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The identification of biomarkers of Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is an important and urgent area of study, not only to aid in the early diagnosis of AD, but also to evaluate potentially new anti-AD drugs. The aim of this study was to explore cofilin 2 in serum as a novel biomarker for AD. The upregulation was observed in AD patients and different AD animal models compared to the controls, as well as in AD cell models. Memantine and donepezil can attenuate the upregulation of cofilin 2 expression in APP/PS1 mice. The serum levels of cofilin 2 in AD or mild cognitive impairment (MCI) patients were significantly higher compared to controls (AD: 167.9 ± 35.3 pg/mL; MCI: 115.9 ± 15.4 pg/mL; Control: 90.5 ± 27.1 pg/mL; p < 0.01). A significant correlation between cofilin 2 levels and cognitive decline was observed (r = –0.792; p < 0.001). The receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC) analysis showed the area under the curve (AUC) of cofilin 2 was 0.957, and the diagnostic accuracy was 80%, with 93% sensitivity and 87% specificity. The optimal cut-off value was 130.4 pg/ml. Our results indicate the possibility of serum cofilin 2 as a novel and non-invasive biomarker for AD. In addition, the expression of cofilin 2 was found to be significantly increased in AD compared to vascular dementia (VaD), and only an increased trend but not significant was detected in VaD compared to the controls. ROC analysis between AD and VaD showed that the AUC was 0.824, which could indicate a role of cofilin 2 as a biomarker in the differential diagnosis between AD and VaD.
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INTRODUCTION

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is the most common fatal neurodegenerative disease of the elderly worldwide (Jagust, 2018). The identification of early biomarkers of AD will allow earlier diagnosis and thus earlier intervention (Wood, 2016; Hampel et al., 2018). New therapeutic strategies in AD are likely to have the best efficacy if they can be implemented early in the disease course (Lansbury, 2004; Livingston et al., 2017).

The pathology of AD is characterized by the progressive loss of basal forebrain cholinergic neurons and by two hallmark features: extracellular senile plaques and intracellular neurofibrillary tangles (NFTs) (Sery et al., 2013). In addition, AD brains show clear signs of oxidative stress along with neuroinflammatory response (Verri et al., 2012). Cytoskeletal abnormalities and synaptic loss are common pathologies in both sporadic and familial AD (Lane et al., 2018). Mild cognitive impairment (MCI) is not a pathological entity but defines a level of decline in cognitive function not interfering with daily activities (Petersen and Negash, 2008; Sanford, 2017).

The diagnosis of AD remain problematic at present (Scheltens et al., 2016; Hampel et al., 2018; Molinuevo et al., 2018). Reduced levels of Aβ, increased total tau (T-tau) or phosphorylated tau (P-tau) in cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) are currently the most promising biomarkers that might predict disease progression (Blennow et al., 2010; Humpel, 2011; Olsson et al., 2016; Polanco et al., 2018). Yet, their changes are not entirely specific to AD (Lleo et al., 2015), and moreover, it is challenging for the combination of Aβ, T-tau or P-tau in CSF to distinguish early AD to controls (Wood, 2016). Some disruption of the blood–brain barrier has been suggested to happen in AD patients, which enables some proteins in CSF to enter into the peripheral blood (Sweeney et al., 2018). Thus, blood biomarkers could reflect the alterations in brains. Not surprisingly, the blood biomarkers were focused on Aβ, T-tau and P-tau, but it turned out to be disappointing (O’Bryant et al., 2015; Hampel et al., 2018). In recent years, many candidate proteins in blood have been found using the proteomic approach (Lista et al., 2013; Robinson et al., 2017; Hondius et al., 2018), but the following validation research was often ignored, or the results were unsatisfactory. Evidences suggest that miRNAs have great potential for use as a biomarker in AD and other neurodegenerative disorders (Bekris and Leverenz, 2015; Pan et al., 2016). However, challenges still exist due to the lack of extensive validation and follow-up in larger cohorts of patients, and miRNAs are not yet a viable diagnostic or therapeutic tool for AD (Martinez and Peplow, 2019).

Cofilin as the major ADF/cofilin isoform in mammalian neurons influences the dynamics of actin assembly by severing or stabilizing actin filaments (Shaw and Bamburg, 2017). Cofilin is crucial for normal structure, dynamics, and function of the cytoskeleton, thus abnormalities in this protein can cause significant cytoskeletal disruption (Maloney and Bamburg, 2007; Bernstein and Bamburg, 2010; Bravo-Cordero et al., 2013). Because cofilin plays the central role in the regulation of actin filaments dynamics, it is involved in the development of neurodegenerative diseases, cancer and cardiomyopathies (Wang et al., 2007; Bamburg et al., 2010; Bravo-Cordero et al., 2013; Schonhofen et al., 2014; Chang et al., 2015; Subramanian et al., 2015; Bamburg and Bernstein, 2016). Three isoforms are known: cofilin 1, destrin and cofilin 2 (Bamburg and Wiggan, 2002; Shishkin et al., 2016). Cofilin 1 was mainly presented in non-muscle cells and in embryonic muscle cells (Shishkin et al., 2016). Destrin was expressed primarily in epithelial and endothelial cells. Cofilin 2 has two isoforms, CFL2a and CFL2b (Ostrowska and Moraczewska, 2017). The former is expressed in a wide variety of tissues, whereas the latter is expressed predominantly in skeletal and cardiac muscle (Shishkin et al., 2016). The protein cofilin 2 is composed of 5 α helices, 5 β sheets, and 1 C-terminal β short chain, with a molecular weight of 18 kDa (Ostrowska and Moraczewska, 2017). Studies of cofilin pathology have helped explain the development of sporadic (late onset) AD and have furthered our understanding of familial AD (Maloney and Bamburg, 2007; Zempel et al., 2017; Borovac et al., 2018; Rush et al., 2018). However, little was known whether cofilin can act as a biomarker of AD. In addition, most of above studies involved in AD either did not differentiate cofilin 1 from cofilin 2 (Whiteman et al., 2009; Rahman et al., 2014; Woo et al., 2015a; Deng et al., 2016; Shaw and Bamburg, 2017), or have only focused on cofilin 1 (Barone et al., 2014; Rush et al., 2018), but only few has concerned about cofilin 2 in AD.

Our previous proteomics study showed that the protein level of cofilin 2 was elevated greatly in the hippocampus of APP/PS1 transgenic mice compared with wild type (WT) mice, as well as in small amounts of AD serum samples (Sun et al., 2015). In the present study, we validated this result in a larger population, and moreover, we analyzed the expression of cofilin 2 in different AD animal and cell models. The protein expression and phosphorylation of cofilin 2 in the hippocampus tissues from AD patients and controls were also evaluated. To test whether cofilin 2 could be proposed as a non-invasive biomarker of AD, we compared the serum levels of cofilin 2 in AD, MCI patients and controls by enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA), and the diagnostic accuracy as a biomarker was evaluated through the receiver operator characteristic curve (ROC) analysis. The correlation analysis between cofilin 2 levels and cognitive decline was also performed to determine whether higher cofilin 2 expression was associated with more severe disease or not. Additionally, to test whether cofilin 2 could distinguish AD from another common dementia-vascular dementia (VaD), we measured cofilin 2 serum levels in VaD, compared the expressions between AD and VaD, and also performed the relevant ROC analysis.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Control and AD Brains

Frozen hippocampal samples of 10 AD patients and 10 age-matched controls were obtained from the Brain Bank of Chinese Academy of Medical Sciences and Peking Union Medical College, which collects brains from donors through a whole-body donation program. All procedures were approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB). All AD patients displayed progressive intellectual decline and met NINCDS-ADRDA Workgroup criteria for the clinical diagnosis (McKhann et al., 1984). All controls had test scores in the normal range. The written informed consents for using the donated body tissue were given all donors for medical search. After death, the bodies were transferred rapidly to a designated autopsy facility. The average postmortem intervals (PMIs) were less than 3 h. Brains were bisected along the sagittal plane. One half was fixed in 10% phosphate-buffered formaldehyde, the other was cut into coronal slices (1 cm), and stored in –80°C until ready to use. These fixed hemi-brain blocks were sampled systematically, paraffin-embedded, and processed for standard immunohistologic and histologic stains as recommended (Montine et al., 2012). Hematoxylin-eosin and modified-Bielschowsky staining, Aβ antibody (10D5), and α-synuclein immunohistochemistry were used for diagnosis on multiple neocortical, hippocampal, cerebellum and entorhinal sections.

Human Serum Sample Collection and Preparation

A total of 181 AD subjects, 58 MCI subjects and 181 non-demented healthy controls matched for age and gender were recruited in Yuhuangding Hospital for this study. Detailed demographic information of the subjects enrolled in the study is presented in Table 1.

TABLE 1. Demographics characteristics of the study samples.
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All the subjects underwent a standard set of evaluations including past medical history review, laboratory tests, neurologic examinations and brief neuropsychological assessments (Fernandez Montenegro and Argyriou, 2017; Vallejo et al., 2017). Cases had a clinical diagnosis of probable AD according to DSW-IV, ICD-10 and NINCDS-ADRDA criteria. The cognitive status and severity of dementia were assessed by the Mini-Mental State Exam (MMSE) and the Clinical Dementia Rating (CDR) testing. Controls had no signs suggesting cognitive decline, and had a MMSE score between 28 and 30 and a CDR score of zero. Controls were excluded if they presented or had a history of depression or psychosis, substance abuse, or use of medications that could impair cognitive function. All controls were followed clinically for 2 years in order to rule out the development of cognitive decline. AD patients were followed-up and their cognitive status was reassessed 6 months after enrollment. MCI subjects were otherwise healthy, without significant medical, neurological, or psychiatric disease and met the following Petersen’s criteria: (i) memory complaints by participant or family; (ii) objective signs of decline in any cognitive domain; (iii) normal activities of daily living; and (iv) the clinical features do not satisfy the DSM-IV/ICD-10 criteria (Petersen et al., 1999). In this study, no subject, originating from Northern Han Chinese populations, was presented with major and known co-morbidities, including hypertension, cardiopathy, diabetes or renal dysfunction.

This study also included 32 patients with VaD whose diagnoses were confirmed using NINDS-AIREN criteria (Roman et al., 1993). They are matched with the control group in age of onset, gender, body mass index (BMI) and educational level. Written informed consents were acquired from all subjects. The protocol of the study was approved by the Institute Ethical Committee of the Affiliated Yuhuangding Hospital of Qingdao University.

Blood samples (5 ml) were drawn in the morning hours under standardized conditions after an overnight fasting period. Blood was collected in evacuated collection tubes without anticoagulant and allowed to clot for 2 h on ice prior to centrifugation at 4,000 g for 8 min at 4°C. Serum was aliquotted (50 μl/tube) and stored in Eppendorf tubes at −80°C until utilized.

AD Animal Models

Groups of APP/PS1 double transgenic mice and age-matched WT mice (n = 8–10 per group) were purchased from the Jackson Laboratory Company [strain name B6C3-Tg (APPswe, PSEN1dE9) 85Dbo/J; stock number 004499]. Memantine and Donepezil were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich. They were dissolved respectively in distilled water. APP/PS1 transgenic mice were randomly divided into three groups of 8–10 mice each: untreated APP/PS1 Tg model, Memantine (Tg + 30 mg/kg Memantine) and Donepezil (Tg + 30 mg/kg Donepezil) groups. WT and untreated Tg model groups received distilled water alone. The administration by oral gavage was started at 12 months old and lasted for 12 weeks.

Aβ oligomers were prepared according to the protocols published by our group (Li et al., 2014). Synthetic Aβ25–35 was purchased from Sigma. The concentration of Aβ25–35 depends on the volume of the rat CSF. Male Wistar rats (3 months old, 220–250 g) were obtained from the Experimental Animal Center of Ludong University. 1 nM Aβ25–35 was injected into the lateral cerebral ventricle of these rats.

All the mice and rats were kept in a temperature-controlled room at 25°C under a 12-h light/dark cycle and provided water and a commercial pelleted feed ad libitum. All the experiments were approved in according to the institutional guidelines of the Experimental Animal Center of Ludong University.

Cell Culture

SK-N-SH/SK-N-SH APP695 human neuroblastoma cells were cultured using Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (DMEM) culture in supplement with 10% fetal bovine serum, 100 U/ml penicillin and 100 μg/ml streptomycin, and maintained in a humidified atmosphere containing 5% CO2 at 37°C. In addition, the SK-N-SH APP695 cells were supplemented with G418 (200 μg/ml). Cells were grown until nearly confluent, and then were collected.

The primary rat hippocampal neurons were separated from the brains of embryonic 18–19 (E18-19) Sprague-Dawley. Rat fetuses were dissociated for 20 min both enzymatically (0.25% trypsin-EDTA) and mechanically before filtering through a 100 μm cell strainer. The cell suspension was diluted in high glucose DMEM, 5% horse serum, 10% FBS, and 2 mM L>-glutamine, and then plated into 6-well plates coated with poly-D-lysine (20 μg/ml) with the cell density of 1 × 105 cells/ml. Cells were maintained in a humidified atmosphere containing 5% CO2 at 37°C. To inhibit the growth of glial cells, the medium was replaced by serum-free neurobasal medium containing supplement B27 and L-glutamine (0.5 mM) after almost 20 h. The half of the culture medium was changed every 3 days. Cells were incubated with 10, 30, and 100 μM Aβ25–35 for 48 h separately, which was dissolved in distilled water for 7 days at 37°C before use. Cell culture reagents were obtained from Invitrogen, whereas all other reagents were purchased from Sigma.

Western Blot Analysis

Standard western blot analysis was carried out. All these mice and rats were sacrificed by CO2 inhalation after behavioral testing was completed. The brains were removed and hippocampus was dissected on ice, and then were homogenized thoroughly in a RIPA lysis buffer [150 mM NaCl, 50 mM Tris (pH 7.4), 1% NP40, 0.5% sodium deoxycholate and 0.1% SDS]. The blood samples from mice and rats were collected into the evacuated collection tubes without anticoagulant, and treated in a similar manner with the human serum samples. Tissue sections from frozen hippocampus regions of AD patients and controls were dissected and resuspended in the above lysis buffer. These hippocampal samples were ultrasonicated for 1 min in cycles of 3 s on and 3 s off using a Fisher 550 Sonic Dismembrator. Then the samples were centrifuged at 20,000 g at 4°C for 60 min to remove the debris. The supernatants were collected and stored at –80°C before use.

All the cells were collected, and then total protein was extracted in the following lysis buffer containing 150 mM NaCl, 10 mM Tris, 10% glycerol, 1% NP40, 10 mM NaF, 1 mM Na3VO4, 1 mM EGTA and complete protease inhibitor. Then, the homogenate was centrifuged at 16,000 g at 4°C for 20 min. The protein solutions were collected and stored at –80°C before use. Protein concentration was measured with a BCA kit.

All the samples were subjected to electrophoresis, transferred onto PVDF membranes and incubated with the primary antibodies: rabbit anti-cofilin 2 (1:500, Cell Signaling Technology), rabbit anti-cofilin 2 (phospho S3) (1:1000, Abcam), mouse anti-β-actin (1:10000, Sigma) and mouse anti-IgG (1:10000, Abcam). Specifically, equal amounts of protein (40 μg) were run on 10% polyacrylamide gel, transferred on to PVDF membrance, blocked with 5% fat-free milk in Tris-Buffered Saline with Tween-20 (TBST) for 1 h, and subsequently incubated with primary antibody overnight. After washing with TBST for 5 times, the membranes were incubated with horseradish peroxidase (HRP)-coupled secondary antibody (1:10000, Cell Signaling Technology) at room temperature for 1 h with gentle agitation. Finally, membranes were revealed with the ECL Plus kit and High Performance Chemiluminescence Films (GE Healthcare, United States). Digital images of western blots were obtained with the LAS4000 FujiFilm imaging system (FujiFilm, Japan). The densitometric analysis was made by Quantity-One software (Bio-Rad, United States). The values were normalized to β-actin intensity levels.

Cofilin 2 ELISA

Serum cofilin 2 levels were detected using a commercially available human cofilin 2 quantitative sandwich enzyme immunoassay (Uscnk, Wuhan, China) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. This kit was based on sandwich enzyme-linked immune-sorbent assay technology. Anti-cofilin 2 antibody was pre-coated onto 96-well plates. One hundred microliter of the standards and test samples were pipetted into the wells and were incubated for 2 h at 37°C subsequently. Any cofilin 2 present was bound by the immobilized antibody. The liquid of each well was removed without washing. After that, 100 μl of biotin-conjugated antibody specific for cofilin 2 was added to each well and incubated for 1 h at 37°C. During the incubation, biotin-antibody may appear cloudy. Then, they were warmed up to room temperature and mixed gently until solution appears uniform. Each well was aspirated and washed with wash buffer (200 μl) for three times. After the washing, the avidin conjugated HRP (100 μl) was added to each well and incubated for 1 h at 37°C. The aspiration/wash process was repeated for five times to remove any unbound avidin-enzyme reagent. TMB substrate (90 μl) was added to each well and incubated for 15–30 min at 37°C. After that, the stop solution (50 μl) was added to each well, and the optical density within 5 min was determined using a MQX200 microplate reader (Bio-Tek, United States) set to 450 nm. The serum level of cofilin 2 in the samples was interpolated from kit-specific standard curves generated using GraphPad Prism software.

Intra-assay Precision (Precision within an assay): CV% < 8%. Inter-assay Precision (Precision between assays): CV% < 10%. Three samples of known concentration were tested twenty times on one plate to assess. The detection range of the ELISA kit is 15.6–1000 pg/ml. The minimum detectable dose of human cofilin 2 is less than 3.9 pg/ml. The sensitivity of this assay, or Lower Limit of Detection (LLD) was defined as the lowest protein concentration that could be differentiated from zero. It was determined the mean OD value of 20 replicates of the zero standard added by their three standard deviations. This assay has high sensitivity and excellent specificity for detection of human cofilin 2. No significant cross-reactivity or interference between human cofilin 2 and analogs was observed.

Statistical Analysis

The data was analyzed using SPSS 13.0 software. Comparison between the groups was made using Student’s t-test and one-way ANOVA. Correlations between cofilin 2 level and MMSE scores were performed with the Spearman correlation coefficient. Sensitivity and specificity of the measured variable for AD diagnosis were determined by ROC analysis. The best cut-off value was selected as those which minimize the sensitivity-specificity difference and maximize discriminating power of the tests. Statistical significance was set at p < 0.05.

RESULTS

Increased Cofilin 2 Expressions in Different AD Animal and Cell Models

Western blot analysis was performed to validate changes in protein expressions for cofilin 2 in different AD animal and cell models. As shown in Figure 1A, cofilin 2 was significantly increased in the hippocampus of APP/PS1 mice compared with WT mice, consistent with our previous report (Sun et al., 2015). Similarly, a significant upregulation of cofilin 2 was observed in serum samples from APP/PS1 mice (Figure 1B). In order to observe the effects of positive anti-AD drugs on cofilin 2 expressions, APP/PS1 mice were orally administrated Memantine and Donepezil, respectively. After the long-term treatment, the expression of cofilin 2 was measured by western blot. Quantitative analysis exhibited that the increases of cofilin 2 in the hippocampus and serum samples were significantly attenuated with the treatment of Memantine or Donepezil (Figures 1A,B). In addition, we assessed the expression of cofilin 2 in Aβ25–35 intracerebroventricular-injected rat AD model, and found that cofilin 2 was obviously increased by 61% in the hippocampus and by 88% in serum compared to the control rats (Figures 1C,D).
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FIGURE 1. Western blot analysis of cofilin 2 in different animal and cell models. (A) Cofilin 2 expression in the hippocampal brain homogenates of 12-month old APP/PS1 and WT mice and the effect of Memantine and Donepezil on cofilin 2. (B) Cofilin 2 levels in serum samples from 12-month old APP/PS1 and WT mice and the effect of Memantine and Donepezil on cofilin 2. (C) Cofilin 2 expression in the hippocampus of Aβ25–35 intracerebroventricular-injected rats. (D) Cofilin 2 levels in serum samples from Aβ25–35 intracerebroventricular-injected rats. (E) Cofilin 2 expression in the SK-N-SH APP695 cells. (F) Cofilin 2 expression in the primary-cultured hippocampal neurons from rats incubated with Aβ25–35. Quantified results were normalized to β-actin/IgG expression. For all the results above, a representative experiment of three performed is shown. Values were expressed as percentages compared to the WT group (set to 100%), and represented as group mean ± SEM. n = 8–10 per group. *p < 0.05, ∗∗p < 0.01 vs. control group; #p < 0.05, ##p < 0.01 vs. untreated APP/PS1 mice.



At the meantime, cofilin 2 expression was also detected in AD cell models. As shown in Figures 1E,F, cofilin 2 was increased significantly by 1.7-fold in SK-N-SH APP695 cells, and by 1.5/1.9-fold in 30/100 μM Aβ25–35-treated primary-cultured hippocampal neurons from rats compared to control group. All these indicated that cofilin 2 was likely to be closely linked with AD pathology.

Increased Cofilin 2 in the Hippocampus Tissues of AD Patients

In different AD animal and cell models, cofilin 2 was validated to be increased significantly. To determine whether cofilin 2 was also upregulated in brain tissues of AD patients, we detected the expression of cofilin 2 in the hippocampal sections from AD patients and controls after death (Figure 2A). Meanwhile, the phosphorylation of cofilin 2 was also assessed (Figure 2A). The activity of cofilin 2 is regulated by reversible phosphorylation on ser3, rendering it inactive. Western blot analysis showed a statistically significant increase in protein expressions by 99% (Figure 2B), and by 29% in phosphorylation levels of cofilin 2 in AD samples (Figure 2C).
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FIGURE 2. Western blot analysis of cofilin 2 and phospho-cofilin 2 in the hippocampus tissues from AD patients and controls. (A) Representative western blot bands. (B) Quantitative analysis of cofilin 2 expression. (C) Quantitative analysis of cofilin 2 phosphorylation. Quantified results were normalized to β-actin expression. Values were expressed as percentages compared to the controls (set to 100%), and represented as mean ± SEM. n = 10 per group. *p < 0.05, ∗∗p < 0.01 vs. the control group, Student’s t-test.



Serum Cofilin 2 Levels Detected by ELISA in AD, MCI and Controls

Results were validated subsequently by ELISA in a large population. All samples were comparable in terms of age, education and gender distribution. As expected, AD patients had a lower MMSE score than the healthy controls (mean MMSE score: 28.8 ± 0.7 versus 16.8 ± 4.6) (Table 1).

The ELISA results showed that AD patients presented higher serum levels of cofilin 2 in comparison to the controls, and cofilin 2 in MCI group was significantly higher than the control group and significantly lower than the AD group (AD: 167.9 ± 35.3 pg/ml, MCI: 115.9 ± 15.4 pg/ml, Control: 90.5 ± 27.1 pg/ml, p < 0.01). The 95% confidence intervals (CIs) were 162.7–173.1 pg/ml in AD, 111.9–119.9 pg/ml in MCI, and 86.5–94.5 pg/ml in Control. The results showed no overlap of 95% CIs among AD, MCI and Control groups for cofilin 2, indicating the changes were statistically significant. Corresponding results are shown in Table 2 and Figure 3A.

TABLE 2. Protein levels of cofilin 2 in serum of AD patients, MCI and controls.
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FIGURE 3. (A) Cofilin 2 levels in serum are presented as box plots for AD (n = 181), MCI (n = 58) and healthy controls (n = 181). The lower and upper sides of the boxes indicate the 25th and 75th percentiles, and the horizontal lines indicate the means. Shown are also the lower and upper whiskers that indicate the minimum and maximum values, respectively. ∗∗p < 0.01 from one way ANOVA with Tukey–Kramer method as a post hoc test. (B) Correlation analysis between cofilin 2 serum levels and MMSE scores in AD patients. Correlation was assessed using the Spearman correlation coefficient. The concentration of serum cofilin 2 is plotted against MMSE scores for each patient. A significant negative correlation between serum cofilin 2 level and MMSE score (r = –0.792, p < 0.001) was observed. Correlation lines are also shown. (C) ROC curve analysis for serum cofilin 2 concentration and the prediction of the presence of AD. The AUC was 0.957. The optimal cut-off value (130.4 pg/ml) was selected. The diagnostic accuracy for cofilin-2 protein levels was 80% with the sensitivity and specificity 93 and 87%, respectively.



Correlation Analysis Between Cofilin 2 Serum Level and Cognitive Decline in AD Patients

The MMSE score is an important measure of the cognitive level of AD patients. The correlation between cofilin 2 serum levels and MMSE scores of patients is shown in Figure 3B. The results showed a significant negative correlation between cofilin 2 serum level and the cognition (evaluated by MMSE scores) within the AD group (r = −0.792, p < 0.001).

ROC Curve Analysis

To evaluate the diagnostic value of serum cofilin 2 as a potential biomarker of AD, ROC curve analysis of the ELISA results from AD and control groups was performed. As shown in Figure 3C, the area under the curve (AUC) was 0.957. The optimal cut-off value of 130.4 pg/ml was selected with sensitivity, specificity and diagnostic accuracy for serum cofilin 2 of 93, 87, and 80%, respectively, which could differentiate AD patients from controls.

Increased Serum Cofilin 2 Levels in AD Compared to VaD

There are many types of dementia that can be difficult to differentiate based on clinical features alone, despite vastly different underlying pathology. AD is characterized by the accumulation of Aβ peptides and hyperphosphorylated Tau (Hoppe et al., 2015; Bourdenx et al., 2017), whereas VaD is caused by the occurrence of many minor ischemic strokes over time (Ray et al., 2013). Other types of dementia include Lewy body dementia (LBD), frontotemporal dementia (FTD), multiple system atrophy dementia (MSA-D) and Parkinson’s disease dementia (PDD), which also each have their own unique pathology. AD and VaD are the most common types (Posada-Duque et al., 2014). However, it can be challenging to differentiate them based on the clinical features alone.

Therefore, we detected cofilin 2 levels in VaD serum. Western blot analysis showed that cofilin 2 was obviously enhanced in serum of AD patients but only had an increased trend but not significantly in VaD patients compared to the control group (Figures 4A,B). ELISA analysis showed the similar results to the western blot, and the serum level of cofilin 2 in VaD was detected to be 107.1 ± 57.1 pg/mL (Figure 4C). It was also shown that cofilin 2 was significantly increased in AD compared to VaD in Figure 4C. ROC curve analysis of the levels of cofilin 2 between AD and VaD showed that AUC was 0.824 (Figure 4D), suggesting that cofilin 2 might act as a marker that could distinguish AD from VaD.
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FIGURE 4. Upregulation of serum cofilin 2 in AD samples (A), and increased trends without significant difference in VaD samples compared to the controls (B). The individual sera samples corresponding to AD/VaD and controls were analyzed by western blots for cofilin 2 protein expression. Equal volume of each sample was loaded and IgG was used as a loading control. Values were expressed as percentages compared to control group (set to 100%), and represented as group mean ± SEM. n = 32 per group. ∗∗p < 0.01 versus the control group, Student’s t-test. (C) Scatter plots of cofilin 2 levels in serum of VaD (n = 32), AD (n = 181) and Controls (n = 181) measured by ELISA. Protein expression of cofilin 2 was significantly increased in AD compared to VaD. Data represent means ± SEM. ∗∗p < 0.01. (D) ROC curve analysis for serum cofilin 2 between VaD and AD. The AUC was 0.824.


DISCUSSION

This study explored the potential of cofilin 2 as a candidate biomarker for AD. Our results indicated that cofilin 2 expression was significantly higher in different AD animal and cell models, as well as in AD patients. Memantine as N-methyl-D-aspartate (NMDA) receptor antagonist and Donepezil as acetylcholinesterase inhibitors, are currently effective drugs for AD (Standridge, 2004; Chen et al., 2017; Graham et al., 2017). In this study, the upregulated cofilin 2 was significantly attenuated after the treatment with Memantine and Donepezil in APP/PS1 mice, indicating that cofilin 2 might remain closely tied to the pathology of AD.

Many previous studies have demonstrated that cofilin may contribute to AD pathogenesis (Bamburg et al., 2010; Bamburg and Bernstein, 2016; Shaw and Bamburg, 2017; Rush et al., 2018). Cofilin and actin can form rod-like structures within neurites of AD brain (Minamide et al., 2000), and their dysfunction may mediate the loss of synapses, and production of the hallmark pathological features of AD: excess Aβ and NFTs (Maloney and Bamburg, 2007; Bamburg and Bernstein, 2016). Cofilin-actin rod formation represents a possible molecular mechanism for the chronic neuroinflammatory hypothesis of AD (Walsh et al., 2014). In all these cases, cofilin disrupts the normal balance of actin dynamics, thus exacerbating the oxidative cascade of neurodegeneration by accelerating mitochondrial decline and ATP depletion (Bernstein et al., 2006; Klamt et al., 2009; Kotiadis et al., 2012). The results presented here positively supports that cofilin might bridge and unite all the hypotheses of AD pathology.

Numerous studies have implicated the dysregulation of cofilin in AD (Bamburg and Bernstein, 2016; Shaw and Bamburg, 2017). It was reported that cofilin protein level was significantly increased in APP transgenic mouse brains and neurons (Yao et al., 2010). A recent study using cofilin immunofluorescence to compare the brains of human AD subjects with those of age-matched controls found that rod-like and aggregate cofilin pathology was four-fold greater in number and larger in area in the brains of AD subjects (Rahman et al., 2014). Studies of Aβ-overproducing mice have shown that decreasing cofilin dephosphorylation or decreasing total levels of cofilin expression are both effective in reducing the cognitive deficits (Woo et al., 2015a,b). However, to the best of our knowledge, there are few relevant studies of cofilin in blood of AD patients.

We confirmed that serum cofilin 2 levels were significantly higher in AD or MCI patients compared to controls. In addition, we observed a strong negative correlation between serum cofilin 2 levels and MMSE scores in AD patients, which suggested that higher cofilin 2 levels were associated with more severe disease. Through ROC curve analysis, we revealed that the sensitivity and specificity were 93 and 87% for serum cofilin 2 greater than 130.4 pg/ml, and its diagnostic accuracy was 80% in identifying AD patients. In addition, we found a significant increase of serum cofilin 2 in AD, and an increased trend but not significant in VaD compared to the controls. Cofilin 2 was previously reported to be significantly increased in protein expressions and phosphorylation levels, which was participated in the pathogenesis of idiopathic dilated cardiomyopathy with amyloid-like aggregates (Subramanian et al., 2015). Thus, it might be an overall marker for these degenerative diseases.

As we have ever known, there are 3 isoforms: cofilin-1, cofilin-2 and destrin, in which cofilin-1 and cofilin-2 have overlapping functions. Interestingly, we found in this study that cofilin 1 was undetectable in serum from both AD patients and controls by western blot. This is the first time to demonstrate the difference of expression of cofilin 1 from cofilin 2 in serum. As for why there is this discrepancy, and the exact roles in AD for cofilin 1 and cofilin 2, respectively, it remains to study further. Though we can’t identify the exact role of cofilin 2 in AD, however, we detected the increased levels of cofilin 2 in human serum during the process. Furthermore, cofilin 2 performed well as a diagnostic and non-invasive biomarker with high sensitivity and specificity. So, it is still meaningful to develop cofilin 2 as a diagnostic biomarker of AD.

In summary, cofilin 2 expression was demonstrated to be significantly increased in AD patients and different AD models (animal and cell) in our present study. The good correlation between MMSE scores and cofilin 2 levels suggests that cofilin 2 might be used to diagnose disease severity. ROC analysis showed that cofilin 2 had high diagnostic values as a reliable biomarker to distinguish patients with AD from healthy subjects. Accordingly, our results highlight potential serum biomarkers of AD, which may facilitate AD diagnosis and assist in the evaluation of anti-AD drugs in both animal models and patients. Further investigation is needed to explore the value of cofilin 2 as a predictor of AD in a larger and independent population of AD and MCI patients.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this manuscript will be made available by the authors, without undue reservation, to any qualified researcher.

ETHICS STATEMENT

This study was carried out in accordance with the ethical standards of the Committee of the Affiliated Yuhuangding Hospital of Qingdao University on Human Experimentation of the institution. All subjects gave written informed consent in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. The protocol was approved by the Institute Ethical Committee of the Affiliated Yuhuangding Hospital of Qingdao University. This study was carried out in accordance with the institutional guidelines of the Experimental Animal Center of Ludong University. The protocol was approved by the Institutional Review Board of Ludong University.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

HG and YS conceived and designed the studies. MD enrolled all the subjects and collected the serum samples. YS, LL, and ZL performed the research. CL modified the figures. YS and LL analyzed the data and wrote the manuscript.

FUNDING

This study was supported by the high-end talent team construction foundation (Grant No. 108-10000318), by the Startup Funds of Ludong University for New Faculty with PHD (No. 32830301), and by Natural Science Foundation of Shandong Province (Grant No. ZR201808030032).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank all the subjects of our study who kindly agreed to participate. We also would like to thank Dr. Rachel Corbin, resident physician at Ventura County Medical Center for her assistance with English Language editing of the manuscript.

REFERENCES

Bamburg, J. R., and Bernstein, B. W. (2016). Actin dynamics and cofilin-actin rods in alzheimer disease. Cytoskeleton (Hoboken) 73, 477–497. doi: 10.1002/cm.21282

Bamburg, J. R., Bernstein, B. W., Davis, R. C., Flynn, K. C., Goldsbury, C., Jensen, J. R., et al. (2010). ADF/Cofilin-actin rods in neurodegenerative diseases. Curr. Alzheimer Res. 7, 241–250. doi: 10.2174/156720510791050902

Bamburg, J. R., and Wiggan, O. P. (2002). ADF/cofilin and actin dynamics in disease. Trends Cell Biol. 12, 598–605. doi: 10.1016/s0962-8924(02)02404-2

Barone, E., Mosser, S., and Fraering, P. C. (2014). ). Inactivation of brain cofilin-1 by age, Alzheimer’s disease and gamma-secretase. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1842(12 Pt A), 2500–2509. doi: 10.1016/j.bbadis.2014.10.004

Bekris, L. M., and Leverenz, J. B. (2015). The biomarker and therapeutic potential of miRNA in Alzheimer’s disease. Neurodegener. Dis. Manag. 5, 61–74. doi: 10.2217/nmt.14.52

Bernstein, B. W., and Bamburg, J. R. (2010). ADF/cofilin: a functional node in cell biology. Trends Cell Biol. 20, 187–195. doi: 10.1016/j.tcb.2010.01.001

Bernstein, B. W., Chen, H., Boyle, J. A., and Bamburg, J. R. (2006). Formation of actin-ADF/cofilin rods transiently retards decline of mitochondrial potential and ATP in stressed neurons. Am. J. Physiol. Cell Physiol. 291, C828–C839.

Blennow, K., Hampel, H., Weiner, M., and Zetterberg, H. (2010). Cerebrospinal fluid and plasma biomarkers in Alzheimer disease. Nat. Rev. Neurol. 6, 131–144. doi: 10.1038/nrneurol.2010.4

Borovac, J., Bosch, M., and Okamoto, K. (2018). Regulation of actin dynamics during structural plasticity of dendritic spines: signaling messengers and actin-binding proteins. Mol. Cell Neurosci. 91, 122–130. doi: 10.1016/j.mcn.2018.07.001

Bourdenx, M., Koulakiotis, N. S., Sanoudou, D., Bezard, E., Dehay, B., and Tsarbopoulos, A. (2017). Protein aggregation and neurodegeneration in prototypical neurodegenerative diseases: examples of amyloidopathies, tauopathies and synucleinopathies. Prog. Neurobiol. 155, 171–193. doi: 10.1016/j.pneurobio.2015.07.003

Bravo-Cordero, J. J., Magalhaes, M. A., Eddy, R. J., Hodgson, L., and Condeelis, J. (2013). Functions of cofilin in cell locomotion and invasion. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 14, 405–415. doi: 10.1038/nrm3609

Chang, C. Y., Leu, J. D., and Lee, Y. J. (2015). The actin depolymerizing factor (ADF)/cofilin signaling pathway and DNA damage responses in cancer. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 16, 4095–4120. doi: 10.3390/ijms16024095

Chen, R., Chan, P. T., Chu, H., Lin, Y. C., Chang, P. C., Chen, C. Y., et al. (2017). Treatment effects between monotherapy of donepezil versus combination with memantine for Alzheimer disease: a meta-analysis. PLoS One 12:e0183586. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0183586

Deng, Y., Wei, J., Cheng, J., Zhong, P., Xiong, Z., Liu, A., et al. (2016). Partial amelioration of synaptic and cognitive deficits by inhibiting cofilin dephosphorylation in an animal model of Alzheimer’s Disease. J. Alzheimers Dis. 53, 1419–1432. doi: 10.3233/JAD-160167

Fernandez Montenegro, J. M., and Argyriou, V. (2017). Cognitive evaluation for the diagnosis of alzheimer’s disease based on turing test and virtual environments. Physiol. Behav. 173, 42–51. doi: 10.1016/j.physbeh.2017.01.034

Graham, W. V., Bonito-Oliva, A., and Sakmar, T. P. (2017). Update on Alzheimer’s Disease therapy and prevention strategies. Annu. Rev. Med. 68, 413–430. doi: 10.1146/annurev-med-042915-103753

Hampel, H., O’Bryant, S. E., Molinuevo, J. L., Zetterberg, H., Masters, C. L., Lista, S., et al. (2018). Blood-based biomarkers for Alzheimer disease: mapping the road to the clinic. Nat. Rev. Neurol. 14, 639–652. doi: 10.1038/s41582-018-0079-7

Hondius, D. C., Eigenhuis, K. N., Morrema, T. H. J., van der Schors, R. C., van Nierop, P., Bugiani, M., et al. (2018). Proteomics analysis identifies new markers associated with capillary cerebral amyloid angiopathy in Alzheimer’s disease. Acta Neuropathol. Commun. 6:46. doi: 10.1186/s40478-018-0540-2

Hoppe, J. B., Salbego, C. G., and Cimarosti, H. (2015). Sumoylation: novel neuroprotective approach for Alzheimer’s Disease? Aging Dis. 6, 322–330. doi: 10.14336/AD.2014.1205

Humpel, C. (2011). Identifying and validating biomarkers for Alzheimer’s disease. Trends Biotechnol. 29, 26–32. doi: 10.1016/j.tibtech.2010.09.007

Jagust, W. (2018). Imaging the evolution and pathophysiology of Alzheimer disease. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 19, 687–700. doi: 10.1038/s41583-018-0067-63

Klamt, F., Zdanov, S., Levine, R. L., Pariser, A., Zhang, Y., Zhang, B., et al. (2009). Oxidant-induced apoptosis is mediated by oxidation of the actin-regulatory protein cofilin. Nat. Cell Biol. 11, 1241–1246. doi: 10.1038/ncb1968

Kotiadis, V. N., Leadsham, J. E., Bastow, E. L., Gheeraert, A., Whybrew, J. M., Bard, M., et al. (2012). Identification of new surfaces of cofilin that link mitochondrial function to the control of multi-drug resistance. J. Cell Sci. 125(Pt 9), 2288–2299. doi: 10.1242/jcs.099390

Lane, C. A., Hardy, J., and Schott, J. M. (2018). Alzheimer’s disease. Eur. J. Neurol. 25, 59–70. doi: 10.1111/ene.13439

Lansbury, P. T. Jr. (2004). Back to the future: the ‘old-fashioned’ way to new medications for neurodegeneration. Nat. Med. 10(Suppl.), S51–S57. doi: 10.1038/nrn1435

Li, P. P., Wang, W. P., Liu, Z. H., Xu, S. F., Lu, W. W., Wang, L., et al. (2014). Potassium 2-(1-hydroxypentyl)-benzoate promotes long-term potentiation in Abeta1-42-injected rats and APP/PS1 transgenic mice. Acta Pharmacol. Sin. 35, 869–878. doi: 10.1038/aps.2014.29

Lista, S., Faltraco, F., Prvulovic, D., and Hampel, H. (2013). Blood and plasma-based proteomic biomarker research in Alzheimer’s disease. Prog. Neurobiol. 10, 1–17. doi: 10.1016/j.pneurobio.2012.06.007

Livingston, G., Sommerlad, A., Orgeta, V., Costafreda, S. G., Huntley, J., Ames, D., et al. (2017). Dementia prevention, intervention, and care. Lancet 390, 2673–2734.

Lleo, A., Cavedo, E., Parnetti, L., Vanderstichele, H., Herukka, S. K., Andreasen, N., et al. (2015). Cerebrospinal fluid biomarkers in trials for Alzheimer and Parkinson diseases. Nat. Rev. Neurol. 11, 41–55. doi: 10.1038/nrneurol.2014.232

Maloney, M. T., and Bamburg, J. R. (2007). Cofilin-mediated neurodegeneration in Alzheimer’s disease and other amyloidopathies. Mol. Neurobiol. 35, 21–44.

Martinez, B., and Peplow, P. V. (2019). MicroRNAs as diagnostic and therapeutic tools for Alzheimer’s disease: advances and limitations. Neural Regen. Res. 14, 242–255. doi: 10.4103/1673-5374.244784

McKhann, G., Drachman, D., Folstein, M., Katzman, R., Price, D., and Stadlan, E. M. (1984). Clinical diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease: report of the NINCDS-ADRDA work group under the auspices of department of health and human services task force on Alzheimer’s Disease. Neurology 34, 939–944.

Minamide, L. S., Striegl, A. M., Boyle, J. A., Meberg, P. J., and Bamburg, J. R. (2000). Neurodegenerative stimuli induce persistent ADF/cofilin-actin rods that disrupt distal neurite function. Nat. Cell Biol. 2, 628–636. doi: 10.1038/35023579

Molinuevo, J. L., Ayton, S., Batrla, R., Bednar, M. M., Bittner, T., Cummings, J., et al. (2018). Current state of Alzheimer’s fluid biomarkers. Acta Neuropathol. 136, 821–853. doi: 10.1007/s00401-018-1932-x

Montine, T. J., Phelps, C. H., Beach, T. G., Bigio, E. H., Cairns, N. J., Dickson, D. W., et al. (2012). National institute on aging-Alzheimer’s association guidelines for the neuropathologic assessment of Alzheimer’s disease: a practical approach. Acta Neuropathol. 123, 1–11. doi: 10.1007/s00401-011-0910-3

O’Bryant, S. E., Gupta, V., Henriksen, K., Edwards, M., Jeromin, A., Lista, S., et al. (2015). Guidelines for the standardization of preanalytic variables for blood-based biomarker studies in Alzheimer’s disease research. Alzheimers Dement 11, 549–560. doi: 10.1016/j.jalz.2014.08.099

Olsson, B., Lautner, R., Andreasson, U., Ohrfelt, A., Portelius, E., Bjerke, M., et al. (2016). CSF and blood biomarkers for the diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Neurol. 15, 673–684. doi: 10.1016/S1474-4422(16)00070-3

Ostrowska, Z., and Moraczewska, J. (2017). Cofilin - a protein controlling dynamics of actin filaments. Postepy Hig. Med. Dosw. 71, 339–351.

Pan, Y., Liu, R., Terpstra, E., Wang, Y., Qiao, F., Wang, J., et al. (2016). Dysregulation and diagnostic potential of microRNA in Alzheimer’s disease. J. Alzheimers Dis. 49, 1–12. doi: 10.3233/JAD-150451

Petersen, R. C., and Negash, S. (2008). Mild cognitive impairment: an overview. CNS Spectr. 13, 45–53. doi: 10.1017/s1092852900016151

Petersen, R. C., Smith, G. E., Waring, S. C., Ivnik, R. J., Tangalos, E. G., and Kokmen, E. (1999). Mild cognitive impairment: clinical characterization and outcome. Arch. Neurol. 56, 303–308.

Polanco, J. C., Li, C., Bodea, L. G., Martinez-Marmol, R., Meunier, F. A., and Gotz, J. (2018). Amyloid-beta and tau complexity - towards improved biomarkers and targeted therapies. Nat. Rev. Neurol. 14, 22–39. doi: 10.1038/nrneurol.2017.162

Posada-Duque, R. A., Barreto, G. E., and Cardona-Gomez, G. P. (2014). Protection after stroke: cellular effectors of neurovascular unit integrity. Front. Cell Neurosci. 8:231. doi: 10.3389/fncel.2014.00231

Rahman, T., Davies, D. S., Tannenberg, R. K., Fok, S., Shepherd, C., Dodd, P. R., et al. (2014). Cofilin rods and aggregates concur with tau pathology and the development of Alzheimer’s disease. J. Alzheimers Dis. 42, 1443–1460. doi: 10.3233/JAD-140393

Ray, L., Khemka, V. K., Behera, P., Bandyopadhyay, K., Pal, S., Pal, K., et al. (2013). Serum homocysteine, dehydroepiandrosterone sulphate and lipoprotein (a) in alzheimer’s disease and vascular dementia. Aging Dis. 4, 57–64.

Robinson, R. A., Amin, B., and Guest, P. C. (2017). Multiplexing biomarker methods, proteomics and considerations for Alzheimer’s Disease. Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 974, 21–48. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-52479-5_2

Roman, G. C., Tatemichi, T. K., Erkinjuntti, T., Cummings, J. L., Masdeu, J. C., Garcia, J. H., et al. (1993). Vascular dementia: diagnostic criteria for research studies. Report of the NINDS-AIREN international workshop. Neurology 43, 250–260.

Rush, T., Martinez-Hernandez, J., Dollmeyer, M., Frandemiche, M. L., Borel, E., Boisseau, S., et al. (2018). Synaptotoxicity in Alzheimer’s Disease involved a dysregulation of actin cytoskeleton dynamics through cofilin 1 phosphorylation. J. Neurosci. 38, 10349–10361. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1409-18.2018

Sanford, A. M. (2017). Mild cognitive impairment. Clin. Geriatr. Med. 33, 325–337. doi: 10.1016/j.cger.2017.02.005

Scheltens, P., Blennow, K., Breteler, M. M., de Strooper, B., Frisoni, G. B., Salloway, S., et al. (2016). Alzheimer’s disease. Lancet 388, 505–517. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(15)01124-1

Schonhofen, P., de Medeiros, L. M., Chatain, C. P., Bristot, I. J., and Klamt, F. (2014). Cofilin/actin rod formation by dysregulation of cofilin-1 activity as a central initial step in neurodegeneration. Mini. Rev. Med. Chem. 14, 393–400. doi: 10.2174/1389557514666140506161458

Sery, O., Povova, J., Misek, I., Pesak, L., and Janout, V. (2013). Molecular mechanisms of neuropathological changes in Alzheimer’s disease: a review. Folia Neuropathol. 51, 1–9. doi: 10.5114/fn.2013.34190

Shaw, A. E., and Bamburg, J. R. (2017). Peptide regulation of cofilin activity in the CNS: a novel therapeutic approach for treatment of multiple neurological disorders. Pharmacol. Ther. 175, 17–27. doi: 10.1016/j.pharmthera.2017.02.031

Shishkin, S., Eremina, L., Pashintseva, N., Kovalev, L., and Kovaleva, M. (2016). Cofilin-1 and other ADF/cofilin superfamily members in human malignant cells. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 18:10. doi: 10.3390/ijms18010010

Standridge, J. B. (2004). Pharmacotherapeutic approaches to the treatment of Alzheimer’s disease. Clin. Ther. 26, 615–630. doi: 10.1016/s0149-2918(04)90064-1

Subramanian, K., Gianni, D., Balla, C., Assenza, G. E., Joshi, M., Semigran, M. J., et al. (2015). Cofilin-2 phosphorylation and sequestration in myocardial aggregates: novel pathogenetic mechanisms for idiopathic dilated cardiomyopathy. J. Am. Coll. Cardiol. 65, 1199–1214. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2015.01.031

Sun, Y., Rong, X., Lu, W., Peng, Y., Li, J., Xu, S., et al. (2015). Translational study of Alzheimer’s disease (AD) biomarkers from brain tissues in AbetaPP/PS1 mice and serum of AD patients. J. Alzheimers Dis. 45, 269–282. doi: 10.3233/JAD-142805

Sweeney, M. D., Sagare, A. P., and Zlokovic, B. V. (2018). Blood-brain barrier breakdown in Alzheimer disease and other neurodegenerative disorders. Nat. Rev. Neurol. 14, 133–150. doi: 10.1038/nrneurol.2017.188

Vallejo, V., Wyss, P., Rampa, L., Mitache, A. V., Muri, R. M., Mosimann, U. P., et al. (2017). Evaluation of a novel serious game based assessment tool for patients with Alzheimer’s disease. PLoS One 12:e0175999. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0175999

Verri, M., Pastoris, O., Dossena, M., Aquilani, R., Guerriero, F., Cuzzoni, G., et al. (2012). Mitochondrial alterations, oxidative stress and neuroinflammation in Alzheimer&#x0027;s disease. Int. J. Immunopathol. Pharmacol. 25, 345–353. doi: 10.1177/039463201202500204

Walsh, K. P., Minamide, L. S., Kane, S. J., Shaw, A. E., Brown, D. R., Pulford, B., et al. (2014). Amyloid-beta and proinflammatory cytokines utilize a prion protein-dependent pathway to activate NADPH oxidase and induce cofilin-actin rods in hippocampal neurons. PLoS One 9:e95995. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0095995

Wang, W., Eddy, R., and Condeelis, J. (2007). The cofilin pathway in breast cancer invasion and metastasis. Nat. Rev. Cancer 7, 429–440. doi: 10.1038/nrc2148

Whiteman, I. T., Gervasio, O. L., Cullen, K. M., Guillemin, G. J., Jeong, E. V., Witting, P. K., et al. (2009). Activated actin-depolymerizing factor/cofilin sequesters phosphorylated microtubule-associated protein during the assembly of alzheimer-like neuritic cytoskeletal striations. J. Neurosci. 29, 12994–13005. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3531-09.2009

Woo, J. A., Boggess, T., Uhlar, C., Wang, X., Khan, H., Cappos, G., et al. (2015a). RanBP9 at the intersection between cofilin and Abeta pathologies: rescue of neurodegenerative changes by RanBP9 reduction. Cell Death Dis. 6:1676. doi: 10.1038/cddis.2015.37

Woo, J. A., Zhao, X., Khan, H., Penn, C., Wang, X., Joly-Amado, A., et al. (2015b). Slingshot-cofilin activation mediates mitochondrial and synaptic dysfunction via abeta ligation to beta1-integrin conformers. Cell Death Differ. 22, 1069–1070. doi: 10.1038/cdd.2015.41

Wood, H. (2016). Alzheimer disease: biomarkers of AD risk - the end of the road for plasma amyloid-beta? Nat. Rev. Neurol. 12:613. doi: 10.1038/nrneurol.2016.160

Yao, J., Hennessey, T., Flynt, A., Lai, E., Beal, M. F., and Lin, M. T. (2010). MicroRNA-related cofilin abnormality in Alzheimer’s disease. PLoS One 5:e15546. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0015546

Zempel, H., Dennissen, F. J. A., Kumar, Y., Luedtke, J., Biernat, J., Mandelkow, E. M., et al. (2017). Axodendritic sorting and pathological missorting of tau are isoform-specific and determined by axon initial segment architecture. J. Biol. Chem. 292, 12192–12207. doi: 10.1074/jbc.M117.784702

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Sun, Liang, Dong, Li, Liu and Gao. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fnagi-11-00214-t001.jpg
Control MCI (n=58) AD (n=181) ANOVA

(n=181) p-value
Age, years 7365+ 5.1 72.7+£5.9 742 +£6.3 N.S.
Male patients 80 (44.2%) 27 (46.6%) 85 (47.0%) N.S.
BMI 272+4.6 26.0 + (3.8 26.8 £ 4.5 N.S.
MMSE, points 288+ 07 26.0+29 16.8 £ 4.6 < 0.001
Education, years 9.4+ 31 88+28 9.6+32 N.S.

Data presented as mean + SD where appropriate. Post hoc Tukey test: MMSE: AD
vs. Control, p < 0.001; AD vs. MCI, p < 0.001; MCI vs. Control, p < 0.001. N.S.
not significant different. MCI, mild cognitive impairment; AD, Alzheimer’s disease;
BMI, body mass index; MIMSE, mini-mental status examination.





OPS/images/fnagi-11-00214-t002.jpg
Control MCI AD

Protein Level (pg/ml)  90.5 =+ 27.1 115.9 + 15.4%* 167.9 =+ 35.3+* ##
The 95% Cls 86.5-94.5 111.9-119.9 162.7-173.1

**p-value < 0.01 vs. Control, #p-value < 0.01 vs. MCI. One way ANOVA followed
by Tukey-Kramer test. Data are means + SD. n = 181 for Control and AD, and 58
for MICI. Cls, confidence intervals.





OPS/images/cross.jpg
3,

i





OPS/images/fnagi-11-00214-g004.jpg
A B
Control AD Control VaD

Cofilin 2 |=== e e ——— - Cofilin 2 i S - G S - -
Cofilin 2 % ————— SRR g Cofilin 2 p--éé---

Ig

Q
.
u‘ |
=
)

[o\] o
£ 250 £
= g =0.069
S = 2001 8 & P
o= 2 o O
S = P e —
= S = 1004
Z o 1501 z g
20 zZ O
£ 5 1004 —— £
.E e\= £ &\i 504
g £
= =
z 0 0
Control Control VaD
ROC Cwrve: VaD vs AD
C D 1.0
p=0.059
4009 ! 1 0.8
ek
Z 3004 ! '
?\0 [ ] E 0.6
= . 2
o &
f; 200 e® -
= o 00 w; B
... 0.2—
0
YaD AD Control
0.0 I 1 | |

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
1 - Specificity





OPS/images/fnagi-11-00214-g002.jpg
AD

5

250

(oo Jo55) (oo o 54)
) oo Jo Sysuonn swperon

——————
o
Contral
Control

Cofiin2
p-Cofiln2
Bacin





OPS/images/cover.jpg
’ frontiers
In Neuroscience

Cofilin 2 in Serum as a Novel
Biomarker for Alzheimer’s
Disease in Han Chinese





OPS/images/fnagi-11-00214-g003.jpg
Cofilin 2 (pg/ml)

B
* * 300.00
{ eH 7 ° =-0.792
— e 3 p<0.001
300- 250.00— g o
3 200.00—
kk %
200 — E; 15056
£
S 100,00
1001
50.00—
0.00—
Control MCI AD T | T T T T
10 12 14 16 18 20
MMSE
ROC Curve
c 10
08—
£ 06
-
E=
g
S 04
02
00 T T T T
00 02 04 06 08 10

1 - Specificity






OPS/images/fnagi-11-00214-g001.jpg
Cofilin 2 s e

P-actin | m——————

Hippocampus

APP/PS1

WT Vehi

cle

Mam Don

o
£ 2007
g sk
O J
s 150
25 ##
g =.§ 1004
E
s 504
2
b
o
WT Model Mam
APP/PS1
Serum
Control ABasaas

Cofilin 2

IgG

250+

[

=3

=]
1

1504

(% of Control)

100+

n
<>
I

Relative intensity of Cofilin 2

Control

ABys.3s

B Serum
APP/PS1
WT Vehicle Mam Don
Cofilin 2 “
3 =
5 2501
2
] 2004
o
=
QE 150-
2%
g $ 1004
3 50+
E
z o
WT Model Mem
APP/PS1
Cell

SK-N-SH SK-N-SH APPgos

Cofilin 2 e s——— Sy -
f-actin S-S

2001

p—

7]

=}
1

(% of SK-N-SH)
>
b

Relative intensity of Cofilin 2
n
=}
I

=

SK-N-SH SK-N-SH APPyys

Hippocampus

Control ABasas

Cofilin 2 SEE—_——_————
pactin

o
g 200+
= sksk
S=
= g 1504
z 5
2 © 1004 I
QD =
*E =]
25
0 < 504
=
S
] 0
" Control AB,s.35
Cell
F
AB2s3s (uM)
0 10 30 100
Cofilin 2 . SN — s

actin o ———

250+

(Yo of 0 pM AP 55 35)

— N
hn o W 9D
$ $ S 3

Relative intensity of Cofilin 2

>

Kok
0 10 30 100

AP 25.35 (M)









OPS/images/logo.jpg
’ frontiers
in Aging Neuroscience





