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Abstract

Background and Objectives: Imaging biomarkers enable in vivo quantification of
amyloid, tau, and neurogenerative pathologies that develop in Alzheimer’s Disease
(AD). Interest in imaging biomarkers has led to a wide variety of biomarker definitions,
some of which potentially offer less predictive value than others. We aimed to assess
how different operationalizations of AD imaging biomarkers affect prediction of

cognition.

Methods: We included individuals from ADNI who underwent amyloid-PET (['8F]-
Florbetapir), tau-PET (['®F]-Flortaucipir), and volumetric MRI imaging. We compiled a
large collection of imaging biomarker definitions (42 in total) spanning different
pathologies (amyloid, tau, neurodegeneration) and variable types (continuous, binary,
non-binary categorical). Using cross-validation, we trained regression models to predict
neuropsychological performance, both globally and across different subdomains
(Phenotype Harmonization Consortium composites), using different combinations of
biomarkers. We also compared these biomarker models to support vector machines
(SVMs) trained to predict cognition directly from imaging regions of interest. In a
subsample of individuals with CSF biomarker readouts, we repeated experiments
comparing the accuracy of models using imaging and fluid biomarkers. Additional
analyses tested the predictive strength of imaging biomarkers when limited to specific
clinical stages of disease (cognitive unimpaired vs. impaired) and when modeling

longitudinal cognitive change.

Results: Our sample included 490 people (247 female) with a mix of no impairment
(n=288), mild impairment (n=163), and dementia (n=39). While almost all biomarkers
tested were predictive of cognitive performance, we observed substantial variability in
accuracy, even for measures of the same pathology. Tau biomarkers were the single
most accurate single predictors, though combination of biomarkers spanning multiple
pathologies were more accurate overall. SVM models were generally more accurate
than models using traditional biomarkers. Incorporating continuous or non-binary
categorical biomarkers was beneficial only for tau and neurodegeneration, but not
amyloid. Patterns of results were largely consistent when considering different clinical
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stages of disease, neuropsychological domains, and longitudinal cognition. In the CSF
subsample (n=246), imaging biomarkers strongly outperformed CSF versions for
cognitive prediction.

Discussion: We demonstrated that different imaging biomarker definitions can lead to
variability in downstream predictive tasks. Researchers should consider how their

biomarker operationalizations may help or hinder the assessment of disease severity.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.25.24317943
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.25.24317943; this version posted November 27, 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.

50

51
52
53
54
95
56
57
58
59
60
61

62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79

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

Introduction

The modern biological definition of Alzheimer’s Disease (AD) relies on
biomarkers.’-® Biomarkers can accurately quantify pathobiological disease processes
which are specific to AD, particularly the aggregation of amyloid-beta (AB) plaques and
the neocortical spread of tau neurofibrillary tangles. Importantly, biomarkers can detect
and measure these pathologies prior to symptomatic onset. Because of their
capabilities, biomarkers have been used in a variety of research settings including
disease classification*, cognitive forecasting®, subtype identification®, clinical trial
stratification”, disease staging®®, and more. Moreover, biomarkers are becoming
increasingly important for clinical management of AD2. For instance, recently approved
anti-Ap treatments for AD require the presence of Ap-pathology as assessed by

biomarkers.

Interest in biological AD assessment has led to the creation of many AD-sensitive
biomarkers which vary in terms of modality, underlying pathology, and statistical
formulation. Idiosyncrasies of biomarker definitions may result in unwanted variability
when applied for clinical and research uses. For example, estimated cut points for PET
and CSF biomarker dichotomization are fairly application specific 19-12, and different
approaches to pathological thresholding result in considerable variability for group
assignment'®-'6. Less is known, however, about how variability in biomarker definitions
affects prediction of cognition in AD. Identifying which specific biomarkers are most
predictive of cognitive trajectories, particularly at different stages of disease, can provide
insight into biological mechanisms of AD. Moreover, precise cognitive decline
predictions are valuable for identifying candidates for early therapeutic interventions and
for establishing meaningful cognitive endpoints in clinical trials. Despite these
implications, investigations into the ramifications of different biomarker
operationalizations remain limited. One previous study found that different biomarker
definitions varied in their ability to predict longitudinal Mini-Mental State Examination
(MMSE) scores, and that dichotomization hindered predictive power of some
biomarkers relative to continuous values.” Similar analyses in separate cohorts with

additional cognitive measures are needed to confirm and extend these findings,


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.25.24317943
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.25.24317943; this version posted November 27, 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-NC 4.0 International license .

80 particularly to establish optimal biomarker combinations for both prognostic accuracy
81  and mechanistic insight.

82 Here, we developed a comprehensive set of neuroimaging measures (42 in total)
83 covering the AD core biomarkers AB (A) and tau (T), as well as non-specific biomarkers
84  of neurodegeneration ((N)). We systematically evaluated how different categories of
85 biomarkers and individual variants differ in their ability to predict different cognitive

86 outcomes. While we focused on cross-sectional cognition, we also extended analyses
87 to measures of prospective longitudinal cognition and neuropsychological domains. We
88 additionally incorporated machine learning to test how traditional biomarker approaches
89 compare to methods which can detect more complex, multivariate patterns in imaging
90 data. Finally, we tested multiple CSF biomarkers (20 definitions spanning 4 analytes)

91 and compared their performance with imaging alternatives.

92 Methods

93 Participants

94 We selected a baseline, cross-sectional sample of Alzheimer’s Disease

95 Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) participants with tau-PET, AB-PET, and structural MRI
96 imaging data. Exclusion criteria were gaps between scans of greater than 1 year or
97  missing values for any of the following variables: age, sex, APOE genotype, Clinical
98 Dementia Rating® (CDR) status'’, Phenotype Harmonization Consortium (PHC)

99  cognitive composite scores’®.

100 Standard protocol approvals, registrations, and patient consents

101 All participants provided informed written consent for participating in ADNI.

102  Study protocols were approved by site-specific institutional review and ethical boards.

103 Image acquisition and processing

104 Detailed descriptions of imaging protocols are provided on the ADNI website'®.
105 Briefly, T1-weighted MRI acquisitions were collected on 3T scanners using an
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106  accelerated MPRAGE sequence. AB-PET scans were acquired 50-70 minutes (4
107 frames x 5 minutes) after a 370 MBq (+ 10%) injection of ['8F]-Florbetapir. Tau-PET
108 scans were acquired 75-105 minutes (6 frames x 5 minutes) after a 370 MBq (+ 10%)

109 injection of ['8F]-Flortaucipir.

110 We accessed processed MRI and PET derivatives generated by the ADNI PET
111 Core. A Freesurfer (v7.1.1) processing pipeline was applied to MRI scans to generate
112  gray matter volumes within regions of interest (ROIs) of standard subcortical?®® and

113  cortical atlases?'. PET standardized uptake value ratios (SUVRs) were generated for
114  these same ROlIs after coregistration of each PET image to a contemporaneous MRI
115 scan. Our analyses incorporated unilateral values from 68 cortical and 14 subcortical
116  gray matter regions. Volumes were standardized relative to the intracranial volume.
117  AB-PET uptakes were standardized to a whole cerebellum ROI, while tau-PET uptakes

118  were standardized relative to an ROI containing inferior cerebellar gray matter?2.

119 Partial volume corrected (PVC) PET uptakes were available for tau (Geometric
120  Transfer Matrix approach?324) but not for AB. We used uncorrected SUVR values for
121  most experiments, but we repeated some experiments with PVC-corrected tau SUVRs
122  to evaluate the effect of PVC on cognitive prediction accuracy.

123 Cognitive and clinical assessments

124 Cognition was assessed using composite scores developed by the PHC™. We
125 averaged the memory (PHCwemory), €xecutive functioning (PHCer), visuospatial

126 (PHCvisual), and language (PHCLanguage) COMposites to create one global cognitive

127  composite (PHCaciobal). Composites are unitless factor loadings, with lower scores
128 corresponding to more impairment.

129 CDR was used as a measure of dementia severity'”. Subjects were assigned to
130 the following groups based on CDR status: cognitively unimpaired (CU, CDR=0) or
131  cognitively impaired (Cl, CDR>=0.5).
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132 Image-based biomarker definitions

133 We implemented a variety of biomarker definitions to use for predicting cognition.
134  Afull list of the biomarker definitions tested is provided in eTable 1. Biomarkers were
135 categorized based on pathology (AT(N)) and variable type (binary [BIN], non-binary
136 categorical [CAT], continuous [CON]). Lists of atlas regions used to form composites
137 are provided in eTable2.

138 Continuous variables consisted of scalar MRI (volume) or PET (SUVR) measures
139 in standard composite ROls. For AB, continuous measures of Ap included the average
140 SUVR in a cortical summary region?>2% (A composite) and Centiloid?’. Centiloids were
141  provided by ADNI and derived from the Ap composite using previously validated

142  equations?®. Continuous tau measures included the average uptakes in a meta-

143  temporal (MT) composite region’! and uptakes in ROls corresponding to progressive
144  Braak stages®®* (Braak |, Braak Ill/IV, Braak V/VI). Braak Il was omitted due to off-
145  target binding issues with flortaucipir®'-*2. Hippocampal volume and volume of the MT

146  region were included as continuous assessments of neurodegeneration.

147 Binary predictors consisted of dichotomized versions of the continuous predictors
148 listed above. There were three main methods tested for binarizing continuous

149  variables: previously published cutoffs, Z-scoring, and Gaussian mixture modeling

150 (GMM). Previously published cutoffs were included for the A composite at the

151  following SUVRs: 1.1133, 1.2434,1.30"1, 1.42"". We also tested Centiloid cutoffs (15, 20,
152 25, 30) based on ranges reported in previous literature?®353¢_ Z-scoring and GMMs

153  were included as data-driven approaches for deriving cutoffs. These methods were

154  applied to the AR composite SUVR, MT tau SUVR, MT volume, and hippocampal

155 volume. Z-scores for each variable were computed relative to CU, Ap-negative

156  individuals (using an SUVR cutoff of 1.11 applied to the Ap composite to determine ApB-
157  negativity, as recommended by the ADNI PET Core). Z-scores were dichotomized

158  using cutoffs of 2 and 2.5 standard deviations away from the CU, AB-negative mean
159 value. GMM binarization was implemented by fitting two-component Gaussian mixtures
160 to the distribution of continuous variables. A cutoff point was estimated as the curve
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161 intersection between the fitted Gaussians. GMMs were omitted for hippocampal
162  volume, due to a lack of bimodal distribution.

163 Non-binary categorical biomarkers consisted of quartiles, binarization with an
164 indeterminate zone, and staging systems. Quartiles were computed by binning

165 continuous values at the 25™, 50", and 75™ percentiles. Binarization with an

166 intermediate zone (BlZ) was used to model the uncertainty of assigning individuals who
167  display biomarker values near the cutoff threshold?. BIZ was implemented with a GMM,
168  where individuals were marked as uncertain if they showed less than 60% probability of
169 being assigned to either Gaussian component.

170 Staging systems were included as non-binary categorical measures which assign
171  disease severity grades based on the spatial extent of Ap or tau pathology. For AB, we
172  applied two previously published staging models®?’. For tau, we implemented two

173  versions of Braak staging with different granularities: Braak staging (6) (I, llI, 1V, V, VI)
174  and Braak staging (3) (I, Ill/IV, V/VI). Detailed description of the staging procedures for

175 each of these systems is provided in the eMethods.

176 CSF-based biomarkers

177 We identified a subsample of individuals who had CSF immunoassays within 1
178 year of imaging. CSF samples were analyzed with Roche Elecsys kits sensitive to APaz,
179  Apao, total-tau (tTau), and tau phosphorylated at threonine 181 (pTau181). CSF

180 processing was administered by the ADNI Biomarker Core at the University of

181  Pennsylvania.

182 CSF concentrations of analytes were grouped into biomarker categories as

183  previously recommended'*">" (AB: ABaz2, ABao, ABa2/APao, tau: pTau181,

184  neurodegeneration: tTau). Raw concentrations were included as continuous measures.
185 GMMs were used to define binary versions of CSF biomarkers. BlZ and quartiles were
186 used to generate non-binary categorical versions.
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187  Statistical analyses

188 We ran a series of cross-validated modeling experiments to assess how different
189  biomarker definitions compared in their ability to model cognition. Complete details of
190 these experiments are provided in the eMethods. Briefly, we used linear regression

191  models to predict PHCgiobal Using single or multiple biomarker definitions. All regression
192 models also included covariates of age, sex, and APOE E4 carriership. Models which
193  only included these covariates were included as controls. Models with single

194  biomarkers were used to test (1) if all included biomarker definitions improved cognitive
195  prediction accuracy and (2) which individual definitions were most predictive of cognitive
196 impairment. Next, we developed linear models combining multiple biomarker definitions
197  as predictors of PHCgiobal. To limit comparisons for these models, biomarkers were

198 grouped based on the underlying pathology (AT(N)) and the variable type (binary, non-
199  binary categorical, continuous), with nested cross-validation used to select the best

200 predicting definition within each group. These models were used to test (3) if

201 combination of biomarkers improved prediction accuracy, and (4) if models

202 incorporating continuous or non-categorical binary biomarkers outperformed models
203  with binary biomarkers. Next, we trained support vector machines (SVM) to predict

204  PHCagiobal from regional biomarker values to test if (5) multivariate modeling of AD

205 pathology could improve prediction accuracy beyond that of pre-defined biomarker

206 definitions. SVMs were trained with both linear and non-linear kernels with a grid

207  search to select optimal hyperparameters (see eMethods).

208 All cross-validation experiments had 10 outer folds and were repeated 10 times
209 to generate 100 out of sample error estimates for each tested model. Model error was
210 assessed using root mean squared error (RMSE). Boxplots included in the Results
211  show distributions of the 100 out-of-sample RMSE measurements from trained models.
212  To statistically evaluate differences in accuracy for comparisons of interest, we used
213 Nadeau-Bengio t-tests. The Nadeau-Bengio t-test includes a bias correction for the
214  interdependency of out-of-sample error estimates when using repeated, cross-validated
215  designs3839. All tests were corrected for multiple comparisons with a false discovery
216 rate method*®. We investigated feature importance by plotting the distribution of
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217  selected biomarkers across folds, the magnitude of the coefficients on biomarkers in
218 linear regression models, and the covariance corrected weights for SVM models*! (see
219 eMethods). Additionally, we visualized the distribution of model-selected SUVR cutoffs
220 for binary AB- and tau-PET biomarkers.

221 Finally, we ran a series of additional cross-validated experiments using

222  alternative features, target variables, or clinical disease states. Specific experiments
223  were as follows: (a) predicting the prospective slope of PHCgiobal instead of the cross-
224  sectional value, (b) predicting neuropsychological domains instead of PHCgiobal, (C)
225 using PVC tau data instead of non-PVC, (d) using CSF-based biomarkers instead of
226 imaging-based versions, and (e) using only CU or Cl individuals for model selection and
227  out-of-sample evaluation. For (a), we only included individuals who had longitudinal
228 cognitive measurements following baseline. To estimate longitudinal change in

229 PHCauobal, linear mixed effect models were fit to model longitudinal scores following the
230 baseline assessment. Models were fit with random slopes and intercepts for

231  participants.

232 Data availability

233 Data used in the preparation of this article were obtained from the Alzheimer’s
234 Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) database (adni.loni.usc.edu). The ADNI was
235 launched in 2003 as a public-private partnership, led by Principal Investigator Michael
236  W. Weiner, MD. The primary goal of ADNI has been to test whether serial MRI, PET,
237  other biological markers, and clinical and neuropsychological assessment can be

238 combined to measure the progression of MCI and early AD. For up-to-date information,
239 see www.adni-info.org. All data used in this study are accessible from ADNI following

240 formal data usage agreements. Data were downloaded on May 10%", 2024. AllR
241  (v4.4.0) and Python (v3.10) code for this project will be shared at the following

242  repository: https://github.com/sotiraslab/earnest ad biomarker modeling.
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243 Results

244 Sample characteristics

245 We selected 490 individuals with baseline biomarker imaging (Table 1). The

246  cohort consisted of a mix of individuals with no cognitive impairment (CDR=0, n=288),
247  very mild dementia (CDR=0.5, n=163), and mild to severe dementia (CDR>0.5, n=39).
248 We observed significant differences in the distribution of age (p=0.001), sex (p=0.005),
249  Ap-burden (Centilioid, p<0.001), and PHCgiobal (p<0.001) across dementia status. Mean
250 age and AB-burden increased with dementia status, while PHCgjobal decreased.

251 Relatively more females were observed in the CU group (56.6%) than those with very
252  mild (41.1%) or mild to severe dementia (43.6%). APOE E4 status was not significantly
253  different across groups (p=0.200).

254 We also selected subsamples of individuals who had longitudinal PHCgiobal

255 assessments following baseline (n=383) and those who had CSF biomarker

256 measurements as well as imaging (n=246). Characteristics of these samples are shown
257 in eTables 4 and 5, respectively.

258 Assessment of modeling performance for biomarkers

259 Relative to a control model which included covariates (RMSE=0.531), almost all
260 tested biomarkers led to a significant improvement in prediction accuracy for modeling
261  cognitive scores (Figure 1). The only exception was hippocampal volume binarized at -
262 2.5 Z-scores (RMSE=0.525 [0.06], p=0.09). While these results indicated that most
263 biomarker definitions provided some predictive value, gains in performance were not
264 equal across pathologies and variable types (range in RMSE reduction: 3.4-21.1%).
265 Tau biomarkers led to the largest improvements in accuracy, with 9/10 of the best

266 performing biomarkers being tau-based. Furthermore, SVM models which were trained
267 on regional pathology were more accurate than linear models using single biomarker
268 definitions. The tau SVM was the best performing model overall (RMSE=0.419 [0.05],
269 p<0.001), while the AR SVM (RMSE=0.472 [0.06], p<0.001) and volume SVM

270 (RMSE=0.452 [0.05], p<0.001) were the best performing Ap and neurodegeneration
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271  models, respectively. Outside of SVMs, the best performing models for each AT(N)
272  category were the A SUVR binarized at 1.24 (RMSE=0.492 [0.06], p<0.001),

273  continuous MT tau SUVR (RMSE=0.440 [0.05], p<0.001), and continuous MT volume
274 (RMSE=0.471 [0.05], p<0.001).

275 Combination of biomarkers

276 Our next experiments applied a model selection to identify the best performing
277  biomarker predictors based on AT(N) category and variable type. We observed that all
278 biomarker varieties caused a reduction in error over the covariate-only model (Figure
279  2A; mean RMSEs: Covariates=0.531, Asin=0.498, Acat=0.495, Acon=0.495, Tsin=0.470,
280 Tcar=0.443, Tcon=0.440, Nein=0.495, Ncat=0.492, Ncon=0.471; all p<0.01). Like our
281  experiments (Figure 1), benefits were largest for tau predictors relative to Ap and

282 neurodegeneration.

283 Combination models which included assessments for all AT(N) categories

284  generally outperformed models with only one category included. All combination

285 models were more accurate than the covariate-only model in predicting global cognition
286 (mean RMSEs: Asin/Tein/NeiN=0.446, Acat/Tcat/Ncat=0.428, Acon/Tcon/Ncon=0.415,
287  Asvm/Tsym/Nsym=0.405, all p<0.001). Additionally, models which combined biomarkers
288 resulted in significantly higher accuracy than models which only included one pathology
289 assessment (Figure 2A). The benefit of combination was evident for binary

290  (AeiN/Tein/NBiN vs. Asin: t=3.96, p<0.001; vs. Tein: t=2.61, p<0.05; vs. Nein: t=3.92,

291  p<0.001), non-binary categorical (Acat/Tcat/Ncat vs. Acat: t=4.46, p<0.001; vs. Tcar:
292  1=2.22, p<0.05; vs. Ncat: t=4.31 p<0.001), and continuous (Acon/Tcon/Ncon vs. Acon:
293 t=5.22, p<0.001; vs. Tcon: t=3.34, p<0.01; vs. Ncon: t=4.48 p<0.001) biomarkers. The
294  combination SVM outperformed the AP (t=5.29, p<0.001) and gray matter (t=3.62,

295 p<0.001) SVMs, but not the tau SVM (t=1.56, p=0.12), indicating that the improved

296  accuracy of the multimodal SVM may be primarily driven by tau.

297 Direct comparison of biomarkers based on variable types indicated that
298 Dbiomarker binarization reduced the accuracy for tau and neurodegeneration predictors,
299  Dbut not AP (Figure 2B). Relative to the model with all binary predictors (mean RMSE for
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300 Asin/Tein/NBin=0.446), reductions in error were seen when incorporating non-binary
301  categorical tau (Asin/Tcat/Nein: RMSE=0.426, t=2.14, p<0.05), continuous tau

302  (AsiN/Tcon/Nein: RMSE=0.424, t=2.42, p<0.05), or continuous neurodegeneration

303  (Aein/Tein/Ncon: RMSE=0.432, t=2.10, p<0.05) biomarkers. An improvement was also
304 observed when including all continuous biomarkers (Acon/Tcon/Ncon: RMSE=0.415,
305 t=2.99, p<0.05), but not when including all non-binary biomarkers (Acat/Tcat/Ncar:
306 RMSE=0.428, t=1.56, p=0.10). The tau SVM (RMSE=0.419, t=2.02, p<0.05) and the
307 AT(N) SVM model (RMSE=0.405, t=3.42, p<0.01) also outperformed the all-binary
308 model. Models which replaced the binary Ap definition with a non-binary categorical
309  (Acat/Tein/Nein: RMSE=0.446, t=0.26, p=0.60) or continuous (Acon/Tsin/NBin:

310 RMSE=0.447, t=0.24, p=0.71) version did not improve accuracy. Improvements were

311  also not seen for A and neurodegeneration SVMs (p>0.05).

312 We found no differences in accuracy between models which used PVC for tau
313  SUVRs and ones with no correction (eFigure 1, all p>0.05).

314 Feature importance and model interpretation

315 For models which applied nested cross-validation to group biomarkers based on
316  AT(N) category and variable type, the best performing predictors were highly consistent
317  across folds, suggesting that some biomarker definitions generally outperformed others
318  measuring the same pathology (Figure 3A). This was particularly true for tau and

319 neurodegeneration models, where the same biomarker definitions were selected in

320 more than 95% of folds. There was slightly more variation for Ap, but the best

321 performing biomarker was still chosen at least 67% of the time. For PET binarization,
322  previously published cutoffs accounted for 100% of selected A biomarkers, but only
323 1% of tau biomarkers (the other 99% being a GMM applied to the MTT SUVR). For
324  non-binary categorical measures of PET, staging systems appeared to generally

325 outperform other approaches, appearing in 76% of selected A models and 100% of tau
326 models.

327 Inspection of model coefficients highlighted the relative importance of tau for
328 predicting cognition. For linear models which included multiple biomarkers as
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predictors, coefficients were highest for tau, followed by neurodegeneration and A
(Figure 3B). When considering continuous biomarkers in particular, weights for A were
much lower than those of tau or neurodegeneration. Similarly, the weights for tau
features were on average higher than those of A or atrophy in the multimodal SVM
model (Figure 3C). Cortical weights for tau and neurodegeneration highlighted medial
and lateral temporal structures, while A weights were more homogenous. Subcortical
regions were weighted lower than cortical ones, except for tau uptake and gray matter
volume in the amygdala and hippocampus. Similar spatial patterns were observed
when considering the SVM weights from separate A, tau, and neurodegeneration

models (eFigure 2).

We used our cross-validated modeling to identify the optimal cutoffs for Ap and
tau binarization in our cognitive modeling experiments. Our results indicated SUVR
cutoffs of 1.26 (range: 1.24-1.30) for A and 1.44 (range: 1.33-1.45) for tau (Figure 4).

Cognitive modeling in CU and CI populations

We also trained separate models to optimize the prediction of cognitive scores
for individuals who were CU (CDR=0) and those who were CI (CDR>0). Like our
results in the whole sample, we found that almost all biomarker models tested resulted
in a significant improvement in accuracy relative to a baseline model with just covariates
(eFigure 3). These benefits were observed for both CU (range in RMSE reduction: 3.9-
15.1%) and CI (range in RMSE reduction: 7.2-30.2%) settings. The only exception was
for categorical neurodegeneration models in those CU, where the difference was non-
significant (t=1.65, p=0.05). The best performing models in the CU and CIl populations
were the all-continuous (Acon/Tcon/Ncon: RMSE=0.349, t=6.1, p<0.001) and AT(N)
SVM models (Asvm/Tsvm/Nsym: RMSE=0.452, t=7.5, p<0.001), respectively.

Similarly to the whole-sample results, non-binary measures of tau and
neurodegeneration, but not AB, provided additional accuracy for modeling PHCgiobal in
CU and Cl individuals (eFigure 4). Larger benefits were seen for models including non-
binary tau and neurodegeneration in Cl individuals relative to CU individuals. For CU
individuals (mean RMSE for Agin/Tein/Nein: 0.381), we observed improvements when
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358 including non-binary categorical tau (Asin/Tcat/Nein: RMSE=0.366, t=2.8, p<0.05),

359  continuous tau (Asin/Tcon/Nein: RMSE=0.366, t=2.6, p<0.05), or continuous biomarkers
360  (Acon/Tcon/Ncon: RMSE=0.359, t=2.5, p<0.05). Considering Cl people (mean RMSE
361  for Aein/Tein/NeiN: 0.523), we observed increases in accuracy for the categorical tau
362  (Asin/Tcat/Nein: RMSE=0.490, t=2.6, p<0.05), continuous tau (Asin/Tcon/Nain:

363 RMSE=0.485, t=3.3, p<0.01), continuous neurodegeneration (Asin/Tein/Ncon:

364 RMSE=0.495, t=3.4, p<0.01), continuous AT(N) (Acon/Tcon/Ncon: RMSE=0.479, t=3.4,
365 p<0.01), tau SVM (Tsvm: RMSE=0.484, t=2.4, p<0.05), and AT(N) SVM

366  (Asvm/Tsvm/Nsym: RMSE=0.442, t=4.8, p<0.001) models.

367 Modeling longitudinal cognition

368 The pattern of results we observed were largely consistent when modeling

369 prospective change in cognition. All model varieties tested were significantly more

370 accurate for predicting longitudinal change in PHCgiobal (range in RMSE reduction: 4.1-
371  30.3%, all p<0.05) relative to a covariate-only model (eFigure 5a), with the largest

372  benefits seen for the all-continuous (Acon/Tcon/Ncon: RMSE=0.386, t=5.83, p<0.001),
373  multimodal SVM (Asvm/Tsvm/Nsvm: RMSE=0.368, t=5.44, p<0.001), and tau SVM (Tsvwm:
374 RMSE=0.373, t=5.44, p<0.001). No biomarker linear models with non-binary measures
375 improved prediction accuracy relative to an all-binary baseline (eFigure 5b, all p>0.05).
376  However, the tau SVM (Tsym: RMSE=0.373, t=3.05, p<0.01) and multimodal SVM

377  (Asvm/Tsvm/Nsvm: RMSE=0.368, t=3.54, p<0.01) were still significantly more accurate at

378  predicting change in PHCgiobal than a model consisting of all-binary predictors.

379 Modeling of individual neuropsychological domains

380 We also observed similar patterns of accuracy differences for non-binary

381  biomarker definitions when modeling neuropsychological domains instead of PHCgiobal.
382  Significant benefits were only observed for models which included non-binary or SVM-
383 based assessments of tau and neurodegenerative pathology (eFigure 6). Models which
384 included non-binary definitions of Ap alone did not surpass the all-binary model for any
385 neuropsychological domain. Continuous tau and neurodegeneration measures

386  improved accuracy for prediction of PHCEgr (p<0.05) and PHCvisual (p<0.05), while non-
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387  binary categorical measures only improved prediction of PHCvisual (p<0.05). The AT(N)
388 SVM had significantly higher accuracy for modeling PHCer (p<0.01), PHCvisual (p<0.05),
389  and PHCuemory (p<0.05). No significant differences were observed for PHCLanguage

390 prediction accuracy (all p>0.05).

391  Comparison of image-based and CSF-based models

392 We observed that CSF-based models performed relatively poorly for modeling
393 cognition. Models which incorporated CSF-based biomarkers, as opposed to imaging-
394  based ones, did not perform better than a baseline model consisting of only covariates
395 (Figure 5 & eFigure 7, all p>0.05). Moreover, imaging-based models were significantly
396 more accurate than CSF-based models. This was true for binary (t=2.81, p<0.01), non-
397  binary categorical (t=3.68, p<0.01), and continuous (t=3.96, p<0.01) biomarker

398 definitions.

399 Discussion

400 AD biomarkers differ from each other along various axes such as the underlying
401 pathology they measure (e.g. AB, tau), the modality (e.g., imaging, CSF, blood), and
402 measurement characteristics (e.g., variable type). Our analyses indicate that

403 differences along these dimensions result in considerable variability when imaging

404  biomarkers are utilized in downstream tasks. We show that even biomarkers which
405 assess the same pathology exhibit a range in accuracy when applied for modeling

406 cognition. Additionally, we demonstrate that multivariate machine learning approaches
407 can surpass traditional biomarker definitions for cognitive prediction in AD. Careful
408 consideration should be applied when selecting biomarker definitions for predictive
409 tasks, as certain operationalizations may be relatively less informative than other

410 variants. While we specifically focus on cognitive prediction, our results may be

411  relevant for other settings where researchers wish to quantify AD pathology.

412 While nearly all tested biomarkers provided predictive gains when modeling
413  cognition, some categories of biomarkers yielded consistently larger improvements than
414  others. Multiple analyses demonstrated that tau biomarkers exhibited stronger
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415 associations with cognition than assessments of Af or neurodegeneration, a well-

416  documented finding.4>** Feature importance analyses indicated that tau predictors
417  were weighted higher than AB or neurodegeneration measures in models which

418 incorporated all three AT(N) categories. However, combined AT(N) models generally
419 outperformed unimodal ones, even when tau was the single biomarker included. Thus,
420 while measures of tau are important indicators of cognitive decline, incorporation of

421 measures spanning other pathologies is warranted for enhancing predictive accuracy.

422 We observed that SVM models outperformed more traditional linear models of
423  cognition. Tau and multimodal SVMs were the best predictors overall in many

424  experiments. These models were also the only models which outperformed binary

425 biomarker models for prediction of longitudinal cognitive decline. Ap and

426 neurodegeneration SVMs were also relatively stronger than other individual biomarker
427  definitions of these pathologies. The superior performance of SVM models suggest that
428 there may be key predictive signal occurring in brain regions external to the manually
429 defined meta-ROls which are utilized in most of the biomarker definitions we tested.
430 However, the SVMs also allowed for non-linear transformations of input features,

431  making them relatively more powerful models.

432 Inclusion of non-binary tau and neurodegeneration predictors led to small but
433 consistent improvements in accuracy relative to binary alternatives. However, binary Ap
434 measures performed equally to non-binary ones. As such, our findings indicate that
435 binarization along dimensions of tau and neurodegeneration (e.g., labeling individuals
436 as T+/- or N+/-) may obfuscate information relevant to the prediction of cognitive

437 decline. On the other hand, dichotomization of AP} status may be sufficient. These

438 notion agrees with revised criteria for diagnosis and staging of AD?: their proposed PET
439 staging system includes binary assessment of Ap (i.e., has AD or not) and multi-level
440 staging of tau based on the extent of progression outside the medial temporal lobe.

441 Interestingly, the specific benefits for tau and neurodegeneration (and not Af) were
442  consistent when considering only CU or Cl individuals and when modeling some

443 neuropsychological domains (executive functioning and visuospatial performance).

444  These results agree with a previous study which found similar non-dichotomized tau
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445  and neurodegeneration for modeling longitudinal cognitive decline’®. However, we did
446 not replicate their findings showing accuracy improvements when modeling prospective

447  cognition in CU individuals and including non-binary measures of Ap.

448 While nearly all the imaging biomarkers we tested improved prediction of

449  cognitive impairment, the same was not true for CSF counterparts. Models which

450 incorporated CSF biomarkers as predictors did not perform better than baseline models
451  which only included standard covariates, regardless of the analyte or its

452 operationalization. Previous findings have similarly demonstrated stronger associations
453  for imaging biomarkers and cognitive scores in AD, relative to fluid biomarkers*°.

454  Importantly, the CSF analytes tested largely reflect earlier pathological cascades which
455 likely develop and saturate prior to the onset of neurodegeneration and cognitive

456 decline?#6. As such, they may be less suited for providing direct associations with

457  cognitive decline, and more suited for diagnosis or prediction of future decline.

458 Our study has limitations which should be considered. First, while we performed
459 a comprehensive and rigorous evaluation of multiple biomarkers, biomarkers such as
460 fluorodeoxyglucose-PET, cortical thickness, and functional imaging were not included in
461 this study. Future studies are warranted to examine them. Second, this study relied
462 only on ADNI because inclusion of other sources posed issues of harmonization and
463 biomarker availability. While ADNI is one of few databases which can enable the

464 analyses we conducted, it is also relatively limited in its inclusion of demographic

465  diversity?’. As such, our results warrant replication in other datasets.

466 The growth of large data initiatives has led to an explosion of approaches for

467 biomarker assessment of AD. While picking from the myriads of methods for

468 quantification of AD pathology, it is important for researchers to mind the biological,

469 statistical, and practical characteristics of each approach. Our results demonstrate that
470 different operationalizations of the same pathology can result in variable performance
471  for downstream predictive tasks. More complex indices of pathology may be superior to
472 dichotomous alternatives, particularly for measures of neurodegeneration and tau.

473  Finally, data-driven, machine learning approaches may be preferable for identifying

474  biomarker contributions to cognitive decline.
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657 lables

CDR=0.0 CDR=0.5 CDR=1.0+ p-value
n 288 163 39
Age 73.84 (7.44) 75.78 (8.46) 78.29 (8.58) 0.001
Sex (M/F) 125/163 96/67 22/17 0.005
APOE E4+ 99 (34.4%) 62 (38.0%) 19 (48.7%) 0.200
Centiloid 19.90 (36.10) | 45.57 (54.95)  78.41(49.61) | <0.001
PHCgiobal 0.81 (0.36) 0.32 (0.46) -0.42 (0.54) <0.001

658 Table 1: Sample characteristics. The last column shows p-values for significance tests
659 comparing distributions of variables across dementia status groups (CDR). Chi-squared
660 tests of association were used for categorical variables (sex, APOE status) and one-
661  way ANOVAs were used for continuous variables (age, Centiloid, PHCgiobal).
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663

664 Figure 1: Boxplots showing performance of individual biomarkers for predicting

665 PHCagioba. Values plotted are RMSEs taken from out of sample predictions for 100

666 cross-validation instances (lower value is more accurate). The baseline model only

667 included covariates as independent variables (mean performance for this model

668 indicated by the dotted line). All other models included the same covariates and a

669 single amyloid (maroon), tau (green), or neurodegeneration (blue) biomarker. Labels on
670 the right indicate the variable type of each biomarker (BIN=binary, CAT=non-binary

671 categorical, CON=continuous, SVM=support vector machine). All models exhibited

672 significantly lower RMSE than the baseline model, except for hippocampal volume

673 binarized at -2.5 Z-scores [Hippocampus (z<-2.5)].

674
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675

676 Figure 2: Boxplots showing RMSE performance of combination biomarkers for

677  predicting global neuropsychological performance (PHCgioba). A. Individual and

678 combination biomarker models are compared against a baseline model using only

679 covariates (mean performance indicated by dotted line) to predict PHCgiobal. B.

680 Combination biomarker models with non-binary variable types are compared against a
681 baseline model with binary biomarker definitions (mean performance indicated by dotted
682 line). In both panels, colors are used to indicate the variable type of included

683  biomarkers (yellow: binary, purple: non-binary categorical, red: continuous, blue: SVM).
684  Lighter coloring indicates models which only have a single pathology assessment, while
685 darker coloring indicates models which have A, tau, and neurodegeneration

686 biomarkers. Gold stars indicate a significant improvement in accuracy relative to the
687 topmost model. Gray stars and bars highlight significant pairwise differences between
688 individual models. Statistical results are derived from Nadeau-Bengio t-tests with

689 correction for multiple comparisons (*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001).
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692
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694

695 Figure 3: Feature importance analysis. A. Pie charts showing which biomarkers were selected
696  as the best performing from cross-validation (100 training fold instances). Biomarkers shown with
697 gray coloring were not selected in any iteration. B. Coefficients for the AB, tau, and
698 neurodegeneration predictor in cross-validated linear models. Values are taken from 100
699 instances of the all binary (Asin/Tein/Nein) and all continuous (Acon/Tcon/Ncon) models. €. Brain
700  maps showing average regional feature importance derived from the Asvwm/Tsvm/Nsvm model.
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702 Figure 4. Estimated cutoffs for AB- and tau-PET binarization. A. The kernel density
703 estimation of selected cutoffs for AR (100 cross-validation iterations) is shown in

704  maroon, with the mean value (1.256) highlighted with the bold vertical line. B. Same as
705 A, but for tau and shown in green (mean value: 1.435). In both panels, other vertical
706 lines show other pre-defined cutoff values that were tested.
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720 Figure 5. Boxplots comparing accuracy cognition predictions using image-based (solid)
721  and CSF-based (hatched) biomarkers. Values are RMSEs taken from 100 cross-

722  validation instances. Colors are used to indicated the variable type of included

723  biomarkers (yellow: binary, purple: non-binary categorical, red: continuous). Gold stars
724  indicate a significant improvement in accuracy relative to the baseline model (only

725 covariates). Gray stars and bars highlight significant pairwise differences between

726 individual models. Statistical results are derived from Nadeau-Bengio t-tests with

727  correction for multiple comparisons (*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001).
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