
1 
 

A novel method to assess motor planning deficits in pa�ents with 1 

Parkinson’s disease and mild cogni�ve impairment 2 

1Natalie J Maffit, 2Satwika Banerjee, 2Subhajit Sarkar, 2Suchismita Majumdar, 2Supriyo 3 

Choudhury, 2Hrishikesh Kumar, 1Demetris S Soteropoulos, 1Alexander Kraskov* 4 

1Biosciences Institute, Newcastle University, Newcastle Upon Tyne, United Kingdom 5 

2 Institute of Neurosciences Kolkata, Kolkata, India 6 

* Corresponding author: sasha.kraskov@newcastle.ac.uk 7 

Running �tle: Motor planning deficits in Parkinson’s disease 8 

Number of: 9 

Pages - 22 10 

Figures - 8 11 

Tables - 0 12 

Multimedia - 0 13 

3D models - 0 14 

Words in: 15 

Abstract - 150 16 

Introduction - 798 17 

Discussion - 1790 18 

Conflict of interest 19 

All authors declare no financial or non-financial competing interests. 20 

Acknowledgements 21 

This work was supported by grants BB/P006027/1 (AK), BB/Y000625/1 (AK), Newcastle Neuroscience 22 

Fund (NJM). The funders had no role in study design, data collec�on or interpreta�on, nor in the 23 

decision to submit the work for publica�on. The authors thank Mr Norman Charlton for mechanical 24 

engineering of the experimental setup, and Prof. Stuart Baker for designing the contact circuit and 25 

ini�al Sequencer scripts. 26 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 20, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.19.24317500doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.19.24317500
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


2 
 

Author Contribution 27 

NJM, HK, SC, DSS and AK designed the study. NJM, DSS and AK programmed the behavioural paradigm. 28 

NJM collected and processed data, performed analyses, prepared all figures and wrote the manuscript. 29 

SB, SS and SM collected data. AK performed analyses. SC, HK, DSS and AK provided resources. DSS and 30 

AK edited the manuscript and supervised. All authors read and approved the final manuscript. 31 

Data Availability 32 

All data generated or analysed during this study are available from the corresponding author upon 33 

reasonable request. 34 

35 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 20, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.19.24317500doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.19.24317500
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


3 
 

Abstract 36 

It is well established that pa�ents with Parkinson’s disease (PD) show deficits with movement 37 

execu�on, however experiences of motor planning dysfunc�on, and how they relate to the severity of 38 

motor symptoms, remains unclear. To inves�gate motor planning in PD, we designed a novel precision-39 

grip task. PD pa�ents showed significantly higher uncertainty in task performance compared to healthy 40 

controls, indica�ve of motor planning deficits. Performance of PD pa�ents did not correlate with 41 

indicators of disease severity or subtype, yet pa�ents on a higher daily levodopa dosage showed 42 

reduced motor planning deficits. Interes�ngly, these deficits were present even in recently diagnosed 43 

pa�ents, implying that this measure may have poten�al as an early marker of motor planning 44 

impairment. These results suggest that the motor planning deficits revealed by our task may arise from 45 

separate pathological processes to that of motor execu�on dysfunc�on in PD, though can be alleviated 46 

with higher treatment dosages.  47 

Keywords 48 

Parkinson’s disease; Motor planning; Grasping; Ambiguity; Mild cogni�ve impairment; Dopamine. 49 
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Introduction 51 

Whilst the defining characteris�cs of pa�ents with motor disorders are difficul�es in genera�ng and 52 

controlling movement, addi�onal features of cogni�ve dysfunc�on are also commonly experienced. 53 

For pa�ents with Parkinson’s disease (PD), this can range from minimal cogni�ve impairment in, for 54 

example, mood regula�on or execu�ve func�on, to extreme clinical pictures of severe demen�a 1. Of 55 

these deficits, impairments in motor planning can have consequences for successful interac�on with 56 

our environment in how they perform day to day physical tasks, yet such impairments have 57 

compara�vely received much less focus. 58 

Our understanding of motor planning deficits in PD ini�ally developed within the context of ac�on 59 

imita�on tasks. Sharpe, Cermak and Sax (1983), showed that when asked to perform either familiar 60 

gestures from memory or unfamiliar gestures post observa�on, PD pa�ents only make greater spa�al 61 

errors compared to controls when performing unfamiliar gestures 2. It has been suggested that such 62 

errors are a consequence of defec�ve encoding and processing of visuospa�al informa�on, since the 63 

neural mechanisms needed to perform successful ac�on imita�on rely more heavily on the accuracy 64 

of visuospa�al encoding than when an individual is responding to verbal command 3,4. Yet, these spa�al 65 

errors could also be influenced by memory recall deficits; PD pa�ents show greater impairment when 66 

imita�ng movement sequences compared to single ac�ons 3. Thus, the motor planning performance 67 

of individuals with PD when intending to enact their own self-chosen movement, rather than one 68 

rehearsed from memory or by way of imita�on (i.e. less reliant on successful visuospa�al encoding or 69 

recall), remains to be explored.  70 

Addi�onal evidence for the presence of motor planning abnormali�es in PD has been implied from 71 

reac�on �me (RT) tasks. For simple RT tasks, whereby the subject knows in advance the target loca�on 72 

or required ac�on but is instructed to wait for a go signal before ini�a�ng movement, consistent 73 

slowing of RT is observed in comparison to healthy controls (e.g. 5,6. There have been sugges�ons that 74 

this delay may not solely be a manifesta�on of bradykinesia, but rather could reflect problems in 75 

releasing motor commands or in the pre-programming of them 7,8. Contras�ngly, in choice RT tasks, 76 

several ac�ons are presented and the one required is only revealed at the �me of the go cue. Not only, 77 

however, do reported deficits in choice RT tasks remain controversial due to the seemingly task-78 

dependency nature of the findings, but visual processing �me, which has been shown to be hindered 79 

in PD, is consistently an uncontrolled factor in both forms of RT tasks 9-12.  80 

In this study, we used the context of motor ambiguity in a reach-to-grasp task as a method to 81 

inves�gate motor planning capabili�es in pa�ents with PD, in a task adapted from Stelmach et al., 1994 82 
13. In this context, motor ambiguity can be described as situa�ons whereby the motor ac�on (i.e. wrist 83 
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posture) performed upon a target object is variable, despite the visual-spa�al proper�es of the object 84 

remaining the same. For a healthy person, the decided motor ac�on for a task, such as picking up an 85 

object with the wrist pronated, is decided by individualised comfort preferences, leading to an 86 

op�mised and consistent ac�on choice based on previous learned experience. However, some motor 87 

ambiguity will nevertheless persist when the op�mal preference cannot be iden�fied and therefore 88 

planned. We hypothesised that when performing a reach-to-grasp task, pa�ents with PD would show 89 

greater ambiguity in wrist posture selec�on as a consequence of impaired motor planning in 90 

comparison to healthy controls.   91 

Given that the characteris�cs of PD consist of both motor and non-motor deficits, it was of interest to 92 

also inves�gate motor planning performance in individuals who experience cogni�ve dysfunc�on 93 

without motor execu�on deficits. We therefore recruited pa�ents diagnosed with mild cogni�ve 94 

impairment (MCI), a cohort that experience cogni�ve deficits in memory, language and other cogni�ve 95 

domains, though without significant daily disrup�on to be classified as demen�a and notably absent 96 

of any basic motor deficits 14. It has been shown previously that MCI pa�ents may also experience 97 

visual-motor difficul�es when their cogni�ve load is high: they are slower to plan movements and have 98 

difficul�es integra�ng visual percep�on with motor ac�on, though in simpler cogni�ve tasks such as 99 

standard reach-to-grasp, performance and planning deficits are less pronounced 15-17. In this study, we 100 

explored the possibility that in pre-demen�a, the extent of motor ambiguity may reflect the weight of 101 

cogni�ve load induced by our grasping task and thus reveal any impairments in motor planning; we 102 

hypothesised any such deficits will occur to a minimal extent given the predic�ve cogni�ve simplicity 103 

of the task. 104 

We reveal not only that motor planning is affected in both PD and MCI in comparison to healthy 105 

controls, but also that for PD pa�ents it can be influenced by daily treatment dosage with levodopa, 106 

sugges�ve of a therapeu�c influence of dopamine on motor planning. 107 

  108 
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Methods 109 

Par�cipants 110 
This study was conducted in a total of 60 par�cipants within the Neurology Outpa�ent Department of 111 

a ter�ary care referral centre in Eastern India. Ethical approval was obtained from the Ins�tu�onal 112 

Research Ethics Commitee of the Ins�tute of Neurosciences, Kolkata; writen informed consent was 113 

taken from all volunteers. This study was performed in accordance with the guidelines established in 114 

the Declara�on of Helsinki, except that the study was not preregistered in a database. Healthy 115 

volunteers were selected from the care givers of the pa�ents atending the Neurology Outpa�ent 116 

Department; all had normal cogni�on (MOCA ≥ 26), and no apparent neurological disease. PD pa�ents 117 

were diagnosed using UK Brain Bank diagnos�c criteria for PD; exclusion criteria for par�cipa�on in 118 

this study included presence of dyskinesia, severe cogni�ve impairment (MOCA < 10), and profound 119 

physical impairment (Hoehn & Yahr stage > 4) or an inability to perform prehension movements. 120 

Inclusion criteria for the MCI cohort consisted of a MOCA score indica�ng mild cogni�ve impairment 121 

at the �me of assessment (MOCA < 26 and > 10) and a complete absence of any signs of motor 122 

execu�on dysfunc�on. All par�cipants were right-handed and naïve to the experiment and its 123 

predic�ons.  124 

Due to low trial counts (< 50% complete), 7 par�cipants (6 PD, 1 Control) were excluded from analysis. 125 

Remaining in the study were 15 healthy controls (8 females; 51.8 ± 9.6 years STD), 27 pa�ents 126 

diagnosed with idiopathic PD (IPD; 12 females; 60.9 ± 10.7 years), and 11 MCI pa�ents (5 females, 63.5 127 

± 7.5 years). All PD pa�ents were receiving regular levodopa treatment (mean daily levodopa 128 

equivalent dosage (LED) 511.0 ± 278.6 mg) and assessed in their ON state. Conversion formulae for 129 

LED calcula�on were in accordance with widely accepted proposals 18.  130 

Clinical scoring 131 
The disease severity of each pa�ent was assessed using standard disease severity scales: for MCI, the 132 

Montreal Cogni�ve Assessment (MOCA); for PD, the Movement Disorders Society Unified Parkinson’s 133 

Disease Ra�ng Scale-III (MDS UPDRS III) and MOCA. The MOCA and/or UPDRS assessment were 134 

performed immediately preceding or following the main task by a trained professional.  135 

Task set-up 136 
The experimental paradigm required par�cipants to perform a precision grip movement on a triangular 137 

prism block (6 cm long by 2 cm wide, see Figure 1 and previous paper 19) with their right-hand upon 138 

hearing a go cue (auditory beep 500 Hz, las�ng 50 ms). The target object was designed with the 139 

inten�on to afford only one possible grasp: the thumb and finger at opposing ends of the prism block 140 
13. The object was mounted onto a grey rectangular stage and connected to a stepper motor to enable 141 
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rota�on in steps of 0.9° angles - the stepper motor was driven by an Arduino UNO R3 and motor shield 142 

R3, and controlled by custom writen Arduino scripts. Thin triangular metal plates were glued to each 143 

end of the prism block and connected to a custom made circuit that allowed detec�on of skin contact 144 

by a change in impedance. By placing a glove onto the index finger to impede contact with the object, 145 

hand orienta�on selec�on could be recorded in terms of thumb placement, either ‘Grasp 1’ whereby 146 

the thumb was placed on the le� or top end of the object or ‘Grasp 2’ whereby the index finger was 147 

used instead (Figure 1).  Previously studies have referred to these two grasp postures as ‘thumb-148 

le�’/‘supina�on’ or ‘thumb-right’/‘prona�on’ respec�vely (e.g. Stelmach et al., 1994; Wood and 149 

Goodale, 2011), however given both of these nomenclatures lose validity at certain posi�ons we opted 150 

for Grasp 1/ Grasp 2.  151 

 152 

Figure 1. Experimental set-up. Participant is seated with LCD goggles covering their visual field and 153 

head placed on a chin rest. Their right wrist is used to press the home-pad button to initiate trial 154 

sequence. A latex glove on the index finger impedes touch with the contact circuit on the target object, 155 

allowing detection of wrist posture (Grasp 1 or Grasp 2) on a trial-by-trial basis. 156 

Par�cipants were seated in a chair with their wrist posi�oned on a circular ‘home-pad’ buton (6 cm 157 

in diameter) as the star�ng loca�on. The target object was posi�oned 31 cm anterior to the centre of 158 

the home pad and 14.5 cm superior, with its rota�on occurring in the frontal plane. This resulted in 159 

the object lying 27 cm to the right of the body’s midline.  160 

As comfort and therefore choice of grasp has been shown to be sensi�ve to body and head posture 20, 161 

a chin rest was used to mi�gate any postural shi�ing that could introduce unwanted variability to 162 

behaviour. Par�cipants wore LCD goggles (PLATO goggles; Translucent Technologies, Toronto, Canada) 163 

to occlude their vision between trials un�l the object had rotated into place at the target angle. The 164 
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transi�on �me from opaque to visible was 4 ms. In cases where par�cipants wore visual correc�on 165 

glasses, the goggles were placed over the top and secured with a headband. 166 

Task procedure 167 
Beginning each trial with their wrist in mid-prona�on to press down on the home-pad, par�cipants 168 

were asked to lightly pinch their index finger and thumb together un�l the go cue. This wait �me was 169 

uniformly varied randomly from trial to trial (1000-1300 ms) to prevent par�cipants ac�ng on 170 

an�cipa�on of the go cue. Synchronous with an auditory beep, the goggles became transparent and 171 

par�cipants were asked to reach out as quick as possible and comfortably grasp the target object 172 

between their thumb and index finger, pinching it lightly. A�er object contact, they returned to the 173 

home-pad to ini�ate the next trial sequence. If the home-pad was released too early (i.e. prior to the 174 

go cue), an error tone would sound (200 ms, 200 Hz) to indicate the subject should return to the start 175 

buton. A total of 162 trials across 27 unique angles spaced by 4.5° (spanning 127.8°) were carried out 176 

in a randomised sequence with equal incidence per angle. 177 

Data and sta�s�cal analysis 178 
Grasp choice data were gathered using the custom designed contact circuit and sampled at 5 kHz (CED 179 

Micro 1401, Cambridge Electronic Design) using Spike2 so�ware. All data analyses and sta�s�cs were 180 

performed using custom writen MATLAB scripts. Analysis resulted in three measures – the halfwidth 181 

(as described below), reac�on �me (RT), measured as �me from go cue to home pad release, and 182 

movement �me (MT), measured as �me from release of home pad to contact with the target object. 183 

Trials for which RT was shorter than 150 ms were excluded from analysis; MTs had no explicit cut-off. 184 

For both RT and MT analysis, remaining values were log transformed, with any trials outside the mean 185 

± 3 SD excluded - this exclusion process was then repeated recursively un�l no more trials could be 186 

excluded. On average across all par�cipants, 3.3 % of the trials were discarded due to extremes of RT 187 

and 0.91 % for extremes in MT. 188 

Choice of grasp was coded with reference to which edge of the target object the thumb made contact 189 

with. The probability of using a ‘Grasp 2’ wrist posture was calculated for each target angle and a 190 

logis�c regression curve was fited to the data using the func�on below, where xo is the subject’s switch 191 

point between the two choices, and k is a scaling parameter. 192 

𝑓𝑓(𝑥𝑥) =
1

1 + 𝑒𝑒−𝑘𝑘(𝑥𝑥−𝑥𝑥𝑜𝑜) 193 

This sigmoid fi�ng allowed the ‘halfwidth’ to be calculated - a measure of switch sharpness, calculated 194 

as the difference between target angles for the 75% and 25% choice probabili�es (= 2ln(3)/k). This was 195 

used as an indicator of subject uncertainty across the task as a whole.  196 
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Across each group popula�on, numerical values were described using mean (± SD) and compared using 197 

one-way ANOVA with post hoc Tukey’s test. The strength of correla�on was es�mated with Pearson’s 198 

correla�on coefficient R2. For all three variables (HW, RT, MT), receiver opera�ng characteris�c (ROC) 199 

curves were constructed and the area under the curve (AUC) calculated. An AUC of 0.5 indicates an 200 

iden�cal distribu�on of the measure in pa�ents and controls; an AUC of 1.0 occurs if the distribu�ons 201 

are completely non-overlapping. Thus, a higher AUC value indicates greater u�lity of the measure as a 202 

diagnos�c tool. Comparison of AUC values was performed using DeLong’s test.  203 

Results 204 

 205 

Figure 2. Example psychophysics curves from an individual from each cohort. Shaded areas indicate 206 

the range of angles for which the probability of using a Grasp 2 posture over Grasp 1 is between 25 207 

and 75%, yielding the measure ‘Halfwidth’. IPD, idiopathic Parkinson’s disease; MCI, mild cognitive 208 

impairment.  209 

Figure 2 shows the average decisions in grasp choice for each target angle from single representa�ve 210 

subjects of each cohort, which illustrate the first main finding of our study. As previously reported, 211 

when the target object is rotated across a range of angles, a typical healthy subject transi�oned from 212 

consistently using one grasp posture to using the other across a rela�vely narrow range, following a 213 

sigmoid patern (Figure 2a). The steepness to the sigmoid slope in this healthy subject is a consequence 214 

of minimal variability in grasp choice across most angles, yielding a halfwidth value (indicated by 215 

arrows) of 12.1°. By contrast, for the individual with IPD, there are greater target angles for which grasp 216 

choice is not consistent, leading to a wide ambiguity zone with a halfwidth value of 34.6° (Figure 2b). 217 

Similarly for the single subject with MCI (Figure 2c), variability in grasp choice occurs over a wider 218 

range of angles, yielding a larger halfwidth value (19.3°) than the example healthy control.  219 
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 220 

 221 

Figure 3. Halfwidth values and receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves for control, PD, and 222 

MCI subjects. a) Halfwidth values for every participant in each cohort. The example data shown in 223 

Figure 2 is highlighted here by thicker outline on the individuals’ data point. b) ROC curves confirming 224 

that halfwidth can effectively separate healthy controls from both PD and MCI patients. Dotted 225 

diagonal line indicates the expected result if halfwidth did not discriminate between groups. IPD, 226 

idiopathic Parkinson’s disease; MCI, mild cognitive impairment. Error bars represent mean ± 1 STD. * P 227 

< 0.05; *** P < 0.0001; ns, not significant.  228 

For all subjects within each group, the halfwidth of the sigmoid curve was calculated, shown by each 229 

individual dot in Figure 3a. The healthy control cohort had a lower mean halfwidth value than each 230 

pa�ent group (Figure 3a; Control mean = 12.86 ± 5.09 °; IPD mean = 25.90 ± 8.84 °; MCI mean = 21.76 231 

± 7.04 °; ANOVA p < 0.0001). Post-hoc t-tests between the healthy control group and both IPD and MCI 232 

pa�ent groups indicated significant differences in halfwidth (IPD p < 0.0001; MCI p = 0.049), however 233 

there was no significance difference between the IPD and MCI cohorts (p = 0.098).  234 

Given halfwidth was significantly different between each pa�ent group and healthy controls, it was of 235 

interest to inves�gate whether this difference was significantly robust to dis�nguish motor planning 236 

pathology from health. This is explored in Figure 3b, which presents receiver opera�ng characteris�c 237 

(ROC) curves for both IPD and MCI cohorts. The area under the ROC curve for HW was 0.916 and 0.867 238 

for IPD and MCI cohorts respec�vely; both values were significantly higher than 0.5, the value 239 

associated with en�rely overlapping distribu�ons, (p < 0.005 for both, Monte Carlo test, 10,000 240 

itera�ons). 241 
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 242 

 243 

Figure 4. Severity scales and clinical subtype for PD patients. Data is unavailable for four PD patients 244 

for Hoehn and Yahr stage, and eight for time since diagnosis. Clinical subtype is categorised based on 245 

UPDRS scoring. IPD; idiopathic Parkinson’s disease; TD: tremor dominant; PIGD: postural and gait 246 

instability dominant; ns: no significance. Error bars represent mean ± 1 STD. 247 

To explore whether the observed difference in PD pa�ents from controls was related to disease 248 

severity or clinical subtype, UPDRS assessment was carried out. Interes�ngly, there was no significant 249 

correla�on between UPDRS part III score and sigmoid halfwidth (Figure 4a; R2 = 0.014, p = 0.551). 250 

Similarly, there was no correla�on between halfwidth and �me since diagnosis (Figure 4c; R2 = 0.01, p 251 

= 0.634). Furthermore, there was no significant difference in halfwidth between those of Hoehn and 252 

Yahr stage 1, and those of stage 2 (Figure 4b; Stage 1 mean = 25.04 ± 6.09; Stage 2 mean = 29.38 ± 253 

11.93; unpaired t-test p = 0.248). Nor did the clinical subtype of PD (tremor dominant – TD, versus 254 
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postural and gait instability dominant - PIGD) have any significant bearing on halfwidth (Figure 4d; 255 

PIGD mean = 22.37 ± 6.40; TD mean = 27.98 ± 9.57; unpaired t-test p = 0.112).  256 

 257 

Figure 5. Effect of levodopa on halfwidth for PD patients. Total daily levodopa equivalent dosage (LED) 258 

was calculated for each subject receiving treatment.  259 

Despite finding no correla�on between severity of motor symptoms and halfwidth, surprisingly for PD 260 

pa�ents there was a significant effect of daily levodopa equivalent dosage (LED) on sigmoid halfwidth 261 

(Figure 5; R2 = 0.29, p = 0.004). Interes�ngly, the higher the daily treatment dosage, the lower the 262 

halfwidth value and closer to the mean healthy control value (dashed grey line) subjects became.  263 

 264 

Figure 6. Effect of levodopa on reaction and movement times for PD patients. Total daily levodopa 265 

equivalent dosage (LED) was calculated for each subject receiving treatment. RT, reaction time; MT, 266 

movement time. 267 
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Though LED correlated with our halfwidth measure, it did not correlate with RT (Figure 6a; R2 = 0.05, 268 

p = 0.250) or MT (Figure 6b; IPD R2 = 0.06, p = 0.225). 269 

  270 

Figure 7. Effect of age and cognition on halfwidth for all cohorts. IPD, idiopathic Parkinson’s disease; 271 

MCI, mild cognitive impairment; MOCA, Montreal cognitive assessment. 272 
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The effect of global cogni�ve score and age on halfwidth are shown in Figure 7a-c and 7d-f respec�vely. 273 

The age of the subject had no significant influence on their grasp choices for any cohort (Figure 7a-c; 274 

IPD R2 < 0.01, p = 0.838; MCI R2 = 0.01, p = 0.728; Controls R2 = 0.01, p = 0.669). Notably, for MCI 275 

pa�ents, there was a significant correla�on between MOCA score and halfwidth (Figure 7d; R2 = 0.76, 276 

p < 0.001), with a higher MOCA score (i.e. stronger cogni�ve abili�es) increasing the likelihood of a 277 

smaller halfwidth value. However, for both the PD cohorts and healthy controls this rela�onship was 278 

not found (Figures 7f, 7a; IPD R2 < 0.01, p = 0.883; Control R2 = 0.05, p = 0.446). 279 

 280 

Figure 8. Reaction time (RT) and movement time (MT) values and receiver operating characteristic 281 

(ROC) curves for control, PD, and MCI subjects. a-b) RTs and MTs of all control, PD, and MCI subjects. 282 

c-d) ROC curves confirming that RT and MT can effectively separate healthy controls from both PD and 283 

MCI patients. Dotted diagonal line indicates the expected result if halfwidth did not discriminate 284 

between groups. IPD, idiopathic Parkinson’s disease; MCI, mild cognitive impairment. Error bars 285 

represent mean ± 1 STD. * P < 0.05; ** P < 0.005; ns, not significant.  286 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 20, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.19.24317500doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.19.24317500
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


15 
 

As expected, healthy controls were quicker to release the home-pad upon receiving the go-cue 287 

compared to all other pa�ent groups (Figure 8a; healthy mean RT = 0.39 ± 0.05 s; MCI mean RT = 0.51 288 

± 0.11 s; IPD mean RT = 0.52 ± 0.14 s). An ANOVA indicated a significant effect of group (healthy, MCI, 289 

IPD; p = 0.002) on RT, with post-hoc t-tests indica�ng significant difference between healthy controls 290 

and both IPD (p = 0.001) and MCI (p = 0.029) pa�ent groups. No significant difference in RT between 291 

IPD and MCI was found (p = 0.883). 292 

Healthy subjects were also quicker to move from the home-pad to make contact with the target object 293 

compared to the pa�ent groups (Figure 8b; healthy mean MT = 0.83 ± 0.14 s; IPD mean MT = 1.27 ± 294 

0.52 s; MCI mean MT = 1.17 ± 0.16 s). An ANOVA indicated a significant effect of group (healthy, MCI, 295 

IPD; p = 0.004) on MT, with post-hoc t-tests indica�ng significant difference between healthy controls 296 

and the IPD pa�ent group (IPD p = 0.003), but not MCI (p = 0.082). In addi�on, no significant difference 297 

in MT was found between IPD and MCI (p = 0.759). 298 

To assess the capabili�es of RT and MT as diagnos�c indicators, ROC curves were compiled, shown in 299 

Figure 8c-d. The area under the ROC curve for RT was 0.840 and 0.806, and for MT was 0.788 and 300 

0.945 for IPD and MCI pa�ents respec�vely. All values were significantly higher than 0.5, the value 301 

associated with en�rely overlapping distribu�ons, (p < 0.005 for all, Monte Carlo test, 10,000 302 

itera�ons). For comparison, there was no significant difference in AUC value between HW and RT 303 

either cohort (IPD Z = 1.30, p = 0.193; MCI Z = 0.38, p = 0.702; DeLong’s test), nor between HW and 304 

MT (IPD Z = 1.57, p = 0.116; MCI Z = -0.81, p = 0.419; DeLong’s test).  305 

Furthermore, there was no significant correla�on between RT and halfwidth for any cohort (Control 306 

R2 = 0.10, p = 0.261; IPD R2 = 0.05, p = 0.278; MCI R2 = 0.09, p = 0.365), nor between MT and halfwidth 307 

(Control R2 = 0.02, p = 0.646; IPD R2 = 0.01, p = 0.639; MCI R2 = 0.02, p = 0.71). 308 

 309 

Discussion 310 

In this study we introduced a novel approach for assessing motor planning capabili�es in pa�ents with 311 

Parkinson’s disease and mild cogni�ve impairment. Here, the presenta�on of a target object at varying 312 

degrees of ambiguity in a simple reach-to-grasp task allowed us to probe motor planning uncertainty 313 

by measuring grasp selec�on, an output of dis�nct motor plans. In agreement with previous studies, 314 

we observed significant deficits in pa�ents’ task performance rela�ve to healthy controls sugges�ve of 315 

impairments in motor planning, in our case measured by the degree of uncertainty in wrist posture 316 

selec�on. However, unlike previous studies, the context of motor ambiguity in our task allowed the 317 

assessment of motor planning capabili�es without reliance on ac�on imita�on, memory recall, or 318 
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rapid visual inspec�on, skills that have been required in previous motor planning assessments 2,3,11,12. 319 

This, combined with evidence that greater uncertainty is present even in pa�ents with a more recent 320 

diagnosis and with rela�vely minor cogni�ve impairment, suggests that grasp uncertainty is a sensi�ve 321 

measure of motor planning impairment that could have u�lity as an early disease marker. 322 

We found that the degree of uncertainty did not correlate with Hoehn and Yahr stage or UPDRS (Part 323 

III) score, both established scales of PD disease progression scored by the extent of the severity of 324 

motor symptoms. It is therefore likely that grasp uncertainty, rather than being a direct consequence 325 

of motor execu�on impairment, actually captures a more cogni�ve deficit, specifically motor planning. 326 

This is further evidenced by the lack of any significant difference in planning uncertainty between 327 

tremor dominant, and postural and gait dominant clinical phenotypic subtypes. Cogni�ve dysfunc�on 328 

is frequently documented in PD pa�ents at all stages of the disease, yet correla�ons with objec�ve 329 

motor symptom scoring can be highly variable. For example, UPDRS (Part III) is o�en found to be a 330 

weak or non-existent correlate to both global and specific measures of cogni�ve impairment 21-25. In 331 

addi�on, the lack of correlates between cogni�ve scoring and objec�ve measures of motor control 332 

func�oning 23,26-28, and the presence of prodromal non-motor deficits prior to diagnos�c motor 333 

symptoms 29,30, all exemplify the occurrence of cogni�ve deficits and their independence from other 334 

pathological changes in PD.  335 

The consequences of disease pathology likely consist of a mul�tude of cor�cal and subcor�cal network 336 

changes that lead to further impairment beyond basic motor dysfunc�on, varying both between 337 

individuals and over �me. Non-motor symptoms can arise not only independent from the severity of 338 

basic motor dysfunc�on as described above, but also independent from each other 31-33. While deficits 339 

in memory, aten�on, execu�ve and visuospa�al func�on are common, there exists a large 340 

heterogeneity to the profile of cogni�ve dysfunc�on in PD pa�ents 34. Our finding of the lack of 341 

correla�on between motor planning deficits and MOCA scores, a measure of global cogni�ve func�on 342 
35, is therefore not unique, but instead builds towards an argument for dis�nct dysfunc�onal neural 343 

circuitry or neurochemical systems 23. Depending on what elements of network circuitry become 344 

impaired and the nature of interac�ons between them, different combina�ons of behavioural deficits 345 

could emerge to different extents, hence yielding the absence of correla�on between our measure 346 

and MOCA or UPDRS.  347 

Despite the lack of correla�on with disease severity scoring, pa�ents who were receiving a higher total 348 

daily treatment dosage showed reduced motor planning deficits compared to those on lower dosages. 349 

Given that dosage is determined by the clinician primarily on the basis of the severity of motor 350 

symptoms 36, one could ini�ally interpret LED as a disease severity indicator. However, this would be 351 
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presumptuous given that dosage can fluctuate based on other clinical considera�ons such as the 352 

severity of nega�ve side effects 37. Alterna�vely, another interpreta�on of this rela�onship between 353 

LED and uncertainty could be that lower dosages of levodopa are insufficient to reduce motor planning 354 

deficits, meanwhile higher dosages are able to restore impaired processing. This ameliora�on may 355 

occur to a separate extent than that of improvements to motor func�on, as implied by the lack of 356 

correla�on between dosage and MT.  357 

Evidence for a cor�cal influence of levodopa administra�on has been accumulated based on drug 358 

induced behavioural changes in PD since soon a�er its introduc�on as a therapeu�c drug 38. 359 

Hypomania, impulse control disorder, personality changes, and hallucina�ons are but a few examples 360 

of the common nega�ve side effects of levodopa, however the pathophysiology remains unclear 39. 361 

Though cor�cal deficits in PD are typically treated with cholinesterase inhibitors ac�ng on 362 

acetylcholine 29, further evidence for levodopa having a cor�cal effect has manifested in studies 363 

showing improved cogni�ve performance across a range of clinical assessment scales 40-42, although 364 

benefits are not always universal 43. Nevertheless, these studies have primarily focussed on ON/OFF 365 

states rather than compara�ve dosing effects. As the later remains unknown, it could be speculated 366 

that, based on our findings, some dysfunc�onal neural networks may require higher dosages of 367 

levodopa to correct compared to basic motor circuitry. This could be atributed to differences in 368 

dopamine receptor density between cor�cal and subcor�cal regions; there are far fewer D1 and D2 369 

receptors present in the frontal cortex compared to the basal ganglia 44,45. S�ll, further explora�on, 370 

both with pa�ents receiving higher dosages, and on-off experimental design are required to inves�gate 371 

this specula�ve hypothesis.  372 

For pa�ents presen�ng with only mild cogni�ve impairment without any basic motor deficits, 373 

uncertainty in motor planning was also observed, although to a slightly lesser degree than the PD 374 

cohort. This adds to the sugges�on that the planning deficits measured in PD are unlikely to be a 375 

consequence of basic motor pathology, which is absent in these MCI pa�ents. The MCI cohort also 376 

showed significant prolonga�on of RT but only minor, insignificant delays of MT compared to healthy 377 

controls. This is in agreement with indica�ons from previous studies that the prolonging of RT in this 378 

task is not solely a consequence of bradykinesia, but instead inclusive of motor planning deficits or 379 

slowness in informa�on processing 9. To separate out contribu�ons to RT prolonga�on, the lack of 380 

correla�on between our motor planning measure and RT across all cohorts becomes of par�cular 381 

interest. This result suggests that, at least in our task, RT is not merely an output measure reflec�ng 382 

the severity of motor planning deficits, but the prolonga�on observed is likely also influenced by 383 

slowness in other cor�cal processes, poten�ally visuospa�al circuitry 46,47. 384 
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A key difference to highlight between previous work on simple and choice RT tasks and our study is 385 

the freedom of the par�cipant to choose their own grasp, as opposed to the enforcement of an 386 

instructed ac�on. Therefore one cannot directly compare RT measurements between such tasks and 387 

our study. Of course, the process of motor planning may con�nue beyond home-pad release and thus 388 

our measure of RT alone may not capture the full dura�on of motor planning. Consequently, the 389 

prolonga�on of MT seen with pa�ent groups in this task likely does not solely reflect the �me to 390 

execute the reach-to-grasp movement but may incorporate a frac�on of planning �me as well, perhaps 391 

explaining the insignificant but slight delay for MCI pa�ents 48. Kinema�c comparisons between pa�ent 392 

groups of hand and digit posture over the course of the reach flight trajectory would yield a more 393 

accurate measurement of planning �me and aid elucida�on in future work.  394 

Notably, our halfwidth measure did correlate with disease severity for MCI pa�ents, with a lower global 395 

cogni�ve score rela�ng to worsened task performance – indica�ve of a more globally unified 396 

pathology. Provided that, as men�oned previously, motor planning deficits are seemingly only 397 

observed in MCI pa�ents for tasks of higher cogni�ve load 16, it could be implied that those pa�ents 398 

who have more severe global impairment might be more sensi�ve to task difficulty, and despite the 399 

physical ac�on of the task being simple, the added ambiguous context and choice freedom might 400 

provide sufficient cogni�ve load to induce minor deficits. 401 

The pathological neural circuitry underlying the observed deficits in our task could be driven by several 402 

mechanisms. The underlying deficits driving motor planning impairment in MCI pa�ents could be 403 

wide-ranging across the cortex given the non-specific inclusion criteria used in this study, limi�ng any 404 

mechanis�c conclusions for this cohort. For PD, the wide range of erroneous cor�cal processes are 405 

primarily associated with dysfunc�onal cor�co-striatal-thalamic networks 49, resul�ng from 406 

progressive loss of dopaminergic neurons in the substan�a nigra pars compacta (SNc). By the point of 407 

motor symptom onset and thus diagnosis, around half the dopaminergic neurons in the SNc are 408 

degenerated 50, having already resulted in various prodromal non-motor symptoms. This ini�al 409 

degenera�on is associated with significant loss of cor�co-cor�cal projec�ng pyramidal neurons in the 410 

pre-supplementary motor area (pre-SMA) 51, an area vital for the selec�on of and prepara�on for 411 

movements required, poten�ally explaining the impairments observed in our study. Furthermore, 412 

early disease evolu�on in the prodromal phase is also associated with altera�ons to motor cor�cal 413 

excitability and plas�city. Specifically, loss of long-term poten�a�on and depression, reduced 414 

intracor�cal inhibi�on, and enhanced plas�city induced by paired associa�ve s�mula�on 52,53. In 415 

keeping with previous discussion points, the extent of altera�ons have inconsistent correla�ons with 416 

UPDRS scoring 52. These changes could be explained by dopamine deficiency decreasing thalamo-417 

cor�cal output 52; such mechanisms might also influence pre-SMA func�oning. However, it is important 418 
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to consider that cellular vulnerability, induced by dopamine deple�on/dysregula�on, glutamate 419 

excitotoxicity, protein aggrega�on, or neuroinflamma�on, are also credible mechanisms of pre-SMA 420 

dysfunc�on 51,54.  421 

On another note, one of the essen�al parts of motor planning is reliance upon successful sensory 422 

feedback. For a task whereby grasp ac�on is driven by comfort preferences 55,56, one might expect that 423 

a�er performing a less comfortable movement, feedback would facilitate adap�ve planning over the 424 

course of the experiment 57,58, illustrated by a reduc�on in uncertainty over �me. One contributor to 425 

the deficits observed in our task might therefore be atributed to impaired propriocep�ve sensory 426 

feedback; precedent for the presence of sensory deficits in PD comes predominantly from freezing of 427 

gait and reaching studies 59-62. Furthermore, altered percep�on of their own movements 59,63 or of the 428 

target object itself 64,65, would lead to subop�mal motor planning for the task at hand 66.  It remains to 429 

be explored whether those pa�ents who show greater sensory deficits would consequently perform 430 

worse at motor planning in ambiguous contexts.  431 

Our approach in assessing motor planning deficits in a reach-to-grasp task demonstrated that pa�ents 432 

with Parkinson’s disease show greater uncertainty in ambiguous contexts compared to healthy 433 

controls. Furthermore, our finding that disease severity was not an influencing factor, revealed the 434 

independency of pathological motor planning circuitry from basic motor dysfunc�on. The robust 435 

performance of our measure as a pathology classifier for those in the earlier stages of disease 436 

progression showcases the u�lity of it as a poten�al diagnos�c marker, aiding the forma�on of a wider 437 

clinical picture of the manifesta�ons of Parkinson’s disease. 438 
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