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ABSTRACT

Being choked/strangled during a partnered sex is an emerging sexual behavior,
particularly prevalent among adolescent and young adult women, but the neurobiological impact
of choking remains unknown. This case-control study aimed to test whether frequent choking
during sex influences neurological health in young adult women, as assessed by serum levels of
S100B and neurofilament-light (NfL). Participants who reported being choking >4 times during
sex in the past 30 days were enrolled into a choking group, whereas those without were assigned
to acontrol group. Serum samples were collected and assessed for S100B and NfL levels.
Demographic questionnaires as well as alcohol use, depression, and anxiety scales were also
obtained. Fifty-seven participants were enrolled initially. Due to voluntary withdrawal,
phlebotomy difficulties, and scheduling conflicts, the final sample size of 32 subjects (choking
n=15; control n=17) was dligible for analysis. After adjusting for a significant covariate (race),
the choking group exhibited significantly elevated levels of S100B relative to controls (B=13.96
pg/mL, SE=5.41, p=0.016) but no significant group differencesin NfL levels. A follow-up
receiver operating characteristic analysis revealed that serum levels of S100B had very good
accuracy for distinguishing between the choking and control groups [AUC=0.811, 95%CI
(0.651, 0.971), p=0.0033]. Our S100B provide evidence of recurring astrocyte activation due to
frequent choking while the NfL dataindicate that axonal microstructural integrity may be

resilient to these transient hypoxic stressors. Further clinical investigation is needed to clarify the
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acute and chronic neurological consequences of being choked during sex using a multimodal

neurologic assessment.

INTRODUCTION

Choking a partner during sex has emerged as a prevalent sexual behavior among
adolescents and young adults. Our sequential surveys show the prevalence of this potentially
harmful sexual behavior, since choking is aform of manual or ligature strangulation that results
in obstructed airways and reduced blood flow to the brain.* For example, arecent U.S. nationally
representative survey targeting adults ages 18-60 revealed that 21% of sexually active women
reported having been previously choked as a part of partnered sexual experiences, as compared
to 11% of men.? The prevalence of choking is higher anong young adult women and adolescent
girls, such that 58% of randomly sampled women college students reported having ever been
choked during sex, and one-quarter of these students first experienced being choked between
ages 12 and 17.2 Further, one in three undergraduate women reported having been choked during
their most recent sex.’

There are several factors driving the increased prevalence of this sexual behavior, such as
influences from pornography, magazines, media, and peers,> ° which are further complicated by
varying perspectives among those who engage in choking during sex. On one hand, choking
during sex or erotic asphyxiation is thought to enhance sexual arousal and to be a pleasurable
part of sex. In a campus-representative survey in 2020 of 4,989 undergraduate students, a high
percentage of respondents (77.2%) considered choking as aform of “rough sex” and 80% of
college students who engage in rough sex reported enjoying such sexual behaviors.! On the

contrary, some survey respondents have described being choked by a sexua partner as
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frightening, accompanied by physical and/or emotional distress (e.g., 10sing consciousness,
feeling unsafe).® Moreover, being choked/strangled can be fatal. In addition to deaths associated
with partnered sexual asphyxiation,”® there have been numerous accidental deaths dueto
autoerotic asphyxiation,® *° which is the practice of masturbation while causing oneself to
experience cerebral hypoxia to enhance pleasure, often through the use of ligatures or plastic
bags.** * While epidemiological dataon being choked by a partner as a sexua behavior has
matured recently, its neurobiological consequences remain completely unknown.

Choking/strangulation can trigger transient ischemic/hypoxic stress and reduced cerebral
perfusion that can result in neurovascular uncoupling. In other words, blood flow and its
congtituents (e.g., oxygen, glucose, metabolites) to the brain becomes insufficient to support
neuronal communications and homeostasis. As aresult, a glia-mediated inflammatory response
emerges. For example, an experimental model of hypoxic-ischemic brain damagein rats
demonstrated acute neuronal death and apoptosis of CA1 neurons in the hippocampus following
induction of moderate hypoxia.*®* Furthermore, severe hypoxic-ischemia produced widespread
necrosis and infarction.*® Similarly, temporary and prolonged blockage of the carotid artery in
rats produced permanent damage to the cerebral hemisphereipsilateral to the occlusion.** While
preclinical data about hypoxic-ischemic brain damage is substantive, being choked during sex is
a unique human sexual behavior, with varying degrees of intensity, duration, and frequency.
Therefore, clinical studies are needed to uncover acute and/or chronic neurologic consequences
of being choked during sex.

In pursuit of understanding the neurologic effects of choking, we conducted a case-
control study in young adult women undergraduate and graduate students who reported being

frequently choked during sexual events (4 times or more in the past month) and a control group


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760; this version posted November 2, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

of women without reported lifetime experience of being choked. We employed two of the most
studied brain-derived blood biomarkers [SL00B and neurofilament light (NfL)] to gauge the
severity of neurologic distress.™ *° S100B is enriched in astrocytes, and S100B is overexpressed
and released by activated astrocytes following cerebral injury and damage.’® NfL is a structural
protein present in neuronal axons; hence, elevations of NfL levelsindicate axonal
microstructural damage.” Both S100B and NfL have shown to be elevated in the blood of
patients with stroke and traumatic brain injury (TBI), in addition to a subclinical stressor like
subconcussive head impacts.*®?* However, because choking during sex is a non-mechanical
stressors and also a much milder stress than ischemic stroke, we hypothesized that the choking
group would exhibit significantly higher serum levels of S100B but not NfL compared to the
control group. We further explored the relationship between blood biomarker levels and the

frequency of having been choked within the past 30 days, past 60 days, and past 12 months

METHODS
Subjects

This case-control study consisted of two groups (choking group vs. control group) and
was conducted from February 2021 to June 2021. Potential participants were recruited from our
separate campus survey (IRB Protocol # 1912431788A003) and from the university’s online
advertisement post. Following consent to study participation, al subjects completed a screening
guestionnaire to determine éigibility and group assignment. For general inclusion, subjects were
required to be birth-assigned female, be enrolled at least part-time at Indiana University, and be
between 18 and 30 years old. For the choking group, additional inclusion criteria were that they

reported having been choked >4 times during partnered sexual eventsin the past 30 days,
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whereas women in the control group needed to have been free of any lifetime experience of
being choked during a sexual partnered event. Subjectsin both groups were excluded if they
were pregnant, had a TBI within the past year, reported a history of more than two TBIs, had any
magnetic resonance imaging contraindications (e.g., metal insde body near neck, face, or head;
metal intrauterine device; severe claustrophobia), or had a neurological condition (e.g., epilepsy,
neurodegenerative disease, aneurysm, tumor, spinal cord injury). After confirming eigibility and
group assignment, those who qualified for the study were scheduled for data collection (see Fig
1). The Indiana University Institutional Review Board approved the study (IRB Protocol #

10045) and written informed consent was obtained.

Study procedures

Subjects met with one of the two data collection researchers who were blinded to group
assignment. Five-milliliter samples of venous blood were collected from the antecubital region
into sterile serum vacutainer tubes (BD Biosciences, Franklin Lakes, NJ). Blood samples were
allowed to clot at room temperature for a minimum of 30 minutes. Serum was separated by
centrifugation (1,500 g, 15 minutes, 4°C) and stored at -80°C until analysis. In addition to
completing a questionnaire about their health history and experiences of being choked during
partnered sexual events, subjectsin both groups completed paper versions of the following
mental health scales.

Patient health questionnaire (PHQ) for depression and anxiety disorder. Depression-
related symptoms were assessed using the depression module of the Patient Health Questionnaire
(PHQ-9).?* 2 Each of the nine PHQ-9 depression items describes one symptom corresponding to

one of the nine Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, Fourth Edition
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diagnostic. Generalized anxiety disorder was assessed using the Generalized Anxiety Disorder
Assessment (GAD-7).2* %

Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test (AUDIT). The AUDIT®® ?’ is a 10-item
screening tool developed by the World Health Organization (WHO) to assess alcohol

consumption, drinking behaviors, and alcohol-related problems.

Biomarker analysis

Serum S100B concentrations were measured using an enzyme-linked immunosorbent
assay (ELISA) kit (EMD Millipore Corporation). The lower detection limit of the assay is 2.7
pg/mL using a50 pL serum sample size, and the assay covers a concentration range of up to
2000 pg/mL, with an inter-assay variation of 1.9-4.4% and an intra-assay variation of 2.9-4.8%.
Samples were loaded in duplicate into the ELISA plates according to manufacturer instructions.
Fluorescence was measured by a microplate reader (BioTek EL800, Winooski, VT) and
converted into pg/mL as per the standard curve concentrations. The S100B ELISA was
performed by a member of the research team blinded to the group assignment information.

Serum NfL concentrations were measured using the Simoa® SR-X Biomarker Detection
System (Quanterix™, Lexington, MA), a magnetic bead-based, digital ELISA that allows
detection of proteins at subfemtomolar concentrations, and an analytical protocol as previously
described in detail.° The limit of detection (LOD) for the Simoa® NF-L SR-X assay is
0.0552 pg/mL, and the lower limit of detection (LLOQ) is 0.316 pg/mL. The Simoa® assay was
performed by a certified laboratory personnel blinded to group assignments. Serum samples from
all subjects were assayed in duplicate, on the same plate. The average intra-assay coefficient of

variation for the samples was 8.2% (standard deviation [SD] 10.3).
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Satistical analysis
The demographic differences between the choking and control groups were assessed by

two-sample t-tests and chi-square tests. We used two series of analysis to compare S100B and
NfL levels between groups. First, two-sample t-tests were used to assess the group differencesin
biomarker levels. Second, if t-testsidentified a significant group difference, alinear regression
was conducted to validate the group difference after adjustment for appropriate covariates. We
employed backwards stepwise linear regression using Akaike information criteria (AIC) to
determine which covariates to include in the final model. The full (saturated) model included
group assignment as the primary predictor with age, race, PHQ-9 scores, GAD-7 scores, and
AUDIT scoresincluded as covariates. As aresult, race was identified as a significant covariate
and therefore included in the final model for the relationship between group assignment and
serum S100B. Thisisin line with previous studies that Black/African American and Asian
populations tend to express higher levels of S100B at baseline compared to those who identify as
white.”® #

Biomarkers with a significant group difference were further assessed for their diagnostic
utility using areceiver operating characteristic (ROC) analysis, and an estimate of the area under
the curve (AUC) with 95% confidence interval was obtained. An AUC of 0.5 indicates no
discrimination while an AUC of 1.0 indicates a perfect diagnostic utility. To test the potential
associations between biomarkers with significant difference between groups and choking
frequency, we conducted an exploratory analysis using a series of linear regression models with

biomarker level as the outcome variable and reported choking frequency (past 30 days, 60 days,

and 12 months) as the predictors. Analyses were conducted using R (version 4.0.2, with the
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package “olsrr”) and Prism 9 (version 9.0.1). The significance level was set a priori at p=0.05,

and all tests were two-tailed.

RESULTS
Demographic variables

A total of 92 participants were screened for digibility, and 57 participants who met
inclusion criteria and were free of exclusion criteriawere enrolled into either the choking group
(n=28) or the control group (n=29). Due to voluntary withdrawal, phlebotomy difficulties, and
scheduling conflicts, the final sample size of 32 subjects (choking n=15; control n=17)
contributed to the biomarker analysis. See Figure 1 for the study flow and reasons for exclusion.

The participantsin the choking group had experienced being choked a median of 7, 15,
and 30 timesin the last 30 days, 60 days, and 12 months, respectively (Table 1). Significant
group differences were observed for age, race, and alcohol use. Specifically, the control group
was significantly older than the choking group, and the choking group reported significantly
higher scores for AUDIT compared to that of the control group. The choking group included
more racially diverse participants compared to the control group (Table 1). One S100B
measurement in the choking group was considered an outlier asit was more than three standard

deviations above the group mean, and this data point was excluded from analysis.

Group differences and diagnostic utility of blood biomarkers
Aninitial analysis with two-sample t-tests identified significantly elevated serum S100B
levelsin the choking group (mean [SD]: 46.00 [15.46] pg/mL) relative to the control group

(29.57 [11.11]; p=0.002; Fig 2A). Conversely, there was no between-group difference in serum
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NfL levels (Fig 2B). The choking group had elevated serum S100B levels after adjusting for race
relative to the control group (B = 13.96, SE = 5.41, p=0.016). A ROC analysis revealed that
serum levels of S100B had very good accuracy for distinguishing between the choking and

control groups [AUC=0.811, 95% CI (0.651, 0.971), p=0.0033; Fig 3].

Association between choking frequency and serum S100B levels

A post-hoc analysis was conducted to examine the potential relationship between
reported frequency of choking and S100B levels within the choking group. The frequency of
choking within the past 30 days, 60 days, or 12 months was not associated with serum S100B

levels (Table 2).

DISCUSSION

Within the field of sexual health and behavior research, choking/strangulation as a
partnered sexual behavior isa growing area of study with potential clinical and public health
implications. While epidemiology studies have revealed the significant prevalence of choking

during sex across multiple countries, 3%

to our knowledge, thisisthefirst study to investigate
the neurobiological consequences of frequent choking during sex using state-of -the-art blood
biomarker assays. Our primary finding was that serum S100B levelsin women who reported
being choked during sex at least 4 timesin the past month were significantly elevated relative to
choking-naive controls. Conversely, there was no significant group difference in serum NfL

levels. Although choking during sex has been reported to add a euphoric sensation and

excitement by young adult and adolescent women,* our data suggest a potential link between
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frequent choking/strangulation and neuroi nflammeation that has the potential to ignite meaningful
discussion among researchersin sexual health and behavior, neurology, and public health policy.

The novel aspects of the present study include the vulnerable population of young adult
women in acase-control design, as well as the use of blood biomarkers shown to be sensitive to
repetitive insults to the brain.**%** Our hypothesis was confirmed, as the choking group showed
elevated levels of serum S100B but not NfL. Understanding the cellular origin of S100B and
NfL and mechanisms required for their overexpression is imperative to interpret our dataand
contextualize our findings. S100B is enriched in astrocytes, and its primary function isto prevent
calcium overload during astrocyte activation due to insults to the brain.*® However, the effects of
S100B in the brain are concentration dependent. It is protective and neurotrophic at low
concentrations but toxic and pro-inflammatory when produced and released by activated
astrocytes in high concentrations by activating the receptors for advanced glycation end-product
(RAGE) on neuronal cell membranes, triggering NF- kB signal transduction to produce pro-
inflammatory cytokines.* 3 The elevated S100B levelsin the choking group suggest that
frequent choking may provoke astrocyte activation, as well as the astrocyte-mediated
inflammatory pathway.

However, it isimportant to recognize that although S100B showed group differences and
elevation in the choking group, S100B elevation was not dependent on choking frequency. The
lack of such correlations may be because (1) the relationship between S100B and choking effects
may not be linear, (2) there are unknown mediating/moderating factors to the relationship, and/or
(3) the recent instances of choking might have influenced the S100B level. In order to address
these questions, a follow-up study with amuch larger sample size is required. Nonetheless, the

existing literature suggests that the degree of S100B elevation is associated with the severity of
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neurologic stress. For example, S100B levels of the choking group (0.046 ng/mL) are
comparable to the levels after sustaining repetitive head impacts from an American football
game (0.05 ng/mL).?* The serum levels of S100B further elevate in patients with concussion (CT
negative, mean 0.18 ng/mL; CT positive, mean 0.36 ng/mL),* severe TBI (with favorable

outcomes, 0.3 to 1.6 ng/mL; unfavorable outcomes, 1.1 to 4.9 ng/mL ), %

and acute stroke (1.1
to 1.4 ng/mL).* This collective evidence suggests that astrocyte activation as reflected by serum
S100B levelsis sensitive to both mechanical and ischemic-hypoxic stresses to the brain.

Another key finding isthat there was no significant group difference in serum NfL levels.
NfL is predominantly expressed in long, myelinated axons and has been widely examined for its
diagnostic and prognostic utility across TBI, stroke, and neurodegenerative conditions (e.g.,
dementia, Alzheimer disease).'® ** Unlike traumatic mechanical stress that resultsin instant
axonal disruption, hypoxic stress and cerebral reperfusion effects from choking during sex is
transent. Our NfL data indicate that axonal microstructural integrity is resilient to these transient
hypoxic stressors, but S100B data provide evidence of recurring astrocyte activation due to
frequent choking.
Clinical and public health relevance

Asthetopic of choking during sex beginsto gain public awareness, it is critical to
determine the consequences in terms of brain structure and function of being choked frequently
and therefore provide clinicians and other health professionals with sufficient data to generate
evidence-based recommendations. It is additionally important to recognize that being choked by
asexual partner may constitute aform of intimate partner violence (IPV) in certain contexts.
Globally, 30% of women experience physical and/or sexua IPV in their lifetime,*® implicating

IPV as amaor public health issue with serious ramifications for women’s physical and mental
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well-being.”® While our study is the first to examine levels of brain biomarkersin women who
report being choked during partnered sex, several studies have examined chronic effects of IPV-
related TBI, which in some cases co-occurred with strangulation.** Velara and Kucyi provide
evidence that women who sustained TBI as a part of IPV exhibit cognitive deficits that were
associated with abnormal functional connectivity and structural integrity.** Additionally, a recent
case-series found that IPV victims who reported loss of consciousness showed significant
hyperconnectivity in the default-mode network and difficulties with daily functioning and
remembering things.*” Based on the IPV literature, the next step for the current study is to
incorporate a multimodal neuroimaging analysis to examine the choking effects in neuronal
function, activation patterns, and microstructural integrity.
Limitations

There are several key limitationsin this study. Our examination of choking was limited to
asmall sample at asingle site tested in a cross-sectional design, limiting the generalizability of
the results. A longitudinal study is needed to examine when and how neurologic consequences
from choking/strangulation during sex occur and the potential threshold of neurologic resiliency.
Self-reported choking behaviors vary in frequency, intensity, and duration, which are subject to
recall biasin their survey responses. Moreover, choking during sex is aunique behavior that is
not a diagnosable condition, and its operation definition remains subject to interpretation. There
isapossibility that elevation in S100B could have occurred due to factors outside of the study
protocol. However, because of the choking frequencies reported by subjects, we believe that
elevated S100B levelsin the choking group were driven by the investigated behavior of choking

during sex.
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CONCLUSION

Our data revealed that women who have been choked 4 or more times by a partner during
sex in the past month exhibited elevated serum levels of S100B compared to choking-naive
controls, suggesting that transient hypoxia might have provoked astrocyte activation and
triggered chronic neuroinflammation. Conversely, axonal microstructural integrity remains
resilient to frequent choking during sex, asthere was no group difference in serum NfL levels.
While this study provides the first empirical evidence of neurobiological consequences of
choking during sex, further clinical investigation is needed to clarify the acute and chronic
neurological consequences of being choked during sex using multimodal neurologic

assessments.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank the participants who contributed their time and effort.

Author ship confir mation statement

KK, DH, JDF, MEH conceptualized and designed the study; ILA, MEH, LMK collected the
data; MEH, KK, ILA analyzed the data; ILA, MEH, LMK, TCF, JDF, DH, KK interpreted the
data; ILA, KK, MEH drafted the manuscript; MEH, KK, LMK, TCF, JDF, DH critically revised
the manuscript for important intellectual content; all authors contributed to the final manuscript

and interpretation of the final results.

Declaration of competing interest


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760; this version posted November 2, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

All authors (Alexander, Huibregtse, Fu, Klemsz, Fortenberry, Herbenick, Kawata) report no

disclosures relevant to the manuscript.

Authors' disclosure statements

I.L.A.: No competing financial interests exist.

M.E.H: No competing financial interests exist.
T.C.F.: No competing financial interests exist.
L.M.K.: No competing financial interests exist.
J.D.F.: No competing financial interests exist.

D.H.: No competing financial interests exist.

K.K.: No competing financial interests exist.

Funding statement

This publication was made possible with support from the Indiana University School of
Public Health (D. Herbenick), the Indiana Clinical and Tranglational Sciences Institute TL1 Pre-
Doctoral Training Award (M.E. Huibregtse; Grant # UL1TR002529 [S. Moe and S. Wiehe, co-
Plg], 5/18/2018 — 4/30/2023 from the National Institutes of Health/National Center for
Advancing Trandlational Sciences [NIH/NCATS], Clinical and Trandational Sciences Award).
Thiswork was also partly supported by National Institutes of Health/National Institute of
Neurological Disorders and Stroke (NIH/NINDS)1R01INS113950 (K. Kawata). The funding
sources had no role in design or execution of the study; collection, management, analysis, or
interpretation of the data; preparation, review, or approval of the manuscript; or decision to

submit the manuscript for publication


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760; this version posted November 2, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

References

1. Herbenick D, FuTC, ValdiviaDS, et a. What Is Rough Sex, Who Does It, and Who Likes
It? Findings from a Probability Sample of U.S. Undergraduate Students. Arch Sex Behav 2021.
2. Herbenick D, Fu TC, Wright P, et a. Diverse Sexual Behaviors and Pornography Use:
Findings From a Nationally Representative Probability Survey of Americans Aged 18 to 60
Years. J Sex Med 2020;17:623-633.

3. Herbenick D, Patterson C, Beckmeyer J, et a. Diverse Sexual Behaviors in Undergraduate
Students. Findings From a Campus Probability Survey. J Sex Med 2021;18:1024-1041.

4. Herbenick D, Fu TC, Patterson C, et al. Prevalence and characteristics of
choking/strangulation during sex: Findings from a probability survey of undergraduate students.
JAm Coll Health 2021:1-15.

5. Wright PJ, Herbenick D, Tokunaga RS. Pornography consumption and sexual choking: An
evaluation of theoretical mechanisms. Health Communication 2021;In Press.

6. Herbenick D, Bartelt E, Fu TJ, et al. Feeling Scared During Sex: Findings From a U.S.
Probability Sample of Women and Men Ages 14 to 60. J Sex Marital Ther 2019;45:424-439.

7. RomaP, Pazzdlli F, Pompili M, Girardi P, Ferracuti S. Shibari: double hanging during
consensual sexual asphyxia. Arch Sex Behav 2013;42:895-900.

8. Schori A, Jackowski C, Schon CA. How safeisBDSM? A literature review on fatal outcome
in BDSM play. Int JLegal Med 2021.

9. Tournel G, Hubert N, Rouge C, Hedouin V, Gosset D. Compl ete autoerotic asphyxiation:

suicide or accident? Am J Forensic Med Pathol 2001;22:180-183.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760; this version posted November 2, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

10. Sendler DJ. Lethal asphyxiation due to sadomasochistic sex training - How some sex partners
avoid criminal responsibility even though their actions lead to someone's death. J Forensic Leg
Med 2018;56:59-65.

11. Gosink PD, Jumbelic MI. Autoerotic asphyxiation in afemale. Am J Forensic Med Pathol
2000;21:114-118.

12. Shields LB, Hunsaker DM, Hunsaker JC, 3rd. Autoerotic asphyxia: part I. Am J Forensic
Med Pathol 2005;26:45-52.

13. Walton M, Connor B, Lawlor P, et al. Neuronal death and survival in two models of hypoxic-
ischemic brain damage. Brain Res Brain Res Rev 1999;29:137-168.

14. Yager JY, Ashwal S. Animal models of perinatal hypoxic-ischemic brain damage. Pediatr
Neurol 2009;40:156-167.

15. Huibregtse ME, Bazarian JJ, Shultz SR, Kawata K. The biological significance and clinical
utility of emerging blood biomarkers for traumatic brain injury. Neurosci Biobehav Rev 2021.
16. Kawata K, Liu CY, Merkel SF, Ramirez SH, Tierney RT, Langford D. Blood Biomarkers for
Brain Injury: What Are We Measuring? Neuroscience and biobehavioral reviews 2016;68:460-
473.

17. Huibregtse ME, Bazarian JJ, Shultz SR, Kawata K. The biological significance and clinical
utility of emerging blood biomarkers for traumatic brain injury. Neuroscience and biobehavioral
reviews 2021;130:433-447.

18. Kawata K, Rubin LH, Takahagi M, et al. Subconcussive Impact-Dependent Increasein
Plasma S100beta Levelsin Collegiate Football Players. J Neurotrauma 2017;34:2254-2260.

19. Shahim P, Zetterberg H, Tegner Y, Blennow K. Serum neurofilament light as a biomarker for

mild traumatic brain injury in contact sports. Neurology 2017;88:1788-1794.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760; this version posted November 2, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

20. Wirsching A, Chen Z, Bevilacqua ZW, Huibregtse ME, Kawata K. Association of Acute
Increase in Plasma Neurofilament Light with Repetitive Subconcussive Head Impacts: A Pilot
Randomized Control Trial. Journal of neurotrauma 2019;36:548-553.

21. Zonner S, EjimaK, BevilacquaZW, et al. Association of increased serum S100B levels with
high school football subconcussive head impacts. Frontiers in Neurology 2019;10:327.

22. Kroenke K, Spitzer RL. The PHQ-9: a new depression diagnostic and severity measure.
Psychiatric Annals 2002;32:509-5015.

23. Spitzer RL, Kroenke K, Williams JB. Validation and utility of a self-report version of
PRIME-MD: the PHQ primary care study. Primary Care Evaluation of Mental Disorders. Patient
Health Questionnaire. JAMA 1999;282:1737-1744.

24. Kroenke K, Spitzer RL, Williams JB, Lowe B. The Patient Health Questionnaire Somatic,
Anxiety, and Depressive Symptom Scales: a systematic review. Gen Hosp Psychiatry
2010;32:345-359.

25. Spitzer RL, Kroenke K, Williams JB, Lowe B. A brief measure for assessing generalized
anxiety disorder: the GAD-7. Arch Intern Med 2006;166:1092-1097.

26. Bush K, Kivlahan DR, McDonell MB, Fihn SD, Bradley KA. The AUDIT alcohal
consumption questions (AUDIT-C): an effective brief screening test for problem drinking.
Ambulatory Care Quality Improvement Project (ACQUIP). Alcohol Use Disorders Identification
Test. Arch Intern Med 1998;158:1789-1795.

27. Bohn MJ, Babor TF, Kranzler HR. The Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test (AUDIT):
validation of a screening instrument for use in medical settings. J Stud Alcohol 1995;56:423-432.
28. Ben Abdessdlam O, Vally J, Adem C, Foglietti MJ, Beaudeux JL. Reference values for

serum S-100B protein depend on the race of individuals. Clin Chem 2003;49:836-837.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760; this version posted November 2, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

29. Gannon M, Kelly DL, Besch A, et a. Racia Differencesin S100b Levelsin Personswith
Schizophrenia. Psychiatr Q 2020;91:137-145.

30. Sun CF, Wright P, Steffen N. German Heterosexual Women's Pornography Consumption
and Sexual Behavior. Sexualization, Media, & Society 2017:1-12.

31. Wright PJ, Sun C, Steffen NJ, Tokunaga RS. Pornography, alcohol, and male sexual
dominance. Communication Monographs 2015;82:252-270.

32. Beres MA, Stojanov Z, Graham K, Treharne GJ. Sexual assault experiences of university
students and disclosure to health professionals and others. The New Zealand Medical Journal
2020;133:1523.

33. Herbenick D, Fu TC, Kawata K, et a. Non-Fatal Strangulation/Choking During Sex and Its
Associations with Mental Health: Findings from an Undergraduate Probability Survey. J Sex
Marital Ther 2021:1-13.

34. Linkletter M, Gordon K, Dooley J. The choking game and Y ouTube: a dangerous
combination. Clin Pediatr (Phila) 2010;49:274-279.

35. Marchi N, Bazarian JJ, Puvenna V, et al. Consequences of repeated blood-brain barrier
disruption in football players. PloS one 2013;8:e56805.

36. Michetti F, D'’Ambrosi N, Toesca A, et al. The S100B story: from biomarker to active factor
in neural injury. J Neurochem 2019;148:168-187.

37. XiaC, Braungtein Z, Toomey AC, Zhong J, Rao X. S100 Proteins As an Important Regulator
of Macrophage Inflammation. Front Immunol 2017;8:1908.

38. Muller K, Townend W, Biasca N, et a. S100B serum level predicts computed tomography

findings after minor head injury. J Trauma 2007;62:1452-1456.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760; this version posted November 2, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

39. Korfias S, Stranjalis G, BoviatssE, et a. Serum S-100B protein monitoring in patients with
severe traumatic brain injury. Intensive care medicine 2007;33:255-260.

40. Woertgen C, Rothoerl RD, Holzschuh M, Metz C, Brawanski A. Comparison of serial S-100
and NSE serum measurements after severe head injury. Acta neurochirurgica 1997;139:1161-
1164; discussion 1165.

41. Foerch C, Wunderlich MT, Dvorak F, et a. Elevated serum S100B levelsindicate a higher
risk of hemorrhagic transformation after thrombolytic therapy in acute stroke. Stroke
2007;38:2491-2495.

42. Shahim P, Gren M, Liman V, et al. Serum neurofilament light protein predicts clinical
outcome in traumatic brain injury. Sci Rep 2016;6:36791.

43. Devries KM, Mak JY, Garcia-Moreno C, et al. Global health. The global prevalence of
intimate partner violence against women. Science 2013;340:1527-1528.

44. VaeraE, Kucyi A. Brain injury in women experiencing intimate partner-violence: neural
mechanistic evidence of an "invisible" trauma. Brain Imaging Behav 2017;11:1664-1677.

45. Haag HL, Jones D, Joseph T, Colantonio A. Battered and Brain Injured: Traumatic Brain
Injury Among Women Survivors of Intimate Partner Violence-A Scoping Review. Trauma
Violence Abuse 2019:1524838019850623.

46. Daugherty JC, Verdegjo-Roman J, Perez-Garcia M, Hidalgo-Ruzzante N. Structural Brain
Alterationsin Female Survivors of Intimate Partner Violence. J Interpers Violence
2020:886260520959621.

47. Karakurt G, Whiting K, Jones SE, Lowe MJ, Rao SM. Brain Injury and Mental Health
Among the Victims of Intimate Partner Violence: A Case-Series Exploratory Study. Frontiersin

Psychology 2021;12.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.01.21265760; this version posted November 2, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Figure legends

Figure 1. Study Flow Chart

Figure 2. Group differencesin serum S100B and NfL levels. The choking group had a
significant higher level of S100B compared to that of the control group, whereas NfL levels were
comparable between groups. Mean + SD are depicted by bold lines and error bars. Individual

measurements are represented by the closed and open circles.

Figure 3. The ROC analysison S100B. A follow-up ROC analysis revealed that serum S100B
had a very good diagnostic accuracy to distinguish the choking group from the control group

with an AUC of 0.811, 95% CI (0.651, 0.971), p=0.0033.
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics.

\Variable Choking Group | Control Group | p-value
n 15 17
Age, years, median (IQR) 21 (1.5) 24 (4.0) 0.001
Race, n (%)* 0.032
American Indian/Alaskan Native 1 (7%) 0 (0%)
Asian 3 (20%) 1 (6%)
Black/African American 4 (27%) 0 (0%)
White 10 (67%) 16 (94%)

No. of experiences being choked by a -
sexual partner, median (IQR)

Past 30 days 7 (8.5) -

Past 60 days 15 (15) -

Past 12 months 30 (27.5) -
PHQ-9, median (IQR) 6 (6) 4(8) 0.304
GAD-7, median (IQR) 6 (6) 4(7) 0.139
AUDIT, mean (SD)® 5.27 (2.74) 3.29 (2.54) 0.043

Note: PHQ-9, Patient Health Questionnaire — 9; assesses depressive symptoms. GAD-7,
General Anxiety Disorder — 7; assess anxiety symptoms. AUDIT, Alcohol Use Disorders
Identification Tool; screens for unhealthy alcohol use. IQR, interquartile

range. *Several individuals in the choking group indicated that they identified as more than
one race/ethnicity, so the percentages add up to more than 100%. For the chi-square test used
to compare race between groups, these individuals were coded as multiracial. "AUDIT scores
were normally distributed, compared with independent sample t-tests, and group data are
presented as mean (SD).

Table 2. Linear regression model results for the relationshi ps between choking frequency and
serum S100B levels.

Exposure duration Estimate Standard error  |p-value
Past 30 days 0.536 0.505 0.309
Past 60 days 0.445 0.324 0.194
Past 12 months 0.210 0.184 0.276
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