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Background

Event related potentials (ERPs) are a type of quantitative
electroencephalogram (EEG) that may be a potential biomarker of
Alzheimer’s disease. ERP measures differ between mild AD
patients and healthy older adults, and between patients with mild

Results

4 ROC analyses were carried out with ERP and NP variables that were
individually found to be significant predictors of PET status.
Combined ROC analyses were conducted using predictive
probabilities obtained from logistic regression containing both ERP
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cognitive impairment due to AD versus those with MCI due to / and NP variables and controlling for age, education, and medication
other etiologies. We investigate the sensitivity and specificity of os o8 status (donepezil).
ERPs as a potential biomarker of amyloid PET status. > z Chart 1. Predicting PET status combining NP and ERP.
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