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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: In older adults, elevated pulse pressure predicts cognitive decline,
irrespective of overall blood pressure. It is proposed to compromise cerebrovascular
integrity, potentially leading to brain damage, though the underlying mechanisms remain
unclear. We hypothesized that pulse pressure affects cognition by disrupting white matter
microstructure, and that it does so independently of other cardiovascular risk factors.

METHODS: Indices of pulse pressure, overall blood pressure and heart rate variability were
estimated in a cross-sectional population-based cohort (n=708, aged 18-88 years). An
indicator of white matter microstructure was derived from diffusion-weighted imaging, termed
the “peak width of skeletonised mean diffusivity” (PSMD). Cognitive function was assessed
using measures of processing speed.

RESULTS: In robust multiple linear regressions, pulse pressure significantly predicted
PSMD. We also found that PSMD significantly predicted processing speed. Thus higher
pulse pressure was associated with greater white matter disruption, and greater white matter
disruption was associated with slower processing abilities. This motivated testing whether
PSMD mediates the effects of pulse pressure on processing speed. We tested this using a
number of structural equation models. PSMD significantly and substantially mediated the
effect of pulse pressure on processing speed, over and above age and other cardiovascular
factors. We then expanded the model to show that vascular-related changes in processing
speed in turn drive changes in higher cognitive functions.

CONCLUSIONS: High pulse pressure disrupts microstructural integrity of white matter in the
brain, leading to slower processing speed. We propose that better manament of pulse
pressure could help to preserve white matter integrity and reduce cognitive decline in later
life.
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INTRODUCTION

With increasing, arteries lose elasticity and stiffen, resulting in an elevation of pulse
pressure, the difference between systolic and diastolic blood pressure. The increased pulse
pressure penetrates deeper into the cerebral microcirculation, where it is hypothesized to
induce microvascular damage. This intitates a cascade of events®, including impaired
cerebral blood flow and subsequent hypoxia. White matter is particularly vulnerable to
hypoxia?, because arterioles are widely spaced, narrow and long, making them less able to
maintain perfusion than grey matter*®. Hypoxia also impairs the ability of astrocytes and
oligodendrocytes to repair white matter myelin. White matter ageing is associated with
demyelination and cell death, and can progress to macrostructural changes. Such changes
are detectable as the lesions and hyperintensities on magnetic resonance imaging scans,
which are in turn associated with cognitive impairment, including but not limited to vascular
dementia. Recent studies have associated the early and subtle changes in white matter
microstructure with higher pulse pressure in middle and old age’™°. This raises the
hypothesis that white matter microstructure may mediate specifically the relationship
between pulse pressure and cognition, independently of other cardiovascular factors™.

Various measures of white matter microstructure can be derived from diffusion-weighted
imaging (DWI), such as tensor-derived measures of mean diffusivity (MD) and fractional
anisotropy (FA). DWI is based on the movement of water, where healthy tissues with rigid
structures restrain water flow more than ageing tissues, in which axonal integrity degrades
and perivascular spaces widen. DWI studies commonly average across white matter voxels
globally, or within a tract of interest, to produce central tendency statistics, such as MD and
FA. However, such averaging sacrifices sensitivity to tissue heterogeneity. An individual with
a wide range of diffusion values across white matter voxels is more likely to have regions of
focal damage, eg hyperintensities, somewhere in their brain, even if their mean MD/FA
differs little from others.

An alternative approach in the face of heterogeneity is to quantify the ‘peak width’
distribution of skeletonised mean diffusivity (PSMD)*. PSMD represents the spread across
the 90% voxels within the 5™ and 95™ percentiles of the distribution*?. PSMD has been found
to increase non-monotonically with age: slowly in young adulthood, and then accelerating
after around 60 years of age™®. This age profile suggests that PSMD may be an early marker
of individual variations in ageing**°. Furthermore, PSMD associates more strongly with
markers of ischemic than neurodegenerative processes'**® and is higher in individuals with
cerebrovascular disease than healthy controls™, suggesting that it might be sensitive to
cerebrovascular factors like pulse pressure. However, though PSMD has been associated
with clinical status in diabetes, hypertension and smoking, it has not been related it to sub-
clinical and continuous measures of vascular health — including pulse pressure — in healthy
ageing'”2. It is important to understand what drives the increase in PSMD with age; and
whether it is a mediating factor that links systemic vascular factors to cognitive ageing™.

There are strong empirical links between white matter health and cognition®. PSMD
outperforms established markers of white matter injury in predicting cognitive
performance’®'®#?2 The cognitive domain that relates to PSMD most consistently is
processing speed*??%* as measured by a variety of speeded tasks. This may be because
PSMD assesses microstructural integrity in the main white matter tracts, which contribute to
the speed of information transmission across the brain. Processing speed is one of the first
cognitive domains to decline with age, and it is thought to be the foundation for age-related
differences in other cognitive domains®>?’. Evidence for this comes from a previous study in
the Cam-CAN cohort, which proposed and then tested a hierarchical “watershed” model®.
This showed that individual differences in white matter predicted “downstream” differences in
processing speed, which in turn predicted a substantial amount of variance in fluid
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intelligence®. Fluid intelligence is a crucial ability that underlies many cognitive tests, and
declines steeply with age. Moreover, its relationship with elevated pulse pressure
strenghtens over the adult lifespan, independently of overall blood pressure and heart rate
variability™*. These findings further support the hypothesis that that the white matter integrity
mediates the relationship between pulse pressure and cognition, particularly processing
speed and fluid intelligence.

Here, we tested whether the effects of pulse pressure on cognition are mediated by PSMD.
We used data from a large-scale, lifespan population-based cohort of healthy adults. Our
primary hypothesis was that the relationship between pulse pressure and processing speed
is mediated by PSMD, even after accounting for other key indicators of vascular health like
global blood pressure levels and heart rate variability. Secondary hypotheses included that
the mediation effect (i) increased with age and (ii) have consequences for fluid intelligence
too. To test these hypotheses, we used three latent vascular factors, predominantly
expressing: pulse pressure, steady state blood pressure and heart rate variability*. This
latent approach provides better estimates estimates of the underlying vascular constructs
than individual measurements alone, offering a more robust test of our hypotheses®*~*?, We
related these to white matter microstructure and cognition in a three-step process of: 1)
developing linear and mediation models; 2) repeating the models over age sub-groups; 3)
and expanding the models from processing speed to higher cognitive function.

METHODS

Participants

We studied participants in the population-based Cam-CAN cohort, which has deeply
phentotyped data on approximately 700 adults, aged 18-88 years®***, Figure 1 illustrates the
analytical approach. The methods were conducted in accordance with guidelines approved
by Cambridgeshire 2 (now East of England—Cambridge Central) Research Ethics
Committee (reference: 10/H0308/50), who approved all experimental protocols. All
participants gave full, informed, written consent. Participants were recruited from Cambridge
City GP surgeriess, randomly to help maximise population representativeness of the cohort.
The detailed recruitment pathway is outlined elsewhere®. Particpants were cognitively
healthy and free from a history of dementia, referral for dementia assessment or memory
complaints, with Mini-Mental State Examination >24/30°°, and revised Addenbrokes
Cognitive Examination score >82/100. Education was reported across four categories of:
none, GCSE or O-Level, A-Level, Degree (College or University).
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Figure 1. A schematic representation of the main stages in the data processing and analysis pipeline,
to investigate whether PSMD, an indicator of white matter disruption, mediated the relationship
between pulse pressure (systolic — diastolic) and cognitive decline, in the Cam-CAN dataset (n < 708).
For simplicity, the schematic does not show the quadratic latent vascular factors. Abbreviations:
Blood, blood pressure (systolic + diastolic); BMI, body mass index; ECG, electrocardiogram; FA,
fractional anisotropy, Heart R, heart rate; HRV HF, heart rate variability high frequency; HRV LF,
heart rate variability low frequency; MD, mean diffusivity; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean
diffusivity; PP, pulse pressure (systolic — diastolic); SSBP, steady state blood pressure. Symbols: ,
mean; o, standard deviation
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Cardiovascular Measures and Latent Vascular Factors

Observations were recorded for body mass index, heart rate, heart rate variability at low and
high frequencies, and systolic and diastolic blood pressures. Medication status (binary
on/off) was reported for drugs with cardiovascular relevance, across four categories: [1] anti-
hypertensives; [2] beta blockers; [3] other diuretics; [4] dyslipidemics. Full details of these
observations are available elsewhere®.

The vascular observations were processed following our previous methodology™®, as
summarised in Figure 1. In brief, the three repeated observations of systolic and diastolic
blood pressures were used to calculate three iterations of steady state blood pressure
(systolic + diastolic), and pulse pressure (systolic — diastolic). These three observations were
condensed into a single latent variable, as were three observations of mean heart rate (pulse
rate). The resulting variables were modelled, alongside body mass index and heart rate
variability at low and high frequencies. These six vascular observations formed three latent
vascular factors using Exploratory Factor Analysis. Steady state blood pressure loaded
strongly onto the first latent factor, with a small contribution from body mass index. Pulse
pressure loaded strongly onto the second latent factor, with a small negative contribution
from mean heart rate. The measures of heart rate variability in both high and low frequencies
loaded similarly onto the third latent factor. Each latent factor is referred to subsequently by
the variable name with most prominent loading. The pulse pressure factor was the focus of
the present theory-driven analysis, but to explore whether pulse pressure acts independently
to other vascular signals, the factor scores for all three latent vascular factors were extracted
and input to the statistical models outlined below. Sensitivity analysis examined whether the
results remained consistent when using observed measures of pulse pressure instead of
latent vascular factors,

Behavioural Tasks and Cognitive Measures

Assessments of crystallized and fluid intelligence were also outlined previously™®. In brief, six
observed measures were condensed into two latent variables, representing crystallized and
fluid intelligence (n=678). The difference between these latent cognitive factors was
calculated to give the “ability discrepancy” score®. The ability discrepancy was based on
three assumptions: (1) fluid and crystallized intelligence measurents are age-invariant, (2)
the two are highly correlated in youth, and (3) crystallized measures remains stable with age;
as previously motivated™*.

Processing speed was captured through response times in “simple” and “choice” tasks. In
both tasks, the outcome measure was the time between presentation of a visual cue and
pressing a button with a finger of the right hand. In the simple task, there was only one type
of cue, to which participants responded with their index finger only. In the choice task,
different cues indicated which of four fingers to use. Full details are in **. The mean and
standard deviation of response times were calculated across the 40-60 trials with correct
responses. Both reaction time tasks (in milliseconds) were positively skewed, therefore were
log-transformed to better align with Gaussian distributions. The sign of the transformed
scores was then flipped, such that higher scores represented faster responses, consistent
with previous approaches®”®. Finally, speed scores were standardised (Z-scored), and
condensed into a single latent variable representing processing speed, using the “cfa”
function in the lavaan package®. Missing data (simple task, N=1; choice task, N=1) were
imputed using Full Information Maximum Likelihood, in cases where data were recoded for
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at least two observed variables, producing latent factor scores for n = 664. Factor score
estimates for the latent variable were extracted for further analyses, below.

Diffusion Tensor Imaging and White Matter Microstructure Measures

Pre-processing of the MRI data used the SPM12 software (Wellcome Department of Imaging
Neuroscience; https://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm), release 4537, implemented in the
Automatic Analysis pipeline, release 4.2%**. In brief, 1mm isotropic T1- and T2-weighted
images were bias-corrected for inhomogeneity of the magentic field, segmented, and warped
to match a gray matter template created from the whole CamCAN sample using SPM’s
DARTEL toolbox. This template was subsequently affine transformed to standard MNI
space. Details of the MR sequences are available here: https://camcan-archive.mrc-
cbu.cam.ac.uk/dataaccess/pdfs/CAMCAN700 MR_params.pdf, and an XML summary of AA
preprocessing is available here: https://camcan-archive.mrc-
cbu.cam.ac.uk/dataaccess/ImagingScripts/mri_aa_release004 roistreams vl _tasklist.xml.

The 2mm isotropic diffusion weighted imaging (DWI) were processed with a common
pipeline that has been described in detail elsewhere®’. In brief, DWI data were pre-
processed including correction for noise and Gibbs ringing using DIPY tools
(https://dipy.ora/), eddy current distortions, and head movement using eddy in FSL
(https://fsl.fmrib.ox.ac.uk/fsl/fslwiki/). After these pre-processing steps, six datasets were
excluded from further analysis: two due to corrupted DWI, resembling ‘salt and pepper’, and
four due to excessive motion artefacts. Correction for BO field inhomogeneities was not
applied because reverse phase-encode direction data was not available. DTI fitting was
performed by excluding the b=2000 s/mm? data, using weighted linear least squares fitting in
FSL, and mean diffusivity (MD) and fractional anisotropy (FA) maps were generated.

The FA and MD maps were used to calculate the global peak width of skeletonised mean
diffusivity (PSMD), following previous work™, shown in Figure 2. In brief, all participant’s FA
maps were skeletonized, using the standard Tract-Based Spatial Statistics procedure, in
FSL*. This created a group-specific mean FA template and a white matter skeleton. Each
participant's FA map was normalised to the group-specific FA template and projected onto
the skeleton template (Figure 2, top row). The transformation and projection parameters
were then applied to the participant’'s MD map using tbss_non_FA script, creating a
corresponding skeleton of MD values in group-specific space (Figure 2, bottom row). To
avoid contamination of the MD skeleton by partial volume effects, particularly from
cerebrospinal fluid, the MD skeleton was masked using the group-specific mean FA
skeleton, thresholded above an FA value of 0.3. This tends to restrict voxels to cortical
regions and exclude voxels close to ventricles, as advised?. In the resulting masked MD
skeleton, the value of each voxel represents an MD value. A greater spread of MD values
indicates global white matter breakdown.

For each participant, the distribution of their MD values, across voxels within the masked
skeleton, were plotted as a histogram (Figure 2). The difference between the 95th and 5th
percentiles of the MD value was calculated (and divided by 1x10° to convert to mm?/s, as in
previous studies). A low PSMD value indicates greater uniformity in MD values throughout
the white mater. A higher value indicates greater heterogeneity, assumed to reflect diffuse
disruption across one or more white matter tracts. To understand how the calculated PSMD
values corresponded to the input MD maps, we visualised the calculation process for three
example participants (Figure 3).
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DW!I is sensitive to head motion, which creates artefacts that reduce diffusion estimates and
tend to increase with age. To account for this, stripe index was used to estimate head motion
effects and included as a covariate in subsequent analyses®.
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Figure 2. An illustration of the main steps in the procedure to calculate the peak width of skeletonised
mean diffusivity (PSMD). The diffusion tensor imaging metrics of fractional anisotropy (FA) and mean
diffusivity (MD) values (mm?/s) were normalised to MNI space. Normalised FA values were then
projected onto a skeleton template. The skeletonization projection parameters were next applied to
the normalised MD values. The skeletonized and masked MD values were input to histogram analysis
(right). The difference between the 5™ and 95" percentiles (red dashed lines) was calculated, to give
PSMD. Higher PSMD indicates greater heterogeneity in white matter integrity, potentially indiciating
diffuse white matter damage.
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Figure 3. An illustration of the main steps in calculating of the peak width of skeletonised mean
diffusivity (PSMD) for three example participants: a young adult in early twenties, a middle-aged adult
in their late fifties, and an old adult in their late eighties. The mean diffusivity images (left), here
normalised to standard space, are coloured red to yellow indicating low to high mean diffusivity values
(mmzls). High diffusivity is shown in yellow. In the skeletonized images (middle), a greater range of
colours within an image suggests a greater range of mean diffusivity values. The distribution and
density of mean diffusivity values were plotted on histograms (right). The difference between the 5"
and 95 percentiles (red dashed lines) was used to calculate PSMD. Higher PSMD indicates non-
uniform white matter integrity. Here, PSMD values were lowest in the youngest participant and
highest in the oldest participant.

Analytical Integration of Vascular, White Matter and Cognitive Measures

Pairwise relationships between vascular, cerebral and cognitive measures were examined
using Pearson’s product-moment correlation coefficients. Since pulse pressure appeared to
have a quadratic relationship with PSMD (Error! Reference source not found.), latent
vascular factors were additionally considered in their quadratic forms in the subsequent
regression and SEM models. All variables were standardised (mean=0, standard
deviation=1) before input to regression and SEM models.

Outliers with undue influence motivated the use of robust linear regression, using the MASS
package**®. We performed a series of regression models from simple to complex, only
retaining variables that benefited model fit. Model fit was investigated with the Akaike
Information Criterion (AIC), Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) and proportion of variance
explained. Results were deemed significant if p<0.05. Predictor p-values were adjusted with
Bonferroni corrections for the larger models with over twenty predictors.

Regression models established evidence for relationships between pulse pressure and
PSMD, and between PSMD and processing speed (See Supplemental Section A), this
motivated formally testing whether the effects of pulse pressure on PSMD drive individual
differences in processing speed, i.e, whether an association between pulse pressure and

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.20.24319319
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.20.243193109; this version posted December 24, 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 4.0 International license .

processing speed is mediated by PSMD*. This was tested in a series of SEMs using the
lavaan package®. Schematic representations of mediation models are shown in Figure 1.
The base directly connects the predictor (green) on the left to the dependent variable (blue)
on the right. The diagonal paths are referred to as “a” and “b”, which together form the
indirect mediating pathway (“a x b”). The total modelled effect of the predictor onto the
outcome is denoted as “c”, while after accounting for the mediating pathway, the remaining
variance in the direct path is denoted as “c’ .

To calculate the proportion of the total effect that is explained by the indirect pathway, we
divided the indirect path estimate by the total effect, i.e, (a x b) / (a x b + ¢’). This was
complicated by instances where the direct and indirect effects counteracted one another —
so-called “suppressor effects” — such that the total effect was less than the sum of the
absolute effects. To overcome this, we used absolute values *'.

The SEMs included linear and quadratic forms of age and pulse pressure, for completeness.
In this case, the total mediation effect was reported as the sum of the absolute linear and
guadratic pulse pressure mediation pathways: (a; x b) + (a x b).

Model structure was based on theory and results of regression models. Model fit was
assessed for the initial model, using RMSEA and its confidence interval, CFl and SRMR.
Good fit was defined as RMSA<0.05, CFI>0.97, and SRMR<0.05*®, Statistical inferences on
subsequent adaptations to model structure were made by comparing nested models via the
likelihood ratio chi-squared difference test (p<0.05). Model paths were considered significant
if the bootstrapped (n=5,000) confidence intervals did not cross zero®.

SEM 1a explored whether the relationship between pulse pressure and processing speed
(direct path, c’) was mediated by PSMD (indirect path, a x b), above the covariates of sex
and head motion (see Figure 1). Both linear and quadratic expressions of pulse pressure
were used as mediators.

SEMla was next expanded to account for linear age in SEM 1b. The need to include linear
age was assessed by comparing SEM 1b to a version in which the path between Speed and
age was constrained to be equal to zero. Age was taken forwards only if it improved model
fit. This process was repeated for the inclusion of quadratic age in SEM 1c.

The winning model version from SEM 1b-c informed the specification of an additional
checking step, SEM 1d. This model investigated whether the mediation pathway was
specific to pulse pressure, over and above other vascular signals. SEM 1d included linear
and quadratic steady state blood pressure and heart rate variability factors.

Next we used multigroup SEM (SEM 2a-b) to investigate whether the mediation effects (in
the winning model from the SEM 1 models) varied with age. It is possible that the strength of
the entire mediation pathway changed across the lifespan in this broad sample (18-87
years). In our previous study'®, pulse pressure had unique effects on cognitive ability
discrepancy (the difference between crystallised and fluid intelligence) only in older adults.
Here, the cohort was categorized into three equally sized sub-groups (n=190) of young (18-
44 years), middle (44-65 years) and old (65-87 years) adults. The structure of SEM la was
repeated, now additionally using the Lavaan argument for multiple sub-groups. In SEM 2a,
all model paths were constrained to be equal across age groups, whereas in SEM 2b, the
‘a;” and ‘ay’ paths connecting pulse pressure linear and quadratic to PSMD, were allowed to
vary across the three age groups. SEM 2a-b were then compared.

In the third set of models (SEM 3a-b), the mediation pathway was expanded to test whether
the effects of pulse pressure on processing speed contribute to cognitive ability discrepancy,
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which is an approximation of longitudinal decline in fluid intelligence, as outlined previously
M This tested whether individual differences in processing speed underpin “downstream”
differences in fluid intelligence ?%. The model expansion was also motivated by previous
findings that the ability discrepancy was significantly predicted by pulse pressure interacting
with age **. By including ability discrepancy, SEM 3a became a dual mediation model (a; x
b: x b,), see Figure 1. To check replication of Kievit et al.®’, SEM 3b was also run on fluid
intelligence alone, rather than ability discrepancy. In an attempt to move closer to
understanding the causal sequence of events, the final model was compared to a version
where the order of processing speed and fluid intelligence (or ability discrepancy) was
reversed, i.e. pulse pressure to PSMD to fluid intelligence to processing speed (but
covariates were again unchanged).

Data Code and Availability

The raw data are available on request from https://camcan-archive.mrc-
cbu.cam.ac.uk/dataaccess/. Statistical analyses were performed in R (version 4.0.2) and R-
Studio *°. PSMD was calculated using the release 1.8.2 (https:/github.com/miac-
research/psmd/releases) *2. CSVs for the summary measures and R code for regression
models and SEMS are available at:
https://github.com/DebsKing/Pulse_pressure_impairs_cognition_via_white _matter_disruptio

n.git.

RESULTS

Participants

Characteristics of the 708 participants in the Cam-CAN Phase 2 are outlined in
Supplementary Error! Reference source not found., suggesting the cohort is cognitively
healthy and free from dementia.

PSMD

PSMD values are illustrated in the supplementary material (Figure S1). PSMD and linear
pulse pressure correlated strongly and positively (r = 0.43, p < 0.001), with a relationship that
appeared to be non-linear (Figure S1). This motivated including quadratic vascular factors in
analyses. Quadratic vascular effects are visualised in Figure S4.

Structural Equation Models

The relationships between pulse pressure and PSMD, and between PSMD and processing
speed, were significant in the linear regression models (Supplementary Section B). This
motivated exploring whether the relationship between pulse pressure and processing speed
is mediated by PSMD. We investigated this using a series of structural equation models, of
increasing complexity (see Methods Section: Analytical Integration of Vascular, White Matter
and Cognitive Measures).

SEM 1a modelled linear and quadratic pulse pressure contributions to processing speed, via

PSMD with a good fit (Table S12Table S12. Structural Equation Model la. Significant effects
where confidence intervals do not cross zero are in bold.). In SEM 1a, the total absolute
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effect of linear and quadratic pulse pressure on processing speed was significant (c=0.41,
Cls=[0.33-0.52]). This relationship was significantly mediated by PSMD (indirect absolute
effect: (a1 x b) + (a2 x b)) =0.29, CIs=[0.22—-0.37]), accounting for 70% of the variance in the
pulse pressure-speed relationship. This mediation was partial, meaning that the combined
direct effects of linear and quadratic pulse pressure on speed remained significant (c,’ + ¢’
=0.12, Cls=[0.04-0.25]).

SEM 1b expanded the model to remove linear effects of age on processing speed (Figure 4,
Table S13). The total absolute effect of linear and quadratic pulse pressure on processing
speed remained significant (c=0.14, Cls=[0.09-0.28]), as did the mediation effect ((a; x b) +
(a2 x b))=0.10, ClIs=[0.04—0.17]), accounting for 72% of the variance. This mediation was
partial, in that the combined direct effects of linear and quadratic pulse pressure on speed
remained significant (c,’ + ¢’ =0.04, Cls=[0.01-0.16]). To assess the validity of including
Age, SEM 1b was compared to a model where the path to Age was constrained to be equal
to zero; the unconstrained model fit best (Table S14), showing the importance of adjusting
for age.

Motion + Sex

l

PSMD

¢,"=0.01,Cls =-0.07 - 0.09

-—e e e o e o E e e B B B E Ewm =

PP

Speed

¢’ =-0.04, Cls =-0.11-0.04

Total Absolute Effect: c= 0.11, Cls = 0.04 - 0.17

Figure 4. Structural Equation Model 1b (n=570) with standardized betas. Dashed lines represent
insignificant results. Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean
diffusivity, Cls = 95% bootstrapped confidence intervals.

SEM 1c included quadratic effects of age on processing speed (Table S15). The total
absolute effect of linear and quadratic pulse pressures on processing speed was still
significant (c=0.14, Cls=[0.08-0.27]), as was the mediation effect ((a; x b) + (a, x b))=0.09,
Cls=[0.03-0.16]), accounting for 68% of the variance in the pulse pressure-speed
relationship. SEM 1c was compared to a model where the path to Age? was constrained,
and the constrained model fit best (Table S16), consistent with regression analysis findings
where Model 2b (excluding Age?) fit the data better than Model 2c¢ (including Age?).
Therefore Age® was not taken forwads into SEM 1d.

In a specificity analysis, SEM 1d investigated whether the mediation pathway was specific to
pulse pressure, over and above other vascular signals. SEM 1d included the steady state
blood pressure and HRYV factors, in linear and quadratic forms (Figure S5, Table S17). The
total absolute effect of all vascular factors on processing speed was significant (c=0.31,
Clss=[0.24-0.62]). Pulse pressure to processing speed was significantly mediated by PSMD
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(indirect absolute effect: ((asx b) + (a4 x b))=0.08, Cls=[0.03-0.13]), accounting for 24% of
the variance in the pulse pressure-speed relationship. HRV to processing speed was also
significantly mediated by PSMD (indirect absolute effect: ((as x b) + (as x b))=0.07,
Cls=[0.03-0.12]), accounting for 23% of the variance in the pulse pressure-speed
relationship. The results observed in SEM 1la-1d remained consistent when replacing the
latent vascular estimates with observed measures of pulse pressure and steady state blood
pressure (Table S18-Table S23).

It was possible that the strength of the entire mediation pathway changed with age, such that
the effects of pulse pressure on white matter and cognition vary across the lifespan. To test
this, we specified SEM 2a, where all models paths were constrained be equal across three
age groups, of young (18-44 years), middle (44-65 years) and old (65-87 years) adults. This
model was compared to SEM 2b, where the paths connecting pulse pressure to PSMD were
allowed to vary across the three age groups. SEM 2a fit the data best (Table S24), indicating
that the strength of the mediation pathway is stable across life adult lifespan.

The third set of models, motivated by the Wateshed model, tested whether the effects of
processing speed had downstream effects on higher cognition. SEM 3a tested whether the
effects of pulse pressure on PSMD related to the ability discrepancy score, a proxy for
longitudinal decline in fluid intelligence. To test whether the ability discrepancy was required,
SEM 3a was compared to a version where the ‘b,’ path from processing speed to the ability
discrepancy was constrained to zero, and the full model fit best (Table S25), suggesting that
speed did relate to ability discrepancy. In SEM 3a (Table S26), the total absolute effect of
pulse pressure on the ability discrepancy was significant (¢c=0.03, Cls=[0.02—-0.04]).
However, evidence for dual-mediation of this relationship by PSMD and speed was
borderline (indirect absolute effect: ((a; x b) + (a2 x b))=0.01, Cls=[0.00-0.02]). As the
Watershed model was originally established using measures of fluid intelligence rather than
discrepancy scores®’, we further examined whether the effects were significant when applied
to fluid intelligence itself by testing SEM 3b.

Again, we first confirmed that the ‘b,’ path from processing speed to the fluid intelligence in
SEM3b was needed, in that a model where it was constrained to zero was worse (Table
S27). The total absolute effect of pulse pressure on fluid intelligence was significant (c=0.13,
Cls=[0.06-0.21]) (Figure 5, Table S28), as was dual-mediation of this relationship by PSMD
and speed (indirect absolute effect: ((a; x b) + (a, x b))=0.04, Cls=[0.01-0.07]), accounting
for 31% of the variance in the pulse pressure-fluid intelligence relationship. The mediation
was patrtial, in that the combined direct effects of linear and quadratic pulse pressure onto
fluid intelligence remained significant (¢’ + ¢'=0.09, Cls=[0.02—-0.17]).

Finally, to get closer to causality, SEM 3b was compared to a model in which the direction of
paths were reversed - such that fluid intelligence came before processing speed - using the
“watershed” logic of %. The expected order of variables fit best, irrespective of whether
covariates are included or excluded (Table S29, Table S30).
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Figure 5. Structural Equation Model 3b (n=564). Shows standardized betas. Dashed lines represent
insignificant results. Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean
diffusivity.

DISCUSSION

Using a multivariate approach we confirmed the hypothesis that the effects of pulse pressure
on cognition are at least partly explained by the integrity of white matter microstructure.
There were three key findings. Firstly, white matter microstructure significantly and
substantially mediated the effect of pulse pressure on processing speed. Secondly, the
strength of this mediation was stable across the adult lifespan. Thirdly, the effects of pulse
pressure on procressing speed had downstream consequences for fluid intelligence.

These findings suggest that pulse pressure is a potential therapeutic target for reduced risk
of cognitive decline and dementia®. We suggest that there is now sufficient evidence to
motivate longitudinal and interventional studies to test whether better managing pulse
pressure helps maintain white matter microstructure and preserve cognitive abilities in later
life.

PSMD and processing speed: A Sensitive Marker of Neurocognitive Ageing

The PSMD values in Cam-CAN were similar to those in comparable population-based
cohorts™**, and showed a similar profile of continuous increase with age, accelerating after
60 years™*°. Here, the spread of PSMD values also increased substantially with age. This
reinforces previous suggestions that PSMD may reflect individual differences in early brain
ageing.

Here, we replicated previous studies showed that increased PSMD is associated with
reduced processing speed**** Moreover, the association remained after adjusting for
linear and quadratice effects of age, suggesting that white matter integrity is similarly
important for processing speed across the adult lifespan. Processing speed has special
status in studies of cognitive ageing because it is thought to be the foundation for age-
related differences in higher cognitive abilities?®®*’. Our findings reinforce evidence that
PSMD is a sensitive marker of neurocognitive ageing, with additional potential relevance for
dementia.

Pulse Pressure and White Matter Microstructure
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Pulse pressure correlated strongly and positively with PSMD, with a curvilinear relationship.
The curve was relatively flat for low levels of pulse pressure, where incremental increases in
pressure corresponded to only marginal increases in PSMD. The curve steepened almost
exponentially at higher pressures. This could suggest that, while small fluctuations of normal
levels in pulse pressure can be managed — for example through vessel elasticity and the
windkessel effect — pressures beyond the limits of compensatory mechanisms penetrate the
microcirculation, and drive cerebral damage with consequences for white matter integrity.
Exponentially increasing damage could result from positive feed-back loops driven by high
pulse pressure, such as high pressure causing vessel calcification and remodelling, which in

turn raises the pressure further**,

In regression models, PSMD was uniquely predicted by quadratic pulse pressure, over and
above other vascular factors. A relationship between pulse pressure and white matter is
consistent with previous studies on vascular factors and white-matter hyperintensities” %,
Pulse pressure may impair white matter microstructure by damaging and remodelling the
microvasculature, leading to hypoperfusion and in turn diffuse axonal loss, demyelination
and inflammation*.

Independently to pulse pressure, the steady state blood pressure factor also predicted
PSMD, although not as strongly. It highlights the multivariate nature and complexity of
vascular ageing as previously argued™?. Pulse pressure and steady state blood pressure
predicted PSMD, independent of medications, supporting the idea that pulse pressure
affects white matter beyond anti-hypertensive medications®. Here, while the linear model fit
is best without medications, there were significant interactions. Pulse pressure interacted
with beta-blockers and diuretics, while steady state blood pressure interacted with
antihypertensives. While some of these could be false positives, given the number of terms
(tests) in these models, they should be explored in future work aimed at understanding the
underlying mechanisms and developing interventions for cerebrovascular ageing.

Relating all three: Pulse Pressure to White Matter to Cognition

The effects of pulse pressure on PSMD, and of PSMD on processing speed, were examined
simultaneously in mediation models. In the first model, PSMD accounted for 70% of the
direct relationship between pulse pressure and processing speed. This is in line with
previous work associating pulse pressure with white matter microstructure’*°, and white
matter with cognitive performance’?*¢2!22,1221-24 The mediation effect remained significant
and substantial when covarying age, and the strength of the mediation was stable across
groups of young, middle and old aged participants. The importance of this result is best
considered in the context of the cohort in which it was studied: The biggest risk factor for
increasing pulse pressure is age®**°, and here, pulse pressure was studied in an adult
cohort with a broad age range (18-88 years). For the mediation effect to be significant over
and above age, in this cohort, suggests that there will be an even stronger effect when it is
studied in a large sample with a smaller age range, such as in a group of middle-aged
individuals in an interventional study.

A further analysis confirmed that pulse pressure affects white matter and cognition
independently, over and above other vascular factors. However, there was additional
significant and substantial mediation of HRV to processing speed. Low HRV has been linked
to declines in processing speed in prior studies®®%. This further highlights the multifactorial
nature of vascular ageing on brain health and cognitive function. Future work should explore
whether pulse pressure and HRV contribute to loss of white matter integrity through similar
or different mechanisms.
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The model was next expanded to include the ability discrepancy, following the logic of the
watershed hypothesis, namely that age-related declines in processing speed underpin
downstream differences in higher cognition?®. Mediation of pulse pressure on the ability
discrepancy was borderline significant. Given that the watershed hypothesis was originally
established using measures of fluid intelligence®®, without adjusting for crystallised
intelligence (as in the ability discrepancy score), we repeated this dual-mediation model with
fluid intelligence as the outcome variable instead. Mediation of pulse pressure onto fluid
intelligence, through PSMD and processing speed, was significant, even above age. The
mediation pathway accounted for 31% of the total variance in fluid intelligence that was
related to pulse pressure. Furthermore, reversing the paths (from fluid intelligence to pulse
pressure) resulted in worse model fit. These results together support for the watershed
hypothesis, and further highlight the importance of pulse pressure in cognitive ageing
processes.

Avenues to Treat Pulse Pressure

We speculate that better awareness and control of pulse pressure would slow the
development and progression of white matter damage. Evidence from the regression models
here suggests that beta-blockers and diuretics interact with pulse pressure, changing its
effect on white matter microstructure. Further work is needed to explore the implications of
these findings and to inform the development of new treatments. Interventions that are
currently being tested include: reducing arterial siffness with aerobic exercise *°; lowering
systolic blood pressure with anti-hypertensives, to improve cardiovascular and cognitive
health, in the SPRINT-MIND trial®*®* and several multidomain interventions ®, including the

FINGER trial, which aims to lower systolic blood pressure to benefit cognition in older adults
63

Strengths and Limitations

Cardiovascular, cerebral and cognitive ageing have often been studied in isolation. A key
strength of this study is that we use an integrated, multivariate approach. To do this, we
prioritised analysing high-quality data. The Cam-CAN cohort offers an unusual combination
of multiple vascular and brain measures with high quality observations across multiple
cognitive domains. This makes it an excellent “test bed” to develop new hypotheses about
the multivariate effects of vascular ageing. Developing ideas in this way is a necessary
precursor to rigorous testing in complex and resource-demanding longitudinal and
intervention studies. However, it should be kept in mind that inferences drawn from our
current findings could be limited by the cross-sectional design of currently available Cam-
CAN data, in which age effects are counfounded by the effets of generational changes
across people born in different years. When there is no temporal information, it is possible
that the hypothesized direction - of ‘x’ causes 'y’ via the mediator - is in fact reversed °.
Ideally, reverse causation would be theoretically implausible for any model developed in
cross-sectional data. However, in our models, it is possible that instead of declines in
cardiovascular health impairing cognitive abilities like processing speed, higher cognitive
abilities in fact allow individuals to make lifestyle choices that improve their cardiovascular
health. It also possible that a unidirectional relationship in either direction is overly simplistic.
For example, regarding blood pressure, it was thought that hypertension caused secondary
endothelial damage. However, there is some evidence that endothelial dysfunction happens
first, and further evidence that both converge into a reinforcing and bidirectional
relationship®®°. A similarly complex relationship may exist for pulse pressure and cognitive
abilities, which would be difficult to untangle in cross-sectional data.

To try to address the possibility of reverse causation, we compared model fit with alternative
orders of variables. The expected order — namely, pulse pressure to PSMD, to processing
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speed — fit the data best. However, this comparison is not conclusive about the true causal
direction, and future work should extend this with longitudinal and interventional study
designs. It is also possible that age drives changes in pulse pressure, which in turn drive
changes in white matter and cognition. In this case, age could be modelled on the left of the
vascular-brain-cognition triangle. Investigating this in future work will require longitudinal
cohorts.

The latent vascular factor which we refer to as “pulse pressure” here was created using
factor analysis, as in our previous study!, where it received small but possibly important
contributions from heart rate variance. Importantly, the sensitivity analysis revealed that the
results remained consistent when observed measures of pulse pressure were used instead
of the latent vascular measures. While pulse pressure may only be a proxy for arterial
stiffness, our approach of using a latent factor of pulse pressure may provide a more
accurate representation of arterial stiffness. There is evidence that more direct measures,
such as pulse wave velocity, explain greater variance in white matter hyperintensities®’.
Currently, the Heart and Brain study is collecting multiple measures of pulse pressure,
alongside ultrasound metrics of vessel stiffness, white matter lesions and cognitive
abilities®®. These detailed measures of vascular pathology may contribute to better
understanding the observed effects on brain and cognitive ageing. Thus future work should
establish whether measuring only systolic and diastolic pressures is sufficient, or if a more
comprehensive consideration of multiple vascular factors and modelling of their multifactorial
nature is required. This will be an important step in translating the findings into clinical
practice, where systolic and diastolic pressures (and heart rate) are more routinely
measured.

The calculation of global PSMD, as used here, sacrifices detail on regional specificity. This
may be important in light of evidence that some brain regions are more vulnerable to
pulsatile forces. Future work could investigate tract-specific estimates of PSMD or other
derived diffusion metrics, such as microstructural complexity*®, and more conventional white-
matter hyper-intensities that are routine in clinical MRI®"°.

Conclusions
This study shows that white matter microstructure impairment mediates the effect of pulse

pressure onto cognition. Better managing pulse pressure may help to preserve cognitive
abilities throughout life.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATRIAL

Supplemental Section A: Methods

In total, ten regression models tested two sets of nested hypotheses. The first set of models
sought to understand the relationship between PSMD and pulse pressure in the presence of
other variables (see equations below). Model 1a examined which latent vascular factors
make unique contributions to PSMD, when accounting for sex and head motion. Model 1b
investigated whether any relationships between latent vascular factors and PSMD held
above linear age, and Model 1c investigated whether any relationships held above linear
and quadratic age. Since latent vascular factors were highly correlated with age, any loss of
significance in Models 1b and 1c could be due to age sharing variance with these factors.
Models 1a-c were compared, and if age terms improved fit, they were taken into Models 1d-
e. Model 1d included medications relevant to cardiovascular health, as chosen and reported
previously™. Medication status was treated as a series of categorical variables. Model 1e
included interactions between vascular factors and sex, because of evidence for sex-related
differences in the relationship between pulse pressure and white matter microstructure®. If
model comparisons showed that the inclusion of medications and sex, and interactions
between vascular factors, did not improve overall fit in Models 1d-e, these would not be
taken forward to the SEMs, below. The multiple linear regression models are outlined in
Supplemental Section A.

The multiple linear regression models are outlined below using Wilkinson’s notation ™. In this
model syntax, latent vascular factors expressing steady state blood pressure, pulse pressure
and heart rate variability are abbreviated to SSBP, PP and HRV, respectively; “B” are the
parameter estimates (coefficients); “I1” is the vector of residual errors; and interactions are
indicated by “:".

Model 1a:
PSMD ~ Bo + B1.SSBP + B,.SSBP? + B3.PP + B4.PP? + Bs.HRV + Bs.HRV? + B7.Sex
+ Bs.Head motion + J

Model 1b:
PSMD ~ Bo + B1.SSBP + B,.SSBP? + B3.PP + B4.PP? + Bs.HRV + Bs.HRV? + B7.Sex
+ Bs.Head motion + Bg.Age + [

Model 1c:
PSMD ~ Bo + B1.SSBP + B,.SSBP? + B3.PP + B4.PP? + Bs.HRV + Bs.HRV? + B7.Sex
+ Bg.Head motion + Bo.Age + Bio.Age® + [J

Model 1d:
PSMD ~ Bo + B1.SSBP + B,.SSBP? + B3.PP + B4.PP? + Bs.HRV + Bg.HRV?
+ B7.Sex + Bg.Head motion
+ Bo.Age + B1o.Age’
+ B11.Anti-Hypertensives + Bi,.Beta blockers + By3.Diuretics + B14.Dyslipidemics
+ B15.SSBP:Anti-Hypertensives + B15.SSBP? Anti-Hypertensives
+ B17.PP:Anti-Hypertensives + Bls.PPZ:Anti—Hypertensives
+ B1o.HRV:Anti-Hypertensives + B2o.HRVZ:Anti-Hypertensives
+ B21.SSBP:Beta blockers + B,,.SSBP?:Beta blockers
+ B,3.PP:Beta blockers + B,4.PP?:Beta blockers
+ B.s.HRV:Beta blockers+ Bza.HRVZ:Beta blockers
+ B,7.SSBP:Diuretics + B,5. SSBP%Diuretics
+ B29.PP:Diuretics + Bso.PP?:Diuretics
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+ Ba1.HRV:Diuretics+ Bs,.HRV?:Diuretics

+ B33.SSBP:Dyslipidemics + Bs.SSBP%Dyslipidemics
+ Bss.PP:Dyslipidemics + Bss.PP?%Dyslipidemics

+ Bs7.HRV:Dyslipidemics + Bss.HRV?:Dyslipidemics

+ [

Model le:

PSMD ~ By + B1.SSBP + B2.SSBP? + B3.PP + B4.PP? + Bs.HRV + Bs.HRV? + B,.Sex
+ Bg.Head motion + Bs.Age + Bio.Age® + B11.SSBP:Sex + B12.SSBP%:Sex
+ B13.PP:Sex + B1s.PP%Sex + Bis.HRV:Sex + Bis.HRVA:Sex + —

Regression models 2a-d attempted to replicate previous findings that PSMD related to
processing speed ##7?*, Model 2a accounted for sex and head motion. Model 2b
additionally tested whether the effect of PSMD on speed held when accounting for linear
age. Model 2c additionally accounted for quadratic age. If model comparisons showed
additional terms did not improve model fit, these terms would not be taken into subsequent
SEMSs, below.

Model 2a:
Processing Speed ~ 3o + B1.PSMD + B,.Sex + [J

Model 2b:
Processing Speed ~ By + B1.PSMD + ,.Sex + Bz.Age + [

Model 2c:
Processing Speed ~ o + B1.PSMD + 3, Sex + B3.Age + [?>4.Age2 + |

Supplemental Section B: Results

Vascular observations were condensed into three latent vascular factors, using exploratory
factor analysis, as in our previous study (King et al., 2023). The latent factors predominantly
expressed steady state blood pressure, pulse pressure and heart rate variability. All latent
vascular factors correlated significantly with age (Figure S1Error! Reference source not
found.).

Masion Spooed Fluid

dass

AHH

awsd

e

paadg

Flgure Sl Scatter plots (Iower Ieft) dlstrlbutlons (Ieadrng dragonal) and Pearson correlatrons (upper
right) for age, latent vascular factors, PSMD, head motion, processing speed and fluid intelligence


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.20.24319319
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.20.24319319; this version posted December 24, 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 4.0 International license .

(n=564). Scatter plots show linear (red) and quadratic (blue) associations and data intensity
(greyscale). Stars indicate increasing significance on the correlations: ***, p<0.001; **, p<0.01; *,
p<0.05.Abbreviations: SS BP, steady state blood pressure latent factor; Corr, correlation coefficient;
HRV, heart rate variability latent factor; PSMD, peak width of skeletonised mean diffusivity; PP, pulse
pressure latent factor.

The four RT observations (Figure S2) were condensed into a latent variable representing
processing speed (Figure S3Error! Reference source not found.). Processing speed and
fluid intelligence both showed strong associations with age, and correlated significantly with
the three latent vascular factors, with substantial effect sizes (Figure S1Error! Reference
source not found.).
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Figure S2. Scatter plots (lower left), distributions (leading diagonal) and Pearson correlations (upper
right) for age and cognitive observed variables. Scatter plots show linear associations (blue) and data
intensity (greyscale). Stars indicate increasing significance on the correlations: ***, p<0.001; **,
p<0.01; *, p<0.05. Abbreviations: Choice_M, choice task mean; Choice_SD, choice task standard
deviation; Corr, correlation coefficient; Simple_M, simple task mean; Simple_SD, simple task standard
deviation.
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Figure S3. The one-factor Confirmatory Factor Analysis model of processing speed (n=664).

Peak Width of Skeletonized Mean Diffusivity

PSMD was calculated for 620 participants. The values of PSMD are illustrated for three
example participants in Figure 3. PSMD increased strongly with age (r = 0.75, p <0.001),
with an uptick after 60 years of age (Figure S1). Head motion also increased with age (r =
0.16, p <0.001), and PSMD correlated moderately with head motion (r = 0.17, p <0.001).
However, the correlation between PSMD and age remained strong after accounting for head
motion (r = 0.75, p<0.001). Head motion was a covariate on PSMD in all subsequent
analyses.

Correlations for complete case data across multimodal measures (n=564) are shown in
Figure S1Error! Reference source not found..

Multiple Linear Regressions

In the regression models predicting PSMD, Model 1a (Table S2Error! Reference source
not found.) showed a significant positive prediction from both linear pulse pressure (B =
0.25, p <0.001), and quadratic pulse pressure (B = 0.12, p <0.001). This was consistent with
a relationship between pulse pressure and PSMD that was stronger at higher values of pulse
pressure. There was a significant negative relationship with linear HRV (8 = -0.33, p<0.001).
PSMD also showed significant positive relationships with sex (f = 0.21, p<0.001) and head
motion (B = 0.13, p<0.001).

The model was next expanded in three stages, first to include linear Age in Model 1b (Table
S3). This improved model fit (Table S4), therefore linear Age was taken forwards into Model
1c, which additionally included quadratic Age (Table S5). This significantly improved model
fit further, therefore linear and quadratic Age were taken into subsequent models. In Model
1d (Table S6), there were significant interactions between pulse pressure and both
betablockers and diuretics, and between steady state blood pressure and anti-
hypertensives. However, there were no improvements across fit indices when including
medications in Model 1d, or interactions with sex in Model 1e (Table S7). Overall, Model 1c
fit best.

In Model 1c (Table S5), PSMD was significantly and positively predicted by quadratic pulse
pressure, over and above other vascular factors and linear and quadratic effects of Age (f =
0.05, p = 0.02). Head motion and sex also continued to show age-independent effects.
Given these significant results, head motion, sex and both linear and quadratic effects of
pulse pressure were taken into the pre-planned SEMs, below. There was also a significant
effect of linear steady-state blood pressure (B = 0.05, p = 0.04); this was explored further in
the post-hoc SEM, which included all latent vascular factors.
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Taken together, the results of the regression Models 1la-e motivated including linear and
guadratic expansions of pulse pressure in the subsequent SEM analyses. Additionally, since
both linear and quadratic effects of Age explained significant variance in PSMD, above pulse
pressure (in Model 1c), both age terms were also incorporated into the SEM analyses.

In the regression models predicting Processing Speed, Model 2a (Table S8) showed a
significant negative relationship with PSMD (B = -0.62, p <0.001), and a positive relationship
with sex (B = 0.29, p <0.001). These effects held above linear Age in Model 2b (Table S9),
which improved model fit (Table $10), Model 2c with quadratic age fit worse (Table S11Error!
Reference source not found.). Overall, Model 2b fit best. Importantly, the effect of PSMD
on Processing Speed remained significant over and above linear (Model 2b) and quadratic
(Model 2c¢) effects of Age.

sl mm o m ==
E’
:
tEs=E Eems e manes cme st ;
'.:fEWWFTF—RMM,’/\e

Figure S4. Scatter plots (lower left), distributions (leading diagonal) and Pearson correlations (upper
right) for age, quadratic age, quadratic latent vascular factors, PSMD, head motion, processing speed
and fluid intelligence (n=564). Scatter plots show linear (red) and quadratic (blue) associations and
data intensity (greyscale). Stars indicate increasing significance on the correlations: ***, p<0.001; **,
p<0.01; *, p<0.05. Variables named “xx_qg" are in quadratic form.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.20.24319319
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.20.243193109; this version posted December 24, 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 4.0 International license .
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HRV2 Total Absolute Effect: ¢ = 0.32, Cls = 0.24 = 0.62
Figure S5. Structural Equation Models 1d (n=570). Standardized betas shown for significant paths
only, for clarity. Dashed lines represent insignificant results. Abbreviations: HRV, heart rate variability;
SSBP, steady state blood pressure; PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean
diffusivity.
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Supplemental Tables

Table S1. Demographic information for 708 participants, by equally split age groups. One decimal
place is reported where data are continuous

. Range /
Complete Data (n) Missing (%) Number (Male) Mean SD

Young | Middle] Old | Young | Middle] Old | Young | Middle] Old | Young | Middle] OId | Young | Middle| Old

Age (years) 236 236 236 0 0 0 18-45 ] 45-66 ]| 66-88 ] 33.1 | 54.9 | 759 7.2 6.4 5.8
Sex (Male) 236 236 236 0 0 0 115 110 124 - - - -

MMSE 235 236 235 0.4 0 0.4 | 25-30 ] 26-30 ] 25-30 30 29.1 29 1 1.1 1
Education 235 236 235 0.4 0 0.4 - - -

(percentage of total with
complete data, by category)

No qualifications tried (< 16) 0.4 34 15.7
GCSEs / O-levels (age 16) 115 14 15.3
A-levels (age 18) 145 20.8 23.4
Degree (over 18) 73.6 61.9 45.5 - - -
Abbreviations: GSCE, The General Certificate of Secondary Education; MMSE, Mini-Mental State Examination; SD, standard deviation.

Table S2. Results of Model 1a (n = 611, DoF = 602 residual standard error = 0.60) with dependent
variable PSMD. Significant effects (p<0.05) are shown in bold.

Predictors Standard | Standard Confidence Intervals | P
€] Error

SSBP 0.01 0.03 -0.06 — 0.07 0.84
SSBP? 0.00 0.03 -0.05-0.06 0.95
PP 0.25 0.03 0.19-0.31 <0.001
PP? 0.12 0.03 0.07-0.18 <0.001
HRV -0.33 0.03 -0.38 —-0.27 <0.001
HRV? 0.03 0.03 -0.03 -0.08 0.31
Head motion 0.13 0.03 0.07 - 0.18 <0.001
Sex 0.21 0.06 0.10-0.32 <0.001

Table S3. Results of Regression Model 1b (n = 611, DoF = 601, residual standard error = 0.49) with
dependent variable PSMD. Significant effects (p<0.05) are shown in bold.

Predictors Standard | Standard Confidence Intervals | p

¢] Error
SSBP 0.00 0.02 -0.05 - 0.05 0.92
SSBP? 0.04 0.02 0.00-0.09 0.05
PP 0.07 0.03 0.02-0.12 0.01
PP’ 0.07 0.02 0.03-0.11 <0.01
HRV -0.01 0.03 -0.06 — 0.04 0.64
HRV? 0.04 0.02 -0.00 - 0.08 0.07
Head motion 0.06 0.02 0.02-0.10 <0.01
Sex 0.26 0.04 0.18-0.34 <0.001
Age 0.61 0.03 0.56 — 0.67 <0.001
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Table S4. Results of comparisons on Models 1a to 1d, using AIC and BIC, and the sum of squares
derived from ANOVA comparisons.

Difference in AIC Difference in BIC Difference in Sum
Of Squares
Model 1a vs 1b 298.21 293.80 159.00
Model 1b vs 1c 72.70 68.29 28.84
Model 1c vs 1d 1.69 -121.94 19.98
Model 1c vs 1le -8.86 -35.35 1.14

Table S5. Results of Regression Model 1c (n = 611, DoF = 600, residual standard error = 0.46) with
dependent variable PSMD. Significant effects (p<0.05) are shown in bold.

Predictors Standard | Standard Confidence Intervals | p

¢] Error
SSBP 0.05 0.02 0.00-0.10 0.04
SSBP? 0.04 0.02 -0.00 — 0.08 0.07
PP 0.00 0.03 -0.05 - 0.05 0.87
PP? 0.05 0.02 0.01-0.09 0.02
HRV 0.02 0.02 -0.03 - 0.06 0.54
HRV? 0.02 0.02 -0.02 - 0.06 0.33
Head motion 0.04 0.02 0.00—-0.08 <0.05
Sex 0.28 0.04 0.20-0.36 <0.001
Age 0.68 0.03 0.63-0.73 <0.001
Age’ 0.19 0.02 0.15-0.23 <0.001

Table S6. Results of Regression Model 1d (n = 611, DoF = 572, residual standard error = 0.42) with

dependent variable PSMD. Significant effects (p<0.05) are shown in bold. The adjusted p-value with
Bonferroni corrections for this non-winning model, containing 38 orthogonal tests, would be p<0.0013.

Predictors Standard B | Standard | Confidence | p
Error Intervals
SSBP 0.07 0.03 0.02-0.12 | <0.01
SSBP? 0.06 0.02 0.02-0.10 |<0.01
PP 0.01 0.03 -0.04 - 0.07 | 0.69
PP? 0.06 0.02 0.01-0.10 |0.02
HRV 0.03 0.03 -0.03-0.08 | 0.35
HRV? 0.02 0.02 -0.02-0.07 |0.31
Head motion 0.02 0.02 -0.03-0.07 | 041
Sex 0.25 0.04 0.17-0.33 | <0.001
Age 0.64 0.03 0.59-0.70 | <0.001
Age® 0.17 0.02 0.13-0.21 | <0.001
Anti-Hypertensives 0.22 0.12 -0.02-0.47 | 0.07
Beta Blockers -0.10 0.42 -0.93-0.72 | 0.81
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Diuretics 0.35 0.27 -0.17-0.88 | 0.19
Dyslipidemics 0.23 0.12 -0.00-0.45 | 0.05 Tab
SSBP : Anti-Hypertensives -0.28 0.11 -0.50 —--0.06 | 0.01 le
SSBP? : Anti-Hypertensives 0.00 0.12 -0.24 -0.23 | 0.99 S7.
SSBP : Betablockers 0.13 0.25 0.35-0.62 | 0.59 s
SSBP: Betablockers 0.16 0.41 -0.64-0.97 | 0.69 of
SSBP: Diuretics 0.20 0.15 -0.10-0.51 | 0.19 feesg
SSBP? : Diuretics -0.16 0.16 -0.47-0.15 | 0.32 sion
SSBP : Statins -0.04 0.11 -0.26 -0.19 | 0.75 Mo
SSBP?: Statins 0.00 0.13 -0.26 - 0.25 | 0.98 22'
PP : Anti-Hypertensives -0.02 0.10 -0.21-0.17 | 0.87 (n=
PP? : Anti-Hypertensives 0.01 0.08 0.15-0.17 |0.94 611
PP . Betablockers 0.91 0.32 0.27-154 |0.01 bo
PP’ : Betablockers -0.85 0.37 -1.58 - -0.13 | 0.02 59:4
PP : Diuretics -0.46 0.19 -0.84 --0.08 | 0.02 ,
PP?: Diuretics 0.80 0.26 0.29-1.31 |<0.01 resi
PP : Statins -0.11 0.08 -0.26 - 0.04 | 0.14 |dua
PP?: Statins -0.03 0.06 -0.15-0.09 | 0.61 sta
HRV : Anti-Hypertensives -0.20 0.12 -0.44-0.04 | 0.10 ?(;ja
HRV? : Anti-Hypertensives -0.13 0.10 -0.33-0.07 | 0.19 erro
HRV : Betablockers 0.22 0.36 -0.48-0.92 | 0.54 r=
HRV? : Betablockers 0.11 0.35 -0.57-0.80 | 0.74 254
HRV : Diuretics 0.28 0.32 -0.36 -0.92 | 0.39 with
HRVZ : Diuretics 0.18 0.24 -0.29-0.65 | 0.45 Qep
HRV : Statins -0.01 0.13 -0.26 - 0.24 | 0.93 ent
HRV? : Statins -0.03 0.07 -0.17-0.11 | 0.69 ‘;E'l”
e Processing Speed. Significant effects (p<0.05) are shown in bold.
Predictors Standard | Standard Confidence Intervals | p

B Error
SSBP 0.07 0.03 -0.00 — 0.13 0.05
SSBP? 0.04 0.03 -0.01 - 0.09 0.16
PP -0.04 0.04 -0.11 - 0.03 0.23
PP? 0.06 0.03 0.00-0.11 0.04
HRV 0.02 0.03 -0.04 — 0.09 0.43
HRV? 0.03 0.02 -0.02 — 0.08 0.23
Head motion 0.04 0.02 0.00 — 0.08 0.04
Sex 0.28 0.04 0.21-0.36 <0.001
Age 0.68 0.03 0.63-0.74 <0.001
Age’ 0.19 0.02 0.15-0.23 <0.001
SSBP:Sex -0.02 0.05 -0.12 - 0.07 0.63
SSBP?:Sex 0.00 0.04 -0.08 — 0.08 0.94
PP:Sex 0.08 0.05 -0.01-0.18 0.07
PP*:Sex -0.05 0.04 -0.14 - 0.03 0.20
HRV:Sex -0.02 0.04 -0.10 - 0.06 0.66
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HRV?:Sex

-0.02

| 0.04

| -0.10 — 0.06

| 0.64 |

Table S8. Results of Regression Model 2a (n = 579, DoF = 576, residual standard error = 0.73) with
dependent variable Processing Speed. Significant effects (p<0.05) are shown in bold.

Predictors Standard | Standard Confidence Intervals | P

¢] Error
PSMD -0.62 0.03 -0.69 — -0.55 <0.001
Sex 0.29 0.07 0.16 —0.42 <0.001

Table S9. Results of Regression Model 2b (n =579, DoF = 575, residual standard error = 0.66) with
dependent variable Processing Speed. Significant effects (p<0.05) are shown in bold.

Predictors Standard | Standard Confidence Intervals | P

¢] Error
PSMD -0.24 0.05 -0.33--0.15 <0.001
Sex 0.18 0.06 0.06 —0.30 <0.01
Age -0.49 0.04 -0.58 —-0.40 <0.001

Table S10. Results of comparisons on Models 2a to 2c, using AIC and BIC, and the sum of squares
derived from ANOVA comparisons.

Difference in AIC Difference in BIC Difference in Sum
Of Squares
Model 2a vs 2b 97.08 92.72 58.50
Model 2b vs 2¢ -1.48 -5.84 0.28

Table S11. Results of Regression Model 2¢ (n = 579, DoF = 574, residual standard error = 0.66).
Significant effects (p<0.05) are shown in bold.

Predictors Standard | Standard Confidence Intervals | P

B Error
PSMD -0.22 0.05 -0.32--0.13 <0.001
Sex 0.17 0.06 0.05-0.29 <0.01
Age -0.5 0.05 -0.60--0.41 <0.001
Age’® -0.03 0.03 -0.09 - 0.03 0.39

Table S12. Structural Equation Model 1a. Significant effects where confidence intervals do not cross

zero are in bold.

Dependent Predictor Label Standard | Standard | z p Confidence
variable variable B Error Intervals
Speed PP o/ -0.10 0.04 225 [0.02 |-0.18--0.01
Speed Pp2? cy -0.03 0.04 -0.73 | 0.47 |-0.11-0.05
PSMD PP a, 0.42 0.04 11.15 |<0.01 | 0.35-0.49
PSMD pPp2 a, 0.11 0.04 3.07 <0.01 | 0.04-0.18
Speed PSMD b, -0.54 0.04 -12.53 | <0.01 | -0.63 - -0.46
PSMD Sex 0.10 0.08 254 [0.01 |0.04-035
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PSMD Head Motion 0.16 0.04 3.68 <0.01 | 0.10-0.27
Speed Sex 0.13 0.07 3.66 <0.01 |0.12-041
TAM of (arx b) + _

PP + pp? Goxb) |02 0.04 73 | _gop|022-037

Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM
— Total Absolute Mediation.

Table S13. Structural Equation Model 1b. Significant effects where confidence intervals do not cross
zero are in bold.

Dependent Predictor | Label Standard | Standard | z p Confidence
variable variable B Error Intervals
Speed PP Cr 0.01 0.04 0.15 0.89 -0.07 — 0.09
Speed PP? Cy -0.04 0.04 -0.92 0.36 -0.11-0.04
PSMD PP a 0.42 0.04 11.15 <0.01 0.35-0.49
PSMD PP? a 0.11 0.04 3.07 <0.01 0.04-0.18
Speed PSMD b, -0.20 0.06 -3.40 <0.01 -0.30 - -0.08
PSMD Sex 0.10 0.08 2.54 0.01 0.04 - 0.35
Head <0.01
PSMD Motion 0.16 0.04 3.68 0.10-0.27
Speed Sex 0.13 0.07 1.93 0.05 -0.00 - 0.26
Speed Age -0.54 0.05 41000 | <001 -0.61 - -0.41
TAM of (aax b) + <0.01
PP + PP? (a,xb) | 0.11 0.03 3.05 0.04-0.17

Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM
— Total Absolute Mediation.

Table S14. Likelihood ratio test results on Structural Equation Model 1b, comparing the full model to a
version where the path to Age was essentially removed, by constraining it to be equal to zero.

Model DF AIC BIC Chi-sqg p
SEM 1b, full model 2 9,889 |10,002 | 371.96
SEM 1b, constraining Age 3 9, 982 10,091 | 467.14 <0.001

Abbreviations: AIC, Akiake Information Criterion; BIC, Bayesian Information Criterion; DF,
degrees of freedom.

Table S15. Structural Equation Model 1c. Significant effects where confidence intervals do not cross
zero are in bold.

Dependent Predictor Standard | Standard | z Confidence
variable variable label B Error p intervals

Speed PP Cy 0.01 0.04 0.30 | 0.77 |-0.07-0.10
Speed PP? Co -0.03 0.04 -0.89 | 0.38 |-0.11-0.04
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111
PSMD PP a, 0.42 0.04 5 <0.01 | 0.35—0.49
PSMD pp2 a, 0.11 0.04 307 | <901 | p04-0.18
Speed PSMD b, -0.19 0.06 3.00 | 991 | 529006
PSMD Sex 0.10 0.08 254 | 001 |0.04-0.35
Head
PSMD Motion 0.16 0.04 368 | <0.01 |0.10-0.27
Speed Sex 0.07 0.07 174 | 008 |-0.01-0.26
Speed Age -0.55 0.06 -9.50 | <0.01 | -0.63 —-0.42
Speed Age? -0.03 0.03 -0.80 | 042 | -0.09-0.04
(a1 x b)
TAM of PP + +
pp? (asxb) | 0.10 0.03 273 | 001 |0.03-0.16

Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM
— Total Absolute Mediation.

Table S16. Likelihood ratio test results comparing Structural Equation Model 1c, comparing the full
model to a version where the path to Age” was essentially removed, by constraining it to be equal to

Zero.

Model DF AIC BIC Chi-sqg p
SEM l1c, full model 3 11,471 | 11, 615 436.01

SEM 1c, constraining Age2 4 11,470 | 11, 609 436.62 0.43

Abbreviations: AIC, Akiake Information Criterion; BIC, Bayesian Information Criterion; DF,
degrees of freedom.

Table S17. Structural Equation Model 1d. Significant effects where confidence intervals do not cross
zero are in bold.

Dependent Predictor Standard | Standard | z Confidence
variable variable label | B Error p Intervals
Speed SSBP Cy 0.03 0.04 0.73 0.47 -0.05-0.10
Speed SSBPP? Cy 0.01 0.03 0.40 0.69 -0.05 - 0.08
Speed PP Cz 0.00 0.04 -0.07 0.95 -0.09 - 0.08
Speed PP? Cy -0.04 0.04 -1.01 0.31 -0.12-0.03
Speed HRV Cs 0.07 0.05 1.47 0.14 -0.02 -0.16
Speed HRV? Ce' -0.01 0.04 -0.21 0.84 -0.07 - 0.08
PSMD SSBP a -0.02 0.05 -0.43 0.66 -0.11 - 0.07
PSMD SSBPP? a, 0.00 0.04 -0.04 0.97 -0.08 — 0.07
PSMD PP as 0.31 0.04 6.90 <0.01 0.22 - 0.40
PSMD PP? ay 0.09 0.04 2.42 0.02 0.02-0.16
PSMD HRV as -0.35 0.04 -8.78 <0.01 0(?.2‘;4
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PSMD HRV? as -0.01 0.04 -0.33 0.74 -0.08 — 0.07
-0.30 — -
Speed PSMD b, -0.20 0.06 -3.37 <0.01 0.08
PSMD Sex 0.12 0.07 3.27 <0.01 0.09 - 0.39
Head
PSMD Motion 0.13 0.04 3.16 <0.01 0.07-0.24
Speed Sex 0.07 0.07 1.75 0.08 -0.01 - 0.27
-0.59 — -
Speed Age -0.49 0.06 -8.16 <0.01 0.36
(a]_ X
Total Absolute b) +
Mediation of (azx
SSBP + SSBP? b) 0.00 0.01 0.48 0.63 0.00 - 0.04
(azx
b) +
(asx
TAM of PP + PP? b) 0.08 0.03 2.91 <0.01 0.03-0.13
(as x
b) +
TAM of HRV + (as X
HRV? b) 0.07 0.02 2.90 <0.01 0.03-0.12

Abbreviations: HRV, heart rate variability; SSBP, steady state blood pressure; PP, pulse
pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM — Total Absolute
Mediation.

Table S18. Structural Equation Model 1a using observed variables of pulse pressure. Significant
effects where confidence intervals do not cross zero are in bold.

Dependent Predictor Label Standard | Standard | z p Confidence
variable variable B Error Intervals
Speed PP o -0.107  [0.045 [-236 [0.02 | _g19_-0.02
Speed bp? ¢ -0.018 | 0.043  -0.431 |0.67 |_0.10-0.07
PSMD PP a 0.449 0.04 11.23 | <0.01 | 9.37_0.53
PSMD pp2 2, 0.111 0.038 | 2.922 |<0.01|004_0.19
Speed PSMD b, 0.549 0.049 11901 <0.01 -0.63 - -0.46
PSMD Sex 0.139 0.08 1.744 10.08 | 002-0.30
PSMD Head Motion 0.145 0.047 3.077 | <0.01|0p08-026
Speed Sex -0.107 [ 0045 | -236 [0.02 |(g19-_0.48
LMo ggzi E; T o031 0.04 73 |<0.01|0.23-0.40

Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM
— Total Absolute Mediation.

Table S19. Structural Equation Model 1b using observed variables of pulse pressure. Significant
effects where confidence intervals do not cross zero are in bold.

Dependent Predictor | Label Standard | Standard | z p Confidence
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variable variable B Error Intervals
Speed PP cr 0.006 0.042 0.148 0.88 -0.08 — 0.09
Speed pp? Cr -0.008 0.038 -0.204 0.84 -0.08 — 0.07
PSMD PP a 0.449 0.04 11.229 <0.01 0.37 — 0.53
PSMD pp2 a, 0.111 0.038 2.923 <0.01 0.04—0.19
Speed PSMD b, -0.172 0.064 -2.706 <0.01 0.29 - -0.05
PSMD Sex 0.139 0.08 1.743 0.08 -0.02 — 0.30
Head 0.145 0.047 3.078 <0.01
PSMD Motion 0.08 — 0.27
Speed Sex 0.196 0.071 2.769 <0.01 0.06 —0.34
Speed Age -0.552 0.056 -9.848 <0.01 -0.67 — -0.45
TAM of (aax b) + <0.01
PP + PP? (azxb) | 0.10 0.04 2.51 0.03-0.18

Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM
— Total Absolute Mediation.

Table S20. Likelihood ratio test results on Structural Equation Model 1b using observed variables,
comparing the full model to a version where the path to Age was essentially removed, by constraining
it to be equal to zero.

Model DF AIC BIC Chi-sqg p
SEM 1b, full model 2 8,678 | 8,789 377.65
SEM 1b, constraining Age 3 8,777 8, 882 427.22 <0.001

Abbreviations: AIC, Akiake Information Criterion; BIC, Bayesian Information Criterion; DF,
degrees of freedom.

Table S21. Structural Equation Model 1c using observed variables of pulse pressure. Significant
effects where confidence intervals do not cross zero are in bold.

Dependent Predictor Standard | Standard | z Confidence
variable variable | label B Error p intervals
Speed PP o 0.017 0.045 0.365 | 0.72 -0.07 — 0.10
Speed pp2 Co -0.006 0.038 -0.156 | 0.88 20.08—0.07
PSMD Pp ay 0.449 0.04 11.23 | <0.01 037053
PSMD pp? 2 0.111 0.038 2.923 | <001 | 5, 018
Speed PSMD b, -0.153 0.067 -2.297 | 0.02 20.28 — -0.02
PSMD Sex 0.139 0.08 1.743 | 0.08 2002 —0.29
Head 0.145 0.047 3.078 | <0.01

PSMD Motion 0.08 — 0.26
Speed Sex 0.184 0.072 2.543 | <0.01 0.04 — 0.33
Speed Age -0.571 | 0.061 -9.435 | <0.01 | o0 46
Speed Age? -0.036 0.038 -0.952 | 0.34 011 —0.04
TAM of PP + (a:x b) + | 0.09 0.04 220 |0.03 |0.01-0.17
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PP? (a,x b)

Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM
— Total Absolute Mediation.

Table S22. Likelihood ratio test results comparing Structural Equation Model 1c using observed
variables of pulse pressure, comparing the full model to a version where the path to Age” was
essentially removed, by constraining it to be equal to zero.

Model DF AIC BIC Chi-sqg p
SEM 1c, full model 3 10, 069 | 10,208 | 386.08
SEM 1c, constraining Age? 4 10,068 | 10,203 | 387.08 0.32

Abbreviations: AIC, Akiake Information Criterion; BIC, Bayesian Information Criterion; DF,
degrees of freedom.

Table S23. Structural Equation Model 1d using observed variables of pulse pressure and steady state
blood pressure. Significant effects where confidence intervals do not cross zero are in bold

Dependent Predictor Standard | Standard | z Confidence
variable variable label B Error p Intervals
Speed SSBP oy 0.032 0.041 0.783 0.43 .0.05 - 0.11
Speed SSBPP? | ¢y 0.025 0.036 0.711 0.48 -0.04-010
Speed PP Cs -0.009 0.048 -0.183 0.85 -0.10 — 0.09
Speed pp2 Co -0.014 0.041 -0.355 0.72 -0.09 — 0.06
Speed HRV co 0.084 0.045 1.871 0.06 0002 — 018
Speed HRV? Co 0.024 0.036 0.674 0.50 -0.05 — 0.09
PSMD SSBP a -0.016 0.05 -0.322 0.75 012 — 0.08
PSMD SSBPP? | a, -0.007 0.042 -0.158 0.88 -0.08 — 0.07
PSMD PP as 0.34 0.048 7.092 <0.01 0.25 —0.44
PSMD pp2 a. 0.084 0.038 2.222 0.03 002 — 0.16
PSMD HRV as -0.331 0.043 -7.623 <0.01 -0.42 — -0.95
PSMD HRV? as 0 0.041 0.001 ) 1.00 -0.08 — 0.08
Speed PSMD by -0.176 0.063 -2.777 <0.01 -0.29 — -0.05
PSMD Sex 0.189 0.078 2.408 0.02 0.04—0.34
Head 0.123 0.046 2.654 <0.01
PSMD Motion 0.06 —0.24
Speed Sex 0.195 0.073 2.679 <0.01 -0.05—0.34
Speed Age -0.501 0.062 -8.064 <0.01 -0.63 - -0.38
Total Absolute 0.004 0.009 0.445 0.66
Mediation of (a1 x b) +
SSBP + SSBP? (a,x b) 0.00 — 0.04
TAM of PP + (azxb) + | 0.075 0.03 2.502 0.01
PP? (asx b) 0.02-0.14
TAM of HRV + (asx b) + | 0.058 0.025 2.312 0.02
HRV? (agx b) 0.02 -0.12
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Abbreviations: HRV, heart rate variability; SSBP, steady state blood pressure; PP, pulse
pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM — Total Absolute
Mediation.

Table S24. Likelihood ratio test results comparing Structural Equation Model 2a, where no paths vary
with Age, to Structural Equation Model 2b, where paths ‘al’ and ‘a2’ vary across three age groups:
Young (18-44 years, n=190), Middle (44-65 years, n=190) and Old (65-87 years, n=190).

Model DF AIC BIC Chi-sq |p
SEM 2a: no paths vary across Age groups 13 7, 062 7,279 | 10.19
SEM 2b: ‘a;’ and ‘a,’ vary across Age groups | 9 7,068 | 7,302 | 7.82 0.67

Abbreviations: AIC, Akiake Information Criterion; BIC, Bayesian Information Criterion; DF,
degrees of freedom.

Table S25. Likelihood ratio test results on Structural Equation Model 3a, comparing the full model to a
version where the ‘b,’ path between processing speed and the ability discrepancy was essentially
removed, by constraining it to be equal to zero.

Model DF AIC BIC Chi-sqg p
SEM 3a, full model 6 11,019 | 11,149 | 366
SEM 3a, constraining ‘b’ 7 11,021 | 11,147 | 370 0.04

Abbreviations: AIC, Akiake Information Criterion; BIC, Bayesian Information Criterion; DF,
degrees of freedom.

Table S26. Structural Equation Model 3a. Significant effects where confidence intervals do not cross
zero are in bold.

Dependent Predictor Standard | Standard | z Confidence
variable variable label B Error p Intervals
Discrepancy | PP Cy -0.01 0.04 -0.24 | 0.81 -0.09 — 0.07
Discrepancy | PP? Cy -0.02 0.03 -0.54 | 0.59 -0.08 — 0.04
PSMD PP a; 0.42 0.04 11.21 <0.01 0.35-0.50
PSMD PP? ay 0.11 0.04 307 |90 o04-0.18
<0.01 |-0.29 —-
Speed PSMD b, -0.20 0.06 -3.31 0.07
Discrepancy | Speed b, -0.08 0.04 -2.04 | 0.04 -0.16 — 0.00
PSMD Sex 0.10 0.08 2.58 0.01 0.05-0.34
Head
PSMD Motion 0.17 0.05 3.83 <0.01 | 0.11-0.29
Speed Sex 0.07 0.07 1.90 0.06 0.00 — 0.25
-0.63 —-
Speed Age -0.55 0.05 -10.32 | <0.01 | 0.42
Discrepancy | Sex -0.02 0.06 -0.57 | 0.57 -0.16 — 0.08
Discrepancy | Age 0.63 0.05 13.86 | <0.01 | 0.54-0.72
(a]_X bl
TAM of PP + x b,) +
PP? (a;xb; | 0.01 0.01 1.76 0.08 0.00 - 0.02
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X by)

Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM
— Total Absolute Mediation.

Table S27. Likelihood ratio test results on Structural Equation Model 3b, comparing the full model to a
version where the ‘b,’ path between processing speed and fluid intelligence was essentially removed,
by constraining it to be equal to zero.

Model DF AIC BIC Chi-sqg p
SEM 3b, full model 6 10, 950 | 11, 080 373.74
SEM 3b, constraining ‘b’ 7 11, 042 | 11, 167 467.75 <0.001

Abbreviations: AIC, Akiake Information Criterion; BIC, Bayesian Information Criterion; DF,
degrees of freedom.

Table S28. Structural Equation Model 3b. Significant effects where confidence intervals do not cross
zero are in bold.

Dependent | Predictor Standard | Standard | z Confidence
variable variable | label B Error p Intervals
Fluid PP Cr -0.06 0.03 -1.71 | 0.09 -0.13-0.01
Fluid PP? Cy 0.03 0.03 0.94 0.35 -0.03 - 0.08
PSMD PP a 0.42 0.04 11.21 | <0.01 |0.35-0.50
PSMD PP? a, 0.11 0.04 3.07 <0.01 0.04 -0.18
Speed PSMD | b, -0.20 0.06 331 | 001 | 529 —007
Fluid Speed b, 0.38 0.04 9.12 <0.01 0.31-0.48
PSMD Sex 0.10 0.08 2.58 0.01 0.05-0.34
Head
PSMD Motion 0.17 0.05 3.83 <0.01 ]0.11-0.29
Speed Sex 0.07 0.07 1.90 0.06 0.00 - 0.25
Speed Age -0.55 0.05 -10.32 | <0.01 | -0.63--0.42
Fluid Sex 0.07 0.06 241 0.02 0.02 - 0.26
Fluid Age -0.38 0.04 -8.75 | <0.01 |-0.46 —-0.29
TAM of PP (a1 X by X by) +
+ PP? (az2x by x by) 0.04 0.01 2.77 0.01 0.01 -0.07

Abbreviations: PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity; TAM
— Total Absolute Mediation.

Table S29. Likelihood ratio test results comparing Structural Equation Model 3B with the expected
and reversed orders of variables, excluding covariats of no interest. No p-value is given when models
have the same degrees of freedom.

Model DF AIC BIC Chi-sqg
Expected order: 3 7,328 7, 380 43.59
Speed (b;) — Fluid
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Reversed order: 3 7, 346 7, 398 62.39
Fluid (b,) — Speed Abbrev

iations:
AIC, Akiake Information Criterion; BIC, Bayesian Information Criterion; DF, degrees of
freedom; PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity.

Table S30. Likelihood ratio test results comparing Structural Equation Model 3B with the expected
and reversed orders of variables, including covariates of no interest. No p-value is given when models
have the same degrees of freedom.

Model DF AIC BIC Chi-sqg
Expected order: 6 10,950 | 11,080 |373.74
Speed (b;) — Fluid
Reversed order: 6 10,952 | 11, 082 375.77
Fluid (b,) — Speed

Abbreviations: AIC, Akiake Information Criterion; BIC, Bayesian Information Criterion; DF,
degrees of freedom; PP, pulse pressure; PSMD, peak width of skeletonized mean diffusivity.
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