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SUMMARY

Protein aggregates are a hallmark of neurodegenerative disease, yet the molecular processes
that control their appearance are still poorly understood. In particular, it is unknown to what
degree the development of aggregates in one cell is triggered by nearby aggregated cells, as
opposed to cell-autonomous processes. Here we develop a cell-level computational model to
test alternative hypotheses of disease progression from human data and demonstrate its appli-
cability in the primary tauopathy Progressive Supranuclear Palsy. From brain slices stained for
aggregated tau, we quantify the contribution of cell-to-cell and cell-autonomous processes to the
proliferation of aggregates across different brain regions and disease stages. We find that the
triggering of aggregation by nearby aggregated cells, over distances in the order of 100um, is
the major driver of disease progression. Our computational model can then simulate interven-
tions to evaluate potential therapeutic strategies in a virtual reconstruction of a human primary
neurodegenerative tauopathy.

KEYWORDS
Highlights

1. A minimal mathematical model can reproduce tissue-level aggregate accumulation pat-
terns in silico at cellular resolution.

2. Cell-to-cell interactions determine aggregate patterns in progressive supranuclear palsy
(PSP).

3. Cell-to-cell interactions are not limited to nearest neighbours, but act over a millimetre-
scale.

4. Reducing cell-to-cell interactions or cell vulnerability, rather than targeting cell-autonomous
processes, is a potential disease-modifying therapeutic strategy.

INTRODUCTION

The association between misfolded, aggregating proteins and neurodegenerative diseases is
well extEblished = eRyerrthotigh Erygregating et ps are diverse anid e redagy egatetstrectures

S w n —-

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.14.24318991
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.14.24318991; this version posted December 20, 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preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in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-ND 4.0 International license .

they give rise to are specific to disease®, there are common principles of pathogenesis at the
molecular and cellular level. These principles include the intrinsic ability of aggregating protein
species to self-replicate”, their ability to overwhelm or avoid protein quality control and removal
mechanisms®, and the potential to spread between cells®®. It has been shown that both aggre-
gate self-replication and spreading occur in animal models®™!. However, in most cases it has
yet to be shown for human neurodegenerative diseases which is the critical — or rate-limiting —
process. This is essential to guide therapeutic strategies to slow or arrest disease progression.
A quantitative model of the molecular drivers of disease is required, that works at the spatiotem-
poral scale of human disease’?.

Protein aggregation plays a central role across a spectrum of neurodegenerative diseases
and has been studied in detail in vitro*34, Yet, the cellular and molecular processes found to
control aggregate formation under such controlled conditions have proven difficult to relate to
disease emergence and the pattern and pace of pathology observed in human disease™. Math-
ematical modelling of disease progression can bridge this gap, to link macroscopic patterns of
progression to cellular and molecular processes. For example, models of selective vulnerability
and connectivity can recover the brain-wide patterns of regions becoming affected in sequence
over the course of different diseases™®. Using such models, the rates of general classes of
pathological processes have been quantified'?, and the interaction of beta-amyloid and tau ag-
gregation in Alzheimer’s disease (AD) has been elucidated. To date, these models of human
disease have focused mainly on macroscale modelling, informed by whole brain imaging meth-
ods such as PET, MEG and MRI scanning™®2% This limits the conclusions that can be drawn
about molecular and cellular mechanisms, and the applicability in drug development, which by
its nature acts at the molecular level. New modelling approaches are therefore required that
accommodate micro- and meso-scale processes.

With the advance of digital pathology and Al-facilitated automated classification of aggregated
cell types?!, cellular-level resolution of neuropathological changes can now be obtained and
quantified at scale?"22. Such digital data with cellular resolution opens the door for models to
investigate the rates of within-cell aggregation and cell-to-cell interactions.

Here, we present a model to link cellular aggregation patterns observed at the tissue level to
underlying molecular processes. To achieve this, we use a minimal model of aggregation in a
cell, and then allow cells to interact with each other to trigger aggregation. We apply this model
to data from the primary tauopathy Progressive Supranuclear Palsy (PSP). Unlike Alzheimer’s
Disease, PSP is associated with the aggregation of misfolded 4-repeat (4R) tau<, independent
of the aggregation of a second misfolded protein (e.g. amyloid-beta in Alzheimer’s disease).
PSP therefore provides an ideal test-bed for our approach, with its high clinicopathological cor-
relation, and the high propensity of its 4R-tau to aggregate. Moreover, tau pathology in PSP
follows a stereotypical sequential pattern, as described by Kovacs et al.?*. We anticipate the
lessons learned here will enable us to model Alzheimer’s Disease and other aggregation-related
neurodegenerative diseases in the future.

We first introduce the mathematical model and demonstrate its behaviour when the different
processes dominate. We then use an automated histological approach to capture the spatial
aggregate patterns of histopathological images from 12 brain regions in 11 PSP cases, across
disease stages?* (Table [S1). The digitised information from nuclei and aggregated cell location
is then used in our model to determine the relative contribution of molecular processes that gave
rise to the observed patterns. This allows us to determine the rate-limiting steps in protein aggre-
gation and progression, and investigate how the contribution of cell-to-cell and cell-autonomous
processes to the proliferation of aggregates varies across brain regions and over the course of
disease.
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RESULTS

Modelling cell-level aggregate formation

A number of processes are needed to describe cellular level patterns of aggregate formation in
neurodegenerative diseases such as PSP. The key processes of aggregate formation are: (i) ini-
tiation, de-novo formation of aggregates without the involvement of existing aggregates; (ii) mul-
tiplication, formation of new aggregates triggered by existing aggregates, for example via frag-
mentation; and (iii) growth, growth of existing aggregates by addition of further proteins. These
processes couple together into a minimal reaction network that produces auto-catalytic ampli-
fication of aggregates, a feature observed for tau and across disease-associated proteins®2>.
Protein synthesis and aggregate removal also play important roles in cellular aggregation, re-
sulting in two distinct states for a cell: stable (healthy) and runaway aggregation (diseased)><°,

In our model in silico system, we included the following core features: cells are in a sta-
ble state unless triggered to switch to a runaway aggregation state, either by a random cell-
autonomous event, or by influence from other cells in the runaway aggregation state. This switch
can occur when aggregate self-replication overwhelms clearance, or when significant amounts
of preformed seed enter the cell®. Once triggered, a cell accumulates aggregates. There is
evidence that aggregates are present at low concentrations in healthy states without triggering
runaway aggregation¢’. This may represent a stable state in which aggregate production and
removal are in balance?®. We therefore assume that the large aggregate deposits visible in his-
tological stains occur only in cells that have switched to the runaway aggregation state, and we
refer to these as aggregated cells throughout.

Aggregated cells are capable of triggering aggregation in other cells. This could occur by
transfer of aggregates via axonal connections that act as seeds, or by less direct means such
as inducing inflammation?8, Fig.[1]A. The parameters of this model include a rate-constant for
cell-autonomous triggering (k,), a rate-constant for cell-to-cell triggering (ks), and a character-
istic length scale of cell-to-cell triggering (o). As the cell-to-cell triggering process couples the
behaviour of cells across space, we also refer to this process as spatial coupling.

We assume that the ability of an aggregated cell to trigger aggregation decays with distance
as a normal distribution, with a standard deviation o equivalent to the length scale of cell-to-cell
triggering. A normal distribution describes the situation where triggering occurs by a randomly
diffusing species, but may also be used as an approximation for how the average number of
axonal connections varies with distance. As we show later, the exact choice of the functional
form of the distance dependence does not affect our conclusions (Fig. [S8). This description
allows us to capture the different possible mechanisms for the evolution of the spatial aggregate
patterns, often referred to as spreading. We avoid this term given the potential confusion as
to whether it refers to the increase of the size of the region affected by pathology or the actual
transfer of aggregated species.

Finally, to reflect recent biological insights?><%, we allow for a variable vulnerability term that
defines the probability of a given cell being triggered, and reflects other biological process, such
as different monomer expression levels or a varying ability to remove aggregates.

The behaviour of the model is demonstrated in Fig. [2 for a simple cell arrangement and under
a variety of conditions. We will first discuss how to quantify the distribution patterns of aggregated
cells that emerge from this model and how the different processes influence them. We go on
to analyse data from PSP patients to quantify rates for the different processes modelled, and
identify the rate-limiting steps. Finally, we use simulations on a virtual reconstruction of PSP
brain tissue to illustrate how aggregated cell distributions evolve over the course of the disease,
and to assess how varying the rates of disease processes would influence the outcome.
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Figure 1: Schematic of the in-vivo cellular model for protein aggregation and our data por-
cessing pipeline. (A) In our model, the basic unit is a cell. Within each cell, once aggregation is
triggered, aggregates rapidly accumulate. Aggregation can be triggered cell-autonomously (rate
k., units of inverse time), and additionally aggregated cells can trigger aggregation in other cells
(as a model for e.g. transfer of seeds or indirectly mediated triggers), with a length-dependent
coupling strength between cells (rate k, in units of inverse time, length dependence o in units
of length). How susceptible to being triggered a cell is, is determined by its vulnerability. As
the simulation proceeds, we track the aggregation state of each cell over time. (B) Outline
of the extraction of relevant information (nuclei and aggregated cell positions) from images of
histopathological brain slices. Initially, only the grey matter is selected, then image segmentation
detects aggregated cells and nuclei, and finally the cell position and cell state is reconstructed
virtually. Scale bar in B: 5 mm (left), 50 um (middle), and 5 mm (right).
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Development of spatial measures to distinguish mechanisms

Brain slices from neurodegenerative disease contain a wealth of information, not just on the
quantity of neuronal tangles and other deposits of aggregated protein, but also on the spatial
distribution of these structures. This spatial distribution varies in different brain regions, and at
different stages of disease. From the spatial distribution of aggregated cells it is possible to
infer mechanistic information on the strength of cell-to-cell interactions, their length dependence
and the importance of de-novo formation of aggregated structures compared to the formation
triggered by nearby aggregated cells. However, extracting this information is non-trivial given
the complexity of the images, the regional variation in brain structure (differences between brain
regions, white and grey matter, cortical bands etc.) and the intrinsic stochasticity of the patterns.
We therefore developed means to extract the relevant information from patient data.

As a first step, the histopathological images are processed, as detailed in the [Methods, to
automatically determine the position of aggregated cells and nuclei, Fig. [{B. These nuclei and
aggregated cell positions are used in the remainder of this work; they can be directly compared
to the output of our model. We now use our model to investigate different strategies to extract
mechanistic information. A key property of the experimental data is that it captures only a single
end-stage time point. This means that we will only be able to determine ratios of rates, rather
than the rates directly. Nonetheless, this can still provide key mechanistic insight, as it is only
the relative rate of processes that determines their importance in governing disease progression
and thus makes them potential therapeutic targets. It is possible to estimate the absolute rate
values from the duration of disease.

To decrease the complexity of the analysis process, we now discuss the results at two length
scales separately. We will first demonstrate the measures developed on simulated data and then
move on to applying them to patient data.

Nearest-neighbour distributions to investigate interactions between adjacent cells

We first focus on the fraction of aggregated cells in the immediate neighbourhood of an ag-
gregated cell, which can be assessed at the shortest length scale reliably accessible from
histopathological images. We use a local measure in the form of the nearest neighbour dis-
tance (NND), which is the distance from one aggregated cell to the next nearest aggregated cell,
and compare this to the NND for all cells. Determining the NND for all aggregated cells or nuclei
in a brain slice yields a NND distribution.

In Fig. [2| (panels i-iii in each condition) we have simulated a number of different scenarios for
a simple arrangement of cells (random distribution of cells, with a denser band running through
the centre). In Fig. |2 (panels iv-vi for each condition) we show the resulting NND distributions,
which differ between scenarios permitting mechanistic conclusions to be drawn form the NND
distribution. The most pronounced differences between scenarios are expected when few cells
contain aggregates; as the fraction of aggregate cells increase the NND distributions for different
mechanisms naturally converge as they become fully aggregated. We derived analytical expres-
sions for the distribution of aggregates in the limits no spatial coupling and short range spatial
coupling, which are shown superimposed on the example distributions in Fig. 2|

Briefly, when the appearance of new aggregated cells is spatially random with no triggering by
other aggregated cells, the NND distribution of aggregated cells is much higher than the NND of
all cells (Fig. [2A.iv-vi). At the other extreme, when the new aggregated cells are formed predom-
inantly by an aggregated cell triggering its direct neighbours the NND distributions of aggregated
cells closely resemble the NND distributions of all cells (Fig. [2B.iv-vi). By contrast, when cell-
triggering acts over longer distances, the NND of aggregated cells again resemble the case
where no triggering takes place (Fig. [2[C.iv-vi). The NND distributions are thus a simple measure
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for the amount of cell-to-cell triggering occurring over short length scales, between directly adja-
cent cells. More advanced measures, such as the radial distribution function discussed below,
provide additional information at longer length scales.

Millimetre length scale features can distinguish mechanisms

The analysis of NND distributions described above cannot distinguish the case in which cell-to-
cell coupling is important but long-range (Fig.[2[C) from one in which formation of aggregated cells
is purely random via a cell-autonomous process (Fig.[2/A). While the short-range distributions are
comparable in both cases (Fig.[2A,C panels iv-vi), at the mm length scale the difference in spatial
feature size is clearly apparent (Fig. [2A,C panels i-iii).

To quantify the spatial features at these longer length scales, we select two measures: the
radial distribution function (RDF) and the locally averaged Aggregated cells Per Nucleus (APN)
value. The APN is defined as the local fraction of aggregated cells as a function of the local
cell density. The radial distribution function is a commonly used measure to quantify spatial
distributions. By contrast, the APN value was developed in this work to help interpret the features
of the aggregated cell distribution, exploiting variation in the underlying distribution of nuclei. A
plot of APN vs cell density encodes mechanistic information, on how different cell densities affect
aggregate formation. Cell densities vary over a mm length scale in brains, for example due to
the presence of cortical layers, which can be exploited to gain mechanistic insights.

The APN value represents a fraction of aggregated cells, rather than an absolute number.
This means it does not capture spatial features due to variations in cell density in a system where
the rate of aggregate formation is unaffected by cell density. This is the case for example when
only cell-autonomous formation takes place. However, when cell density affects aggregation, for
example when cell-to-cell triggering depends on the separation of cells, we expect that these
features will be captured in an APN vs nucleus density plot. Indeed, this is confirmed by our
simulations: when cell coupling is important, denser regions show a higher fraction of aggregated
cells due to the stronger coupling between the more closely packed cells (Fig. [2B,C, panels viii);
whereas if there is no cell coupling, the APN values are the same in regions of different density
(Fig. [2A.viii).

The RDF measures relative density along the radial axis. In its usual physical application, the
RDF is normalised by the overall density such that an RDF value of 1 at a particular distance
reflects a random arrangement. In our case we instead normalise the RDF to the overall density
of cells, rather than the overall density of aggregated cells. This means the value of the RDF
now denotes the fraction of cells aggregated at a particular distance from another aggregated
cell. We also include the RDF expected in a random arrangement, the horizontal line, to highlight
the degree of clustering compared to a random arrangement. In the no spatial coupling case we
find, as expected, that the measured RDF is constant and overlaps with the RDF for a random
arrangement (Fig. [2)A.vii).

By contrast, in the short range coupling case, we find that the RDF peaks at short distances,
with values close to 1 denoting fully aggregated regions (Fig. [2B.vii). The cluster size of densely
aggregated cells is also visible from the extent of the peaks to hundreds of um in Fig. [2B.vii. In
the long-range spatial coupling case, the RDF still clearly peaks above the RDF of a random
arrangement. The effect is much less pronounced than in the short range coupling case; even
the centre of clusters are not close to being fully aggregated. The different conditions show
clearly distinct patterns in the RDF, allowing us to infer mechanisms.
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Figure 2: Simulation and analysis of intra-brain region patterns under varying spatial cou-
pling conditions and fraction of cells aggregated. (A) Patterns observed with no spatial
coupling across three fractions of aggregated cells: 2%, 5%, and 20%. (B) Patterns with short-
range spatial coupling across the same fractions: 2%, 5%, and 20%. (C) Patterns with long-
range spatial coupling across the same fractions: 2%, 5%, and 20%. In each panel, the top left
sub-panels show 2D spatial patterns at different fraction aggregated, the top right sub-panels
display the corresponding nearest neighbour distance distribution (grey histogram) with the an-
alytical expression in the random limit (blue line) and the direct nearest neighbour coupling limit
(red line), the bottom left sub-panels present the normalised radial distribution function (points)
with the fully random distribution shown as a solid line (see Method for definition), and the bot-
tom right sub-panels illustrate the aggregate-per-nucleus values in regions of varying nucleus
density. Scale bar on panels i-ii: 500 um. The simulation parameters for this figure are provided
in[(Simulation parameters,
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Cell types and vulnerability

In the simplest model all cells are assigned the same vulnerability, i.e. the same resistance
against being triggered to aggregate. This is the assumption used throughout the majority of this
work. However, to account for the fact that a number of different cell types are involved in the
accumulation of aggregates and that there is increasing evidence for further heterogeneity in the
vulnerability within a given cell type®!, we also explored the effect of varying the vulnerability of
individual cells (Fig.[S9). We tested two types of vulnerability distributions: 1) at the one extreme
we use a Bernoulli distribution where a cell can only have one of two vulnerability values, high
or low; this could account for the presence of different cell types. 2) at the other extreme we use
a uniform distribution, to model a continuum of vulnerability in the system. Our assumption of
vulnerability imposed on individual cells does not depend on cellular location.

The results from simulating different vulnerability distributions show no qualitative changes in
the NND distribution, RDF, or APN values at given fractions of aggregated cells. This means that
conclusions about the dominant mechanism remain robust even when vulnerability distributions
are not modeled in detail. The length scale of the cell-to-cell coupling, o, appears to be weakly
coupled to the vulnerability, thus the absolute values of this parameter are expected to be less
accurate in the absence of an accurate measure of cell vulnerability variation.

Having established the spatial features in simulation, we next consider post-mortem data
from people with PSP.

Mechanistic information from PSP brains on different length scales

The aggregates are identified from the brain slice images by image analysis and then classified
into different subtypes, tufted astrocytes (TA), which are formed in astrocytes, coiled bodies (CB),
which are formed in glial cells, and neurofibrillary tanlges (NFT), which are formed in neurons,
by a machine learning algorithm2. Their positions, as well as all nucleus positions, are recorded
and will be used in the subsequent analysis. This process is performed on all images, across
stages and brain regions. For details see Methods.

Random distribution dominates at cell-level length scales

The NND distributions show that there is little coupling between directly adjacent cells and the
RDFs show little variation on the length scale of ~ 100 um, regardless of brain region and stage
of the disease (Fig.[3D, I, N, and[4A). This finding rules out a mechanism where an aggregated
cell simply triggers aggregation only in its closest neighbours (Fig. [2B). Therefore mechanisms
that are expected to transfer aggregates only to directly neighbouring cells to induce aggrega-
tion there, such as tunnelling nanotubes=2, are unlikely to be dominant processes. This leaves
two other possibilities: The simplest is that appearance of new aggregated cells is fully cell-
autonomous, also at longer length scales, and cells become aggregated independently of any
aggregated cells in their vicinity (Fig. [2A). This explanation of course would be somewhat at
odds with the hypothesis of seeding, i.e. the ability of preformed aggregated tau to induce the
aggregation in new cells, observed in many model systems, as well as the observation of expo-
nential amplification of tau concentrations in disease. The other mechanistic interpretation is that
inter-cell transmission does happen, but the ability of an aggregated cell to induce aggregation in
other cells is not limited to those cells close by and instead decays only slowly with distance from
the aggregated cell (as in the simulated example in Fig. [2C). In this scenario aggregated cells
are still responsible for triggering the aggregation, but at short length scales this aggregation
pressure is essentially spatially uniform and the location of newly aggregated cells is governed
by stochastic effects, such as the cells’ differing vulnerabilities to become aggregated.
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To better understand the pathogenesis at short distances we also investigated the NND of
aggregated cells in different aggregated cell types separately (TAs, CBs and NFTS). The distribu-
tions resemble those observed for all aggregated cells, consistent with the previous mechanistic
conclusions (Fig. [S5]A-C). Finally, we computed the nearest neighbour distance across different
aggregated cell subtypes, that is the distance between for example tufted astrocytes and the
nearest coiled body (Fig. [S5D-I). We can compute the average NND for a random arrangement
of cell types and a random appearance of aggregated cells. If there was increased triggering
from one type to another, for example if most NFTs were formed by triggering from a TA, then
we would expect a lower than predicted cross-NND in the corresponding plot. In practice, we
find that the average NND between two different types is slightly larger than the prediction for
a random arrangement of cell types and aggregated cells (i.e. above the line of equivalence in
Fig. [S5). This indicates that specific arrangement of cell types, not appearance of aggregated
cells, dominates these patterns and there is no evidence for preferential coupling from one cell
type to another.

Intra-brain-level aggregated cell distributions are not consistent with cell-autonomous
triggering but imply long-range coupling

While nearest neighbour distributions are a good measure for the spatial distributions at short
length scales, to quantify the aggregated cell distributions at the longer mm-level length scales,
more complex measures that can quantify spatial features need to be employed.

In Fig. |2l above we showed that the locally averaged fraction of aggregated cells (or APN
value) and radial distribution function (RDF) are two measures that display different features
depending on the mechanism that dominates the appearance of aggregated cells. In Fig. [3A, F
and K we show the APN value across a brain slice, for 3 example datasets at different disease
stages. In Fig. [3C, H and M we show the corresponding average APN value in high and low
density cell regions. A more detailed plot, for these and additional datasets, is shown in Fig. [S6]
In all of these images, the APN value is clearly higher in the dense cell regions than the less
dense cell regions. This observation cannot be explained with a simple cell-autonomous model,
even when allowing for cell density-dependent vulnerability as discussed below. The observation
is however consistent with a simple cell-to-cell coupling model, where the coupling two cells is
stronger the closer together they are.

The behaviour of the RDF is also in agreement with these conclusions based on the APN
value. The RDF values are significantly above the value for a random arrangement (dashed red
line in Fig.[3E, J, and O). This suggests that cell-to-cell coupling plays a significant role at longer
length scales, reinforcing the idea that aggregation is not merely a local event but is influenced
by spatial interactions extending beyond immediate neighbours. We now move beyond these
qualitative observations to extract the parameters of our model that best describe the data by
fitting.

Estimating parameters from the data

Using our model we can identify which molecular mechanism dominates in human disease,
and quantify the rate constants that best match the patient data. In order to do so we use
the cell positions given by the histopathological images to reconstruct a virtual brain slice in
silico. We can then run simulations on this specific cellular distribution to determine which set of
parameter values best describe the experimental data. This allows us to determine the relative
importance of cell-autonomous over cell-to-cell triggering processes, given by the ratio of the
cell-autonomous triggering rate and the rate-constant for cell-to-cell triggering k,/k, as well as
the spatial coupling radius o.
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Figure 3: Comparison between real brain data and simulation results. Panels (A)—(O) show
comparisons between real brain data and simulations across different brain regions and the
disease stages defined by Kovacs et al.?%. (A), (F), and (K) display the rolling average aggregate
density from real data, while (B), (G), and (L) show the corresponding simulations using the best
fit parameters. (C), (H), and (M) show the aggregate-per-nucleus (APN) values in both low and
high nucleus density regions, for the patient data (black) and the simulations (blue, mean of 10
simulations, error bar is standard error of the mean). (D), (I), and (N) show the nearest neighbour
distance distributions for the patient data (black histogram), the simulations (blue histogram, from
a single simulation), the analytical expression in the random limit (black line, see Method for
the derivation) and the direct nearest neighbour coupling limit (green line, see Method for the
derivation). (E), (J), and (O) show the radial distribution function for the patient data (black) and
simulations (blue, from a single simulation) with the fully random RDF shown in dashed red. The
patient data are from the temporal cortex at Kovacs stage 3 (A-E), premotor cortex at stage 4
(F-J), and primary motor cortex at stage 6 (K-O). Panels (P) and (Q) show two simulation misfits
to the patient data in (K), with the coupling radius set to 1/8 of the best fit value and the ratio
ks/k, set to 10 times the best fit value in (P), coloured red in (R-S) and the cell-to-cell coupling
switched off while leaving the other parameters unchanged in (Q), coloured purple in (R-S). (R)
compares APN values, (S) compares nearest neighbour distributions, and (T) compares radial
distribution functions between the misfits and data. Scale bar = 2 mm.
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APN histograms, rather than the full 2D images, were used to evaluate the match of simula-
tions to data. This is motivated in part by the intrinsic stochasticity to the aggregation process:
which cell will be triggered, either by cell-autonomous processes or cell-to-cell coupling, is to
some degree a random process. This means that individual realisations of each simulation will
yield slightly different results (Fig.[S7). This reflects the biological situation and similar stochas-
ticity would be observed in the experimental data if it were possible to produce an exact repeat.
In practice this means that simulations are unlikely to match the data cell-for-cell even if the
model fully captured all biological processes taking place. However, higher level features, such
as those described by the NND distribution, the RDF or the APN value for different cell density
regions, are less affected by this stochasticity and therefore better suited for inference. We use
the APN histogram here, but other measures, such as the radial distribution function, can also
be used. The results of using RDF for inference are consistent with those presented here and
are shown in the supplementary information (Fig. [S12).

As shown for the example images in Fig. 3} the best fit simulations match the data not only at
the level of the spatial measures of APN value in high and low density regions, NND distributions
and RDF, but also surprisingly well at the 2D image level, see Fig. 3| B,G and L compared to
Fig.[3|A, F and K. Some discrepancy between the empirical data and the best fit simulations at
the level of the 2D images in Fig. [3| is due to stochasticity, as discussed above. We also rec-
ognize that our model may not capture all the intricacies of the spatial dynamics of aggregation
and cell interaction. However, it can explain the major features of the data well, with the best
fit rate constants being consistent across samples (further details see next section). To put into
perspective the goodness of fit, we show two misfits in Fig. [3| P-T. In Fig. [3P we have forced the
coupling radius to be 100 pm and the rate ratio of cell-to-cell trigger and cell-autonomous trigger
to be 10000 (compared to a best fit value of 800 um and 1000), whereas in Fig. aggregation
is triggered only by the cell-autonomous process and there is no cell-to-cell coupling. The dis-
crepancy between the misfits and the empirical data is clear across all measures, highlighting
that neither can explain the experimentally observed data.

Trends across disease stages and brain regions

In Fig. [4 we summarise the conclusions across stages and brain regions for our dataset, which
includes 11 patients, each with up to 11 brain regions (detailed numbers see Tab.[S1). We show
both the results of a direct, model-free analysis of the data, Fig.4JA-C, and of the model best fits,
Fig. D, E.

We find that the average NND is close to that predicted when there is no coupling between
nearest neighbours, at all disease stages and in all brain regions, see Fig. [ST3JA. Zooming
out to longer length scales reveals evidence for spatial effects. At mm length scales, there is
significant variation in cell density, so the dependence of the APN value on cell density contains
mechanistic information. Fig. 4A and B show the ratio of the APN value in high and low nucleus
density regions, grouped either by stage (A) or by brain region (B). Values above 1 denote that
cells in high nucleus density regions are more prone to aggregate than in low nucleus density
regions. This is the case at all stages from stage 3 onwards and is most pronounced in stages 5
and 6. The same trend is observed for the RDF, see Fig.[ST3B. When grouped by brain region,
most brain regions also display a higher aggregation propensity in denser cell regions, although
errors are larger given the lower number of samples in each group. The STN is an exception,
with APN ratio = 1, which might reflect biological distinctions of interest, or result from its very
small volume and specific cellular conformation. The occipital lobe is the only region with APN
ratio below 1. This may reflect its status as the last region to develop significant tau-pathology
under the Kovacs staging system. Consistent with this hypothesis, we show in our more detailed
analysis below that the small number of aggregated cells present in the OC is not sufficient for
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cell-to-cell coupling effects to be important.

In summary, the model-free analysis shows that aggregated cells in the immediate vicinity of
a cell play little role in determining its aggregation state, yet on 100s of um to mm the density
and fraction aggregated of the surrounding cells has a significant influence. Given the apparent
importance of cell density in determining aggregation propensity, we further investigated the
potential mechanistic origins of this effect. There are two basic scenarios: either cells in dense
regions more vulnerable to aggregate, or the vulnerability of dense regions is simply a result of
the fact that it is easier for cells to couple when they are close together. The ratio of the APN
value of low and high cell density regions at different disease stages can answer this question:
if the effect of high cell density regions were to simply increase the vulnerability of cells, and
there was no cell-to-cell coupling effect, one would expect high cell density regions to be more
aggregated at any fraction aggregated. By contrast, if the effect was due to the easier triggering
of aggregation between closely packed cells, rather than an increased vulnerability in the dense
regions, we would expect the difference in APN value between high and low density cell regions
to become more pronounced the more aggregated the system is. This is because at low fraction
aggregated, cell-to-cell coupling is of lower importance so the differences between low and high
cell density regions would not be as pronounced. By plotting the ratio of the APN value in the low
and high cell density regions against the total fraction of aggregated cells, Fig. [4C, we see that
the experimental data fall into the latter category. There is a noticeable increase in the difference
between low and high cell density regions as more aggregated cells accumulate. In fact, under
low aggregate conditions, there are relatively fewer aggregated cells in high cell density regions,
implying that if there is a vulnerability difference between high and low cell density regions, high
cell density regions are less, rather than more, vulnerable.

These findings support our choice of model for of a spatially uniform vulnerability and a cell-
to-cell coupling determined by cell separation. Using this model to fit the data by matching APN
histograms (See Method Sec. |Parameter inference for fitting details), as outlined in the above
section, we show that indeed the observed patterns can be matched. We thus obtain best fit
values for both the relative importance of cell-autonomous over cell-to-cell triggering processes,
given by the ratio k;/k, (Fig.[S10), as well as the spatial coupling radius o (Fig.[S11],[S12).

The ratio k,/ks is an estimate for the overall fraction aggregated at the point where cell-to-
cell coupling begins to dominate over cell-autonomous trigger, which we refer to as the switch
fraction. As derived in the methods, k,/k is an approximate expression for the switch fraction.
We show a simplified derivation of this quantity in the methods. Fig. &E shows that the
switch fraction across all stages and all brain regions is on the order of 0.001, or 0.1% of cells
aggregated. Fig.[4[C, shows that most brain regions have already exceeded the switch fraction
at the time of measurement, with the exception of the OC, which is the last brain region involved
in the disease progression. STN is a notable outlier in Fig. 4E, due to its early involvement in
disease?®. The resulting extensive cell death®® renders our models, which do not include cell
death, unable to fully explain the patterns. In Fig. [4F we show the simulated accumulation of
aggregated cells over time, from an aggregate free state, to one that has 5% of cells aggregated
(corresponding approximately to the highest levels of aggregation observed in patient data), in
a virtual reconstruction of a typical brain slice. Two phases can be identified, corresponding to
the cell-autonomous phase before the switch fraction is reached, and the cell-to-cell phase after
the switch fraction is reached. Note the much faster rate of increase in the latter parts of the
cell-to-cell phase. We assume constant rates and vulnerability over time for this plot, in reality
ageing effects may be important in particular in determining the time of onset and progression in
the cell-autonomous phase, as discussed as part of the limitations section below.

These findings imply that it is very unlikely that a single cell-autonomous event triggers dis-
ease progression. Instead, they predict that many cell-autonomous aggregation events take
place before cell-to-cell mechanisms become dominant when on the order of 0.1% of cells are
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already aggregated.

The change in dominant mechanism suggests that different therapeutic interventions may be
effective at specific stages of the disease. When the aggregate fraction is below the switch frac-
tion, therapies should target cell-autonomous mechanisms. Once the switch fraction is exceeded
in a brain region, interventions should focus on cell-to-cell coupling mechanisms. Note however
that some interventions, such as reduction of the tau concentration could affect both processes
equally, and that in practice it may be hard to administer therapies early enough to affect the
cell-autonomous phase. Below, we will demonstrate that targeting the wrong mechanism results
in negligible effects on aggregate accumulation.

Our model fits also determine the coupling radius, i.e. the characteristic length scale over
which cells can trigger aggregation on other cells. However, the current dataset does not provide
strong constraints on its value. The coupling radius most consistent with the data is in the range
of several hundred pm to 1 mm (Fig.[S11]and[S12), implying that cell-to-cell coupling extends well
beyond nearest neighbours but still resulting in spatial heterogeneity within a brain region. Note,
that this value was obtained under the assumption of constant vulnerability and a significant
variation in vulnerability could lead to a lower value of the coupling radius. The fact that no
independent quantitative measurement of vulnerability exists however means that we can only
report an effective coupling radius for the assumption of constant vulnerability. By contrast, the
switch fraction is independent of vulnerability, so its value is applicable also in the case of varying
vulnerability.
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Figure 4: Model-free analysis and fitted parameters from all patient data. (A) Box plots
summarizing the ratios in APN values across different nucleus density regions for each stage. (B)
Box plots summarizing the ratios in aggregate-per-nucleus (APN) values across different nucleus
density regions for each brain region. For (A) and (B), the box represents the interquartile range
(IQR), encompassing the middle 50% of the data with edges at the first and third quartiles.
Whiskers extend to 1.5 times the IQR from the quartiles to show the data range, while points
outside these whiskers are plotted as outliers. (C) Correlation between the APN ratio in high-
and low-density regions against the fraction of aggregated cells. The red line represents the
fitted linear curve for the scattered points. Each point is color-coded by brain region, using the
same color scheme as shown in panel (B). (D) Violin plots summarizing the switch fraction for
each stage. (E) Violin plots summarizing the switch fraction across different brain regions (F)
Fraction of aggregated cell over time, from onset (no aggregates) up to the fraction aggregated
seen in stage 6 (~ 5% aggregated). Circles denote simulations based on the cell positions from
the brain slice shown in Fig.[8K. The solid black line is switch fraction, the dotted black line is the
time when the simulated fraction aggregated reaches switch fraction. Blue and red denote times
before and after switch time, respectively.
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Simulating effectiveness of therapeutic strategies

Having determined the rate constants of the individual processes in the preceding section, we
can now use these insights to simulate how aggregated cell distributions may have evolved in
a virtual reconstruction of each brain. Crucially we can also investigate how the distributions
would be affected if a therapeutic intervention to slow a specific process were administered at
different stages of the disease. We illustrate this using the primary motor cortex of a stage 6
patient in Fig. 5. A common initial state, t,, corresponds to 1.8% fraction aggregated or Kovacs
stage 3-4 (Fig [ST]A), from which we start simulations under 3 conditions: with the best fit rate
constants determined from the patient data, Fig.[5)A-D, with the cell-to-cell triggering rate lowered
by 50%, Fig. BE-H, with the cell-autonomous triggering rate lowered by 50%, Fig. [Fl-L, and
with the vulnerability lowered by 50%, Fig. BM-P. The simulations are all run for the amount
of time it takes the unaltered conditions to reach the late stage disease state observed in the
patient data. A clear slowing in the accumulation of aggregated cells is achieved with a 50%
reduction of either the cell-to-cell triggering rate or the vulnerability. By contrast, lowering the
cell-autonomous triggering rate by 50% leaves the progression essentially unchanged. This
highlights that the cell-autonomous triggering rate becomes essentially irrelevant for the overall
rate of progression, and therefore a poor drug target, once a certain fraction of aggregated cells
have formed. It also showcases how modelling and simulation can be used to investigate the
effect of altering different microscopic processes.

Limitations and future directions

There are several potential limitations and areas for optimization in our model. In particular, we
focussed on developing a minimal model that captures the dominant features, thus the current
framework does not explicitly include the effects of cell death, the detailed dynamics of intracellu-
lar aggregate formation and removal, the role of different types and sizes of aggregated species
and the ageing processes. The current model can explain well the aggregated cell patterns seen,
and infer the relative importance of general classes of mechanisms, such as cell-autonomous
and cell-to-cell triggers. However, a detailed time-course and description of disease onset may
require the effects of ageing to be included. Effects of ageing are likely to be reflected as an
increase in the rates or in vulnerability in our model®*7, This would compress the time-course
shown in Fig.[4F at later times and lead to a more sudden increase in the rate of aggregation, still
consistent with late onset and rapid progression of disease. Furthermore, to describe in detalil
the effect of some therapeutic interventions, such as anti-aggregation drugs, a more detailed
model of intracellular aggregate formation will have to be included. To this end, further devel-
opment of the model will incorporate aggregate removal processes and their role in triggering
intracellular aggregation, providing a more detailed link to the molecular-level processes within
cells=®,

In addition to more detailed links to molecular aggregation processes, future extensions of
this work will focus on broadening the applicability of our model to other neurodegenerative
diseases, such as Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s disease. It will be particularly valuable to ex-
plore whether the disease mechanisms highlighted in progressive supranuclear palsy (PSP) are
consistent across other tauopathies and proteinopathies. Such expansions could enhance our
understanding of these complex diseases and inform general therapeutic strategies.
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Figure 5: Simulations on virtual reconstruction of brain region. (A-D) A virtual reconstruction
of cell positions from measurements of brain slices allows us to simulate how the aggregate
distributions may have evolved since the onset of the disease. (E-H) Temporal dynamics of the
simulation based on cell positions from (A) with a 0.5-fold rate of cell-to-cell triggering. (I-L)
Temporal dynamics of the simulation based on cell positions from (A) with a 0.5-fold rate of cell-
autonomous triggering. (M-P) Temporal dynamics of the simulation based on cell positions from
(A) with a 0.5-fold of vulnerability. The same initial state at ¢, is used in all conditions, t; is half
way between t, and Now, t; 71% of the way. Scale bar = 2 mm
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Conclusions

In conclusion, we have developed a framework to derive mechanistic information of human
tauopathy from digital pathology data processed to detect aggregated cell and nuclear posi-
tions. We applied these to tau aggregated cells in post mortem tissue from people with PSP. To
demonstrate the mechanistic information of these measures and allow for more detailed analysis
of patient data, we use a simulation model of cellular aggregation. Although aggregation appears
random at short ranges, a spatial coupling effect is revealed at longer distances, on the order
of millimetres. In particular, there is increased propensity to aggregate in dense cell regions at
the later stages of PSP, consistent with the cell-to-cell triggering mechanism being dependent on
the spatial separation of cells. All these observations are successfully explained by our minimal
model in which an aggregated cell can trigger aggregation in a healthy cell, a process that is
easier the closer cells are closer together. The fact that this approach works and can predict the
aggregated cell patterns observed in human brains is surprising and demonstrates that two sim-
ple microscopic mechanisms underpin the aggregation in PSP. Finally, using the mechanisms
determined from the data, we showcase in simulations how alterations of specific rates would
affect the disease progression. This type of modelling can thus form the basis of prediction of
drug efficacy for novel therapies to treat or prevent neurodegeneration.
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Methods

Image analysis pipeline

We utilised an image analysis pipeline (Fig. to analyze immuno-stained brain images ob-
tained from the Cambridge Brain Bank. We first segmented the grey matter parts of the images,
followed by colour deconvolution to separate signals from different targets, which in our case are
aggregated cells and cell nuclei. We then identified aggregated cells and cell nuclei by thresh-
olding the colour intensity and removed artefacts. The identified aggregated cells and cell nuclei
are characterised by several metrics, such as the size, the eccentricity, and the x,y position in
the 2-dimensional plane. All the details of the feature extraction can be found in the work by
Pansuwan et al.??. The extracted features of the objects are then further processed into nearest
neighbour distance distribution (NNDD) plots and rolling density plots.

Nearest neighbour analysis

To study the spatial arrangement at short distances, we use nearest neighbour distance distribu-
tion (NNDD). This is achieved using the cdist function from Python’s scipy.spatial.distance
package to calculate the distance between every possible pair of points from a lost of the posi-
tions of aggregated cells or nuclei. After calculating all the distances, we sort them for each point
to identify the nearest neighbour distance for each point.

NND distribution for a purely cell-autonomous system

The nearest-neighbour distance (NND) distribution describes the probability of finding the near-
est aggregated cell at a distance r from a reference point, assumed here to be the origin. This
is derived in two parts: (1) the probability of no aggregated cells within a radius r, and (2) the
probability density of finding an aggregated cell in the ring » — r + dr.

Part 1: No Aggregated cells Within Radius » In the cell-autonomous limit, cell aggregation
events are random and independent, following a Poisson distribution. The expected number of
events within a circle of radius r is A = 72D, where D is the overall aggregated cell density. The
probability of finding no aggregated cells within radius r is:

2

P(X = 0 within radius r) = P(X < 1|]A = m?D) occ e ™ P,
Part 2: Aggregated cell in the Ring » — r + dr The probability of finding exactly one aggre-
gated cell in the ring r — r + dr is:
P(X =1linringr — r+dr) = P(X = 1|\ = 2xrDdr) = 2mrDdr,

valid for dr — 0.

Final NND Distribution Combining these, the NND distribution is:
P(NND € [r,r + dr]) = 2rrDe ™ Pdr.

This describes the NND distribution for randomly distributed aggregated cells.
In the opposite limit, when an aggregated cell triggers its direct neighbours and there is
negligible cell-autonomous aggregation, then the brain effectively partitions into fully aggregated
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and non-aggregated regions. The density of aggregated cells in the aggregated regions is simply
the density of all cells, so in this limit the NND distribution is again given by the same functional
form, 27rD.e~™ Pedr, except that the relevant density is that of cells, D, rather than the overall
aggregate density as in the cell-autonomous limit.

Radial distribution function as a mm-length scale spatial measure

The radial distribution function (RDF) describes how density varies with the radial distance r from
a reference particle. It can be defined as

dn,

=< ,
2mrdr

g(r)

where dn, is the number of particles within a ring of radius r, and width dr. We use RDF to char-
acterize the mm-length scale aggregated cell and nucleus distributions. We also compute the
normalized RDF defined as g,,o,m (1) = Z;—'((:; where g,4,(7), and g,..(r) are RDF of aggregated
cells and nuclei, respectively. Unlike the more standard definitions of the RDF, this normalised
RDF achieves a values of 1 at distances where the system is fully aggregated. Moreover, the
normalisation by the RDF of cells also removes contributions to the aggregate spatial patterns
from the non-uniform spatial arrangement of cells. This is crucial to obtain RDFs that are in-
terpretable between different brain slices and images which all display different geometries. To
perform these calculations, we use the Python package rdf2d, which computes the RDF based
on the positions of the aggregated cells or nuclei. This function takes the particle positions
and a distance interval (dr=50 um) to group the distances for analysis, returning two outputs:
g(r), which contains the calculated RDF values, and r (radii), which are the distances at which
the RDF is evaluated. These results are stored in a dictionary, with both the RDF values and
corresponding radii for further analysis or storage.

Intra-brain region analysis

Preparation of rolling-density data To quantify the density variation on a length scale larger
than the cell level but smaller than a full brain region, we first need to smooth the discrete
detection of aggregated cells over space. To compute the local density within a brain slice, we
use a rolling density calculation. We divide the brain slices into regions according to a grid and
calculate the density of the aggregated cells in each 100 um by 100 um region. We select 100
um as the window size to avoid (i) a too large window size that removes relevant spatial features,
and (ii) a too small window size that results in stochastic variation of density. By testing various
window sizes (see Fig.[S14), we established that a window of 100 pm achieves the best fitting
results. Finally, to further smooth the image, we calculate the rolling density. To do so, we
select one grid and average the density values of the 7 by 7 grids area that surrounds it. The
nucleus and aggregated cell densities for each brain slice are all rolling-average pre-processed
and stored for latter usage.

Segmentation based on nucleus density We plot the histogram of the rolling-averaged nu-
cleus densities and then fit the histogram with a Gaussian distribution. We classify the den-
sities into three groups based on the Gaussian distribution: high, medium, and low densities.
The boundaries of each group were chosen based on the fitted Gaussian distribution.The first
boundary was set to be the © — 20, where 1 and o are the mean and standard deviation of the
Gaussian distribution, respectively. The data below the first boundary is ignored to exclude the
background. The second and third boundaries are set to be the mean plus/minus half of the
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standard deviation of the Gaussian distribution. The coarse-grained nucleus regions are then
used as a mask to separate aggregated cells into different nucleus density regions. This allows
us to compare aggregated cell densities in different nucleus density regions, which provides an
additional measure to characterise the aggregated cell distribution.

APN distribution and APN as a function of nucleus density Aggregate-per-nucleus (APN)
value can capture local aggregation percentage without being affected by variations in cell den-
sity. It is calculated by dividing the rolling average density of aggregated cells by that of total cells.
One of the important characteristics of APN value is that it can distinguish cell-autonomous and
non-cell-autonomous mechanisms when there is variation of cell density in the system. For a
cell-autonomous system, no matter how dense the cells are, the aggregated cell number will
always be proportional to the total cell number, since the cell-autonomous mechanism, by def-
inition, is independent of cell-to-cell separation. This gives rise to a homogeneous APN value
even if cell density varies. By contrast, when there is spatial coupling, high-cell-density regions
have larger APN values than low-density regions. Since we can segment the brain slice by the
cell density, the APN value can be computed for different cell densities and used as a guide to
mechanisms.

Pseudo-temporal axis

To understand the temporal evolution of the disease, a temporal dimension for the neuropatho-
logical data is needed. However, due to the variability of individuals, a universal time axis across
all post-mortem data is impossible. Despite such limitations, the well-defined neuropathological
staging system can give us an estimation of the disease progression. It was found that the se-
quential distribution of pathology is associated with the clinical severity in PSP2%, In addition to
this established staging, we also use the fraction of aggregated cells to put different brain regions
and individuals on a common axis of pathological severity.

Model construction

To capture the effect of the cell distribution in each individual, we build a model for protein ag-
gregation in a tissue. Fig. [1| shows the schematics of such a model. Within the cell, in vitro
protein aggregation mechanisms, including primary nucleation, growth and multiplication, gov-
ern the proliferation of protein aggregates. These aggregate formation processes may compete
with removal processes. When the balance shifts to net accumulation of aggregates, or if there
is a significant seeding event, the cell enters a runaway aggregation state®<¢. Based on the de-
tailed mathematical treatment in e.g. Thompson et al.?® we here coarse-grain this into a switch
between a healthy and a runaway aggregation state. Between cells, spatial coupling factors,
such as seed transfer or inflammation, allow cells in the runaway aggregation state to exert an
aggregation pressure on other cells to also switch from the healthy to the runaway aggregation
state. In this aspect our model closely mirrors the Susceptible-Infected-Recovered (SIR) mod-
els of epidemiology=#0, although we do not include a Recovered state and the probability of
“infection” is dependent on the spatial separation, which is fixed. Furthermore, we can assign
different vulnerabilities to cells, reflecting the fact that different cell types are present and that
each cell may have a different level of resistance against protein aggregation. The following are
the detailed explanation of each mechanism we consider.

Triggering Triggering is the switching of a cell from the healthy state to the runaway aggrega-
tion state. This switch may for example occur when aggregate production outweighs removal<®,
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or in the case when removal processes are negligible, when the first self-replicating aggregate
appears either by nucleation or seeding>4!. Our model is agnostic to the type of trigger and
includes it as a stochastic process.

Spatial coupling factors There is ample experimental evidence that pathology and, at least
in model systems, also aggregated species can be transferred from one cell to another, for
example along axonal connections, but potentially also through extracellular space“#43. In order
to model this potential of cells in the runaway aggregating state to trigger healthy cells in a
general manner, we define an aggregation pressure. This is used to compute the probability
to trigger a healthy cell and depends on the relative positions of the cells involved. Between
brain regions, information on the connectivity exists, but on the length scales studied in this
work, a determination of the connectivity of each individual cell is far out of reach of current
experimental techniques. Thus, we define an aggregation pressure that depends only on the
spatial separation of two cells. The overall aggregation pressure on a given healthy cell is then
computed by considering the aggregation pressures of all aggregated cells in its vicinity.

For the majority of this work, we assume an aggregation pressure that is Gaussian in the
distance between the aggregated and the healthy cell. The aggregation pressure on a cell 7 in

d

each time step At is then defined as p, = 1 — e, where \; = ﬁksAtEje‘ﬁxj is the average
aggregation events per time step At, where o is the Gaussian diffusion radius, d;; is the pairwise
distance between cell i and j, x; is the value quantifying whether cell j is aggregated (z; = 1) or
not (x; = 0), and k; is the rate of cell-to-cell triggering. To ensure our conclusions are general,
we also show that changing the functional form of this effect does not change our conclusions,
see |Modelling cell-level aggregate formation

Selective vulnerability Our model also incorporates the selective vulnerability of each cell.
Though the definition of selective vulnerability varies in different contexts*#, here we define the
selective vulnerability as the cell’s ability to resist the switch to a runaway aggregation state, by
both cell-autonomous or external triggers (Fig. [1JA). Mathematically, we define the vulnerability
constant v; as a value between 0 and 1 for each cell i, which simply multiplies the probability of
triggering to produce an updated probability that takes into account the vulnerability. In future, it
may be possible to estimate the values of v;, for example through spatial transcriptomics coupled
with a detailed understanding of which genes are govern vulnerability. As such data are however
not yet available, in our model, we consider a number of different v; distributions, such as v; =
const. or v; = U(0, 1), where U(0, 1) is the uniform distribution between 0 and 1.

Simulation parameters

The simulation parameters for Fig. [2, [S8] & [S9] are as follows. We simulate a box containing
10,002 cells. The code generates a random spatial distribution of cells while controlling the
average cell-to-cell distance, which is set to 27.3 um, a value chosen based on measurements
from the data. A higher density (or smaller average distances) is imposed in the middle third of
the y-axis range, with an average cell-to-cell distance 0.8 times shorter than in the other sections.
The x-coordinates are randomly and uniformly distributed across the entire x-axis range while
the y-coordinates are adjusted randomly within each density band.

Mechanistic parameters are chosen to represent different spatial coupling conditions. For
no spatial coupling, ks/k, = 0.001 is used. For short-range and long-range spatial coupling,
ks/k, = 10000 is applied with ¢ = 40 um for short-range coupling and 400 pm for long-range
coupling. Periodic boundary conditions are assumed for the simulation.
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Parameter inference

Our computational model not only identifies the dominant molecular mechanisms but also allows
us to quantify their rate constants using simulation based inference. To do so, we reconstruct
a virtual brain slice in silico based on the cell positions from a histopathological image and
then compare simulations on this cell arrangement with experimental data using various spatial
measures from the data and the simulation. The unknown parameters to be determined are
the rate of cell-autonomous triggering (k,), rate of cell-to-cell triggering (k) and the cell-to-cell
coupling radius (o).

Because our data is an endpoint measure rather than a time-course, we can only determine
the ratio of rate constants, not their absolute values. We are thus left with parameters &, /k, and
o to be fit. To perform the fits, we run simulations with a combination of parameters {k;/k, €
[0.001,0.001,0.01, 0.1, 1, 10, 100, 1000, 10000, 100000]} ® {o (um) € [50, 100,200,400, 600, 800]}. At
each set of parameters we perform 10 repeats of the simulation, to account for stochasticity. To
find the best fit of k,/k,, we compare the histogram of APN values (all the histograms discussed
are normalised to 1) from the data and the simulation. We define the error of each repeat of the
parameter set as the mean of bin-by-bin squared difference between the APN histogram of this
repeat and the data. We then compute the mean error across 10 repeats. The two-dimensional
plots of the mean error across different {k,/k,} ® {c} are shown in Fig.[S10] Additionally, we
used the nearest neighbour distribution to establish a lower bound for the spatial coupling radius
o (Fig.[ST1).

Although other readouts can be compared, such as RDF (see Fig. [S12), we select APN
histogram and nearest neighbour distribution as our readouts for fitting because of their richness
in mechanistic information.

Given the lack of independent data on vulnerability to aggregation, we assume a constant
vulnerability in this analysis. However, the vulnerability and cell-to-cell coupling radius are cou-
pled, leading to some uncertainty in the coupling radius due to the uncertainty in vulnerability.
More specifically, a system with strongly varying vulnerability and a short coupling radius and a
system with a weakly varying vulnerability and a large coupling radius give rise to similar pat-
terns of aggregation, see Fig.[S9 The assumption of a constant vulnerability for all cells thus
produces an upper bound estimate for the coupling distance.

Derivation of the switch fraction

Let f(¢) be the fraction of aggregated cells. The rate at which f(¢) is increased due to cell
autonomous processes is simply proportional to the fraction of unaggregated cells, thus

df (t)
— = k(1 — f(1)). 1
dt cell-aut ( f( )) ( )
The contribution from cell-to-cell triggering is significantly more complex as it depends on the
specific patterns of aggregated cells. However, for a spatially uniform system it can be assumed

to be proportional to both the fraction of aggregated cells and the fraction of unaggregated cells,

giving
@) — kS (O(1— £(1)). @)

dt  cell-to-cell
Note the similarity here to the auto-catalytic amplification term in a Fisher-KPP equation, as used
in'%, The two rates are equal at the switch fraction f(¢) = f, thus k,f, = k, giving an estimate for
the switch fraction simply as the ratio of the rate constants as quoted in the main text.
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Supplementary Material

Inter-brain-level analysis of PSP brains

The APN value per brain region is calculated for each patient, categorised by Kovacs stages®*.
The relative aggregate amounts in different regions are approximately maintained across stages
(Fig.[STA). A logarithmic plot of the APN value (Fig. B-M) reveals consistent increase across
brain regions. However, the real temporal interval between stages has not yet been determined.
It is known that gliosis may lead to the increase of cell density with the progression of neurode-
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Figure S1: Inter-brain-level analysis reveals aggregated cells increase with stage. (A) The
fraction aggregated per brain region in different disease stages. The red line is the switch fraction
calculated from k,/k, = 1000 (B-M) Fraction aggregated over staged for different brain regions.
p represents the Pearson correlation coefficient.

generative diseases*®. We observed similar trends of cell density increase with disease stage
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PatientID | Sex | Stage Brain regions
1 Male 2 FC,0C,CBM,S1,M1,PMC,PC,TC,ACC,STN,GP,STR
2 Female 2 FC,0C,CBM,S1,PMC,PC,TC,ACC,STN,GP,STR
3 Male 3 FC,0C,CBM,S1,M1,PMC,PC,STN,GP,STR
4 Female 3 FC,0C,CBM,S1,M1,PMC,PC,TC,ACC,STN,GP,STR
5 Male 4 FC,0C,CBM,S1,M1,PMC,PC,TC,ACC,STN,GP,STR
6 Male 4 FC,0C,CBM,S1,M1,PMC,PC,TC,ACC,STN,STR
7 Female 5 FC,CBM,S1,M1,PMC,PC,ACC,STN,GP,STR
8 Female 5 FC,0C,CBM,S1,M1,PMC,PC,TC,ACC,STN,GP,STR
9 Male 5 OC,CBM,S1,M1,PMC,PC,ACC
10 Male 6 FC,0C,CBM,S1,M1,PMC,PC,TC,ACC,STN,GP,STR
11 Female 6 FC,0C,CBM,S1,PMC,TC,ACC,STN,GP,STR

Table S1: Summary of patient information.

FC Frontal cortex

OC Occipital cortex
CBM Cerebellum

S1 Primary somatosensory cortex
M1 Primary motor cortex
PMC Premotor cortex

PC Parietal cortex

TC Temporal cortex

ACC Anterior cingulate cortex
STN Substantia nigra

GP Globus pallidus

STR Striatum

PSP | Progressive supranuclear palsy
AD Alzheimer’s disease

NFT Neurofibrillary tangle

CB Coiled body

TA Tufted astrocyte

Table S2: List of abbreviations.

in our data. The mean cell densities increase from ~ 1000/mm? to ~ 1400 /mm?, a 1.4-fold in-
crease, from stage 2 to stage 6 (Fig.[S2). This increase fold also matched the value in AD (about
1.2 fold increase)“>. Per-brain-region analysis also shows there is a correlation between nucleus
density and stage in most brain regions (PMC, S1, OC, STR, M1, ACC, PC), while other brain
regions (STN, GP, CMB) show no correlation or negative correlation (Fig. [S2). Investigation of
the effect on different cell-types shows that it is predominantly oligodendrocytes that contribute to
the growth of the aggregated cell percentage, whereas neuronal and astroglial aggregates show
only a mild increase with stage (Fig.[S3A-L). This finding suggests that it is oligodendroglial cells
that shape the overall evolution of pathology in the disease, which is also consistent with the
recent genome wide study“®.
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Figure S2: Densities of cell with stage in different brain regions. (A) The fraction aggregated
per brain region in different disease stages. The box represents the interquartile range (IQR),
encompassing the middle 50% of the data with edges at the first and third quartiles. Whiskers
extend to 1.5 times the IQR from the quartiles to show the data range, while points outside these
whiskers are plotted as outliers. (B-M) Nucleus density over stage of different brain regions. p
represents the Pearson correlation coefficient.
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Figure S3: APN values for different cell types across disease stages Coiled Bodies (CBs),
which form in oligodendrocytes, are shown in blue, Tufted Astrocytes (TAs), which form in astro-
cytes, are shown in red and Neurofibrillary Tangles (NFTs) which form in neurons are shown in
green.
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Figure S4: Image analysis pipeline of brain slices. (A) The region of grey matter is segmented
(Scale bar = 5 mm). (B) Thresholding and shape classifiers are applied to identify aggregates
and nuclei (Scale bar = 50um). (C) Features of aggregated cells and nuclei, such as size and
the spatial locations, are extracted. (D) Finally, a feature-tailored image can be reconstructed
(Scale bar = 5 mm). (E & F) Aggregated cell/nucleus features can be further analysed: nearest
neighbour distance distribution and rolling density plots can characterize aggregated cell/nucleus
patterns on different length scales.
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Figure S5: NND distribution within and across different aggregated cell subtypes. The
theoretical average NNDD is plotted against the value determined for each brain slice. The
theoretical average NNDD for A-C is calculated assuming a random distribution of that particular
aggregated cell subtype. The theoretical average NNDD for D-l is calculated assuming a random
distribution of the latter aggregated cell subtype. For example, the NFT-CB cross-type NNDD
uses the theoretical random distribution of CB.
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Figure S6: Correlation between APN values and nucleus density with disease stage. (A-E)
APN plots for example brain images from Kovacs stage 2 (A), stage 3 (B), stage 4 (C), stage 5
(D) and stage 6 (E). Scale bar = 2 mm. (F-J) Corresponding nucleus density regions of (A-E).
High density region: yellow; moderate density region:green; low density region: cyan. (K-O)
Pixel-wise correlation plots between (A-E) and (F-J) and their corresponding histograms in two
axes. Different colours show different nucleus density regions.
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Figure S7: Comparison of repeats of an example simulation. Each row represents one
realization of the simulation with the same parameter set. Each row contains the following: 2D
patterns of the aggregated cell rolling-average density (far left), APN values in different density
regions (middle left), NND distributions (middle right), and RDF (far right).
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Figure S8: Simulation of aggregation dynamics with exponential decay spatial coupling
dependence The simulation conditions are the same as in Fig. [2] except that the spatial coupling
has distance dependence has been changed to =% . Thus the spatial coupling strength at a
distance of 0 matches between the normal distribution used in the main text, see e.g. Fig.[2) and
the exponential decay used here. Scale bar on panels i-iii: 500 um. The simulation parameters
for this figure are provided in Sec. (Simulation parameters,

37


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.14.24318991
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.14.24318991; this version posted December 20, 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-ND 4.0 International license .

No spatial coupling —— Short range spatial coupling —— —— Longrange spatial coupling ——
— v NND 1 t v NND v NND
0.05 1 O 0.05 SAVRIEE 0.05
- Ea .
Z0.04 2 0.04 2| 3004
g . - g s | g
S 0.03 i g 0.03 2 0.03
| = & " &
e | 2002 w | £oo2 D, .| 2o
0.01 . 0.01 | . et 0.01
0.00 "’ 0.00 Ly- = e 0.00
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 - 0 100 200 300
pm pm um
v ji i \ [
0.05 2 0.05 . 0.05
2004 P - >0.04 - X Y | 2004
g ey * e i P Rhor | 2
$ 0.03 : $ 0.03 et = | 3003
g g g e | §
2002 4 | Eoo 4 Sl | Boo
001 _*» 0.01 g Gt 001
0.00 ¥ 0.00 PRI 0.00
0 100 200 300 100 200 300 - 0 100 200 300
um um um
— Vi iii vi vi
3 0.05 F3; # 0.05 3 ;_ 0.05
A% | > 004 & x 2 0.04 3 2 0.04
| - < §
g0.03 S 0.03 5003
X g 8 | 2002
& 0.02 3 ', i & 0.02 | £ O
g | 001 m“‘ 0.01 0,01
0.00 ~ 0.00 0.00
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300
um um um
vil RDF Vil Fraction agg. vii RDF viii  Fraction agg. vii RDF viii  Fraction agg.
100 o 1% 04 s 04 100 o Lo%
R o asw
_ 19.1% 903 ns 203 _ 19.0% 2
= El —— El = e —— E
S 3 3 < 3
P E ns LI E10 >
e P 0.1 0.1 A A rn A st
——— s
10?2 0. 10?2 0.0
] 500 1000 low high low high [ 500 1000 low high
 (um) Nucleus density Nucleus density  (um) Nucleus density
No spatial coupling —— —— Short range spatial coupling —— ——— Long range spatial coupling ——
v NND I v NND v NND
0.05 t‘] . 0.05 0.05
20.04 % 2 0.04 > 0.04
‘1 §o03 »* 8 0.03 g 0.03
& 0.02 £ 0.02 £ 0.02
0.01 e e 0.01 0.01
0.00 RS 0.00 L 0.00
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300
pm um pm
v ii v v
0.05 t2 - "‘ 0.05 0.05
G| Zoo4 } 2 0.04 2 0.04
.| 2 .| g g
S 003 " £ 003 3 003
| g 2 e
20.02 : 20.02 £o02
0.01 % % 0.01 0.01
0.00 . - 0.00 0.00
0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300 0 100 200 300
um um um
— Vi 1L Vi vi
0.05 0.05 0.05
2 0.04 2 0.04 2 0.04
g 2
2 0.03 2 0.03 2 0.03
B 2
2002 £o.02 £0.02
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 " 0.00
o 100 200 300 o 100 200 300 o 100 200 300
um um Hm
vil RDF VIl Fraction agg. vii RDF Vil Fraction agg. vii RDF viii  Fraction agg.
100 o 20% 0.4 ns lO“i o 18% 04 e 10° o 1.8% 0.4 -
48% ns ., 4.6% o 45%
_ wa | go3{ — - = | 943 - e T e —
c 3 = - 3 < 3
s1071 Zo02{ " o E 101 "\ 202 —=— 51071 Zo2 —
o 3 g & ] g S e, g
le- Al 01 \} ] 01 M‘ 01
'ag)
102 0.0 1072 0.0 102 0.0
0 500 1000 low high 0 500 1000 low high 0 500 1000 low high
r (um) Nucleus density r (um) Nucleus density r (um) Nucleus density

Figure S9: Simulation of aggregation dynamics for Bernoulli and uniform distributions of
vulnerability. The simulation conditions are the same as in Fig. [2]except for vulnerability values.
(A-C) There are two groups of cells with distinct vulnerability values: one group with a value
of 0.1, comprising 95% of the population, and another group with a value of 1, comprising 5%
of the population. (D-E) the vulnerability distribution is uniform on [0, 1], U(0,1). Scale bar on
panels i-iii: 500 pm. The simulation parameters for this figure are provided in Sec.

parameters,
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Figure S10: Parameter inference through APN histograms. Each panel shows the two-
dimensional plots of the mean error across different parameter sets (see |Parameter inference
for the definition of error). The figure shows the analysis of 20 brain slices arranged in 5 stages,
each with 4 panels per stage. Each column represents a distinct brain region: from left to right
PMC, M1, PC, and S1.
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Figure S11: Inference through NNDD. Each panel shows the two-dimensional plots of the mean
error across different parameter sets (see |Parameter inference for the definition of error). The
figure shows the analysis of 20 brain slices arranged in 5 stages, each with 4 panels per stage
(corresponding to the same brain slices as in Fig.[S10). Each column represents a distinct brain
region: from left to right PMC, M1, PC, and S1.
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Figure S12: Inference through RDF. Each panel shows the two-dimensional plots of the mean
error across different parameter sets (see |Parameter inference for the definition of error). The
figure shows the analysis of 20 brain slices arranged in 5 stages, each with 4 panels per stage
(corresponding to the same brain slices as in Fig.[S10). Each column represents a distinct brain
region: from left to right PMC, M1, PC, and S1.
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Figure S13: More model-free analysis from the patient data. (A) Average aggregate nearest
neighbour distance determined in patient data, compared to that of a random distribution (R? =
0.99). The red curve represents the scenario where the measured values match the theoretical
values. (B) Box plots showing the ratio between average value of the radial distribution function
up to a distance of 1 mm and the average value of hypothetical radial distribution function up to a
distance of 1 mm when aggregated cells are randomly distributed, grouped by stage. Values of
the average RDF above 1 denote an increased clustering of aggregated cells within clusters of
approximately 1 mm. This can be observed at all stages from stage 3 onward. In earlier stages,
the number of aggregated cells is too low to draw clear conclusions. The box represents the
interquartile range (IQR), encompassing the middle 50% of the data with edges at the first and
third quartiles. Whiskers extend to 1.5 times the IQR from the quartiles to show the data range,
while points outside these whiskers are plotted as outliers.
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Figure S14: Comparison of different sizes of rolling density window (A)-(C) Varying rolling
density window size from 10 pm to 200 um from three example brain slices. In each panel,
the top sub-panels show images of different window sizes. The bottom sub-panels shows the
two-dimensional plots of the mean error across different parameter sets (see for the
definition of error. Scale bar =2 mm. 43
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