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Abstract 

Cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) contains different types of extracellular vesicles (EVs) with undisclosed biomarker potential 

for neurodegenerative diseases. The aims of the present study were: i) to compare the proteome EVs isolated using 

different ultracentrifugation speed ii) to preliminary explore the EVs proteome in a common neurodegenerative 

disorder, Alzheimer’s disease (AD) compared to neurological controls. CSF samples from control subjects and AD 

patients were pooled separately (15 mL) and subjected to ultracentrifugation (UC) at different speeds (20,000g and 

100,000g) to isolate separate EV fractions (P20 and P100). The proteome was analysed using high-resolution mass 

spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) and comparisons were made using bioinformatic analysis. EVs isolated at 100,000g (P100) 

had a proteome consistent with vesicles secreted via an ESCRT-dependent mechanism, being highly enriched in alix 

(PDCD6IP), syntenin-1 (SDCBP) and TSG101. EVs isolated at 20,000g were substantially different, showing 

enrichment in cytoskeletal and cell adhesion molecules. The pools from patients diagnosed with AD showed a distinct 

protein profile of CSF EVs, with increased levels of ADAM10, SPON1, CH3IL1 and MDK in the P100 fraction. CSF 

EV offer a new potential biosource of protein markers for AD detection and a complementary framework to the analysis 

of whole biological fluids for biomarker discovery.  
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Introduction 

Extracellular vesicles (EVs) are membrane-enclosed vesicles secreted by a variety of cells and released in numerous 

biological fluids 1. Pleiotropic functions have been described for EVs, but a general consensus exists on their significant 

roles in signaling and information exchange between cells 2,3. Since intercellular communication is the defining 

characteristic of our central nervous system (CNS), several studies have investigated the role of EVs in the CNS, with 

particular consideration towards the transport of EV cargos, including proteins, lipids and nucleic acids and the effect 

on target cells 4,5. In addition, EVs in brain and cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) are attracting considerable attention for their 

possible role in the so-called prion hypothesis, the pathological spreading of protein aggregates across CNS structures, a 

characteristic feature of several neurodegenerative disorders like Alzheimer’s disease (AD) 6,7. 

CSF represents a privileged sample to explore the function of EVs in CNS, since its composition may effectively mirror 

molecular changes related to neurodegeneration processes 8,9. EVs in CSF have been isolated with a variety of 

techniques to be characterized morphologically and biochemically 10–12. Among these techniques, differential 

ultracentrifugation is still considered one of the most reliable method for isolation of EV 13. Using differential 

centrifugation several subtypes of EVs have been described in both cell media and biological fluids 14. It has been 

shown that using lower centrifugation speed (10,000 or 20,000 x g) usually larger vesicle tend to be isolated, while at 

higher speed (100,000 x g), nanosized vesicle (< 150 nm) can be readily separated 14. These different types of vesicles 

may not only carry different protein cargos, but also have different physiological roles 14. To understand the precise 

molecular composition of these different type of vesicles may further support the studies on the function and therapeutic 

applications of EVs, currently limited by several factors including reliability of isolation techniques, low yield and 

contamination (especially in biological fluids) and lack of standardization 13. The proteome composition of the different 

types of EVs in CSF isolated with differential ultracentrifugation is not clearly defined yet and may support the 

existence of physiologically diverse CSF EVs, which can derive from different brain areas and be involved in a range of 

biological functions 11. 

Recent efforts have been made to investigate the role of EVs in neurodegeneration and particularly in AD, either to 

clarify the involvement of EV in AD pathogenesis or to explore their value in diagnostics 15. It has been shown that EVs 

from AD brains contain amyloid beta (Aβ) oligomers that can propagate and induce cytotoxicity in vitro 16. Also the tau 

protein, a key player in AD pathogenesis, has been shown to spread via microglia-derived EVs, and stopping the 

production of these EVs contributed to the decrease of tau aggregation in vitro and in vivo 17. Additionally, several 

studies used immunochemical methods to analyse the biomarker potential of EVs in both plasma and CSF for AD 

diagnosis 18–20.  

Here we used differential centrifugation, high-resolution liquid chromatography mass-spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) and 

bioinformatics analyses to characterise the proteomic landscape of CSF EVs isolated at 20,000 and 100,000 x g from 

pooled CSF samples of AD patients and control subjects. Our aims were: i) to delineate the core proteome of the 

different EVs in CSF and possibly define specific protein markers for each type of EV; ii) to analyse preliminarily the 

differential protein expression in AD EVs isolated from CSF pools. The final objective was to obtain a protein profile 

characteristic of AD EVs to be used in the development of new diagnostic biomarkers for AD, possibly complementing 

the core biochemical markers used in the clinic.  

 

Materials and methods 

CSF samples and EV isolation 

CSF samples were obtained from patients that were retrospectively selected from the biobank of the Neurology Clinic 

of the University of Perugia. All the procedures involving human subjects were performed following Helsinki 
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Declaration. All patients or their closest relatives gave informed consent for the inclusion in the study that was approved 

by the local Ethics Committee. All the patients included in the biobank underwent a baseline clinical examination by 

experienced neurologists, neuropsychological assessment using Mini Mental State Examination, blood chemistry, brain 

CT and/or MRI scan for excluding other causes of cognitive deficit. Lumbar puncture was performed between 8:00 and 

10:00 a.m. CSF (10-12 mL), and was collected in sterile polypropylene tubes, centrifuged for 10 minutes at 2000 x g 

and divided in 0.5 mL aliquots which were immediately frozen at -80°C. 

The AD pool was constructed using 30 CSF samples from patients diagnosed with probable AD according to Dubois et 

al [1]. The patients were selected so that the CSF profile of the classical AD biomarkers, amyloid β peptide 1-42 

(Aβ42), total tau protein (t-tau) and phosphorylated tau 181 (p-tau) was supportive of AD (Aβ42 < 800 pg/mL, t-tau > 

300 pg/mL, p-tau > 60 pg/mL) [2] (Figure S1). The control CSF pool was built from 30 subjects who underwent CSF 

tapping for diagnostic testing and, after clinical and biochemical evaluation, they were found free of any cognitive 

impairment, neurodegenerative or inflammatory disease (table S1). All control subjects had a negative AD biomarker 

profile. The CSF samples were thawed, pooled and immediately processed in order to limit the cycles of freeze and 

thawing to a single one.  

EV isolation was performed as previously reported with minor modifications 11. The workflow of EV isolation is 

reported in figure 1a. The total pools (30 mL) of each group, CTRL and AD, were divided in two aliquots of 15 mL to 

have two technical replicates for the proteomic analysis. Spinning at low speed (1500-2000 x g) was omitted since all 

the samples were already spun at 2000 x g before freezing. Briefly, CSF samples were spun at 20,000 × g for 45 min in 

a ultracentrifuge using a 40Ti rotor (Beckman Coulter). The pellet was then washed with PBS and centrifuged again for 

45 minutes at 20,000 x g to obtain the final sample (P20). The supernatant after 20,000 x g centrifugation was 

centrifuged at 100,000 × g for 2 hours. The soluble CSF (supernatant, SN) was removed and the pellet containing EVs 

were suspended in PBS, carefully washed and centrifuged again at 100,000 ×g for 2 hours to collect the final P100 

pellet. All the centrifugation steps were performed at 4 °C. Pellets were dissolved in sample buffer (Life Technologies, 

Carlsbad, CA, cat No:NP0008) for proteomics experiments. SN fractions (~5 mL) were concentrated to 100 µL using 

3kDa filters (Millipore) and then dissolved in sample buffer.  

 

SDS-PAGE and in-gel digestion 

For proteomic analysis P100, P20 and SN fractions of the two pools were loaded on gradient gels from Invitrogen 

(NuPAGE 4–12% Bis-Tris gel, 1 mm x 10 wells). The gels were then stained with Coomassie brilliant blue G-250 

(Pierce, Rockford, IL) and in-gel digested as previously described 21. Briefly, gels were washed and dehydrated once in 

50 mM ammonium bicarbonate (ABC) and twice in 50 mM ABC/50 % acetonitrile (ACN). Cysteine bonds were 

reduced by incubation with 10 mM DTT/50 mM ABC at 56°C for 1 h, and alkylated with 50 mM iodoacetamide/50 

mM ABC at room temperature (RT) for 45 minutes. After washing sequentially with ABC 50 mM and ABC/50% ACN, 

the whole gel was sliced in 5 bands for each lane. Gel parts were sliced up into approximately 1-mm cubes and 

collected in tubes, washed in ABC/ACN and dried in a vacuum centrifuge. Gel cubes were incubated overnight with 

6.25 ng/mL trypsin and covered with ABC to allow digestion. Peptides were extracted once in 1% formic acid and 

twice in 5% formic acid/50% ACN. To remove gel particles and contaminants prior to LC-MS analysis, the volume of 

the peptide extract was reduced to 60 µL in a vacuum centrifuge and filtered using a 0.45 µm spin filter. Peptides were 

then resuspended in 20 ul of loading buffer (2 % ACN / 0.1 % formic acid). 

 

NanoLC-MS/MS analysis and database searching 
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Extracted peptides were separated on a 75 µm x 42 cm custom packed Reprosil C18 aqua column (1.9 µm, 120 Å) in a 

90 min. gradient (2-32% Acetonitrile + 0.5% Acetic acid at 300 nl/min) using a U3000 RSLC high pressure nano-LC 

(Dionex). Eluting peptides were measured on-line by a Q Exactive mass spectrometer (ThermoFisher Scientific) 

operating in data-dependent acquisition mode. Peptides were ionized using a stainless-steel emitter at a potential of +2 

kV (ThermoScientific). Intact peptide ions were detected at a resolution of 35,000 (at m/z 200) and fragment ions at a 

resolution of 17,500 (at m/z 200); the MS mass range was 350-1,500 Da. AGC Target settings for MS were 3E6 charges 

and for MS/MS 2E5 charges. Peptides were selected for Higher-energy C-trap dissociation fragmentation at an underfill 

ratio of 1% and a quadrupole isolation window of 1.5 Da, peptides were fragmented at a normalized collision energy of 

30. Raw files from MS analysis were processed using the MaxQuant computational proteomics platform version 

1.6.10.43 22. MS/MS spectra were searched against the Uniprot human database (release 2019_10, 20,394 sequences 

including isoforms) with initial precursor and fragment mass tolerance set to 7 and 20 p.p.m., respectively. Peptides 

with minimum of seven amino-acid length were considered with both the peptide and protein false discovery rate (FDR) 

set to 1%. Enzyme specificity was set to trypsin and up to two missed cleavage sites were allowed. Cysteine 

carbamidomethylation (Cys, +57.021464 Da) was searched as a fixed modification, whereas N-acetylation of proteins 

(N-terminal, +42.010565 Da) and oxidized methionine (Met, +15.994915 Da) were searched as variable modifications.  

 

Statistical and bioinformatic analyses 

Statistical analysis and plotting were performed using the R language 23. Protein groups file from MaxQuant analysis 

was analysed using in-house scripts on label-free iBAQ intensities 24. This measure of protein abundance takes into 

account the number of theoretical peptides of each protein, giving an estimation of protein copy number 24, and allows a 

comparison of protein abundances within the specific sample. Limma R package 25 was used to find differentially 

expressed proteins (at least ± 1.5 fold change and p-value < 0.05). To find proteins enriched in the EV fractions we 

compared the three groups using a paired blocking design, while for the comparison AD vs CTRL, the only factor was 

the diagnostic group, with separate analyses for each type of sample. For quantification purposes, protein groups were 

filtered excluding all entries with an average of peptide-spectral matches (PSMs) across the samples less than 1, this 

initial filtering allowed the exclusion of very low abundance proteins before submitting the data to the limma analysis. 

Data were imputed using the MinProb method embedded in the imputeLCMD R package 26. Gene ontologies were 

analysed with the R package clusterProfiler 27 while gene sets were downloaded from the Molecular Signatures 

Database v7.0 28,29. To obtain functional networks of the identified proteins we used the STRING database 30, using only 

experimental and knowledge-based physical interactions. The interaction network were exported and visualized in 

Cytoscape (v 2.8.3), using the combined score from STRING to describe the interaction strength 31. The final network 

was clustered using the MCL algorithm 32 embedded in clusterMaker Cytoscape plugin 33.  

 

Results 

Characterization of the EVs proteome 

EVs isolated at different centrifugation speed were first characterized using SDS-PAGE. The protein pattern of EVs 

isolated at 100,000g was very similar to what obtained previously 11. The SDS-PAGE protein pattern was relatively 

similar between P100 and P20 (figure S2), while the SN fractions (30 µg) resembled the proteome of unfractionated 

CSF, with albumin as the most abundant protein band in the samples (figure S2).  
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Figure 1. Characterization of CSF EV proteome.  

a) Scheme representing the experimental workflow for vesicle and supernatant (SN) isolation; b) scatter plot of iBAQ 

intensity values for all the identified proteins, 1760 proteins across 7 orders of magnitudes were identified in the whole 

dataset; c) Pearson correlation values of iBAQ abundances for each sample, technical replicates showed a very high 

correlation, in the range of 0.9 and 0.97, while the correlation of protein expression between SN and EV fractions was 

lower (~0.6); d) Venn diagram of P100 vs P20 vs SN (upper graph) and P10 vs P20 vs whole Exocarta database. The 

proteins were considered as gene products and gene names were used for overlap. Only proteins identified in all 

samples were included in the analysis; e) heatmap of top-100 exosomes biomarkers in Exocarta (downloaded in 

December 2019) and their expression in the three experimental groups, according to iBAQ intensities. The bar graph on 

the right is relative to the number of studies in Exocarta identifying the protein, the dot plot on top of the heatmap is 

relative to the number of EV markers identified in each sample, with the P100 EVs showing the highest number of 

markers, followed by P20 and the supernatant (SN) fraction. 

 

 

Mass spectrometry analysis of gel-fractionated EV and SN fractions of the two CSF pools from AD and CTRL patients 

identified a total of 1721 protein groups (FDR < 1% both at peptide and protein level, figure 1B, table S2), 

corresponding to 1739 unique gene products. Proteins identified with single peptides were less than 1% (n=142). The 

overlap in protein identification among the replicates was high, ranging from a minimum of 76% in the P20 of the 

CTRL pool to the 86% of the SN fraction in both pools. This was confirmed also by correlation analysis (figure 1c), 

where the correlation of technical replicates ranged between 0.90 and 0.97.  
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About 50% of the proteins were shared between the three fractions (Figure 1 d). Interestingly 460 proteins were not 

identified in the soluble CSF (SN), but only in the P100 or P20 vesicle fractions. When the P100 and P20 fractions were 

compared with the proteins included in the online vesicle database Exocarta, we found 439 proteins never identified 

before in EVs, of these, 110 were specifically identified in both EV fractions and not the in the CSF SN (data not 

shown). The P100 EVs were the sample with the highest number of proteins included in the top 100 most commonly 

identified proteins in exosomes-like vesicles (Exocarta database, figure 1e). On average, the EV markers identified in 

the P100 fraction showed also the highest intensity as measured by iBAQ quantification when compared to the P20 and 

SN fractions (figure 1e), confirming the quantitative enrichment of EV proteins in the P100 and P20 fractions.  

 

Comparison of P100 and P20 EVs proteomes 

Identification of EV specific proteins in biological fluids is hindered by the presence of high abundance proteins, which 

might be co-isolated 34. Here we used identification rate, differential expression analysis and network analysis to 

investigate the CSF EVs protein expression data and define a core proteome for both EV types. The limma statistical 

framework was applied to iBAQ protein abundances to calculate fold enrichment and statistical significance of the 

enrichment (table S3). Proteins with a fold change of at least 1.5 compared to the SN and identified in all four EV 

samples independently from the diagnostic group were considered identified in the specific type of vesicle. 

Furthermore, the fold change of P100 vs P20 was used to discriminate proteins highly enriched for each vesicle type. 

Using this approach, 144 proteins were identified in the P100 fraction compared to the SN. Of these, 89 were 

specifically enriched also compared to the P20 fraction. Figure 2a shows a scatter plot of the normalized iBAQ 

intensities of the 144 identified P100 proteins. The highest expression was found for the sodium/iodide cotransporter 

(SLC5A5), Cysteine-rich and transmembrane domain-containing protein 1 (CYSTM1), CD9, lactadherin (MFGE8) and 

for the neuronal membrane glycoprotein M6-a (GPM6A). To further characterize the CSF EVs proteome we also 

applied network analysis to understand if functionally interacting proteins were identified in the enriched proteins lists. 

Figure 2b shows a network of the enriched P100 proteins (n=89) clustered according to interaction strength from 

STRING database and subjected to functional enrichment. This core proteome is characterized by the presence of EV 

markers (PDCD6IP, SDCBP, CD81, CD9) but shows also peculiarities possibly related to the type of biofluid/tissue 

with inclusion of a cluster of G proteins, transporters (components of the sodium/potassium ATPases) and 

ciliary/transport proteins (IFT74, IFT57, IFT172). The enrichment in EV markers in the P100 EVs confirms previous 

results 11 (figure 2b, the complete network is reported in figure S3). In the P20 fraction, 102 proteins were found 

enriched compared to the SN fraction while 51 were enriched also compared to the P100. The matrix-gla protein 

(MGP), pleiotrophin (PTN) and two S100 proteins (S100A8, S100A9) were highly expressed in the P20 fraction (figure 

2c). The P20 specific proteins were dominated by a cluster of molecules involved in cell adhesion, and two small 

clusters involved in cell division and nucleosome assembly (figure 2d, figure S3). 

EVs within CSF contain a large number of brain-derived proteins, possibly secreted by different brain areas 11. 

However, a fraction of CSF-EVs might be derived from blood or even from other organs, due to extravasation of CSF 

circulation into plasma. The identification of specific markers of CSF EVs is therefore of fundamental importance to 

correctly characterize brain-derived EVs. Figure 2e shows the data clustering of proteins that are enriched in the P100 

and P20 fractions against their RNA expression in several tissues, as reported in the Human Proteome Atlas 35. The 

RNA consensus data from three different sources (HPA, GTEx and FANTOM5) were used. After subdivision of the 

expression data in CNS-derived tissues and tissues or cells of other origin, we found that P100-enriched proteins 

showed a cluster of proteins highly enriched in CNS tissues compared to others. Among these, the neuronal membrane 

glycoprotein M6-a (GPM6A) was peculiarly enriched in the cerebral cortex and other brain structures while having very 
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low expression values in non-CNS tissues. Similar results were obtained for the zinc transporter ZIP12 (SLC39A12). 

These two proteins may represent specific markers for exosomal (nano)vesicle in CSF. In the P20 fraction, only 

pleiotrophin (PTN) showed sustained RNA expression level in all the CNS-derived tissues, being expressed also in 

several non-CNS tissues. Interestingly, midkine (MDK), a protein with similar functions to PTN, was enriched in the 

P20 fraction and showed non-specific expression across human tissues.  
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Figure 2. The proteome of CSF EVs isolated with differential centrifugation  

a) Abundances (iBAQ intensities) of all the proteins identified in the P100 EV. Highest abundance were obtained 

for SLC5A5, CYSTM1, CD9, GPM6A; b) Top sub-networks for the P100 enriched proteins, the interaction network 

from the STRING database evidenced enrichment in G-proteins, ciliary proteins, exosome assembly, protein folding. A 

complete network is reported in figure S3. Circles are proteins indicated with gene name while edges are relative to the 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 25, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.22.20026609doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.22.20026609
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


strength of the interaction according to the combined score of the STRING database; c) Protein abundances for the 

identified proteins in the P20 EVs, MGP, PTN and S100 proteins were the most abundant proteins according to iBAQ 

normalized intensities; d) Top sub-networks for the P20 enriched proteins. Main modules were related to cell adhesion, 

cell division and nucleosome assembly. Also for this panel the total network is reported in figure S3; e) Heatmap of 

P100 and P20 enriched proteins according to human protein atlas RNA expression data. Among the highly expressed 

proteins in brain structures, SLC39A12 and GPM6A enriches in P100 EVs,  showed very low transcript expression in 

other tissues, in P20 EVs PTN showed high expression in CNS structures but also high expression in non-CNS tissues. 

 

 

Differential protein expression in AD vs CTRL pools 

Several studies investigated the biomarker potential of CSF EVs for neurological diseases, including AD 36–38. Here, we 

preliminary examined if the two types of vesicles isolated from pooled samples could carry AD protein biomarkers. To 

find differentially expressed proteins we used the limma statistical framework on P100 and P20 EV protein abundances 

and compared the AD vs CTRL pools. In the P100 AD vs P100 CTRL comparison we found 90 differentially expressed 

proteins (1.5 < fold change < -1.5), of which 71 up-regulated and 19 down-regulated in the AD pools. In the P20 

fraction comparison, we found 122 differentially expressed proteins, with 103 being up-regulated and 19 down-

regulated in AD vs CTRL pools (table S4). Interestingly, most of the differentially expressed proteins were specific of 

either one type of EV or the other, with an overlap of 18 proteins (figure 3a, b). Gene-set analysis using gene ontology 

categories for biological processes evidenced enrichment in different processes for differentially regulated proteins in 

P100 and P20. Up-regulated proteins in P100 showed enrichment in gene sets linked to lymphocyte migration, cell 

junctions and intraciliary protein transport, while down-regulated proteins were involved in defense response to 

exogenous organisms and morphology and cell polarity (figure S4). On the contrary, P20 up-regulated proteins were 

linked to lymphocyte activation or immune response processes regulating cell surface receptors, while down-regulated 

proteins showed only a single significant association with the gene set Golgi vesicle mediated transport (figure S4). To 

categorize further putative candidate biomarkers we investigated if differentially expressed proteins in CSF EVs were 

expressed in brain. We used two studies presenting proteomic data in brain areas important in AD pathogenesis, the 

hippocampus and the cortex (frontal gyrus). The study of Hondius and colleagues investigated protein expression in 

laser capture microdissected hippocampal tissue from patients at all pathologic stages of AD (Braak stages) 39, while the 

study of Bai and colleagues is a deep proteomic profiling of AD patients (frontal gyrus) using multi-omics techniques 

and data integration 40. A first overlap analysis evidenced that, globally, most of the differentially expressed proteins in 

CSF EVs are expressed either in the frontal gyrus (~12,000 gene products) or hippocampal tissue (~3000 gene products) 

(figure S5), with only 11 proteins not identified in brain for the P100 and 12 proteins for the P20. Secondly, we 

prioritized the putative candidates using a ranked list of AD–associated proteins assembled from different sources 

including the two brain datasets used for the overlap (see supplementary methods). Figure 3c shows the network of 

interactions of the differentially expressed proteins in EVs after ranking and filtering according to the number of 

evidences from the AD association list. We found that sixteen differentially expressed P100 proteins showed at least 

one other association with AD, while for the P20 proteins this number was equal to 22. Six proteins were significantly 

differentially expressed in AD pools in both type of EVs and were associated with AD.  
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Figure 3. Differential protein expression in CSF EV between AD and control pools 

a) Venn diagram of differentially expressed proteins in P100 and P20 EV fractions in CSF; b) Volcano plot of 

differentially expressed proteins for the AD vs CTRL comparison. In both vesicle types the majority of proteins was up-

regulated in AD pools (fold change > 1.5 p-value <0.05); c) Prioritization of AD candidate biomarkers in CSF EVs 

visualized as interaction network. A list of AD-associated proteins was assembled (see supplementary methods) using 

experimental data, literature survey and knowledge-based evidence (UniProt database). Proteins showing significant 

changes in CSF EVs were ranked and filtered for the number of positive association with AD. Sixteen proteins from 

P100 EVs showed at least one positive association, while for the P20 EVs there were 21 proteins. Six proteins with 

positive association were significantly changed in both P100 and P20. ADAM10 and CHI3L1 showed the highest 

ranking among the differentially expressed proteins. On the right a barplot of three exemplary proteins for each of the 
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three classes is included, values are reported as mean ± standard deviation; d) heatmap of label free quantification 

(LFQ) values of the amyloid precursor protein (APP) in CSF EVs and supernatants (SN). Values are normalized 

according to the MaxLFQ algorithm of the MaxQuant software; e) schematic of APP proteins and location of Aβ42 and 

Aβ40 in the APP sequence. Below the scheme, a barplot of the LFQ intensities of the Aβ peptide 

K.LVFFAEDVGSNK.G across the samples.  

 

 

Among the proteins with higher number of knowledge-based and literature associations, ADAM10 was significantly 

overexpressed in the AD pools while it was not identified in the P20 EVs. Chitinase 3 like proteins 1 (CHI3L1 or YKL-

40), a secreted inflammatory protein previously proposed as biomarker for AD 41, was significantly increased in the P20 

EV and showed an increasing trend also in P100 EV (p = 0.069). Spondin-1 (SPON1) a glycoprotein involved in cell 

adhesion and with a genetic association with AD severity 42 was instead increased in AD pools both in P100 and P20 

EVs (figure 3d). These results confirm that CSF EV contains AD-related proteins with biomarker value for AD 

detection. 

Some studies investigated the presence of the core AD biomarkers (amyloid beta - Aβ - peptides and tau proteins) in EV 

from CSF or plasma from AD patients, mostly with immunological methods 36. To understand if AD biomarkers were 

present in CSF EVs we looked specifically for tau proteins and amyloid precursor protein (APP) peptides. While tau 

proteins were not identified in our dataset, neither in the supernatant nor in the EV fractions, several APP peptides were 

quantified with our proteomic approach, both in the SN and EV fraction. Figure 3d shows a heatmap of MaxQuant label 

free quantification (LFQ) for the APP peptides; in total 34 peptides were identified across the samples, with the 

majority identified in the SN fractions (also with higher intensity). All the APP peptides belonged to the extracellular 

domain of the protein (figure S6). While it is not possible to identify the Aβ isoforms having established diagnostic and 

pathological value like Aβ42 or Aβ40 43 using our general proteomic approach (identification of tryptic peptides only), 

we identified the peptide LVFFAEDVGSNK situated around the middle of the Aβ sequence, and having tryptic termini. 

This peptide is included in both Aβ42 and Aβ40 and was identified and quantified in both P100 and P20 EV fractions, 

while it was not identified in the SN (figure 3e). While this peptide was found in both replicates of the AD P20 and 

P100 EVs fractions, it was found only in one of two replicates in control P20 and P100 fractions (figure 3e).  

 

Discussion 

In this study, we investigated the proteomic landscape of EVs isolated from CSF using differential ultracentrifugation.  

The results show that using differential centrifugation speeds it is possible to isolate EVs from CSF with different 

protein cargo abundances. We identified specific marker of each type of vesicle and evidenced a differential protein 

profile between AD and CTRL EVs isolated from CSF. 

We found that EVs isolated at different centrifugation speed carry, globally, a relatively similar proteome (80% protein 

ID overlap, figure 1d) but the protein abundances were strikingly different. The fraction obtained at 100,000 x g (P100) 

showed enrichment in a series of EV markers linked to the Endosomal Sorting Complex Required for Transport 

(ESCRT) machinery, including PDCD6IP, SDCBP and TSG101, but also endosomal markers as CD63, CD81, CD9, or 

other proteins like the disintegrin and metalloproteinase domain-containing protein 10 (ADAM10). Our results confirms 

the data from a previous a comprehensive study of proteins markers in EV isolated at different speed in cell 

supernatants, including the role of ADAM10 as marker of EV isolated at 100,000 x g 14. The ESCRT pathway, a 

conserved molecular machinery involved in the formation of multivesicular bodies (MVEs) 44, is comprised of about 30 
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proteins and has been connected to the biogenesis of EVs 45. Accordingly, we can propose that using high-speed 

centrifugation the resulting EV fraction maybe enriched in vesicles with ESCRT-dependent biogenesis.  

The P100 EVs showed also an enrichment in other proteins classes, like G-proteins, component of the cilium and 

proteins involved in the ATP biosynthetic process (figure 2b). The enrichment in ciliary proteins is particularly 

interesting, since the main site for CSF production in the brain is the ciliate epithelium of the choroid plexus (CP) 46,47. 

Several components of the intraflagellar transport (IFT) complex, a protein machinery mediating the transport of 

proteins within the cilia and involved in ciliogenesis 48, were highly enriched in P100 EVs. Beside the IFT components, 

the enrichment of ciliary proteins in P100 EVs is confirmed also by the identification of other structural components of 

the cilia, like the small G proteins ADP-ribosylation factor like 3 (ARL3) and ADP ribosylation factor like GTPase 13B 

(ARL13B) 49,50. It has been shown that CP can produce EVs with a precise functional role in the regulation of 

communication between the peripheral systems and the brain, since the CP cells can sense peripheral inflammation and 

elicit secretion of EVs in CSF, to target different brain areas 51. The finding of ciliary proteins in our dataset may imply 

that a considerable part of EVs present in CSF is produced by the CP, and, bearing in mind the role of CP EV in 

communicating an inflammation state, EV in CSF may represent an interesting reservoir of molecules to detect CNS 

inflammation 51.  

On the other hand, the P20 EVs showed enrichment in adhesion molecules like desmoglein 1 (DSG1), desmocollin 

(DSC1) and junction plakoglobin (JUP), belonging to the cadherins family 52. These molecules are present in the 

adherent junctions of the endothelial cell composing the blood-brain barrier 53. The occurrence of these adhesion 

molecules in the EV isolated at 20,000 x g might be thus exploited as a proxy to monitor BBB disruption 54.  

The second module of enriched proteins in P20 EV included PTN and MDK, two growth factors involved in a variety 

of function in the CNS 55.  

Our analysis of RNA expression data from the HPA showed that the majority of the proteins identified in EVs had a 

wide range of expression across human tissues (figure 2e). However, a cluster of proteins highly expressed in CNS 

structures and having negligible expression in other tissues clearly emerged from our data. Among these proteins, 

GPM6A, a membrane glycoprotein involved in neural differentiation 56 showed high expression in the cerebral cortex, 

basal ganglia and cerebellum. This molecule has been recently reported as differentially expressed in EV derived from 

AD brain tissues 57. In our data, GPM6A was not included in our candidate list, but showed an increasing trend in AD 

P100 EVs (table S4). Interestingly, we identified 6 peptides belonging to GPM6A, in both the extracellular and 

intracellular parts of the protein sequence (figure S6), supporting the hypothesis of the brain origin of this protein and 

its active inclusion in CSF EVs. The specific expression in brain tissue, together with the transmembrane properties of 

GPM6A make it an attractive target for immune-isolation of brain-derived EV in biological fluids, comparing favorably 

to other previously used protein markers as L1CAM 19.  

Our preliminary analysis on differential protein expression in CSF EVs from AD patients and control subjects yielded a 

list of candidate molecules to be validated in following studies. ADAM10 was identified in P100 EVs and supernatants 

but not in the P20 EVs, and was significantly increased in EVs from AD patients. A recent study in human CSF 

reported ADAM10 levels as decreased AD patients compared to control subject 58. Interestingly, several forms of 

ADAM10 were found in CSF using immunoblotting, including unprocessed forms (range 55-80 kDa) and a soluble 

form possibly released from the membrane (~50 kDa); the latter showing the reported decreased in AD CSF. In our 

dataset, we identified only peptides relatively close to the N-terminal and belonging to the soluble extracellular part of 

ADAM10. It would be interesting to speculate that differential distribution of ADAM10 between the soluble CSF and 

EVs may happen during the secretion process, an event that may explain the contrasting results obtained in this study 

when compared to the report by Sogorb-Esteve and colleagues 58.  
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In the P20 EVs, CHI3L1 (also called YKL40); an inflammatory glial protein, was differentially expressed in AD 

patients. This protein has been previously reported as CSF biomarker for AD by several authors 59,60, though with a 

diagnostic performance inferior to the core AD biomarkers 41. CHI3L1 is considered a marker of astrocytes activity 61, 

and its expression levels in CSF seem to be altered not only in AD but also in frontotemporal dementia with TDP43 

mutations 62 and are associated with a greater atrophy rate in elderly subject without cognitive decline or dementia 60. 

Our data show a non-specific inclusion of CHI3L1 in both P100 and P20 CSF EVs and increased levels in AD patients; 

these results confirm the role of CHI3L1 as an AD biomarker, and the fact the CSF EV may mirror pathological events 

in AD brains. 

The biomarker potential of CSF EVs is further showed by the finding of other two proteins with significant changes in 

AD EVs that have been linked to AD pathogenesis, spondin-1 (SPON1) and midkine (MDK). SPON1 is a cell adhesion 

protein possibly involved in axonal guidance and neuron polarization 63. It has been shown that SPON1 polymorphisms 

may affect brain structure and influence the risk for the onset of neurodegeneration processes in adult life 42. To our 

knowledge this report is the first one to find changes in CSF of AD patients for the SPON1 protein. MDK, on the other 

hand, has been shown to have a neurite growth promoting activity, and altered expression levels in AD brains have been 

reported before 40, as well as its association with plaque pathology 64.  

The analysis of APP peptides in EV fractions showed the presence of a tryptic peptide belonging to the Aβ peptide 

(figure 3 d,e). This fragment has been found in both replicates of the P20 and P100 EVs fractions belonging to the AD 

CSF pools and only in one of two replicates in the control P20 and P100 EVs fractions. However, due the limited 

number of samples, it was not possible to validate the differntial expression of the Aβ peptide between AD and control 

pools. Nevertheless, this finding confirms that amyloidogenic peptides are present in EVs isolated from human CSF and 

may warrant further investigation with orthogonal techniques to understand their biomarker potential and their role in 

diseae spreading 65. 

Our study has some limitations. Due to the relatively limited yield of EVs from CSF we used pooled samples to have 

enough proteins to characterize the protein expression of CSF EVs. This strategy may influence the significance 

analysis of our results, averaging the expression data from the patients included in the pools but also having positive 

effect as the normalization of biological variation 66. Accordingly, the pooling strategy has been succefully applied in 

other discovery proteomic studies of human brain where the paucity of material and biological variability are also 

relevant 40,67. The development of microfluid devices, single-molecule immunoassays and specific affinity reagents, 

together with the discovery of specific markers for different EV types will allow the isolation and sensitive detection of 

protein markers in clinically available volumes of biofluids from single patients 68–70. 

In conclusion, EVs isolated from CSF using differential centrifugation have different protein markers that may be used 

to target specific vesicles or to isolate neuronal-derived vesicles from other biological fluids like plasma. The study of 

EVs in biological fluids may offer new exciting opportunities for biomarker discovery and disease monitoring in AD. 
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