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Abstract

Magnetic resonance spectroscopy (MRS) is a non-invasive method of exploring cerebral
metabolism. In Huntington’s disease, altered MRS-determined concentrations of several
metabolites have been described; however, findings are often discrepant and longitudinal
studies of metabolite trajectory are lacking. MRS metabolites may represent a valuable
source of biomarkers, thus their relationship with established biofluid and structural imaging
markers of disease progression require further exploration to assess prognostic value and
elucidate biochemical pathways associated with neurodegeneration. In a prospective single-
site controlled cohort study with standardised collection of CSF, blood, phenotypic and
imaging data, we used MRS to evaluate metabolic profiles in the putamen of 56 participants
at baseline (15 healthy controls, 15 premanifest and 26 manifest gene expansion carriers) and
at 2-year follow-up. Intergroup differences and associations with established measures were
assessed cross-sectionally using generalized linear models and partial correlation, controlling
for age and CAG repeat length. We report no significant groupwise differences in metabolite
concentration but found several metabolites to be associated with measures of disease
progression; however, only two relationships were replicated across both time points, with
total Creatine (creatine + phosphocreatine) and myo-inositol displaying significant
associations with reduced caudate volume. Although relationships were observed between
MRS metabolites and biofluid measures, these were not consistent across time points. To
further assess prognostic value of the metabolites, we examined whether baseline MRS
values, or rate of change, predicted subsequent change in established measures of disease
progression. Several associations were found but were inconsistent across known indicators
of disease progression. Finally, longitudinal mixed effects models, controlling for age,
revealed no significant change in metabolite concentration over time in gene expansion
carriers. Altogether, our findings show some interesting cross-sectional associations between
select metabolites, namely total creatine and myo-inositol, and markers of disease
progression, potentially highlighting the proposed roles of neuroinflammation and metabolic
dysfunction in disease pathogenesis. However, the absence of group differences,
inconsistency between baseline and follow-up, and lack of clear longitudinal change over two
years suggests that MRS metabolites have limited potential as biomarkers in Huntington’s
disease.
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Abbreviations

Cho = choline

Cr = creatine

CTR = healthy controls

CUHDRS = composite Unified Huntington’s Disease Rating Scale

DBS = disease burden score

DCL = diagnostic confidence level

Glu = glutamate



GIx = glutamine + glutamate

GSH = Glutathione

HD = manifest mutation carriers

Lac = Lactate

LLoQ = lower limit of quantification

LoD = limit of detection

mHTT = mutant Huntingtin

MI = myo-inositol

MRS = magnetic resonance spectroscopy

NfL = neurofilament light chain

PreHD = premanifest mutation carriers

PVE = partial volume effect

ROS = reactive oxygen species.

SD = standard deviation

SDMT = Symbol Digit Modality Test

SNR = signal-to-noise ratio

SWR = Stroop Word Reading

tCho = total choline (phosphocholine + glycophosphocholine)
tCre = total creatine (creatine + phosphocreatine)
TFC = Total Functional Capacity

TIV = total intracranial volume

TMS = Total Motor Score

tNAA = total N-acetylaspartate (N-acetylaspartate + N-acetylaspartate-glutamate)
VFC = Verbal Fluency (Categorical)



I ntroduction

Huntington’s disease is a neurodegenerative disease characterised by progressive motor,
psychiatric and cognitive dysfunction.! Invariably fatal, Huntington’s disease is caused by an
autosomal dominant mutation in the HTT gene, producing a CAG repeat expansion in the
ubiquitously expressed huntingtin protein (HTT).? This mutated pathogenic product (mHTT)
causes a wide array of toxicities and disruption of downstream pathways, resulting in
neuronal death.® With genetic testing, the development of Huntington’s disease can be
accurately predicted; however, there remains a need to discover clinically relevant
biomarkers with the ability to detect and quantify pathogenic change, pharmacological target
engagement and treatment response.* Due to its non-invasive nature, accessibility and the
potential to standardise parameters across multiple sites, neuroimaging is a valuable source of
information about progression and prognosis* and has been utilised in Huntington’s disease to
explore cross-sectional and longitudinal changes in brain structure, metabolism and activation
patterns.>*

Magnetic resonance spectroscopy (MRS) is a non-invasive method of exploring cerebral
metabolism, and represents an interesting avenue in biomarker research as neurometabolic
alterations may occur prior to the emergence of structural and functional change.'*** The
number of quantifiable metabolites depends on several factors including pulse sequence,
spectral resolution and signal-to-noise ratio (SNR),* all of which can be influenced by the
magnetic field strength, with higher strengths providing increased sensitivity and spectral
resolution.’®!” In the context of neurodegenerative disease, tNAA (N-acetylaspartate + N-
acetylaspartate-glutamate), tCho (phosphocholine + glycophosphocholine), tCre (creatine +
phosphocreatine) and myo-inositol (MI) are considered respective biomarkers for neuro-
axonal viability and mitochondrial dysfunction,'®*° cellular proliferation and neuronal
membrane turnover 22!, brain energy metabolism and gliosis,?? and astrocytic density.?* Due
to its relative stability in pathological conditions, creatine (Cr) is often used as an internal
reference®; however, it is affected in Huntington’s disease, so MRS metabolites may be
normalised to unsuppressed water signal, allowing the accurate identification of biochemical
change in the brain.?®

In Huntington’s disease, altered concentrations of several MRS metabolites have been
described in both premanifest and manifest patients across multiple brain regions 2-%;
however, other studies have reported no significant differences in metabolite concentrations
when comparing patient cohorts to controls (Table 1).3** These discrepant findings are likely
due, in part, to sample size variations, patient heterogeneity and differences in spatial/spectral
resolution. Recent work leveraging 7-tesla MRI* found lower metabolite levels to
correspond to poorer clinical, cognitive and behavioural scores, similar to work leveraging
the TRACK-HD cohort in which tNAA displayed a significant negative correlation with
disease burden score (DBS) across pre- and early manifest patients, further demonstrating its
role as a marker of clinical decline.> Longitudinal analyses have produced mixed results thus
far, with reduced tNAA and Cho in the putamen, and Cr and M1 in the caudate, reported,*
whereas other have reported no longitudinal change in metabolite concentration.***’
Importantly, the latter two studies normalised metabolite values to unsuppressed water signal,
whilst also benefitting from high SNR and large sample sizes; however, the role of MRS
metabolites as prognostic biomarkers remains debatable and warrants further study.



Table 1. Summary of MRS Studiesin HD

Authors Patient group studied | Brain region Metabolic changes in GEC
HD vs CTR Putamen LtNAA, L NAA, L tCre, L Glu, TMI, T
tCho
Sturrock et al.” HD vs PreHD Putamen LtNAA, L NAA, L tCre, L Glu, TMI, T
tCho
PreHD vs CTR Putamen I NAA
Gomez-Anson etal.”® | PreHD vs CTR Frontal cortex 4 Cho
Basal Ganglia No change
Ruocco et al.*’ HD vs CTR Thalmus L NAA/CY
ila Qgchez—Pernaute et PreHD/HD vs CTR | Basal Ganglia | { NAA, | Cre
2 Occipital cortex | L NAA/Cr
Hoang et al HDvs CTR Putamen L NAA/Cr, | Cre, T MI, TCho/Cr
" Visual cortex T tCre,
Adanyeguh et al. HD vs CTR Striatum 1 Glu, LtCre
Jenkins et al HD vs CTR Striatum LtNAA/Cr, T Cho/Cr, T Lac
Occipital cortex | T Lac
. 2 Striatum LtNAAICr, T Cho/Cr, T Lac
Jenkins et al. HDvs CTR Occipital cortex | T Cho/Cr, T Lac
Clarke et al.* HD vs CTR Striatum L NAA, | Cre
Van Oostrum et al.** PreHD vs CTR Putamen No change
Hypothalamus No change
Thalamus No change
HD vs CTR Caudate L NAA, | Cre
Putamen L NAA, | Cre, | GIX
Van den Bogaard et Prefrontal cortex | No change
al.® Hypothalamus No change
Thalamus No change
PreHD vs CTR Caudate No change
Putamen No change
Prefrontal cortex | No change

CTR, healthy controls; PreHD, premanifest mutation carriers; HD, manifest mutation carriers, tNAA, total
N acetylaspartate; Cho, choline; Cr, creatine; tCr, total creatine; tCho, total choline Glu, glutamate; GLX,
glutamine and glutamate; MI, myo-inositol; Lac, lactate; J, reduced concentration; 7, increased concentration.

The relationship between biofluid markers and MRS metabolites requires further exploration,
as combining direct and non-invasive quantifications of biochemical alterations could
improve the value of both biomarker modalities. The concentration of neurofilament light
chain (NfL), measured in CSF and blood, represents axonal damage and is a prognostic
biomarker of neurodegeneration.®* Its relationship with MRS metabolites, particularly
tNAA, Ml and tCre, warrants additional study but has not previously been examined in
Huntington’s disease. In patients with HIV, elevated levels of CSF NfL have been shown to




correlate with decreased NAA/Cre in multiple brain regions, indicating compromised
neuronal health and stability.** In multiple sclerosis patients, the same inverse relationship
has been observed between serum NfL and NAA/Cre at baseline, yet is not present at 12 and
36 months following hematopoietic stem cell transplantation.*” Given the elevated
concentration of NfL in Huntington’s disease, we hypothesised that an inverse relationship
with tNAA and tCre would be present in the putamen of Huntington’s disease patients.
Furthermore, mHTT can be accurately quantified in CSF following its release from damaged
neurons*** and displays strong associations with CSF NfL.**“*** As such, we would expect
to observe the same relationships with CSF mHTT. In Alzheimer’s disease, reduced
NAA/Cre and increased MI/Cre have been associated with increased p- and t-tau, and
decreased CSF amyloid-beta (AB42), across several brain regions.**” The association
between M1 and tau, another established marker of neurodegeneration,*® is thought to be
driven by activation of MI-rich astrocytes and microglia.*® Additionally, given that
neuroinflammation represents a key pathogenic component,*® and source of CSF
biomarkers,”® in Huntington’s disease, we expect to observe positive correlations between Ml
and all biofluid markers, reflecting the contribution of excessive neuroinflammatory response
on disease pathogenesis.

We employed MRS to conduct a cross-sectional and longitudinal neurochemical analysis in
the putamen of gene expansion carriers and healthy controls. Using the HD-CSF cohort,*** a
large prospective sample of gene expansion carriers and matched controls with CSF and
blood plasma collection and 3T MRI acquisition, we examined the biomarker potential of key
MRS metabolites and explored their relationship with several established biofluid markers.
We tested the hypothesis that significant metabolic alterations would be observed in the
putamen of Huntington’s disease patients, specifically tNAA, Ml and tCre, and would
correlate with measures of clinical progression and established prognostic biomarkers
quantified in CSF and blood.



Materials and Methods

Participants

HD-CSF was a prospective single-site study with standardised longitudinal collection of CSF,
blood, and phenotypic data (online protocol: 10.5522/04/11828448.v1) from manifest
patients (HD), premanifest (PreHD) patients and healthy controls (CTR). Eighty participants
were recruited (20 CTR, 20 PreHD and 40 HD) based on a priori sample size calculations to
detect cross-sectional and longitudinal differences in CSF mHTT between healthy controls
and gene expansion carriers.* 3T MRI scans were optional for HD-CSF participants. The
present study used MRS data obtained from 59 participants at baseline and 48 at longitudinal
follow-up after 24 months. Manifest Huntington’s disease was defined as Unified
Huntington’s Disease Rating Scale (UHDRS)*" diagnostic confidence level (DCL) = 4 and
CAG repeat length > 36. PreHD had CAG repeat length > 40 and DCL < 4. Healthy controls
were contemporaneously recruited, drawn from a population with a similar age to patients,
and clinically well, so the risk of incidental neurological diseases was very low. Consent,
inclusion and exclusion criteria, clinical assessment, CSF collection and storage were as
previously described.***? Baseline and longitudinal 24-month follow-up samples from HD-
CSF have been used for this study.

Ethical Approval

Ethical approval was given by the London Camberwell St Giles Research Ethics Committee
(15/L0/1917), with all participants providing written informed consent prior to enrolment.
This study was performed in accordance with the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki,
and the International Conference on Harmonization Good Clinical Practice standards.

Clinical Assessments

Relevant aspects of clinical phenotype were quantified using the UHDRS.** A composite
UHDRS (cUHDRS) score was generated for each subject to provide a single measure of
motor, cognitive and global functioning decline. This composite score is computed using the
following formula (Total Functional Capacity, TFC; Total Motor Score, TMS; Symbol Digit
Modality Test, SDMT; Stroop Word Reading, SWR):

1.9 14.9
(SDM']' — 28.4) (S\‘&’R — 606. l)
i+ B
11.3 20.1

CcUHDRS score has been found to display the strongest relationship to Huntington’s disease
brain pathology and enhanced sensitivity to clinical change in early manifest disease.
Disease burden score (DBS) was calculated for each gene expansion carrier using the formula
[CAG repeat length — 35.5] x age.>* DBS estimates cumulative pathology exposure as a
function of CAG repeat length and the time exposed to the effects of the expansion and has
been shown to predict several features of disease progression including striatal pathology.***
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Volumetric MRI Acquisition




T1-weighted MRI data were acquired on a 3T Siemens Prisma scanner using a protocol
optimized for this study. Images were acquired using a 3D magnetization-prepared 180
degrees radio-frequency pulses and rapid gradient-echo (MPRAGE) sequence with a
repetition time (TR) =2000 ms and echo time (TE)=2.05 ms. The protocol had an inversion
time of 850 ms, flip angle of 8 degrees, matrix size 256 x 240 mm. 256 coronal partitions
were collected to cover the entire brain with a slice thickness of 1-0 mm. Parallel imaging
acceleration (GeneRalized Autocalibrating Partial Parallel Acquisition [GRAPPA],
acceleration factor [R]=2) was used and 3D distortion correction was applied to all images.
Volumetric measures (whole brain, grey matter, white matter and caudate volume) were
computed using the previously described methodology®**®** and adjusted for total

intracranial volume (TIV).

Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy and LCModel Quantification

All scans were performed using 3T Siemen’s scanner (Prisma VE11C) with 64 channels RF
head coil.

For spectroscopy, a single voxel spin echo-based Siemens sequence (svs) was used with the
following parameters: echo time TE=30ms; repetition time TR=2000ms; vector size (number
of points in the time domain) = 2048; spectral width = 2400 Hz. Spectra was acquired from a
rectangular volume of interest (VOI): 35x10x15 mm3 (Fig. 1). Adjustments included:
transmitter gain, receiver gain, shimming (3D Gradient Echo followed by manual
adjustments to achieve less than 14 Hz water linewidth), and water suppression. Water
suppressed spectrum was acquired with 160 averages with a reference scan (unsuppressed
spectrum 4 averages).

LCModel (v6.3-1L) spectra of 18 metabolites were included in the basis data set together
with model spectra for macromolecules and lipids. Metabolite levels were estimated using
internal water as a reference. The LCModel produces standard deviations (%SD) for each
metabolite as a measurement of reliability, with SDs below 20% considered reliable. Only
GABA had a mean %SD of >20% at both baseline and follow-up. As a quality control
measure, we removed any subject with a %SD >= 100 from the analyses. This was applied to
all metabolites, resulting in the removal of subjects from the GABA cohort only (8 from
baseline, and 6 from the follow-up cohort; Supplementary Table 1). Spectral quality was
assessed individually for all data. Spectra with SNR < 6 were deemed unacceptable for
further analysis due to the presence of artefacts, and/or inaccurate fitting of spectra, and
excluded.

Fig. 1: MRS Voxel placement and LCModel output.

Biofluid Collection and Processing

CSF and matched plasma were obtained as previously described.**“*° All collections were
standardised for time of day after overnight fasting and processed within 30 minutes of
collection using standardised equipment. Blood was collected within 10 minutes of CSF and
processed to plasma. Biosamples were frozen and stored at -80°C.

Analyte Quantification




Analytes were quantified as previously described.***°

CSF and plasma NfL were quantified in duplicate using the Neurology 4-Plex B assay on the
Simoa HD-1 Analyzer (Quanterix). The limit of detection (LoD) was 0.105 pg/ml, and lower
limit of quantification (LLoQ) was 0.500 pg/ml. NfL was above the LLoQ in all samples. The
intra-assay coefficients of variation (CV) (calculated as the mean of the CVs for each
sample’s duplicate measurements) for CSF NfL and plasma NfL were 5.0% and 3.7%,
respectively. The inter-assay CVs (calculated as the mean of the CVs for analogous spiked
positive controls provided by the manufacturer and used in each well plate) for CSF NfL and
plasma NfL were 2.7% and 8.4%, respectively. CSF mHTT was quantified in triplicate using
the 2B7-MW1 immunoassay (SMC Erenna platform, Merck). The LoD was 8 fM, LLoQ was
25 fM and the intra-assay CV was 14.1%. CSF total tau was quantified using the INNOTEST
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay according to the manufacturer’s instructions (Fujirebio,
Ghent, Belgium).

All biofluid measures, except CSF mHTT, were log-transformed to meet model assumptions.

Statistical Analysis

Statistical analysis was performed with Stata IC 15 software (StataCorp, TX, USA). The
distributions of all metabolite concentrations were visually assessed using kernel density
estimate plots and Q-Q plots. Data transformations were not required to meet model
assumptions (Supplementary Fig. 1). Differences in demographic, clinical, cognitive, imaging
and biofluid measures were examined using Chi squared tests and generalised linear models
(GLMs). Models were not adjusted for age, or CAG length, at this stage.

To reduce the risk of type 1 error, we preselected tNAA, tCre, tCho and Ml as primary
outcome measures based on the published MRS literature in Huntington’s disease (see
introduction). Glutathione (GSH), GABA and GLX were designated as secondary outcome
measures. Age and gender were considered potentially confounding variables, thus their
relationship with metabolite concentration was examined within controls using Pearson’s
correlation and independent samples t-tests. Using linear regression, all metabolites were
adjusted for the partial volume effect of cerebrospinal fluid (CSF PVE), with the residuals
being used in the subsequent analysis.

To investigate intergroup differences, we constructed two GLMs: one controlling for age; the
other for and age and including CAG. The latter was used when comparing premanifest to
manifest patients, and the former when comparing healthy controls to premanifest
individuals. Additionally, we applied an inverse weighting to the %SD values of each
metabolite to compensate for any variations in LCModel output quality. By including both
age and CAG as covariates, accurate assessments of associations can be made, independent
of known predictors. Due to the exploratory nature of the study, tests were not adjusted for
multiple comparisons.

Associations between metabolites and clinical, cognitive, imaging measures, and established
biofluid markers were explored cross sectionally using Pearson’s partial correlation
controlling for age, and age and CAG, in gene expansion carriers only. DBS is a product of
age and CAG, as such, we did not adjust DBS for the effects of these variables. In keeping
with our regression analysis, we removed any subject with a %SD >= 100 and applied
inverse weighting to the %SD values of the remaining subjects. This process was applied to



each metabolite individually. Additionally, we performed unweighted, bootstrapped (1000
repetitions) partial correlations in which bias-corrected and accelerated 95% confidence
intervals (95% CI) were calculated for correlation coefficients. Metabolites were deemed to
have prognostic potential if a significant relationship was observed across all four correlation
models (Inverse weighting controlling for age, and age and CAG; Bootstrapped controlling
for age, and age and CAG). Although stringent, we chose this method to allow identification
of MRS metabolites that demonstrate the strongest biomarker potential. No adjustments were
made for multiplicity.

The cross-sectional statistical analyses outlined above was also applied to the follow-up
dataset. We reasoned that the 2 years’ disease progression in all gene expansion carriers
might outweigh the loss of power from participant dropout.

Annualised rate of change for each MRS metabolite and clinical, cognitive, and imaging
measures were computed by subtracting baseline from follow-up values and dividing by the
time between visits in years. Intergroup differences and correlations were examined using the
methods outlined above. Only those subjects with data at both baseline and follow-up were
included in this analysis.

To study longitudinal trajectories of the metabolites, we used mixed effects models with age
as a fixed effect, and random effects for participant (intercept) and age (slope), generated
independently for controls and mutation carriers. All available data points were used in this
analysis.

Data Availability

The data that support the findings of this study are available on request from the
corresponding author, EJW. The data are not publicly available due to their containing
information that could compromise the privacy of research participants.



Results

Participant Characteristics

At baseline our cohort consisted of 15 healthy controls and 44 Huntington’s gene expansion
carriers, of whom 15 had premanifest and 29 manifest Huntington’s disease. 3 manifest
participants had MRS with an SNR value of <6 so were deemed to be of poor quality and
removed. Groups were equally matched for gender (x*= 0.002, p = 0.99) and CAG repeat
length (among gene expansion carriers), but as expected, displayed significant differences in
clinical, cognitive, imaging and biofluid measures (Table 2). A significant difference in age
was observed with manifest patients being significantly older than premanifest patients due to
being more advanced in their disease course.

Our follow-up cohort was smaller, consisting of 12 healthy controls and 36 gene expansion
carriers (13 premanifest and 23 manifest), but largely similar in terms of demographics. No
subjects were removed due to poor SNR value. Relationships that were significant in the
baseline sample were also significant in the follow-up cohort (Supplementary Table 2).

When analysing GABA, 8 subjects were removed at baseline and 6 at follow-up due to high
%SD values (>100), resulting in a smaller sample size (n=48 at baseline and 42 at follow-up)
for this metabolite.

Table 2. Participant Group Demographics at Basgline.

CTR PreHD HD Mode | CTRvs | PredD
PreHD vsHD
n Mean+SD | n | Mean+SD | n | Mean+SD | P-value pvalue | p-value
Demogr aphics
Age (Years) 15 49.2£10.5 15 |[426+118 26 |55.7+9.2 0.001 |0.08 <0.001
Sex (M/F) 15 8/7 15 |8/7 26 | 14/12 0.99 N/A N/A
CAG N/A | N/A 15 [421+16 26 |425+1.8 0.48 N/A 0.48
Clinical Scores
CUHDRS 15 175+1.4 15 [18.0+1.2 26 |11.1+37 <0.001 | 0.62 <0.001
DBS N/A | N/A 15 |2754+69.2 |26 |3825+845 |<0.001 |N/A <0.001
TFC 15 13.0+0.0 15 [13.0+0.0 26 [9.8+27 <0.001 | 1.00 <0.001
TMS 15 18+15 15 |25+27 26 |32.8+16.6 <0.001 |0.86 <0.001
Cognitive Scor es
SDMT 15 50.9 £ 10.2 15 |555+9.9 26 |[30.0+13.4 <0.001 |0.29 <0.001
SWR 15 1014+£17.9 |15 |105.0+13.1 |26 |64.8+235 <0.001 |0.62 <0.001
VFC 15 23.9+4.3 15 |23.7+3.0 26 |153+6.1 <0.001 |0.91 <0.001
SCN 15 75.1+13.2 15 [815+116 26 |48.3+17.0 <0.001 |0.24 <0.001
Imaging Measures (mL, adjusted for total intracranial volume)
Whole brain 15 1195.0+56.4 |15 | 1187.5+51.3 | 25 | 1062.2 +£73.7 | <0.001 | 0.75 <0.001
Caudate volume | 12 7.1+0.8 14 16112 24 139%11 <0.001 |0.02 <0.001
Grey matter 15 705.2+53.0 [15 |7095+48.0 |26 |602.8+59.4 |<0.001 |0.83 <0.001
White matter 15 4385+343 |15 |4304+29.1 |26 |386.0+36.3 |<0.001 |0.52 <0.001
Biofluid M easures (log pg/ml, unless stated other wise)
CSF NfL 15 59+0.6 15 [6.8+0.8 26 | 7.7+0.4 <0.001 | <0.001 <0.001
CSEmHTT N/A | N/A 15 [35.0+21.1 26 |[50.3+22.8 <0.05 | N/A <0.05

(fM)




CSF Tau 15 42+0.3 15 [43+03 26 [45+04 <0.05 |0.62 <0.05
Plasma NfL 15 1.9+04 15 [2.4+0.6 26 |33+04 <0.001 |<0.01 <0.001
Plasma Tau 15 1.7+04 15 [16+04 26 |1.6+05 0.81 0.71 0.81

Intergroup differences were assessed using general linear models and Pearson’s chi squared test (Gender). P-
values are not adjusted for multiple comparisons. Models do not control for age or CAG repeat length. CTR,
healthy controls; PreHD, premanifest mutation carriers; HD, manifest mutation carriers; cUHDRS, composite
Unified Huntington’ s Disease Rating Scale; DBS, Disease Burden Score; TFC, Total Functional Capacity;,
TMS, Total Motor Score; SDMT, Symbol Digit Modalities Test; SWR, Stroop Word Reading Test; VFC, Verbal
Fluency Categorical; SCN, Sroop Colour Naming; NfL, Neurofilament light; mHTT, mutant Huntingtin; NA,

not applicable.

Analysis of Metabolite Group Differences

Baseline analysis in healthy controls revealed Ml to be significantly associated with age (r =
0.64, p=0.01) and tCho to display significant gender differences (mean difference = -0.11, p
= 0.04). Therefore, in addition to age, gender was included as a covariate in all subsequent
baseline analysis of tCho. In the follow-up cohort, no significant relationships were observed,
and gender was not controlled for when analysing tCho (Supplementary Table 3).

At baseline, we found no significant differences in metabolite levels between groups when
controlling for the effects of age, and age and CAG. However, we observed trends towards
reduced tNAA and tCre as disease progresses (Fig. 2; Table 3). Analysis in the follow-up
cohort produced similar results, although tCre displayed significantly lower concentration in
manifest, compared to premanifest, patients (p = 0.02). This relationship did not reach

statistical significance when controlling for age and CAG repeat length (Supplementary

Table 4; Supplementary Fig. 2).

Table 3. Intergroup Differencesin Primary and Secondary M etabolites at Baseline.

Fig. 2: Group differencesin metabolite concentration.

CTR
CTR PreHD HD Adjusted for [')V'V‘;?S'e vs 5;‘9&[[))
PreHD
n| M [ S |n| M |[S |[n|] M| S
Baseline Primary Metabolites (Contr olled for CSF PVE)
{NAA | 15 024 [ 060 [ 15 0.06 | 0.56 |26 [ -017 | 0.69 Age 0.06 0.82 0.05
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.09
Cre 15 ] 022 | 042 [15] 0.02 | 051 |26 | -0.14 | 0.69 Age 0.16 0.60 0.16
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.09
tCho |15 | 0.07 | 011 [15] 0.04 | 0.21 [ 26| 0.02 | 022 | AgeandGen 0.30 0.17 0.54
Age, CAG, Gen N/A N/A 0.20
v | 15 015 [ 047 [15]-011 [ 060 [26 ] 0.15 | 0.94 Age 0.57 0.69 0.43
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.60
Baseline Secondary Metabolites (Controlled for CSF PVE)
GSH 15| 004 [ 033 [15] 0.10 | 0.39 |26 ] -0.08 | 0.42 Age 0.25 0.75 0.08
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.12
GABA 15 014 | 040 [ 14 ] 006 | 024 |19 ] 0.07 | 0.29 Age 0.61 0.80 0.42
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.31
GLx |18 1 022 [ 121 [15]-019 | 169 |26 ] -0.02 [ 152 Age 0.03 0.11 0.11
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.08




Differences in metabolite concentration across disease stage were assessed using general linear models
controlling for effects of age, and age and CAG repeat length. Gender was also controlled for when analysing
tCho. P-values are not corrected for multiple comparisons due to exploratory nature of study. All metabolites
were initially controlled for CSF PVE with the residuals being used in subsequent analysis. CTR, healthy
controls; PreHD, premanifest mutation carriers; HD, manifest mutation carriers; Gen, Gender; tNAA, total
N_ acetylaspartate; tCr, total creatine; tCho, total choline; MI, myo-inositol; GSH, Glutathione; GLX,
glutamine and glutamate.

Correlation Analysis of Metabolites and measures of Disease Progression

When controlling for age, we found MI to display a strong negative correlation with
CUHDRS, in both the weighted and bootstrapped analysis. When additionally controlling for
CAG repeat length, this relationship no longer achieved statistical significance (Fig. 3; S5
Supplementary Table 5; Supplementary Fig. 3).

In the follow-up cohort, we found reduced levels of tCre and GLX to be significantly
associated with a reduction in cUHDRS scores, indicative of a worsening clinical phenotype.
The relationships remained significant across all 4 correlation models (tCre, r >0.41, P <
0.01; GLX, r >0.36, P <0.03) (S Table).

There were no statistically significant associations between any metabolite and DBS.

Fig. 3: Associations between metabolites and measures of clinical progression (baseline
cohort).

Correlation Analysis of Metabolites and Cognitive and Imaging Measures

When controlling for age, we observed significant relationships between several metabolites
and cognitive and imaging measures in the baseline cohort (Fig. 4; Supplementary Table 5;
Supplementary Fig. 3). Most notably, increased MI was significantly associated with a
worsening clinical picture, cognitive decline, and volumetric reductions. When controlling
for both age and CAG repeat length, many of the observed relationships did not reach
statistical significance. However, several relationships survived across all models, with
reduced levels of tNAA being associated with reduced caudate volume (r > 0.29, P <0.04)
and SCN score (r > 0.30, P <0.04), and reduced tCre displaying a positive relationship with
caudate volume only (r > 0.34, P <0.02). Furthermore, the negative association between Ml
and caudate volume (r <-0.32, P < 0.05) remained, further highlighting the relationship
between increased neuroinflammatory response and neurodegenerative processes in
Huntington’s disease.

In the follow-up cohort, only two relationships observed at baseline were replicated, with
tCre (r >0.41, P<0.01) and Ml (r <-0.35, P <0.04) continuing to display significant
correlations with caudate volume across all four models. Additionally, tCre, GLX and Ml all
displayed significant correlations with multiple measures; however, due to the exploratory
nature of this study and resulting lack of multiplicity testing, these results should be
interpreted with caution (Supplementary Table 5; Supplementary Fig. 4).



Correlation Analysis of Metabolites and Established Biofluid Biomarkers

When assessing the relationships between metabolites and the established biofluid markers;
CSF NfL, CSF mHTT, CSF tau, plasma NfL and plasma tau, only Ml displayed significant
associations across all 4 models in the baseline cohort. When controlling for age, strong
positive correlations were observed with both CSF and plasma NfL in both the weighted and
bootstrapped analyses; however, when additionally controlling for CAG repeat length, only
the relationship with plasma NfL remained significant across both models (r > 0.39, P <
0.02), further reflecting the contribution of excessive neuroinflammatory response on disease
pathogenesis (Fig. 4; Supplementary Table 5; Supplementary Fig. 3).

Cross-sectional analysis in the follow-up cohort did not replicate any of the findings observed
at baseline. Additional relationships were revealed however, with GLX and tCho displaying
significant inverse correlations with mHTT (r <-0.47, P <0.01) and CSF tau (r <-0.38, P<
0.02), respectively. Most notably, negative associations between tCre and multiple biofluid
markers were observed across all models (mHTT, r <-0.47, P<0.01; CSF tau, r <-0.30, P <
0.04; CSF NfL, r <-0.51, P<0.01; Plasma NfL, r <-0.51, P <0.01) (Supplementary Table
5; Supplementary Fig. 4). Due to the lack of multiplicity testing, we cannot rule out false
positives, thus further validation is required.

Fig. 4: Associations between primary metabolites and clinical, imaging and biofluid
(baseline cohort).



Longitudinal Analysis of Metabolites

Out of the 56 subjects at baseline, 42 had MRS data available at 24-month follow-up. 9
subjects were removed due to high %SD values in GABA, resulting in a smaller sample size
(n=33) for this metabolite.

The rate of change did not differ across disease stage for any of the primary metabolites. For
the secondary metabolites, we found manifest patients to display a greater rate of change in
GLX compared to premanifest patients (Table 4, Fig. 5).

Table4. Annual Rate of Changein all MRS M etabolites.

CTR
CTR PreHD HD Adjusted for [')V'V‘;?S'e vs | Pretid

PreHD

n| M | SD|n| M |SD|n|] M| S
Annual Rate of Changein Primary Metabolites (per annum)

NAa |11 | 017 | 045 [12] -0.04 | 0.44 [ 19 ] -0.05 | 0.42 Age 0.60 0.30 0.79
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.49
tCre | 023 | 040 [12] 007 | 040 [ 19 ] 0.02 | 0.36 Age 0.15 0.73 0.21
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.23
iCho 11 ] 0.09 | 049 [12] 002 [ 015 [19 ]| 0.02 | 0.13 Age 0.02 0.81 0.16
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.11
M1 -0.01 [ 041 [12] 030 | 021 [19] 0.03 | 0.50 Age 0.97 0.75 0.72

Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.81

Annual Rate of Change in Secondary Metabolites (per annum)

GSH 11 ] 014 | 054 [12] -007 | 041 [19] 0.09 | 041 Age 0.35 0.16 0.22
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.17
GABA |11 | 015 [ 041 [11]-0.00 | 023 |11 ] -007 | 0.25 Age 0.81 0.61 0.72
Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.62
GLX 11 ] 015 [ 106 [12] 068 [ 1.59 [19] 0.03 [ 1.10 Age 0.25 0.16 0.05

Age and CAG N/A N/A 0.02

Differences in annual rate of change across disease stage were assessed using general linear models
controlling for effects of age, and age and CAG repeat length. P-values are not corrected for multiple
comparisons due to exploratory nature of sudy. CTR, healthy controls; PreHD, premanifest mutation carriers;

HD, manifest mutation carriers; tNAA, total N[Jacetylagpartate; tCr, total creatine; tCho, total choline; MI,
myo-inositol; GSH, Glutathione; GLX, glutamine and glutamate.

To assess prognostic value of the metabolites, we examined if baseline values predicted
subsequent change in established measures of disease progression. When controlling for all
covariates, we found tCre to display a significant positive correlation with change in
CUHDRS (r > 0.36, P < 0.03), indicating significant predictive power independent of the core
genetic mutation (Fig. 5, Supplementary Table 6). Several additional relationships were also
observed, most notably with MRI measures; however, only two remained significant across
all 4 correlation models, with Ml significantly predicting decline in white matter volume (r <
-0.44, P <0.02) and GSH associating with change in whole brain volume (r > 0.36, P < 0.04)
(Supplementary Fig. 5, Supplementary Table 6).

To assess if rate of change in metabolites provided additional prognostic behaviour beyond
that observed using baseline values, we correlated metabolite rate of change, with the rate of
change in markers of disease progression (Fig. 5). Findings were limited, with tCre
displaying significant correlations with grey matter volume (r > 0.38, P <0.02) and GLX




displaying relationships with grey matter volume (r > 0.39, P <0.04) and TMS (r <-0.36, P <
0.03), across all models (Supplementary Fig. 6, Supplementary Table 7).

Fig. 5: Metabolite rate of change and longitudinal associations with disease progression.

Longitudinal trajectories of each metabolite within individuals are displayed in Fig. 6.
Longitudinal mixed effects models, controlling for age, revealed no significant change in
metabolite concentration over time in Huntington’s disease mutation carriers.

Fig. 6: Longitudinal analysis of MRS metabolites



Discussion

In this study, we employed 3T magnetic resonance spectroscopy to successfully quantify
seven metabolites in the putamen of Huntington’s disease patients and healthy controls. We
specified the most prominent metabolites in the *H spectrum — tNAA, tCre, tCho and MI — as
primary metabolites and included lesser studied metabolites - GABA, GLX and GSH - as
secondary metabolites. In keeping with previous work, metabolites were normalised to
unsuppressed water signal,>?%3"*® allowing for increased accuracy when identifying changes
in brain biochemistry™® and additionally controlled for CSF partial volume effect. Using
general linear models and correlation analysis, we assessed their potential as prognostic and
diagnostic biomarkers, both cross sectionally and longitudinally, by exploring their
relationships with established markers of disease progression, cognitive decline, and brain
atrophy. Furthermore, we studied the relationship between MRS metabolites and several
biomarkers derived from CSF and plasma, including NfL and the pathogenic protein, mHTT.
To our knowledge, such relationships have not been explored in Huntington’s disease.

When controlling for age and CAG, we observed no discernible group differences in any
metabolite concentration across both time points. This finding contrasts with those of
Sturrock et al.,”*” who employed a similar methodology in a larger cohort and found tNAA
concentration to be reduced, suggestive of neuronal dysfunction, in manifest compared to
premanifest patients, and between premanifest patients and healthy controls across time
points. In our baseline cohort, we observed non-significantly (p=0.05) reduced tNAA in
manifest compared to premanifest patients; this was not replicated at the follow-up timepoint,
likely due to lack of study power. Furthermore, Sturrock et al. found Ml to be increased in
manifest compared with premanifest patients at baseline, 12- and 24-month follow-up. Our
MI results did not support this and may reflect methodological differences between the
studies, specifically our adjustment for the effects of CSF partial volume effects, and
inclusion of both age and CAG repeat length as covariates in all models. However, in keeping
with Sturrock et al’s. findings, we did not observe any significant differences in Ml
concentration between premanifest patients and controls, and tCre was found to be
significantly reduced in manifest compared to premanifest patients in the follow-up cohort;
however, this relationship did not survive when additionally controlling for CAG repeat
length. Reduced creatine has been consistently demonstrated in Huntington’s disease
patients>?** and may demonstrate diagnostic potential but will require further study in
larger samples.

Our study did not find any significant group differences when comparing premanifest patients
to healthy controls. This supports earlier work,?*** in addition to an exploratory study
leveraging 7T MRI,* in which concentrations of creatine, choline, MI, tNAA, GLX and
lactate did not differ in the putamen of premanifest patients and controls, in addition to 4
other distinct brain regions. Our findings may reflect the fact that our premanifest group were
clinically well, demonstrating no significant differences in clinical, cognitive, or imaging
measurements compared with healthy controls, whereas other studies may have included
premanifest patients closer to clinical onset or with prodromal disease.

In our cross-sectional correlation analysis, M1 was significantly associated with caudate
volume in both baseline and follow-up cohorts, and plasma NfL at baseline only. To our
knowledge, this represents the first data in Huntington’s disease patients relating non-



invasive MRS measures to an established biofluid marker of disease progression. Ml reflects
astrocytic density, while NfL reflects neuro-axonal injury from any mechanism.’° This
association perhaps reflects astrocytic involvement in neuroinflammation or in compensating
for neurodegeneration.®® However, this finding was not replicated in the follow-up cohort
and will require further study to better elucidate the relationship between the two measures.

We also observed tCre to be significantly associated with caudate volume at baseline and
follow up, representing the second correlation to be replicated across both time points. At
follow up, it was significantly associated with measures of disease progression and cognitive
decline, which is in keeping with previous findings.”®** The strongest relationships were seen
with cUHDRS, TMS, grey matter volume and SDMT, with reduced tCre indicative of a more
severe disease phenotype. Additionally, we found tCre was negatively associated with CSF
and plasma NfL, CSF mHTT and CSF tau in the follow-up cohort. Reduced GLX was
associated with multiple markers, including CSF mHTT, in the follow up cohort only.
Previous work has shown reduced GLX in the putamen of Huntington’s disease patients and
its associations with worse performance on the SDMT.*® The lack of multiplicity testing
means we cannot rule out false positives in this study and the lack of consistency between
both cross sectional correlational analyses should be acknowledged; however, these results
lend support to the notion that creatine concentration may reflect disease activity in a
meaningful way, concordant with many other disease measures, and independently of known
predictors, and provides additional evidence for reduced GLX being indicative of a
worsening clinical phenotype.

Like Sturrock et al.,*” we observed no longitudinal change in any metabolites in Huntington’s
disease patients over 24 months. However, we did find that baseline values of tCre
significantly predicted subsequent change in cUHDRS, a composite clinical measure
sensitive to clinical change.>® We also found the rate of change in tCre to predict change in
grey matter volume. Both relationships remained significant when controlling for age and
CAG. While this predictive potential is of interest, it must be considered in the context of
many statistical tests and should therefore be considered exploratory or hypothesis-
generating.

We also observed a significant relationship between rate of change in GLX and change in
TMS, concordant with our cross-sectional findings showing reduced GLX to be associated
with worse cognitive performance. However, given that no relationships were observed with
baseline GLX values, this result should be interpreted with caution. Furthermore, we found
baseline Ml values to associate with annualised rate of change in neuroimaging markers, but
only the relationship with white matter volume remained significant across all models. This
relationship lends support to earlier work highlighting the link between inflammation and
myelin breakdown in manifest patients,* and demonstrates MI’s potential as a marker of
axonal degeneration. Interestingly, we also observed a significant relationship between
reduced baseline GSH and larger rate of change in whole brain volume. GSH is a major
antioxidant known to be dysregulated in Huntington’s disease® and given that glial cell
activation has been linked to increased reactive oxygen species (ROS) production,® this
finding could represent a cyclic cascade of events whereby increased ROS production due to
neuroinflammation is insufficiently buffered by GSH, resulting in oxidative stress and
mitochondrial dysfunction, further driving inflammatory pathways and contributing to the
neuropathological hallmarks of the disease.



This study is not without its limitations. Due to the exploratory nature of the study, we chose
not to adjust our analyses for multiple comparisons. In doing so, we cannot rule out the
influence of false positives on our findings. Our decision to adopt more rigorous
methodologies also increases the chance of type 2 (false negative) error but lends greater
credibility to our findings overall. Although our results provide some evidence supporting the
prognostic potential of specific MRS metabolites, there was a lack of consistency between
time-points, with the association between tCre and caudate volume being the only
relationship to meet all pre-defined tests at baseline and follow up. Consequently, further
validation is required in a larger sample. Although HD-CSF is a high-quality longitudinal
cohort with biofluid collection and MRI imaging, the sample was principally designed to
study manifest Huntingtin’s disease. Previous MRS studies often compared manifest patients,
or a combination of manifest and premanifest patients, directly to controls, explored different
brain regions and in some cases, normalised values to metabolites thought to be affected in
Huntington’s disease?®**3% thus our results may not be directly comparable to earlier work.
As a means of quality control, we also excluded some participants based on SNR and %SD
values, resulting in a smaller sample size, and reducing the generalisability of the findings.
The longitudinal nature of this study is also limited by the small number of available time
points. Future studies should aim to incorporate additional time points to help better
characterise the longitudinal trajectory of metabolites and improve the models designed to
inform on clinical prognosis.

In conclusion, we found no groupwise differences in MRS metabolite concentration when
comparing manifest to premanifest Huntington’s disease patients, and premanifest patients to
healthy controls. This does not exclude the role of MRS-detectable metabolic dysfunctions in
disease pathology, only that their use a state biomarker is limited. We found interesting cross-
sectional associations between multiple metabolites, namely tCre, MI and GLX, and markers
of disease progression, highlighting the proposed roles of neuroinflammation and metabolic
dysfunction in Huntington’s disease pathogenesis, but the inconsistent findings between
timepoints and with rigorous statistical modelling suggests these changes, too will have
limited biomarker potential. We provide the first evidence, to our knowledge, of an
association between MRS metabolites and established CSF biomarkers in gene expansion
carriers and, although no longitudinal change in metabolite concentration was observed, we
found tCre, MI and GLX to significantly predict change in measures of disease progression,
independent of existing predictors. The potential of non-invasive MRS measurements of
brain metabolic activity to monitor the progression of Huntington’s disease or the response to
therapeutic interventions warrants directed study of these hypotheses in larger longitudinal
imaging cohorts linked to biofluid collection, such as the nascent Image-Clarity study, which
will add advanced imaging modalities to the large, multi-site HDClarity CSF collection
initiative.®’



Acknowledgements

We would like to thank all the participants from the Huntington’s disease community who
donated samples and gave their time to take part in this study.

Funding

This work was supported in part by the National Institute for Health Research University
College London Hospitals Biomedical Research Centre, the UCL Leonard Wolfson
Experimental Neurology Centre, and the Swedish Research Council. E.J.W. has research
funding from the Medical Research Council UK (MR/M008592/1)
(https://mrc.ukri.org/funding/), CHDI Foundation Inc (https://chdifoundation.org/) and
European Huntington’s Disease Network (http://www.ehdn.org/). HZ is a Wallenberg
Scholar supported by grants from the Swedish Research Council (#2018-02532), the
European Research Council (#681712), Swedish State Support for Clinical Research
(#ALFGBG-720931), the Alzheimer Drug Discovery Foundation (ADDF), USA (#201809-
2016862), the AD Strategic Fund and the Alzheimer's Association (#ADSF-21-831376-C,
#ADSF-21-831381-C and #ADSF-21-831377-C), the Olav Thon Foundation, the Erling-
Persson Family Foundation, Stiftelsen for Gamla Tjanarinnor, Hjarnfonden, Sweden
(#F02019-0228), the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme
under the Marie Sktodowska-Curie grant agreement No 860197 (MIRIADE), and the UK
Dementia Research Institute at UCL (https://www.ucl.ac.uk/uk-dementia-research-institute/).
LMB has research funding from Huntington’s disease Society of America, Hereditary disease
foundation and F.Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd. The funders had no role in study design, data
collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript.

Competing inter ests

AJL, FBR, LMB, EBJ, RIS, AH, HZ and EJW are University College London employees.
RT is a full-time employee of F.Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd. MA is a University College
London Hospitals NHS Foundation Thrust employee. FBR has provided consultancy services
to GLG and F. Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd. LMB has provided consultancy services to GLG, F.
Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd, Genentech, Novartis, Remix and Annexon Biosciences. RIS has
undertaken consultancy services for Ixico Ltd. EJW reports grants from Medical Research
Council (MRC), CHDI Foundation, and F. Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd during the conduct of the
study; personal fees from Hoffman La Roche Ltd, Triplet Therapeutics, PTC Therapeutics,
Shire Therapeutics, Wave Life Sciences, Mitoconix, Takeda, Loqus23. All honoraria for
these consultancies were paid through the offices of UCL Consultants Ltd., a wholly owned
subsidiary of University College London. University College London Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust has received funds as compensation for conducting clinical trials for lonis
Pharmaceuticals, Pfizer and Teva Pharmaceuticals. HZ has served at scientific advisory
boards and/or as a consultant for Abbvie, Alector, Annexon, AZTherapies, CogRx, Denali,
Eisai, Nervgen, Pinteon Therapeutics, Red Abbey Labs, Roche, Samumed, Siemens
Healthineers, Triplet Therapeutics, and Wave, has given lectures in symposia sponsored by
Cellectricon, Fujirebio, Alzecure and Biogen, and is a co-founder of Brain Biomarker
Solutions in Gothenburg AB (BBS), which is a part of the GU Ventures Incubator Program.




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

References

Ross CA, Aylward EH, Wild EJ, et al. Huntington disease: Natural history, biomarkers
and prospects for therapeutics. Nat Rev Neurol. 2014;10(4):204-216.
doi:10.1038/nrneurol.2014.24

The Huntington’s Disease Collaborative Research Group. A novel gene containing a
trinucleotide repeat that is expanded and unstable on Huntington’s disease
chromosomes. Cell. 1993;72(6):971-983. doi:10.1016/0092-8674(93)90585-E

McColgan P, Tabrizi SJ. Huntington’s disease: a clinical review. Eur J Neurol.
2018;25(1):24-34. doi:10.1111/ene.13413

Zeun P, Scahill RI, Tabrizi SJ, Wild EJ. Fluid and imaging biomarkers for
Huntington’s disease. Mol Cell Neurosci. 2019;97:67-80.
doi:10.1016/j.mcn.2019.02.004

Shaffer JJ, Ghayoor A, Long JD, et al. Longitudinal diffusion changes in prodromal
and early HD: Evidence of white-matter tract deterioration. Hum Brain Mapp.
2017;38(3):1460-1477. doi:10.1002/hbm.23465

Gregory S, Cole JH, Farmer RE, et al. Longitudinal Diffusion Tensor Imaging Shows
Progressive Changes in White Matter in Huntington’s Disease. J Huntingtons Dis.
2015;4(4):333-346. d0i:10.3233/JHD-150173

Scahill RI, Hobbs NZ, Say MJ, et al. Clinical impairment in premanifest and early
Huntington’s disease is associated with regionally specific atrophy. Hum Brain Mapp.
2013;34(3):519-529. d0i:10.1002/hbm.21449

Paulsen JS, Long JD, Ross CA, et al. Prediction of manifest huntington’s disease with
clinical and imaging measures: A prospective observational study. Lancet Neural.
Published online 2014. doi:10.1016/S1474-4422(14)70238-8

Wilson H, De Micco R, Niccolini F, Politis M. Molecular imaging markers to track
Huntington’s disease pathology. Front Neurol. 2017;8:0-11.
doi:10.3389/fneur.2017.00011

Paulsen JS, Zimbelman JL, Hinton SC, et al. fMRI biomarker of early neuronal
dysfunction in presymptomatic Huntington’s disease. AmJ Neuroradiol.
2004;25(10):1715-1721.

Tabrizi SJ, Scahill RI, Owen G, et al. Predictors of phenotypic progression and disease
onset in premanifest and early-stage Huntington’s disease in the TRACK-HD study:
Analysis of 36-month observational data. Lancet Neurol. 2013;12(7):637-649.
doi:10.1016/S1474-4422(13)70088-7

Scahill RI, Zeun P, Osborne-Crowley K, et al. Biological and clinical characteristics of
gene carriers far from predicted onset in the Huntington’s disease Young Adult Study
(HD-YAS): a cross-sectional analysis. Lancet Neurol. 2020;19(6):502-512.
d0i:10.1016/S1474-4422(20)30143-5

Blamire AM. MR approaches in neurodegenerative disorders. Prog Nucl Magn Reson
Soectrosc. 2018;108:1-16. doi:10.1016/j.pnmrs.2018.11.001

Rae CD. A guide to the metabolic pathways and function of metabolites observed in
human brain 1H magnetic resonance spectra. Neurochem Res. 2014;39(1):1-36.



15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

217.

28.

d0i:10.1007/s11064-013-1199-5

Oz G, Alger JR, Barker PB, et al. Clinical proton MR spectroscopy in central nervous
system disorders. Radiology. 2014;270(3):658-679. doi:10.1148/radiol.13130531

Gruetter R, Weisdorf SA, Rajanayagan V, et al. Resolution Improvements in in Vivo
1H NMR Spectra with Increased Magnetic Field Strength. J Magn Reson.
1998;135(1):260-264. doi:10.1006/jmre.1998.1542

Mekle R, Mlynarik V, Gambarota G, Hergt M, Krueger G, Gruetter R. MR
spectroscopy of the human brain with enhanced signal intensity at ultrashort echo
times on a clinical platform at 3T and 7T. Magn Reson Med. 2009;61(6):1279-1285.
d0i:10.1002/mrm.21961

Rigotti DJ, Inglese M, Gonen O. Whole-brain N-acetylaspartate as a surrogate marker
of neuronal damage in diffuse neurologic disorders. AmJ Neuroradiol.
2007;28(10):1843-1849. d0i:10.3174/ajnr.AQ0774

Clark JB. N-acetyl aspartate: A marker for neuronal loss or mitochondrial dysfunction.
Dev Neurosci. 1998;20(4-5):271-276. doi:10.1159/000017321

Miller BL. A review of chemical issues in 1H NMR spectroscopy:
NTacetyl1laspartate, creatine and choline. NMR Biomed. 1991,;4(2):47-52.
d0i:10.1002/nbm.1940040203

Vion-Dury J, Meyerhoff DJ, Cozzone PJ, Weiner MW. What might be the impact on
neurology of the analysis of brain metabolism by in vivo magnetic resonance
spectroscopy? J Neurol. 1994;241(6):354-371. do0i:10.1007/BF02033352

Wyss M, Kaddurah-Daouk R. Creatine and creatinine metabolism. Physiol Rev.
2000;80(3):1107-1213. doi:10.1152/physrev.2000.80.3.1107

Brand A, Richter-Landsberg C, Leibfritz D. Multinuclear NMR studies on the energy
metabolism of glial and neuronal cells. Dev Neurosci. 1993;15(3-5):289-298.
d0i:10.1159/000111347

Lin A, Ross BD, Harris K, Wong W. Efficacy of proton magnetic resonance
spectroscopy in neurological diagnosis and neurotherapeutic decision making.
Neur otherapeutics. 2005;2(2):197-214. doi:10.1007/bf03206666

Sturrock A, Laule C, Decolongon J, et al. Magnetic resonance spectroscopy
biomarkers in premanifest and early Huntington disease. Neurology.
2010;75(19):1702-1710. doi:10.1212/WNL.0b013e3181fc27e4

Gbmez-Anson B, Alegret M, Mufioz E, Sainz A, Monte GC, Tolosa E. Decreased
frontal choline and neuropsychological performance in preclinical Huntington disease.
Neurology. 2007;68(12):906-910. doi:10.1212/01.wnl.0000257090.01107.2f

Ruocco HH, Lopes-Cendes I, Li LM, Cendes F. Evidence of thalamic dysfunction in
Huntington disease by proton magnetic resonance spectroscopy. Mov Disord.
2007;22(14):2052-2056. doi:10.1002/mds.21601

Sanchez-Pernaute R, Garcia-Segura JM, Del Barrio Alba A, Viafio J, De Yébenes JG.
Clinical correlation of striatal 1H MRS changes in Huntington’s disease. Neurology.
1999;53(4):806-812. d0i:10.1212/wnl.53.4.806



29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Hoang TQ, Bluml S, Dubowitz DJ, et al. Quantitative proton-decoupled 31P MRS and
1H MRS in the evaluation of Huntington’s and Parkinson’s diseases. Neurol ogy.
1998;50(4):1033-1040. doi:10.1212/WNL.50.4.1033

Adanyeguh IM, Monin ML, Rinaldi D, et al. Expanded neurochemical profile in the
early stage of Huntington disease using proton magnetic resonance spectroscopy. NMR
Biomed. 2018;31(3):1-11. doi:10.1002/nbm.3880

Jenkins BG, Koroshetz WJ, Beal MF, Rosen BR. Evidence for irnnairment of energy
metabofism in vivo in huntington’s disease using localized 1h nmr spectroscopy.
Neurology. 1993;43(12):2689-2695. doi:10.1212/wnl.43.12.2689

Jenkins BG, Rosas HD, Chen YCI, et al. 1H NMR spectroscopy studies of
Huntington’s disease. Correlations with CAG repeat numbers. Neurology.
1998;50(5):1357-1365. doi:10.1212/WNL.50.5.1357

Clarke CE, Lowry M, Quarrell OWJ. No change in striatal glutamate in Huntington’s
disease measured by proton magnetic resonance spectroscopy. Park Relat Disord.
1998;4(3):123-127. doi:10.1016/S1353-8020(98)00026-1

van Oostrom JCH, Sijens PE, Roos RAC, Leenders KL. 1H magnetic resonance
spectroscopy in preclinical Huntington disease. Brain Res. 2007;1168(1):67-71.
doi:10.1016/j.brainres.2007.05.082

Van Den Bogaard SJA, Dumas EM, Teeuwisse WM, et al. Exploratory 7-Tesla
magnetic resonance spectroscopy in Huntington’s disease provides in vivo evidence
for impaired energy metabolism. J Neurol. 2011;258(12):2230-2239.
doi:10.1007/s00415-011-6099-5

Van Den Bogaard SJA, Dumas EM, Teeuwisse WM, et al. Longitudinal metabolite
changes in huntington’s disease during disease onset. J Huntingtons Dis.
2014;3(4):377-386. doi:10.3233/JHD-140117

Sturrock A, Laule C, Wyper K, et al. A longitudinal study of magnetic resonance
spectroscopy Huntington’s disease biomarkers. Mov Disord. 2015;30(3):393-401.
do0i:10.1002/mds.26118

Byrne LM, Rodrigues FB, Blennow K, et al. Neurofilament light protein in blood as a
potential biomarker of neurodegeneration in Huntington’s disease: a retrospective
cohort analysis. Lancet Neurol. 2017;16(8):601-609. doi:10.1016/S1474-
4422(17)30124-2

Byrne LM, Rodrigues FB, Johnson EB, et al. Evaluation of mutant huntingtin and
neurofilament proteins as potential markers in Huntington’s disease. Sci Transl Med.
2018;10(458):1-11. doi:10.1126/scitransimed.aat7108

Rodrigues FB, Byrne LM, Tortelli R, et al. Mutant huntingtin and neurofilament light
have distinct longitudinal dynamics in Huntington’s disease. Sci Trand Med.
2020;12(574). doi:10.1126/scitranslmed.abc2888

Peluso, M.J., Meyerhoff, D.J., Price, R.W., Peterson, J., Lee, E., Young, A.C., Walter,
R., Fuchs, D., Brew, B.J., Cinque, P. and Robertson K. Cerebrospinal Fluid and
Neuroimaging Biomarker Abnormalities Suggest Early Neurological Injury in a Subset
of Individuals During Primary HIV Infection. J Infect Dis. 2013;207(11):1703-1712.

Thebault S, Tessier DR, Lee H, et al. High serum neurofilament light chain normalizes



43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

after hematopoietic stem cell transplantation for MS. Neurol Neuroimmunol
Neurolnflammation. 2019;6(5):1-11. doi:10.1212/NX1.0000000000000598

Southwell AL, Smith SEP, Davis TR, et al. Ultrasensitive measurement of huntingtin
protein in cerebrospinal fluid demonstrates increase with Huntington disease stage and
decrease following brain huntingtin suppression. Sci Rep. 2015;5(12166):1-11.
doi:10.1038/srep12166

Wild EJ, Boggio R, Langbehn D, et al. Quantification of mutant huntingtin protein in
cerebrospinal fluid from Huntington’s disease patients. J Clin Invest.
2015;125(5):1979-1986. d0i:10.1172/JCI180743

Bittner DM, Heinze HJ, Kaufmann J. Association of 1H-MR spectroscopy and
cerebrospinal fluid biomarkers in alzheimer’s disease: Diverging behavior at three
different brain regions. J Alzheimer’s Dis. 2013;36(1):155-163. doi:10.3233/JAD-
120778

Mullins R, Reiter D, Kapogiannis D. Magnetic resonance spectroscopy reveals
abnormalities of glucose metabolism in the Alzheimer’s brain. Ann Clin Transl
Neurol. 2018;5(3):262-272. doi:10.1002/acn3.530

Voevodskaya O, Sundgren PC, Strandberg O, et al. Myo-inositol changes precede
amyloid pathology and relate to APOE genotype in Alzheimer disease. Neurology.
2016;86(19):1754-1761. doi:10.1212/WNL.0000000000002672

Meredith JE, Sankaranarayanan S, Guss V, et al. Characterization of Novel CSF Tau
and ptau Biomarkers for Alzheimer’s Disease. PLoS One. 2013;8(10).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0076523

Crotti A, Glass CK. The choreography of neuroinflammation in Huntington’s disease.
Trends Immunol. 2015;36(6):364-373. doi:10.1016/j.it.2015.04.007

Rodrigues FB, Byrne LM, McColgan P, et al. Cerebrospinal fluid inflammatory
biomarkers reflect clinical severity in huntington’s disease. PLoS One. 2016;11(9):1-
10. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0163479

Huntington Study Group. Unified Huntington’s Disease Rating Scale: Reliability and-
Consistency. Mov Disord. 1996;11:136-142.

Byrne LM, Rodrigues FB, Johnson EB, et al. Cerebrospinal fluid neurogranin and
TREMZ2 in Huntington’s disease. Sci Rep. 2018;8(1):1-7. doi:10.1038/s41598-018-
21788-x

Schobel SA, Palermo G, Auinger P, et al. Motor, cognitive, and functional declines
contribute to a single progressive factor in early HD. Neurology. 2017;89(24):2495-
2502. doi:10.1212/WNL.0000000000004743

Penney JB, Vonsattel JP, MacDonald ME, Gusella JF, Myers RH. CAG repeat number
governs the development rate of pathology in huntington’s disease. Ann Neurol.
1997;41(5):689-692. d0i:10.1002/ana.410410521

Johnson EB, Byrne LM, Gregory S, et al. Neurofilament light protein in blood predicts
regional atrophy in Huntington disease. Neurology. 2018;90(8):e717-e723.
d0i:10.1212/WNL.0000000000005005

Reynolds NC, Prost RW, Mark LP. Heterogeneity in 1H-MRS profiles of



S7.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

presymptomatic and early manifest Huntington’s disease. Brain Res. 2005;1031(1):82-
89. doi:10.1016/j.brainres.2004.10.030

Pranzatelli MR, Tate ED, McGee NR, Verhulst SJ. CSF neurofilament light chain is
elevated in OMS (decreasing with immunotherapy) and other pediatric
neuroinflammatory disorders. J Neuroimmunol. 2014;266(1-2):75-81.
doi:10.1016/j.jneuroim.2013.11.004

Le ND, Muri L, Grandgirard D, Kuhle J, Leppert D, Leib SL. Evaluation of
neurofilament light chain in the cerebrospinal fluid and blood as a biomarker for
neuronal damage in experimental pneumococcal meningitis. J Neuroinflammation.
2020;17(1):1-9. d0i:10.1186/s12974-020-01966-3

Srpova B, Uher T, Hrnciarova T, et al. Serum neurofilament light chain reflects
inflammation-driven neurodegeneration and predicts delayed brain volume loss in
early stage of multiple sclerosis. Mult Scler J. 2021;27(1):52-60.
doi:10.1177/1352458519901272

Bjorkqgvist M, Wild EJ, Thiele J, et al. A novel pathogenic pathway of immune
activation detectable before clinical onset in Huntington’s disease. J Exp Med.
2008;205(8):1869-1877. doi:10.1084/jem.20080178

Crotti A, Glass CK. The choreography of neuroinflammation in Huntington’s disease.
Trends Immunol. 2015;36(6):364-373. doi:10.1016/j.it.2015.04.007

Palpagama T, Waldvogel H, Faull R, Kwakowski A. The role of microglia and
astrocytes in Huntington’s disease. Front Mol Neurosci. 2019;12:258-268.

Chan ST, Mercaldo ND, Ravina B, Hersch SM, Rosas HD. Association of Dilated
Perivascular Spaces and Disease Severity in Patients With Huntington Disease.
Neurology. 2021;96(6):€890-e894. doi:10.1212/WNL.0000000000011121

Rocha NP, Ribeiro FM, Furr-Stimming E, Teixeira AL. Neuroimmunology of
Huntington’s Disease: Revisiting Evidence from Human Studies. Mediators Inflamm.
2016;2016. d0i:10.1155/2016/8653132

Meister A, Anderson ME. Glutathione. Annu Rev Biochem. 1983;Vol. 52:711-760.
doi:10.1146/annurev.bi.52.070183.003431

Yeung AWK, Tzvetkov NT, Georgieva MG, et al. Reactive Oxygen Species and Their
Impact in Neurodegenerative Diseases: Literature Landscape Analysis. Antioxidants
Redox Sgnal. 2021;34(5):402-420. doi:10.1089/ars.2019.7952

Wild EJ. HDClarity: a multi-site cerebrospinal fluid collection initiative to facilitate
therapeutic development for huntington’s disease. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry.
2016;87(Suppl 1):A34.1-A34. d0i:10.1136/jnnp-2016-314597.100



2.3E+061

Chemical Shift (ppm)

Fig.1. Voxel placement and LCModel output: Example voxel placement in right putamen
displayed in all three planes (Top). LCModel output generated from Huntington’s disease
mutation carrier (Premanifest) with black and red lines representing the raw spectrum and
model fit overlaid on raw data, respectively (Bottom). Output peaks represent specific
metabolite concentrations. ppm, parts per million.
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Fig. 2: Group differences in metabolite concentration. No significant differences were
observed in primary (A) or secondary (B) metabolites between controls, premanifest and
manifest patients. Group membership main effect p-values are displayed in Table 3. When
controlling for age and CAG, no significant group differences were observed. Residual values
are displayed after controlling for CSF PVE only. Diamonds represent mean values. Tests
were not corrected for multiple comparisons.
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Fig. 3: Associations between metabolites and measures of clinical progression (baseline
cohort). When controlling for age, M1 displayed a significant negative association with
cUHDRS. When additionally controlling for CAG, the correlation did not achieve statistical
significance (S5 Table). Gender was included in the model when analysing tCho. Values
displayed are controlled for CSF PVE only. Red and orange datapoints indicate manifest and
premanifest patients, respectively.
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Fig. 4: Associations between primary metabolites and clinical, imaging and biofluid
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correlation controlling for age and bootstrapped with 1000 repetitions. Gender was included
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significance (p < 0.05) when controlling for age, and age and CAG repeat length,
respectively, in both the weighted and bootstrapped analyses. Bold text also indicates
significance across all 4 correlation models.
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Fig. 5: Metabolite rate of change and longitudinal associations with disease progression.
Annualised rate of change in MRS metabolites is displayed across disease stage for both
primary (A) and secondary (B) metabolites (Top Panels). Model outputs are displayed in
Table 3. Associations between baseline values (Middle Panels) or annualised rate of change
(Bottom Panels) in each metabolite, with annual rate of change in cUHDRS are also
displayed. Dashed horizontal lines represent no change in cUHDRS, negative values indicate
disease progression. Dash vertical lines represent no change in metabolites. Data points are
controlled for CSF PVE only. Pearson’s partial correlation coefficient controlling for age, and
age and CAG, and bias-corrected bootstrapped confidence intervals are displayed in
Supplementary Table 6 and 7. Red, orange, and grey datapoints indicate manifest patients,
premanifest patients, and healthy controls, respectively.
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Fig. 6: Longitudinal analysis of MRS metabolites. Longitudinal trajectories (Left Panel) of
all metabolites were studied controlling for age (controls), and age and CAG (mutation
carriers). Model (solid lines) and 95% (dashed lines) confidence intervals were generated
from generalized mixed-effects models. Bold text and “*’ indicate significance at p < 0.05.
Beta values and 95% confidence intervals have been multiplied by 10 to show change/10yrs.
Individual participant trajectories are displayed in the right panels with connected dots
representing the same participant. Red, orange, and grey datapoints indicate manifest
patients, premanifest patients, and healthy controls, respectively.



