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113 Abstract

114  We conducted the largest PSP GWAS of the Iberian population to date (522 cases from 22
115  Spanish and Portuguese institutions). We independently replicated seven known PSP risk
116  variants, and unveiled a novel locus in NFASC/CNTN2 after meta-analysing our results with
117  a newly available Dutch cohort and publicly available summary statistics. These findings

118  highlight the importance of neuron-oligodendrocyte interactions in PSP etiopathology.
119 Main

120  Progressive supranuclear palsy (PSP) is a proteinopathy neuropathologically defined by intra-
121 neuronal and intra-glial aggregations of 4-repeat microtubule associated tau and clinically
122 expressed as several phenotypes with different combinations of oculomotor, parkinsonian, bulbar,
123 cognitive, and behavioural features®. The common allele of an ancestral 900 kb inversion, known
124  as the MAPT H1 haplotype, is the most important genetic risk factor for sporadic PSP, causing a
125  5.5-fold increase in PSP risk compared to the alternative MAPT H2 haplotype?. Importantly, the
126 low prevalence of PSP conditions the scarcity of genome-wide association studies (GWAS), with
127  only eight genetic risk loci reported to date®®. Elucidating the genetic component of PSP could
128  lead to early and improved diagnosis, identification of pathophysiological biomarkers and novel

129  therapeutic treatments.

130  The PSP/DEGESCO cohort consists of clinical (N=327) and histopathological (N=195) PSP
131  subjects from Spain and Portugal (Supplementary Table 1), genotyped using the Affymetrix 815K
132 Spanish Biobank Array (Thermo Fisher). We leveraged our previous cohort,
133 GR@ACE/DEGESCOS, to select our controls (N=1950). Since cases and controls were
134  genotyped by the same platform and sequencing centre, we performed joint calling, quality
135  control (QC) and TOPMed imputation’ of our genomic data, following standard procedures
136  (Supplementary Information, Extended data Fig. 1). Clinical cases fulfilling the Movement
137  Disorder Society (MDS) criteria for probable PSP? were initially selected for our study, allowing
138  the inclusion of atypical PSP phenotypes. However, we observed that atypical cases had a
139  decreased MAPT H1 burden compared to those with histopathological confirmation (%?=6.29;
140 DF=1; p=0.01), and that other known PSP genetic risk factors also showed weaker associations

141  with disease status in atypical cases compared to those with Richardson’s syndrome (PSP-RS) or
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142  histopathological confirmation (Supplementary Information), indicating the presence of
143 phenotypic heterogeneity in our non-Richardson clinical cases (nR-PSP). As increasing the
144  sample size in detriment of phenotypic accuracy can undermine the detection of small effect
145  variants in GWAS studies®, we decided to keep only PSP-RS and histopathologically confirmed

146  cases for further analysis.

147  We ran PC-adjusted case-control genome wide associations (~9M common genetic variants) for
148  our three subcohorts of Spanish and Portuguese ancestry (Extended Data Table 2), and meta-
149  analyzed these results using a common effects inverse variance-weighed fixed-effect approach.
150  We detected a strong genome-wide significant (GWS) signal (Fig. 1) for the well-known PSP-
151  risk MAPT H1 haplotype (rs8070723 A: OR[95%CI]=4.02[3.12-5.19]; p=9.89-10%), and
152  replicated six additional PSP susceptibility loci in our study, showing consistent effect directions
153  with previous reports (Extended Data Table 3);: MOBP (rs1768208 G: OR[95%CI]=0.76[0.64—
154  0.89]; p=2.49-10%), EIF2AK3 (rs7571971 C: OR[95%CI]=0.80[0.68-0.95]; p=9.06-10"%), STX6
155  (rs1411478 G: OR[95%CI]=0.84[0.71-0.98]; p=0.03), SLCO1A2 (rs11568563 A:
156  OR[95%CI]=0.54[0.42—0.69]; p=1.17-10"%), and DUSP10 (rs6687758 A:
157  OR[95%CI]=0.80[0.66—0.97]; p=0.02). After adjusting by the MAPT H1 haplotypic background,
158  we also reproduced an additional independent signal within the MAPT locus, which partially tags
159  the PSP risk Hlc subhaplotype, (rs242557 G: OR[95%CI]=0.72[0.61-0.86]; p=2.49-1074).
160  However, the effect of the GWS RUNX2 locus, reported by Chen et al.>, was not significant in
161  our analysis (rs6458446 A: OR[95%CI]=0.90[0.75-1.09]; p=0.27). Additionally, a recent
162  preprint study® reported a GWS signal in the APOE locus where 4POE &4 was the protective
163  allele and APOE ¢2 was the risk allele. In our study, we replicated the described APOE &4
164  protective effect (rs429358 C: OR[95%CI]=0.72[0.53-0.96]; p=0.02), but APOE &2 was not
165  significant (rs7412 T: OR[95%CI1]=1.08[0.78-1.49]; p=0.64). Whether a protective mechanism
166  for APOE &4, the most important genetic risk factor for sporadic AD, exists in PSP, or this effect
167  iscaused by a selection bias favouring inclusion of cases without amyloid pathology needs to be
168  clearly stablished in future studies. Finally, the TNXB/C4A locus, described by another recent
169  preprint article!!, was not replicated (rs369580 G: OR[95%CI1]=1.25[0.86-1.82]; p=0.24),

170  although its effect direction was concordant in our cohort.

171  Aiming to find novel PSP associations, we conducted a meta-analysis of our Spanish and
172 Portuguese cohort with the results of the Sanchez-Contreras et al. study*, the largest publicly
173  available summary statistics for PSP genetics, and an additional dataset including 59 clinical PSP-
174 RS subjects and 1513 controls provided by the Amsterdam Dementia Cohort, totally comprising
175 3099 PSP and 11482 controls (Extended Data Table 4). An important limitation of this approach
176  was that, due to the design of the previous studies®*, only 36 SNPs were available for meta-
177  analysis. We found a novel GWS association of the NFASC locus (rs12744678 C: OR[95%
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178  Cl1]=0.83[0.78-0.89]; p=4.15-10"), which had null heterogeneity across cohorts (1>=0%), and
179  showed concordant effect directions in all groups (Fig. 2, Extended Data Table 5). The NFASC
180  gene encodes the neurofascin proteins and is highly expressed by neurons and oligodendrocytes.
181  These proteins are involved in the development of axon initial segments and nodes of Ranvier in
182  the central (CNS) and peripheral nervous system (PNS) by forming paranodal junctions, a very
183  specialized cell-cell adhesion complex that is essential for correct myelination and impulse
184  conduction?!3, Moreover, mutations in NFASC have been linked to neurodevelopmental
185  disorders with central and peripheral motor dysfunction [61], and anti-neurofascin antibodies are
186  found in a fraction of patients with CNS and PNS demyelinating diseases, such as multiple
187  sclerosis'*. Interestingly, although we did not find any significant QTLs for this variant, we found
188  thatrs4951151, the top variant on the locus (Fig. 2), is an eQTL for the neighbouring gene CNTN2
189  incerebellar tissue (on GTEX https://gtexportal.org/), and a pQTL for CNTN2 in CSF and plasma
190  (1:205001174-T-C, on ONTIME https://ontime.wustl.edu/)*®. Importantly, CNTN2 is almost
191  exclusively expressed by oligodendrocytes and is highly coexpressed with MOBP and SLCO1A2,

192  two known PSP susceptibility loci (Extended Data Fig. 3). These three genes belong to the same
193  expression cluster, which is implicated in myelination and enriched in this specific cell type
194  (Extended Data Fig. 3). CNTN2 encodes contactin-2 a transmembrane protein also implicated in
195 the organization of nodes of Ranvier at the juxtaparanodal junctions. A study observed that the
196  absence of this protein can impair oligodendrocyte function and axonal conduction, although it

197  did not affect myelination under pathological conditions?®.

198  The finding of the novel NFASC/CNTN2 locus, along with other replicated loci, such as MOBP,
199 SLCO1A2 and DUSP10, highlight the importance of myelination and oligodendrocyte-neuron
200 interactions in PSP etiopathology: MOBP encodes the myelin-associated oligodendrocyte basic
201  protein, a vital protein for myelin sheath structural integrity and maintenance in the central
202  nervous system, SLCO1A2 is highly expressed in the brain, almost exclusively by
203  oligodendrocytes, and is highly correlated to the oligodendrocytes myelination expression
204  cluster’, and DUSP10 is highly expressed in oligodendrocytes and inhibitory neurons, encoding
205  a phosphatase involved in MAP kinases inactivation which is able to induce oligodendrocyte
206 differentiation (Extended Data Fig. 4)'8. Gene ontology enrichment, including the PSP genes we
207  replicated and the novel NFASC locus, reveals biological features related to myelination and axon
208  ensheathment (Extended Data Table 6). Moreover, coexpression network analysis revealed that
209 MARK1, encoding the microtubule affinity regulating kinase 1, a kinase capable of
210  phosphorylating tau promoting microtubule destabilisation?®, is highly coexpressed with MOBP,
211  SLCO1A2 and NFASC (Extended Data Fig. 5). Furthermore, a recent, preprint GWAS has also
212 found that several PSP risk variants have oligodendrocyte-specific effects on gene expression®?.

213 Oligodendrocytes have a prominent microtubule structure and express tau, which plays a role in
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214  early contact initiation in axons, maintaining microtubule stability and myelination®. Moreover,
215  tau pathology, which is predominantly neuronal in AD, is commonly found in white matter
216  oligodendrocytes in PSP and other tauopathies?’, and deregulation of myelination processes has
217  been linked to neurodegenerative diseases, with a special emphasis on PSP, Overall, genetic
218  findings suggest that oligodendrocyte dysfunction and impaired myelination may play a
219  significant role in the etiopathogenesis of PSP. Additionally, there is increasing evidence
220  suggesting astrocytic tau pathology occurs in the earliest stages of corticobasal degeneration and
221  PSP#2, This points to a paradigm shift from neuronal to glial cell involvement in early 4-repeat
222 tau pathology.

223 Of note, a small overlap may exist between our samples and some of those present in the GWAS
224 by Hoglinger et al., as 23 cases in the former study were recruited by Spanish centres. However,
225  this potential overlap comprises a very small fraction of the samples included in both datasets,
226  thus we do not expect it to substantially bias our results. In fact, PSP GWASs suffer from a
227  considerable “Russian doll” effect®, as new reports consist of expansions on previously available
228  cohorts, causing a large overlap between studies. Our study used exclusively Spanish and
229  Portuguese samples for validation of PSP susceptibility loci, and thus provides a highly
230 independent cohort for replication of the previously reported variants (Extended Data Table 3).
231  Importantly, there is a striking lack of diversity in PSP genetic studies to date. Expanding future
232 studies to include non-European populations is crucial for a better understanding of the disease

233 etiology, enhancing genetic discovery and benefiting a broader range of the human population?.
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291  Fig. 1. PSP GWAS in the Spanish and Portuguese population and evaluation of the clinical
292  subgroups. a. Manhattan plot displaying PC-adjusted PSP genome-wide associations of common
293  variants. b-c. QQ-plots displaying expected vs. observed p-values in our PSP GWAS including
294  andexcluding chrl7, respectively. d. Forest plot displaying effects of rs8070723, a variant tagging
295  the MAPT H1 haplotype in our histopathological and clinical Stage | samples. e. Effect sizes and
296  significance of the risk allele of known reported PSP risk variants, as reported by Sanchez-
297  Contreras et al * f. Distribution of MAPT H1/H2 haplotypes in the different groups. OR, odds
298  ratio; PSP-RS, Richardson-Syndrome; nR-PSP, non-Richardson PSP.
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300 Fig. 2. NFASC/CNTN2 is a novel locus for progressive supranuclear palsy. a. Forest plot
301  displaying effect sizes and meta-analysis of the rs12744678 C allele among the different cohorts.
302 b. Locus plot of the NFASC/CNTN2 in cohorts where genome-wide association results were
303  available (PSP/DEGESCO and ADC). c. Gene ontology enrichment ratio calculated using
304  WebGestalt including PSP replicated loci (MAPT, MOBP, EIF2AKS3, STX6, DUSP10, SLCO1A2)
305 and the novel NFASC locus.
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306 Online methods

307 PSP/DEGESCO cohort

308  Stage | samples consisted of 176 histopathologically confirmed PSP samples recruited between
309 2002 and 2021 from Spanish and Portuguese brain biobanks, and 312 samples fulfilling a clinical
310 diagnosis of probable PSP provided by research groups linked to DEGESCO (Supplementary
311  Table 1). Neuropathological diagnosis of PSP was assessed based on the distribution of
312  neurofibrillary tangles in the brain, according to National Institute of Neurological Disorders and
313  Stroke (NINDS) criteria®, while clinical diagnosis was based on the Movement Disorder Society
314  criteria®. Briefly, neurologists evaluated four functional domains: ocular motor dysfunction,
315  postural instability, akinesia and cognitive dysfunction. Considering these four domains a
316  probable PSP diagnosis can be assigned to not only patients with PSP-RS, but also to those
317  individuals with atypical clinical presentations, such as PSP with progressive gait freezing, with
318  predominant parkinsonism or with predominant frontal presentation. Controls in this study were
319  obtained from the GR@ACE/DEGESCO cohort (Supplementary Information)®. Finally, we
320 recruited an additional batch of PSP samples for further validation of our results (PSP/DEGESCO
321  Stage Il), which included 39 histopathological and 154 clinical samples (Supplementary Table 1).
322 Written informed consent was obtained from all participants in this study. This study has been
323  approved by the competent research ethical committee (MED-FACE-2020-01, Universidad
324  Internacional de Catalunya, Sant Cugat del Vallés, Spain).

325  Amsterdam Dementia Cohort

326  Patient records of 397 patients diagnosed with PSP and/or corticobasal degeneration within the
327  Amsterdam Dementia Cohort (ADC) between 2000 and 2023 were retrieved®. A clinician
328  retrospectively evaluated each patient file, according the Movement Disorder Society criteria®,
329  for ocular motor dysfunction, postural instability, akinesia and cognitive dysfunction. For this
330 study, a total of 59 patients had genotyping available, were unrelated and of European ancestry,
331  and met criteria for PSP-RS. Controls were patients without cognitive complaints from the same
332 cohort (N=1105) and cognitively normal individuals from various other studies: one twin from
333 each pair of twins from the EPAD study?’ (N=97), partners of children of participants from the
334  100-plus Study?® (N=83) and controls included in the context of the Parelsnoer Institute?
335  (N=228). The local Medical Ethics Committees have approved the protocols for the ADC and the

336  other studies and all participants of the ADC provided written informed consent.
337 PSP/DEGESCO: DNA genotyping, QC & imputation

338  DNA from PSP cases was genotyped by the Spanish National Center for Genotyping (CEGEN)
339  using the Axiom 815K Spanish Biobank Array (Thermo Fisher). We performed genotype calling


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.21.24309279
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.21.24309279; this version posted June 21, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

340  using Affymetrix power tools (APT) software v1.15.0, and curated calls following the Axiom
341  data analysis workflow. To improve calling accuracy we combined our cases with 5000 controls
342 genotyped in the same center and using the same platform from the GR@ACE/DEGESCO
343 cohort®¥®, Called variants passing quality control (QC) criteria defined by the manufacturer
344  (Affymetrix) were kept for downstream analysis (N=737,174). After genotype calling, we
345  removed samples with low genotype call rates (<97%), high heterozygosity (+3SD over mean
346  heterozygosity), discordant genetic-reported sex, and non-European ancestry, based on the 1000G
347  European population cluster. After sample QC, we removed variants with high missingness
348  (>5%), low frequency (MAF<0.01), differential missingness between cases and controls (p<107)
349  or failing the Hardy Weinberg equilibrium test (p<10) in the control population. Samples with
350  genotype call rates below 0.97 after variant QC were also removed. Additionally, we excluded
351  duplicated and related individuals within our study by applying a GENESIS®! kinship filter of
352  0.046875. For PSP/DEGESCO Stage Il samples, we merged the controls and cases passing QC
353  from Stage | during the genotype calling stage and followed the same procedure described above.
354  Additionally, at the IBD filtering step we removed Stage Il cases overlapping or related to cases
355 from Stage |. A complete overview of the QC process is detailed at the Supplementary

356  Information section.
357  Amsterdam Dementia Cohort: genotyping, QC and imputation

358  We genotyped individuals using the Illumina Global Screening Array and applied established
359  quality control methods®. We used high-quality genotypes in all individuals (individual call rate
360  >99%, variant call rate >99%), individuals with sex mismatches were excluded and departure
361  from Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium was considered significant at p<1x10-6. Genotypes were then
362 lifted over to GRCh38 and prepared for imputation using provided scripts (HRC-1000G-check-
363  bim.pl) specifying TOPMed as reference panel. This script compares variant 1D, strand, and allele
364  frequencies to the TOPMed reference panel (version r2, N=194,512 haplotypes from N=97,256
365 individuals)’. Finally, all variants were submitted to the Michigan Imputation server
366  (https://imputation.biodatacatalyst.nhlbi.nih.gov/). The server uses EAGLE (v2.4) to phase data

367 and Minimac4 to perform genotype imputation to the reference panel. After quality control and
368  genotype imputation of the genetic data, we kept only individuals of European ancestry (based on
369  1000Genomes clustering)®, and excluded individuals with a family relation (identity-by-descent

370  >0.2)* leaving 59 clinically diagnosed PSP-RS cases and 1513 controls for analysis.
371  Statistical analysis

372 For GWAS analysis, we included approximately four sex-matched controls per PSP case
373  available (Extended Data Table 2), as the increase in statistical power above this control-to-case

374  ratio is generally negligible®. We removed rare SNPs (MAF<0.01) or those with low imputation
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375  quality (R2<0.3), leaving us with ~9M variants for association testing. To test the association of
376  SNP allele dosages with PSP risk we fitted logistic regression models using PLINK v2.00a3.7LM
377  software. We adjusted the models by the first four PCs to account for population microstructure.
378  As we used population-based controls in our analysis, we did not adjust the models by age to
379  avoid jeopardizing small effects, since the large age differences between cases and controls would
380 lead to adjustment for ‘caseness’, biasing the analysis towards the null®. In addition, to ensure
381 that the association of tested variants was not age-driven, we ran PC-adjusted linear regressions
382  for age in the full subset (N=1,450) of Stage I controls (Supplementary Table 2). Additionally, to
383  check for H1/H2 independent associations around the MAPT gene, we ran models adjusted by the
384  rs1122380 genotype, which is in full linkage disequilibrium (LD) with rs1800547 (CEU:
385  R2=1.00; D’=1.00), the SNP previously used to report MAPT H1/H2 haplotype effects in our
386  population®. We performed fixed effect inverse variance-weighted meta-analysis of the discovery
387 and replication sets using the METAL software®. Locus association plots were made using

388  LocusZoom (http://locuszoom.org/). All additional analyses, processing and visual representation

389  ofthe data were performed using R software v4.1.1. We strand corrected and flipped effect alleles
390 to align our results with the previous ones when needed and used the meta R package® to run

391  fixed effect inverse variance-weighed meta-analysis on specific SNPs.
392  In-silico functional analysis

393  Enrichment analysis was performed using WebGestalt®® (https://www.webgestalt.org/).
394  Expression of target genes was assessed using GTEX Portal and Human Protein Atlas for RNA
395 and protein levels, respectively. The Online Neurodegenerative Trait Integrative Multi-Omics
396  Explorer (ONTIME) web resource was accessed to check association of variants with quantitative
397  endophenotypes®®. Finally, gene co-expression networks were generated using GeneFriends
398  (https://www.genefriends.org/)*'. Details on these methodologies are provided in the

399  Supplementary Information.
400 Data availability

401  The data that support the findings of this study are not openly available due to reasons of
402  sensitivity and are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request. Summary
403  statistics detailing association results will be made publicly available upon acceptance of the

404  manuscript.
405  Code availability

406  Custom code was used to calculate polygenic risk scores and is publicly available

407  (https://github.com/Pablo-GarGon/PRS_Generator). Other analyses were performed using
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publicly available software, tools and algorithms, as detailed in the Methods and Supplementary

Information sections.
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Extended Data

Extended Data Table 1. Summary of samples remaining after QC steps in the PSP/DEGESCO cohort.

PSP/DEGESCO Stage | PSP Controls

QC step: N Fail Fail (%) N Fail Fail (%)
DNA QC 488 88 18.03% NA NA NA
Calling 400 8 2 00% 5000 26 0.520%
Heterozygosity 392 3 0.77% 4974 4 0.08%
Sexcheck 389 10 2 570 4970 0 0.00%
PCA 379 6 158% 4970 15 0.30%
IBD 373 20 5 36% 4955 300 6.05%
FINAL 353 4655

PSP/DEGESCO Stage 11 PSP Controls

QC step: N Fail Fail (%) N Fail Fail (%)
DNA QC 193 0 0.00% NA NA NA
Calling 193 12 6.220% 5000 12 0.24%
Heterozygosity 181 0 0.00% 4988 0 0.00%
Sexcheck 181 1 0.55% 4988 0 0.00%
PCA 180 0 0.00% 4988 10 0.20%
IBD 180 11 6.11% 4978 302 6.07%
FINAL 169 4676

N, sample size
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Extended Data Table 2. Demographic features of samples included in the Spanish and Portuguese PSP GWAS used for replication of previous known PSP

loci.

CA CO
N %Males Age* (SD) N %Males Age* (SD)
PSP/DEGESCO Stage | (histopathological) 156 56.4 76.5(9.5) 650 96.5 67.8 (10.1)
PSP/DEGESCO Stage | (PSP-RS) 112 48.2 67.2 (7.8) 800 46.8 68.6 (10.3)
PSP/DEGESCO Stage I (hist. + PSP-RS) 119 54.6 69.2 (8.2) 500 54.6 68.1 (10.5)
465 1950

TOTAL

N, sample size; SD, standard deviation.
*Controls: Mean age at last visit; histopathological PSP: Mean age at death; clinical PSP: Mean age at motor symptoms onset.
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Extended Data Table 3. Summary statistics of the replication in Spanish and Portuguese population of PSP GWS susceptibility loci reported to date. The
direction column shows the effect directions in the PSP/DEGESCO Stage | histopathological, PSP/DEGESCO Stage | PSP-RS, and PSP/DEGESCO Stage I,
respectively. Genomic coordinates correspond to the GRCh38 assembly. EA, effect allele; OA, other allele; OR, odds ratio; SE, standard error; P, p-value; Cl,

confidence interval.

PSP/DEGESCO
OR***
rs CHR POS EA OA Gene OR SE P Cl25% Cl975% Direction
(reported)

rs8070723 chrl7 46003698 A G MAPT 5,511 4.02 0.13 9.89-10°% 3.12 5.19 +++
rs242557* chrl7 45942346 G A MAPT 0.51! 0.72 0.09 2.49.10% 0.61 0.86
rs1768208 chr3 39481512 G A MOBP 0.691 0.76 0.08 1.02-10°03 0.64 0.89
rs7571971 chr2 88595833 C T EIF2AK3 0.77% 0.80 0.09 9.06-10% 0.68 0.95
rs1411478 chrl 180993146 G A STX6 0.79! 0.84 0.08 2.63-10%2 0.71 0.98
rs11568563 chrl2 21304500 A C SLCO1A2 0.67% 0.54 0.13 1.17-10°06 0.42 0.69
rs6687758 chrl 221991606 A G DUSP10 0.80* 0.80 0.10 2.03:10%2 0.66 0.97
rs6458446 chré 45532733 A G RUNX2 0.772 0.90 0.10 0.27 0.75 1.09 -+-

rs429358 chr19 44908684 C T APOE (g4) 0.55° 0.72 0.15 2.46-1002 0.53 0.96

rs7412 chr19 44908822 T C APOE (£2) 2.393 1.08 0.16 0.64 0.78 1.49 -++
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rs369580** chré 32052461 A G TNXB/C4A 1.43* 1.25 0.19 0.24 0.86 1.82 ++NA

* Adjusted by MAPT H1 dose (rs1122380)
** This variant was not correctly imputed in PSP/DEGESCO Stage 1.
***Study: 1 - Sanchez-Contreras et al. 2018%. 2 - Chen et al. 20182, 3- Wang et al. 2023 (medRxiv)?; 4- Farrell et al. 2023 (BioRxiv)*
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Extended Data Table 4. Main features of the cohorts available for meta-analysis.

PSP Control
Study Var-iants N Males (%0) Age (SD) N Males (%) Age (SD)
available

Hoglinger et al. 2011° 4,099 2120 54.0 ~66.5 (NA) 6847 NA NA
Sanchez-Contreras et al. 2018 37 533 55.0 75.0 (7.6) 1172 52.5 77.0 (8.9)
PSP/DEGESCO Stage | (histopathological) 8,990,045 156 56.4 76.5 (9.5) 650 56.5 67.8 (10.1)
PSP/DEGESCO Stage | (PSP-RS) 9,008,824 112 48.2 67.2 (7.8) 800 46.8 68.6 (10.3)
PSP/DEGESCO Stage 11 (hist. + PSP-RS) 8,433,148 119 54.6 69.2 (8.2) 500 54.6 68.1 (10.5)
Amsterdam Dementia Cohort (PSP-RS) 8,794,028 59 54.2 67.7 (5.5) 1513 58.5 62.3 (10.5)
Meta-analysis 36 3099 11482

N, sample size; SD, standard deviation.

*Controls: Mean age at last visit; histopathological PSP: Mean age at death; clinical PSP: Mean age at motor symptoms onset.
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Extended Data Table 5. Summary statistics of the meta-analysis of the 36 SNPs available SNPs including data from the Hoglinger et al.®> and Sanchez-
Contreras et al.! studies, PSP/DEGESCO and ADC. Genomic coordinates correspond to the GRCh38 assembly. EA, effect allele; OA, other allele; OR, odds

ratio; P, p-value; EAF, effect allele frequency; SE, standard error; Cl, confidence interval; 12, heterogeneity estimate.

*SUPPLIED SEPARATELY IN EXCEL FORMAT*
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Extended Data Table 6. Top enriched genesets using the WebGestalt Over Representation Analysis including the 6 PSP loci replicated in the
PSP/DEGESCO cohort (MAPT, MOBP, EIF2AK3, STX6, DUSP10 and SLCO1A2) and the novel NFASC locus. Size depicts the number of genes in the
geneset. Overlap depicts the number of genes in our input list present in the geneset. Expect depicts the number of genes expected to overlap with each geneset

at random given the number of imputed genes.

o ) Enrichment
geneSet Description Size  Overlap Expect Rati P FDR database
atio
G0:0097386  glial cell projection 23 2 0.01047563 190.9 4.48E-05 0.06 Cellular Component
GO0:0031072  heat shock protein binding 113 2 0.05146724 38.9 1.10E-03 0.52 Molecular Function
GO0:0007272  ensheathment of neurons 118 2 0.05374455 37.2 1.20E-03 0.52 Biological Process
G0:0043209  myelin sheath 155 2 0.07059666 28.3 2.05E-03  0.67 Cellular Component
GO0:0019902  phosphatase binding 177 2 0.08061683 24.8 2.67E-03 0.68 Molecular Function
G0:0009266  response to temperature stimulus 192 2 0.08744876 22.9 3.13E-03  0.68 Biological Process
negative regulation of transferase . .
G0:0051348 o 258 2 0.11750927 17.0 5.58E-03  0.69 Biological Process
activity
G0:0042063  gliogenesis 261 2 0.11887566 16.8 5.70E-03  0.69 Biological Process
negative regulation of nervous . .
G0:0051961 294 2 0.13390591 14.9 7.19E-03  0.69 Biological Process
system development
G0:0048638  regulation of developmental growth 312 2 0.14210424 14.1 8.06E-03 0.69 Biological Process

P, p-value; FDR, false discovery rate adjusted p-value.
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Extended Data Fig. 1.a. Overview of the quality control process for PSP cases and controls. b.
Scatterplot of the first two principal components calculated using the 1000 Genomes dataset®,
showing the different 1000G populations and the samples in PSP/DEGESCO Stage I. We
removed samples in PSP/DEGESCO that were outliers (3 standard deviations away from the
mean) with respect to the 1000G European cluster. c. Scatterplot representing sample call rates
and heterozygosity rates in PSP/DEGESCO Stage |. Contaminated samples are expected to
display an increase in both the proportion of uncalled genotypes and heterozygosity rate. d. City
of origin of duplicated individuals found across PSP/DEGESCO Stage | clinics and brain
biobanks.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.21.24309279
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

DNA genotyping: Affymetrix Axiom 815K Spanish Biobank Array;
Centro Nacional de Genotipado (Santiago de Compostela, Spain).

PSP/DEGESCO Stage I:
156 histopatological PSP from the Spanish
Biobank Network and Portuguese biobank
197 clinical PSP from DEGESCO

PSP/DEGESCO Stage II:

* 39 histopathological PSP from the Spanish
Biobank Network and Portuguese biobank

* 154 clinical PSP from DEGESCO

GR@ACE/DEGESCO controls:
1950 controls

Amsterdam Dementia Cohort
+ 59 PSP-RS
+ 1513 controls

Available summary statistics (36 SNPs)
* Hoglingeret al. 2120 PSP; 6847 controls
+ Sanchez-Contreras et al. 533 PSP; 1172 controls

PSP/DEGESCO

1. MDS criteria assesment (Stage 1 only): (PSP-RS
vs nR-PSP; memory clinic vs movement disorder unit
recruitment)

- MAPT H1 based misclassification rates.
- MAPT H1 burden analysis.
- PRS calculation: AD, PD, PSP, ALS, AS.

2. Spain and Portugal PSP GWAS:

- Independent replication: MAPT H1, MAPT H1c,
MOBP, EIF2AK3, STX6, DUSP10, SLCO1AZ2.

Other cohorts

3. Meta-analysis of 36 publicly variants
+ NFASC/CNTNZ2 discovery

Extended Data Fig. 2. Schematic depiction of cohorts used and steps taken in our study.
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Extended Data Fig. 3. a. Association of rs4951151, the top variant detected in the
NFASC/CNTN2 locus with quantitative endophenotypes available on ONTIME
https://ontime.wustl.edu/)’. Significant signals were observed for contactin-2 protein levels in

CSF and plasma. b. Top correlated genes in the Human Protein Atlas single cell expression
cluster® for CNTN2, referred to as ‘cluster 51°. ¢. Gene ontology treemap of the expression cluster
51, showing the main molecular functions, cellular components and biological processes enriched
among these genes. d. Gene ontology enrichment for genes in cluster 51 performed using
WebGestalt®.
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39 1. Supplementary notes: DNA genotyping, QC & imputation in the PSP/DEGESCO cohort

40 DNA from PSP cases was extracted from 25 mg of cerebellar cortex (histopathological PSP) or
41  peripheral blood (clinical PSP). After excluding samples with insufficient concentration (<5
42  ng/uL) or degraded DNA, samples were genotyped by the Spanish National Center for
43  Genotyping (CEGEN) using the Axiom 815K Spanish Biobank Array (Thermo Fisher). We
44  performed genotype calling and QC using Affymetrix power tools (APT) software v1.15.0
45  following the Axiom data analysis workflow. We kept samples with dishQC values >0.82, a
46  parameter determined by measuring the resolution of AT and GC channels within monomorphic
47  SNPs, and genotype call rates >0.97. We also checked that the average call rate within plates was
48  >0.985 to detect potentially problematic batches. We jointly performed genotype calling for the
49  remaining PSP samples and 5,000 Spanish controls obtained from the GR@ACE/DEGESCO
50  cohort, which had been previously genotyped with the same platform, using the same array and
51 in the same centre, thus minimizing potential batch effects’2. Called variants passing quality
52  control (QC) criteria defined by the manufacturer (Affymetrix) were kept for downstream analysis
53  (N=737,174).

54  After genotype calling, we removed samples with low genotype call rates (<97%) and high
55  heterozygosity (+3SD over mean heterozygosity). To identify mislabelled samples, we performed
56  a sex-check and removed those with discordant reported and genetic sex. We ran a principal
57  component (PC) analysis to identify and remove samples from non-European ancestries based on
58  the 1000 Genomes European population cluster (Extended Data Fig. 1). After sample QC, we
59  removed variants with high missingness (>5%), low frequency (MAF<0.01), differential
60  missingness between cases and controls (p<107) or failing the Hardy Weinberg equilibrium test
61  (p<107?) in the control population. Samples with genotype call rates below 0.97 after variant QC
62  were also removed from the dataset. Genotype imputation was performed for 379 PSP samples
63 and 4,955 controls in the TOPMed Imputation Server (Michigan, USA) using the TOPMed
64  reference panel based on 587,195 genotyped variants passing QC. Prior to GWAS analysis, we
65 used the GENESIS R package® to detect and remove potential cryptic relatedness within our
66  population. We first used a kinship filter of 0.45 to identify and remove sample pairs
67  corresponding to the same individual (N=11). After removing duplicates, we detected related
68  pairs by applying a kinship filter of 0.046875, which represents the theoretical kinship value
69  between third- and fourth-degree relatedness. We first removed the samples present in multiple

70  related pairs, and for the remaining unique relative pairs we applied the following criteria: 1) if
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71  one sample was a PSP and the other one was a control we removed the control; 2) if one sample
72 was a histopatologically confirmed PSP the other sample was a clinical PSP, we kept the
73 histopathological PSP; 3) if both samples belonged to the same clinical group (control, clinical or
74  histopathological PSP), we kept the sample with the highest genotype call rate. For
75  PSP/DEGESCO Stage Il samples, we performed the genotype calling including the controls and
76  cases passing QC from Stage I, and followed the same procedure described above. Additionally,
77  atthe IBD filtering step we removed Stage 1l cases overlapping or related to cases from Stage I.
78  Anoverview of the complete QC process is provided (Extended Data Fig. 1, Extended Data Table
79 1, Supplementary Table 1).

80 2. Supplementary notes: DNA genotyping, QC & imputation in the Amsterdam Dementia
81 Cohort

82  We genotyped all individuals using the Illumina Global Screening Array and applied established
83  quality control methods* . We used high-quality genotypes in all individuals (individual call rate
84  >99%, variant call rate >99%), individuals with sex mismatches were excluded and departure
85  from Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium was considered significant at p<1x10-6. Genotypes were then
86 lifted over to GRCh38 and prepared for imputation using provided scripts (HRC-1000G-check-
87  bim.pl) specifying TOPMED as reference panel. This script compares variant ID, strand, and
88 allele frequencies to the TOPMED reference panel (version r2, N=194,512 haplotypes from
89  N=97,256 individuals)®. Finally, all variants were submitted to the Michigan Imputation server
90  (https://imputation.biodatacatalyst.nhlbi.nih.gov/). The server uses EAGLE (v2.4) to phase data

91  and Minimac4 to perform genotype imputation to the reference panel. After quality control and
92  genotype imputation of the genetic data, we kept only individuals of European ancestry (based on
93  1000Genomes clustering)®, and excluded individuals with a family relation (identity-by-descent
94  >0.2)’, leaving 59 clinically diagnosed PSP-RS cases and 1513 controls for analysis.

95

96 3. Supplementary notes: Detecting potential clinical heterogeneity using genetic

97 information.

98  We leveraged the MAPT H1 haplotype, a well-known genetic risk factor for PSP8, to make

99 inferences on misdiagnose rates in the Stage | clinical PSP dataset and its subgroups. We
100  considered the confirmed pathological PSP cases as a reference of a pure PSP group, and the
101  controls as a reference for a non-PSP population. Theoretically, for a mix of PSP and non-PSP
102  samples, the expected value of the MAPT H1 allele frequency (AF) should range between its
103  frequency in the pure/histopathological PSP (H1req=0.9199), and the non-PSP (H1req=0.7024)
104  populations in our study, and should be proportional to the ratio of PSP/non-PSP samples in the
105  mix. Thus, the MAPT H1 AF in the mixed sample would be equal to the MAPT H1 AF in the
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106  histopathological PSP sample minus the difference in AF between the histopathological PSP and
107  control groups, (i.e. the total AF range between the pure PSP and non-PSP groups), multiplied by

108  the proportion of misdiagnosed samples in the mix:
109 Fg =Fh—M-(Fh—Fc)

110 Fg: MAPT H1 AF in the mixed group; Fh: MAPT H1 AF in the histopathological PSP group (AF=0.9199);
111 M: misdiagnose rate; Fc: MAPT H1 AF in the non PSP group (AF=0,7024); In the case of using logistic
112 regression-derived effect sizes instead of frequencies, the log(OR) of these groups can be introduced instead
113 of AF values.

114  Rearranging the terms in this equation, we can estimate the percentage of misclassified samples
115  ineach group:

Fh—Fg

icdi 04) — L J
116 Misdiagnose (%) = 100 Fh— Fe

117  (Fh — Fg), difference in MAPT H1 AF between the histopathological PSP and mixed group.

118  (Fh — Fc), difference in MAPT H1 AF between the histopathological PSP and the general
119  population.

120  The same logic can be applied using linear effect size estimates (log odds ratios) derived from
121  logistic regressions instead of AFs. As population microstructure might affect the MAPT H1 allele
122 frequency in the lberian population®, we also calculated the misclassification rates using the log
123 odds ratios obtained from fitting logistic regressions adjusted by the first four PCs in each
124  subgroup. For better comparability between all groups, we included the controls from the
125  discovery and validation setup (N=1,450) in all models. Additionally, because a proportion of the
126  misclassified patients are expected to have Parkinson’s Disease (PD)'° and the MAPT H1 locus
127  isknown to also be a risk factor for PD, we used a OR=1.00 (neutral) and a OR=1.32 (Parkinson’s
128  Disease MAPT H1) to calculate the effect size-based misdiagnosis estimations.

129 4. Supplementary notes: PRS calculation

130  We calculated the PRS of AD, PD, amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS), PSP and all stroke (AS)
131  using reported genome-wide significant variants!?1®, We constructed the PRSs selecting only
132 those variants with MAF>0.01 and imputation quality R2>0.3 in our dataset (Supplementary
133 Tables 3-7). A few considerations were taken in the AD PRS calculation: a) No APOE variants
134  were included, b) variants with MAF<0.01 were kept since these were previously validated in the
135  original publication and they had very good imputation quality in our dataset (R2>0.9), c) because
136  some controls of our study were included in the first stage of the AD GWAS, we used the
137  independent effects reported exclusively in the second stage. To calculate the different PRSs, we
138  designed a custom software (https://github.com/Pablo-GarGon/PRS_Generator) that added the
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139  dosages of the risk alleles multiplied by their reported effect sizes (betas). Finally, we also
140  calculated the PRSs excluding the chromosome 17 to avoid pleiotropic effects caused by
141  including variants linked to the MAPT locus.

142 5. Supplementary notes: A Decreased burden of known PSP genetic risk factors was

143 detected in atypical PSP clinically diagnosed cases

144  Because, to our very best knowledge, this the first case-control PSP GWAS including clinical
145  cases diagnosed using the recently proposed MDS criteria for probable PSPY’, and our MAPT H1
146  association results suggested the existence of phenotypic heterogeneity in our clinical PSP cohort
147  (Fig. 1), we decided to estimate genetically-based misclassification rates in the available Stage |
148  clinical PSP subjects (Supplementary Table 1). We classified these samples into four subgroups
149  based on two criteria: a) Samples with or without confirmed Richardson’s Syndrome and b)
150  samples recruited by movement disorder units or memory clinics. The first classification allowed
151  us to examine the specificity of the MDS criteria for assigning a probable PSP diagnosis to non-
152  Richardson PSP (nR-PSP) patients, while the second one is useful to study potential ascertainment
153  bias caused by the recruitment in different neurology set-ups (movement disorders units and
154  memory clinics). As expected, the highest MAPT H1 frequency and effect size was found in the
155  histopathological PSP group, and the misclassification estimates were considerably larger for nR-
156 PSP than for PSP-RS samples (Fig. 1, Supplementary Table 1). Moreover, MAPT H1 frequencies
157  were significantly reduced in the nR-PSP patients compared to histopathological PSP (x2=6.29;
158  DF=1; p=0.01), while no significant differences were observed for the PSP-RS patients in this
159  comparison (¥?=0.16; DF=1; p=0.69), supporting the presence of misclassified patients in the nR-
160 PSP group. Interestingly, PSP-RS samples had similar misclassification rates despite recruitment
161  centre, while nR-PSP samples recruited in memory clinics displayed lower misdiagnose rates than
162  those recruited by movement disorder units, although these differences were not significant
163  (¥*=1.38; DF=1; p=0.24).

164  To further complement these results, we generated the AD, PD, ALS, PSP and AS PRSs using
165  known disease susceptibility variants and compared the PRS values between our PSP subgroups
166  and controls (Supplementary Fig. 1, Supplementary Table 10). The AD PRS was significantly
167  increased in both nR-PSP subgroups: memory-clinic (OR[95%CI1]=2.42[1.10-5.35]; p=0.03) and
168  movement disorder unit-recruited (OR[95%CI1]=2.64[1.13-6.22]; p=0.03). Meanwhile, the PD
169  PRSwas associated with disease status in both groups recruited by movement disorder units: PSP-
170 RS (OR[95%CI1]=1.90[1.22-2.96]; p=0.004) and nR-PSP (OR[95%CI]=1.72[1.00-2.93];
171  p=0.05). Finally, the PSP PRS was associated with disease status in all subgroups except
172 movement disorder recruited nR-PSP (OR[95%CI]=1.20[0.96-1.52]; p=0.12), and no significant

173 associations were found between disease status and the ALS and AS PRSs. Because MAPT is a
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174  pleiotropic risk factor for multiple neurodegenerative diseases, we repeated this analysis
175  excluding chromosome 17. After removing variants in the MAPT locus, an increase could still be
176  observed for the AD PRS in the nR-PSP subgroups and for the PD PRS in movement disorder
177  unit-recruited subgroups, but the statistical significance was lost (Supplementary Fig. 1,
178  Supplementary Table 7). Interestingly, the association with the PSP PRS was lost in both nR-PSP
179  subgroups, and even showed a non-significant opposite effect direction in movement disorder
180  recruited nR-PSP patients (OR[95%CI1]=0.69[0.32-1.48]; p=0.34). Furthermore, none of the
181 individual known PSP risk variants were associated with disease status in this subgroup either
182  (Fig. 1). Our results indicate that the movement disorder recruited nR-PSP patients lacked an
183  enrichment not only for MAPT H1 haplotypes but also for other known PSP risk factors.
184  Subgroup-specific association of each individual risk variant constituting the different PRSs is

185  available (Supplementary Tables 10-14).

186  Our data suggests two possible sources of contamination in our clinical dataset. On the one hand,
187 nR-PSP patients who do not evolve to PSP-RS, the hallmark PSP phenotype, are hard to
188  conclusively diagnose pre-mortem®, Thus, a weaker enrichment in known genetic PSP risk
189  factors and, conversely, an enrichment in risk factors for other neurodegenerative diseases can be
190 somewhat expected in the nR-PSP group. On the other hand, the observed enrichment in PD
191  genetic risk variants in the context of movement disorder units suggests the presence of a fraction
192  of misclassified parkinsonian PSP-like phenocopies in this clinical setting®. PSP-P patients
193  comprise up to a third of the total number of PSP patients and are particularly challenging to
194  accurately diagnose based solely on clinical symptoms?. As these patients are characterized by
195  an initial phase with PD-compatible features, a higher chance of recruitment by movement
196  disorder units rather than by memory clinics might explain our results?. However, a smaller risk
197  effect of the MAPT H1 haplotype has also been described in PSP-P subjects compared to PSP-
198  RS%, which may also explain the decrease in MAPT H1 frequency we observed in the nR-PSP
199  groups. Overall, our findings suggest that there might be room for improvement of the specificity
200  of the MDS criteria by increasing the diagnostic accuracy of atypical PSP phenotypes, specially
201  PSP-P. Various biomarkers are under development to further help discriminate PSP from PSP-
202  like patients: Real time quaking induced conversion (RT-QuIC) techniques to discard a-synuclein
203  parkinsonian pathology, or for confirmation of 4R tauopathy are underway as CSF biomarkers,
204  and MRI parameters like the magnetic resonance parkinsonism index are showing promising

205  results in predicting PSP-RS conversion in early PSP-P subjects?..
206

207 6. Supplementary notes: Sensitivity analysis of PSP sentinels
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208  Based on our previous results, we decided to run a sensitivity analysis for known PSP risk
209  variants, based on GWS hits by Sanchez-Contreras et al*® , stratifying our Stage | cases in three
210  groups of decreasing PSP certainty: histopathological PSP, PSP-RS and nR-PSP. To improve
211 comparability of the calculated estimates, we included the complete set of Stage | controls
212 (N=1450) in all three strata. For all tested variants, we found consistent effect directions between
213 the histopathological and PSP-RS groups (Supplementary Fig. 2). The effects in the nR-PSP
214 group were smaller or even had opposite directions for the tested variants, except for rs242557,
215  the variant tagging the MAPT H1c haplotype suggesting it may similarly impact genetic
216  susceptibility to PSP-like syndromes. Finally, we decided to repeat the meta-analysis of the Stage
217 I discovery and validation datasets, this time keeping only the PSP-RS samples in the validation
218  set. After removing nR-PSP samples, the effect sizes were stronger in all PSP susceptibility
219  variants (Supplementary Table 9), showcasing the benefits of removing these samples with lower

220  diagnostic accuracy from our GWAS analysis.

221 7. Supplementary notes: Enrichment analysis

222 Enrichment analysis was performed using WebGestalt (https://www.webgestalt.org/) over-

223 representation analysis®. Briefly, this method evaluates the fraction of genes which constitute the
224  different gene sets that are present in the list of genes introduced, testing the significance using a
225  2x2 contingency table?*. We introduced the list of replicated genes (MAPT, MOBP, EIF2AKS3,
226  STX6, DUSP10, SLCO1A2) and our novel NFASC gene and ran the over representation analysis
227  algorithm, enriching specifically for non-redundant gene ontology terms and using the “Affy
228  Axiom Biobank1” option as the reference gene set. Although none of the top enriched terms were
229  significant after multiple test correction (Extended Data Table 6), the term GO:0097386,
230  representing glial cell projection was borderline significant (FDR adjusted p-value = 0.06) and
231  several of the top ranked terms were related to axon ensheathment an d myelination, pinpointing

232 these processes as those more represented by our list of genes.

233 8. Supplementary notes: Gene co-expression network analysis.

234  Gene  co-expression  networks were generated using  GeneFriends  software
235  (https://www.genefriends.org/)%, including all interesting confirmed loci and candidates (MAPT,
236 MOBP, EIF2AK3, STX6, DUSP10, SLCO1A2, NFASC and CNTN2) using the Sequence Read

237  Archive (SRA) human tissue co-expression map as a reference, which comprises 20 tissues from

238 46080 RNA-seq samples. Briefly, this method first estimates correlations between each pair of
239  genes, then uses co-expression associations to construct the co-expression network, and finally
240  modules, i.e. groups of co-expressed genes are identified using clustering techniques, allowing to
241 group those genes with similar expression patterns across the different samples. The Pearson

242  correlation threshold was adjusted to 0.6 to allow us to identify the top genes co-expressed with
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243 our main cluster, consisting of MOBP, SLCO1A2 and NFASC. We found that MARK1, as well as
244 three additional INcRNAs and one pseudogene, were strongly co-expressed (R>0.6) with this gene
245  cluster (Extended Data Fig. 5).
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246 Supplementary Table Legends

247  Supplementary Table 1. QC summary of contributed samples by collaborating center and stage.
248  Supplementary Table 2. Age linear regressions results for the complete set of controls used in
249  PSP/DEGESCO Stage | (N=1450). Genomic coordinates correspond to the GRCh38 assembly.
250  Supplementary Table 3. Reported summary statistics of the variants used to construct the
251  Alzheimer's Disease (AD) PRS. We used exclusively effects from stage 2 of the Bellenguez et al.
252  study'2. Genomic coordinates correspond to the GRCh38 assembly.

253  Supplementary Table 4. List of the variants used to construct the amyotrophic lateral sclerosis
254  (ALS) PRS. These summary statistics correspond to the European ancestry GWAS from the
255  original study. Genomic coordinates correspond to the GRCh38 assembly.

256  Supplementary Table 5. List of the variants used to construct the all stroke (AS) PRS. Genomic
257  coordinates correspond to the GRCh38 assembly.

258  Supplementary Table 6. List of the variants used to construct the Parkinson's Disease (PD) PRS.
259  Genomic coordinates correspond to the GRCh38 assembly.

260  Supplementary Table 7. List of the variants used to construct the progressive supranuclear palsy
261  (PSP) PRS. Genomic coordinates correspond to the GRCh38 assembly.

262  Supplementary Table 8. Estimation of the percentage of misdiagnosed clinical PSP samples
263  classified by those with/without Richardson’s Syndrome and by recruitment centre (Movement
264  Disorder Unit/Memory Clinic) in PSP/DEGESCO Stage |. ORs were calculated fitting logistic
265  regressions adjusted by the first four PCs and using the same set of controls in all groups
266  (N=1450). Percentage of misdiagnosed samples was calculated based on MAPT H1 haplotype
267  frequencies and log odds ratios. Age data represents age at death, age at onset of motor symptoms
268  and age at last visit for histopathological PSP, clinical PSP and controls, respectively.

269  Supplementary Table 9. Sensitivity analysis results for the replicated variants. We showcase the
270  results obtained in the previous study and the PSP/DEGESCO meta-analysis results including and
271  excluding nR-PSP samples. Models were adjusted by the first four PCs. EA, effect allele; OA,
272 other allele; OR, odds ratio; P, p-value.

273 Supplementary Table 10. Association in case control logistic regression of neurodegenerative
274  disease PRSs with PSP in the different clinical subgroups. PRSs were calculated using all reported
275  variants, and removing variants in chrl7 to account for MAPT pleiotropy. Associations are
276 reported in the following format: OR [95%Cl]; P. OR, odds ratio; PRS, polygenic risk score; AD,
277  Alzheimer’s Disease; PD, Parkinson’s Disease; ALS, amyotrofic lateral sclerosis; PSP,
278  progressive supranuclear palsy; AS, all stroke.

279  Supplementary Table 11. Association in case control logistic regression of the individual
280  variants used to construct the Alzheimer's Disease (AD) PRS with the diferent PSP subgroups in
281  PSP/DEGESCO Stage I.
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282  Supplementary Table 12. Association in case control logistic regression of the individual
283  variants used to construct the amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS) PRS with the diferent PSP
284  subgroups in PSP/DEGESCO Stage |.

285  Supplementary Table 13. Association in case control logistic regression of the individual
286  variants used to construct the all stroke (AS) PRS with the diferent PSP subgroups in
287  PSP/DEGESCO Stage I.

288  Supplementary Table 14. Association in case control logistic regression of the individual
289  variants used to construct the Parkinson's disease (PD) PRS with the diferent PSP subgroups in
290 PSP/DEGESCO Stage I.

291  Supplementary Table 15. Association in case control logistic regression of the individual
292  variants used to construct the progressive supranuclear palsy (PSP) PRS with the diferent PSP
293  subgroups in PSP/DEGESCO Stage |.
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Supplementary Figures
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Supplementary Fig. 1. Mean AD, PD, ALS, PSP and AS PRS in each PSP subgroup including
and excluding variants in chrl7. Values were zero-centred with respect to the control group to
better reflect the increase/decrease in mean PRS in the PSP groups with respect to the controls.
OR, odds ratio; PRS, polygenic risk score; AD, Alzheimer’s Disease; PD, Parkinson’s Disease;
ALS, amyotrophic lateral sclerosis; PSP, progressive supranuclear palsy; AS, all stroke; ***
p<0.001; ** p<0.01; * p<0.05.
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16687758 DUSP10
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112744678 NFASC
' Histopathological PSP 0.86 [0.67-1.11]
l PSP-RS 0.69 [0.52-0.91]
303 —— nR-PSP 0.97 [0.69-1.34]
304

305  Supplementary Fig. 2. Forest plot displaying effect sizes of SNPs in the histopathological
306 and clinical groups (PSP-RS or nR-PSP) of PSP/DEGESCO Stage I. Models were adjusted
307 by PCsl-4 and included the same set of controls (N=1450) to improve comparability. OR, odds
308  ratio; CI195%, 95% confidence interval.
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