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Abstract 
 
Parkinson’s disease is a clinically and genetically heterogeneous movement disorder with highly 

variable age-at-onset. DNA methylation (DNAm) age is an epigenetic clock that could reflect 

biological aging. Studies of DNAm-age acceleration (difference between DNAm-age and 

chronological age) are pertinent to neurodegenerative diseases (e.g., Parkinson’s disease), for 

which aging is the strongest risk-factor. We assessed DNAm-age in idiopathic Parkinson’s 

disease (n=96) and a longitudinal LRRK2 cohort at four time-points over a 3-year period 

(n=220), including manifesting (n=91) and non-manifesting (n=129) G2019S-carriers. A highly 

variable age-at-onset was observed in both the idiopathic cohort (26-77 years) and manifesting 

G2019S-carriers (39-79 years). Increased DNAm-age acceleration was significantly associated 

with younger onset in idiopathic and LRRK2-related Parkinson’s disease, suggesting that every 

5-year increase in DNAm-age acceleration is linked to about 6-year earlier onset. At an 

individual level, DNAm-age acceleration remained steady over a 3-year period for most 

G2019S-carriers, indicating that it might serve as a stable biomarker of biological aging. Future 

studies should evaluate the stability of DNAm-age acceleration over longer time-periods, 

especially for phenoconverters from non-manifesting to manifesting subjects. In conclusion, 

DNAm-age acceleration is linked to disease onset, and could be used in disease-modifying 

clinical trials of prodromal Parkinson’s disease. 
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Introduction 

Parkinson’s disease is a clinically heterogeneous neurodegenerative movement disorder 

characterized by tremor, rigidity, bradykinesia1 and highly variable age-at-onset ranging from 

juvenile to geriatric onset (up to 80 years apart)2. Parkinson’s disease is also genetically 

heterogeneous and the current catalog of genome-wide association studies (GWASs) include ~90 

independent loci associated with risk of idiopathic Parkinson’s disease.3 Additionally, 

approximately 10% of the patients have a familial form of the Parkinson’s disease. The most 

common causal mutation resides in LRRK2 (p.G2019S; rs34637584) accounting for up to 2% of 

all Parkinson’s disease patients and being highly prevalent among patients of Ashkenazi Jewish 

origin (~20%) and Arab-Berbers (~40%). LRRK2 mutations are linked to autosomal dominant 

Parkinson’s disease with incomplete age-dependent penetrance.4 A world-wide assessment 

revealed that the risk of Parkinson’s disease for G2019S-carriers was 28% at age 59, 51% at age 

69, and 74% at age 79.5 Accordingly, G2019S-carriers have a variable age-at-onset, ranging 

between 50 and 80 years even within the same kindred.6   

 

Even for familial Parkinson’s disease, our knowledge of possible disease modifiers is limited. 

Non-genetic modifiers, such as use of nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs may be linked with 

reduced penetrance of Parkinson’s disease in LRRK2-carriers,7,8 however longitudinal 

observational and interventional studies are needed to confirm this association. In addition, an 

investigation of Arab-Berber G2019S-carriers suggested that the DNM3 locus might be a genetic 

modifier of age-at-onset,9 though this finding has yet to be replicated in independent cohorts. 

Finally, a recent GWAS searched for genetic modifiers of disease penetrance or age-at-onset 

using the largest LRRK2 cohort with 1879 participants, 96% of which were G2019S-carriers.4 

Penetrance was associated with polygenic risk score and intronic variants in CORO1C, however 

modifiers of age-at-onset were not detected. Therefore, the goal of the present study was to 

search for age-at-onset modifiers of LRRK2-related and idiopathic Parkinson’s disease using an 

epigenetic approach.  
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Like genetic variations, epigenetic changes can alter gene expression, however epigenetic 

regulation is dynamic and can be influenced by many factors (e.g., environment, sex, and aging). 

Epigenetic mechanisms are known to affect cellular function,10 and clinical variability of 

Parkinson’s disease could be linked to epigenetic factors. One of the main epigenetic 

mechanisms is DNA methylation (DNAm), which plays a crucial role in normal development, 

genome stability, cell proliferation and aging. DNA methyltransferase adds a methyl group to 

cytosine residues mostly at CpG-sites, and DNAm levels at some CpGs are age-related. The 

cumulative evaluation of selected age-related CpGs can be used to estimate epigenetic clocks 

assessing DNAm-age, which we recently reviewed for utility in studying neurodegenerative 

diseases, including Parkinson’s disease.11 Intriguingly, several reports support the link between 

epigenetic clocks and biological age, the pace of which varies among individuals and may 

predict distinct aspects of aging at different life stages.11 The multi-tissue Horvath epigenetic 

clock12 is well-suited to study neurodegenerative diseases because it provides similar age 

predictions for most human tissues, including blood and brain. It consists of ~350 CpGs mapped 

to 344 genes mainly involved in cell death, survival, and development. 

 

The epigenetic clock is particularly relevant to neurodegenerative diseases, for which aging is the 

strongest risk-factor.11 In combination with genetic determinants of disease (e.g., G2019S in 

LRRK2), the epigenetic clock might help explain why some individuals stay healthy longer than 

others. Hence, study of the epigenetic clock has significant clinical relevance, including 

potentially a more accurate prediction of age-at-onset for preventive clinical trials. DNAm-age 

acceleration (difference between DNAm-age and chronological age) is associated with several 

neurodegenerative diseases,11 including age-at-onset of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis13,14. For 

Parkinson’s disease, one case-control study suggested the association of disease risk with 

DNAm-age acceleration.15 However, there are no reports assessing its link with Parkinson’s 

disease age-at-onset, except for a study of a single family with the causal p.A53E mutation in 

SNCA, which showed that an earlier onset was accompanied by greater DNAm-age 

acceleration.16 Notably, it is unknown if acceleration of DNAm-age is a cause or a consequence 

of neurodegeneration and how it changes with disease progression; therefore, longitudinal and 

prodromal cohorts are needed to evaluate DNAm-age over time. For instance, a longitudinal 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 6, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.04.22270486doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.04.22270486
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 5 

DNAm study of discordant identical twins revealed that the twin with amyotrophic lateral 

sclerosis had aged faster than the asymptomatic twin.17 

 

Here we assessed DNAm-age in 96 patients with idiopathic Parkinson’s disease, and 220 

G2019S-carriers at up to four time-points, including 129 non-manifesting carriers, which 

represent an opportune high-risk population to study prodromal Parkinson’s disease.  

 

Materials and methods 

Participants 

Informed consent was obtained from all study participants. The idiopathic Parkinson’s disease 

cohort consisted of 96 patients (69% males) diagnosed at Toronto Western Hospital using the 

UK PD Society Brain Bank Clinical Diagnostic Criteria.18 All these patients were free from the 

G2019S LRRK2 mutation based on the genotypes obtained as reported previously.6 Mean age-at-

onset was 56 years (range 26-77) with a median of 57 years (interquartile range 47-65). This 

cohort was investigated in accordance with University Health Network Research Ethics Board 

approved protocol (UHN-REB 08-0615-AE). Data for the LRRK2 cohort was obtained from the 

Parkinson’s Progression Marker Initiative (PPMI) at baseline, as well as 12-, 24-, and 36-month 

follow-up. The aims and methodology of PPMI have been published.19 All our study participants 

were enrolled at the initial stage of PPMI and included 91 manifesting and 129 non-manifesting 

G2019S-carriers (Table 1). Among 220 LRRK2 subjects, 175 individuals were without known 

family history of Parkinson’s disease and 45 individuals were from 19 families with a history of 

Parkinson’s disease. Manifesting G2019S-carriers have a disease duration up to 7 years and may 

have been treated with dopaminergic drugs at baseline. Clinical data included the Movement 

Disorder Society-Unified Parkinson Disease Rating Scale (MDS-UPDRS)20 Part I (Non-Motor 

Experiences of Daily Living), Part II (Motor Experiences of Daily Living) and Part III (Motor 

Examination); as well as Hoehn and Yahr stage (measurement of Parkinson’s disease motor and 

functional disability), and the Montreal Cognitive Assessment (MoCA) total scores. DaTScan 

striatal binding ratio (SBR) data at baseline was also included in the analysis. SBR was 

calculated from count densities obtained from bilateral caudate and putamen as target regions 

and the occipital cortex as a reference tissue [(target region/reference region) – 1]. 
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DNAm analyses 

For each study participant, DNAm data of about 850,000 CpG-sites were obtained from the 

Infinium MethylationEPIC array (Illumina) generated using bisulfite converted blood DNA. 

DNAm data for the LRRK2 cohort (n=220) were available from PPMI, while the idiopathic 

Parkinson’s disease cohort (n=96) was processed at the Microarray Facility at the Centre for 

Applied Genomics (Toronto, Canada). The raw DNAm data were normalized using the Quantile 

preprocess method21 and analyzed using the minfi package in R-project22. DNAm levels at age-

related CpGs were analyzed using the Horvath’s DNAm-age calculator tool 

(https://dnamage.genetics.ucla.edu/) to estimate DNAm-age based on an elastic net regression 

model.12 DNAm-age acceleration was calculated as DNAm-age minus chronological age at 

sample collection.  

 

Statistics 

To analyze the association between DNAm-age acceleration and age-at-onset, we used a cox 

proportional hazard regression model (R survival and survminer packages)23 adjusted for sex, 

relatedness, the difference between age at sample collection and age-at-onset (interval), as well 

as blood cell counts (CD8T, CD4T, B-cell, and granulocyte) estimated based on the advanced 

analysis mode of the DNAm-age calculator. The adjustment for blood cell counts was 

implemented based on reported differences in imputed blood cell counts between Parkinson’s 

disease patients and controls.15 To adjust for relatedness, we created an indicator number for 

each family and used the R frailty function.24 In Kaplan-Meier curve analysis, we classified 

participants in each LRRK2 and idiopathic cohort into three subgroups: normal aging (DNAm-

age acceleration between -3 and 3 years), slow aging (DNAm-age acceleration <-3 years) and 

fast aging (DNAm-age acceleration >3 years), according to a previous study.12 We also used 

multivariate linear regression to assess the association between DNAm-age acceleration and age-

at-onset (adjusted for sex and interval), as previously reported.14 R project 4.1.0 was used for the 

statistical analysis. A p-value <0.05 was considered statistically significant.  

 

Data availability 

The data related to the current work are available upon reasonable request. 
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Results 

DNAm-age acceleration is stable for most individuals within a 3-year period 

We observed that DNAm-age is older than chronological age (DNAm-age acceleration above 

zero) in most patients with idiopathic Parkinson’s disease (75%) and G2019S-carriers at baseline 

(78%) with a similar pattern in manifesting and non-manifesting individuals (80% and 76%, 

respectively) (supplementary Fig. 1). Since longitudinal changes in DNAm-age are largely 

unknown, we analyzed DNAm-age acceleration at four time-points (from baseline to 3-year 

follow-up), which were available for 82 manifesting and 115 non-manifesting G2019S-carriers. 

Notably, DNAm-age acceleration in G2019S-carriers was similar between the manifesting and 

non-manifesting subgroups at baseline or 3-year follow-up (supplementary Fig. 2). At the 

individual level, DNAm-age acceleration remained steady over a 3-year period for most 

manifesting or non-manifesting G2019S-carriers (Fig. 1A, 1B). Indeed, 90% of manifesting and 

92% of non-manifesting individuals had a small (<3 years) standard deviation of DNAm-age 

acceleration at the four time-points (only one manifesting and two non-manifesting individuals 

had a standard deviation of >4 years). 

 

DNAm-age acceleration is associated with age-at-onset of Parkinson’s disease 

A highly variable age-at-onset was observed in either idiopathic Parkinson’s disease cohort (26-

77 years; n=96) or manifesting G2019S-carriers (39-79 years; n=91) (Table 1). In the entire 

LRRK2 cohort, cox proportional hazard regression analysis revealed a significant association of 

DNAm-age acceleration with age-at-onset at baseline (adjusted p=1.68E-6, HR=2.29, 

95%CI:1.62-3.20, n=220) and the 3-year follow-up (adjusted p=1.65E-6, HR=2.56, 95%CI:1.74-

3.75, n=206) (Fig. 2A, 2B; supplementary Table 1). These results suggest that faster aging group 

has an increased hazard for an earlier onset of 129% at baseline and 156% at 3-year follow-up. 

This association was also significant in manifesting G2019S-carriers (adjusted p=1.70E-10 

HR=3.83, 95%CI:2.53-5.78) and idiopathic Parkinson’s disease cohort (adjusted p=0.0145, 

HR=1.53, 95%CI:1.09-2.16), with an increased hazard of 283% and 53%, respectively (Fig. 3A, 

3B; supplementary Table 1). Specifically, in the fast vs. slow aging group, the median onset was 

13 years earlier for idiopathic patients (59 vs. 72 years) and 14 years earlier for manifesting 

G2019S-carriers (59 vs. 73 years). For the entire LRRK2 cohort, the median onset was 12 years 
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earlier in the fast vs. slow aging group at baseline (65 vs. 77 years) or 3-year follow-up (69 vs. 81 

years).  

 

The link between DNAm-age acceleration and age-at-onset was supported by multivariate linear 

regression analyses (adjusted for sex and interval) in manifesting G2019S-carriers at baseline 

(p=2.25E-15, B=-1.15, R2 =0.51, n=91) or 3-year follow-up (p=1.89E-14, B=-1.17, R2=0.52, 

n=86); as well as in the idiopathic Parkinson’s disease cohort (p=5.39E-9, B=-1.19, R2=0.30, 

n=96) (supplementary Fig. 3 A-C). These data suggest that every 5-year increase in DNAm-age 

acceleration is linked to 6-year earlier onset in G2019S-carriers or idiopathic patients. Of note, 

one of the non-manifesting G2019S-carriers (#54215) was diagnosed with Parkinson’s disease 

by the 3-year follow-up (supplementary Table 2). DNAm-age acceleration of this 

phenoconverter increased by 5.5 years from baseline (-6.7 years) to 2-year follow-up (-1.2 year), 

supporting its link with onset at early stage of the Parkinson’s disease (supplementary Fig. 4).  

 

DNAm-age acceleration is not linked with Parkinson’s disease severity, cognitive ability or 

dopamine transporter binding 

In manifesting G2019S-carriers, we did not detect a significant association between DNAm-age 

acceleration and disease severity based on motor signs (MDS-UPDRS Part III), non-motor and 

motor symptoms (MDS-UPDRS Part I and II) at either baseline or 3-year follow-up 

(supplementary Fig. 5). Similarly, no association was observed with Hoehn and Yahr stage 

(supplementary Fig. 6) or MoCA score in G2019S-carriers at 3-year follow-up (supplementary 

Fig.7). In addition, we observed no significant association between DNAm-age acceleration and 

SBR data at baseline for different brain regions (p>0.05 for left caudate, right caudate, left 

putamen), except for the right putamen (p=0.046, R2=0.025, B=-0.016) (supplementary Fig. 8), 

indicating that increased DNAm-age acceleration was associated with a lower level of dopamine 

binding in that region.   

 

Discussion 

Our study has revealed a significant association between increased DNAm-age acceleration and 

younger onset in both idiopathic and LRRK2-associated Parkinson’s disease, suggesting that 

every 5-year increase in DNAm-age acceleration is linked to about 6-year earlier onset. We did 
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not detect an association with indicators of Parkinson’s disease severity, except for a suggestive 

link of increased DNAm-age acceleration with a lower level of dopamine binding in the right 

putamen, which needs to be validated in independent studies.  

 

Our investigation of the LRRK2 cohort included a unique longitudinal design, which allowed for 

the evaluation of DNAm-age at four time-points. For most manifesting and non-manifesting 

G2019S-carriers, the dynamics of DNAm-age acceleration was stable within a 3-year period, 

supporting that it might serve as a steady biomarker of biological aging linked to age-at-onset of 

Parkinson’s disease. However, measurement of DNAm-age over longer time-periods are 

necessary to establish the extent of this stability. Notably, one of the non-manifesting G2019S-

carriers had phenoconverted to Parkinson’s disease by the 3-year follow-up, which was 

accompanied by 5.5-year increased DNAm-age acceleration within two years prior to disease 

onset. Future study of a larger sample set of phenoconverters should clarify the dynamics of 

DNAm-age acceleration around the time of onset of clinically manifest Parkinson’s disease. 

Notably, rapid-eye-movement sleep behavior disorder (RBD) is the strongest prodromal marker 

for α�synucleinopathies, including Parkinson’s disease.25  Therefore, the analysis of DNAm-age 

in RBD may contribute to the understanding of the factors linked to phenoconversion of RBD to 

Parkinson’s disease, which could vary between 2 and 12 years. A longitudinal study design is 

needed to evaluate DNAm-age during RBD progression; and investigate if acceleration of 

DNAm-age is the cause or consequence of neurodegeneration.  

 

The underlying mechanisms behind the association of epigenetic clock with age-at-onset of 

Parkinson’s disease remain to be investigated. Single cell RNA-sequencing data of mouse/human 

brain tissues26 would allow for the assessment of whether disease-related genes27,28 or GWAS 

loci are enriched in specific cell types using cell-type enrichment tools (e.g., EWCE29). Similar 

investigation of age-related genes might also reveal specific brain cell types that are vulnerable 

to biological aging and explain variable age-at-onset in Parkinson’s disease and other 

neurodegenerative diseases. Modern technologies (e.g., whole-genome bisulfite sequencing) 

could detect more age-related CpGs in the human methylome for better tracking of biological 

aging. Future studies should also investigate aging mechanisms reflected by different DNAm 

clocks, each of which has its own strengths and limitations.11 Such studies might focus on the use 
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of the most suitable DNAm clock in a disease-specific context and determine whether a 

combination of DNAm clocks is more useful to capture the complexity of aging and the clinical 

heterogeneity of age-related neurodegenerative diseases.  

 

In conclusion, our study finds compelling data that the epigenetic clock may anticipate PD age-

at-onset in both idiopathic and LRRK2-related Parkinson’s disease. DNAm-age acceleration 

might be a promising aging biomarker that is linked to Parkinson’s disease and other 

neurodegenerative disease. It is consistent in both blood and CNS tissues,30 and stable for most 

of our study participants during a 3-year period. DNAm clock(s) could be used in disease-

modifying clinical trials of prodromal Parkinson’s disease. DNAm-age acceleration might be 

considered as an inclusion criterion when recruitment of individuals with a relatively high 

likelihood of manifesting Parkinson’s disease within the timeframe of the trial is desired. 
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Figure legends 
 
Fig 1. Line charts of DNAm-age acceleration at four time-points for each available G2019S-

carrier: A. non-manifesting carriers (n=115), and B. manifesting carriers (n=82). 

 
Fig 2. Kaplan-Meier curves for the LRRK2 cohort. The effect of DNAm-age acceleration 

(AA<-3, -3<AA<3, AA>3) on age-at-onset of Parkinson’s Disease: A. at baseline sample 

collection (n=220); p=1.68E-6, HR=2.29(95%CI:1.62-3.20), and B. 3-year follow-up (n=206); 

p=1.65E-6, HR=2.56(95%CI:1.74-3.75). Analyses were adjusted for sex, relatedness, and blood 

cell (CD8T, CD4T, B cell, and Gran cells). 

 

Fig 3. Kaplan-Meier curves showing the effect of DNAm-age acceleration (AA<-3, -

3<AA<3, AA>3) on age-at-onset of Parkinson’s Disease: A. at baseline sample collection in 

91 manifesting G2019S-carriers; p=1.70E-10, HR=3.83(95%CI:2.53-5.78), and B. 96 idiopathic 

Parkinson’s disease patients; p=0.0145, HR=1.53(95%CI:1.09-2.16). Analyses were adjusted for 

sex, interval, and blood cell (CD8T, CD4T, B cell, and Gran cells). 
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Table 1. Sample characteristics of the LRRK2 G2019S-carriers. 
 Baseline 3-year follow-up 

 Manifesting Non-manifesting Manifesting Non-manifesting 

Number of cases 91 129 86 120 

Sex (n males, %) 43 (47.3%) 58 (45.0%) 40 (46.5%) 50 (41.7%) 

White (n) 

Hispanic or Latino (n) 

Age-at-onset (years) 

88 

22 

128 

110 

83 

21 

121 

9 

Mean (range) 58 (36-75) NA 58 (36-84) NA 

Median (IQR) 59 (51-64) NA 59 (51-64) NA 

Age at sample collection (years) 

Mean (range) 63 (39-79) 62 (47-82) 66 (42-84) 65 (52-85) 

Median (IQR) 64 (58-69) 62 (56-66) 66 (60-72) 65 (59-68) 

MDS-UPDRS (mean)     
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MDS-UPDRS Part I 8.14 4.45 7.26 3.43 

MDS-UPDRS Part II 7.03 0.96 7.85 1.08 

MDS-UPDRS Part III 21.02 2.92 22.62 3.86 

Hoehn and Yahr (n)     

Stage 0 1 123 1 78 

Stage 1 22 5 14 10 

Stage 2 62 0 52 5 

Stage 3 6 0 11 0 

Stage 4 0 0 0 0 

MoCA (mean) NA NA 26.27 27.22 

DaTscan striatal binding ratio (mean)    

left caudate 1.90 NA NA NA 

right caudate 1.88 NA NA NA 

left putamen 0.76 NA NA NA 

right putamen 0.78 NA NA NA 

IQR = Interquartile Range; NA = not applicable. 
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