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682  Supplementary Figure 1. Alpha, slow gamma and fast gamma for MCI and AD compared
683  to their corresponding controls. Median change in power spectrograms for individual MCI
684  (a) and AD (b) cases plotted in right column and their healthy controls (left). The spectrograms
685 are arranged by the difference in total gamma power (slow+fast, change from baseline in dB)
686  for each MCI/AD case and the median total gamma power of their respective age and gender
687  matched controls, highest difference plotted first. Age, gender, labels of cases and number of
688  matched controls (N) are noted on spectrograms. White horizontal lines represent alpha
689  (dotted), slow gamma (solid) and fast gamma (dashed) bands. Out of 14 MCI cases, only 3
690 (M11, M13-14) had higher slow gamma and 2 (M12, M14) had higher fast gamma than their
691  controls. Similarly, out of 5 AD cases who had corresponding controls, only 1 (A6) had higher
692  fast gamma than their controls. For the rest, MCI/AD cases had lower slow and fast gamma
693  power than the median power for their healthy controls. ¢) Change in PSD (top row), and
694  median change in power in alpha, slow gamma and fast gamma bands (bottom row), for MCI
695  (left) and AD (right) cases (plotted in yellow) and their healthy controls (dark orange). Same
696  format as Figures 1a and 1c. While the trends were similar to Figures 1a and 1c, they were not
697  significant at a Bonferroni-corrected significance level of 0.017 (0.05/3; KW test, MCI vs
698  controls: ¥%(89)=2.06, p=0.15 for slow and ¥?(89)=3.58, p=0.058 for fast gamma; AD vs
699  controls, ¥*(55)=5.19, p=0.02 for slow and y?*(55)=3.64, p=0.057 for fast gamma). This was
700  probably because we used very stringent conditions for computation of gamma power, similar
701 to our previous work (16, 17). For example, for all participants, we used the same set of
702  electrodes over which gamma was computed, as well as same time and frequency ranges.
703 Further, we computed the total power within a band by simply summing the absolute power
704  values within the band separately in baseline and stimulus periods and then taking a ratio. This
705  estimate has larger contribution from lower frequencies in the band because of the power-law

706  distribution of PSDs in baseline/stimulus periods. Consequently, if the traces are overlapping
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707  at lower frequencies within the band and diverge at higher frequencies, which was the case in
708  the slow gamma range for both MCI and AD groups compared to their healthy controls, the
709  total change in power in the band may not be significantly different. Therefore, our results
710  could be improved by customizing the low frequency limit of the gamma band for each subject,
711 as well as choosing only electrodes that show stronger gamma. For example, taking slow
712 gamma range as 24-30 Hz improved p-values for both MCI (K-W test, ¥?(89)=3.50, p=0.06)
713 and AD (x*(55)=6.74, p=0.009). We have refrained from such customization here because we
714  wanted to study the efficacy of a simple and subject-independent computational procedure, but
715  such data-driven subject specific optimization holds promise for improving the efficacy of a
716  gamma-based biomarker. Moreover, there was a wide range of age of the MCI/AD cases for
717  group-level analyses. As gamma power was shown to depend on age (17), this could increase
718  the variability in our data and hence adversely affect the observed significance. This problem
719  was easily addressed by testing whether the median of differences in gamma power of
720 individual cases with their controls is significantly different from zero, using paired Wilcoxon
721 signed-rank tests in individual subject analysis (Figure 2). Finally, alpha power was not
722 significantly different for MCI/AD compared to their controls (bar plots in panel 1c bottom

723 row; KW test, MCI vs controls: ¥%(89)=0.92, p=0.34; AD vs controls, x*(55)=0.51, p=0.47).

724
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726  Supplementary Figure 2. Additional comparisons between cases and corresponding
727  healthy controls. Scatter plots showing change in power for cases (abscissa) and median
728  change in power for corresponding healthy controls (ordinate) in alpha (right), slow gamma
729  (middle) and fast gamma (left) bands. Same as in Figure 2. a) For those subjects with change
730  inboth slow and fast gamma power >0 dB (14 cases: 10 MCl and 4 AD and 96 controls). Left-
731  tailed paired Wilcoxon signed-rank test: alpha, Z=-0.57, p=0.29; slow gamma, Z=-1.76,
732 p=0.039; and fast gamma Z=-1.70, p=0.045. b) For those MCI/AD patients (N=17: 12 MCI
733 and 5 AD; and their respective controls) whose diagnosis was confirmed by all 4 experts after
734  the consensus diagnosis exercise (see SI Methods). Patients M4 and M8 were removed from

735  analysis thus. Left-tailed paired Wilcoxon signed-rank test: alpha, Z=-1.09, p=0.14; slow
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736 gamma, Z=-2.08, p=0.019; and fast gamma Z=-1.99, p=0.023. Participant A1 (who also had
737  change in both slow and fast gamma power >0 dB and whose diagnosis was confirmed during
738  consensus diagnosis exercise) was excluded from both analyses above as he had no healthy

739  control.

740
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741

742 Supplementary Figure 3. Eye position, microsaccades and pupillary reactivity for
743 healthy/MCI/AD subjects. a) Left column: Eye-position in horizontal (top row) and vertical
744  (middle row) directions; and histogram showing microsaccade rate (bottom row) vs time (-0.5-
745  0.75 s of stimulus onset) for 13 MCI cases (yellow) and their 75 healthy controls (dark orange).
746 Number of subjects in each age-group is indicated on top. Solid traces indicate medians, shaded
747  patches represent = SD of median after bootstrapping over 10,000 samples. Right column: same
748  plots for 5 AD cases and 50 healthy controls. Eye position did not vary significantly across
749  time between MCI/AD and control subjects except in the case of AD vs controls, where it
750  varied slightly (but within £0.1°). b) Main sequence plots showing peak velocity and maximum
751 displacement of all microsaccades (number indicated on top) extracted from 13 MCI (top row),
752 5 AD (bottom row) cases indicated in yellow and their corresponding healthy controls (dark

753  orange). Average microsaccade rate (median + SD of median of 10,000 bootstrapped samples)
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754  across all subjects for each group is also indicated at the bottom of the panels. MCI/AD cases
755  had similar microsaccade rates (also seen in panel 3a) and main sequence plots compared to
756  their healthy controls. c) Scatter plots showing change in power for cases (abscissa) and median
757  change in power for corresponding healthy controls (ordinate) in alpha (right), slow gamma
758  (middle) and fast gamma (left) bands. Same format as in Figure 2, but stimulus repeats
759  containing microsaccades have been discarded from analysis. Trends discussed in Figure 2 did
760  not change qualitatively for these new set of repeats, as seen in these plots. Data of participant
761 Al has been discarded from analysis due to lack of healthy controls. d) Bar plots showing co-
762  efficient of variation of pupil diameter (reactivity of pupil to stimulus presentation, see 17) for
763 13 MCI (left), 5 AD (right) and their corresponding healthy controls. Height of bars indicate
764  medians and error bars indicate £SD of median of 10,000 bootstrapped samples. We did not
765  find any significant difference between the MCI/AD and control groups in pupil reactivity as
766  seen in the plot. These results ruled out potential biases due to ocular factors that could have

767  influenced the results discussed in the text (Figures 1 and 2).

768

769
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770

771 Supplementary Figure 4. Baseline power and slopes in cases and healthy controls. a) PSDs
772 for 20 cases (yellow) and 114 healthy controls (dark orange) are plotted in the left panel. Middle
773 and right panels show these for MCI and AD groups separately (yellow), along with PSDs for

774  corresponding healthy controls (dark orange). Same format as in Figure 1a. Median baseline
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775  PSDs for MCI/AD cases were overlapping with those of the control subjects. b) Scatter plots
776  showing baseline absolute power (calculated in -500 — 0 ms of stimulus onset) for each of the
777 19 cases (abscissa) and median change in power for corresponding healthy controls (ordinate)
778 in alpha (right), slow gamma (middle) and fast gamma (left) bands. c) Scatter plots showing
779  baseline PSD slopes for each of the 19 cases (abscissa) and median change in power for
780  corresponding healthy controls (ordinate). Frequency range considered for each scatter plot is
781  mentioned above the plot. Panels (b) and (c) are in same format as Figure 2. Scatter was
782  symmetrical across the identity line in both panels 4b and 4c (except for 16-44 Hz condition in
783  panel 4c, where data points are slightly more above the identity line), suggesting that band-
784  limited power in alpha, slow and fast gamma frequency ranges as well as slopes in 4-44 Hz

785  and 56-84 Hz frequency ranges were comparable among cases and controls.

786
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789  Supplementary Figure 5. Alpha, slow and fast gamma in 12 cases and their healthy
790  controls used for SSVEP analysis. Median change in PSD in (a), and median change in power
791  inalpha, slow gamma and fast gamma bands in (b), for 12 cases (N = 9/3 for MCI/AD, plotted
792 in yellow) and 76 healthy controls (dark orange; same set of cases and controls as in Figures
793  4a-d). Same format as Figures 1a and 1c. c) Scatter plots showing change in power for cases
794  (abscissa) and median change in power for corresponding controls (ordinate) in alpha (right),
795  slow gamma (middle) and fast gamma (left) bands. Same format as in Figure 2, but only for
796  same set of subjects as in Figure 3e (N = 9/2 for MCI/AD).
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797  Supplementary Table 1: Criteria for dementia

NIA-AA criteria for dementia! TLSA Criteria for dementia

CDR box scores in the subdomains of
outdoor activities, hobbies and personal
care: average > 0.5.

Interfere with the ability to function at work or
at usual activities

Represent a decline from previous levels of

. . GPCOG informant subdomain > 4
functioning and performing

Clinician’s judgement (no mention of acute
change in cognition status during clinical

Are not explained by delirium or major ) .
history taking) and/or HMSE > 242

psychiatric disorder

HAMD (<14)3

Any 2 of the following:

Cognitive impairment is detected and

diagnosed through a combination of GPCOG informant subdomain > 4

e History-taking from the patientanda |ACE <88
knowledgeable informant

e An objective cognitive assessment, HMSE <27
elther_a “‘Pedmde” mental status_ GPCOG patient subdomain >5
examination or neuropsychological
testing Clinician assessment based on sub scores on
ACE, HMSE or GPCOG patient
798 (Continued...)

799
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Any 2 of the following:

The cognitive or behavioral impairment IADL shopping (>/=1)
involves a minimum of two of the following -
i IADL finance ( >/=1)
domains
e Impaired ability to acquire and IADL travel (>/=1)

remember new information

e Impaired reasoning and handling of IADL social ( >/= 1)

complex tasks, poor judgment
e Impaired visuospatial abilities

IADL prayer activity ( >/=1)

e Impaired language functions

e Changes in personality, behavior, or NPI (Any one of the following behavioral
comportment problem should be present: apathy,

disinhibition, elation, anger)

ACE: Addenbrooke's Cognitive Examination (56)

CDR: Clinical Dementia Rating (23, 24)

GPCOG: General Practitioner Assessment of Cognition (57)

HAMD: Hamilton Depression Rating Scale (58, 59)

HMSE: Hindi Mental State Examination (51)

IADL: Instrumental Activities of Daily Living (60)

NIA-AA: National Institute on Aging-Alzheimer’s Association workgroups (53)
NPI: Neuropsychiatric Inventory (61)

TLSA: Tata Longitudinal Study of Aging

INIA-AA criteria are presented from McKhann et al. (53)

2Cognitive decline could also be seen in delirium. So, this criterion is intended to rule out delirium. A
combination of clinician assessment and HMSE is used. Acute change in cognitive status and/or
HMSE<24 is suggestive of delirium.

3This criterion is intended to rule out moderate/severe depression as that can cause cognitive
impairment.

Page 44 of 46


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.24.20139113

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.24.20139113; this version posted June 26, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

818  Supplementary Table 2: Criteria for probable AD

NIA-AA criteria for probable AD TLSA criteria for probable AD
Meets criteria for dementia (see Meets criteria for dementia (as in
Supplementary Table 1) Supplementary Table 1)

Clear-cut history of worsening of cognition

. GPCOG informant subdomain > 4
by report or observation

Most prominent cognitive deficits are

* Amnestic presentation Clinician’s assessment based on sub scores of

 Non-amnestic presentations ACE or HMSE or GPCOG patient scores
e Language/visuospatial/executive

dysfunction

Should not have No Clinical history of stroke

e Substantial concomitant No structural abnormality, no evidence of
cerebrovascular disease severe white matter hyperintensities and no
(Stroke/extensive infarcts/severe evidence of extensive infarcts or bleed, as
WMH) seen in MRI

e Features of Lewy body dementia
Features of FTD NPI (>2 of the following behavioral problems

e Features of primary progressive should be absent: apathy, disinhibition,
aphasia elation and anger)

e Concurrent neurological
cause/medical
comorbidity/medication impairing
cognition

Clinician’s assessment on reversible causes of
dementia/other causes of dementia

819

820  WMH: white matter hyperintensities

821 FTD: Frontotemporal Dementia

822  The rest of the abbreviations are as described in Supplementary Table 1.
823
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824  Supplementary Table 3: Criteria for MCI

NIA-AA criteria for MCI TLSA criteria for MCI

Concern regarding a change in cognition |CDR =0.5

Any one of the following:

Impairment in one or more cognitive GPCOG patient subdomain >5
domains
ACE <
e Memory CE<88
e Executive function HMSE < 27
e Attention
e Language Clinician’s assessment based on sub scores of
e Visuospatial skills ACE/HMSE/GPCOG patient
Preservation of independence in IADL (average of finances, shopping, phone and
functional abilities meal preparation <0.5)
Not demented CDR total score (<1)

Longitudinal decline in performance over |*Yes’ for question no. 4* of CDR informant:
repeated measures memory subdomain or clinician assessment

825

826  'Q4: Have there been some decline in memory in the past one year? (23, 24)
827  Abbreviations are as described in Supplementary Table 1.

828
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