the study. 616 

Bolded indicates statistical significance set at p < 0.05  617 

NfL = neurofilament light chain, p-tau181 = phosphorylated-tau 181, NPS = neuropsychiatric symptom  618 

 619 
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Figure 1 – Longitudinal plots of plasma biomarkers for apathy, depression and anxiety in the clinical spectrum of Alzheimer’s disease 
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Significant differences between slopes are represented on the slope, whilst the significant differences between group levels are represented on the right of t
sizes for each timepoint are displayed on the table below each lien plot. A. NfL differences between apathy groups, B. p-tau181 differences between apathy
differences between depression groups, D. p-tau181 differences between depression groups, E. NfL differences between anxiety groups, F. p-tau181 differe
anxiety groups. Sensitivity analyses involved adding CDR-SB and MMSE as separate covariates, and subgroup analysis of amyloid positive participants on
* = Survived all sensitivity analyses; NfL = neurofilament light chain, p-tau181 = phosphorylated tau at threonine 181. 
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Figure 2 – Forest plots of NPS effects on plasma biomarkers 

Forest plot summarising the associations between biomarker level and specific neuropsychiatric symptoms. Significant findings were adjusted p-values < 0
analyses involved adding CDR-SB and MMSE as separate covariates, and subgroup analysis of amyloid positive participants only.   
NfL = neurofilament light chain, p-tau181 = phosphorylated tau at threonine 181, NPS = neuropsychiatric symptom 
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