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ABSTRACT

Three major biomarkers: β-amyloid (A), pathologic tau (T),
and neurodegeneration (N), are recognized as valid proxies
for neuropathologic changes of Alzheimer’s disease. While
there are extensive studies on cerebrospinal fluids biomarkers
(amyloid, tau), the spatial propagation pattern across brain is
missing and their interactive mechanisms with neurodegen-
eration are still unclear. To this end, we aim to analyze the
spatiotemporal associations between ATN biomarkers using
large-scale neuroimaging data. We first investigate the tempo-
ral appearances of amyloid plaques, tau tangles, and neuronal
loss by modeling the longitudinal transition trajectories. Sec-
ond, we propose linear mixed-effects models to quantify the
pathological interactions and propagation of ATN biomarkers
at each brain region. Our analysis of the current data shows
that there exists a temporal latency in the build-up of amy-
loid to the onset of tau pathology and neurodegeneration. The
propagation pattern of amyloid can be characterized by its dif-
fusion along the topological brain network. Our models pro-
vide sufficient evidence that the progression of pathological
tau and neurodegeneration share a strong regional association,
which is different from amyloid.

Index Terms— ATN biomarkers, brain network, mixed-
effects model, Alzheimer’s disease

1. INTRODUCTION

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is a chronic neurodegenerative dis-
order pathologically characterized by β-amyloid deposition
(A), pathologic tau (T), and neurodegeneration (N) [1]. The
spread of tau and neurodegeneration are more alike both in
spatial and temporal scales, while amyloid exhibits a distinct
progression pattern [2]. The accumulation of amyloid, com-
monly seen as the earliest sign of AD, could start decades
before significant neurodegeneration is detected. Tau, con-
sidered as the downstream effect of amyloid, is closely re-
lated to neurodegeneration chronologically. The spatial pro-
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gression pattern also varies between A and T/N biomarkers.
While senile plaque appears first and aggregates mostly in
precuneus and frontal lobe, neurodegeneration is commonly
detected and developed near entorhinal cortex and hippocam-
pal area [3]. Studies show that aggregated, phosphorylated
tau occurs first near the brain stem entorhinal cortex and hip-
pocampus within the temporal lobe; tau will spread out to
neocortex area, in most case, only with the presence of abnor-
mal amyloid deposition.

However, due to the complexity of the underlying mech-
anisms, the detailed disease progression remains uncertain,
rendering a gap between current neuropsychological assess-
ments and clinical diagnoses. With the improvement of
neuroimaging technology, the AD field has witnessed the in-
clusion of non-invasive imaging biomarkers in the diagnosis
scheme, which provide essential spatial information for AD
study. The longitudinal amyloid, tau, and FDG positron emis-
sion tomography (PET) scans, along with diffusion-weighted
images (DWI), allow us to investigate the progression of
AD in a systematic and comprehensive way. In this pa-
per, we will (1) study the longitudinal trajectories of ATN
biomarker transitions using logistic regression; (2) propose
linear mixed-effects models to characterize the topological
spread of amyloid across the brain and (3) examine the patho-
logical interactions of ATN biomarkers. Our results offer
adequate evidence in testing hypotheses about the spatiotem-
poral evolution of ATN biomarkers in Alzheimer’s disease.

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1. Subjects and data

From the ADNI database, subjects underwent longitudinal
scans of PET and DWI are eligible for the present study. The
analysis of this paper is based on a significant amount of pro-
cessed neuroimaging data that includes 2753 amyloid PET
scans from 1204 subjects, 839 tau PET scans from 539 sub-
jects, 3478 FDG PET from 1449 subjects, and 504 DWI from
141 subjects. Specifically, each DWI scan was parcellated
into 148 cortical regions using the Destrieux atlas [4] and for-

ar
X

iv
:2

10
3.

04
37

6v
1 

 [
q-

bi
o.

Q
M

] 
 7

 M
ar

 2
02

1



mulated to a 148×148 connectivity matrix by applying the
tractography in FreeSurfer. Standardized uptake value ratio
(SUVR) was calculated for amyloid, tau, and FDG PET at
each brain region (node).

Each subject’s scan has a diagnostic label, categorizing
its dementia stage as one of: cognitive normal (CN), signif-
icant memory concern (SMC), early mild cognitive impair-
ment (EMCI), late mild cognitive impairment (LMCI), and
AD. We group subjects into two cohorts based on their base-
line scans: the normal cognition cohort (NC) that includes
subjects labeled as CN, SMC, and EMCI; and the AD cohort
(AD) that includes subjects labeled as LMCI and AD.

2.2. Statistical analysis

All statistical analyses and modeling in this work are imple-
mented using R statistical programming language. Table 1
summarizes the baseline demographic characteristics of NC
and AD cohorts, as well as the changes of amyloid, tau, and
FDG between individuals’ baseline and last scans. Note that
FDG scans (a measure of cortical thickness) are used as the
opposite indicator of neurodegeneration in this paper. We also
include the average network connectivity and spectral gap (of
the Laplacian matrix) that characterizes the diffusion speed
on brain networks.

Table 1. Demographic and biomarker characteristics.
All subjects NC (752) AD (636)
Age (year) 72.57 ± 6.67 73.38 ± 7.72
Education (year) 16.30 ± 2.64 16.02±2.74
Gender (female) 40% 48%
APOE4 (+) 58% 34%
Amyloid subjects NC (547) AD (214)
∆A (node avg.) 0.065 ± 0.190 0.050 ± 0.193
∆A (node 124) 0.047± 0.217 0.031 ± 0.216
Tau subjects APOE4 – (86) APOE4 + (60)
∆T (avg.) 0.001 ± 0.075 0.048 ± 0.070
∆T (node 147) 0.026 ± 0.120 0.093 ± 0.143
FDG subjects NC (749) AD (631)
∆N (avg.) 0.018 ± 0.054 0.035 ± 0.053
∆N (node 59) 0.007 ± 0.088 0.043 ± 0.102
DWI subjects NC (94) AD (47)
Connectivity (avg.) 2.563 ± 0.081 2.532 ± 0.072
Spectral gap (avg.) 0.155 ± 0.056 0.134 ± 0.046

In this paper, we propose three hypotheses to be validated
on the large-scale longitudinal neuroimaging data. (1) Tem-
poral discrepancy of ATN biomarkers. We hypothesize that
there is a time latency between the abnormal accumulation of
amyloid, the onset of tau, and the onset of neurodegeneration.
(2) Topological spread of amyloid. We hypothesize that amy-
loid protein diffuses along the brain structural network and
diffusion rate follows the white matter connectivity strength
between brain regions. (3) Pathological interaction of ATN
biomarkers. We seek to provide evidence that could support
the interactive pathway of mainstream amyloid cascade hy-
pothesis where amyloid activates the hyperphosphorylation
process of tau protein, which then causes neurodegeneration
and eventually leads to AD.

Characterizing the temporal discrepancy of ATN biomark-
ers. To investigate the transition time from the build-up of
amyloid to the onset of tau pathology and neurodegenera-
tion, we first categorize the longitudinal biomarker burden
for each subject by using receiver operating characteristic [5].
We search for the optimal cutoffs to classify subjects’ longitu-
dinal scans as normal (–) or abnormal (+). The threshold that
maximizes the sum of sensitivity and specificity assuming
normally distributed data in both cohorts is chosen as the op-
timal cutoff value for each biomarker that is averaged across
the brain. The cutoff values and the test accuracy of ATN
biomarkers are: 1.97 and 77.35% (A), 1.58 and 79.82% (T),
0.82 and 74.16% (N), respectively. Provided with the catego-
rized profiles, we then apply logistic regression to model the
longitudinal trajectories of ATN biomarker transitions.

Characterizing the topological spread of amyloid. Sup-
pose W is an adjacency matrix encoding the connectivity
strength between brain regions and M is a “degree" matrix
with each diagonal element denoting the total connectivity
strength of the node. We can obtain the graph Laplacian ma-
trix L = M −W for each longitudinal scan of subjects. To
quantify the influence of amyloid diffusion on its propagation
pattern, we propose a linear mixed-effects model targeting
the spatial and longitudinal change of amyloid burden,

∆Akn
ij = βkn

0 + β1D
kn
i + β2∆tknij + β3DX

k + εkij , (1)

where ∆Akn
ij = Akn

j − Akn
i denotes the amyloid change be-

tween the i-th and j-th amyloid PET scans (i < j) of subject
k at node n (n = 1, 2, . . . , 148). Specifically, we include the
predictor Dkn

i as a proxy of amyloid diffusion between time
ti and tj , which is the n-th element of Dk

i = −Lk
i ∗Ak

i . Here
Lk
i is the Laplacian matrix of subject k at time ti and Ak

i is
a vector denoting amyloid degrees across all brain nodes at
time ti. Considering the different amyloid levels between NC
and AD dementia stages (denoted as DX) and the time span
between two scans (denoted as ∆tij = tj − ti), we include
them as covariates in model 1. The parameters {β1, β2, β3}
are estimated by the restricted maximum likelihood approach
and p-values are calculated using likelihood ratio test, here
βkn
0 is a subject-specific random intercept following a normal

distribution N(µn, σ
2
kn).

Characterizing the pathological interaction of ATN
biomarkers. We propose the following linear mixed-effects
models to investigate the possible pathological interactions of
(A, T ) and (T,N):

∆T kn
ij = βkn

0 + β1A
kn
i + β2∆tkij + β3APOE

k + εkij , (2)

∆Nkn
ij = βkn

0 + β1T
kn
i + β2∆tkij + β3DX

k + εkij . (3)

Here, ∆T kn
ij and ∆Nkn

ij are the longitudinal changes of tau
and neurodegeneration between the i-th to j-th scans of sub-
ject k at node n, respectively. In model 2, we use the amyloid
burden at time ti to explain the change of tau between the i-th



and j-th scans. We consider model 3 to investigate whether
tau is significantly associated with the longitudinal change of
neurodegeneration. The estimated coefficients with p-values
are reported in Table 2.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

3.1. Temporal latency in A→ N and A→ T transitions

As the temporal appearance of ATN biomarkers is a frequent
contention, we study their correlations by dividing PET scans
into different groups of pairs based on the time span between
the two biomarkers. The correlations at all 148 nodes are or-
dered and presented in Fig. 1ab. We see that a large number
of nodes showing positive correlations as high amyloid bur-
den could potentially trigger neurodegeneration. When the
time differences between amyloid and FDG scans are around
24±3 months, we observe the strongest positive association
between Ai and Nj (the red dotted curve in Fig. 1a). Taking
node 34 as an example, the correlation has the steepest slope
when ∆tij = 24 months. Similarly, we see that the posi-
tive correlation between amyloid and tau reaches the highest
level when the time differences betweenAi and Tj are around
48±3 months (the red dotted curve in Fig. 1b). The correla-
tion remains almost the same for ∆tij = 72, then stabilizes
around the level of ∆tij = 24.

We further analyze the longitudinal trajectories ofA→ N
and A → T sequences using logistic regression with the op-
timal cutoff value found in Section 2.2. In Fig. 1c, we found
that the average time lapse from A−A+ to N−N+ transi-
tions could be as long as 18 months, where the red and blue
curves denote the predicted trajectory of amyloid and neu-
rodegeneration level. Meanwhile, Fig. 1d shows an average
time lapse of 32 months from A−A+ to T−T+ transitions. It
is worth noting that the 18-month gap between AN biomark-
ers roughly matches the 24-month that shows the strongest
correlation, and the 32-month gap between AT biomarkers is
close to the 48-month that has the highest association. The re-
sults in Fig. 1 provide strong evidence to the hypothesis that
amyloid plaques, tau tangles, and neuronal loss happen in a
temporal discordant manner.

3.2. Amyloid propagation on a whole-brain scale

Applying model 1 to each node, we find that the model is ef-
fective for 47 nodes where all covariates are significant (p <
0.05). In Table 2, the network diffusion shows a significant
positive correlation to the longitudinal change of amyloid bur-
den. The linear fitting of D vs. ∆A on node 124 is given as
an example shown at the bottom of Fig. 2a. The negative co-
efficient of DX indicates that the AD cohort on average has a
relatively smaller change in amyloid compared to the NC co-
hort, which is consistent with our summary of ∆A in Table 1.
One possible explanation is that subjects in the AD group with
high accumulation of amyloid plaque, tend to stabilize at the

Fig. 1. (a, b) Pearson correlations of ATN biomarkers considering
time span (∆tij) from 0, 24, 36, 48, 72, 96 months. Curves repre-
sent the correlations of (Ai, Nj) and (Ai, Tj) across all brain nodes,
sorted in ascending order. The linear regression lines on nodes 34
and 131 are given in the embedded window as examples. (c, d)
Longitudinal trajectories of biomarker transitions from normal (-) to
abnormal (+) using cutoff values.

current level and the further increment is limited to the brain
volume. Other covariates, i.e., APOE4 and gender, are found
to be insignificant and thus are not included in this model.

We see that the 47 nodes distribute across all five brain
lobes, indicating that amyloid progresses along the fiber path-
ways (the grey edges in Fig. 2a) on a whole-brain scale. This
aligns with previous findings on the prion-like diffusion char-
acteristic of amyloid [3]. It is worth noting that in the eval-
uation of both tau and neurodegeneration propagation, their
associations with network diffusion are insignificant at most
nodes, which provides additional support for the hypothesis
that amyloid protein diffuses and propagates via the brain
structural network.

3.3. Regional interactions of ATN biomarkers

For models 2-3, we apply a filtering mechanism on our dataset
(downsizing via time gap) to exclude the influence of possible
outliers on model results. With this, we could obtain a stable
set of nodes at which the models are effective and are not
sensitive to data resampling randomness.

In model 2, amyloid burden is positively associated with
the longitudinal change of tau, as shown in Table 2 and Fig. 2b
(the linear regression plot for node 21). Meanwhile, we ob-
serve a positive association between APOE4 and ∆T , sug-
gesting that APOE4 carriers have a higher risk of tau aggrega-
tion than non-carriers, which is also reflected in Table 1 (∆T ).
In Fig. 2b, our model 2 is effective at 20 nodes and most of
them fall into temporal and occipital lobes (green nodes) and
parietal lobe (sky blue nodes). This clear pattern suggests



Table 2. Estimated coefficients and p-values. Only three
nodes of each model are listed here.

Model 1 (47) ∆A↔ D ∆A↔ DX ∆A↔ ∆t
node 50 .271 (<.001) -.115 (.002) .0020 (.008)

node 124 .499 (<.001) -.096 (.014) .0026 (.002)
node 131 .281 (<.001) -.086 (.008) .0024 (.002)

Model 2 (20) ∆T ↔ A ∆T ↔ APOE ∆T ↔ ∆t
node 21 .081 (.005) .034 (.043) .0019 (.003)
node 58 .078 (.006) .057 (.002) .0021 (.001)

node 131 .068 (.004) .047 (.005) .0015 (.002)
Model 3 (12) ∆N ↔ T ∆N ↔ DX ∆N ↔ ∆t

node 42 .166 (<.001) .039 (.033) .0011 (.013)
node 59 .083 (.001) .038 (.048) .0010 (.042)

node 133 .058 (<.001) .040 (.001) .0008 (.008)

that tau deposition primarily happens in the above three lobes.
Different from the result in model 1 where amyloid propa-
gates across the cerebral cortex, model 2 provides evidence
that tau exhibits a distinct pattern and tends to specifically ac-
cumulate in clinically affected areas [6].

Our result from model 3 shows that the observed longitu-
dinal neurodegeneration change is positively associated with
the aggregation of tau (see Table 2 and the bottom plot of
Fig. 2c). Specifically, models 2 and 3 share a similar spa-
tial pattern with nodes mostly located in temporal, occipital,
and limbic lobes, supporting the mainstream standpoint that
there exists a strong regional association between the progres-
sion of pathological tau and neurodegeneration. Overall, we
observe positive associations between ATN biomarkers (we
applied the same type of model and confirmed the positive
association between A and ∆N , which is not shown here).
Although both amyloid and tau are considered biomarker pro-
files of AD and most dementia is multifactorial, a model that
considers the mixed effect of amyloid and tau to the neurode-
generation change does not yield expected outcomes based on
our study of the current data.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the spatiotemporal interaction and
propagation of ATN biomarkers using large-scale neuroimag-
ing data from the ADNI database. In testing the proposed
hypotheses, we found that (1) there are significant time gaps
between evolutions of amyloid plaques, tau tangles, and neu-
ronal loss; (2) amyloid propagates on a whole-brain scale and
the longitudinal change of amyloid is strongly associated with
the diffusion characterized by the Laplacian matrix of brain
networks; (3) progressions of pathological tau and neurode-
generation share a strong regional association in temporal and
occipital areas that are largely affected in AD. In the future,
with the inclusion of new neuroimaging data, we plan to re-
assess our findings and consider models that include the mu-
tual effect of amyloid and tau on neurodegeneration.

5. COMPLIANCE WITH ETHICAL STANDARDS
This is a numerical simulation study for which no ethical ap-
proval was required.

Fig. 2. Row one: the plot of brain nodes with significant covariates
from each model, where the node color denotes the located brain
lobe and the size denotes the average longitudinal change of the cor-
responding biomarker at that node. The grey edge represents the
node-to-node connectivity. Row two: linear regression fittings of D
vs. ∆A, A vs. ∆T , T vs. ∆N in models 1-3.
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