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Abstract 

Dementia refers to an umbrella phenotype of many different underlying pathologies 

with Alzheimer's disease (AD) being the most common type. While Genome-wide 

Association Studies (GWAS) of clinically defined AD have identified multiple AD 

susceptibility variants, a significant portion of the heritability remains unexplained 

highlighting the phenotypic and genetic heterogeneity of the clinically defined entity. 

Furthermore, despite women's increased susceptibility to dementia there is a lack of 

sex-specific genetic studies and understanding of sex-specific background for the 

disorder. Here, we aim to tackle the heterogeneity of AD by specifically concentrating 

on neuropathological features which are the gold standard for diagnosis and pursuing 

sex-specific analysis. We bring together 13 different genomic and neuropathology 

datasets (6,960 individuals) and we integrate our GWAS findings with transcriptomic 

and proteomic data (ROSMAP and Mayo studies) aiming to also identify in vivo 

biomarkers for AD progression. We uncover novel genetic associations to AD 

neuropathology, including BIN1, OPCML, and CDH4. Our sex-specific analysis 

points to a role for BIN1 specifically in women as well as novel AD loci including 

QRFPR and SGCZ. Tissue-specific associations in females, particularly in the ovary 

issue, suggest a connection between sex hormones and AD. Finally, we pursue the 

 . 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 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 18, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.17.23300106doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.17.23300106
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


identification of in-vivo biomarkers associated with AD neuropathology, with a goal 

to offer insights into disease progression and potential therapeutic targets. Our findings 

contribute to unraveling the molecular basis of AD, emphasizing the importance of 

sex-specific analyses and multi-omics approaches. Further research is needed to 

validate and explore the clinical utility of these findings. 
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Introduction 

Dementia, characterized as a persistent acquired disorder of mental processes 

involving memory problems, personality shifts, and impaired reasoning, ranks among 

the most prevalent age-related illnesses worldwide and is associated with great public 

health burden and costs 1. While Alzheimer's disease (AD) is the most widespread 

form, other types of dementia, like vascular dementia, Lewy body dementia, and 

frontotemporal dementia also exist, sharing common clinical features. Thus, accurate 

clinical diagnosis of the specific type of dementia is challenging because multiple 

pathologies can give rise to similar clinical syndromes 2,3. In fact, accurate AD 

diagnosis can only be placed based on neuropathological findings and AD assessed 

through cognitive function, carries an approximate 24% misdiagnosis rate, especially 

when dealing with mixed dementia phenotypes 4. This heterogeneity also hampers 

genetic studies with a large portion of AD heritability still unexplained 5. Furthermore, 

even though women carry a higher risk of developing dementia, genomic studies that 

investigate sex-specific genetic background in dementia are lacking. Undoubtedly, this 

phenotypic and sex-related heterogeneity must be tackled to elucidate the genetic basis 

and neurobiology of dementia and drive accurate diagnosis and effective patient 

management. 

Genome-wide Association Studies (GWAS) have led to the identification of more than 

20 AD susceptibility common variants and rare genetic factors 6. However, AD 

GWAS based on clinical AD diagnosis are hampered by inclusion of pre-clinical 

patients in the control group and the use of a pathologically heterogeneous disease 

phenotype7. Furthermore, the extent to which identified variants are risk factors for 

AD pathology, coexisting pathologies, or other neurobiologic indices is unclear 8,9 

limiting the potential use of GWAS findings to guide drug design for AD and inform 

clinical trials. In fact, Farfel et al 10, showed that many recently discovered genomic 

variants for AD dementia are not associated with the pathology of AD. Through 

neuropathological examinations, such as post-mortem brain analyses, it is possible to 

uncover distinctive brain abnormality patterns associated with AD, marked by the 

presence of neuritic plaques (NPs) and tau neurofibrillary tangles (NFTs). 
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Demonstrating the power of this approach and despite using a much smaller sample 

than traditional GWAS, Beecham et al 11 were able to confirm association to APOE to 

common AD pathologies. There is thus a need to further extend GWAS based on 

neuropathologically-confirmed AD. 

Another factor to take into consideration in AD genomic studies is the importance of 

studying sex-specific differences given the observed prevalence and progression of the 

disease in men versus women. Women are more likely to develop AD than men, and 

they also exhibit more tau protein tangles in their brains, leading to faster cognitive 

decline compared to men 12. Dumitrescu et al 13 performed a sex-stratified GWAS on 

AD neuropathology measurements in a sample of 2,701 males and 3,275 females, the 

majority of whom were diagnosed with AD at autopsy. They found that, outside of the 

APOE region, one locus on chromosome 7 (rs34331204) showed a sex-specific 

association with neurofibrillary tangles among males but not females, implicating a 

novel locus that confers male-specific protection from tau pathology. Such studies 

highlight the value of assessing genetic associations in a sex-specific manner. 

Although post-mortem studies ensure an accurate AD diagnosis and can help tackle 

the heterogeneity of AD, in-vivo biomarkers are needed in order to move towards risk 

prediction or early diagnosis and early intervention that would prevent or delay 

symptoms. Recent work has shown that dementia-associated pathological changes 

may start 20-30 years before clinical onset 14–16 and newer AD drugs are being tested 

on pre-symptomatic participants aiming to halt or slow down cognitive decline before 

substantial damage has been done to the brain. There is thus an urgent need to predict 

early pre-symptomatic individuals as well as aim to differentiate towards specific 

neuropathology that leads to cognitive decline. 

Here, we present a large-scale integrative analysis investigating the genomic 

background of neuropathologically-confirmed AD (ncAD) as well as continuous 

measures of Braak stage and NP score. Through neuropathology-based GWAS, sex-

specific analysis and multiomic approaches we aimed to help disentangle the 

heterogeneous nature of the dementia clinical phenotype and move towards targeted 

therapies. Our work uncovered novel genes that underlie AD neuropathology, target 

genes with potential causal effects on disease progression, and presents a framework 

towards the identification of in-vivo biomarkers for AD.  
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Results 

 

Genome-wide association studies of AD neuropathology  

 

First, we conducted GWAS meta-analyses for three phenotypes: neuropathologically-

confirmed AD (ncAD) on a total of 5,384 cases and 1,576 controls, Braak stage, and 

NP stage on 6,960 individuals, integrating 13 large-scale genetic, clinical, and 

neuropathology datasets from multiple sources (see Methods as well as Supplementary 

Materials, Supplementary Table S1). We identified two genomewide significant loci 

associated to AD neuropathology (Table 1). The top and only locus shared by all three 

GWAS was 19q13.32 near the APOE region (spanning TOMM40, APOE, PVRL2, 

BCAM, and APOC1). SNP rs184017 (p-value=5.8x10-55, Z=-9.55) was the top SNP in 

the case-control ncAD GWAS (Table 1, Figure 1A), while rs34342646 was the top 

SNP in both Braak stage (p-value=9.85x10-53, Z=15.28) (Table 1, Figure 2C) and 

rs34095326 was the top SNP in NP score (p-value=3.91x10-34, Z=12.18) GWAS 

(Table 1, Figure 1E). The second genome-wide significant locus shared by case-

control ncAD GWAS (top SNP: rs4663105, p-value=7.94x10-9, Z=-5.77) (Table 1, 

Figure 1A, Supplementary Figure 1A) and Braak stage (top SNP:rs6733839, p-

value=3x10-8, Z=5.54) was on chromosome 2q14 on the BIN1 gene (Table 1, Figure 

1C, Supplementary Figure 2B).  

 

In the gene-based analyses, TOMM40, PVRL2, and APOC1 genes were significantly 

associated with all three studied neuropathology-based AD-related phenotypes 

(Figures 2B, 2D, 2F). The APOE gene was also significant in the Braak stage meta-

analysis (Figure 1D), while two novel genes, OPCML and CDH4, outside of the 

19q13.32 region were significant in the NP score GWAS (Figure 1E). 

 

 

Sex-specific genome-wide association studies of AD neuropathology 
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Next, aiming to investigate sex-specific genetic associations with AD neuropathology 

traits, we performed sex-stratified GWAS after merging seven datasets with available 

sex information (Supplementary Table S2) This resulted in a total of 2,366 males and 

2,660 females. As expected, for both sexes, the top locus in all three AD 

neuropathology phenotypes that we studied (ncAD, Braak stage, NP score) was 

19q13.32 with the top SNPs located in the APOE region (Table 2, Figure 2A, 2C, 2E, 

Supplementary Figure 1A, 1C, 1E). No additional significant loci were identified in 

the male specific GWAS for any of the three phenotypes (Table 2). However, three 

additional loci exceeded the genomewide significance level in the female-specific 

GWAS for Braak stage and ncAD: 2q14 close to the BIN1 gene and 4q27 close to 

QRFPR were significantly associated with ncAD in females (top SNPs: (2q14) 

rs4663105, p-value=1.01x10-10, Z=-6.47; (4q27) rs77285108, p-value=4.67x10-8, 

Z=5.46) (Figure 2C, 2E, Supplementary Figure  4A-B). Furthermore, rs17030228 

close to the LOC102723854 was significant in the female-specific Braak stage GWAS 

(top SNP:rs17030228, p-value=8.5x10-8, Z=-6.08) (Table 2, Figure 2C, Supplementary 

Figure 4C). In gene-based analysis, genes in the 19q13.32 region (APOE region) were 

significant for all three AD neuropathology traits for both sexes, while the SGCZ gene 

was significant in female specific ncAD (Figure 2B, 2D, 2F, Supplementary Figure 1B, 

1D,1F).  

 

Post-GWAS analysis for AD neuropathology 

 

To identify tissue specificity of our GWAS findings related to AD neuropathology, we 

performed tissue enrichment analysis by MAGMA. Notably, a significant association 

was found between NP score for females and genes expressed in the ovary tissue. 

(Figure 3). In the gene-set analysis, we observed one significantly enriched gene set 

for the case-control ncAD: "formation of anatomical boundary" (Pbon=0.04). In the 

gene-set enrichment analysis of the gene-based results of the male case-control ncAD, 

we identified one significantly enriched GO term "histone pre mRNA 3 end processing 

complex" (Pbon=0.04). We also observed one significant gene-set using the NP score in 

males, specifically "positive regulation of mitochondrial calcium ion concentration" 

(Pbon=0.04). In the case of females, two gene-sets were significantly enriched when 

studied the NP score: “regulation of luteinizing hormone secretion” (Pbon=0.00001) 

and “positive regulation of gonadotropin secretion” (Pbon=0.0017). Furthermore, we 
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found the gene-set “positive regulation of receptor catabolic process” (Pbon=0.026) to 

be significantly enriched when studied genes identified in Braak stage at females, 

while in the female case-control ncAD analysis, we found one significant gene-set 

“fibroblast migration” (Pbon=0.02) (Supplementary Table S3).  

 

To identify candidate genes whose genetically regulated expression is associated with 

neuropathological features of AD, we conducted a transcriptome-wide association 

study (TWAS - see Table 3 and Fig S6). This analysis identified nine protein-coding 

and two significant long non-coding RNA gene hits whose transcript expression was 

significantly associated with neuropathological features of AD. Notably, TWAS 

identified seven novel loci including genes (ST8SIA1 p-value=1.05x10-7; EIF2B2 p-

value=1.00x10-6; NEUROD2 p-value=2.40x10-6; MRPL38 p-value=1.42x10-11; 

CSKMT p-value=3.50x10-8; CTXN2-AS1 p-value=9.21x10-12; LINC02458 p-

value=2.50x10-7) and one novel gene in the APOE region (SYT5 p-value=8.10x10-9). 

These eight genes have not been implicated in previous AD-related GWAS or TWAS 

and are novel findings of this study. 

 

Identification of in-vivo biomarkers for AD neuropathology based on multi-omics 

and MR analysis. 

 

Finally, to explore biologically meaningful biomarkers associated with AD 

neuropathology traits, we employed an integrative analysis of multi-omics methods 

and MR. To that end, we explored i) differentially expressed genes (DEGs) using 

RNA seq data (Methods, Supplementary Table S4-5), ii) protein expression levels 

using the ROSMAP dataset, and iii) causal associations of blood plasma proteins from 

the INTERVAL study with AD neuropathology traits. To ensure the robustness of our 

results, we restricted all analyses to 683 biomarkers present in all three datasets. Figure 

4 illustrates our workflow for in-vivo biomarker identification.  

 

 

In the differential gene expression analysis, the Mayo datasets, which included 

samples from the temporal lobe, we identified 142 genes with differential expression. 

Among these genes, 51 were downregulated, and 91 were upregulated (See 

Supplementary Table S4). Additionally, when considering ROSMAP cohorts with 
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samples from the temporal lobe, we found 21 DEGs, including 12 downregulated and 

nine upregulated genes (Supplementary Table S5). Among these, 13 genes exhibited 

consistent regulation in at least two datasets, with seven showing downregulation and 

six showing upregulation, all in the same direction (Figure 5A).  

 

Further analysis of protein expression revealed that 18 proteins exhibited a significant 

difference between the ncAD and control groups. Specifically, six proteins were 

significantly upregulated, while 12 proteins were significantly downregulated 

(Supplementary Table S6). Notably, seven of these proteins corresponded to genes that 

had previously shown significant changes in expression levels based on the 

aforementioned analysis of differentially expressed genes (Figure 5A-B). 

 

We conducted MR (Mendelian Randomization) analysis on two separate samples to 

investigate the potentially causal relationship between neuropathological features and 

circulating protein. These circulating proteins overlap with those differentially 

expressed at both the protein and gene levels, as identified previously. We employed 

two-sample summary data MR methods, including IVW, MR-Egger, and weighted 

median. Our findings indicated a causal, positive relationship between Braak stage and 

ACSBG1 levels in blood (Beta: 0.065, P = 0.024 using IVW method), which was 

consistent with the alternative WM and Egger methods (Table 3). In sex-specific 

findings, the NP score in females showed a negative association with blood TAC3 

levels (Beta: -0.085, P = 0.018, using the IVW method) which was also consistent with 

the alternative WM and Egger method. Seeking independent replication, we performed 

MR analysis using TAC3 GWAS data from the Fenland Study. We observed a similar 

directional trend in the relationship between NP score and TAC3 levels in females, 

although the association did not reach statistical significance. (Beta: -0.01, P = 0.44 

using the IVW method). We could not explore ACSBG1 in the independent sample, 

because data were not available. Additional details can be found in Supplementary 

Table S7. 

 

Discussion  

Integrating neuropathology, genomic, transcriptomic, and proteomic data we 

investigated the genetic basis of neuropathologically-confirmed AD (ncAD). We also 
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pursued sex-specific analysis and sought to identify causal relationships and in-vivo 

biomarkers that could help track disease progression. Consistent with previous studies 

on clinically diagnosed AD, we find that the 19q and APOE regions yield the strongest 

signals of association also with ncAD. However, we also find novel loci that are 

associated with AD neuropathology and had not been previously found in clinical AD 

GWAS. 

Our study of two AD-related neuropathology traits consistently showed SNPs located 

on chromosome 2q at the BIN1 locus to surpass genome-wide significance levels. This 

locus had not been identified by the previous neuropathology based GWAS11. 

However, BIN1 is one of the variants identified as associated with AD by the 

International Genomics of Alzheimer's Project GWAS 17, and its significance should 

be emphasized since our work verified its implication in ncAD. BIN1 plays a 

prominent role in regulating endocytosis and synaptic vesicle trafficking, and it is 

implicated in the generation of amyloid beta and the propagation of Tau 18–20. This 

underscores its crucial role in the development of AD. 

We also identified novel AD genes that surpassed genomewide significance levels in 

our association tests. The NP score GWAS identified significant genes on 

chromosome 11q (OPCML) and chromosome 20q (CDH4). OPCML (Opioid-Binding 

Protein/Cell Adhesion Molecule) belongs to the immunoglobulin protein superfamily 

and contributes to synaptogenesis in the brain 21. It has been implicated in AD based 

on previous GWAS studies in the Dutch population22. Additionally, GWAS analyses 

investigating the increased risk of AD in viral encephalitis have also revealed an 

association with OPCML23. CDH4 had not been previously implicated via AD GWAS. 

However, a study by Nazarian et al. (2021) found that CDH4 was almost significant 

with a P value of 3.44x10-6 in female-specific analysis24. CDH4 encodes the R-adherin 

protein, known for its involvement in cell migration and adhesion25. Previous animal 

studies suggest that this cadherin plays a crucial role in neuron development and the 

formation of vascular epithelial structures in the brain, potentially serving as a marker 

for endothelial injury in preclinical AD26,27.  PHF21B, previously identified as a 

significant hit in neuropathology GWAS studies, was excluded from our analysis here 

due to high heterogeneity. 
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Our findings from the sex-specific GWAS identified significantly associated SNPs on 

chromosome 2q (BIN1 locus) and 4q (QRFPR) for case-control ncAD in females only 

providing new insights into the gender-specific genetic basis for AD progression. In a 

recent sex-specific clinical GWAS for AD, BIN1 was also identified as having a 

female-specific association28. Another investigation, estimating hazard ratios, revealed 

that BIN1 contributes to a higher risk in females compared to males29. Moreover, 

GTEx RNAseq analysis has previously underscored the sex-heterogeneous effect of 

BIN1 in brain tissue30,31. These findings suggest that the effects of BIN1 may be sex-

dependent, particularly in the context of pathological AD. On the other hand, QRPFR 

(GPR103) acts as a receptor highly expressed in the brain for the orexigenic 

neuropeptide, influencing the regulation of feeding behavior and circadian rhythms32,33. 

Interestingly, disrupted circadian rhythms are linked to AD development, suggesting a 

potential role of QRPFR in AD pathology34,35. Additionally, QRPFR exhibits a 

neuroprotective effect, and its expression is reduced in AD due to amyloid-beta and 

tau pathology. The intra-hippocampal administration of orexin was shown to mitigate 

learning and memory impairment, highlighting its potential therapeutic role in AD36. 

Our Braak stage GWAS for females, implicates a novel long non-coding RNA 

(lncRNA), AC016735.1. Although studies that have explored this lncRNA in the 

context of AD are limited, emerging evidence indicates aberrant expression of 

lncRNAs in AD progression37,38. Our female-specific gene-based association study 

with case-control ncAD also identified SGCZ as a novel significant gene. SGCZ plays 

a role in forming the sarcoglycan complex and exhibits gender-biased expression 

levels in the brain, as observed in animal models39. Mutations in sarcoglycanopathy 

can lead to protein misfolding and aggregation, potentially contributing to the 

development of AD40. A single-cell analysis study revealed elevated expression of 

SGCZ in a subset of oligodendrocytes when comparing individuals with AD to those 

without the condition41. Finally, our identification of tissue-specific associations with 

AD in females, particularly within the ovarian region, presents a novel and intriguing 

insight, pointing to connections between sex hormones produced during the ovarian 

cycle and AD42. Intriguingly, hormonal therapy has been considered a potential 

treatment for reducing the risk of dementia43. 

Through TWAS we identified eight novel genes as regulated by GWAS variants. Six 

genes (ST8SIA1, EIF2B2, NEUROD2, MRPL38, CSKMT and CTXN2-AS1) are 

 . 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 18, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.17.23300106doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.17.23300106
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


associated with Braak stage and three (SYT5, LINC02458 and CTXN2-AS1) are 

associated with NP-score. ST8SIA1 gene encodes GD3 synthase involved in 

regulating amyloid-beta plaque load. EIF2B2 is implicated in brain protein synthesis, 

synaptic plasticity, and memory in a mouse model of AD 44. Additionally, two 

lncRNA genes LINC02458 and CTXN2-AS1, may play functional roles such as acting 

as a decoy or scaffold, influencing processes like amyloid beta aggregation, tau 

hyperphosphorylation, and the interaction of key enzymes in AD45. Further biological 

experimentation is warranted to provide additional support for the implication of genes 

in AD pathology. 

The finding of a causal, negative relationship between NP score and TAC3 levels in 

the blood of females is particularly interesting although we were not able to replicate 

in the independent dataset that was available to us, and further replication should be 

sought. Nevertheless, TAC3 has been previously implicated in AD and is responsible 

for encoding neurokinin B (NKB), a neuropeptide that regulates various physiological 

processes, including calcium regulation and toxicity of Aβ process related to AD46. 

Additionally, TAC3， the tachykinin neuropeptide, has been shown to reduce the 

toxicity of Aβ, a hallmark protein associated with AD47. Our results suggest that the 

downregulation of TAC3 may be reflected in changes in protein levels in the blood, 

similar to what has been observed in CSF, and may serve as a potential biomarker or 

treatment target for the extent of neuropathological changes in AD48. Importantly, 

TAC3 is one of the genes that have been previously identified as a druggable target 

based on genomic information49. Concerning the potential utilization of ACSBG1 

blood levels as a biomarker, ACSBG1 is prominently concentrated in the brain, 

primarily within astrocytes50. In vitro studies have demonstrated that ACSBG1 

knockdown leads to reduced lipid oxidation, closely associated with AD 51,52 It is 

important to note that further research with larger sample sizes is required to confirm 

and expand upon our findings. 

There are several limitations to the results discussed above that should be taken into 

consideration. First, the GWAS of protein biomarkers derived from blood samples, 

may not reflect the expression patterns in the brain, where AD pathology primarily 

occurs. Here, through MR analysis we did attempt to also explore causal relationships 

between AD neuropathological changes and the tested protein biomarkers, but the 
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replicated results exhibited only marginal significance. Furthermore, while our 

findings hint at potential blood-based biomarkers for the neuropathological features of 

AD, the replicated results only exhibit a similar directional trend.  

In summary, following a multifaceted and integrated multi-omics and neuropathology-

based approach we revealed important insights into the genetic basis of true AD in 

both genders highlighting the potential significance of tissue-specific associations in 

understanding the etiology of the disease. The identification of novel SNPs and genes 

associated with AD neuropathology further contributes to our understanding of its 

molecular mechanisms. Further research is warranted to validate our findings in larger, 

independent cohorts, explore expression patterns in brain tissue and CSF samples and 

determine the clinical utility of our identified biomarkers for diagnosis, prognosis, and 

treatment of AD. 
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Methods 

 

Datasets  

 

Here, we put together a sample of 6,960 individuals integrating 13 large-scale genetic, 

clinical, and neuropathology datasets from multiple sources (Supplementary Materials, 

Supplementary Table S1). We included summary statistics datasets as described in 

Beecham et al11. along with additional individual-level datasets, to increase the sample 

size compared to the prior Alzheimer's Disease Genetics Consortium (ADGC) study 

(full details provided in Supplementary Table S1). The expanded datasets included 

collaborative studies within ADGC, namely: 1) Alzheimer’s Disease Center (ADC) 

(with an increased sample size 1,074), and 2) Religious Orders Study and Memory and 

Aging Project (ROSMAP) (with an increased sample size 181). Furthermore, we 

included data from The Harvard Brain Tissue Resource Center (HBTRC) study 

(N=430) and the Alzheimer's Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (N=71).  

 

Samples were assessed for neuropathological changes using the guidelines 

recommended by the National Institute on Aging (NIA) and the Ronald and Nancy 

Reagan Institute of the Alzheimer's Association. Criteria for ncAD cases and controls 

were based on CERAD scores for neuritic plaques (NPs) and Braak staging scores for 

tau neurofibrillary tangles (NFTs)53,54. For ncAD, a NP score of moderate/frequent and 

Braak stage III–VI were used, while for controls, a NP score of sparse and Braak stage 

less than II, or a NP score of none and Braak stage less than IV were used. 

 

Genomewide Association Studies 

 

Genotyping and quality control process 

 . 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 18, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.17.23300106doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.17.23300106
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


The genotyping platforms that were used to assay samples in each cohort can be found 

in Supplementary Table S1. Quality control per dataset was performed as described 55. 

Briefly, samples with low call rate 98%, excessive heterozygosity rate 0.2, genomic 

sex discrepancy with reported sex, and formation of pairs with relatedness 0.4, were 

excluded from the downstream analyses. Variant-level quality control was performed 

to exclude markers with call rate 95%, and Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium p-value 10−6. 

To identify samples with European ancestry, Principal Component Analysis (PCA) 

was performed with EIGENSTRAT56 using 1000 Genomes as reference. Imputation 

on each dataset was performed via IMPUTE2 with 1000 Genomes as reference panel 
57 using data phased by SHAPEIT 58.  

 

Genetic association, meta-analysis 

In each dataset association tests were performed for three phenotypes; 

neuropathology-confirmed case/control (binary), Braak stage, and the NP score 

(ordinal) through PLINK 59 using the appropriate regression model and including the 

first three Principal Components (PCs) as covariates to adjust for population structure. 

Only variants with minor allele frequency > 0.01 and info score > 0.7 were included in 

the analyses. Following all quality controls in our study of AD neuropathological traits, 

a final meta-analysis was conducted using a total of 6,960 samples (Supplementary 

Table S1). Fixed-effects meta-analysis was performed using METAL60, and variants 

with heterogeneity (Cochran’s Q test P<0.05) and present in less than half of the 

subjects were removed.  

 

Sex-specific GWAS 

Seven of the analyzed datasets also had sex information available for part of their 

samples (Supplementary Table S2). We were thus able to perform sex specific GWAS. 

For these analyses quality control and imputation was followed as described above and 

for each dataset separately. The sex specific GWAS for the three phenotypes was 

performed through PLINK including the first three PCs and age as covariates. Sex-

specific meta-analysis of 2,660 females and 2,366 males was performed as described 

earlier (Methods). 

 

Post GWAS analyses 
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Gene-based analyses were conducted within FUMA61 using MAGMA62, and the 

significance level was calculated after Bonferroni correction accounting for the tested 

genes. For tissue expression analysis, we employed MAGMA, which utilized gene 

expression data per tissue from GTEx v8 RNA-seq data, with significance set at 

P<1.67 × 10-3 30 (after Bonferroni correction for 30 tests). To determine whether the 

genetic findings associated with neuropathological features converged on functional 

gene sets and pathways, we performed gene set analyses using MAGMA. Gene sets 

included in the analyses were the “GO terms” from Msigdb v7.0 and included genes as 

detected by MAGMA gene-based test. Pbon<0.05 was set as the significance threshold 

for gene-set analysis accounting for multiple-tests. Additionally, a transcriptome-wide 

association study (TWAS) was performed using the Joint-Tissue Imputation (JTI) 

method 63 with a goal of identifying genes regulated by disease-associated 

variants. Precomputed gene expression weights from 14 brain tissues in GTEx v8 

were used to accomplish transcriptomic imputation and estimate a gene’s association 

with neuropathological features of AD. Gene associations were considered significant 

if the TWAS p-value was less than 0.05 divided by the number of genes tested per 

tissue. Additionally, we combined TWAS p-values from multiple tissues using the 

Aggregated Cauchy Association Test (ACAT) method 64 and performed the 

Bonferroni method to control for multiple tests. 

 

 

 

Identification of in-vivo biomarkers for AD 

 

Next, we utilized integrative analysis of multi-omics methods and Mendelian 

Randomization (MR) to identify causal associations between AD neuropathological 

features and biologically meaningful biomarkers. To that end we integrated data from 

three different sources: 1) RNA-seq from ROSMAP and Mayo Clinic Alzheimer's 

Disease Research Center (MAYO) 2) proteomics from ROSMAP 3) plasma protein 

GWAS summary statistics from INTERVAL study 65. Both the RNA-seq and 

proteomics datasets represent a subset of the samples included in the GWAS and are 

utilized to identify biomarkers with clinical significance.  
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Differential Gene Expression Analysis 

For our differential gene expression analysis, datasets were acquired from ROSMAP 

and MAYO, which can be accessed at https://www.synapse.org. Data on a total of 583 

subjects from six cohorts were extracted from this Portal. Mayo study, investigating 

the temporal cortex, had a sample size of 160 subjects comprising 82 AD and 78 

controls. ROSMAP study investigated the Dorsolateral prefrontal cortex DLPFC, with 

a sample size of 423 subjects comprising 222 AD and 201 controls. Gene Expression 

(RNA seq) was preprocessed and analyzed as previously described66. Briefly, raw 

reads underwent trimming with Trimmomatic, followed by mapping to the human 

reference genome GRCh38 using STAR. Subsequently, gene expression quantification, 

normalization (trimmed mean of M-values), filtering (retaining genes with over 1 

count per million in at least 30% of samples), and quality control (Picard) were 

performed. Then, we utilized the DESeq2 R package67 to detect Differentially 

Expressed Genes (DEGs) at the transcript level. The gene counts length and 

abundance obtained through tximport were analyzed using DESeq2. Significance 

cutoffs were applied to select genes with a PFDR�<�0.01 and a fold change 

(FC)�>�1.3.  

 

Differential Protein Expression Analysis 

The ROSMAP brain samples of 400 individuals, were obtained from the AD 

Knowledge Portal (https://www.synapse.org/#!Synapse:syn17015098) and subjected 

to TMT peptide labeling. The tissue homogenization and TMT mass spectrometry 

processing were conducted using the methods previously described 68. We included 

proteins in the analysis only if they met the criteria of a q-value < 0.01 and a protein 

missing rate < 50%. The identification of differentially expressed proteins involved 

performing one-way ANOVA, followed by Tukey's Honest Significant Difference 

post hoc test, across control, mild cognitive impairment (MCI), and AD cases. 

 

 

Mendelian Randomization (MR) Analysis 
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Two-sample MR analysis was conducted to examine the potential causal relationship 

between AD neuropathology traits and circulating protein abundances (generated by 

Sun et al. 2018; INTERVAL study). The INTERVAL study involved 3,301 

individuals of European descent and conducted GWAS on the levels of 2,994 plasma 

proteins. Significant SNPs (p< 1�×�10−5) in the neuropathological AD GWAS 

summary statistics were considered for exposure variables. In an ideal scenario, MR 

analysis relies on genome-wide SNPs (P < 5×10−8). However, in previous MR studies 

with limited genome-wide SNPs, a relatively lenient threshold for genetic instruments 

has been employed 69. LD-independent SNPs were identified with the clump function 

in PLINK with r2 threshold of 0.001 and a window size of 1�Mb using 1000 

Genomes European samples as reference. The next analyses were performed with the 

TwosampleMR R package 70. Inverse-variance weighted (IVW) regression with a 

multiplicative random effects model was conducted as the primary causal inference. 

While two additional methods, MR-Egger and weighted median (WM) were also 

applied to validate the results and test for pleiotropy. Additionally, Cochran’s Q test 

was applied to test for heterogeneity and sensitivity analysis was performed using 

leave-one-out analysis. Finally, the Fenland Study was used to replicate significant 

results 71. 
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                Table 1: Genome-wide association study of neuropathological AD traits. 

  

 

The total sample for the ncAD case-control GWAS was 5384 cases and 1576 controls on 

6218109 SNPs. The total sample for BRAAK stage and NP score GWASs was 6960 

individuals on 6371058 and 6300686 SNPs respectively. SNP, single-nucleotide 

polymorphism; A1, minor allele; MAF: minor allele frequency; Effect: Z score effect of A1 

allele; Significant genome-wide association P < 5 × 10−8. a: Genes have been identified as 

genome-wide significant in both previous clinical AD GWAS and neuropathological AD 

GWAS. b: Genes have been identified as genome-wide significant in previous clinical AD 

GWAS  

 

 

Locus Top SNP ID AD traits A1 P 
Effect (Z 

Score) 

Nearest Gene 

Position 

(distance) 

MAF 

2q14 

rs4663105 
Case-

control 
A 7.94x10-9 -5.77 

BIN1b/ intergenic 

(26495) 
0.4 

rs6733839 Braak stage T 3x10-8 5.54 
BIN1b/ intergenic 

(27878) 
0.38 

19q13.32 

rs184017 
Case-

control 
C 5.8x10-55 -9.55 

APOE 

regiona/intronic 
0.21 

rs34342646 Braak stage C 
9.85x10-

53 
15.28 

APOE regiona/ 

ncRNA_intronic 
0.14 

rs34095326 NP score A 
3.91x10-

34 
12.18 

APOE regiona/ 

intronic 
0.1 
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Table 2: Sex-specific genome-wide association study of neuropathological traits in 

AD  

 

Locus SNP ID AD traits A1 P Effect 
Nearest Gene 

Position (dis) 
MAF 

Females  

2q14 rs4663105 Case-control A 1.01x10-10 -6.47 
BIN1b/ intergenic 

(26495) 
0.4 

2q rs17030228 Braak stage A 8.50x10-8 -6.08 
AC016735.1 lncRNAsc/ 

intergenic (48167) 
0.012 

4q27 rs77285108 Case-control A 4.67x10-8 5.46 QRFPRc/intronic 0.15 

19q13.32 

rs429358 Case-control T 1.50x10-21 -9.54 APOE regiona/exonic 0.16 

rs429358 Braak stage T 8.50x10-21 -9.35 APOE regiona/exonic 0.16 

rs429358 NP score T 5.65x10-22 -9.64 APOE regiona/exonic 0.16 

Males  

19q13.32 

rs429358 Case-control T 8.65x10-32 -11.73 APOE regiona/exonic 0.16 

rs429358 Braak stage T 1.96x10-34 -12.24 APOE regiona/exonic 0.16 

rs429358 NP score  T 1.08x10-27 -10.91 APOE regiona/exonic 0.16 

 

The total sample for the ncAD female case-control GWAS was 2660 (2011 case +649 control) 

and male was 2366 (1676 case +690 control) on 7045108 and 7075025 SNPs respectively. 

The total sample for female BRAAK stage GWASs and female NP score GWASs was 2660 

on 7083498 and 61890055 SNPs respectively. The total sample for male BRAAK stage 

GWASs and male NP score GWASs was 2366 individuals on 7153692 and 6475237 SNP, 

single-nucleotide polymorphism; A1, minor allele; MAF: minor allele frequency; Effect: Z 

score effect of A1 allele; Significant genome-wide association P < 5 × 10−8.8. a: Genes have 

been identified as genome-wide significant in both previous clinical AD GWAS and 

neuropathological AD GWAS. b: Genes have been identified as genome-wide significant in 
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previous clinical AD GWAS. c: Genes have not been identified as genome-wide significant in 

previous studies. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 3:  Transcriptome-wide association study of neuropathological traits in AD 

 

GWAS summary Gene Region ACAT P 

Braak Stage 

ST8SIA1 c 12p12.1 1.05x10-7  

EIF2B2 c 14q24.3 1.00x10-6   

APOE a 19q13.32 1.92x10-10  

TOMM40 a 19q12.32 4.93x10-36  

ZNF227 b 19q13.31 9.48x10-7   

NEUROD2 c 17q12 2.40x10-6   

MRPL38 c 17q25.1 1.42x10-11  

CSKMT c 11q12.3 3.50x10-8   

CTXN2-AS1 c 15q21.1 9.21x10-12  

Case-Control 
APOE a 19q13.32 2.25x10-6   

TOMM40 a 19q13.32 5.43x10-16  

NP score 

SYT5 c 19q13.42 8.10x10-9   

APOE a 19q13.32 6.28x10-8   

TOMM40 a 19q13.32 1.36x10-33  

LINC02458 c 12q21.33 2.50x10-7   

CTXN2-AS1 c 15q21.1 8.40x10-16   

Transcriptome-wide association study (TWAS) identifies 11 unique and 8 novel genes 
significantly associated with neuropathological features of AD in GTEx Brain tissues. 
GWAS: Genome-wide association study; TWAS: Transcriptome-wide association 
study; ACAT P: Aggregated Cauchy Association Test based combined TWAS p-
value; Chr: Chromosome. Bonferroni correction thresholds are p-value < 2.48x10-6 
based on 20205, 20198, and 20207 tests in Braak stage, ncAD case-control, and NP 
score combined JTI-ACAT TWAS analysis respectively. a: Genes have been identified 
as significant in previous clinical or neuropathological AD GWAS. b: Genes have been 
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identified as significant in previous AD-related TWAS alone, c: Genes have not been 
identified as significant in previous AD GWAS or TWAS studies. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 4 Mendelian randomization estimates causal relationship between Braak 

stage and circulating proteins.  

 

Exposure Outcome Model Beta SE P value Het P Pleiotropy 

Female-specific 

NP score GWAS 

IGFBP 

 

Egger 0.064 0.086 0.466   

WM 0.087 0.051 0.087   

IVW 0.052 0.036 0.149 0.492 0.884 

ADH1B 

 

Egger 0.051 0.089 0.571   

WM 0.004 0.053 0.946   

IVW 0.017 0.037 0.651 0.398 0.673 

ACSBG1 

 

Egger 0.101 0.090 0.272   

WM -0.004 0.052 0.941   

IVW 0.036 0.038 0.348 0.328 0.428 

SLC25A18 

 

Egger 0.019 0.085 0.826   

WM 0.019 0.050 0.703   

IVW 0.026 0.036 0.473 0.643 0.927 

SCARA3 

 

Egger 0.088 0.087 0.322   

WM -0.007 0.054 0.898   

IVW -0.016 0.038 0.672 0.363 0.200 

TAC3 

 

Egger -0.137 0.085 0.122   

WM -0.130 0.049 0.009   

IVW -0.086 0.036 0.018 0.511 0.513 

CHR 

Egger -0.010 0.085 0.907   

WM -0.017 0.046 0.702   

IVW 0.012 0.036 0.750 0.825 0.782 
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Potential causal relationship between neuropathological features and circulating protein via MR analysis. ACSBG1: 

Very long-chain acyl-CoA synthetase; ADH1B: Alcohol dehydrogenase 1B; ARPP21 cAMP-regulated 

phosphoprotein 21; CRH: Corticoliberin; IGFBP2: Insulin-like growth factor-binding protein 2; ITPKA: Inositol-

trisphosphate 3-kinase A; SAMHD1: Deoxynucleoside triphosphate triphosphohydrolase, SCARA3; Scavenger 

receptor class A member 3; SLC25A18: Mitochondrial glutamate carrier 2; TAC3: Tachykinin-3; VAMP3: 

Vesicle-associated membrane protein 3; IVW :Inverse-variance weighted; MR-Egger :Mendelian randomization-

Egger and WM :weighted median. * 

Figure 1: Manhattan and QQ plots of SNP-based and Gene-Based genome-wide association 

results of neuropathological features of AD (n�=�6,960).  

Dotted red lines represent the threshold for genome-wide significance (P <5x10−8) and Bonferroni 

correction for the gene-based analyses. A) Neuropathologically-confirmed AD case-control GWAS. B) 

Gene-based analysis for neuropathologically-confirmed AD case-control sample. C) Braak stage 

GWAS. D) Gene-based analysis for Braak stage E) NP score GWAS. F) Gene-based analysis for NP 

score. 
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Figure 2.  Manhattan and QQ plots of SNP-based and Gene-Based female-specific GWAS results 

of neuropathological features of AD (n�=2660).  
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Dotted red lines represent the threshold for genomewide significance (P <5x10−8) and Bonferroni 

correction for the gene-based analyses. A) Neuropathologically-confirmed AD case-control female-

specific GWAS. B) Gene-based analysis for neuropathologically-confirmed AD female-specific case-

control sample. C) Braak stage female-specific GWAS. D) Gene-based analysis for Braak stage in 

females. E) NP score female-specific GWAS. F) Gene-based analysis for NP score in females. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Figure 3: Post-GWAS analysis results for Tissue enrichment analysis. Tissue enrichment 

analysis for NP score GWAS results in females The analysis was performed in MAGMA using 

GTEx v8 RNA-seq data 30 general tissue types. With red are shown the significant results after 

multiple testing corrections.  
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Figure 4: Overview of the pipeline for identification of in-vivo biomarkers using multi-omics and MR 

analysis. ROSMAP: Religious Orders Study and Memory and Aging Project; Mayo:Mayo Clinic Alzheimer's 

Disease Research Center; IVW :Inverse-variance weighted; MR-Egger :Mendelian randomization-Egger and 

WM :weighted median; Interval study; The Fenland study; 
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Figure 5: Identification of in-vivo biomarkers for AD neuropathology based on multi-omics 

analyses.  

A) Venn diagram illustrating significant differentially expressed genes and proteins and their overlap in 

the three datasets: MAYO, ROSMAP (gene expression) and ROSMAP (protein expression).  B) 

Heatmap of the 18 genes that overlap in at least two datasets. With blue are shown the downregulated 

genes, red shows the upregulated genes, and white shows that the gene was either not significant or not 

present in the dataset. 
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