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Abstract 
Psychosis is a common symptom in neurodegenerative diseases that contributes to significant patient 

and caregiver burden. While neuroimaging studies have implicated various brain regions in psychosis, 

findings have been inconsistent across different disease entities and psychosis subtypes. This study 

aimed to identify structural neuroanatomic changes associated with specific patterns of psychotic 

content across pathologically confirmed neurodegenerative diseases. We examined 283 autopsy-

confirmed neurodegenerative disease cases (70 with psychosis) at a tertiary medical center, 

representing diverse clinical syndromes and pathologies. Psychotic content was systematically classified 

using standardized criteria. Voxel-based morphometry analyses of MRI were conducted to identify 

structural correlates of psychotic features across all syndromes, within specific clinical syndromes, and 

within pathological subtypes. Overall, delusions were associated with atrophy in the right temporal lobe 

and bilateral frontal lobes, particularly when the delusions were persecutory or paranoid. Together, 

these regions support processing of external stimuli, reward, emotion, self-awareness, and executive 

function. By contrast, misidentification delusions correlated with right ventral temporal-occipital 

atrophy, implicating selective disruption of ventral visual stream processing. No consistent patterns of 

atrophy were found with hallucinations. Our findings suggest that damage to temporal and frontal 

subregions predisposes individuals with neurodegeneration to develop delusions across clinical 

syndromes and pathologies. This study provides support for the theory that dysfunction in brain circuits 

supporting reward, emotion, self-awareness, processing of external sensory signals, and executive 

functioning can lead to new-onset delusional beliefs in neurodegenerative disease. These insights 

suggest shared mechanisms between "neurologic" and "psychiatric" disorders that could inform future 

prognostic and therapeutic approaches. 

Introduction 
Psychosis is common in neurodegenerative disease and may occur in the early stages of illnes.1–4 Estimates 

of the prevalence of psychosis range from 22 to 54% in Alzheimer’s disease (AD) and from 18 to 42% in 
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frontotemporal dementia (FTD).5 Psychosis increases stress, anxiety, and depression, placing a significant 

burden both on people suffering from the disorder, their caregivers and their health care providers.6 

Further, , psychosis in persons with dementia is associated with earlier institutionalization and a higher 

cost of care making it an important target for new approaches to understanding its etiology and 

treatment.7 One feature of psychosis associated with neurodegenerative diseases is that there is often a 

visible anatomic substrate that may help to better understand mechanisms in psychosis with primary 

psychiatric disorders like schizophrenia where anatomic mechanisms are more poorly understood. There 

are diverse underlying biological and physiological substrates associated with different presentations of 

psychosis. For example, individuals with psychiatric disease, neurodegenerative disease, and eye disease 

have significantly different patterns of hallucinations. Likewise, rates and patterns of delusions differ 

among individuals with bvFTD with C9orf72 expansions, AD, and Lewy body disease (LBD)6,8–11. The 

anatomic specificity for the clinical phenomenology in psychosis requires further study.  

Most research investigating the neuroimaging correlates of psychosis has been in schizophrenia, and 

studies in neurodegenerative disease have been comparatively scant. Still, results with both types of 

disorders have implicated the frontal lobe, with more varied correlates in the temporal, occipital, and 

parietal lobes, as well as the basal ganglia and the cerebellum12–18. There is relatively more neuroimaging 

research involving individuals with AD compared with other neurodegenerative diseases, and this work 

has associated psychosis with right-sided frontal and temporal atrophy or dysfunction with SPECT and PET 

studies13. Dividing studies by psychosis subtypes yields some anatomic specificity. For instance, two 

studies in AD found right hippocampal atrophy associated with delusions19, and one of these studies also 

found bilateral lateral temporal lobe atrophy20. In a study using SPECT in patients with clinically diagnosed 

LBD, hallucinations corresponded to hypoperfusion of the parietal and occipital association cortices, but 

delusional misidentifications were related to hypoperfusion of the limbic-paralimbic structures.  Delusions 

of theft and persecution, conversely, were related to hyperperfusion of the frontal cortices9. In studies of 

clinically diagnosed Parkinson’s Disease (PD), hallucinations have been associated with wide ranging areas 

of atrophy in the frontal, parietal, hippocampal, limbic, and occipital lobes16, though without pathological 

confirmation it is unclear whether a subset of these participants actually had concomitant Lewy body 

disease or AD.  This variability suggests that other factors like neurotransmitter changes may contribute 

to hallucinations in these disorders.21 Indeed, a recent systematic review on delusions across 

schizophrenia, bipolar disorder, and Alzheimer’s disease found delusions were most commonly associated 

with gray matter reductions in the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, middle frontal gyrus, and superior 

temporal gyrus cortically, with additional correlations with the left claustrum, hippocampus, insula, 

amygdala, and thalamus. However, they found a great deal of anatomic variability was reported across 

disorders, and most studies did not clarify the nature of psychotic content beyond broad categories22.  

Our group previously reported rates of psychosis across groups of pathology confirmed 

neurodegenerative diseases and noted that greater subgroup specificity was found when the nature of 

psychotic content was carefully delineated.23 For the current study, we wished to further clarify the 

structural neuroanatomic changes most likely to result in distinct patterns of psychosis in individuals with 

neurodegenerative disease, using precise endophenotyping of the psychotic content into detailed 

subcategories to maximize anatomic precision. Our primary goal in this exploratory study was to delineate 

for each specific type of psychotic content any brain-behavior relationships that were generalizable across 
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neurodegenerative disease syndromes, while as a secondary goal we examined whether any patterns of 

regional atrophy were more likely to result in particular psychotic symptoms within clinical dementia 

syndrome or neuropathological group.  

Methods 

Participant selection 
We screened all patients that came to autopsy at the University of California San Francisco Memory and 

Aging Center between 1999 and 2017 (N=830). Patients were excluded if full review of their pathology 

reports did not confirm the presence of a primary neurodegenerative neuropathology, operationalized 

as: (i) Alzheimer’s disease (AD) without Lewy body disease (LBD), defined as a primary pathology of 

Alzheimer’s disease meeting the ADNC criteria (Montine et al.,2012) with LBD showing a Parkinson’s 

disease Braak stage < 3; (ii) mixed LBD and Alzheimer’s disease (LBD/AD), defined as concomitant 

Alzheimer’s disease and LBD pathology where the Parkinson’s disease Braak stage was > 3; (iii) TDP 

pathology which included frontotemporal lobar degeneration with TDP inclusions (FTLD-TDP), including 

types A–C, as well as ALS-TDP and FTLD-MND; (iv) tau pathology including FTLD-tau, progressive 

supranuclear palsy (PSP), corticobasal degeneration (CBD), Pick’s disease, and argyrophilic grain disease 

(AGD); and (v) Other neurodegenerative disease, including FTLD FUS (Fused in Sarcoma), FTLD-Ubiquitin 

atypical, Huntington’s Disease, and Parkinson’s Disease (PD Braak 5).  While these were the primary 

pathologies, almost every patient had additional copathologies (See supplement Tables S2 and S3 for 

detailed description). 

Patients were further classified based on whether or not there was evidence that they had psychosis. 

Participants were further screened for having suitable structural MRI brain imaging for quantitative 

volumetric analysis (see “Neuroimaging acquisition and VBM preprocessing” below for more details).  

Individuals were excluded if they did not have data on their psychosis status reported on the 

Neuropsychiatric Inventory (NPI)24 or the Alzheimer’s Disease Research Center (ADRC) UDS Symptom 

Checklist. The final sample for this study included N=283 individuals, 70 of whom had MRI and psychosis, 

for whom comprehensive chart reviews of psychosis history were conducted, and N=213 who had MRI 

and no psychosis.   

The neurodegenerative disease syndrome of each participant was derived by a team of expert 

neurologists, neuropsychologists, nurses, and other specialists as part of the patient’s involvement in a 

large multidisciplinary longitudinal study at our center.  Primary syndrome categories observed in this 

sample included: Alzheimer’s disease syndrome (AD) diagnosed according to consensus clinical criteria25 

(N=79), behavioral variant frontotemporal dementia (bvFTD; N=62),26 progressive supranuclear palsy 

syndrome (PSPS; N=38)27, corticobasal syndrome (CBS; N=29)28, amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS; 

N=13)29, FTD/ALS (N=20), LBD/PD (N=4)30,31, and primary progressive aphasia of the semantic (N=19) and 

nonfluent (N=19) variants32  (see Table 1 for syndrome frequencies and clinical characteristics). All 

participants consented to have their data used for secondary analysis, and the protocol for this study was 

approved through the institution’s internal review board, in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.  
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Chart Review 

For the 70 individuals found to have psychosis, medical records were systematically reviewed for 

information about patients’ psychosis by trained coders who were blind to neuropathological diagnosis. 

To maximize reliability among coders, 20% of the charts of patients with psychosis were rated by two 

coders and discrepancies were discussed, resolved, and incorporated into an enhanced coding manual. 

Hallucinations were classified by sensory modality (visual, auditory, tactile, and olfactory) and by content 

of the hallucinated stimulus (visual misperceptions, simple visual hallucinations of shapes and colors, well-

formed visual hallucinations including of people or animals, and non-visual hallucinations). Delusion 

subtypes were selected according to the DSM-5 criteria. Delusions were divided into five major groups 

including: (i) erotomanic; (ii) grandiose; (iii) jealous; (iv) persecutory; and (v) somatic (American Psychiatric 

Association, 2013). In addition, we added a category to capture delusions of misidentification of people, 

including the Capgras delusion, and for delusions regarding a particular place, including a person’s own 

home and reduplicative paramnesia. We further subclassified persecutory delusions into delusions of 

theft, intention to hurt, intrusion into home, and suspiciousness, for paranoid delusions that did not meet 

any of the other classifications. Finally, we included the feeling of presence, an overwhelming feeling that 

another person is present in the same room when no one is there, as its own category as its classification 

is unclear10. See Naasan 202123 for more detailed operational definitions.  

Measures of function 
Data collected at the same time as the MRI scan was used to represent each patient’s level of cognitive 

and behavioral functioning.  

The CDR® Dementia Staging Instrument is a semi-structured interview used to characterize the 

cognitive/functional levels and severity of patients with dementia by rating the following six domains: 

memory, orientation, judgment and problem solving, community affairs, home and hobbies, and personal 

care 33,34. The CDR® Dementia Staging Instrument PLUS National Alzheimer’s Coordinating Center Behavior 

and Language Domains (CDR plus NACC FTLD) helps characterize the severity of FTLD-related dementia 

by rating two additional domains: behavior and language (Miyagawa et al., 2020). These domains are 

rated from normal (score of 0), minimally impaired (score of 0.5), mildly impaired (score of 1), moderately 

impaired (score of 2) and severely impaired (score of 3). To assess disease severity, the global CDR® and 

the global CDR® plus NACC FTLD scores were calculated using published scoring rules that assign weights 

to domains to ensure score optimization33,35–37. The CDR® plus NACC FTLD Sum of Boxes was calculated 

using the total sum of the domains to facilitate equal evaluation of all domains. 

The MMSE is a brief screening test that uses dimensions such as orientation, attention, recall and language 

to assess severity of cognitive impairment. It is a highly verbal screening tool and is mainly sensitive to 

picking up lower to moderate levels of impairment38. 

Neuroimaging acquisition and VBM preprocessing 
Participants underwent MRI brain imaging with a 3T, 1.5T, or 4T ADNI-compliant structural sequence; the 

acquisition details are described elsewhere39. If the patient already had psychosis upon initial clinic 

presentation (e.g., if they had begun to experience psychotic symptoms 2 years before first clinic visit), 

then we chose the earliest available MRI closest to that initial visit for analysis.  If psychosis onset occurred 
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after their initial clinic visit (e.g. 3 years after initial evaluation), we selected a scan within 180 days of the 

established psychosis onset date. For individuals with no reported psychosis, then the earliest available 

MRI scan was always chosen.  

Structural T1-weighted images were preprocessed using SPM12. The images were visually inspected for 

artifacts, and underwent bias-correction, segmentation into tissue compartments, and spatial 

normalization using a single generative model with the standard SPM12 parameters.  The default tissue 

probability maps for grey matter, white matter, cerebrospinal fluid, and all other voxels from SPM12 

(TPM.nii) were used40. To optimize intersubject registration, each participant’s image was warped to a 

template derived from 300 confirmed neurologically healthy older adults (ages 44-86, M±SD: 67.2±7.3; 

113 males, 186 females) scanned with one of three magnet strengths (1.5T, 3T, 4T), using affine and 

nonlinear transformations with the help of the diffeomorphic anatomical registration through 

exponentiated lie algebra (DARTEL) method, with standard implementation in SPM1240. In all 

preprocessing steps, default parameters of the SPM12 toolbox were used. Total volume of each tissue 

compartment was calculated by applying the modulated, warped and segmented masks for gray matter, 

white matter, and CSF to the corresponding MWS probability map for that individual, and the total 

intracranial volume (TIV) was derived by summing the three volumes.  The spatially normalized, 

segmented, and modulated gray matter images were smoothed with an 8-mm FWHM isotropic Gaussian 

kernel for use in voxel-based morphometry analysis40,41. 

Statistical analysis 
Patient characteristics and group frequencies were analyzed using R, and brain-behavior analyses were 

performed using SPM12.  All VBM analyses included age, gender, magnet strength, total intracranial 

volume (TIV), and MMSE as nuisance covariates. All-syndrome analysis: First, a series of VBM analyses 

were performed with all N=283 individuals in the study to determine if the presence or absence of any 

major form of psychosis was predicted by gray matter atrophy at the voxel level, using a one-tailed t-

contrast. Only results surviving a family-wise-error threshold of pFWE < 0.05 with a cluster size > 25 mm3 

were considered significant. Within-syndrome subgroup analyses: Next, any form of psychosis that 

showed generalized brain-behavior relationships in the whole group that were significant at an FWE-

corrected level was further examined via a series of subgroup analyses limited to a single clinical 

syndrome. For each syndrome group, individuals positive for that psychotic feature were compared to 

those without that feature.  The rationale for this approach was that 1) distinct syndrome-specific patterns 

of neurodegeneration may cause the same psychotic symptoms through damage to different brain 

regions, and 2) the all-syndrome analysis could be biased if disproportionate numbers of individuals with 

any one clinical syndrome were represented in the psychosis group compared to the no-psychosis group, 

but this bias would not occur in a within-syndrome analysis.  Given that this analysis was based on 

significantly smaller sample sizes and thus would be underpowered to detect real differences, uncorrected 

results at a p<0.0001 level were also considered significant. For clinical syndromes without significant 

results, we performed a qualitative evaluation by visually comparing the atrophy maps for each psychosis-

by-syndrome subgroup to healthy controls identified with 1:1 matching based on age. Within-pathology 

subgroup analyses:  Finally, any form of psychosis found to have significant brain correlates in the all-

syndrome analysis was further examined by subgrouping individuals within primary pathology category 

(AD, AD/LBD, TDP, Tau) and comparing those with and without the particular psychotic symptom.  As with 
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the within-syndrome analyses, small sample sizes made these analyses somewhat underpowered, and 

thus uncorrected results at p<0.0001 were accepted. This analysis was performed to evaluate the 

hypothesis that patients with more homogenous neuropathology might show similar psychotic symptoms 

resulting from pathology-specific patterns of focal damage.  This hypothesis was based on the idea that 

neuropathologies might be considered a “biotype”, direct analysis of which has been advocated by the 

psychiatry research community for over at least a decade in an attempt to deprioritize DSM and ICD 

clinical diagnoses, which are “taxed by high degrees of inter-class overlaps, comorbidity and 

heterogeneity, as well as diverse disease course and response to treatment”42. 

Family-wise error correction was used to identify the lower bound of the significance threshold for the 

VBM analysis. In this correction, the maximum t-values of the imaging data compared to behavioral data 

were re-sampled using the Monte Carlo approach, which includes 1000 permutations of the error 

distribution. This was used to create a custom map of the error distribution based on the data set, i.e., 

distribution of maximum t-values when no true relationship exists. The t-value at the 95th percentile of 

this distribution was taken as the custom cut-off threshold, rendering t-values on or above this cut-off 

significant at a family-wise error corrected level of p < .0543. 

Results 
The demographic characteristics of all participants, as well as their clinical syndrome and pathologic 

diagnosis groupings by psychosis status, are presented below in Table 1. There were no statistical 

differences in gender distribution or age at MRI scan across clinical syndrome groups. There was a 

statistically significant difference in level of function between patients who did and did not have psychosis, 

with worse scores in the psychosis group on both standard and NACC FTLD versions of the CDR Global 

score, and the MMSE total score. Of note, however, on average both psychosis and non-psychosis groups 

in our sample were very early in their disease process at the analyzed visit, averaging a CDR global score 

of M=1/SD=0.7, which is consistent with “very mild dementia”, thus this statistical difference may not 

signify a clinically meaningful discrepancy.  

All-syndrome analyses 

Some forms of psychosis that were part of the chart review appeared in few to no patients in the sample, 

and thus could not be analyzed (less than 5).  The forms of delusions analyzed included grandiose 

delusions, paranoid delusions, misidentification delusions, delusions regarding a particular place, and 

persecutory delusions, including its subcategories of intention to hurt, theft, and suspiciousness. The 

forms of hallucinations analyzed included visual misperceptions, formed hallucinations (including of 

people, animals, insects), hallucinations of shapes, and hallucinations of voices.  All analyzed psychosis 

forms were evaluated with whole-brain VBM using all patients regardless of clinical syndrome or 

pathologic diagnosis. The forms of psychosis with significant correlations (pFWE<0.05) between the 

psychosis and brain volume are presented below (Table 2, Figure 1).  

Any psychosis 

The psychosis group (N=70) had significantly greater atrophy than the non-psychosis group (N=213) in the 

right inferior and anterior temporal lobe, specifically the temporal pole, parahippocampal gyrus, and a 

contiguous area of atrophy overlapping with the inferior temporal gyrus and fusiform gyrus (pFWE<0.05). 
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Prominent areas of atrophy that did not survive family-wise error correction but were significant at a 

p<0.0001 level were found in the frontal lobes as well, including the bilateral gyrus rectus, medial frontal 

cortex, right subcallosal area, right basal forebrain, right frontal operculum, and right anterior insula.  

Any delusions 

Patients with delusions (N=53) had two areas where they showed significantly greater atrophy than those 

without delusions (N=230).  These strongly overlapped with the regions described above found for “any 

psychosis”, including the right temporal pole, and the right inferior temporal gyrus (pFWE<0.05), as well 

as similar right frontal and middle temporal regions that did not survive FWE correction that were listed 

above (subcallosal area and accumbens, left frontal pole, superior frontal gyrus medial segment, middle 

temporal gyrus). 

Table 1: Patient Characteristics 

  Psychosis No Psychosis Total P-value 

Age At MRI Scan 64.6 (±9.2) 64.8 (±9.7) 64.8 (±9.6) n.s. 

Sex       n.s. 

Male 38 (23.5%) 124 (76.5%) 162 (57.2%)   

Female 32 (26.4%) 89 (73.6%) 121 (42.8%)   

Clinical Dementia Rating Global Score    < 0.0001 

Mean (SD) 1.4 (±0.7) 0.8 (±0.6) 1.0 (±0.7)   

Clinical Dementia Rating Global Score (with NACC 
FTLD)   < 0.0001 

Mean (SD) 2.0 (±0.7) 1.2 (±0.7) 1.4 (±0.8)   

MMSE      < 0.0001 

Mean (SD) 19.4 (±7.8) 23.2 (±6.7) 22.3 (±7.2)   

Clinical Diagnosis        

  bvFTD 24 (38.7%) 38 (61.3%) 62 (21.9%)   

  AD 21 (26.6%) 58 (73.4%) 79 (27.9%)   

  PSP 8 (21.1%) 30 (78.9%) 38 (13.4%)   

  CBS 5 (17.2%) 24 (82.8%) 29 (10.2%)   

  ALS/bvFTD 5 (25.0%) 15 (75.0%) 20 (7.1%)   

  DLB/PD 2 (50.0%) 2 (50.0%) 4 (1.4%)   

  svPPA 4 (21.1%) 15 (78.9%) 19 (6.7%)   

  nfvPPA 0 (0.0%) 19 (100.0%) 19 (6.7%)   

  ALS 1 (7.7%) 12 (92.3%) 13 (4.6%)   

Pathology Category       

  TDP 23 (29.9%) 54 (70.1%) 77 (27.2%)   

  tauopathy 22 (19.1%) 93 (80.9%) 115 (40.6%)   

  AD 15 (23.8%) 48 (76.2%) 63 (22.3%)   

  LBD_AD 9 (40.9%) 13 (59.1%) 22 (7.8%)   

  Other 1 (16.7%) 5 (83.3%) 6 (2.1%)   
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Paranoid delusions 

In individuals with paranoid delusions (N=37), the frontal lobe atrophy patterns seen at an uncorrected 

threshold in the “any delusions” analysis (above) became significantly worse than patients without 

paranoid delusions (N=246) (pFWE<0.05). This included the right subcallosal area, a contiguous area of 

atrophy overlapping the left frontal pole and superior frontal gyrus, as well as the left middle frontal gyrus. 

Regions not surviving FWE correction included the left subcallosal area, bilateral anterior cingulate gyri, 

right middle frontal gyrus, left middle cingulate gyrus, and the left cerebellum exterior.  

Persecutory delusions 

In individuals with delusions that were specifically classified as persecutory (N=21), the areas of atrophy 

previously found in individuals with paranoid delusions were again prominent, including the subcallosal 

area and left anterior frontal lobe. Both the left and right subcallosal areas appeared to predict 

persecutory delusions, although in this analysis the left subcallosal area survived FWE correction while 

the right subcallosal area did not by a marginal degree, as can be seen in Table 2 and Figure 1.  Areas of 

atrophy that did not survive FWE correction but were significant at p<0.0001 included the bilateral 

accumbens, bilateral anterior cingulate, and right gyrus rectus. 

Delusions of misidentification 

The atrophy pattern specific to individuals with delusions of misidentification (N=11) was very close to the 

FWE-corrected threshold, but dropped below this threshold when MMSE was added as a covariate.  We 

report these results because potentially they are meaningful but could not survive our conservative 

statistical threshold. Two regions of atrophy significant at an uncorrected p of <0.0005 were in the ventral 

visual pathway, including the right posterior inferior temporal gyrus and the right posterior middle 

temporal gyrus. 

Additional subtypes of delusions 

No other subtype of delusions showed significant differences between individuals with and without that 

symptom, including grandiose delusions and delusions regarding a particular place. Two subcategories of 

persecutory delusions were significant at p<0.0001: intention to hurt (n=6) and delusions of 

suspiciousness (n=13). Intention to hurt revealed a small area of atrophy at the right entorhinal area, 

which did not overlap with previous areas of significance with any analysis. Delusions of suspiciousness 

revealed atrophy in the right superior frontal gyrus medial segment and the right middle frontal gyrus. 

Any hallucinations 

Though there was a relatively large sample size of patients with hallucinations (N=39), when their patterns 

of atrophy were compared to those without, no areas of associated atrophy were found, even at an 

uncorrected p-value threshold of p<0.0005.  

Additional subtypes of hallucinations 

No other subtype of hallucination showed significant differences in atrophy pattern between individuals 

with and without that symptom, including visual misperceptions, formed hallucinations (including of 

people, animals, insects), hallucinations of shapes, and hallucinations of voices. 
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Figure 1: Areas of significant atrophy by form of psychosis  

 

 

Within-syndrome subgroup analyses 
In the PSP-only subgroup analysis, individuals with PSP and any psychosis showed significantly greater 

atrophy in the right temporal pole (pFWE<0.05) than those with PSP and no psychosis. In the AD group, 

individuals with any psychosis showed significantly greater atrophy (uncorrected p< 0.0001) in the right 

fusiform gyrus, right hippocampal gyrus, and right temporal pole. svPPA patients with persecutory 

delusions showed significantly greater atrophy of the left superior frontal gyrus and middle frontal gyrus 

(however, of note, this was a small sample size of 2 with persecutory delusions versus 17 without). Neither 

the bvFTD or CBS syndrome groups showed any significant within-syndrome differences in atrophy 

between the subgroup with and without psychosis. The other diagnostic syndrome groups were 

considered too small, or too unbalanced, to perform within-group comparisons of individuals with and 

without psychosis, including the ALS, nfvPPA, and DLB/PD syndrome groups. 
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Within-pathology subgroup analyses 
Patients were then divided into four major groups based on their primary neuropathology, as in Naasan 

2023, with the caveat that almost all patients had additional secondary pathologies, some of which were 

significant and likely contributed to their overall clinical syndrome.  Details on the presence of 

copathologies are found in the Supplement (Tables S2 and S3). A subgroup analysis was performed within 

each major pathology group for each form of psychosis that was found to be significant after FWE 

correction in the all-patient analysis described above. See supplementary Figure S1 for an overview of 

significant areas of atrophy (pFWE<0.05) and supplementary Table S4 for all areas of significant atrophy.  

Primary TDP pathology group (N=77) 

Within the TDP pathology group, individuals with any psychosis (N=23) showed significantly greater 

atrophy in the right superior frontal gyrus (uncorrected p<0.0001) compared to those without psychosis 

(N=54).  Also, those with persecutory delusions (N=7) showed significantly greater atrophy in the left 

superior frontal gyrus compared to those with TDP pathology and no persecutory delusions.  

Primary tau pathology group (N=115) 

In the subset of patients with tau pathology, individuals with any psychosis (N=22) showed significantly 

greater atrophy mainly in the right > left frontal lobe, including the right superior frontal gyrus medial 

segment, with an additional area in the right temporal pole, all of which survived FWE correction. 

Individuals with any psychosis also showed significantly greater atrophy in the right entorhinal area, right 

middle frontal gyrus, right subcallosal area, and the left gyrus rectus (uncorrected p<0.0001). Patients 

with paranoid delusions (N=14) also had significantly greater atrophy in the right temporal pole, right 

superior frontal gyrus, and the right subcallosal area (uncorrected p<0.0001). Patients with paranoid 

delusions additionally had significantly greater atrophy in the left anterior orbital gyrus and left subcallosal 

area (uncorrected p<0.0001). Similar to the “any delusions” analysis, patients with paranoid delusions 

(N=11) had significantly greater atrophy in the right temporal pole, right superior frontal gyrus medial 

segment, and bilateral subcallosal areas, but additionally revealed atrophy in the right medial frontal 

cortex, the right gyrus rectus, the pregenual area of the bilateral anterior cingulate gyrus, and the left 

frontal pole (uncorrected p<0.0001). Patients with persecutory delusions (N=8) had significantly greater 

atrophy in the R>L medial frontal lobes, particularly in the bilateral subcallosal area, the right gyrus rectus, 

superior frontal gyrus medial segment, as well as the anterior frontal lobes including the right and left 

frontal poles, all of which survived FWE correction. In addition, patients with persecutory delusions had 

significantly greater atrophy in the left superior frontal gyrus medial segment, left gyrus rectus, left medial 

orbital gyrus, right medial and middle frontal gyrus, right posterior orbital gyrus, anterior subgenual area 

of the right anterior cingulate gyrus, bilateral accumbens areas, and the right hippocampus (uncorrected 

p<0.0001).  

Primary AD pathology group (N=63) 

Analysis of AD patients with any psychosis (N=15) and any delusions (N=11) found that they had 

significantly greater atrophy in the superior occipital gyrus, which survived FWE correction. AD patients 

with any psychosis also showed significantly greater atrophy in the right angular gyrus, right fusiform 

gyrus, and right parahippocampal gyrus (uncorrected p<0.0001).  Finally, AD patients with delusions of 
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misidentification (N=3) had significantly greater atrophy in the right middle occipital gyrus than AD 

patients without this form of psychosis (uncorrected p<0.0001).   

Primary DLB/AD pathology group (N=22) 

In the mixed LBD and AD pathology group, there were no significant differences in atrophy between 
patients with any of the forms of psychosis when they were compared to those without that symptom.
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Table 2 

Anatomical correlates of psychosis subtypes across all patients (N=283) 

Anatomic Structure 

MaxT by form of psychosis  Right Left 

Any 

Psychosis 

Any 

Delusions 

Paranoid 

Delusions 

Persecutory 

Delusions x y z x y z 

Temporal Lobes                     

Right inferior temporal gyrus/ 

fusiform gyrus 4.81 4.34   
45 -19 -31      

Right middle temporal gyrus   4.03   
63 -6 -21      

Right parahippocampal gyrus 4.38    
25 -25 -27      

Right temporal pole 4.43 4.74   
45 21 -21      

Right posterior insula 4.04       43 -1 -7       

Frontal Lobes     
            

Right gyrus rectus 3.9   
3.88 1 42 -24      

Left gyrus rectus/medial frontal 

cortex 3.79    
-1 45 -22      

Right subcallosal area 3.89 4.23 4.74 4.40 1 10 -10      

Left subcallosal area   
4.20 4.46      -1 12 -7 

Right anterior cingulate gyrus   
3.93 4.03 1 34 5      

Left anterior cingulate gyrus   
3.90 4.10      0 34 19 

Right superior frontal gyrus 

medial segment    
3.97 7 48 13      

Left frontal pole/superior frontal 

gyrus  4.02 4.66 4.71      -10 64 16 

Right middle frontal gyrus   
4.32  36 57 7      

Left middle frontal gyrus   
4.43       -30 60 1 

Right posterior orbital gyrus   
3.95  36 19 -13      

Right Basal Forebrain 4.29    
1 7 -12      
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Left Accumbens Area    
3.91      -4 9 -4 

Right Accumbens Area  3.90  4.17 4 10 -9      

Right frontal operculum 3.93  3.80  42 9 1      

Right anterior insula 4.04  4.23  42 7 0      

Left middle cingulate gyrus   
3.88       -1 24 33 

Cerebellum     
          

Left Cerebellum Exterior     3.91         -31 -84 -30 

Note: Values in bold are statistically significant at pFWE <0.05, otherwise values are significant at p<0.0001, uncorrected for multiple 

comparisons.  
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Discussion 
This study examined a large group of individuals with neuropathologically-confirmed neurodegenerative 

disease across a wide range of dementia syndromes, and identified a number of generalizable brain-

behavior relationships where areas of atrophy were associated with forms of psychosis. None of these 

subjects suffered from psychosis before the onset of their neurodegenerative disorders suggesting that 

the regional MRI changes associated with psychosis were pathogenic. In our sample, delusions, and 

particularly persecutory or paranoid delusions, were most consistently associated with atrophy in the 

right temporal lobe and bilateral frontal lobes. The observed brain regions are involved in processing 

external stimuli, reward, and emotion, as well as self-awareness and executive functioning, providing 

some insight into how degeneration of specific cognitive circuits may lead to delusional beliefs in these 

patients. Finally, misidentification delusions were found to be significantly predicted by atrophy in the 

right ventral temporal-occipital regions that potentially related to ventral visual stream processing and 

were strongly associated with AD but not FTD.  No regional atrophy predicted hallucinations. 

Atrophy patterns associated with delusions  
We found that atrophy in the right temporal lobe was a significant predictor of psychosis overall,  

and particularly of delusions. The majority of regions identified are known to perform processing and 

comprehension of external stimuli, including regions specific to person perception. These included the 

right temporal pole, which is a processing hub for both socioemotional as well as more generalized 

semantic information44, the right fusiform gyrus which supports object, building and facial recognition45, 

as well as the right inferior temporal gyrus, which has been associated with visual perceptual processing 

and object identification46,47. Another recent study by Kumfor and colleagues examining the anatomy 

underlying delusions in patients with clinically diagnosed neurodegenerative disease also found temporal 

pole and inferior temporal gyrus atrophy, though their results showed strong correlates on the left-side48.  

When delusion subtypes were examined more closely, paranoid and persecutory delusions were 

associated with frontal and temporal regions involved in mood and autonomic regulation, reward 

processing, insight, and error monitoring.  The atrophy pattern associated with paranoia and persecutions 

was especially strong in the bilateral subcallosal area of the anterior cingulate. The subcallosal area has 

strong connections to the limbic system and is involved in mood regulation49, autonomic regulation50, 

reward51,52, and has emerged as an area important in mood and affective disorders53. Previous data on 

the involvement of the subcallosal area in psychosis has varied, but overall it supports an association54–56. 

A relatively recent meta-analysis found that while there has been great heterogeneity in brain atrophy 

across patients with schizophrenia, one area of homogeneity among this group is comparatively smaller 

volumes in the anterior cingulate cortex57, though they did not subdivide the ACC thus the distinct 

contribution of the subcallosal area remained unclear.  

Also, paranoia and persecutory delusions were predicted by significantly lower volume in the left 

frontal cortex, specifically areas involved with reward processing, insight, and error monitoring. These 

areas were predominantly in 1) the left middle frontal gyrus (specifically the dorsolateral prefrontal 

cortex) in paranoid delusions and 2) an area of atrophy overlapping with the left frontal pole and the 

medial superior frontal gyrus in both paranoid and persecutory delusions.  The frontal pole functions to 
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monitor and process the value or reward behind different options and actions58,59. Left frontal pole volume 

in patients with schizophrenia has been shown to correlate with insight, specifically the ability to observe 

their own mental processes and consider alternative explanations60. The middle frontal gyrus, also found 

in our study to be a region in which atrophy significantly predicted paranoia, is an area that is highly 

relevant for cognition and mood61 as well as error monitoring62. Our result is consistent with past studies 

finding decreased activity of the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex as well as decreased connectivity of this 

region with task-related brain regions in patients with schizophrenia, thought to result in impairments in 

coordinating thoughts and actions to facilitate goal-oriented behavior (i.e. cognitive control)63. A recent 

systematic review on delusions in schizophrenia, bipolar disorder, and AD found the dorsolateral 

prefrontal cortex was one of the areas most likely to contribute to delusions across groups22. A large study 

of patients with delusions who were clinically diagnosed with a neurodegenerative disease also found 

right middle frontal gyrus atrophy48. Finally, a past SPECT study in patients with clinically diagnosed LBD 

with delusions of theft and persecution reported dysfunction in areas similar to our results, including the 

left medial superior frontal gyrus and bilateral middle frontal gyri9. 

Our study also found a weaker potential association between delusions of misidentification, where 

people believe that a person, place, or object they are seeing has been replaced, and atrophy of the 

posterior aspect of the right inferior and middle temporal gyri. These are areas associated with the ventral 

visual stream, consistent with dysfunction with processing information about face, place or object 

identity64. One study of patients with schizophrenia found volume reduction in the bilateral inferior 

temporal gyri and left middle temporal gyrus among patients with chronic schizophrenia46, which may 

contribute to the impairments with visual perceptual processing seen in schizophrenia47.  In patients with 

clinically diagnosed AD, one study found an association between misidentification delusions and left 

parahippocampal volume reduction65.  Also, in a study of clinically diagnosed LBD, which often has overlap 

with AD pathology, misidentification delusions were associated with hypoperfusion using SPECT in the left 

hippocampus, insula, inferior frontal gyrus, and ventral striatum/accumbens area9. The discrepancies in 

findings may be related to differences in patient population, or the somewhat broad definition of 

misidentification delusions (which included patients with hallucinations in one of the studies). Regardless, 

together with these studies, our results support the hypothesis that in neurodegenerative disease, 

disruptions to object identification may cause patients to develop misidentification delusions. 

Hallucinations 
Our study did not find any areas of atrophy that corresponded with the presence of hallucinations in 

our patients, even at a low statistical threshold. Other studies have found wide ranging yet inconsistent 

results. In some studies of Parkinson’s disease, hallucinations have been associated with decreased 

cortical thickness in a wide range of brain regions including the right hemispheric frontal, occipital, 

parietotemporal, and insular regions in both hemispheres, in the basal ganglia and hippocampi, as well as 

the thalamus12,16. The supramarginal gyrus has been associated with hallucinations both in patients with 

clinically diagnosed AD17 as well as in patients with clinically diagnosed LBD9. As it is rare for hallucinations 

to present without delusions in patients with AD13, there may be a significant portion of patients with 

hallucinations in these prior studies who also have misidentification delusions driving those findings. It is 

notable that in our study, supramarginal gyrus atrophy was associated with misidentification delusions in 
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our patients with AD pathology at a statistically weaker, uncorrected threshold.  Although two of our three 

patients with misidentification delusions also had hallucinations, it is unlikely the hallucinations drove our 

finding given there were no areas of significance found when analyzing by hallucinations alone. Our 

study’s inability to detect regions of atrophy that consistently predicted hallucinations might have been 

due to the diversity of anatomy across all neurodegenerative syndromes in our sample, or inadequate 

sample size when analyzing by each pathology and clinical syndrome subgroup. Also, it is possible that 

hallucinations are mediated by more of a dynamic, functional, or neurochemically-mediated process and 

atrophy to one or more regions may not be consistently adequate or necessary to cause hallucinations in 

patients with neurodegeneration. We suspect that the cholinergic deficit associated with AD and DLB is a 

contributor to hallucinations in these patients and this chemical deficit is not detected by measurements 

of atrophy. 

Clinical implications for neurodegenerative disease 

When analyzed by clinical syndrome subgroup, our study had much weaker statistical power to detect 

significant group differences or brain-behavior relationships. Only the PSP and svPPA groups had 

statistically significant areas of atrophy predicting subtypes of psychosis that reflected the generalizable 

results from the transdiagnostic analyses. In the PSP group, psychosis predicted significant atrophy in the 

right temporal pole. In the svPPA group those with persecutory delusions showed significantly greater 

atrophy of the left superior frontal gyrus and middle frontal gyrus than those without, although it should 

be noted this was calculated upon a particularly small sample size for the VBM group comparison.  Analysis 

by pathology groups reiterated many of the findings in the overall sample, including associations between 

atrophy in right temporal and bilateral subcallosal areas with delusions in the tau pathology subgroup.   

Our results suggest that damage to subregions of the right temporal and frontal lobes predispose 

individuals with neurodegeneration to develop delusional ideation. Localization of psychosis continues to 

be challenging in primary psychiatric disorders, however, the key areas found in our study with 

neurodegeneration overlap with findings of other studies, mostly in patients with schizophrenia. This gives 

a higher degree of confidence these regions do make a meaningful contribution to psychosis 

pathophysiology in both patients with primary psychiatric disease and dementia.  Moreover, the 

dysfunction expected to arise from damage to the regions identified in our study reflect theoretical 

models of the cognitive basis of psychosis, particularly the hypothesis that dysfunctional processing and 

comprehension of external stimuli 44–47,66 lead to misinterpretation of reality and therefore can cause a 

patient to arrive at incorrect conclusions. This is similar to the theory of sensory processing deficits leading 

to psychosis in schizophrenia67,68. In addition, dysfunction in brain systems related to emotion and reward 

may cause the individual to inaccurately label the importance of different stimuli, such as feeling a sense 

of reward when finding a spurious connection between unrelated or neutral stimuli, which aligns with the 

aberrant salience theory of schizophrenia 69,70. 

Understanding the cognitive basis of psychosis can aid in the clinic. In the more immediate term, it 

can help to provide key information to patients and families, unveiling the mysteries associated with these 

often-disturbing symptoms. In the long term, more precise information may guide the development of 

more tailored prognostic and therapeutic approaches. If evidence continues to suggest there could be a 

common pathophysiologic thread to psychotic symptoms seen in both “neurologic” and “psychiatric” 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted February 7, 2025. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.02.06.25321537doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.02.06.25321537


disorders, it will become even more important for psychiatry and neurology to work together in their 

study and management of different psychosis subtypes. One remarkable aspect of our findings is that all 

of our subjects were psychosis free before the onset of dementia so the specific correlations in right 

frontal and temporal regions are more likely to be etiological for the delusions that emerged as their 

disorders progressed. 

Limitations and conclusions  
While our study is unique for its large sample and precise characterization of psychosis symptoms in 
neurodegenerative disease, it also has several limitations, including its retrospective nature. In 
particular, there were small sample sizes for some of the delusion types, particularly within pathology 
groups, which may have led to a lack of power to detect significant findings within some of these 
psychosis subtypes. Using a lesion model made it difficult to determine if a brain structure directly 
mediates the psychosis subtype, or if damage to that structure results in disconnection from other 
regions that lead to psychosis. Also, at least in patients with AD, hallucinations have been associated 
with more severe dementia, whereas our patients at the time of evaluation had relatively low CDR and 
MMSE scores, suggesting our patients were at the beginning stages of their neurodegenerative 
disease71; therefore, it may be that if our patients’ psychosis symptoms were reassessed at more 
advanced stages of their dementia, a larger sample would have been found and a greater degree of 
atrophy significantly predicting psychosis. Overall, however, this study provides more support for the 
theory that dysfunction in brain circuits supporting reward, emotion, self-awareness, processing of 
visual signals, and executive functioning can lead to new-onset delusional beliefs in patients with 
neurodegenerative disease. 
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