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Background 

Cognitive function in patients with diffuse glioma is frequently impaired and can have a profound 

impact on quality of life. Accurate, reproducible and accessible tools to assess cognition are mandatory to 

understand the effects of the tumour and treatment. Our hypothesis was that an app-based assessment 

would be complementary to traditional neuropsychological testing, thereby aiding in defining cognitive 

profiles and trajectories during early treatment of diffuse glioma.  

Methods 

Seventeen subjects with diffuse low-grade gliomas completed a traditional neuropsychological 

assessment battery before and after surgery. In addition an app-based tablet assessment (OCS-Bridge) was 

administered pre- and post-operatively as well as longitudinally at 3- and 12-month follow-up. Deficit 

rates, mean performance, and changes over time were compared using standardized z-scores between the 

two testing methods. Unsupervised k-means clustering was performed on individual cognitive tests in 

each battery.  

Results 

Preoperative testing showed an average of 2.88 deficits and 1.18 deficits per patient on 

neuropsychological testing and the tablet-based OCS-Bridge assessment, respectively. Digit span testing 

demonstrated agreement between testing modalities, but otherwise there was no significant correlation 

(Pearson’s correlation: p=0.7723, r-value = 0.0758, df = 16). Longitudinal assessment revealed dynamic 

changes in attention and nonverbal skills. Traditional assessment was more sensitive to memory deficits, 

showing 22 preoperative deficits within the cohort vs. 1 for the app-based assessment, while app-based 

assessment was more sensitive to nonverbal skills, showing 8 deficits preoperatively vs. none in the 

traditional assessment. Clustering analysis did not create clusters along the predetermined domains, 

indicating that certain individual tests may test more than one cognitive function.   

Conclusions 

  These data suggest app-based assessment is reliable and complementary to data obtained from 

traditional neuropsychological testing. Advantages include efficiency, facilitation of longitudinal testing, 

and increased sensitivity in domains of non-verbal skills and attention. Patients with diffuse glioma show 

subtle neuropsychological impairments, unique cognitive profiles, and discrete trajectories during early 

treatment, therefore judicious assessment is imperative.  

 

Keywords: glioma, neuropsychology, neuropsychiatry, neurosurgery, cognitive function 
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Key Points:  

• Patients with glioma have subtle cognitive changes requiring judicious testing 

• App-based assessment is effective in understanding neuropsychological function  

• Distinct cognitive profiles and trajectories are demonstrated during treatment 

 

Importance of the Study 

Understanding cognitive function over time is an essential marker of quality of life and treatment 

outcomes in patients with diffuse glioma. Because diffuse gliomas are associated with few 

impairments, careful choice of individual neurocognitive testing is paramount to ensure sufficient 

sensitivity. Additionally, individuals with similar presentations or seemingly innocuous tumour 

locations can have profound differences in cognitive outcomes (Romero-Garcia et al., 2020).  

 

Studies have demonstrated that traditional neuropsychological testing can be resource-intensive 

and unsuitable for administration at multiple time points. New app-based testing modalities aim to 

address these issues, and theoretically offer advantages in terms of novel interactive paradigms, 

ease of administration, and efficiency of repeated testing in longitudinal studies. However, they 

have not been extensively validated for use in this population, nor compared with traditional 

neuropsychology testing.  

 

This study compares two neurocognitive testing modalities in a single population with diffuse 

glioma. Our study demonstrated that patients with diffuse glioma had subtle deficits, and the two 

modalities were complementary in their sensitivity to deficits in different domains of cognitive function. 

Traditional neuropsychology testing was more sensitive to memory deficits, while app-based assessment 

was more sensitive nonverbal skills and attention deficits. In addition, the app-based assessment 

allowed identification of longitudinal cognitive trajectories, while combined analysis identified 

discrete cognitive profiles specific to patients with diffuse glioma.  Overall these data demonstrate  

the importance of cognitive testing in this population and highlight the complementary role of 

combined testing.  
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INTRODUCTION 

 

Patients with diffuse glioma can develop impairments in multiple cognitive domains either before 

or after surgery that may correspond with variables such as tumour morphology, extent of resection, and 

post-surgical treatment (Duffau, 2005; Lang et al., 2017; Taphoorn and Klein, 2004). These impairments 

can have a profound impact on quality of life and recovery trajectory (Ek et al., 2017; Reijneveld et al., 

2016), and preoperative neurocognitive functioning may predict future functional status (Noll et al., 2018) 

and prognosis (Klein et al., 2003). Adjuvant chemotherapy and radiotherapy may also independently be 

associated with neurocognitive impairment, adding to the burden from the primary lesion and surgical 

resection (Wefel et al., 2011; Lawrie et al., 2019; Hilverda et al., 2010). Neurocognitive functioning may 

be affected by individual characteristics such as age (Kaleita et al., 2004), as well as psychological 

distress (Anderson et al., 1999). Additionally, tumor recurrence is correlated with decreasing 

neurocognitive function (Wefel et al., 2011; Meyers and Hess, 2003). Therefore, understanding cognitive 

function over time is an essential marker of quality of life and treatment outcomes in patients with diffuse 

glioma. It is vital to develop accurate, easy-to-use, convenient tools which can establish a detailed, 

comprehensive understanding of neurocognitive functioning at several points along the treatment 

pathway. 

Despite recognition of the importance of neurocognitive function both for quality of life and 

clinical outcome in patients with diffuse glioma, several issues remain with current neurocognitive 

testing. First, they are time and resource-intensive. Traditional testing may lead to fatigue in patients with 

brain tumors (Taphoorn and Klein, 2004). They also require administration by a trained 

neuropsychologist in a hospital or clinica setting, which limits repeated use during long-term follow-up of 

patients with diffuse glioma.  

Second, no consensus has been reached on the optimal battery of tests, timing, or setting of 

cognitive testing in patients with diffuse glioma. Although recent strides have been made towards 

defining a standardized cognitive assessment tool (Rofes et al., 2017), a diverse range of different  

assessments are still used clinically to assess cognitive function (Ng et al., 2019; Satoer et al., 2016).  

Patients with diffuse glioma show relatively few cognitive impairments overall, making many traditional 

testing batteries developed for other neurological conditions, such as the Mini Mental State Examination, 

unsuitable in this population (Brown et al., 2006; Taphoorn and Klein, 2004; Wefel et al., 2016; Wang et 

al., 2018). 
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Third, it remains difficult to predict cognitive outcomes of surgical or medical intervention in 

glioma patients (Taphoorn and Klein, 2004) and the impact of specific anatomical tumor location on 

quality of life and cognitive impairment remains poorly understood (Sagberg et al., 2019). While recent 

studies have demonstrated a relationship between tumor location and specific functional domains (Noll et 

al., 2016), it has also been shown that diffuse gliomas can have long-ranging effects on networks 

throughout the brain (Romero-Garcia et al., 2019; Hart et al., 2019; Harris et al., 2014; van Dellen et al., 

2012), making accurate prediction of function based on anatomy difficult.  

Several new testing modalities have become available in the past decade that have the potential to 

enhance the accuracy and ease-of-use of cognitive testing for both research and patient care purposes. 

App-based assessments theoretically offer advantages in terms of novel interactive paradigms, ease of 

administration and efficiency of repeated testing in longitudinal studies (Savulich et al., 2017; Freedman 

et al. 2018). Examples of these tools include computerized batteries like the Cambridge 

Neuropsychological Test Automated Battery (CANTAB, 

https://www.cambridgecognition.com/cantab/), and the OCS-Bridge assessment (https://ocs-

bridge.com/) used in the current study. Although some of these tests have shown only moderate 

correlation with results of traditional neuropsychological testing (Smith et al., 2013), they are increasingly 

used in both research contexts and in routine patient care. Automated batteries allow for more rapid 

testing that is less resource-intense, as they do not require administration by a trained neuropsychologist. 

They also make it easier to assess certain aspects of cognitive function that are difficult to assess with 

traditional methods, such as reaction time. Finally, automated computerized or tablet-based tests may in 

the future present the potential for use independently by the patient, which would provide more granular 

data during surgical follow-up.  

Despite the potential benefits of app-based cognitive testing to complement traditional 

neuropsychology testing, these tools have not been validated in this population. This study compares two 

cognitive testing modalities in a single prospective cohort of 17 patients with diffuse glioma who 

underwent awake surgical resection. The first approach was traditional neuropsychology testing which 

was performed both before and after surgery as per routine clinical practice. The second approach was a 

novel, app-based cognitive assessment, which was performed pre- and postoperatively and additionally at 

3 and 12-month follow-up. Our hypothesis was that app-based assessment would be consistent with and 

complementary to traditional neuropsychological testing, thereby aiding in defining cognitive profiles and 

trajectories during early treatment of diffuse glioma. Specifically, we hypothesized that the latter offers 
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advantages in terms of novel interactive paradigms, ease of administration, and efficiency of 

repeated testing in longitudinal studies. 

 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Subjects 

This study was approved by the Cambridge Central Research Ethics Committee (protocol number 

16/EE/0151), and all participants provided written informed consent. Participants were selected on the 

basis of having pre-operative MRI scans consistent with a non-enhancing diffuse glioma and who were 

planned to undergo awake brain surgery. Full inclusion and exclusion criteria as well as imaging 

protocols have been previously described (Romero-Garcia et al., 2020).  

 

Cognitive Assessment 

Cognitive assessment was carried out using two distinct methods at various time points before and 

after surgery. The OCS-Bridge Assessment (https://ocs-bridge.com/) is a novel app-based screening tool 

administered via tablet that is designed to be used for the assessment of cognitive function in a wide range 

of neurological conditions. It consists of three parts: 1) the Oxford Cognitive Screen (OCS), 2) the 

Cambridge Attention, Memory and Perception Screen, and 3) the PHQ-9 and GAD-7 for the assessment 

of mood disturbance. The OCS assesses function across five cognitive domains of attention, perception, 

memory, language, praxis and numeracy skills, and has mainly been used previously as a cognitive 

screening tool in stroke (Mancuso et al., 2018; Demeyere et al., 2015). The Cambridge Attention, 

Memory and Perception Screen was specifically designed to extend the Oxford Cognitive Screen, and 

assesses perception, attention, verbal working memory and prospective memory via a variety of 

previously validated cognitive screening tests. For the purposes of this study, the PHQ-9 and GAD-7 

portions of the OCS-Bridge were not performed, although mood disturbance was assessed clinically 

during the neuropsychological assessments. Assessment was performed pre-operatively, post-operatively 

prior to discharge, as well as at 3-month and 12-month follow-up, and took between 20-35 minutes to 

complete.  

This was compared with traditional neuropsychological assessment that was performed before and 

after surgery at an average of 2 weeks postoperatively as per routine clinical practice. The battery 

comprised 26 independent measures of cognitive function across eight domains: verbal memory, 

nonverbal memory, verbal skills, nonverbal skills, attention, executive function, and mood disturbance 
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using a variety of previously validated tests (Meyers et al., 2013; Quental et al., 2013; Vlaar et al., 2003) 

The battery included elements of both the Weschler Adult Intelligence Scale IV, which has previously 

been used to assess cognitive functioning in glioma patients (Coalson et al., 2010), and the Brain Injury 

Rehabilitation Trust Memory and Information Processing Battery, which was specifically designed for 

patients with neurological injuries (Crawford and Garthwaite, 2007). Testing took approximately one 

hour to complete and was administered by a registered neuropsychologist in a clinical setting. A full list 

of the tests included on both the OCS-Bridge and the neuropsychological assessments can be found in 

Supplementary Table 1. A deficit in either modality was defined as performance two standard deviations 

below the mean of a reference control population on any particular test or any measurement taken from a 

test. The total deficits in each domain were defined as the number of individual tests within that domain 

on which a participant demonstrated a deficit.  

Individual domains from the neuropsychological battery and the OCS-Bridge assessment were 

combined into four generalized functional domains for the purposes of direct comparison: attention, 

memory, verbal skills, and nonverbal skills. Rationalization is shown in Table 1. The neuropsychological 

battery also included two tests of executive function that provided four independent measures, as well as 

two assessments of mood, the Beck Anxiety Inventory and the Beck Depression Inventory. These were 

included in the analysis as their own domains that only included tests from the neuropsychological 

battery.  

 

Statistical Analysis 

All statistical analysis was carried out in R (R Core Team, 2014), and figures were produced using 

the package ggplot2 (Wickham, 2009). Z-scores were computed for preoperative data only for each 

individual task for both the neuropsychological battery and the OCS-Bridge assessment by subtracting the 

mean and dividing by the standard deviation of each participant’s score for each task. Z-scores were 

multiplied by -1 for any task that used a scale in which functional improvement was characterized by a 

lower score in order to maintain comparability. For each combined domain, an average Z-score for each 

participant was computed by taking the average of the scaled scores for each task. The number of tasks 

that contributed to each domain differed and full details are available in Supplementary Table 1.  

Unsupervised clustering analysis was carried out using the K-means algorithm. Individual tests 

that did not show any variation in score between subjects were omitted from the clustering analysis. Out 

of the original 39 OCS-Bridge tests, 25 were included in the clustering analysis and 14 were excluded due 
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to lack of variability. Out of 26 of the original Neuropsychological tests, 25 were included, as well as two 

neuropsychiatric tests and two additional measures of digit span. Clustering was performed on values that 

had been centered to a mean value of 0 with a standard deviation of 1. K-means clustering was done with 

a k value of 4 based on the within groups sum of squares. Analysis was perfomed using the kmeans 

function in R version 3.6.1. Clusters were visualized by performing a principal components analysis 

(PCA) using the fviz function in the factoextra package and plotting the individual cognitive tests against 

the first and second principal components.  

 

Combined Domain Neuropsychology OCS-Bridge 
Attention Attention Attention 

Memory Nonverbal Memory Memory 

 
Verbal Memory Prospective Memory 

  
Verbal Working Memory 

Verbal Skills Verbal Skills Language 

Nonverbal Skills Nonverbal Skills Praxis 

  
Number 

  
Perception 

Executive Function Executive Function - 

Mood Mood - 

 

Table 1. Combined domains across neuropsychological testing and OCS-Bridge testing 

RESULTS 

Demographics and Data Completeness 

Seventeen subjects between the ages of 22 and 56 were recruited. Demographic data is presented 

in Table 2. No significant difference was found in total deficits reported preoperatively between right and 

left handed participants (t=0.547, p=0.6183, df = 3.34, 95% CI -3.73 – 5.406), gender (t=01.175, p=0.258, 

df = 14.77, 95% CI -4.106-1.189), or between right- and left-sided tumours (t=0.845, p=0.411, df = 14.41, 

95% CI -1.53-3.53). There was no significant correlation between number of deficits and age of 

participant (Pearson correlation: p=0.39, df = 15, r-value = -0.22, 95% CI -0.65 – 0.29). All participants 

completed pre-operative traditional neuropsychology and OCS-Bridge assessments. Fourteen participants 

completed traditional neuropsychology after surgery, and eight completed postoperative OCS-Bridge 

assessments. Eleven participants completed an OCS-Bridge assessment at 3-month follow-up and at 12-

month follow-up. Sixteen of seventeen participants had at least one OCS-Bridge assessment after surgery.  
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Patient Age Gender Handedness Presentation Hemisphere Location Tumour Grade / Pathology 

1 40 Female Left Seizures Left Frontal Grade II Oligodendroglioma 

2 30 Male Right Seizures Right Insula Grade II Astrocytoma 

3 30 Male Right Seizures Left Temporal / Insula Grade IV Glioblastoma 

4 50 Female Right Incidental Right Insula Grade II Oligodengroglioma 

5 60 Female Right Recurrence Left Frontal / SFG / frontal pole Grade II Oligodendroglioma 

6 20 Female Left Seizures Right Frontal / IFG Grade I Ganglioglioma 

7 30 Male Right Seizures Right Frontal / SFG & MFG Grade III Astrocytoma 

8 30 Male Right Seizures Right Frontal / MFG Grade III Astrocytoma 

9 50 Male Left Seizures Left Temporal / ITG Grade IV Glioblastoma 

10 40 Female Right Seizures Right Frontal / MFG Grade II Oligodendroglioma 

11 30 Male Right Seizures Left Frontal / SFG / frontal pole Grade II Astrocytoma 

12 30 Female Right Headaches Left Temporal / MTG Grade III Astrocytoma 

13 30 Female Right Seizures Left Superior Temporal Gyrus Grade I Ganglioglioma 

14 60 Female Right Seizures Left Superior Temporal Gyrus Grade II Astrocytoma 

15 30 Male Right Seizures Left Superior Temporal Gyrus Grade III Astrocytoma 

16 30 Male Right Seizures Left SFG/SMA & Pre-central Grade IV Glioblastoma 

17 30 Male Right Seizures Left Inferior frontal Grade III Astrocytoma 

SFG, Superior Frontal Gyrus; MFG, Middle Frontal Gyrus; IFG, Inferior Frontal Gyrus; ITG, Inferior Temporal Gyrus; MTG, 

Middle Temporal Gyrus; SMA, Supplementary Motor Area. Ages have been rounded to off for anonymity. 

Table 2. Demographic Information 

 

Neuropsychiatric Function 

There was no significant association between the change in either the Beck Anxiety Index (BAI) 

(t=1.2789, p=0.22, 95% CI -2.4 – 9.6) or Beck Depression Index (BDI) score (t=0.87, p=0.4, 95% CI -

3.8-8.95) and total deficits pre- and postoperatively. Of the 17 participants who completed preoperative 

neuropsychological testing, 17.6% (3/17) scored in the range of mild anxiety on the BAI, and 11.7% 

(2/17) scored in the moderate anxiety range. The rest scored within the normal range. Of the 14 

participants who completed postoperative testing, 11.7% (2/17) tested in the mild anxiety range and 

11.7% (2/17) tested within the moderate anxiety range. Three participants  showed a significant decrease 
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in their BAI score while two showed a significant increase in BAI before and after surgery. Before 

surgery, 17.6% (3/17) of participants scored in the mild depression range on the Beck Depression Index 

(BDI), while 1 scored in the moderate range and 1 scored in the severe depression range. After surgery, 2 

scored within the moderate range, 1 within the severe and 1 within the mild range. 17.6% (3/17) of 

participants showed significant improvement in their BDI score while 5.8% (1/17) showed a decline. All 

three participants lost to follow-up on neuropsychological testing were within the normal range on their 

BAI and BDI on preoperative testing.  

 

Formal Neuropsychological Testing 

Out of the 26 measures on the neuropsychological battery, 10 tests showed no variation within the 

cohort, with no patient showing a deficit on these tests. The other 16 tests demonstrated an impairment at 

least once across the cohort.  

Before surgery, 79% (14/17) of participants had a deficit in at least one domain, with a mean of 

2.88 (SD = 2.47) deficits per participant. Three participants did not show any deficits on testing before 

surgery. Deficits occurred in the domains of attention (7), verbal memory (7), verbal skills (6), nonverbal 

memory (4), and executive function (3). Given the presentations were either with seizures or as an 

incidental finding, it is likely that these cognitive profiles were under-appreciated by both clinicians and 

patients. 

After surgery, all but one participant tested had a deficit in at least one domain, with a mean of 

4.50 deficits per participant (SD = 3.40). Compared with testing before surgery, total cognitive deficits 

reduced in 43% (6/14) participants, remained unchanged in 7% (1/14), and increased in 50% (7/14), with 

an average increase of 4.14 deficits in those 7 participants (SD = 3.18). Changes in deficits for each 

participant are shown in Figure 1. Across participants who had testing both before and after surgery, three 

domains (verbal memory, nonverbal memory, and verbal skills) demonstrated an increase in deficits after 

surgery, two domains (nonverbal skills and attention) remained unchanged, and one domain (executive 

function) improved. No participants demonstrated a deficit in nonverbal skills at any time point.  

 

OCS-Bridge Testing 

Of the 39 individual cognitive tests included in the OCS-Bridge battery, 33% (13/39) did not show 

any deficits before or after surgery, or on follow-up testing. Before surgery, 59%% (10/17) of 

participants had a deficit in at least one domain, with a mean of 0.94 deficits (SD = 1.08) deficits per 
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participant. Deficits before surgery occurred in the domains of number (4), perception (3), 

attention (3), language (1), praxis (1), and verbal working memory (1). No participants showed a 

deficit in memory or prospective memory before surgery.  

 

Figure 1. Change in total number of deficits for each patient between pre- and postoperative 

traditional neuropsychology testing. 

 

OCS-Bridge Longitudinal changes 

An advantage of OCS-Bridge was that it facilitated multiple longitudinal assessments in order to 

ascertain cognitive trajectories. The number of deficits over time as assessed by OCS-Bridge is shown in 

Figure 2. The greatest number of deficits were seen in attention and nonverbal skills. Of the 16 

participants who had at least one postoperative assessment, 44% (7/16) showed an improvement in the 

number of deficits by their last assessment, 25% (4/16) remained stable, and 31% (5/16) showed an 

increase in the number of deficits by their last assessment. Four participants who had multiple follow-ups 

showed a pattern of increased deficits on either postoperative or 3-month testing which resolved by their 

last follow-up date. Three of these four participants showed a transient increase of at least one deficit in 
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perception, and two showed a transient increase in memory deficits.  Ten of the sixteen participants who 

had at least one follow-up OCS-Bridge assessment ended the study with no deficits on formal testing.  

 

Figure 2. Number of cognitive deficits over time based on OCS-Bridge assessment 

preoperatively, postoperatively and at 3 and 12 month follow-ups. 

 

Comparison of OCS-Bridge with Traditional Neuropsychological Testing 

The total number of deficits detected in different domains varied between the neuropsychological 

battery and the OCS-Bridge assessment, and overall the neuropsychology battery detected more deficits 

than OCS-Bridge (Figure 3A). Preliminary comparison of the OCS-Bridge app was carried out using two 

tests that were duplicated in the traditional neuropsychological testing: forward and backward digit span 

(Figure 3B). No significant difference was found between forward digit span from the traditional testing 

(mean = 6.29, SD = 1.40) and the OCS-Bridge test (mean = 6.76, SD = 0.90) on paired t-test (t = -1.367, p 

= 0.1905). Additionally, no significant difference was found between backward digit span on traditional 

testing (mean = 4.47, SD = 1.28) and on OCS-Bridge testing (mean = 4.82, SD = 1.55) on paired t-test (t= 
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-0.972, p = 0.3456).  One subject had a difference of three or more points on forward digit span testing

and two subjects showed a difference of three or more on backward digit span testing.  

Overall, the traditional neuropsychological testing battery detected more deficits in cognitive 

function than OCS-Bridge. The neuropsychological tests detected 44 preoperative deficits among the 1

subjects in the four combined domains of Attention, Memory, Verbal Skills and Nonverbal Skills, whi

OCS-Bridge detected 13 overall deficits and 28 possible deficits preoperatively (Figure 3C). The larg

differences in detection were in the domains of memory (Neuropsychological = 22 deficits, OCS-Brid

1 deficit and 6 possible deficits), and Nonverbal Skills (Neuropsychological = 0 deficits, OCS-Bridge 

deficits and 12 possible deficits).  
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Figure 3. A. Cognitive deficits by domain from preoperative neuropsychological testing and 

OCS-Bridge assessments, B. Comparison of digit span analysis between neuropsychological testing and 

OCS-Bridge, C. Total preoperative deficits shown by neuropsychological testing and OCS-Bridge 

 

Z-scores were calculated from both the neuropsychological testing and the OCS-Bridge data for 

each individual test and then averaged over each domain. There was no significant correlation between 

the total preoperative z-score for neuropsychological testing and OCS-Bridge using Pearson’s product-

moment correlation (p=0.7723, df = 15,  r-value = 0.0758, 95% CI -0.42 – 0.53). There was significant 

correlation between OCS-Bridge and traditional neuropsychological testing in the domain of Attention 

(p=0.0413, df=15,  r-value =-0.499, 95% CI -0.7902 - -0.0245), which showed a negative correlation in z-

scores, but this correlation did not survive correction for multiple comparisons. None of the other three 

domains showed significant correlations between the two testing methods (Figure 4).  

 

Figure 4. Total preoperative z-scores for OCS-Bridge and neuropsychological testing separated 

into combined domains. 

Unsupervised Clustering 

Because the deficits in the given domains did not correlate between the two testing modalities, 

unsupervised clustering was carried out to assess whether individual tests would cluster into groups 
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different from the original domains. Results of unsupervised k-means clustering using the preoperative

scores from both the OCS-Bridge and the Neuropsychology Battery for each participant is shown in 

Figure 5. Clusters were named for their dominant test type. Cluster 1 included 10 tests, predominantly

Memory tests from the Neuropsychology battery and included all but one test from the AMIPB and 

BMIPB groups of tests. Cluster 2 included 10 tests in total, 8 from the Neuropsychology battery and 2

from OCS-Bridge, and was mostly composed of Attention and Verbal Skills tests. Cluster 3 included o

4 tests, 3 of which were from the SALT task within the OCS-Bridge battery, a test of Attention. Finall

Cluster 4 was the largest cluster, with 29 of the total tests, and included all but one of the tests of 

Nonverbal Skills, as well as 10 out of 14 of the OCS-Bridge Attention tests. Tasks which included sev

individual tests, such as the OCS-Bridge Hearts task or the OCS-Bridge SALT task, clustered together

Cluster 4 and Cluster 3 respectively. The Beck Depression Inventory fell into Cluster 1, while the Bec

Anxiety Inventory fell into Cluster 4.  
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Figure 5. K-means clustering of individual cognitive tests and validation against deficit numbers. A. 

Principal components analysis plotted versus the k-means clustering results, B. Cognitive deficits for each 

participant by cluster, both before and after surgery. 

 

DISCUSSION 

 

Summary 

Current traditional neuropsychological testing can be inefficient and resource intensive, making it 

difficult to perform at multiple time points during the patient journey (Taphoorn and Klein, 2004). Tablet-

based assessments tools such as OCS-Bridge provide rapid, easy-to-use alternatives to traditional pen-

and-paper testing, yet little work has been done to demonstrate the validity of these tests, or to assess their 

relative strengths and weaknesses when compared with traditional neuropsychological batteries. This 

paper presents data from a cohort of 17 patients with diffuse glioma who underwent neuropsychological 

testing with both modalities before and after surgery, and at several follow-ups, to address these 

questions. When combined, these two approaches may present a complementary picture of a patient’s 

cognitive and emotional status over time and aid in the understanding of recovery trajectories after 

surgical resection of low-grade glioma.  

 

Benefits of OCS-Bridge 

There are several benefits of using a tablet-based system in conjunction with traditional 

neuropsychological testing in glioma patients. First, a tablet-based system is easy to transport and can be 

administered anywhere, versus traditional testing which is usually done in a hospital setting. Second, the 

OCS-Bridge assessment is easy to administer and does not necessarily require the presence of a trained 

neuropsychologist, making it more practical for use at multiple time points both pre- and post-surgery. 

Ease of use also presents the possibility that these assessments could be modified to be performed by the 

patient independently, furthering their potential for tracking subtle changes in cognitive functioning over 

time during recovery. Third, a tablet-based system may pick up subtle differences in certain areas of 

performance that traditional testing cannot, such as precise reaction times and accurate visual acuity 

scores. These results are in keeping with previous studies which have shown moderate validity of 

automated testing when compared with traditional neuropsychological batteries (Smith et al., 2013).  
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Complementary Role of Traditional and App-based Assessment 

Traditional neuropsychological testing exhibited higher sensitivity to deficits in memory, picking 

up 22 total deficits, when compared with the tablet-based testing, which picked up only one deficit and six 

possible deficits. This may be partially accounted for by the difference in the number of independent 

measures of memory – the pen and paper neuropsychological tests used twelve independent measures of 

memory, whereas the OCS-Bridge assessment used eight. The OCS-Bridge testing, on the other hand, 

showed higher sensitivity to nonverbal deficits, showing five deficits and 12 possible deficits when 

compared with the six deficits picked up with the neuropsychological pen and paper tests. These results 

indicate potential complementarity of the two modalities. Due to its automated, tablet-based system, the 

OCS-Bridge assessment is able to assess aspects of perception, reaction time and other nonverbal skills 

that are difficult to test with pen-and-paper assessments.  

The differences between the two modalities used here also highlight the importance of careful 

individual test selection. Many of the individual tests used on both the neuropsychological battery and the 

OCS-Bridge assessment demonstrated potential ceiling effects, with no patients scoring less than 

perfectly. While this may be due to lack of deficits in these tests within the cohort, there is also the 

potential that these tests were not sensitive enough to pick up subtle deficits within this patient population. 

This is especially likely given the different deficits picked up by the two tests – there were many memory 

deficits detected on traditional neuropsychological testing that were not detected using OCS-Bridge, and 

vice-versa for nonverbal deficits. This may be due to the cut-offs for “deficit” vs. “no deficit” used being 

too stringent, or the tests themselves being insensitive to deficits. Both modalities were initially designed 

to cover a wide range of neurological pathology, and therefore they may need modification to be 

appropriate for use in low-grade glioma patients, who are overall mostly young and relatively well, with 

few obvious neuropsychological deficits. These differences between tests also raise the possibility that 

binary classification into “deficit” vs. “no deficit” may not be as relevant as measurement of continuous 

functioning and comparison within a given patient over time. Clinically, a drastic change in functional 

ability, even if it does not meet the objective criteria for a neuropsychological deficit, is likely to be 

distressing to patients and relevant to their recovery trajectory.  

The results presented above indicate potentially complementary roles of different modalities of 

cognitive testing in the assessment and postoperative follow-up of glioma patients. Traditional testing 

administered in a hospital or clinical setting by a qualified neuropsychologist demonstrated high 

sensitivity to cognitive deficits, particularly in the domains of memory and verbal skills, when compared 
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with the OCS-Bridge tablet-based system. The tablet-based system showed higher sensitivity to deficits in 

nonverbal skills including deficits in perception, and took less time, expertise and resources to administer 

and analyze. These differences indicate that there may be a role for a combined assessment schedule using 

both modalities for glioma patients in future to gain a more comprehensive understanding of their 

functional abilities pre- and postoperatively and as they recover in the longer term.  

 

Study Limitations  

Limitations of this study include incomplete outcome data and attrition that are inevitable when 

performing multiple assessments in a longitudinal manner. To ameliorate this risk care needs to be taken 

in timing assessments and coordinating them with routine clinical care. In particular the immediate post-

operative assessment was not infrequently limited by fatigue while follow-up data was on occasion 

precluded by the participants geographical distance from centralized assessment. In a related manner, 

there were logistical and technical limitations to the assessments, which is not entirely unexpected during 

the beta-testing phase and with such an ambitious study protocol. Overall, the density of cognitive data is 

remarkable in this population, which is a testament to the study protocol. There was also heterogeneity 

introduced into the data between subjects who received only surgical intervention and those who had 

follow-up with chemotherapy or radiotherapy. Treatment with radiotherapy has previously been shown to 

be independently correlated with increasing cognitive deficits (Wefel et al., 2011; Lawrie et al., 2019; 

Hilverda et al., 2010). Unfortunately, due to the limited sample size it is impossible to comment on the 

differential contributions of treatment regimens to cognitive functioning in our cohort. Nevertheless these 

data present a ‘real-world’ view of treatment pathways that will be better reflective of outcomes 

encountered in series outside of clinical research studies. Finally, there are inevitable issues surrounding 

practice effects when using the same cognitive assessment tools over time in the same population 

(Cacciamani et al., 2018; Barron et al. 2015). There is a tradeoff between the direct comparability of 

assessments at different time points and the potential for practice effects. There is potential for future 

research aiming to address this problem in the design of app-based cognitive assessment tools.  

 

Conclusions 

Cognitive function in patients with diffuse glioma during early treatment is a complex and 

dynamic interplay between multiple factors. Both traditional and app-based assessment have 

complementary roles in assessment. This work provides the framework for robust, objective, and 
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accessible assessment across multiple centres that will aid in generating the necessary large datasets 

suitable so that we may better understand individual patient outcomes.  
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