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Key Points (98/100) 

 

Question: Can plasma p-tau217 serve as a prognostic indicator for identifying cognitively 

unimpaired (CU) individuals at risk of developing cognitive impairments (CI)? 

 

 

Findings: In a longitudinal cohort of CU individuals with a family history of sporadic AD, almost 

all individuals with abnormal plasma p-tau217 concentrations developed CI within 10 years, 

regardless of plasma amyloid levels. Similar findings were obtained with CSF p-tau217 and tau-

PET. Fluid p-tau217 biomarkers had the main advantage over PET of identifying five times more 

participants with elevated tau.  

 

Meaning: Elevated plasma p-tau217 levels in CU individuals strongly indicate future clinical 

progression 
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Abstract (350/350) 

 

Importance: Positron emission tomography (PET) biomarkers are the gold standard for detection 

of Alzheimer amyloid and tau in vivo. Such imaging can identify cognitively unimpaired (CU) 

individuals who will subsequently develop cognitive impartment (CI). Plasma biomarkers would 

be more practical than PET or even cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) assays in clinical settings.  

 

Objective: Assess the prognostic accuracy of plasma p-tau217 in comparison to CSF and PET 

biomarkers for predicting the clinical progression from CU to CI. 

 

Design: In a cohort of elderly at high risk of developing Alzheimer’s dementia (AD), we measured 

the proportion of CU individuals who developed CI, as predicted by Aβ (A+) and/or tau (T+) 

biomarker assessment from plasma, CSF, and PET.  Results from each method were compared 

with (A-T-) reference individuals. Data were analyzed from June 2023 to April 2024.  

 

 Setting: Longitudinal observational cohort.  

 

Participants: Some 228 participants from the PREVENT-AD cohort were CU at the time of 

biomarker assessment and had 1 - 10 years of follow-up. Plasma was available from 215 

participants, CSF from 159, and amyloid- and tau-PET from 155.  Ninety-three participants had 

assessment using all three methods (main group of interest). Progression to CI was determined by 

clinical consensus among physicians and neuropsychologists who were blind to plasma, CSF, PET, 

and MRI findings, as well as APOE genotype.  

 

Exposures: Plasma Aβ42/40 was measured using IP-MS; CSF Aβ 42/40  using Lumipulse; plasma 

and CSF p-tau217 using UGOT assay. Aβ-PET employed the 18F-NAV4694 ligand, and tau-PET 

used 18F-flortaucipir. 

 

Main Outcome: Prognostic accuracy of plasma, CSF, and PET biomarkers for predicting the 

development of CI in CU individuals.  
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Results: Cox proportional hazard models indicated a greater progression rate in all A+T+ groups 

compared to A-T- groups (HR = 6.61 [95% CI = 2.06 – 21.17] for plasma, 3.62 [ 1.49 – 8.81] for 

CSF and 9.24 [ 2.34 – 36.43] for PET). The A-T+ groups were small, but also characterized with 

individuals who developed CI. Plasma biomarkers identified about five times more T+ than PET.  

 

Conclusion and relevance: Plasma p-tau217 assessment is a practical method for identification 

of persons who will develop cognitive impairment up to 10 years later.  
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Introduction (326) 
 

The protein pathologies that define Alzheimer’s disease (AD) are aggregates of amyloid-

beta (Aβ) into plaques, neurofibrillary tangles of hyper-phosphorylated (p) tau, and dystrophic 

neurites.  Aβ and tau start to aggregate years before the onset of the clinical disease. 1 The first two 

protein components can be measured in vivo using positron emission tomography (PET), 

cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) assays and, more recently blood-based biomarkers in plasma. 2,3 While 

PET had recently been found to be valuable at identifying cognitively unimpaired (CU) individuals 

who developed cognitive impairments (CI) within 3-5 years, 4,5  the predictive value of plasma and 

CSF biomarkers for this purpose is unknown.  

 

Imaging and fluid biomarkers of Aβ and tau reflect different biochemical pools of a given 

protein; fluid biomarkers capture soluble and diffusible proteins, while PET images capture 

insoluble aggregates that are characteristic of later stages of the disease.6 Consequently, Aβ and 

tau fluid biomarker abnormalities occur prior to the development of corresponding PET 

abnormalities,7-9 so that positive fluid biomarker results should logically reveal disease 

pathogenesis earlier before clinical onset than positive PET results. 

 

With the emergence of disease-modifying therapies, it has become urgent to find low-cost 

and widely available biomarkers that can identify CU who are at imminent risk of developing CI. 

By the time someone has CI symptoms, the pathology is already well advanced, and Aβ may no 

longer be the optimal target.10 Adverse effects related to anti-amyloid treatments are also more 

prevalent at more advanced disease stages. 11 Prognostic information is therefore of critical value 

to inform treatment decisions or to establish advance directives.  
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 We assessed the prognostic value of novel plasma and CSF p-tau217 assays as predictors 

of progression of CU individuals to later CI. We predicted that many CU individuals with abnormal 

plasma, CSF or PET tau biomarker results would develop CI over a brief interval of years and that 

plasma and CSF biomarkers would show an advantage over PET by identifying more participants 

with predictive abnormal tau biomarkers.  

 

Methods (627) 

We included 228 participants from the PREVENT-AD cohort with available plasma 

(Aβ42/30 and p-tau 217), CSF (Aβ42/40 and p-tau217) or PET (Aβ and tau PET) biomarkers who 

were CU when enrolled in the study and at the time of the biomarkers assessment, and who had at 

least one year of cognitive follow-up upon biomarkers assessment (see Supplement). Overall, 215 

participants had plasma, 159 had CSF and 155 had both Aβ- and tau-PET available. For 93 

participants, the main group of interest, all biomarkers were available (Figure 1, eFigure 1 in 

Supplement). The demographic and clinical information of the 93 participants with all biomarkers 

can be found in Table 1. Demographic characteristics of plasma, CSF and PET full samples can 

be found in Supplement (eTable 1). Written informed consent was obtained from all participants 

and all research procedures were approved by the Institutional Review Board at McGill University 

and complied with the ethical principles of the Declaration of Helsinki. A detailed description of 

the PREVENT-AD cohort is available elsewhere. 12 

Clinical outcomes 

The cognitive performances of participants whose performance deviated by more than 1 

standard deviation from demographically stratified norms on at least one of the five composite 
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subscale score of the Repeatable Battery for the Assessment of Neuropsychological Status 

(RBANS), on the Trial Making Test, the Stroop, or the Rey- Auditory Verbal Learning Test, were 

reviewed in multidisciplinary meetings composed off neuropsychologists, neuropsychiatrists, and 

neurologists. The CI classification was based on an objective decline on all available [between 2 

and 10] subjective and objective cognitive evaluations and blind to plasma, CSF, PET, MRI and 

APOE genotype information. 4 

 

Biomarker measurements and AT classification 
 

Plasma Aβ40 and Aβ42 concentrations were measured using ultrasensitive 

immunoprecipitation coupled with mass spectrometry (IP-MS) technique 13; CSF Aβ40 and Aβ42  

were analyzed using LUMIPULSE G-automated immunoassay.14 Plasma and CSF p-tau217 was 

measured using an in-house Simoa platform developed at the Clinical Neurochemistry Laboratory, 

University of Gothenburg.15 Aβ -PET was performed using 18F-NAV4694 and tau-PET using  

18F -flortaucipir. 4 For the binary analyses Aβ-PET positivity was set at 1.27 SUVR and established 

based on the global neocortical amyloid-PET retention in the lateral and medial frontal, parietal, 

and lateral temporal regions of PREVENT-AD participants. Tau-positivity was set at 1.29 SUVR 

in a temporal meta-ROI, and was established using 2SD from the mean of CU PREVENT-AD Aβ-

PET negative individuals.16  We used the pre-established thresholds of 0.09 for plasma Aβ42/40; and 

0.072 for CSF Aβ42/40. 13,14 Thresholds for plasma and CSF p-tau217 were set at 2 SD from the 

mean of CU PREVENT-AD Aβ-PET negative individuals (plasma p-tau217: 3.98 pg/mL; CSF p-

tau217: 400.19 pg/mL).17 eTables 8-13 further show the sensitivity, specificity, negative 

predictive value and positive predictive value of all other possible thresholds.  
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Statistical analyses 
 

Demographic and clinical variables by biomarker and by AT classification were compared 

using Kruskal-Wallis tests followed by Dunn’s post-hoc test for continuous variables and Fisher 

exact tests for categorical variables. Cox proportional hazard models were used to assess the risk 

of CI progression in by A/T groups and linear mixed models to assess longitudinal cognitive 

changes across the biomarker groups. We then tested the cognitive performance over time across 

the different biomarker groups using linear mixed-effects models and sex and education as 

potential confounders. Spearman’s rank test was used to evaluate the association between the 

biomarkers. Logistic regressions were used to test the performance of plasma, CSF and PET 

biomarkers as continuous variables in discriminating CI participants. Receiver operating 

characteristic (ROC) analyses and the resulting areas under the curve (AUCs) were also computed 

to assess the biomarker accuracy in distinguishing between CU and CI participants, alone or when 

combined. Model fits were compared using Vuong test.  Two-sided p values < 0.05 were deemed 

significant. The analyses were performed using R programming language. 

 

Results (1412) 

Participants 

A total of 62 participants (27%) developed CI during the study follow-up (31% in the 

subsample with all biomarkers). The mean age of the full sample at baseline was 63 years, 72 % 

were female and 39 % were APOE ε4 carriers (Table 1). The full sample was comparable to the 

93 participants of interest for which we have all biomarkers. The breakdown of the different A/T 

biomarker demographic and clinical profiles in the full and subsamples is presented in eTables 1-

7. The mean cognitive follow-up after plasma classification was 5.65 years (SD = 1.45, range 1.01 
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– 10.47), 5.57 years (SD = 1.48, range 1.00 – 10.00) after CSF classification, and 4.18 years (SD 

= 1.49, range 1.01 – 6.07) after PET classification. Restricting these range for the 93 participants 

gave similar follow-up length (plasma 5.85 years, SD 1.26, range 2.10 – 10.47; CSF 5.69 years, 

SD 1.18, range 2.08 – 9.74, PET 4.25 years, SD 1.47, range 1.11 – 6.07). The full cognitive follow-

up length, which for most participants included evaluations prior to the biomarker assessment, was 

7.63 years (SD = 1.94, range: 1.00 – 10.47) for the plasma subsample, 7.59 years (SD =1.89, range: 

1.89-10.47) for the CSF subsample, 8.11 (SD = 1.76, range: 1 – 10.49) for the PET subsample and 

8.04 years (SD 1.71, range 2.99 – 10.47) for the 93 participants with all biomarkers. 

 

A/T classification across biomarkers. 

Using Aβ42/40 and p-tau217 plasma biomarkers to classify participants, 9% (8/93) were 

classified as A+T+, 35% (33/93) as A+T-, 3% (3/93) as A-T+ and 53% (49/93) as A-T-. Using 

Aβ42/40 and p-tau217 CSF biomarkers, 15% (14/93) were classified as A+T+, 3% (3/93) as A+T-, 

2% (2/93) as A-T+ and 80% (74/93) as A-T-. Finally, using PET biomarkers, 3% (3/93) were 

classified as A+T+, 30% (28/93) as A+T-, 1% (1/93) as A-T+ and 66% (61/93) as A-T-. These 

numbers were not statistically different to the proportion found in the full sample (Fisher’s exact 

p > 0.05) and it is also similar to what has been found in other PET cohorts. 4,5 

 

Rate of progression from CU to CI across A/T groups when defined using fluid versus 

neuroimaging biomarkers.  

Eighty-eight percent (7/8) of the A+T+plasma group developed CI compared with 36% 

(12/33) in the A+T- plasma group, 100% (3/3) in the A-T+ plasma group and 14% (7/49) in the A-T- 

plasma group (Figure 2A-C). The proportion of CU developing CI was higher in the A+T+ group 
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when compared with A-T- plasma and A+T- plasma groups (p < 0.001, p = 0.01). When the groups 

were classified using CSF, 86% (12/14) of the A+T+ CSF, 33% (1/3) of the A+T- CSF group, 50% 

(1/2) of the A-T+ and 20% (15/74) of the A-T- CSF group developed CI (Figure 2B). An increased 

CU to CI progression rate was found in the A+T+ CSF group when compared A-T- CSF, but no 

differences were found when compared to A+T- CSF group (Fisher’s exact p < 0.001 and p = 0.12 

respectively). In the PET groups, 100% (3/3) of A+T+ PET biomarker group, 46% (13/28) of the 

A+T- PET group, 100% (1/1) of the A-T+ and 20% (12/61) of the A-T- PET group progressed to MCI 

(Figure 2C). The A+T+ PET and A+T- PET groups were associated with increased progression to CI 

when compared with A-T- PET (Fisher’s exact p = 0.01, p = 0.01 respectively). Results were 

replicated when taking advantage of all available data, with all A+T+ groups showing a higher 

percentage of progression when compared to their respective A-T- groups (the % of CU who 

progressed to CI was 76 with plasma, 72 with CSF and 100%  with PET in the A+T+ compared to 

18-21% in the A-T- groups, eFigure 2 in Supplement).  

One hundred twenty-eight of these 155 PET participants were included in a previously 

published study 4 that showed that 55% of the participants classified as A+T+PET, 9% of A+T-PET 

and 9% of A-T-PET developed CI when followed for a mean of 3.16 years after the A/T 

classification. All (100%) A+T+, 42% of A+T-PET and 19% of the A-T-PET groups have now 

developed CI after an additional 2.4 year of cognitive follow-up (eFigure 3 in Supplement).  

Cox proportional hazard models showed a higher risk of progression from CU to CI among 

the A+T+plasma and A-T+ plasma (hazard ratios (HR) = 6.61, p = 0.001, 95%CI = 2.06 - 21.17; HR = 

6.25; p = 0.01, 95%CI = 1.53- 25.54; model concordance value (model fit) = 0.69; SE = 0.07; 

Figure 2D & G) when compared to A-T- plasma (reference) group. In the CSF sample, we found an 

increased in the risk among A+T+CSF and A-T+CSF (HR = 3.62, p = 0.005, 95%CI = 1.49 – 8.81; 
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HR = 44.46, p = 0.004, 95%CI = 3.44 – 573.91; model concordance value = 0.71; SE = 0.07; 

Figure 2E & H) compared to A-T-CSF group. Finally, A+T+PET participants exhibited a higher risk 

of CI progression compared to A-T-PET (HR = 9.24, p = 0.001, 95% CI = 2.34 – 36.43; model 

concordance value = 0.70; SE = 0.06; Figure 2F & I). The A-T+ group was not included in the 

analyses given that only one participant was classified as A-T+ PET, this participant nevertheless 

developed CI during the study follow-up. All results were replicated in the larger sub-cohorts and 

giving the increased number of participants, the A+T-PET now showed an increased risk of 

progression when compared to A-T-PET group (HR = 2.75, p = 0.002, 95% CI = 1.43 – 5.27). 

 

Cognitive trajectories 

We also investigated the longitudinal cognitive performance of participants within the AT 

biomarker groups while taking advantage of all cognitive time points, including the ones before 

the biomarker classifications were available. The A+T+plasma and A-T+plasma groups demonstrated 

a steeper cognitive decline compared to A-T-plasma (reference) group (β = -0.79, p = 0.04, SE = 

0.39, %95CI = -1.56 – -0.02; β = --1.63, p = 0.004, SE =0.55, 95% CI = -2.72 – -0.54; R2 = 0.08; 

Figure 2J) while no differences was observed between the A-T-plasma and A+T-plasma group (β = 

0.06, p = 0.74, SE = 0.19, %95CI = -0.32 – 0.46). The A+T+CSF group showed faster decline over 

time compared to A-T-CSF (β = -1.22, p < 0.001, SE = 0.27, 95%CI = -1.75 – -0.70; R2 = 0.13, 

Figure 2K), but no difference was found between the reference group and A+T-CSF nor the A-

T+CSF groups (β = 0.47, p = 0.38, SE = 0.54, 95% CI = -0.59 – 1.54; β = -0.01, p = 0.97, SE = 0.49, 

95%CI = -1.00 – 0.97). The A+T+PET group demonstrated a steeper cognitive decline compared to 

A-T-PET (β = -1.85, p = 0.001, SE = 0.55, 95%CI = -2.94 – -0.76; Figure 2L). The A+T_PET group 

demonstrated no differences when compared to A-T-PET group (β = -0.34, p = 0.09, SE = 0.19, 
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95%CI = -0.73 – 0.06). Identical results were found in the full sample (see Supplement for more 

details). 

Concordance between different biomarkers modalities 

We found weak correlation between plasma Aβ42/40 and Aβ -PET (R = -0.35, p < 0.001, 

Figure 3A), and between plasma p-tau217 and tau-PET (R = 0.38, p < 0.001, Figure 3B), but 

moderate correlations between plasma and CSF Aβ42/40 (R = 0.48, p < 0.001, Figure 3C) and 

plasma and CSF p-tau217 (R = 0.51, p < 0.001, Figure 3D). Similarly, CSF Aβ42/40 and CSF p-

tau217 were moderately correlated with both Aβ and tau-PET (R = -0.58; R = 0.40; p < 0.001 

respectively, Figure 3E&F). See eFigure 4 supplementary results for the concordance when 

stratified by +/- status and for the percentage of participants who progressed to CI by biomarkers 

status. 

Direct comparisons between fluid and imaging biomarkers.  

All ROC curve predictive models were similar when compared using Delong test, with 

AUC ranging from .66 to .75 for Aβ, from .74 - .75 for tau and between .77 to .82 for their 

combinations (Figure 4). Comparing the performance of Aβ models, Aβ-PET showed the best 

model fit when compared to plasma and CSF Aβ42/40 models (p < 0.05). Tau models and the 

combination of tau + Aβ models were comparable using Vuong test.  

Finally, the biomarker cutoffs used in Figure 1 gave good to excellent specificity (97% for 

plasma, 95% for CSF and 100% for PET), but low sensitivity (34%, 45% and 17% respectively) 

at identifying CU who will develop CI. Except for CSF, Aβ biomarkers cutoffs had low specificity 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 9, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.09.24307120doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.09.24307120
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 15 

(66% for plasma, 94% for CSF and 77% for PET), and low sensitivity (65%, 45% and 52% 

respectively).  

 

Discussion (619) 

Is still a matter of debate if CU individuals with Aβ and tau are condemned to progress to 

clinical AD. We found that all individuals with abnormal tau PET values, and almost all 

individuals with plasma p-tau217 values (between 75-90% depending on the sample) developed 

CI during a 10-year follow-up. When individuals were classified based on Aβ and tau biomarkers, 

higher clinical progression rate was found for all A+T+ groups compared to their respective A+T- 

group, with HRs up to 6.61, 3.62 and 9.24 for plasma, CSF, and PET respectively. Plasma 

biomarkers had the main advantages over PET of identifying about five time more T+ individuals. 

While these results suggest that p-tau217 can be used as a stand-alone test to identify CU who will 

develop CI, plasma biomarkers are however known to be more prone to measurement errors, 

matrix effects, and batches to batches variability, 18,19 limitations that will need to be considered 

before implementing plasma p-tau217 into memory clinics. Given the possible distress cause by 

the disclosure of such results, we also strongly advocate for restricting the use of plasma p-tau217 

to specialized clinics with available counseling until a drug is approved for preclinical AD.  

 

PET biomarkers are expensive and not widely available. Robust and accurate blood-based 

markers for AD are needed for clinical evaluation, trial recruitment and to identify individuals who 

could benefit from disease modifying therapies.20-23 Plasma p-tau217 has been found to 

differentiate CU from individuals with clinical AD, 24 it can detect AD pathology in individuals 

with mild CI, 25 and it correlates with Aβ PET, tau PET and cognitive decline in CU participants. 
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26-30 Our prospective study shows that plasma p-tau217 can also be used to predict the development 

of CI in CU individuals’ years before cognitive onset.  

Aβ did not improve the predictive value of the tau biomarkers, which can mainly be 

explained by the fact that almost all T+ individuals were also A+. As for individuals abnormal Aβ 

but normal tau biomarkers, their risk of progression to CI was increased when classified with PET 

in comparison to the A-T-PET group. Furthermore, 128 participants from this study were included 

in a previous publication in which only 9% of the A+T- participant had developed CI at the time, 

4 from these A+T- individuals 42% have now developed CU, suggesting that A+T- were just 

further away on the AD spectrum.  

The main limitation of this study, which is also its main strength, is that unimpaired vs 

impaired cognitive classification was done blind to APOE status, MRI and CSF and PET 

biomarkers results. Not all CI individuals are therefore on the path towards AD, which explains 

why some A-T- individuals developed CI. 31 One other limitation is the low sample size in the 

A+T+ groups, which was nevertheless similar to what was found in previous PET studies. 4,5  The 

low racial and ethnical diversity of our population should also be noted as the findings may not be 

applicable to populations with greater ethnic diversity. The collection of plasma and CSF markers 

also often preceded PET measurements by a year or two, which prevent us from drawing strong 

conclusions about which biomarker predict a more imminent risk of progression. Finally, one 

contentious point while dichotomizing biomarkers is that various cutoff strategies might produce 

different results. This dichotomization is however needed to guide treatment decision.  

 
In this longitudinal multimodal biomarker study spanning more than 10 years, 27% 

developed CI based on a multidisciplinary classification consensus meeting blind to biomarkers 

and APOE genotype information. While not interchangeable, fluid and PET biomarkers of AD 
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pathology are both extremely valuable at identifying individuals who will develop CI with almost 

all individuals with p-tau217 abnormal values developing CI within a 10-year follow-up.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FIGURES & Tables  
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Figure 1. Flowchart of the inclusion process 

 

Figure 1. Flowchart of included participants for each plasma, PET and CSF biomarkers sub-

samples. We included a total of 215 participants from plasma sample; 159 participants from the 

CSF sample; and 155 participants from PET sample. A total of 93 participants that have all 

biomarker measurements were included in the main analyses. Participants were excluded if they 

did not meet one of the following eligibility criteria: 1). Being cognitively unimpaired at the time 

of the biomarker measurement, 2). Having at least 12 months of cognitive follow-up thereafter.  

 

 

 

Figure 2. Clinical Progression to Cognitive Impairment (CI) across plasma, CSF and 

PET AT biomarker groups.  
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Figure 2. (A-C) Bar graphs represent the proportion of participants who developed CI across A) 

plasma Aβ42/40 and p-tau217; B) CSF Aβ42/40 and p-tau217; and C) PET biomarker profiles 

measured with 18F-NAV4694 and 18F-Flortaucipir. D-F). Survival curves reflecting the 

progression to CI across D) plasma, E) CSF and F) PET biomarker groups. The vertical ticks on 

the curves refer to the censored participants, i.e., the loss of follow-up of the individuals. (G-I) 
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Forest plots showing HR and 95% confidence intervals from the survival analyses. (J-L) Linear 

mixed effects models show the total cognitive score of RBANS over time across J) plasma, K) 

CSF and L) PET biomarker profiles. The linear mixed effects models analyses included annual 

cognitive data before and following plasma, CSF, and PET measures. Models included age at 

baseline, sex, and years of education as covariates. Notes: CU_CU = cognitively unimpaired older 

adults at the time of the biomarker measurement and remained cognitively unimpaired during 

follow-up; CU_CI = cognitively unimpaired older adults at the time of the biomarker 

measurement, who progressed to cognitive impairment during follow-up. The A-T- group was used 

as reference. The A-T+ in the PET biomarker group is displayed for visualization purposes but 

was not included in the statistical analyses. HR = hazard ratios; * P < 0.05, ** P < 0.01, *** P < 

0.001.  

 

Figure 3. Scatterplots reflecting concordance status between plasma, CSF and PET Aβ and 

tau biomarkers. 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 9, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.09.24307120doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.09.24307120
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 21 

 

Figure 3 Correlation plots of A) plasma Aβ42/40 vs Aβ-PET biomarkers; B). plasma p-tau217 vs 

metaROI tau-PET SUVR values; C) plasma Aβ42/40 vs CSF Aβ42/40 biomarkers; D) plasma p-

tau217 vs CSF p-tau217 biomarkers; E) CSF Aβ42/40 vs Aβ-PET biomarkers; F) CSF p-tau217 vs 

tau-PET biomarkers. Colors indicate the cognitive status of participants and symbols indicate the 
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status of participants as being Aβ/tau positive or negative, vertical and horizontal dashed lines 

correspond to Plasma, PET and CSF biomarker cutoff values, respectively. Notes: we used 0.09 

for plasma Aβ42/40 ; 0.072 for CSF Aβ42/40 ;1.27 SUVR for Aβ-PET; 3.98 for plasma p-tau217; 

400.19 for CSF p-tau217; and 1.29 for tau-PET positivity. The total number of participants was 

n= 143 for individuals with both plasma and PET measurements, n = 158 for participants with both 

plasma and CSF measurements and n = 93 for participants with both CSF and PET.  

 

Figure 4. Discriminative accuracy of Plasma, CSF and PET biomarkers for identifying 

individuals who will develop cognitive impairment later 

 

 

Figure 4. Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curves and corresponding areas under the 

curve (AUC) showing the discriminative ability of A) individual plasma, CSF, and PET Aβ 

models; B) individual plasma, CSF, and PET tau models and C) the combination of plasma Aβ42/40 

,CSF Aβ42/40 and Aβ-PET biomarkers with plasma p-tau217, CSF p-tau217 and tau-PET in 
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distinguishing between individuals who remained cognitively normal versus those who develop 

cognitive impairment.  
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Table.1 Sample Demographics 

Demographics Full sample 
(n = 228) 

Subsample 
(n = 93) 

P value 

Age at baseline, 
years 

63.33 (4.86) 63.19 (4.48) 0.91 

Age at biomarker 
classification, 

years 
(Plasma, CSF, 

PET) 

65.22 (5.30) 
64.75 (5.26) 
67.64 (5.01) 

65.37 (4.77) 
65.39 (4.78) 
66.97 (4.64) 

0.67 
0.15 
0.25 

Sex, F (%) 165 (72) 65 (70) 
 
 

0.68 

Education,       
years 

15.40 (3.30) 14.85 (2.90) 0.20 

APOE ε4 carriers, 
n (%) 

90 (39) 39 (42) 0.71 

Global amyloid 
SUVR 

1.31 (0.30) 
 

1.30 (0.27) 
 

0.95 

Temporal meta-
ROI SUVR 

1.16 (0.11) 1.16 (0.11) 0.99 

Plasma Aβ42/40 
       CSF  Aβ42/40 

0.09 (0.02) 
0.09 (0.01) 

 

0.09 (0.02) 
0.09 (0.02) 

0.41 
0.23 

Plasma p-tau217 

CSF p-tau217 

(pg/ml) 

2.63 (1.56)  

251.70 (173.65) 

2.60 (1.25)  

268.10 (187.95) 

0.93 

0.63 

MoCA score 
/30 a 

28.13 (1.58) 28.06 (1.46) 0.57 

RBANS global 
score 

101.85 (9.98) 101.84 (9.75) 0.82 

 

Data presented as mean (standard deviation), except for categorical variables where the count and 

percentage are presented. Kruskal-Wallis test followed by Dunn’s test or Fisher’s test (where 

appropriate) were used to compare the demographic characteristics between the full sample (n = 

228) and the subsample (n = 93) participants with all biomarker measurements. Age at baseline 

and time of plasma, CSF collection and PET scans are presented. RBANS values are shown at 
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baseline. MoCA scores were collected at entry into the program. a MoCA score was missing for 

one participant in the sample. Abbreviations: MoCA = Montreal Cognitive Assessment; F = 

female; APOE = apolipoprotein E; SUVR = Standardized Uptake Value Ratio; NA = not 

applicable; RBANS = Repeated Battery for for the Assessment of Neuropsychological Status. 
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