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* Tau PET radiotracers are increasingly used in Alzheimer’s disease (AD) clinical — i — s @ * Across both cohorts, applying the non-linear SUVR transformation consistently
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trials, necessitating harmonization of quantitative results across tracers. " o ) reduced statistical power compared to using raw SUVR values (Figure 3).
14 o o
o . o . . . 0.8+ mean SUVR = 1.66 1 4r % 01F S OOO ® o b . . . ~
* Harmonization techniques, such as the CenTauR scale, differ in their s | o, 88% o © * In the ADNI cohort, the impact was modest, with power decreasing by up to ~2%
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alter the statistical properties of the data. ) ) o (Figure 3B) , with a more substantial drop in effect sizes (d = 0.2518 vs. 0.2032 for
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* Using these empirical estimates, we performed simulations of 10,000 hypothetical S .l * Non-linear transformations of tau-PET SUVR data for harmonization may reduce
trials to assess power to detect varying levels of treatment effect (50%, 75%, and g ol the statistical power to detect treatment effects, especially in trials targeting
100% slowing of tau accumulation). o preclinical AD.
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