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Apathy is recognized as the most common behavioral change in several neurodegenerative diseases, including amyotrophic lateral
sclerosis (ALS), a multisystem neurodegenerative disorder. Particularly, apathy has been reported to be associated with poor ALS
prognosis. However, the brain microstructural correlates of this behavioral symptom, reported as the most common in ALS, have
not been completely elucidated. Using diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) and tract-based spatial statistics (TBSS), here we aimed to
quantify the correlation between brain microstructural damage and apathy scores in the early stages of ALS. Twenty-one
consecutive ALS patients, in King’s clinical stage 1 or 2, and 19 age- and sex-matched healthy controls (HCs) underwent
magnetic resonance imaging and neuropsychological examination. Between-group comparisons did not show any significant
difference on cognitive and behavioral variables. When compared to HCs, ALS patients exhibited a decreased fractional
anisotropy (FA) [p < 05, threshold-free cluster enhancement (TFCE) corrected] in the corpus callosum and in bilateral anterior
cingulate cortices. Self-rated Apathy Evaluation Scale (AES) scores and self-rated apathy T-scores of the Frontal Systems
Behavior (FrSBe) scale were found inversely correlated to FA measures (p < 05, TFCE corrected) in widespread white matter
(WM) areas, including several associative fiber tracts in the frontal, temporal, and parietal lobes. These results point towards an
early microstructural degeneration of brain areas biologically involved in cognition and behavior regulation in ALS. Moreover,
the significant correlations between apathy and DTI measures in several brain areas may suggest that subtle WM changes may
be associated with mild behavioral symptoms in ALS even in the absence of overt cognitive and behavioral impairment.

1. Introduction

Apathy is defined as decreased motivation towards goal-
directed behaviors [1] and may occur as a symptom of a
variety of different psychiatric and neurodegenerative
diseases [2, 3]. In particular, several studies have revealed that
apathy is the most common behavioral symptom in amyo-
trophic lateral sclerosis (ALS) [4–6], a multisystem neurode-
generative disease that mainly affects motor areas and
exhibits cognitive and behavioral symptoms belonging to
the spectrum of frontotemporal lobar degeneration (FTLD)

syndrome [7, 8]. Of note, while approximately 5–15% of
ALS patients meet the diagnostic criteria for FTLD [9, 10],
predominantly developing clinical features typical of the
behavioral variant frontotemporal dementia (bvFTD) [10],
most patients exhibit behavior and/or cognitive dysfunctions
(i.e., ALS with behavioral impairment [ALSbi], with cogni-
tive impairment [ALSci], and with both [ALSbci]), which
are not sufficient to diagnose FTLD [8].

From the prognostic point of view, several studies
demonstrated that ALS-FTLD patients have a significantly
shorter survival than nondemented ones [11–13] and that
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behavioral impairment rather than dementia or cognitive
impairment alone is an important predictor of survival in
ALS patients [14]. Among behavioral disturbances, apathy
may precede motor symptoms [15], represents an inde-
pendent (negative) prognostic factor in ALS [16], and
may even impact the ability to engage competently in end-
of-life decisions [14, 17].

The most common instruments used to detect apathy in
ALS patients are the Frontal Systems Behavior (FrSBe) scale,
which includes an apathy subscale [18, 19]; the Dimensional
Apathy Scale (DAS) [20]; and the Apathy Evaluation Scale
(AES) [21]. While FrSBe is not specifically designed for
testing patients with physical disability [18, 19], AES is a
well-established method for assessing apathy in several
neurodegenerative diseases [3, 22]. Both FrSBe and AES
allow performing a monodimensional evaluation of apathy.
However, this symptom is actually composed of multiple
factors related to the cognitive, behavioral, and emotional
domains [23], and recent studies employed a factorial analy-
sis of AES scores revealing a triadic or four-factor substruc-
ture of the scale in Parkinson’s disease [24, 25].

From the neuroanatomical point of view, some structural
correlates of behavioral changes have been identified in fron-
tosubcortical circuits in healthy subjects as well as in ALS
patients [26, 27] using neuropsychological and advanced
magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) evaluations. In this
regard, diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) is the advanced MRI
method of choice to investigate in vivo the integrity of large
white matter (WM) tracts in terms of fractional anisotropy
(FA) and mean (MD), axial (AD), and radial (RD) diffusivity
parameters [28, 29]. Particularly, DTI allowed exploring the
structural connectivity in several neurodegenerative diseases,
including Alzheimer’s disease [30] and the disease spectrum
of ALS-FTLD [31–37].

So far, only a few studies have explored the brain
structural correlates of apathy in ALS, suggesting that WM
abnormalities within anterior cingulum bundle are the most
relevant substrates of apathy in ALS [36, 37]. However, in
those studies, apathy was only evaluated by the subscale of
FrSBe, and patients in early disease stages, according to
validated staging systems, were not included.

On this background, using a tract-based spatial statistics
(TBSS) DTI approach [38], we aimed to explore the potential
association between brain microstructural damage and
apathy, using both self- and informant-rated version of the
AES, and by the apathy subscale of FrSBe, in the early stages
of ALS according to a validated staging system for ALS.

2. Methods

2.1. Case Selection. Twenty-two right-handed patients (13
men, 9 women; mean age 58.19± 9.63), 14 with definite
ALS and 8 with probable or probable laboratory-supported
ALS, according to the revised El Escorial criteria [39], were
consecutively recruited at the First Division of Neurology of
the University of Campania “Luigi Vanvitelli” (Naples, Italy).
Genetic analysis was performed in all patients, exploring
C9ORF72 expansion and mutations of superoxide dismutase
1 (SOD1), TAR DNA binding protein (TARDBP), and fused

in sarcoma/translocated in liposarcoma (FUS/TLS). Only a
woman with familial ALS, carrier of FUS/TLS gene mutation
(codon 1622 G>A), was not included in the analysis. With
regard to clinical phenotypes, according to the ALS subtype
classification of Chiò et al. [40], 9 patients had a bulbar onset
and 13 a spinal onset; disease phenotypes were classic (n = 8),
bulbar (n = 4), flail arm (n = 2), flail leg (n = 1), and pyrami-
dal (n = 7). Patients were classified according to King’s
clinical staging system for ALS [41] as follows: Stage 1:
involvement of a first region; Stage 2: involvement of a
second region; Stage 3: involvement of a third region; and
Stage 4: need for gastrostomy or respiratory support (nonin-
vasive ventilation). All the patients enrolled were in King’s
clinical stage 1 or 2.

As for clinical parameters, we administered the ALS
functional rating scale-revised (ALSFRS-R) score, an index
of disability status [42], and the Upper Motor Neuron
(UMN) score, a measure of pyramidal dysfunction through
the evaluation of the number of pathologic reflexes elicited
from 16 body sites (i.e., one-sided, glabellum and masseter,
and, bilaterally, orbicularis oris, biceps, triceps, finger jerk,
knee, ankle, and Babinski responses) [43]. Moreover, we also
estimated the disease progression rate according to the fol-
lowing formula: 48−ALSFRS-R score/months of disease
duration [44]. None of the patients had additional neurolog-
ical diseases or previous mental illnesses.

Nineteen right-handed healthy control subjects (HCs)
(9 men, 10 women; mean age 57.53± 9.03) were enrolled
by “word of mouth” among (nonphysician) employees at
the University (n = 10) or friends and colleagues of patients’
caregivers (n = 9). HCs were cognitively normal and had no
comorbid neurological, psychiatric, or medical conditions;
moreover, they were age-, sex- and education-matched with
the enrolled ALS patients (Table 1).

2.2. Neuropsychological Assessment. A 60min neuropsycho-
logical battery, assessing cognitive functioning/ability (global
cognitive assessment and executive, memory, and visuo-
spatial abilities) and frontal behavioral disorders, was
designed by a team of neurologists and neuropsychologists
experienced in the study and management of motor neuron
diseases and cognitive decline. Although this neuropsycho-
logical battery was not ALS-specific, the tests administered
have been widely used in ALS and other movement disorders
[45–48]. All tests were administered in the morning follow-
ing the same sequence to avoid possible interference of the
answers of one test over the others [47]. Moreover, if the
subject was tired during testing, a further session was
scheduled to complete the battery within two weeks from
the first one. Considering that respiratory dysfunction may
affect cognitive performances [49–51], oxygen saturation
and forced vital capacity (FVC) were measured at the time
of each examination (i.e., no participants showed oxygen
saturation< 92mmHg and FVC< 80%) [47].

2.2.1. Cognition. The following cognitive domains were
evaluated in both ALS patients and HCs: (1) global cognitive
impairment by Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE); (2)
executive functions (i.e., the inhibitory control) by the Stroop
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Color-Word Interference test using the Stroop Executive
Factor (SEF) [52], which accounts for motor disability [48],
and by the forward and backward digit span tasks [53],
assessing working memory and sustained attention; (3)
language (i.e., verbal comprehension abilities), by Token
Test [54]; (4) long-term verbal memory, by memory prose
test [55]; (5) nonverbal abstract reasoning by Raven’s
Colored Progressive Matrices (RCPM) [56]; and (6) visuo-
spatial abilities by visual discrimination (scrawls) test [54].

2.2.2. Neurobehavioral Aspects. Apathy was evaluated by
both self-rated and informant-rated versions of the apathy
subscale of the FrSBe [18, 19] and AES scales (S-AES
and I-AES) [21]. As for FrSBe (score range: 46–230 points
for total score; 14–70 points for apathy subscale), the raw

scores were converted to T-scores according to gender, age,
and years of education [19]. T-Scores were considered as
“borderline” impaired when ranging from 60 to 64, while
T-scores higher than or equal to 65 reflected pathological
changes [57].

As for AES (score range: 18–72 points), we used a cut-off
score of 41 for I-AES and 40 for S-AES. These clinical thresh-
olds were estimated using descriptive statistics as reported in
Marin et al. [21] and using 2 standard deviations above the
mean as critical value. In addition to total score, the AES
subscale scores (i.e., cognitive, behavioral, emotional, and
other subscales) [21, 25] were employed for the analyses.
All subjects completed the Beck Depression Inventory-II
(BDI-II) [58], with score range from 0 to 63 points; the
standard cut-off ranges were as follows: 0–9 indicated

Table 1: Detailed patients and controls characteristics of the patients included in the study.

Parameters ALS patients mean (SD) (n = 21) Controls mean (SD) (n = 19) p (<.05)
Demographic and clinical measures

Age 58.4 (9.83) 57.5 (9.03) .77

Male/female 13/8 9/10 .35

Education 11.3 (4.6) 11.53 (3.94) .87

Disease duration (months) 18.71 (11.1) —

Disease progression rate .035 (.037) —

ALSFRS-R score 41.3 (3.5) —

UMN score 6.1 (4.5) —

Neuropsychological parameters

MMSE 28.9 (1.4) 29.72 (1.18) .06

Digit span test: forward 5.2 (1.5) 5.53 (1.01) .4

Digit span test: backward 4.2 (1.3) 4.59 (.8) .4

Token 33.9 (2.08) 35 (1.2) .07

Memory prose 12.7 (2.96) 14.3 (2.1) .06

RCPM 27.1 (4.2) 30 (2.82) .08

Visual discrimination of scrawls 30.4 (1.5) 30.4 (1.3) .96

SEF .3 (.7) .18 (.53) .52

Neurobehavioral variables

S-AES total score 27.3 (6.7) 25.8 (5.28) .47

Cognitive factor 12.3 (4.3) 11.5 (2.5) .51

Behavioral factor 6.9 (1.3) 6.5 (1.5) .4

Emotional factor 3.4 (1.18) 2.8 (.7) .09

Other factors 4.6 (1.27) 4.9 (1.4) .5

I-AES total score 28.6 (7.3) 29.4 (6.3) .77

Cognitive factor 12.8 (3.6) 13 (2.7) .9

Behavioral factor 7.2 (1.8) 7.6 (2.7) .64

Emotional factor 3.5 (1.4) 3.5 (1.5) .9

Other factors 5 (1.6) 5.2 (1.9) .78

FrSBe (patient form, total T-score) 49.2 (7.8) — —

FrSBe (caregiver form, total T-score) 57.1 (8.7) — —

FrSBe (patient form, apathy T-score) 47.9 (9.4) — —

FrSBe (caregiver form, apathy T-score) 58.1 (10.8) — —

BDI-II 11.6 (5.9) 10.18 (8.04) .57

ALSFRS-R =Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis Functional Rating Scale-Revised; S-, I-AES = self-rated, informant-rated Apathy Evaluation Scale; BDI-II = Beck
Depression Inventory II; FrSBe = Frontal Systems Behavior; MMSE = Mini-Mental State Examination; RCPM=Raven’s Colored Progressive Matrices;
SEF = Stroop Executive Factor; UMN=Upper Motor Neuron.
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minimal depression, 10–18 indicated mild depression, 19–29
indicated moderate depression, and 30–63 indicated severe
depression [58]. Overall, higher scores indicated more severe
behavioral symptoms for all these scales.

2.3. Statistical Analysis: Between-Group Comparisons of
Demographic, Clinical and Neuropsychological Data. Demo-
graphic, clinical, and neuropsychological data were reported
for ALS patients and HCs. The Shapiro-Wilk test was used
to assess normality and statistical dependency from the
distribution of the data; t-tests, Mann-Whitney U tests, and
chi-square tests (all Bonferroni corrected) were used to
compare demographic, clinical, neuropsychological, and
neurobehavioral scores between ALS patients and HCs. SPSS
statistics 21.0 was used to perform all statistical analyses.

For more details about the correlations between apathy
scores (i.e., S- and I-AES and apathy subscales of FrSBe)
and whole-brain DTI measures, see paragraph on Section 2.6.

2.4. Ethics Statement. The research was conducted accord-
ing to the principles expressed in the Declaration of
Helsinki. Ethical approval was obtained from the Ethics
Committee of the University of Campania “Luigi Vanvitelli”
of Naples. Patient or family written consent was obtained
from each participant.

2.5. Imaging Acquisition. Magnetic-resonance images were
acquired on a 3T scanner equipped with an 8-channel paral-
lel head coil (General Electric Healthcare, Milwaukee, Wis-
consin). Whole-brain DTI was performed using a GRE EPI
sequence (repetition time=10,000ms, echo time= 88ms,
field of view=320mm, isotropic resolution=2.5mm, b
value = 1000 s/mm2, 32 isotropically distributed gradients,
and frequency-encoding RL).

2.6. Diffusion Tensor Imaging (DTI) Analysis. A voxel-based
TBSS approach was used for the group analysis of DTI data
[38]. DTI data sets were processed with the Functional MRI
of the Brain (FMRIB) Software Library (FSL) software pack-
age (http://www.fmrib.ox.ac.uk/fsl), according to methods
used in our previous studies [59, 60]. Preprocessing included
eddy current and motion correction and brain-tissue extrac-
tion. After preprocessing, DTI images were averaged and
concatenated into 33 (1 B=0+32 B=1000) volumes, and a
diffusion tensor model was fitted at each voxel, generating
AD, FA, MD, and eigenvalue (λ1, λ2, and λ3) maps. The
average of the second and third eigenvalues of the diffusion
tensor was used for the definition of RD. Images were warped
to the Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI) 152 template,
available as a standard T1 data set in the FSL software pack-
age. TBSS was run with FA maps to create the “skeleton,”
which represents the center of all fiber bundles common to
all subjects, and which was used for all other maps. To this
purpose, FA images of all subjects (n = 40) were aligned to
a common target (1× 1× 1mmMNI152 FMRIB58_FA stan-
dard space) using nonlinear registration. Amean FA skeleton
was then created with threshold of FA> 0.2. Age, gender, and
education were considered as covariates. Moreover, the TBSS
results were linked to standard anatomic data derived from
the International Consortium of Brain Mapping DTI-81

WM label atlas (Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, MD)
[61, 62]. Individual skeleton images were submitted to a gen-
eral linear model (GLM) analysis with appropriate design
matrices and linear contrasts defined for the group compari-
sons and the correlations between all diffusivity parameters
(FA, RD, MD, and AD) and clinical measures of apathy
(score on self- and informant-rated AES, including the four
factors of AES and T-scores of self- and informant-rated
versions of the apathy subscale of the FrSBe) and depression
(BDI-II scores). The results of voxel-wise correlations were
shown on the skeleton map after correction for multiple
comparison with the threshold-free cluster enhancement
(TFCE) technique [38]. Age, gender, and education were
considered as covariates, except for T-scores of the apathy
subscale of the FrSBe.

3. Results

Demographic (age, gender, and education), clinical (disease
duration, UMN scores, ALSFRS-R total score and subscores,
and disease progression rate), neuropsychological, and
neurobehavioral data of the ALS cohort (n = 21) and the
HC group (n = 19) are reported in Table 1. Patients and
HCs did not differ on demographic, cognitive, and behavioral
parameters (Table 1). 4.7% of ALS patients (n = 1) and 5.2%
of healthy subjects (n = 1) were above cut-off for apathy on
the S-AES. Moreover, the same results were found when
apathy was identified by the I-AES.

According to cut-off of BDI-II, 9 ALS patients and 11
healthy controls exhibited minimum depression; 9 ALS
patients and 7 healthy controls, mild depression; and 3 ALS
patients and 1 healthy control, moderate/severe depression.

3.1. TBSS DTI Analysis. Compared to HCs, ALS patients
exhibited a decreased FA (p < 05, TFCE corrected) in the
WM underneath the precentral gyri, in the body of the
corpus callosum (CC) and in the bilateral anterior cingulate
bundles (Figure 1), while no significant differences were
observed in whole-brain MD, AD, and RD values.

3.2. Correlation between Apathy Scores and MRI
Abnormalities. S-AES scores were positively correlated with
RD measures (Figure 2) (p < 05, TFCE corrected) in the
splenium of the CC. Significant inverse correlations were
found between the score on the self-rated version of the
apathy subscore of FrSBe and FA measures (p < 05, TFCE
corrected) in the left superior longitudinal fasciculus, in the
right and left inferior longitudinal fasciculus, in the left
fronto-occipital fasciculus, in the left uncinate fasciculus, in
the left anterior cingulum bundle, and in the left thalamus
(Figure 2). Moreover, positive correlations were revealed
between the score on the self-rated version of the apathy sub-
score of FrSBe and RDmeasures (p < 05, TFCE corrected) in
the splenium of the CC. Score on the informant-rated version
of the apathy subscore of FrSBe was found to be inversely
correlated with FA (p < 05, TFCE corrected) in the WM
underneath the left temporal fusiform cortex. Finally, no sig-
nificant correlation was reported between the BDI-II scores
and the DTI measures and between the four factors (i.e.,
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cognitive, behavioral, emotional, and other) of self-rated and
informant-rated versions of the AES and the DTI metrics.

4. Discussion

Our findings revealed that ALS patients, in early stages of
disease and without cognitive or behavioral impairment,
may exhibit microstructural changes in both motor (corti-
cospinal tracts, midbody of CC) and extra-motor (bilateral
anterior cingulate bundles) WM tracts. Moreover, in our
population, FA and RD changes in several associative fiber
tracts in frontal, temporal and parietal lobes were found to
be related to severity of apathy when evaluated by self- and
informant ratings. Our results thus suggest that subtle WM

changes can be associated with mild behavioral symptoms
in ALS even in the absence of overt cognitive and behavioral
impairment. Besides allowing the confirmation of previous
results, the present study expanded previous analyses
towards the use of both self- and informant-rated versions
of the AES and of the FrSBe to measure the severity of apathy,
enabling the investigation of the potential correlations
existing between changes in patients’ apathy scores and
whole-brain DTI measures.

Microstructural alterations in the CC found in our ALS
population were similar to those reported in other cohorts
of ALS patients [59, 60]. Similar to previous studies, we
performed a TBSS analysis of DTI data, a hypothesis-free
technique which is capable of detecting structural changes

MNI (Z)

p < .05
TFCE corrected

99 102 105 108 111

Figure 1: Comparison between FA statistic parametric maps of ALS patients versus HCs. FA decrease (red-yellow scale, p < 05, TCFE
corrected; green: skeleton) is evident bilaterally in the midbody of the corpus callosum and in the anterior cingulum bundles.
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Figure 2: Voxel-wise correlation analyses between apathy scores (S-AES scores and self-rated apathy T-scores of FrSBe) and RD/FA in the
studied ALS sample. Patterns of positive correlation (p < 05, TCFE corrected; red-yellow scale; green: skeleton) between S-AES scores and RD
in the splenium of the CC and of negative correlation (p < 05, TCFE corrected; red-yellow scale; green: skeleton) between apathy T-scores of
FrSBe and FA in several associative WM tracts in the patients’ group.

5Behavioural Neurology



over the whole brain and therefore highlights the structural
process of disease spreading across WM fibers known to
connect motor areas [59, 60, 63]. Structural neuroimaging
evidence of CC damage seems to provide, in vivo, the same
neuropathological signatures of neurodegeneration widely
reported in both animal models [64] and autopsied patients
[65]. Interestingly, executive and behavioral dysfunctions
have been shown to be associated mainly with a degeneration
of the anterior part of CC (e.g., genu) in several cohorts of
ALS patients [63, 65] as well as in FTLD phenotypes, in sup-
port of the existence of a frontotemporal lobar degeneration
continuum [66]. Moreover, among associative WM tracts
in the frontal lobe, the anterior cingulum bundle is adjacent
to the motor cortex, and its microstructural damage in ALS
has been hypothesized to be related to the pattern of cortico-
fugal disease spreading [67, 68]. The functional involvement
of the anterior cingulum in a network of multiple frontal
brain regions, which are connected to the basal ganglia and
limbic system and which substantially regulate goal-
directed and socioemotional behaviors [37, 69–71] and
inhibitory control [72], may explain the strong association
between the alterations in the anterior cingulum bundle
and apathy in both FTLD [69] and ALS [6, 26, 27] patients.
Moreover, we observed that not only the FA values in the
anterior cingulum bundle, together with FA changes in more
widespread WM areas, including several long associative
WM tracts, were related to severity of apathy when evaluated
by the self-rated apathy subscore of FrSBe. This finding
suggests an involvement of more distributed cerebral areas
in determining apathy, as also revealed in other neurodegen-
erative diseases, such as Parkinson’s [73] and Alzheimer’s
[74] diseases, and in neuropsychiatric disorders [75]. Taken
together, these results substantially expand the microstruc-
tural correlates of apathy and may therefore account for the
multidomain structure of this behavioral symptom, which
has been previously divided into three different subtypes:
cognitive, emotional/affective, and initiation apathy [3].
Indeed, although the apathy subscale of FrSBe allows evaluat-
ing apathy as a unitary construct, without excluding the poten-
tial confounding effects of motor symptoms on the assessment
of this behavioral symptom, a neurobiological model of apa-
thy, known as “the ABC model” [27, 76], currently recognizes
three aspects of apathy with different clinical manifestations
[23]: (i) affective-emotional apathy, affecting the skill of using
emotional context to guide behavior and leading to altered
social interactions; (ii) behavioral apathy, which may affect
spontaneous patterns of motor movement; and (iii) cognitive
apathy, which significantly reduces goal-directed behaviors.
Moreover, a valuable overcome of this model has been
represented by the “Dimensional Apathy Framework,” which
proposed three types of apathy: “initiation, executive, and
emotional” apathy [77]. The three types are measured by the
DAS, a reliable scale exploring multidimensional apathy in
ALS patients by minimising the effects of motor impairment
[20, 77]. In this regard, our findings of the relationship
between apathy and changes of DTI metrics in more wide-
spread WM areas, beyond the anterior cingulum bundle,
deserve to be further investigated in future studies where
apathy should be evaluated by DAS. Conversely, the evidence

of no significant differences between the subfactors of the AES
between the ALS group and healthy subjects and of no corre-
lation between the subfactors of the AES and DTI parameters
within the ALS group may further underline the intrinsic lim-
itation of the AES as a one-dimensional apathy measurement
scale, with a unitary outcome score, thereby resulting in not
being useful for assessingmultidimensional apathy [3]. Impor-
tantly, Radakovic et al. [78] revealed that in ALS patients, only
“initiation” apathy was significantly associated with verbal
fluency deficit, while “emotional” apathy was significantly
associated with emotional recognition deficits, suggesting that
emotional and initiation apathy may have dissociated neural
correlates. However, the implementation of the DAS has been
limited by its only recent validation in other languages other
than English [79]. In particular, at the time of our data collec-
tion, the DAS was still not validated in the Italian language,
and therefore, we could not employ it in the present study,
prospecting to use this scale in future analyses.

When we assessed apathy by the specific subscale of the
FrSBe, our findings revealed significant correlations between
apathy T-scores and FA measures in several associative WM
tracts, resembling the findings by Tsujimoto et al. [36], who
reported that the severity of apathy was significantly related
to FA decrease within the WM underneath the right medial
frontal gyrus. Woolley et al. [37] also revealed a significant
correlation between changes of apathy subscores of FrSBe
and FA decrease in WM underneath bilateral primary motor
areas and in the right anterior cingulum bundle and superior
longitudinal fasciculus. However, the diverging results
obtained by these studies compared to ours might be related
to differences in clinical characteristics of the samples
included and to methodological differences.

RD measures in the splenium of the CC were found
significantly related to the self-rated AES and FrSBe apathy
T-scores assessed in our ALS population, as also previously
described in some non-ALS cohorts of apathetic patients
[80, 81]. In particular, Tu et al. [80] reported that the WM
damage of the splenium of the CC in Alzheimer’s disease
and subcortical ischemic vascular disease patients was corre-
lated with the severity of apathy through the involvement of
general cognition and dementia severity. Considering that
the WM integrity of the body and splenium of the CC is
supposed to be related to general cognition on the basis of
their numerous fiber projections [82], the reported associa-
tion between the severity of apathy and the WM integrity
of the splenium adds evidence to the notion that widespread
WM disconnection and defective cognition may both signif-
icantly affect the mechanisms underlying apathy [80]. In
support of the abovementioned suggestion, we also found
that the informant-rated apathy subscore of FrSBe was
inversely related to FA in the WM underneath the left
temporal fusiform cortex, which is in line with recent find-
ings concerning the association between apathy scores and
frontotemporal regional cerebral blood flow measures in
patients with amnestic mild cognitive impairment (aMCI),
especially in those with a high probability of being in the
aMCI stage of AD [83].

Major limitations of our study are the use of a non-ALS-
specific neuropsychological protocol and the recruitment of a
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small sample size of ALS patients. Specifically, apathy assess-
ment by the subscale of FrSBe, albeit often adopted for ALS
patients [4, 36, 57], may be confounded by the presence of
motor and bulbar symptoms. Future investigations using
ALS-specific neuropsychological protocols, as well as the
DAS, to evaluate the multidimensional nature of apathy,
should be performed. Moreover, we did not perform a multi-
modal neuroimaging analysis to combine (and investigate
both) WM and grey matter (GM) correlates of apathy.
However, when using available T1 MRI data in a standard
voxel-based morphometry (VBM) as described previously
[60] (data not shown), we did not detect clusters of signifi-
cant GM atrophy in ALS patients, likely due to the small
sample size. Nonetheless, a voxel-wise meta-analysis of 29
VMB studies involving several cohorts of ALS patients
revealed that clusters of GM atrophy were mainly located in
the right precentral gyrus, the left rolandic operculum, the
left lenticular nucleus, and the right anterior cingulate/
paracingulate gyri [84], confirming the multisystem nature
of ALS, involving extra-motor areas besides the motor sys-
tem. Of note, multimodal structural approaches, combining
both DTI and voxel- or surface-based morphometry mea-
sures, have been shown to be more sensitive than each
modality separately in the individual ALS patient classifica-
tion [85, 86], thereby overcoming potential limitations
related to each technique for diagnostic purposes.

In conclusion, we identified widespread microstructural
correlates of apathy in early stages of ALS. These correlates
involve the cingulum bundle and further extend over fronto-
temporal WM areas. The early involvement of nonmotor
areas highlights the multisystem nature of ALS already at
the early stages of the disease. Thus, more accurate protocols
for the multidimensional assessment of apathy should be
implemented routinely in the clinical management of ALS
patients. This could help to identify early apathy in ALS, to
plan tailored therapeutic interventions, and to improve
patients’ and caregivers’ quality of life.

Data Availability

The MRI and neuropsychological data used to support the
findings of this study are available from the corresponding
author upon request.

Conflicts of Interest

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest
regarding this article.

Authors’ Contributions

Cinzia Femiano and Francesca Trojsi have equally contrib-
uted to this work.

Acknowledgments

The authors are grateful to Dr. Antonella Paccone for her
expert technical assistance and to all patients with ALS

and control subjects who kindly agreed to take part in
this research.

References

[1] R. S. Marin, “Apathy: concept, syndrome, neural mechanisms,
and treatment,” Seminars in Clinical Neuropsychiatry, vol. 1,
no. 4, pp. 304–314, 1996.

[2] T. N. Chase, “Apathy in neuropsychiatric disease: diagnosis,
pathophysiology and treatment,” Neurotoxicity Research,
vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 266–278, 2011.

[3] R. Radakovic, C. Harley, S. Abrahams, and J. M. Starr, “A
systematic review of the validity and reliability of apathy scales
in neurodegenerative conditions,” International Psychogeria-
trics, vol. 27, no. 6, pp. 903–923, 2015.

[4] A. B. Grossman, S. Woolley-Levine, W. G. Bradley, and
R. G. Miller, “Detecting neurobehavioral changes in amyotro-
phic lateral sclerosis,” Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis, vol. 8,
no. 1, pp. 56–61, 2007.

[5] M. Witgert, A. R. Salamone, A. M. Strutt et al., “Frontal-lobe
mediated behavioral dysfunction in amyotrophic lateral
sclerosis,” European Journal of Neurology, vol. 17, no. 1,
pp. 103–110, 2010.

[6] P. Lillo, E. Mioshi, M. C. Zoing, M. C. Kiernan, and J. R.
Hodges, “How common are behavioural changes in amyotro-
phic lateral sclerosis?,” Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis, vol. 12,
no. 1, pp. 45–51, 2011.

[7] J. R. Burrell, G. M. Halliday, J. J. Kril et al., “The fronto-
temporal dementia-motor neuron disease continuum,” The
Lancet, vol. 388, no. 10047, pp. 919–931, 2016.

[8] M. J. Strong, S. Abrahams, L. H. Goldstein et al., “Amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis - frontotemporal spectrum disorder (ALS-
FTSD): revised diagnostic criteria,” Amyotrophic Lateral
Sclerosis and Frontotemporal Degeneration, vol. 18, no. 3-4,
pp. 153–174, 2017.

[9] D. Neary, J. S. Snowden, L. Gustafson et al., “Frontotemporal
lobar degeneration: a consensus on clinical diagnostic criteria,”
Neurology, vol. 51, no. 6, pp. 1546–1554, 1998.

[10] K. Rascovsky, J. R. Hodges, D. Knopman et al., “Sensitivity of
revised diagnostic criteria for the behavioural variant of
frontotemporal dementia,” Brain, vol. 134, no. 9, pp. 2456–
2477, 2011.

[11] R. K. Olney, J. Murphy, D. Forshew et al., “The effects of
executive and behavioral dysfunction on the course of ALS,”
Neurology, vol. 65, no. 11, pp. 1774–1777, 2005.

[12] Z. Xu, A. R. S. Alruwaili, R. D. Henderson, and P. A.
McCombe, “Screening for cognitive and behavioural impair-
ment in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis: frequency of abnormal-
ity and effect on survival,” Journal of the Neurological Sciences,
vol. 376, pp. 16–23, 2017.

[13] J. Wolf, A. Safer, J. C. Wöhrle et al., “Variability and
prognostic relevance of different phenotypes in amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis - data from a population-based registry,”
Journal of the Neurological Sciences, vol. 345, no. 1-2,
pp. 164–167, 2014.

[14] W. T. Hu, M. Shelnutt, A. Wilson et al., “Behavior matters –
cognitive predictors of survival in amyotrophic lateral
sclerosis,” PLoS One, vol. 8, no. 2, article e57584, 2013.

[15] E. Mioshi, J. Caga, P. Lillo et al., “Neuropsychiatric changes
precede classic motor symptoms in ALS and do not affect
survival,” Neurology, vol. 82, no. 2, pp. 149–155, 2014.

7Behavioural Neurology



[16] J. Caga, M. R. Turner, S. Hsieh et al., “Apathy is associated with
poor prognosis in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis,” European
Journal of Neurology, vol. 23, no. 5, pp. 891–897, 2016.

[17] A. Chio, A. Ilardi, S. Cammarosano, C. Moglia, A. Montuschi,
and A. Calvo, “Neurobehavioral dysfunction in ALS has a
negative effect on outcome and use of PEG and NIV,” Neurol-
ogy, vol. 78, no. 14, pp. 1085–1089, 2012.

[18] J. Grace, J. C. Stout, and P. F. Malloy, “Assessing frontal lobe
behavioral syndromes with the frontal lobe personality scale,”
Assessment, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 269–284, 1999.

[19] J. Grace and P. Malloy, Frontal Systems Behavior Scale (FrSBe):
Professional Manual, Psychological Assessment Resources,
Lutz, FL, USA, 2001.

[20] R. Radakovic, L. Stephenson, S. Colville, R. Swingler,
S. Chandran, and S. Abrahams, “Multidimensional apathy in
ALS: validation of the Dimensional Apathy Scale,” Journal of
Neurology, Neurosurgery, and Psychiatry, vol. 87, no. 6,
pp. 663–669, 2016.

[21] R. S. Marin, R. C. Biedrzycki, and S. Firinciogullari, “Reliability
and validity of the Apathy Evaluation Scale,” Psychiatry
Research, vol. 38, no. 2, pp. 143–162, 1991.

[22] D. E. Clarke, J. Y. Ko, E. A. Kuhl, R. van Reekum,
R. Salvador, and R. S. Marin, “Are the available apathy
measures reliable and valid? A review of the psychometric
evidence,” Journal of Psychosomatic Research, vol. 70, no. 1,
pp. 73–97, 2011.

[23] R. S. Marin, “Apathy: a neuropsychiatric syndrome,” The
Journal of Neuropsychiatry and Clinical Neurosciences, vol. 3,
no. 3, pp. 243–254, 1991.

[24] D. B. Kay, L. Kirsch-Darrow, L. B. Zahodne, M. S. Okun, and
D. Bowers, “Dimensions of apathy in Parkinson’s disease:
exploratory factor analysis of the apathy scale,” Journal of
Parkinson's Disease, vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 161–166, 2012.

[25] G. Santangelo, P. Barone, S. Cuoco et al., “Apathy in untreated,
de novo patients with Parkinson’s disease: validation study of
Apathy Evaluation Scale,” Journal of Neurology, vol. 261,
no. 12, pp. 2319–2328, 2014.

[26] S. L. Meier, A. J. Charleston, and L. J. Tippett, “Cognitive and
behavioural deficits associated with the orbitomedial prefron-
tal cortex in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis,” Brain, vol. 133,
no. 11, pp. 3444–3457, 2010.

[27] R. Levy and B. Dubois, “Apathy and the functional anatomy of
the prefrontal cortex–basal ganglia circuits,” Cerebral Cortex,
vol. 16, no. 7, pp. 916–928, 2006.

[28] C. Pierpaoli and P. J. Basser, “Toward a quantitative
assessment of diffusion anisotropy,” Magnetic Resonance in
Medicine, vol. 36, no. 6, pp. 893–906, 1996.

[29] D. le Bihan, J.-F. Mangin, C. Poupon et al., “Diffusion tensor
imaging: concepts and applications,” Journal of Magnetic
Resonance Imaging, vol. 13, no. 4, pp. 534–546, 2001.

[30] S. J. Teipel, M. Walter, Y. Likitjaroen, P. Schönknecht, and
O. Gruber, “Diffusion tensor imaging in Alzheimer’s disease
and affective disorders,” European Archives of Psychiatry
and Clinical Neuroscience, vol. 264, no. 6, pp. 467–483,
2014.

[31] F. Agosta, M. Weiler, and M. Filippi, “Propagation of pathol-
ogy through brain networks in neurodegenerative diseases:
from molecules to clinical phenotypes,” CNS Neuroscience &
Therapeutics, vol. 21, no. 10, pp. 754–767, 2015.

[32] J. Kassubek and H. P. Müller, “Computer-based magnetic
resonance imaging as a tool in clinical diagnosis in

neurodegenerative diseases,” Expert Review of Neurotherapeu-
tics, vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 295–306, 2016.

[33] D. Baldaranov, A. Khomenko, I. Kobor et al., “Longitudinal
diffusion tensor imaging-based assessment of tract alterations:
an application to amyotrophic lateral sclerosis,” Frontiers in
Human Neuroscience, vol. 11, p. 567, 2017.

[34] E. Kasper, C. Schuster, J. Machts et al., “Microstructural white
matter changes underlying cognitive and behavioural impair-
ment in ALS–an in vivo study using DTI,” PLoS One, vol. 9,
no. 12, article e114543, 2014.

[35] P. Lillo, S. Savage, E. Mioshi, M. C. Kiernan, and J. R. Hodges,
“Amyotrophic lateral sclerosis and frontotemporal dementia: a
behavioural and cognitive continuum,” Amyotrophic Lateral
Sclerosis, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 102–109, 2012.

[36] M. Tsujimoto, J. Senda, T. Ishihara et al., “Behavioral changes
in early ALS correlate with voxel-based morphometry and
diffusion tensor imaging,” Journal of the Neurological Sciences,
vol. 307, no. 1-2, pp. 34–40, 2011.

[37] S. C. Woolley, Y. Zhang, N. Schuff, M. W. Weiner, and J. S.
Katz, “Neuroanatomical correlates of apathy in ALS using 4
Tesla diffusion tensor MRI,” Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis,
vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 52–58, 2011.

[38] S. M. Smith, M. Jenkinson, H. Johansen-Berg et al., “Tract-
based spatial statistics: voxelwise analysis of multi-subject
diffusion data,” NeuroImage, vol. 31, no. 4, pp. 1487–1505,
2006.

[39] B. R. Brooks, R. G. Miller, M. Swash, T. L. Munsat, and World
Federation of Neurology Research Group on Motor Neuron
Diseases, “El Escorial revisited: revised criteria for the diagno-
sis of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis,” Amyotrophic Lateral
Sclerosis and Other Motor Neuron Disorders, vol. 1, no. 5,
pp. 293–299, 2009.

[40] A. Chiò, A. Calvo, C. Moglia, L. Mazzini, G. Mora, and
PARALS study group, “Phenotypic heterogeneity of amyotro-
phic lateral sclerosis: a population based study,” Journal of
Neurology, Neurosurgery, and Psychiatry, vol. 82, no. 7,
pp. 740–746, 2011.

[41] R. Balendra, A. Jones, N. Jivraj et al., “Use of clinical staging
in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis for phase 3 clinical trials,”
Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery, and Psychiatry, vol. 86,
no. 1, pp. 45–49, 2015.

[42] J. M. Cedarbaum, N. Stambler, E. Malta et al., “The ALSFRS-R:
a revised ALS functional rating scale that incorporates
assessments of respiratory function. BDNF ALS study group
(phase III),” Journal of the Neurological Sciences, vol. 169,
no. 1-2, pp. 13–21, 1999.

[43] M. R. Turner, A. Cagnin, F. E. Turkheimer et al., “Evidence of
widespread cerebral microglial activation in amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis: an [11C](R)-PK11195 positron emission
tomography study,” Neurobiology of Disease, vol. 15, no. 3,
pp. 601–609, 2004.

[44] F. Kimura, C. Fujimura, S. Ishida et al., “Progression rate of
ALSFRS-R at time of diagnosis predicts survival time in
ALS,” Neurology, vol. 66, no. 2, pp. 265–267, 2006.

[45] J. Phukan, M. Elamin, P. Bede et al., “The syndrome of
cognitive impairment in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis: a
population-based study,” Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery,
and Psychiatry, vol. 83, no. 1, pp. 102–108, 2011.

[46] G. Santangelo, C. Vitale, L. Trojano et al., “Neuropsychological
correlates of theory of mind in patients with early Parkinson’s
disease,”Movement Disorders, vol. 27, no. 1, pp. 98–105, 2012.

8 Behavioural Neurology



[47] A. Montuschi, B. Iazzolino, A. Calvo et al., “Cognitive
correlates in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis: a population-
based study in Italy,” Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery,
and Psychiatry, vol. 86, no. 2, pp. 168–173, 2015.

[48] T. Burke, M. Elamin, P. Bede et al., “Discordant performance
on the ‘Reading the Mind in the Eyes’ test, based on disease
onset in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis,” Amyotrophic Lateral
Sclerosis and Frontotemporal Degeneration, vol. 17, no. 7-8,
pp. 467–472, 2016.

[49] S. M. Kim, K. M. Lee, Y. H. Hong et al., “Relation between
cognitive dysfunction and reduced vital capacity in amyotro-
phic lateral sclerosis,” Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery,
and Psychiatry, vol. 78, no. 12, pp. 1387–1389, 2007.

[50] T. J. Braley, A. L. Kratz, N. Kaplish, and R. D. Chervin, “Sleep
and cognitive function in multiple sclerosis,” Sleep, vol. 39,
no. 8, pp. 1525–1533, 2016.

[51] P. Y. Gülhan, E. Bulcun, M. Gülhan, D. Çimen, A. Ekici, and
M. Ekici, “Low cognitive ability in subjects with bronchiecta-
sis,” Respiratory Care, vol. 60, no. 11, pp. 1610–1615, 2015.

[52] P. Caffarra, G. Vezzadini, F. Dieci, F. Zonato, and A. Venneri,
“A short version of the Stroop test: normative data in an Italian
population sample,” Nuova Rivista di Neurologia, vol. 12,
pp. 111–115, 2002.

[53] M. Monaco, A. Costa, C. Caltagirone, and G. A. Carlesimo,
“Erratum to: forward and backward span for verbal and
visuo-spatial data: standardization and normative data from
an Italian adult population,” Neurological Sciences, vol. 36,
no. 2, pp. 345–347, 2015.

[54] H. Spinnler and G. Tognoni, “Standardizzazione e taratura
italiana di test neuropsicologici,” Italian Journal of Neurologi-
cal Sciences, vol. 8, no. 6, Supplement, pp. 21–120, 1987.

[55] G. Novelli, C. Papagno, E. Capitani, M. Laiacona, S. F. Cappa,
and G. Vallar, “Three clinical tests for the assessment of verbal
long-term memory function. Norms from 320 normal sub-
jects,” Archivio di Psicologia, Neurologia e Psichiatria, vol. 47,
no. 2, pp. 278–296, 1986.

[56] G. A. Carlesimo, C. Caltagirone, G. Gainotti et al., “TheMental
Deterioration Battery: normative data, diagnostic reliability
and qualitative analyses of cognitive impairment,” European
Neurology, vol. 36, no. 6, pp. 378–384, 1.

[57] A. Chiò, A. Vignola, E. Mastro et al., “Neurobehavioral
symptoms in ALS are negatively related to caregivers' burden
and quality of life,” European Journal of Neurology, vol. 17,
no. 10, pp. 1298–1303, 2010.

[58] A. T. Beck, R. A. Steer, and G. K. Brown, Manual for the
Beck Depression Inventory-II, Psychological Corporation, San
Antionio, TX, USA, 1996.

[59] M. Cirillo, F. Esposito, G. Tedeschi et al., “Widespread micro-
structural white matter involvement in amyotrophic lateral
sclerosis: a whole-brain DTI study,” AJNR American Journal
of Neuroradiology, vol. 33, no. 6, pp. 1102–1108, 2012.

[60] F. Trojsi, G. Caiazzo, D. Corbo et al., “Microstructural changes
across different clinical milestones of disease in amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis,” PLoS One, vol. 10, no. 3, article e0119045,
2015.

[61] K. Hua, J. Zhang, S. Wakana et al., “Tract probability maps in
stereotaxic spaces: analyses of white matter anatomy and tract-
specific quantification,” NeuroImage, vol. 39, no. 1, pp. 336–
347, 2008.

[62] S. Wakana, A. Caprihan, M. M. Panzenboeck et al.,
“Reproducibility of quantitative tractography methods applied

to cerebral white matter,” NeuroImage, vol. 36, no. 3, pp. 630–
644, 2007.

[63] M. R. Turner and R. A. L. Menke, “The tough body at the epi-
centre of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis,” Journal of Neurology,
Neurosurgery, and Psychiatry, vol. 88, no. 5, pp. 369.2–36370,
2017.

[64] G. M. Thomsen, A. M. Ma, A. Ko et al., “A model of recurrent
concussion that leads to long-term motor deficits, CTE-like
tauopathy and exacerbation of an ALS phenotype,” Journal
of Trauma and Acute Care Surgery, vol. 81, no. 6, pp. 1070–
1079, 2016.

[65] A. M. Cardenas, J. E. Sarlls, J. Y. Kwan et al., “Pathology of
callosal damage in ALS: an ex-vivo, 7 T diffusion tensor MRI
study,” NeuroImage: Clinical, vol. 15, pp. 200–208, 2017.

[66] F. Agosta, S. Galantucci, G. Magnani et al., “MRI signatures of
the frontotemporal lobar degeneration continuum,” Human
Brain Mapping, vol. 36, no. 7, pp. 2602–2614, 2015.

[67] A. Eisen, H. Braak, K. del Tredici, R. Lemon, A. C. Ludolph,
and M. C. Kiernan, “Cortical influences drive amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis,” Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery, and
Psychiatry, vol. 88, no. 11, pp. 917–924, 2017.

[68] H. Braak, J. Brettschneider, A. C. Ludolph, V. M. Lee, J. Q.
Trojanowski, and K. D. Tredici, “Amyotrophic lateral sclero-
sis–a model of corticofugal axonal spread,” Nature Reviews
Neurology, vol. 9, no. 12, pp. 708–714, 2013.

[69] L. Massimo, J. P. Powers, L. K. Evans et al., “Apathy in fronto-
temporal degeneration: neuroanatomical evidence of impaired
goal-directed behavior,” Frontiers in Human Neuroscience,
vol. 9, p. 611, 2015.

[70] T. Ohtani, S. Bouix, T. Hosokawa et al., “Abnormalities in
white matter connections between orbitofrontal cortex and
anterior cingulate cortex and their associations with negative
symptoms in schizophrenia: a DTI study,” Schizophrenia
Research, vol. 157, no. 1–3, pp. 190–197, 2014.

[71] T. Molesworth, L. K. Sheu, S. Cohen, P. J. Gianaros, and
T. D. Verstynen, “Social network diversity and white mat-
ter microstructural integrity in humans,” Social Cognitive
and Affective Neuroscience, vol. 10, no. 9, pp. 1169–1176,
2015.

[72] A. F. Santillo, K. Lundblad, M. Nilsson et al., “Grey and white
matter clinico-anatomical correlates of disinhibition in neuro-
degenerative disease,” PLoS One, vol. 11, no. 10, article
e0164122, 2016.

[73] Y. Zhang, J. Wu, W. Wu et al., “Reduction of white matter
integrity correlates with apathy in Parkinson’s disease,” The
International Journal of Neuroscience, vol. 128, no. 1, pp. 25–
31, 2018.

[74] S. K. Tighe, K. Oishi, S. Mori et al., “Diffusion tensor
imaging of neuropsychiatric symptoms in mild cognitive
impairment and Alzheimer's dementia,” The Journal of
Neuropsychiatry and Clinical Neurosciences, vol. 24, no. 4,
pp. 484–488, 2012.

[75] A. Amodio, M. Quarantelli, A. Mucci et al., “Avolition-apa-
thy and white matter connectivity in schizophrenia: reduced
fractional anisotropy between amygdala and insular cortex,”
Clinical EEG and Neuroscience, vol. 49, no. 1, pp. 55–65,
2018.

[76] D. T. Stuss, R. Van Reekum, and K. J. Murphy, “Differentiation
of states and causes of apathy,” in Series in Affective Science.
The Neuropsychology of Emotion, J. C. Borod, Ed., pp. 340–
363, Oxford University Press, New York, NY, USA, 2000.

9Behavioural Neurology



[77] R. Radakovic and S. Abrahams, “Multidimensional apathy:
evidence from neurodegenerative disease,” Current Opinion
in Behavioral Sciences, vol. 22, pp. 42–49, 2018.

[78] R. Radakovic, L. Stephenson, J. Newton et al., “Multidimen-
sional apathy and executive dysfunction in amyotrophic lateral
sclerosis,” Cortex, vol. 94, pp. 142–151, 2017.

[79] G. Santangelo, S. Raimo, M. Siciliano et al., “Assessment of
apathy independent of physical disability: validation of the
Dimensional Apathy Scale in Italian healthy sample,” Neuro-
logical Sciences, vol. 38, no. 2, pp. 303–309, 2017.

[80] M. C. Tu, W. H. Huang, Y. H. Hsu, C. P. Lo, J. F. Deng, and
C. F. Huang, “Comparison of neuropsychiatric symptoms
and diffusion tensor imaging correlates among patients with
subcortical ischemic vascular disease and Alzheimer’s disease,”
BioMed Central neurology, vol. 17, no. 1, p. 144, 2017.

[81] C. Hahn, H. K. Lim, W. Y. Won, K. J. Ahn, W. S. Jung, and
C. U. Lee, “Apathy and white matter integrity in Alzheimer’s
disease: a whole brain analysis with tract-based spatial statis-
tics,” PLoS One, vol. 8, no. 1, article e53493, 2013.

[82] M. Di Paola, G. Spalletta, and C. Caltagirone, “In vivo
structural neuroanatomy of corpus callosum in Alzheimer’s
disease and mild cognitive impairment using different MRI
techniques: a review,” Journal of Alzheimer's Disease, vol. 20,
no. 1, pp. 67–95, 2010.

[83] H. Kazui, R. Takahashi, Y. Yamamoto et al., “Neural basis of
apathy in patients with amnestic mild cognitive impairment,”
Journal of Alzheimer's Disease, vol. 55, no. 4, pp. 1403–1416,
2017.

[84] D. Shen, L. Cui, J. Fang, B. Cui, D. Li, and H. Tai, “Voxel-wise
meta-analysis of gray matter changes in amyotrophic lateral
sclerosis,” Frontiers in Aging Neuroscience, vol. 8, p. 64, 2016.

[85] F. Agosta, P. M. Ferraro, N. Riva et al., “Structural brain
correlates of cognitive and behavioral impairment in MND,”
Human Brain Mapping, vol. 37, no. 4, pp. 1614–1626, 2016.

[86] P. M. Ferraro, F. Agosta, N. Riva et al., “Multimodal structural
MRI in the diagnosis of motor neuron diseases,” NeuroImage
Clinical, vol. 16, pp. 240–247, 2017.

10 Behavioural Neurology



Stem Cells 
International

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

MEDIATORS
INFLAMMATION

of

Endocrinology
International Journal of

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Disease Markers

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

BioMed 
Research International

Oncology
Journal of

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2013

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Oxidative Medicine and 
Cellular Longevity

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

PPAR Research

Hindawi Publishing Corporation 
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2013
Hindawi
www.hindawi.com

The Scientific 
World Journal

Volume 2018

Immunology Research
Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Journal of

Obesity
Journal of

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

 Computational and  
Mathematical Methods 
in Medicine

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Behavioural 
Neurology

Ophthalmology
Journal of

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Diabetes Research
Journal of

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Research and Treatment
AIDS

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Gastroenterology 
Research and Practice

Hindawi
www.hindawi.com Volume 2018

Parkinson’s 
Disease

Evidence-Based 
Complementary and
Alternative Medicine

Volume 2018
Hindawi
www.hindawi.com

Submit your manuscripts at
www.hindawi.com

https://www.hindawi.com/journals/sci/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/mi/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/ije/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/dm/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/bmri/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/jo/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/omcl/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/ppar/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/tswj/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/jir/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/jobe/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/cmmm/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/bn/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/joph/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/jdr/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/art/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/grp/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/pd/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/ecam/
https://www.hindawi.com/
https://www.hindawi.com/

