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Abstract
Purpose  [18F]-labeled positron emission tomography (PET) radioligands permit in vivo assessment of Alzheimer’s disease 
biomarkers, including aggregated neurofibrillary tau (NFT) with [18F]flortaucipir. Due to structural similarities of flortaucipir 
with some monoamine oxidase A (MAO-A) inhibitors, this study aimed to evaluate flortaucipir binding to MAO-A and 
MAO-B and any potential impact on PET interpretation.
Methods  [18F]Flortaucipir autoradiography was performed on frozen human brain tissue slices, and PET imaging was 
conducted in rats. Dissociation constants were determined by saturation binding, association and dissociation rates were 
measured by kinetic binding experiments, and IC50 values were determined by competition binding.
Results  Under stringent wash conditions, specific [18F]flortaucipir binding was observed on tau NFT-rich Alzheimer’s disease 
tissue and not control tissue. In vivo PET experiments in rats revealed no evidence of [18F]flortaucipir binding to MAO-A; 
pre-treatment with MAO inhibitor pargyline did not impact uptake or wash-out of [18F]flortaucipir. [18F]Flortaucipir bound 
with low nanomolar affinity to human MAO-A in a microsomal preparation in vitro but with a fast dissociation rate relative to 
MAO-A ligand fluoroethyl-harmol, consistent with no observed in vivo binding in rats of [18F]flortaucipir to MAO-A. Direct 
binding of flortaucipir to human MAO-B was not detected in a microsomal preparation. A high concentration of flortaucipir 
(IC50 of 1.3 μM) was found to block binding of the MAO-B ligand safinamide to MAO-B on microsomes suggesting that, 
at micromolar concentrations, flortaucipir weakly binds to MAO-B in vitro.
Conclusion  These data suggest neither MAO-A nor MAO-B binding will contribute significantly to the PET signal in corti-
cal target areas relevant to the interpretation of [18F]flortaucipir.

Keywords  Flortaucipir · PET · Alzheimer’s disease · Monoamine oxidase · Tau neurofibrillary tangles

Introduction

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is characterized by misfolded 
protein aggregates, specifically extracellular amyloid-β 
plaques [1, 2], and hyperphosphorylated tau neurofi-
brillary tangles (NFTs) [3]. Historically, AD has been 

diagnosed only by neuropsychological testing during the 
dementia stage and confirmed by autopsy [4–6]. Conse-
quently, some patients have been misdiagnosed (found to 
be lacking the hallmark amyloid-β plaques and tau NFTs 
at autopsy) and as a result received inappropriate medical 
treatment [7]. With improvements in biomarker detection, 
particularly by positron emission tomography (PET), we 
can now utilize non-invasive imaging techniques to visu-
alize the hallmark pathologies of AD in living patients 
[8–10]. [18F]-labeled PET radioligands that bind and visu-
alize amyloid-β plaques have been approved for several 
years [11–13]. [18F]Flortaucipir, which binds to paired 
helical filament (PHF) tau in NFTs with high affinity [14, 
15], became the first PET tracer approved to estimate the 
density and distribution of tau NFTs. PET images with 
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[18F]flortaucipir accurately reflect tau NFTs after post-
mortem pathological examination [16, 17].

[18F]Flortaucipir is structurally similar to known revers-
ible inhibitors of monoamine oxidase A (MAO-A), includ-
ing harmine and fluoroethyl-harmol. Off-target binding has 
been noted in areas of the brain where aggregated tau is 
unexpected, and there have been conflicting reports in the 
literature about possible MAO-A and MAO-B binding 
relationships with [18F]flortaucipir [18–20]. Furthermore, 
PET signal for the putative tau tracer [18F]THK5351 has 
been reported to be greatly reduced following treatment 
with the MAO-B inhibitor selegiline (deprenyl) [21]. The 
present study aimed to investigate and characterize any 
binding relationship between [18F]flortaucipir and MAO-A 
or MAO-B in vivo using PET imaging and by in vitro com-
petition and saturation binding experiments.

Materials and methods

Radiosynthesis of [18F]flortaucipir and [18F]
fluoroethyl‑harmol

[18F]Flortaucipir was produced as described previously 
[22]. [18F]Fluoroethyl-harmol was produced following the 
procedure as described by Schieferstein et al. [23].

[18F]Flortaucipir autoradiography: comparison 
of stringent and mild wash conditions

Autoradiography was performed on frozen human brain 
slices from AD donors (N = 3, PHF tau-rich as deter-
mined by AT8 immunohistochemistry) and age-matched 
non-AD control donors (N = 6, devoid of tau NFTs and 
beta-amyloid neuritic plaques as determined by immu-
nohistochemistry). Brains slices were obtained from the 
National Disease Research Interchange (Philadelphia, PA).

In brief, 500 μL of [18F]flortaucipir (0.74 MBq [20 
μCi]) in 2.5% dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO)/2.5% etha-
nol (EtOH)/phosphate-buffered saline (PBS), pH 7.4, 
was pipetted onto each slide. Adjacent sections were 
incubated with [18F]flortaucipir and non-radioactive 
flortaucipir (1 μM). After 60-min incubation at room 
temperature, the tissue was washed under mild (4 × 2 
min in PBS) or stringent wash conditions (4 × 2 min 
each in PBS, 30% EtOH/PBS, 70% EtOH/PBS, and PBS). 
After drying under ambient conditions, the sections were 
placed in a cassette, exposed to a phosphor imaging 
plate overnight, and then scanned with a GE Typhoon 
FLA7000 Bio-Imaging System.

[18F]Flortaucipir autoradiography: competition 
binding assay with MAO‑A and MAO‑B inhibitors

Autoradiography competition binding assay of [18F]flor-
taucipir binding to normal human brain was used to deter-
mine the IC50 values of flortaucipir, MAO-A inhibitors clor-
gyline (Sigma-Aldrich) and fluoroethyl-harmol (prepared by 
alkylation of harmol [Alfa Aesar] with 1-bromo-2-fluoro-
ethane as described by Ng et al. [21]), and MAO-B inhibi-
tors deprenyl (Sigma-Aldrich) and safinamide (TCI). Adja-
cent frozen sections (10 μm thick) from a normal human 
temporal cortex (sourced from National Disease Research 
Interchange) were incubated with a fixed concentration of 
[18F]flortaucipir (0.74MBq [20 μCi] in 500 μL, 1.4 nM 
each slide) with varying concentrations of competing com-
pound (log serial dilution from 10 μM to 0.001 μM) in 2.5% 
DMSO/2.5% EtOH/PBS, pH 7.4. After 60-min incubation 
at room temperature, PBS washes (4 × 2 min) were used 
to remove any unbound ligand. After drying under ambi-
ent conditions, the sections were placed in a cassette and 
exposed to a phosphor imaging plate overnight. The plate 
was then scanned with a GE Typhoon FLA7000 Bio-Imag-
ing System. Signal intensity (counts/pixel) on each section 
was measured using Multi Gauge V3.0 Imaging software. 
Total binding was evaluated by nonlinear regression using 
GraphPad Prism v8 to determine IC50 values.

In vivo PET imaging

All procedures in this study followed the guidelines of the 
Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee of the Univer-
sity of the Sciences, Philadelphia, PA. A Siemens Inveon Mul-
timodality Scanner was used for micro-PET/computed tomog-
raphy (CT) imaging. Male wild-type Sprague-Dawley rats 
(128 ± 58 g) were anesthetized with 3% isoflurane with oxy-
gen. Rats were administered [18F]fluoroethyl-harmol or [18F]
flortaucipir via tail vein injection (7.4-14.8MBq [200–400 
μCi] in a total volume of 200 μL). For blocking studies, rats 
were pre-treated with pargyline (Sigma-Aldrich, 50 mg/kg 
i.p.) 30 min prior to scans; control rats were pre-treated with 
0.9% saline injection (Hospira, i.p.). A short high-resolution 
CT scan was first conducted for anatomical registration, fol-
lowed by a 120-min dynamic PET scan. PET images were 
generated for each minute of the acquisition time. Uptake of 
the tracers was determined by visually drawing regions of 
interest based on the fused PET/CT images, and correspond-
ing activity values were determined using Inveon Research 
Workplace software. All values are represented as % injected 
dose per gram (ID/g). A total of 6 rats were studied (3 control, 
3 pre-treated) for [18F]fluoroethyl-harmol and 8 rats for [18F]
flortaucipir (4 control, 4 pre-treated).
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PHF preparation

Purified, soluble PHF was isolated from AD brain tissue 
using a protocol modified from the procedure described by 
Jicha et al. [24]. Briefly, homogenized AD cortex under-
went high pressure batch–gas expansion using a Parr Cell 
disruption bomb and centrifuged at 28 kg. Soluble PHF was 
isolated from the supernatant by affinity chromatography 
using an MC1-Affigel 10 column (25 mL flow rate), with 
a high guard column (4 cm) of Sepharose 400 Superflow, 
recycling supernatant twice through the column over 18–20 
h at 4 °C. Bound PHF was eluted with two column volumes 
of 3M potassium thiocyanate. Isolated PHF was analyzed in 
a tau MC-1 ELISA and a tau AT8 ELISA, which recognizes 
tau phosphorylated at both Ser 202 and Thr 205 [3].

Kd and IC50 determination

The dissociation constant (Kd) was determined by satura-
tion binding, in which the total and non-specific binding 
of the radioligand was measured at various concentrations. 
Human recombinant MAO-A, MAO-B, and control micro-
somes were acquired from Sigma (M7316, M7441, and 
M7566, respectively). All microsome preparations were 
at a concentration of 5 mg protein/mL. The reaction mix-
ture (250 μL) contained protein target and 18F-radioligand, 
serially diluted in PBS, pH 7.4; assays were performed in 
PBS (0.01% bovine serum albumin [BSA]) in 96-well poly-
propylene microplates. Non-specific binding (NSB) was 
defined as radioligand binding in the absence of target or 
in the presence of an excess of non-radioactive compound 
selective for the target: T808 (10 μM, synthesized at Avid 
Radiopharmaceuticals according to published procedures) 
[25] for PHF, clorgyline (1–10 μM) for MAO-A, and depre-
nyl (1–10 μM) for MAO-B. After incubation (1.5 h at 37 
°C), the bound radioactivity was harvested onto Millipore 
MultiScreen®HTS FB filter plates by vacuum filtration (Mil-
lipore MultiScreen®HTS Vacuum Manifold), followed by 5 
PBS washes. Filters were assayed for radioactivity in a Wiz-
ard 2480 automatic gamma-counter (Perkin Elmer). Data 
were analyzed by nonlinear regression analysis (GraphPad 
Prism) to determine Kd for the radioligand.

For non-radioactive compounds, Kd was determined by 
saturation binding in 96-well polypropylene microplates; 
the reaction mixture (250 μL) contained a fixed amount of 
protein and 12 concentrations of ligand and PBS (0.02% 
BSA). After incubation (1.5 h at 37 °C), bound ligand was 
harvested by vacuum filtration onto a glass fiber filter plate 
(Pall® Acroprep™ Advance 96-well 1.0 μm), using a Mil-
lipore MultiScreen®HTS Vacuum Manifold, followed by 5 
PBS washes. Bound ligand was then eluted into a 96-deep-
well 700 μL polypropylene plate with 250 μL internal stand-
ard in methanol by centrifugation at 4000 RPM for 5 min. 

Each sample (15 μL) was analyzed via liquid chromatogra-
phy-mass spectrometry (LC-MS, see supplementary infor-
mation for more detail). Data were analyzed by nonlinear 
regression analysis (GraphPad Prism).

IC50 values for each compound were determined by com-
petition binding. The reaction mixture (250 μL) contained 
a set amount of protein and ligand as well as a decreasing 
amount of inhibitor, from 10 μM to 0.32 nM (1/2 log dilu-
tion series), in PBS containing 0.02% BSA in 96-well poly-
propylene microplates. After incubation for 1.5 h at 37 °C, 
bound ligand was harvested and analyzed by LC-MS as 
described above. IC50 values were determined by nonlinear 
regression analysis using GraphPad Prism.

Kinetic binding study

The association (kon) and dissociation (koff) rates were deter-
mined by kinetic binding experiments in which binding of 
a radioligand to a target (PHF tau or MAO-A or MAO-B 
microsomal preparations) was measured at multiple time-
points. The reaction mixture (250 μL) contained protein 
target and 18F-radioligand (1 nM); assays were performed 
in PBS containing 0.01% BSA in 96-well polypropylene 
microplates. At each timepoint of the 37 °C incubation, 
the bound radioactivity was harvested by vacuum filtration 
onto Millipore MultiScreen®HTS FB filter plates, using a 
Millipore MultiScreen®HTS Vacuum Manifold, followed by 
5 PBS washes. Once the equilibrium signal was reached, 
dissociation was initiated by adding excess non-radioactive 
compound. Measurements continued until no binding was 
detected. Filters containing bound [18F]flortaucipir were 
assayed and analyzed for radioactivity as previously noted.

Results

[18F]Flortaucipir autoradiography was performed on frontal 
cortex and striatum frozen human brain tissue slices from 
multiple AD and control donors to assess tau NFT and 
off-target binding (Fig. 1). Under stringent washing condi-
tions (30% and 70% EtOH), [18F]flortaucipir binding was 
observed only on tau NFT-rich AD tissue, not on control 
tissue. Autoradiography signal on AD tissue was found to 
be saturable in the presence of non-radioactive flortaucipir. 
However, when mild washing conditions were used, binding 
of [18F]flortaucipir was observed on both AD and control 
tissues, in an off-target pattern different than that observed 
using stringent washing conditions, and for which binding 
was only partially saturable by 1 μM flortaucipir.

To further understand the off-target binding observed 
under mild wash conditions, inhibition of [18F]flortaucipir 
binding by MAO-A or MAO-B inhibitors was evaluated on 
temporal cortex brain sections from control subjects, devoid 
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of tau NFTs, and beta-amyloid neuritic plaques (Fig. 2A, 
2B). Under essentially the same mild washing conditions, 
non-radioactive flortaucipir and MAO-A inhibitors clor-
gyline and fluoroethyl-harmol weakly blocked [18F]flor-
taucipir binding similarly, with IC50 values of 0.27 μM, 0.25 
μM, and 0.78 μM, respectively. Binding of [18F]flortaucipir 
was only very weakly blocked by MAO-B inhibitors depre-
nyl and safinamide (IC50 ≥ 10 μM). It is noted that only 
approximately 50% of the [18F]flortaucipir bound to normal 
brain sections under mild wash conditions was displaced, 
while the remainder was non-specific and non-saturable 
since it could not be displaced by high levels of MAO-A 
ligand or flortaucipir itself.

PET studies were conducted in rats to compare retention 
of a selective and reversible MAO-A tracer, [18F]fluoroethyl-
harmol, to that of [18F]flortaucipir in both control and 50 
mg/kg pargyline (an irreversible MAO-A/B inhibitor) pre-
treated rats (Fig. 3A, 3B). In control rats, [18F]fluoroethyl-
harmol crossed the blood-brain barrier, reached a peak of 
2.3 %ID/g at 2 min, and was retained in the brain through-
out the scan period with 2.1 %ID/g still present at 110 min, 
consistent with its strong binding relationship with MAO-A. 
However, for [18F]fluoroethyl-harmol in the pargyline pre-
treated group, peak brain activity reached 2.4 %ID/g at 2 
min, followed by a rapid washout to 1.0 %ID/g by 20 min. 
In contrast, [18F]flortaucipir displayed nearly identical brain 
uptake with rapid clearance in both the control and pargyline 
groups (Fig. 3B) consistent with a minimal in vivo MAO-A 
PET signal. Results shown in the Supplemental Information, 
Fig. S1, further confirm the presence of MAO-A binding 
sites in rats and explore the interaction of flortaucipir with 

these sites. [18F]flortaucipir autoradiography on rat brain 
slices using mild (aqueous) wash conditions demonstrated 
binding of [18F]flortaucipir that could be blocked by excess 
non-radioactive flortaucipir, the MAO-A inhibitor clorgyline 
and the MAO-A/B inhibitor pargyline but not by the MAO-B 
inhibitor deprenyl. These results are consistent with the bind-
ing pattern observed on human brain tissue using mild wash-
ing conditions in Fig. 2.

The Kd for binding of [18F]flortaucipir to isolated 
human PHF was determined to be 0.57 nM compared to 
2.0 nM to recombinant MAO-A. The on/off rates (kon/
koff) for [18F]flortaucipir binding to PHF tau and MAO-A 
(Fig.  3C) were measured (under mild washing condi-
tions) using [18F]fluoroethyl-harmol as a positive control 
for MAO-A binding (Fig.  3D). While similar associa-
tion rates (kon) were observed for each ligand-protein pair 
(1.8E07–3.9E07 M−1min−1), the dissociation rate (koff) for 
[18F]flortaucipir:MAO-A was found to be approximately 8–9 
times faster than that of [18F]fluoroethyl-harmol:MAO-A 
and [18F]flortaucipir:PHF.

Studies using the putative tau tracer [18F]THK5351 have 
shown that its affinity toward MAO-B confounds its quantifi-
cation of tau by PET [21]. To explore the potential affinity of 
flortaucipir for MAO-B, in vitro saturation binding of [18F]
flortaucipir and [18F]THK5351 to MAO-B microsomes was 
conducted (Fig. 4). The Kd for the binding of [18F]THK5351 
to recombinant MAO-B was determined to be 37 ± 1.8 nM 
with a Bmax of 49 ± 6.3 pmol ligand/mg total protein, when 
NSB was defined as binding to control microsomes (absence 
of target). Similar Kd and Bmax were determined when 10 
μM deprenyl (Kd of 39 ± 1.1 nM; Bmax of 51 ± 5.5 pmol 

[18F]Flortaucipir

AD
35682
frontal

AD
30311
frontal

PBS, 30% EtOH in PBS,
70% EtOH in PBS, PBS

2 minutes each

AD
30121
frontal

Normal
29169
frontal

Normal
29072
frontal

[18F]Flortaucipir
+ Flortaucipir (1 µM) [18F]Flortaucipir

[18F]Flortaucipir
+ Flortaucipir (1 µM)

4 washes of PBS, 
2 minutes each

[18F]Flortaucipir

PBS, 30% EtOH in PBS,
70% EtOH in PBS, PBS

2 minutes each

Normal
32566

striatum

[18F]Flortaucipir
+ Flortaucipir (1 µM) [18F]Flortaucipir

[18F]Flortaucipir
+ Flortaucipir (1 µM)

4 washes of PBS, 
2 minutes each

Normal
32566

striatum

Normal
58698

striatum

Normal
29092

striatum

Fig. 1   [18F]Flortaucipir autoradiography on AD and normal tissues. 
Comparison of stringent and mild wash conditions on  post-mortem 
brain sections (frontal cortex and striatum). Under stringent washing 

conditions, binding observed in tau NFT-rich AD tissue and not nor-
mal control. Abbreviations: AD, Alzheimer’s disease; EtOH, ethanol; 
PBS, phosphate-buffered saline

3800 European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging (2022) 49:3797–3808



1 3

ligand/mg total protein) or 1 μM THK5351 (Kd of 40 ± 0.7 
nM; Bmax of 54 ± 3.4 pmol ligand/mg total protein) were 
used to define NSB. In contrast, no specific binding of [18F]
flortaucipir to MAO-B was detected using the same assay 
conditions.

Additional saturation binding experiments were con-
ducted at higher flortaucipir concentrations in a liquid 
chromatography-mass spectrometry (LC-MS) direct bind-
ing assay (Fig. 5). Again, the Kd for flortaucipir binding to 
recombinant MAO-B microsomes could not be determined; 
no specific binding was observed as evidenced by the lack of 
separation between total binding and non-specific binding 
curves. By comparison, the Kd for the binding of safinamide, 
a selective and reversible MAO-B ligand, to recombinant 
MAO-B was 57 nM with a Bmax of 446 pmol ligand/mg 
total protein when binding to control microsome (absence 
of target) is used to define NSB.

Finally, safinamide binding at a concentration of 30 nM 
to 10 μg MAO-B microsomes was measured by LC-MS 
in the presence of deprenyl, flortaucipir, clorgyline, and 
fluoroethyl-harmol (Fig. 6). The MAO-B inhibitor deprenyl 
displaced safinamide with an IC50 of 66 nM. Flortaucipir and 
MAO-A inhibitor clorgyline both weakly inhibited safina-
mide binding to MAO-B, with IC50 of 1.3 μM and 3.3 μM, 
respectively. MAO-A inhibitor fluoroethyl-harmol showed 
weak competition against safinamide to MAO-B with an 
indeterminable IC50 (> 10 μM).

Discussion

This study aimed to characterize any binding relationship 
of [18F]flortaucipir with MAO-A or MAO-B and evaluate if 
this would impact the interpretation of [18F]flortaucipir PET. 

Fig. 2   Flortaucipir and 
MAO-A/B inhibitor competi-
tion binding. [18F]flortaucipir 
autoradiography on normal (tau 
NFT negative) human brain 
tissue (A). MAO-B ligands 
only weakly blocked off-target 
binding of [18F]flortaucipir on 
normal tissues (IC50 ≥ 10 μM, 
curve fit by nonlinear regres-
sion) (B). Abbreviations: AVG, 
average; Cpd, compound; FEH, 
fluoroethyl-harmol; MAO, 
monoamine oxidase; PBS, 
phosphate-buffered saline
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We observed binding of [18F]flortaucipir to MAO-A (2.0 
nM Kd) in a microsomal preparation in vitro, however with 
a fast dissociation rate relative to that of [18F]fluoroethyl-
harmol:MAO-A and [18F]flortaucipir:PHF, consistent with 
the lack of binding in our in vivo experiment. Direct bind-
ing of flortaucipir to MAO-B was not detected in vitro, but 
a high concentration of flortaucipir (IC50 of 1.3 μM) was 
found to block safinamide binding to MAO-B in microsomes 
suggesting that, at micromolar concentrations, flortaucipir 
weakly binds to MAO-B in vitro.

The affinity and specificity of flortaucipir have been 
well characterized with [18F]flortaucipir PET images in AD 
patients showing a pattern of distribution consistent with the 
pathological observations of Braak [26] and others for the 

distribution of tau NFTs in AD brains [14–17]. However, 
localization of [18F]flortaucipir is seen also in striatum and 
choroid plexus in both AD patients and those with no evi-
dence of disease [27]. It is possible that some of the signal 
in the choroid plexus can spill over into adjacent regions 
[27, 28]. The source of this choroid plexus binding is not 
known but may reflect binding to iron/calcification or, less 
likely, Biondi bodies [29, 30]. Presumed off-target eleva-
tions of PET signal for multiple tau PET tracers, including 
[18F]flortaucipir, [18F]MK-6240, and [18F]THK5351, have 
also been observed in structures rich in neuromelanin and 
melanin-containing cells [29, 31–34]. These regions, how-
ever, reside outside of the AD-associated neocortical areas 
examined for visual interpretation, and thus, the observed 

Fig. 3   PET time activity curves and binding kinetics of [18F]flor-
taucipir to MAO-A, compared with MAO-A ligand [18F]FEH. PET 
time activity curves were generated for [18F]flortaucipir for rats pre-
treated with saline and pargyline (50 mg/kg) (A; n = 4 per group) and 
for [18F]-FEH (fluoroethyl-harmol) for rats pre-treated with saline and 
pargyline (50 mg/kg) (B; n = 3 per group). Data are mean ± SEM. 

Kinetic binding curves were generated for [18F]flortaucipir binding to 
PHF and MAO-A (C) and for [18F]-FEH (fluoroethyl-harmol) bind-
ing to MAO-A (D). Data are mean ± SD. Abbreviations: AVG, aver-
age; MAO, monoamine oxidase; n, number of replicates; PET, posi-
tron emission tomography; PHF, paired helical filament; SD, standard 
deviation; SEM, standard error of mean
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activity has little or no impact on ability to visually inter-
pret flortaucipir AD PET scans. The causes of the off-target 
binding in striatum and choroid plexus detected by [18F]flo-
rtaucipir PET have not been definitively identified; multiple 
labs have been unable to detect the same pattern of off-target 
binding observed in [18F]flortaucipir PET by autoradiogra-
phy studies on post-mortem tissue [31, 35, 36]. However, 
none of the aforementioned potential off-target binding sites 
have the same potential to be confused with tau deposition 
in AD as would binding to MAO-B in activated astrocytes.

Several other tau tracers in development have exhib-
ited off-target binding presumably due to interaction with 
MAO-B [21, 37, 38]. This has raised the question whether 
[18F]flortaucipir also interacts with MAO-B; thus far, con-
flicting evidence has failed to clarify any possible interac-
tion [20, 38–40]. [18F]THK5351, a radiotracer that has been 
investigated as a possible tau imaging agent, is known to 
bind to both NFT tau and MAO-B [41, 42], and MAO-B 
inhibitors rasagiline and selegiline (deprenyl) significantly 
attenuate the uptake of [18F]THK5351 in humans [21, 43]. 
MAO-B interaction could impact the interpretation of PET 
scans for tau-targeted radioligands due to signal overlap, as 
MAO-B is expressed by reactive astrocytes that often co-
localize with tau NFTs [44–48].

Concerns about off-target binding associations to MAO-B 
or MAO-A have prompted [18F]flortaucipir PET studies 
in non-human primates to elucidate potential binding to 
MAOs [18, 49]. We do not find the data in these studies 
to be consistent with specific in vivo binding and retention 
of flortaucipir to MAOs or specific displacement of flor-
taucipir binding by known MAO inhibitors in any brain 
region. Drake et al. [18] acknowledged that in their study, 
flortaucipir distributed non-specifically in the NHP brain; 
the washout curves for hippocampus, cerebellum, thalamus, 
basal ganglia, and cortex appear indistinguishable from each 
other (as shown in Drake et al. [18] Supplemental Informa-
tion, Fig. S5). This pattern of distribution is in contrast to 
reported MAO-B ligands such as [11C]deprenyl-d2 [50] and 
[18F]FSL25.1188 [51], which demonstrated high signal in 
both thalamus and basal ganglia, and reduced retention in the 
cerebellum or MAO-A ligands such as [11C]harmine [52], 
which demonstrate higher activity in areas such as the thala-
mus and putamen relative to the cerebellum. In these three 
studies [50–52], activity in areas of high MAO expression 
such as thalamus and basal ganglia is significantly higher 
(1.5- to 2-fold) than in cerebellum, an area of low MAO 
expression [53], whereas a similar pattern is not observed 
in the study by Drake et al. In the non-human primate study 

Fig. 4   Comparison of in vitro 
binding of [18F]flortaucipir 
to MAO-B compared to [18F]
THK5351. Saturation bind-
ing [18F]flortaucipir (A) and 
[18F]THK5351 (B) to MAO-B 
microsomes in the presence of 
competing non-radioactive com-
pound (10 μM deprenyl or 1 μM 
THK5351) or absence of target 
(control microsome). TB and 
NSB fit by nonlinear regression. 
Data are mean ± SD. Abbrevia-
tions: CPM, counts per minute; 
MAO, monoamine oxidase; 
NSB, non-specific binding; TB, 
total binding
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by Hostetler et al. [49], a lack of regional differentiation for 
flortaucipir is also observed; however, in that study, evalu-
ation of off-target MAO binding via blocking studies using 
specific inhibitors was not performed. A decreased distribu-
tion volume under self-blocking conditions is observed and 
is proposed to be evidence of off-target binding; however, 
the study does not identify possible causes, such as bind-
ing to MAOs. As a whole, these [18F]flortaucipir PET stud-
ies probing potential off-target binding to MAOs have not 

convincingly demonstrated an association in vivo, prompting 
the current study.

In PET imaging studies using normal rodents, [18F]flo-
rtaucipir binding to MAO-B could not be evaluated due to 
low levels of MAO-B expression. In autoradiography studies 
of normal human brain tissue using mild aqueous wash con-
ditions, there was minimal displacement of [18F]flortaucipir 
by MAO-B ligands (IC50 > 10μM). In saturation binding 
experiments, whereas [18F]THK5351 bound to a preparation 

Fig. 5   Saturation binding 
isotherm of flortaucipir (A) 
and safinamide (B) to MAO-B. 
Total binding (TB): binding 
of ligand, specific, and non-
specific. Non-specific binding 
(NSB): binding of ligand in 
presence of competing non-
radioactive compound (10 μM 
deprenyl) or absence of target 
(control microsome). Specific 
binding (SB): specific binding 
to MAO-B microsomes; total 
binding minus non-specific 
binding. TB and NSB fit by 
nonlinear regression using 
GraphPad Prism. Data are mean 
± SD. Abbreviations: MAO, 
monoamine oxidase; SD, stand-
ard deviation

Fig. 6   IC50, displacement of 
safinamide bound to MAO-B 
microsomes. Safinamide bind-
ing at a concentration of 30 nM 
to 10 μg MAO-B microsome 
was measured in the presence 
of fluoroethyl-harmol (FEH), 
clorgyline, flortaucipir, and 
deprenyl. Data are mean ± SD. 
Abbreviations: MAO, mono-
amine oxidase; SD, standard 
deviation
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of human MAO-B in microsomes with a Kd of 37 nM, no 
significant binding of [18F]flortaucipir to MAO-B observed; 
there was no difference in binding of [18F]flortaucipir to 
MAO-B microsomes than to control microsomes devoid of 
MAO-B or to MAO-B microsomes in the presence of 10 μM 
of the MAO-B inhibitor deprenyl. In another competition 
binding assay, flortaucipir only weakly inhibited the binding 
of safinamide to MAO-B with an IC50 of 1.3 µM. Under the 
same assay conditions, MAO-A inhibitors clorgyline and 
fluoroethyl-harmol inhibited with IC50 results of 3.3 µM and 
> 10 µM, respectively, whereas the MAO-B inhibitor depre-
nyl inhibited with an IC50 of 66 nM. Taken altogether, these 
data indicate that [18F]flortaucipir does not bind significantly 
to MAO-B, and any weak interaction would not be expected 
to impact the interpretation of [18F]flortaucipir PET images 
in humans.

The results from our saturation binding experiments 
disagree with results published by Vermeiren et al. [20]. 
Although we also observe a 2.0 nM Kd for [18F]flortaucipir 
binding to recombinant human MAO-A, we found no evi-
dence of significant binding to MAO-B. Vermeiren et al. 
used excess non-radioactive flortaucipir to define non-
specific binding [20], whereas we chose control micro-
somes devoid of recombinant MAO-B. We found that using 
excess flortaucipir to define NSB in filtration binding assays 
reduced [18F]flortaucipir non-specific binding below that of 
the control microsomes and produced an artifactual specific 
binding curve in buffer only (without any MAO or PHF). 
Under similar conditions as Vermeiren et al. (Supplemental 
Information, Fig. S2), the observed signal represents back-
ground binding of [18F]flortaucipir to the filter; this is then 
reduced by adding excess non-radioactive flortaucipir. Based 
on these results, we believe that the previously reported Kd 
by Vermeiren et al. may also be artifactual.

Consistent with the absence of or low interaction with 
MAO-B in our studies, a retrospective analysis, Hansen et al. 
[19] found that MAO-B inhibitors at therapeutic concentra-
tions did not significantly affect [18F]flortaucipir binding in 
patients with Parkinson’s disease, in which MAO-B inhibi-
tors are used to treat the disease. This finding is further sup-
ported by a clinical trial reported by Matthews et al. [40], in 
which 24 weeks of treatment with MAO-B inhibitor, rasa-
giline, in patients with AD did not result in changes of flor-
taucipir binding in cortical regions. They did report modest 
uniform reductions in [18F]flortaucipir signal in subcortical 
regions with high MAO-B expression, such as the stria-
tum and nucleus accumbens [54]; however, there were no 
observed decreases in cortical regions with known MAO-B 
expression, suggesting that affinity of [18F]flortaucipir for 
MAO-B is weak and importantly much weaker than its affin-
ity for tau [40].

Additionally, studies have demonstrated [18F]flortaucipir 
binding in the affected temporal tip in PET scans of patients 

with semantic variant primary progressive aphasia (svPPA), 
a disease characterized by TDP-43 deposition [35, 55], 
raising the concern that [18F]flortaucipir may be binding 
to TDP-43 or MAO-B associated with astrogliosis in these 
cases. However, Schaeverbeke et al. [35] found no evidence 
that [18F] flortaucipir bound to TDP-43 in autopsy tissue 
from svPPA patients and no effect of blocking with the 
MAO-B inhibitor deprenyl on [18F]flortaucipir binding by 
autoradiography [35]. Pascual et al. [55] also demonstrated 
that the [18F]flortaucipir PET scan for an svPPA patient 
was unaffected by pre-treatment with deprenyl, an MAO-B 
inhibitor. These data from Pascual and Schaeverbeke are 
consistent with our preclinical data and clinical studies from 
Hansen [19] and Matthews [40] that [18F]flortaucipir does 
not bind to MAO-B.

A possible interaction between [18F]flortaucipir and 
MAO-A would be of much less concern with respect to 
imaging with [18F]flortaucipir; unlike MAO-B, MAO-A is 
largely expressed in neurons, not astrocytes [56, 57], and 
thus should not impact PET interpretation. Due to the struc-
tural similarity between [18F]flortaucipir and the MAO-A 
ligands harmine and fluoroethyl-harmol, we also sought to 
characterize the binding of [18F]flortaucipir to MAO-A. In 
autoradiography experiments, displacement of [18F]flor-
taucipir binding by MAO-A ligands could be observed only 
using mild aqueous washing conditions and even then, only 
weakly (IC50 0.1–1 μM). However, [18F]flortaucipir bound 
to MAO-A accounted for ~50% of binding observed, while 
the remaining was non-specific and non-saturable since it 
could not be displaced by high levels of non-radioactive flo-
rtaucipir. In vivo PET experiments in rats revealed no evi-
dence of [18F]flortaucipir binding to MAO-A. In vitro stud-
ies revealed low nanomolar affinity of [18F]flortaucipir for 
MAO-A in microsomes, but kinetic binding studies indicated 
that the off rate of [18F]flortaucipir from MAO-A is much 
faster than [18F]flortaucipir from PHF tau or [18F]fluoroe-
thyl-harmol from MAO-A. This fast dissociation rate from 
MAO-A may explain why binding of flortaucipir to MAO-A 
was not observed in PET imaging studies in animals, and 
consequently, it would not be expected that [18F]flortaucipir 
would produce images of MAO-A in humans.

In summary, autoradiography experiments showed [18F]
flortaucipir localization or binding in tau-rich areas of AD 
tissue but not in normal control tissue under stringent wash 
conditions. In direct binding studies, flortaucipir had low 
nanomolar affinity toward MAO-A but with an off rate 9 
times faster than for tau and PET imaging showed no sig-
nificant retention consistent with binding to MAO-A in a 
rat model, in contrast to MAO-A ligand [18F]fluoroethyl-
harmol. Although we could not detect any direct binding 
of [18F]flortaucipir to MAO-B or significant displacement 
from tissue by MAO-B ligands, a high concentration of flo-
rtaucipir blocked safinamide binding to MAO-B microsomes 
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indicating that, at micromolar concentrations, flortaucipir 
may bind weakly to MAO-B in vitro. Overall, the in vitro 
and in vivo data presented here suggest that neither MAO-A 
nor MAO-B binding contribute significantly to [18F]flo-
rtaucipir PET images. The present study, together with 
human PET blocking studies [40, 55], clearly show that 
MAO binding cannot account for the flortaucipir PET signal. 
In conjunction with image to autopsy studies confirming the 
association and colocation of flortaucipir PET signal with 
brain NFTs, these data firmly support the interpretation of 
flortaucipir PET signal as an indicator of distribution and 
density of tau in the cortex of patients suspected of AD.
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Acknowledgements  The authors would like to thank Elaine Jennings 
for her writing and editorial contributions. Additionally, we would like 
to express gratitude toward our Radiochemistry team members for their 
support and supply of both [18F]flortaucipir and [18F]fluoroethyl-har-
mol. We would also like to thank John Lister-James for his review of 
the manuscript.

Author contribution  All authors contributed to the study conception, 
design, and or interpretation. Material preparation, data collection, 
and analysis were performed by Justin P. Wright, Jason R. Goodman, 
Yin-Guo Lin, Brian P. Lieberman, Jennifer Clemens, Luis F. Gomez, 
Qianwa Liang, Adam T. Hoye, and Kelly A. Conway. The manuscript 
was written by Justin P. Wright and Kelly A. Conway with critical 
revision by Michael J. Pontecorvo. All authors commented on and 
approved of the manuscript.

Funding   This  research  i s  funded by El i  Li l ly /Avid 
Radiopharmaceuticals.

Declarations 

Ethics approval  All procedures in this study followed the guidelines 
of the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee of the University 
of the Sciences, Philadelphia, PA.

Conflict of interest  All authors are employees of Avid Radiopharma-
ceuticals, a wholly owned affiliate of Eli Lilly and Company.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

	 1.	 Kidd M. Paired helical filaments in electron microscopy of Alzhei-
mer’s disease. Nature. 1963;197:192–3. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​
19719​2b0.

	 2.	 Masters CL, Multhaup G, Simms G, Pottgiesser J, Martins RN, 
Beyreuther K. Neuronal origin of a cerebral amyloid: neurofi-
brillary tangles of Alzheimer’s disease contain the same pro-
tein as the amyloid of plaque cores and blood vessels. EMBO J. 
1985;4:2757–63.

	 3.	 Goedert M, Jakes R, Vanmechelen E. Monoclonal antibody AT8 
recognises tau protein phosphorylated at both serine 202 and 
threonine 205. Neurosci Lett. 1995;189:167–9. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/​0304-​3940(95)​11484-e.

	 4.	 Knopman DS, DeKosky ST, Cummings JL, Chui H, Corey-Bloom 
J, Relkin N, et al. Practice parameter: diagnosis of dementia (an 
evidence-based review). Report of the Quality Standards Sub-
committee of the American Academy of Neurology. Neurology. 
2001;56:1143–53. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1212/​wnl.​56.9.​1143.

	 5.	 McKhann G, Drachman D, Folstein M, Katzman R, Price D, 
Stadlan EM. Clinical diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease: report of 
the NINCDS-ADRDA work group under the auspices of Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services Task Force on Alzheimer's 
Disease. Neurology. 1984;34:939–44. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1212/​wnl.​
34.7.​939.

	 6.	 McKhann GM, Knopman DS, Chertkow H, Hyman BT, Jack CR 
Jr, Kawas CH, et al. The diagnosis of dementia due to Alzheimer’s 
disease: recommendations from the National Institute on Aging-
Alzheimer’s Association workgroups on diagnostic guidelines for 
Alzheimer’s disease. Alzheimers Dement. 2011;7:263–9. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jalz.​2011.​03.​005.

	 7.	 Gaugler JE, Ascher-Svanum H, Roth DL, Fafowora T, Siderowf 
A, Beach TG. Characteristics of patients misdiagnosed with 
Alzheimer’s disease and their medication use: an analysis of the 
NACC-UDS database. BMC Geriatr. 2013;13:137. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1186/​1471-​2318-​13-​137.

	 8.	 Jack CR Jr, Bennett DA, Blennow K, Carrillo MC, Dunn B, 
Haeberlein SB, et al. NIA-AA research framework: toward a bio-
logical definition of Alzheimer’s disease. Alzheimers Dement. 
2018;14:535–62. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jalz.​2018.​02.​018.

	 9.	 Jagust W. Imaging the evolution and pathophysiology of Alzhei-
mer disease. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2018;19:687–700. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1038/​s41583-​018-​0067-3.

	10.	 Weller J, Budson A. Current understanding of Alzheimer’s dis-
ease diagnosis and treatment. F1000Res. 2018;7. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​12688/​f1000​resea​rch.​14506.1.

	11.	 Clark CM, Pontecorvo MJ, Beach TG, Bedell BJ, Coleman RE, 
Doraiswamy PM, et  al. Cerebral PET with florbetapir com-
pared with neuropathology at autopsy for detection of neuritic 
amyloid-beta plaques: a prospective cohort study. Lancet Neu-
rol. 2012;11:669–78. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S1474-​4422(12)​
70142-4.

	12.	 Curtis C, Gamez JE, Singh U, Sadowsky CH, Villena T, Sabbagh 
MN, et al. Phase 3 trial of flutemetamol labeled with radioactive 
fluorine 18 imaging and neuritic plaque density. JAMA Neurol. 
2015;72:287–94. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1001/​jaman​eurol.​2014.​4144.

	13.	 Sabri O, Sabbagh MN, Seibyl J, Barthel H, Akatsu H, Ouchi Y, 
et al. Florbetaben PET imaging to detect amyloid beta plaques 
in Alzheimer’s disease: phase 3 study. Alzheimers Dement. 
2015;11:964–74. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jalz.​2015.​02.​004.

	14.	 Chien DT, Bahri S, Szardenings AK, Walsh JC, Mu F, Su MY, 
et al. Early clinical PET imaging results with the novel PHF-tau 
radioligand [F-18]-T807. J Alzheimers Dis. 2013;34:457–68. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​3233/​JAD-​122059.

3806 European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging (2022) 49:3797–3808

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-022-05822-9
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1038/197192b0
https://doi.org/10.1038/197192b0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3940(95)11484-e
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3940(95)11484-e
https://doi.org/10.1212/wnl.56.9.1143
https://doi.org/10.1212/wnl.34.7.939
https://doi.org/10.1212/wnl.34.7.939
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2011.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2011.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2318-13-137
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2318-13-137
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2018.02.018
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41583-018-0067-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41583-018-0067-3
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.14506.1
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.14506.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(12)70142-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(12)70142-4
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2014.4144
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2015.02.004
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-122059


1 3

	15.	 Xia CF, Arteaga J, Chen G, Gangadharmath U, Gomez LF, Kasi 
D, et al. [(18)F]T807, a novel tau positron emission tomogra-
phy imaging agent for Alzheimer’s disease. Alzheimers Dement. 
2013;9:666–76. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jalz.​2012.​11.​008.

	16.	 Fleisher AS, Pontecorvo MJ, Devous MD Sr, Lu M, Arora AK, 
Truocchio SP, et al. Positron emission tomography imaging with 
[18F]flortaucipir and postmortem assessment of alzheimer disease 
neuropathologic changes. JAMA Neurol. 2020;77:829–39. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1001/​jaman​eurol.​2020.​0528.

	17.	 Lowe VJ, Lundt ES, Albertson SM, Min HK, Fang P, Przybel-
ski SA, et al. Tau-positron emission tomography correlates with 
neuropathology findings. Alzheimers Dement. 2020;16:561–71. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jalz.​2019.​09.​079.

	18.	 Drake LR, Pham JM, Desmond TJ, Mossine AV, Lee SJ, Kil-
bourn MR, et al. Identification of AV-1451 as a weak, nonse-
lective inhibitor of monoamine oxidase. ACS Chem Neurosci. 
2019;10:3839–46. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acsch​emneu​ro.​9b003​
26.

	19.	 Hansen AK, Brooks DJ, Borghammer P. MAO-B inhibitors 
do not block in vivo flortaucipir([(18)F]-AV-1451) binding. 
Mol Imaging Biol. 2018;20:356–60. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s11307-​017-​1143-1.

	20.	 Vermeiren C, Motte P, Viot D, Mairet-Coello G, Courade JP, 
Citron M, et al. The tau positron-emission tomography tracer 
AV-1451 binds with similar affinities to tau fibrils and monoamine 
oxidases. Mov Disord. 2018;33:273–81. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​
mds.​27271.

	21.	 Ng KP, Pascoal TA, Mathotaarachchi S, Therriault J, Kang MS, 
Shin M, et al. Monoamine oxidase B inhibitor, selegiline, reduces 
(18)F-THK5351 uptake in the human brain. Alzheimers Res Ther. 
2017;9:25. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s13195-​017-​0253-y.

	22.	 Xiong H, Hoye AT, Fan K-H, Li X, Clemens J, Horchler CL, 
et al. Facile route to 2-fluoropyridines via 2-pyridyltrialkylam-
monium salts prepared from pyridine N-oxides and application to 
18F-labeling. Org Lett. 2015;17:3726–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​
acs.​orgle​tt.​5b017​03.

	23.	 Schieferstein H, Piel M, Beyerlein F, Lüddens H, Bausbacher 
N, Buchholz HG, et al. Selective binding to monoamine oxidase 
A: in vitro and in vivo evaluation of (18)F-labeled β-carboline 
derivatives. Bioorg Med Chem. 2015;23:612–23. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​bmc.​2014.​11.​040.

	24.	 Jicha GA, Bowser R, Kazam IG, Davies P. Alz-50 and MC-1, a 
new monoclonal antibody raised to paired helical filaments, recog-
nize conformational epitopes on recombinant tau. J Neurosci Res. 
1997;48:128–32. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​(sici)​1097-​4547(19970​
415)​48:​2<​128::​aid-​jnr5>3.​0.​co;2-e.

	25.	 Gao M, Wang M, Zheng QH. Concise and high-yield synthe-
sis of T808 and T808P for radiosynthesis of [(18)F]-T808, a 
PET tau tracer for Alzheimer’s disease. Bioorg Med Chem Lett. 
2014;24:254–7. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​bmcl.​2013.​11.​025.

	26.	 Braak H, Braak E. Neuropathological stageing of Alzheimer-
related changes. Acta Neuropathol. 1991;82:239–59. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​bf003​08809.

	27.	 Gogola A, Minhas DS, Villemagne VL, Cohen AD, Mountz JM, 
Pascoal TA, et al. Direct comparison of the tau PET Tracers (18)
F-flortaucipir and (18)F-MK-6240 in human subjects. J Nucl Med. 
2022;63:108–16. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2967/​jnumed.​120.​254961.

	28.	 Wolters EE, Ossenkoppele R, Golla SS, Verfaillie SC, Timmers 
T, Visser D, et  al. Hippocampal [(18)F]flortaucipir BP(ND) 
corrected for possible spill-in of the choroid plexus retains 
strong clinico-pathological relationships. Neuroimage Clin. 
2020;25:102113. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​nicl.​2019.​102113.

	29.	 Lowe VJ, Curran G, Fang P, Liesinger AM, Josephs KA, Parisi 
JE, et al. An autoradiographic evaluation of AV-1451 Tau PET in 

dementia. Acta Neuropathol Commun. 2016;4:58. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1186/​s40478-​016-​0315-6.

	30.	 Ikonomovic MD, Abrahamson EE, Price JC, Mathis CA, Klunk 
WE. [F-18]AV-1451 positron emission tomography retention 
in choroid plexus: more than “off-target” binding. Ann Neurol. 
2016;80:307–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​ana.​24706.

	31.	 Marquié M, Normandin MD, Meltzer AC, Siao Tick Chong M, 
Andrea NV, Antón-Fernández A, et al. Pathological correlations 
of [F-18]-AV-1451 imaging in non-Alzheimer tauopathies. Ann 
Neurol. 2017;81:117–28. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​ana.​24844.

	32.	 Marquié M, Normandin MD, Vanderburg CR, Costantino IM, 
Bien EA, Rycyna LG, et al. Validating novel tau positron emis-
sion tomography tracer [F-18]-AV-1451 (T807) on postmortem 
brain tissue. Ann Neurol. 2015;78:787–800. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1002/​ana.​24517.

	33.	 Tago T, Toyohara J, Harada R, Furumoto S, Okamura N, 
Kudo Y, et al. Characterization of the binding of tau imaging 
ligands to melanin-containing cells: putative off-target-binding 
site. Ann Nucl Med. 2019;33:375–82. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s12149-​019-​01344-x.

	34.	 Aguero C, Dhaynaut M, Normandin MD, Amaral AC, Guehl NJ, 
Neelamegam R, et al. Autoradiography validation of novel tau 
PET tracer [F-18]-MK-6240 on human postmortem brain tissue. 
Acta Neuropathol Commun. 2019;7:37. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
s40478-​019-​0686-6.

	35.	 Schaeverbeke J, Celen S, Cornelis J, Ronisz A, Serdons K, Van 
Laere K, et al. Binding of [(18)F]AV1451 in post mortem brain 
slices of semantic variant primary progressive aphasia patients. 
Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2020;47:1949–60. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1007/​s00259-​019-​04631-x.

	36.	 Marquié M, Verwer EE, Meltzer AC, Kim SJW, Agüero C, 
Gonzalez J, et al. Lessons learned about [F-18]-AV-1451 off-
target binding from an autopsy-confirmed Parkinson’s case. 
Acta Neuropathol Commun. 2017;5:75. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
s40478-​017-​0482-0.

	37.	 Lemoine L, Gillberg PG, Svedberg M, Stepanov V, Jia Z, Huang 
J, et al. Comparative binding properties of the tau PET tracers 
THK5117, THK5351, PBB3, and T807 in postmortem Alzheimer 
brains. Alzheimers Res Ther. 2017;9:96. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
s13195-​017-​0325-z.

	38.	 Murugan NA, Chiotis K, Rodriguez-Vieitez E, Lemoine L, Agren 
H, Nordberg A. Cross-interaction of tau PET tracers with mono-
amine oxidase B: evidence from in silico modelling and in vivo 
imaging. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2019;46:1369–82. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00259-​019-​04305-8.

	39.	 Hansen AK, Knudsen K, Lillethorup TP, Landau AM, Parbo P, 
Fedorova T, et al. In vivo imaging of neuromelanin in Parkin-
son’s disease using 18F-AV-1451 PET. Brain. 2016;139:2039–49. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​brain/​aww098.

	40.	 Matthews DC, Ritter A, Thomas RG, Andrews RD, Lukic AS, 
Revta C, et al. Rasagiline effects on glucose metabolism, cogni-
tion, and tau in Alzheimer’s dementia. Alzheimers Dement (N Y). 
2021;7:e12106. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​trc2.​12106.

	41.	 Harada R, Ishiki A, Kai H, Sato N, Furukawa K, Furumoto S, 
et al. Correlations of (18)F-THK5351 PET with postmortem bur-
den of tau and astrogliosis in Alzheimer disease. J Nucl Med. 
2018;59:671–4. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2967/​jnumed.​117.​197426.

	42.	 Harada R, Okamura N, Furumoto S, Tago T, Yanai K, Arai H, 
et al. Characteristics of tau and Its ligands in PET imaging. Bio-
molecules. 2016;6:7. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​biom6​010007.

	43.	 Ng KP, Therriault J, Kang MS, Struyfs H, Pascoal TA, Matho-
taarachchi S, et al. Rasagiline, a monoamine oxidase B inhibitor, 
reduces in vivo [(18)F]THK5351 uptake in progressive supranu-
clear palsy. Neuroimage Clin. 2019;24:102091. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​nicl.​2019.​102091.

3807European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging (2022) 49:3797–3808

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2012.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2020.0528
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2020.0528
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2019.09.079
https://doi.org/10.1021/acschemneuro.9b00326
https://doi.org/10.1021/acschemneuro.9b00326
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11307-017-1143-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11307-017-1143-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/mds.27271
https://doi.org/10.1002/mds.27271
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13195-017-0253-y
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.orglett.5b01703
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.orglett.5b01703
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2014.11.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2014.11.040
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1097-4547(19970415)48:2<128::aid-jnr5>3.0.co;2-e
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1097-4547(19970415)48:2<128::aid-jnr5>3.0.co;2-e
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2013.11.025
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00308809
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00308809
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.120.254961
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2019.102113
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40478-016-0315-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40478-016-0315-6
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.24706
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.24844
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.24517
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.24517
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12149-019-01344-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12149-019-01344-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40478-019-0686-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40478-019-0686-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-019-04631-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-019-04631-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40478-017-0482-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40478-017-0482-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13195-017-0325-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13195-017-0325-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-019-04305-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-019-04305-8
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/aww098
https://doi.org/10.1002/trc2.12106
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.117.197426
https://doi.org/10.3390/biom6010007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2019.102091
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2019.102091


1 3

	44.	 Ekblom J, Jossan SS, Oreland L, Walum E, Aquilonius SM. Reac-
tive gliosis and monoamine oxidase B. J Neural Transm Suppl. 
1994;41:253–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​978-3-​7091-​9324-2_​33.

	45.	 Rodriguez-Vieitez E, Saint-Aubert L, Carter SF, Almkvist O, 
Farid K, Scholl M, et al. Diverging longitudinal changes in astro-
cytosis and amyloid PET in autosomal dominant Alzheimer’s 
disease. Brain. 2016;139:922–36. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​brain/​
awv404.

	46.	 Saura J, Luque JM, Cesura AM, Da Prada M, Chan-Palay V, 
Huber G, et al. Increased monoamine oxidase B activity in plaque-
associated astrocytes of Alzheimer brains revealed by quantitative 
enzyme radioautography. Neuroscience. 1994;62:15–30. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0306-​4522(94)​90311-5.

	47.	 Scholl M, Carter SF, Westman E, Rodriguez-Vieitez E, Almkvist 
O, Thordardottir S, et al. Early astrocytosis in autosomal dominant 
Alzheimer’s disease measured in vivo by multi-tracer positron 
emission tomography. Sci Rep. 2015;5:16404. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1038/​srep1​6404.

	48.	 Gulyas B, Pavlova E, Kasa P, Gulya K, Bakota L, Varszegi S, 
et al. Activated MAO-B in the brain of Alzheimer patients, dem-
onstrated by [11C]-L-deprenyl using whole hemisphere autoradi-
ography. Neurochem Int. 2011;58:60–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
neuint.​2010.​10.​013.

	49.	 Hostetler ED, Walji AM, Zeng Z, Miller P, Bennacef I, Salinas C, et al. 
Preclinical characterization of 18F-MK-6240, a promising PET tracer 
for in vivo quantification of human neurofibrillary tangles. J Nucl 
Med. 2016;57:1599. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2967/​jnumed.​115.​171678.

	50.	 Varnäs K, Finnema SJ, Johnström P, Arakawa R, Halldin C, 
Eriksson LI, et al. Effects of sevoflurane anaesthesia on radio-
ligand binding to monoamine oxidase-B in vivo. Br J Anaesth. 
2021;126:238-244. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​bja.​2020.​08.​052.

	51.	 Dahl K, Bernard-Gauthier V, Nag S, Varnäs K, Narayanaswami 
V, Mahdi Moein M, et al. Synthesis and preclinical evaluation of 
[18F]FSL25.1188, a reversible PET radioligand for monoamine 

oxidase-B. Bioorg Med Chem Lett. 2019;29:1624–7. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​bmcl.​2019.​04.​040.

	52.	 Ginovart N, Meyer JH, Boovariwala A, Hussey D, Rabiner EA, 
Houle S, et al. Positron emission tomography quantification of 
[11C]-harmine binding to monoamine oxidase-A in the human 
brain. J Cereb Blood Flow Metab. 2006;26:330–44. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1038/​sj.​jcbfm.​96001​97.

	53.	 Tong J, Meyer JH, Furukawa Y, Boileau I, Chang LJ, Wilson 
AA, et al. Distribution of monoamine oxidase proteins in human 
brain: implications for brain imaging studies. J Cereb Blood 
Flow Metab. 2013;33:863–71. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​jcbfm.​
2013.​19.

	54.	 Saura J, Kettler R, Da Prada M, Richards JG. Quantitative enzyme 
radioautography with 3H-Ro 41-1049 and 3H-Ro 19-6327 
in vitro: localization and abundance of MAO-A and MAO-B 
in rat CNS, peripheral organs, and human brain. J Neurosci. 
1992;12:1977–99.

	55.	 Pascual B, Funk Q, Zanotti-Fregonara P, Cykowski MD, Veronese 
M, Rockers E, et al. Neuroinflammation is highest in areas of dis-
ease progression in semantic dementia. Brain. 2021;144:1565–75. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​brain/​awab0​57.

	56.	 Shih JC, Chen K, Ridd MJ. Monoamine oxidase: from genes to 
behavior. Annu Rev Neurosci. 1999;22:197–217. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1146/​annur​ev.​neuro.​22.1.​197.

	57.	 Westlund KN, Denney RM, Rose RM, Abell CW. Localization 
of distinct monoamine oxidase A and monoamine oxidase B cell 
populations in human brainstem. Neuroscience. 1988;25:439–56. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0306-​4522(88)​90250-3.

Publisher’s note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

3808 European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging (2022) 49:3797–3808

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-7091-9324-2_33
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awv404
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awv404
https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4522(94)90311-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4522(94)90311-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep16404
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep16404
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuint.2010.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuint.2010.10.013
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.115.171678
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bja.2020.08.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2019.04.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2019.04.040
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.jcbfm.9600197
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.jcbfm.9600197
https://doi.org/10.1038/jcbfm.2013.19
https://doi.org/10.1038/jcbfm.2013.19
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awab057
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.22.1.197
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.22.1.197
https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4522(88)90250-3

	Monoamine oxidase binding not expected to significantly affect [18F]flortaucipir PET interpretation
	Abstract
	Purpose 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusion 

	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Radiosynthesis of [18F]flortaucipir and [18F]fluoroethyl-harmol
	[18F]Flortaucipir autoradiography: comparison of stringent and mild wash conditions
	[18F]Flortaucipir autoradiography: competition binding assay with MAO-A and MAO-B inhibitors
	In vivo PET imaging
	PHF preparation
	Kd and IC50 determination
	Kinetic binding study

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgements 
	References




