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Adversity, fasting insulin, and executive function

Abstract

Background: Early life adversity (ELA) is associated with altered insulin signaling and altered
EF behaviors, in a potentially sex-specific manner. Considering the high co-morbidity between
altered metabolism and executive function (EF) problems, we hypothesized that the genetic
background associated with altered fasting insulin (FI) and EF could be shared. Methods. Our
study used conjunctional false discovery rate (ConjFDR) to identify the shared genetic
architecture between FlI and two EFs. impulsivity and attention deficit-hyperactivity disorder
(ADHD). We identified the polygenic risk score (PRS) threshold from a FI genome-wide
association study (GWAYS) that best predicted insulin levels in male and female ALSPAC
children [Nmaes=1,901, Nfemaes=1,834; Printia-maes= 0.05 (11,121 SNPS), prinia-femaes= 0.15
(27,202 SNPs)], further refining it to only include SNPs significantly associated with insulin
levelsin children [Nsnp-maes= 635 SNPS, Nsyp-temaes = 1,449 SNPs]. A phenome-wide association
study (PheWAS) was also run to identify EFs associated with the interaction between the refined
PRS (rPRS) and early adversity. To investigate the presence of a direct causal relationship
between FI and impulsivity in the presence of adversity, we applied mendelian randomization
(MR). Results: ConjFDR suggested that environmental factors could be involved in the
association between insulin and EFs, as there was no shared genetic background. Phe WAS
highlighted impulsivity and attention-related outcomes in interaction models between FI rPRS
and early adversity. Finally, two-sample MR suggested a causal association between higher
fasting insulin levels and impulsive behavior, specifically in females exposed to adversity (p <
0.001). Overall, a sex-specific impulsivity GWAS demonstrated that MYT1L and TSSC1, genes
that are associated with motor impulsivity, were enriched only in females. Conclusions: Our

study solidifies the evidence that the relationship between high FI and EF is not direct, but rather
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interacting with ELA exposure, especially in females. Keywords:. early life adversity, fasting
insulin, executive functions, impulsivity, genetic correlation, mendelian randomization, sex-

specific impulsivity GWAS

Introduction

Exposureto ELA is adevelopmental risk factor associated with metabolic and psychiatric
phenotypes. ELA leads to alterations in responsivity to stress and alters insulin sengtivity at
different ages. Childhood adversity and adult stress exposures have been linked to diabetes and
altered glucose regulation, and chronic adulthood stress has been associated with glucose
intolerance and metabolic syndrome (Pyykkonen et al, 2010). These findings emphasize that
ELA impactsinsulin regulation and function, making it an important node to investigate.

Insulin is ahormone involved in metabolism regulation in animals, and a neuroregulatory
peptide in the central nervous system, including the prefrontal cortex (PFC) (Ghasemi et al,
2013). In PFC, insulin modulates the development and expression of different executive function
(EF) behaviors (Kullmann et al, 2016), such as attention, inhibitory control, and working
memory. Insulin reduces activity in the prefrontal areas that control behaviors like the inhibitory
control of eating (Heni et al, 2015). In Alzheimer’s patients, insulin dysregulation has been
linked to learning deficits and memory formation impairments (Zhao and Alkon, 2001).

A recent study demonstrated that metabolic syndrome and IR were associated with poorer
executive performance in women (Schuur et al, 2010), suggesting that insulin could be related to
EF in a sex-specific manner. Co-morbidity between metabolic and psychiatric diseases has been
established, and, interestingly, among adults with ADHD, there is a 18.7% higher prevalence of

type 2 diabetes in males compared to females (Chen et al, 2018).
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We have previously reported (Batra et al, 2021) that a polygenic risk score associated
with higher FI interacts with ELA to predict the development of inhibitory control in children at
36 months. This reinforced the idea that insulin may moderate the effects of ELA on EF.
However, as the effects of ELA are often sex-specific (Barbieri et al, 2009b; Honeycutt et al,
2020), a better understanding of sex-specific relationships between ELA, insulin, and the
development of EF is needed. Our hypotheses for the current study are 1) the genetic
backgrounds associated with high FI and EF share a polygenic architecture; 2) if (1) is reected,
models including the interaction term between the genetic background associated with high Fl
and childhood adversity exposure could show association with EF across lifespan; 3) if (2) shows
significance results, there may be a causal relationship between Fl levels and impulsivity in the
presence of adversity, which we will inspect through mendelian randomization (MR).

Methods

Investigating the shared genetic background between higher fasting insulin and altered
executive function phenotypes (impulsivity and ADHD)

GWASs

We obtained complete FI GWAS results in the form of summary statistics p-value from the
Meta-Analyses of Glucose and Insulin-related traits Consortium (Lagou et al, 2021) (Refer to
Supplementals). ADHD GWAS was obtained from sex-specific meta-analyses of case-control
ADHD by the Psychiatric Genomics Consortium and the Lundbeck Foundation Initiative for
Integrative Psychiatric Research (Kettunen et al, 2016) (Refer to Supplementals) As the sex-
specific impulsivity GWAS was not available in the literature, we performed this GWAS using
the UK Biobank data (Refer to Supplementals).

Conditional/conjunctional FDR
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88 Analyses applied here used false discovery rate (FDR) methods previously established by
89 Andreassen et al (Andreassen et al, 2013b). To evaluate the cross-phenotype polygenic
90 architecture, we produced conditional quantile-quantile (Q-Q) plots. The plots condition Fl on
91 impulsivity or ADHD, and vice versa, plotting observed p-values againg theoretical quantiles
92 under no association. A straight null line indicates no association, whereas deviation indicates
93 systematic association. Each Q-Q plot displays SNP p-values of trait 1, conditional on varying
94  associations with trait 2, which alows us to determine a presence of a shared polygenic
95  architecture between the traits.
96 To identify shared loci between FI and impulsivity or ADHD, we applied the conditional
97 FDR (condFDR) and conjunctional FDR (conjFDR) methods (Andreassen et al, 2013a;
98 Andreassen et al, 2014) (Note: both methods assume the p-values for that SNP in both the
99 primary and the conditional traits are lower than the observed p-values). CondFDR employs
100 genetic association summary statistics from a trait of interest (FI) together with those of a
101  conditional trait (impulsivity or ADHD) to estimate the posterior probability that a SNP has no
102  association with the primary trait. This method identifies loci associated with the primary trait by
103 using associations with the conditional traits. The conjFDR statistic is the maximum of the 2
104  mutua condFDR values and is a conservative estimate of the posterior probability that a SNP
105 has no association with either trait. Using conjFDR helps identify loci which are associated with
106 both traits. A conservative FDR level of 0.01 per pairwise comparison was set for
107 condFDR/conjFDR, corresponding to a false positive rate of 1 in 100 reported associations.
108 More details can be found in the original and subsequent publications (Andreassen et al, 2013a;

109  Andreassen et al, 2014; Andreassen et al, 2013b; O’ Connéll et al, 2020).
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110 Investigating the interactive effects between polygenic scores for higher fasting insulin and
111  childhood adversity on alter ed executive function phenotypesin a sex-specific manner

112  Participants

113 We used data from five prospective birth cohorts. 1) Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents
114 and Children (ALSPAC) (Boyd et al, 2013; Fraser et al, 2013); 2) Maternal Adversity,
115  Vulnerahility, and Neurodevelopment (MAVAN) (O'Donnell et al, 2014); 3) Growing Up in
116 Singapore Towards healthy Outcomes (GUSTO) (Soh et al, 2014); 4) Adolescent Brain
117  Cognitive Development ** Study (ABCD®) (Jernigan et al, 2018); and 5) UK Biobank (UKB)
118 (Sudlow et al, 2015) to analyze the gene by environment interaction effects on EF outcomes.
119 Details about recruitment, inclusion criteria for this study and genotyping information on the
120  cohorts can be found in supplementary materials.

121 The Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents and Children (ALSPAC) (Northstone et al,
122  2019): For our analysis, we included children of 85 and 9.5 years old (individuals with
123  periphera insulin levels data), whose mothers had a pregnancy duration between 37 and 42
124  weeks, a maternal age at delivery greater than 18 years, a child birthweight greater than 2 kg,
125 child alive at 1 year of age. We only included singleton pregnancies in the analysis. There were
126 1,901 males and 1,834 females with complete data available for the analyses. Ethics approval for
127  the study was obtained from the ALSPAC Ethics and Law Committee and the local research
128 ethics committees (a full list of the ethics committees that approved different aspects of the
129 ALSPAC studies is available at http://www.bristol.ac.uk/alspac/researchers/research-ethicy).
130 Data were collected during clinic visits or with postal questionnaires. Informed consent for the
131 use of data collected via questionnaires and clinics was obtained from participants following the

132 recommendations of the ALSPAC Ethics and Law Committee at the time.
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133 Maternal Adversity, Vulnerability, and Neurodevelopment (MAVAN) Project (O'Donnell
134 et al, 2014): After applying the exclusion criteria, 161 subjects had complete data on the relevant
135 predictors, as described in supplementary Figure S7. Approval for the MAVAN project was
136  obtained by the ethics committees and university affiliates (McGill University and Université de
137 Montréal, the Roya Victoria Hospital, Jewish General Hospital, Centre hospitalier de
138 I'’Université de Montréal and Hopital Maisonneuve-Rosemount) and St. Joseph’s Hospital and
139 McMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada. Informed consent was obtained from all
140  participants.

141 Growing Up in Singapore Towards healthy Outcomes (GUSTO) (Soh et al, 2014)
142  prospective cohort: Study sample was selected based on data availability for each analysis. There
143  were 466 subjects with complete data on the predictors used within this study available for the
144  analyses, as described in supplementary Figure S7. This study was approved by the National
145 University Hospital and KK Women's and Children’s Hospital, National Healthcare Group
146 Domain Specific Review Board (NHG DSRB Ref D/09/021) and Sing Heath Centralized
147  Institutional Review Board (CIRB Ref 2018/2767). Written informed consent was obtained from
148 mothers and their children.

149 Adolescent Brain Cognitive Development™ Study (ABCD®) (Jernigan et al, 2018):
150 There were 7,655 subjects with complete data available for the analyses, as described in
151 supplementary Figure S7. The institutional review board of the University of California, San
152  Diego centralized the approval for data collection. The study sites where data were collected also
153 obtained approval from their local institutional review boards. All parents gave written informed

154  consent and children verbal assent.
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155 UK Biobank (UKB) (Sudlow et al, 2015): Of the total 502,543 participants in this cohort,
156 71,036 subjects had complete data on the predictors used within this study available for the
157 analyses, as described in supplementary Figure S7. This research was conducted using the UK
158 Biobank Resource under Application Number 41975. Approval for the UK Biobank was
159 obtained by the North West Multicentre Research 580 Ethics Committee (REC reference
160  11/NW/0382; http://mwww.ukbiobank.ac.uk/ethics/), the National Information Governance Board
161 for Health and Social Care and the Community Health Index Advisory Group. Informed consent
162  was obtained from all participants.

163 Refined Polygenic Risk Scores (rPRS)

164 We sought to identify the optimal high FI PRS threshold to predict Fl levelsin children
165 from the ALSPAC cohort, in a sex-specific manner (using a sex-specific FI GWAS). We used
166 the refined-PRS (rPRS) method described in our previous study (Batra et al, 2021). The rPRS
167 was subsequently applied in four separate cohorts, analyzing males and females seperately, to
168 examine how the interaction between higher FI rPRS and ELA impacts EF behaviors across
169 different age groups.

170 ALSPAC: FI PRSs were calculated using FI GWASs separately for males and females
171 (Nmaes = 47,806, Niemaes = 50,404) from the Meta-Analyses of Glucose and Insulin-related traits
172  Consortium PRSs were calculated at 100 different p-value thresholds for each individual in the
173  ALSPAC cohort as a sum of the risk alleles count, weighted by the effect size described in the
174  GWAS for each SNP. We then utilized Generalized Estimating Equations (GEE) analysis to
175 identify the threshold of PRS at which the model predicting peripheral insulin levels in children
176  at age 8.5-9.5 years best fit to the data, separately in males and females. To further refine the

177 PRS, aprocess explained in Batra et a (Batra et al, 2021), we ran a GEE analysis for each SNP
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178  within the identified PRS threshold to identify which SNPs were significantly associated with
179  peripheral insulin levels separately for males and females [Nsnp maes= 635 SNPS, Nsyp females =
180 1,449 SNPs| (Refer to Supplementals).

181 MAVAN, GUSTO, ABCD, and UKB: The SNPs we discovered to associate with
182  peripheral insulin levels in the ALSPAC cohort were used to construct a rPRS in these four
183  cohorts. Because the SNPs were selected in a refinement process of a PRS that was created
184  through conventional means, we refer to this PRS as the refined PRS. The rPRS was calculated
185 similarly to the PRS scores in ALSPAC, as a weighted sum of 635 SNPs for males and 1,449
186  SNPsfor females.

187 Early Life Adversity

188 To ingpect the interaction effect between the PRS and early life adversity, we calculated
189 adversity exposure using a cumulative score involving different environmental variables for each
190 individua in the cohorts as described by Silveira et a. (Slveira et al, 2017). Details on the
191 components of the scores can be found in supplementary materials.

192  Executive Function Behavioral Outcomes

193 To inspect the interaction effect of the PRS and early life adversity on EF, we used all the
194  EF behaviors with available data for each cohort. The MAV AN cohort outcomes consisted of EF
195 behavior data from the Bayley Scales of Infant Development 1l (Balasundaram and Avulakunta,
196 2021), Child Behavior Checklist (CBCL) (Achenbach and Edelbrock, 1991), School Readiness
197 Test Battery (Gan et al, 2016), Dominique Questionnaire (Kuijpers et al, 2013), Strengths and
198 Difficulties Questionnaire (SDQ) (Bge et al, 2016), Cambridge Neuropsychological Test
199 Automated Battery (CANTAB) Intra and Extradimentional shift (IED), and Information

200 Sampling Task (IST) (Sahakian and Owen, 1992). The GUSTO cohort outcomes consisted of EF
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201  behaviors data from Bayley Scales of Infant Development Il (Balasundaram et al, 2021), Child
202  Behavior Checklist (CBCL) (Achenbach et al, 1991), Stop Signal Task (SST) (Chikazoe et al,
203  2009), Snack Delay Task (Silveira et al, 2012), Sticker Delay Task (Silveira et al, 2018). The
204  ABCD cohort outcomes consisted of EF behaviors data from the Child Behavior Checklist
205  (Achenbach et al, 1991), Brief Problem Monitor (BPM) assessment (Achenbach et al, 2011), and
206 UPPS-P Impulsive Behavior Scale (Cyders, 2013). The ABCD Study data repository grows and
207 changes over time The ABCD Swudy data wused in this report came

208  from https.//dx.doi.org/10.15154/1503209. The UKB cohort analysis consisted of psychiatric

209  outcomesrelated to EF outcomes.

210  Interaction PheWAS

211 We performed a linear regression (for continuous outcomes) and logistic regression (for
212  binary outcomes) analyses for each PheWAS to investigate the interaction effect between the
213 rPRS for FlI and postnatal adversity exposure on each EF behavior separately in males and
214 femalesin MAVAN, GUSTO, ABCD, and UKB, adjusted by population stratification PCs, age
215 and other covariates if they were found to be significantly different between low/high PRS
216  groups (as presented in Tables 1-4). We also used GEE if an outcome was measured several
217 times. Details on the EF behaviors analyzed for each cohort can be found in supplementary
218 materials.

219  Enrichment Analysis

220 Enrichment analyses for gene ontologies were performed using MetaCore™ (Clarivate
221  Analytics) on the SNPsthat compose the FI rPRS for males and females separately. Furthermore,

222  gene-based enrichment analyses were performed in FUMA (https.//fuma.ctglab.nl/) (Aguet et al,

10
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223  2019; MacArthur et al, 2017; Watanabe et al, 2017) after mapping the SNPs composing the Fl
224 rPRSto genes with the biomaRt package in R (Durinck et al, 2005; Durinck et al, 2009).

225 Investigating the causal relationship between high fasting insulin and altered executive
226  functionsaccording to early adver sity exposur e in a sex-specific manner

227  Two-Sample Mendelian Randomi zation Analyses

228 Two-sample MR analyses were performed using R (Durinck et al, 2005; Durinck et al,
229 2009) and the TwoSampleMR package (Hemani et al, 2018b). Exposure and outcome GWAS
230 summary statistics were harmonized as described within the package. To assess horizontal
231 pleotropy (i.e., an association of the genetic instrument with the outcome independent of the
232  exposure), we used the MR-Egger estimation for genetic instruments. When the pleiotropy
233 assumption was not met, we used a different statistical method robust to pleiotropy: MR
234  pleotropy residual sum and outlier (MR-PRESSO). MR-PRESSO is able to identify outliers
235  with potentia horizontal pleiotropy when using multiple genetic variants as an instrument and
236  provides a corrected estimate after removing these outliers (Zhao and Schooling, 2021). We first
237 peformed fixed-effects meta-analysis of genetic instruments using inverse-variance weighting
238 (IVW) (Hemani et al, 2018a). Standard errors were computed with the Wald estimator and delta
239  weighting to account for uncertainty in genetic association with the exposure. Then, to assess the
240  robustness of our findings, we performed a simple median MR and weighted median MR. Since
241  we were interested in inspecting the interaction effect between FI and adversity exposure on
242  impulsivity, we separate analysis on males and females. 1) two-sample MR between the Fl
243  GWAS and an impulsivity GWAS constructed with data from individuals exposed to adversity;
244 2) two-sample MR between the FI GWAS and an impulsivity GWAS constructed with data from

245 individualsthat were not exposed to adversity.

11
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246  Results

247  Investigating the shared genetic background between higher fasting insulin and altered
248  executive function phenotypes (impulsivity and ADHD)

249 The conditional Q-Q plots did not show enrichment for FI given impulsivity or ADHD as
250 evident in supplementary Figure S8. The blue lines in supplementary Figure S8 are drawn using
251 the Fl GWAS including all the SNPs regardless of their association with impulsivity or ADHD.
252  An increasingly leftward deflection from the dashed line of no association was not observed
253  when SNPs with stronger association with impulsivity and ADHD were plotted. To provide alist
254 of shared loci between FI and impulsivity or ADHD, we performed conjFDR analyses where we
255  found no SNPsin common between the genetic datasets.

256 Summary statistics for the sex-specific impulsivity GWAS generated in this study can be

257  found at https://github.com/Silveiral ab/Sex-Specific_Impulsivity GWAS. A brief description of

258 thefindings from this GWAS can be found in the Supplementals (Figures S1, 2, S3, 4, b, and
259 ).

260 Investigating the interactive effects between polygenic risk scores for higher fasting insulin
261 and childhood adversity on altered executive function phenotypes in a sex-specific manner
262 Basdline comparisons between low and high PRS groups were performed in all four
263  cohorts. In the MAVAN cohort, the only main confounding variable that was significantly
264  different between low and high PRS was birth weight in males (p = 0.034) (Table 1). In the
265 GUSTO cohort, ethnicity in females (p = 0.016) was significantly different between the low and
266  high PRS as shown in Table 2. In the ABCD cohort, household income in females (p < 0.001),
267  was significantly different between low and high PRS (Table 3). In the UKB cohort, there were

268 no significantly different confounding variables between low and high PRS (Table 4).

12
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269 PheWAS Analysis

270 We performed linear and logistic regression analyses to investigate the interaction
271  between rPRS for FI and postnatal adversity exposure on EF behavior separately in males and
272 females across MAVAN, GUSTO, ABCD, and UKB cohort. Analyses were adjusted by
273  population stratification PCs, age, and other covariates if they were found to be significantly
274 different between low/high PRS groups (Tables 1- 4). Significant interaction effects, presented
275 by nominal p-valuesin each cohort, are highlighted in Figure 1. None of the outcomes remained
276  dignificantly were associated after adjusting for multiple testing. Results for the enrichment
277  analyses can be found in supplementary materials.

278 Investigating the inter active effects between polygenic scoresfor higher fasting insulin and
279 childhood adver sity on alter ed executive function phenotypesin a sex-specific manner

280 Mendeian randomization analyses tested potential causal associations between FI and
281 impulsivity. Before running two-sample MR, we used the MR Egger intercept test to verify
282  horizontal pleiotropy. Test results did not reject the hypothesis of horizontal pleiotropy in males
283  exposed to adversity (intercept = -0.00008; standard error = 0.00002; p < 0.001), in males not
284  exposed to adversity (intercept = 0.00009; standard error = 0.00001; p < 0.001), and in females
285  not exposed to adversity (intercept = 0.00004; standard error = 0.00001; p = 0.001). Using MR-
286 PRESSO, we identified and remove outliers in those three cases and performed MR Egger again.
287  Thetest could not significantly deny the presence of horizontal pleiotropy in males exposed to
288  adversity (intercept = -0.0001; standard error = 0.00002; p < 0.001), in males not exposed to
289  adversity (intercept = 0.00008; standard error = 0.00001; p < 0.001), and in females not exposed

290 to adversity (intercept = 0.00003; standard error = 0.00001; p = 0.017).

13
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291 Interestingly, the MR Egger intercept test suggested no horizontal pleiotropy in females
292  exposed to adversity (intercept = -0.000006; standard error = 0.00002; p = 0.766). Therefore,
293 two-sample MR analysis was used to inspect the potential causal association between FI and
294  impulsivity in females exposed to adversity. All MR methods resulted in a significant association
295  between the exposure FI and the outcome impulsivity in females exposed to adversity [IVW p <
296 0.001, IVW B = -0.028, IVW 95% CI: -0.032 to -0.023; Smple Median p < 0.001, Simple
297 Median B = -0.035, Simple Median 95% CI: -0.042 to -0.029; Weighted Median p < 0.001,
298  Weighted Median = -0.022, Weighted Median 95% CI: -0.029 to -0.015].

299 Discussion

300 This study aimed to investigate if FI had a moderating effect on the association between
301 ELA and atered EF in a sex-specific manner, and whether there was a causal relationship
302  between Fl and altered EF according to adversity exposure.

303 Previous work from our lab showed that a mesocorticolimbic-specific expression based
304 PRSof insulin receptor (IR-ePRS) was associated with childhood impulsivity in males (Dass et
305 al, 2019). Based on these findings, we expected that insulin and impulsivity would share genetic
306 architecture. However, our study could not confirm this neither in males nor females. CondFDR
307 findings did not indicate a shared genetic architecture between FI and impulsivity, an EF
308 previously associated with the interaction between high Fl levels and ELA in (Batra et al, 2021),
309 nor between FI and ADHD, a disorder in which impulsivity is a symptom (Kenemans et al,
310 2005). The lack of shared genetic architecture suggests there may be factor interacting with Fl
311 (eg. ELA) resulting in atered EF behaviors. These findings led us to investigate the interaction

312  between Fl and ELA on EF behaviors, including a broad range of outcomes.
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313 We demonstrated that the calculation of a rPRS, consisting of SNPs most highly
314  associated with peripheral insulin levels in children and representing the risk for high Fl levels
315 earlyinlife, can be derived from the GWAS of Fl in adults (Batra et al, 2021). Insulin resistance
316 has been shown to be associated with childhood social relationship problems (Gangel et al,
317 2020), and these may also affect EF development, as observed in our results. Since conduct
318 problems often occur with ADHD (Faraone, 2000) and heritability has been established in
319 molecular genetic studies between both traits (Holmes et al, 2002), it made sense that we
320 observed a significant interaction effects on conduct problems and rule breaking behavior in
321 GUSTO females. Whilein MAVAN, GUSTO, and ABCD, attention and impulsivity traits were
322 being highlighted through this interaction effect using different measures, in the UKB, the
323  dignificant interaction effect was seen on psychiatric outcomes, such as addiction to alcohal in
324 males and depression in females. The significant outcomes in the UKB show a trend from
325 childhood to adulthood because impulsivity and attention related problems map to addiction
326 (Kreek et al, 2005) and depression (Grano et al, 2007) in adulthood. Additionally, internalizing
327 problems are significantly associated with symptoms of anxiety and depression (Pedersen et al,
328 2021), confirming results that we saw as early as adolescence in ABCD females.

329 Although none of these interaction effects were significant after adjusting for multiple
330 testing, thetrend is present throughout development in both males and females during childhood,
331 as evident through MAVAN and GUSTO. However, is adolescence, this association becomes
332 only significant in females in the ABCD cohort. This may be explained by males exhibiting
333 higher insulin sensitivity at this age, serving as a metabolic corrector (Hoffman et al, 2000).
334 When examined in adults, both analyses in males and females showed significant interaction

335 between FI and ELA on psychiatric outcomes, thereby reaffirming the trend of insulin
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336  functioning’'s association with cognitive functions (Maet al, 2015) in childhood, which has been
337  showninliterature and in our studies.

338 The gene ontology enrichment analyses, done through MetaCore™, showed that the
339  SNPs composing the FI rPRS are associated with nervous system development. Some of the
340  enriched processes should be highlighted, such as dopamine D2 receptor transactivation in males
341 as the dopamine system has been linked to impulsive behavior in animal models and human
342 studies (Dalley and Roiser, 2012; van Gaalen et al, 2006). This finding suggests a potential
343  neurodevelopment pathway to support the relationship between the genetic background linked to
344  insulin, ELA, and dopamine. For example, in previous animal studies from our lab, rats who
345 have experienced ELA display displayed dopamine release in response to palatable food, an
346  effect which is reverted by insulin administration (Laureano et al, 2019). These findings
347  highlight that the relationship between ELA and dopamine is moderated by insulin. Further,
348  enrichment analyses in FUMA revealed that the genes, to which the SNPs composing the Fl
349  rPRS map to, were significantly enriched for cognition and ADHD in both males and females for
350 several GWASs, , and for impulsivity in females. These findings align with our executive
351 function results from the interaction analysis.

352 MR is a powerful tool as it uses Mendel’s law to assess the potential causal association
353  between two traits through a naturally occurring randomized clinical trial (Kappelmann et al,
354 2021). In our study, MR showed significant associations between FI and impulsivity in females
355 exposed to adversity. In all other cases, the Egger test and the MR-PRESSO test failed to
356 significantly deny the presence of horizontal pleiotropy. In other words, there may be causal
357  association between Fl and impulsivity in those cases, but MR could not be used to determine its

358 presence. These results are consistent with previous studies from our lab where ELA has
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359 gspecifically affected female behavior. Barbieri et al (Barbieri et al, 2009a) showed that women
360 born with severe intrauterine growth (IUGR) displayed a preference for carbohydrates in
361 adulthood compared to those born with normal birth weight, without effects in men (Barbieri et
362 al, 2009a). IUGR has been associated with metabolic stress which can result in altered appetite
363 regulation. Appetite regulation involves the EF inhibition of impulsive behaviors (Gluck et al,
364 2017) explaining the results from Barbieri et a in the context of our study. A similar effect was
365 observed in another study performed by our lab, whereby IUGR girls demonstrated increased
366 impulsivity in the Snack delay task, while there were no effects of IUGR in boys (Silveira et al,
367 2012). Rodent studies done on the topic also demonstrate that ELA leads to learning impairments
368 infemalerats, and prepubertal stress leads to compulsive behavior in femalerats, an effect that is
369 not observed in males. (Brydges et al, 2015). Overall, we can conclude that there is a causal
370 association between insulin and impulsivity in the context of adversity in females. Additional
371 investigations are needed to exclude the possibility of this causal relationship existing in males.
372  Conclusion

373  In conclusion, our current findings offer evidence for how FI moderates the long-term effects of
374 ELA on atered EF, specifically impulsivity and attention, in males and females throughout
375 development. High Fl also appears to be causally associated with increased impulsivity in
376 females exposed to adversity. This study is impactful in highlighting the mechanisms by which
377 insulin moderated the effects of ELA on EF disorders, and it provides insights into potential
378  mitigating interventions.

379
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407
408 :
Key points
409 e Ealy life adversity is associated with aterations in insulin signaling and executive
410 functioning behaviors.
e We report a causal association between high fasting insulin and increased impulsivity in
411 females exposed to adversity.
e Our findings also support the idea that fasting insulin moderates the long-term effects of early
412 life adversity on executive functionsin females.
e Thisresearch provides insights into the mechanisms by which insulin moderates the effects of
early life adversity on executive function disorders and informs the development of potential
interventions.
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637 Tables
638 Table 1. Participants characteristics in MAVAN. Numbers are presented as mean (SD) or

639 percentage (number of participants). Comparison between Low/High PRS groups were carried

640  out using Student t-test for continuous variables and chi-square test for categorical variables.

Males Females
L ow
Total High Low High
Sample descriptive PRS Total
(n= PRS p PRS PRS p
(n= (n=81)
80) (n =40) (n=40)|(n=41)
40)
Age at delivery 30.58 30.54 30.61 30.88 (31.14 [30.62
0.942 0.625
(years) (4.31) (3.95) 4.7 (4.82) |(4.74) |((4.93)
Birth weight 3449 3341 3558 3233 3169 (3294
0.034 0.191
(grams) (459) (373) (514) (429) |(406) |(446)
Breastfeeding at 3 76.9% 79.5% 74.4% 68.4% |68.4% |68.3%
0.788 1
months- yes (60) (31) (29) (54) (26) (28)
Smoking during 12.5% 12.5% 12.5% 11.1% 17.1%
1 5% (2) 0.169
pregnancy (10) ) 5) 9) (7)
Household income < | 0.14 0.08 0.19 0.13 0.08 0.18
0.155 0.18
$30000 (0.34) (0.27) (0.4 (0.34) |(0.27) |(0.39)
Gestational age at 39.35 39.27 39.42 39.12 (3892 [39.32
0.583 0.134
birth (weeks) (1.22) (1.2 (1.24) (2.18) |(1.14) |(1.19

641
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642 Table 2. Participants characteristics in GUSTO. Numbers are presented as mean (SD) or
643 percentage (number of participants). Comparison between Low/High PRS groups were carried

644  out using Student t-test for continuous variables and chi-square test for categorical variables.

Males Females
Low High Low [High
Total Total
Sample descriptive PRS PRS PRS [PRS
(n= p (n= p
(n= (n= (n=|(n=
249) 217)
124) 125) 108) 109)
Age at delivery 31.16 3121 3111 311 30.81 |31.38
0.880 0.434
(years) (4.86) 4.7 (5.03) (5.31) |(4.8) |(5.77)
Birth weight 3149 3126 3172 3081 (3065 3098
0.398 0.570
(grams) (427) (439) (415) (427) |(421) |(433)
Breastfeeding at 3 61.6% |60.2% | 63% 55.2% [59.8% |50.5%
0.750 0.219
months- yes (146) (71) (75) (117) (64) (53)
Smoking during
2% (5) | 3.2%(4) | 0.8% (1) | 0.361 |2.8% (6)2.8% (3)|2.8% (3)|1
pregnancy
Household income < | 0.13 0.1 0.16 0.16 0.15 0.17
0.201 0.732
SG$2000 (0.34) (0.31) (0.37) (0.36) |(0.36) |(0.37)
Ethnicity 0.944 0.016
Chinese 53.8% | 54% 53.6% 58.5% 60.2% [56.9%
Indian (134) (67) (67) (127) |(65) (62)
Malay 15.3% 145% | 16% 13.8% |7.4% (8)[20.2%
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(38) (18) (20) (30) [324% |(22)

30.9% |315% |30.4% 27.6% ((35)  [22.9%

77) (39) (38) (60) (25)

Gestationd ageat | 38.77 | 38.7 38.84 3896 |38.80 [39.03
0.400 0.395

birth (weeks) (128) |(@3) |25 1.21) [(1.19) |1.22)

645
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646 Table 3. Participants characteristics in ABCD. Numbers are presented as mean (SD) or
647  percentage (number of participants). Comparison between Low/High PRS groups were carried
648  out using Student t-test for continuous variables and chi-square test for categorical variables.
Males Females
L ow High Low High
Sample Total Total
PRS PRS PRS PRS
descriptive (n= p (n= P
(n= (n= (n= (n=
4012) 3643)
1988) 2024) 1782)  (1861)
Ageat recruitment | 119.08 118.92 119.24 1189 |118.86 [118.93
0.19 0.757
(months) (7.55) (7.59) (7.52) (7.46) |(7.33) |(7.58)
Birth weight 3270 3260 3279 3131 3145 3118
0.375 0.22
(grams) (676) (672) (679) (644) |(635) (652)
Breastfeedingat 3 | 69.7% 69.7% 69.7% 69.1% |68.5% [69.8%
1 0.402
months- yes (2770) (1375) (1395) (2519) |(1220) |(1299)
Smoking during 13.1% 13.4% 12.9% 12.6% [13.5% [11.7%
0.683 0.111
pregnancy (527) (266) (261) (459) |(241) (218)
Household income | 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.12 0.14 0.09
0.516 <0.001
< $25000 (0.32) (0.32) (0.32) (0.32) |(0.35) |(0.29)
Gestational ageat | 39.04 39.04 39.04 39.08 [39.15 |39.01
0.985 0.052
birth (weeks) (2.2 (2.2 (2.2 (2.15) [((2.04) |(2.29)
649
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650 Table 4. Participants characteristics in UKB. Numbers are presented as mean (SD) or
651 percentage (number of participants). Comparison between Low/High PRS groups were carried

652  out using Student t-test for continuous variables and chi-square test for categorical variables.

Males Females
Low High L ow High
Sample Total Total
PRS PRS PRS PRS
descriptive (n= P (n= P
(n= (n= (n= (n=
26527) 44509)
13275) 13252) 22133) |22376)
Ageat
54.96 54.92 54.4 54.91
recruitment 55(7.82) | 0.396 55(7.81) [0.714
(7.84) (7.86) (7.61) (7.88)
(years)
Birth weight 3461 3462 3461 3274 3464 3459

0.812 0.181
(grams) (635) (636) (634) (589) (637) (634)
Breastfeeding - | 74.1% 74% 74.3% 70.7% 74.1% |74.2%

0.574 0.131
yes (17757) (8846) (8911) (29313) |(8726) |(9031)

Smoking during | 28.5% 28.7% 28.2% 27.4% |27.8% |29.1%

0.45 0.398
pregnancy (7547) (3805) (3742) (12183) |(3627) |(3920)
Townsend
Deprivation -1.83 -1.79 -1.86 -1.72 -1.81 -1.85

0.059 0.111
Index at (2.79) (2.81) (2.78) (2.81) (2.82) (2.77)
recruitment
Body Mass 27.34 27.3 27.39 0.071 |26.24 27.28 27.41 0.152
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Index ‘(4.07) ‘(4.05) ‘(4.1) ‘ ‘(4.89) (4.1) ‘(4.05) ‘ ‘

653
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654 Figures

655  Figure 1. Executive functions PheWAS Results. Linear/logistic regression analyses were done to
656 investigate the interaction effect between the rPRS for FI and postnatal adversity exposure on
657  executive function behaviorsin MAVAN (A), GUSTO (B), ABCD (C), and UKB (D), adjusted
658 by covariates described in the methods section. In all cohorts, there were no significant
659 interaction effects found on executive functions when considering the adjusted FDR p-values.
660 Theresults highlight outcomes that were significant before the FDR correction was applied.

661 (A)
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MAVAN

CBCL Attention Problems Score

CBCL Aggressive Behavior Score 1

CBCL DSM Pervasive Developmental Problems Score
CBCL DSM Attention Deficit/Hyperactivity Problems Score 1
CBCL DSM Oppositional Defiant Problems Score 1
CBCL Internalizing problems Score 1

CBCL Externalizing problems Score 1

CBCL Total Score 1

SDQ Total Difficulties Score

SDQ Emotional Symptoms Score

SDQ Conduct Problems Score 1

SDQ Hyperactivity Score

SDQ Peer Problems Score

SDQ Prosocial Score 1

IST Mean box opening lantecy fixed

IST mean Pcorrect fixed

IST mean Palternate fixed

IST Mean box opening latency decreasing 1

IST mean Pcorrect decreasing -

IST mean Palternate decreasing

SST SSD (50%) last 20 sub-blocks 1

SST SSRT last 20 sub-blocks

SST Proportion of successful stops last 20 sub—blocks 1
SST Direction errors on stop trials

SST Direction errors on go trials

SST Median correct RT on GO trials 1

Bayley Orientation Behavior Score

Bayley Emotional Behavior Score 1

Bayley Motor Quality Behavior Score

Bayley Total Behavior Score 1

Bayley MDI 1

Bayley PDI 1

School Readiness Number Knowledge Score
School Readiness Lollipop Test Score 1

School Readiness PPVT Score

IED-EDS errors

IED Pre—ED errors 1

|IED Total errors adjusted
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663 (B)

GUSTO

CBCL Internalizing problems Score -
CBCL Attention Problems Score
CBCL Aggressive Behavior Score 1
CBCL Externalizing problems Score
CBCL DSM Pervasive Developmental Problems Score A
CBCL DSM Attention Deficit/Hyperactivity Problems Score
CBCL DSM Oppositional Defiant Problems Score
CBCL Total Problems Score 1

CBCL Thought Problems Score 7 years
CBCL Rule-breaking Behaviour Score 7 years
CBCL Conduct Problems Score 7 years
CBCL Sluggish Cognitive Temrgo Score 7 years 1
CBCL Obsessive Compulsive Problems 7 years 1
~ CBCL Stress Problems Score 7 years 1
SST ProPortlon of successful stops last half 6 years -

SST Proportion of successful stops last 4 sub blocks 6 years
SST Proportion of successful stops last 8 sub blocks 6 years
SST Proportion of successful stops last 12 sub blocks 6 years -
SST Proportion of successful stops last 16 sub blocks 6 years A
SST Proportion of successful stops last 20 sub blocks 6 years -
SST Mean correct or incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years 1
SST Median correct or incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years 1
SST Min correct or incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years 1
SST Max correct or incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years -
SST SD correct or incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years
SST Mean correct RT on GO trials 6 years 1
SST Median correct RT on GO trials 6 years 1
SST Min correct RT on GO trials 6 years 1
SST Max correct RT on GO trials 6 years 1
SST SD correct RT on GO trials 6 years
SST Mean incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years -
SST Median incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years 1
SST Min incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years
SST Max incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years
SST SD incorrect RT on GO trials 6 years
SST SSD 50 pct last half 6 years 1
SST SSD 50 pct last 4 sub blocks 6 years A
SST SSD 50 pct last 8 sub blocks 6 years 1
SST SSD 50 pct last 12 sub blocks 6 years 1
SST SSD 50 pct last 16 sub blocks 6 years 1
SST SSD 50 pct last 20 sub blocks 6 years 1
SST SSRT last half 6 years 1
SST SSRT last 4 sub blocks 6 years 1
SST SSRT last 8 sub blocks 6 years 1
SST SSRT last 12 sub blocks 6 years -
SST SSRT last 16 sub blocks 6 years -
SST SSRT last 20 sub blocks 6 years 1

Bayley Co?nition composite 24 months
Bayley Recepfive language raw 24 months
Bayley Expressive language raw 24 months -
Bayley Total language composite 24 months
Bayley Fine motor raw 24 months
Bayley Gross motor raw 24 months
Bayley Total motor composite 24 months
Lollipop total score 48 months 1
NKT total score 48 months

PPVT standard score 48 months

0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6
664 —log10(pvalue)

Female

[]
. Male

Outcomes

(AR L wv l |
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ABCD

CBCL Anxious/Depressed Score
CBCL Withdrawn-Depressed Score
CBCL Somatic Complaints Score
CBCL Social Problems Score
CBCL Thought Problems Score
CBCL Attention Problems Score
CBCL Rule-breaking Behaviour Score
CBCL Aggressive Behavior Score
CBCL Internalizing problems Score
CBCL Externalizing problems Score
CBCL Total Problems Score

CBCL DSM Affective Problems Score

. Female
B vae

Qutcomes

CBCL DSM Anxiety Problems Score

CBCL DSM Somatic Problems Score

CBCL DSM Attention Deficit/Hyperactivity Problems Score

CBCL DSM Oppositinal Defiant Problems Score

CBCL DSM Conduct Problems Score

CBCL DSM Sluggish Cognitive Tempo (SCT) Score

CBCL DSM Obsessive-Compulsive Problems (OCD) Score

CBCL Stress Score

BPM Attention Score

BPM Internal Score

BPM External

BPM Total Problems Score

00 05 10 15 20
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668 (D)

UKB

Fluid Intelligence Score 0
Fluid Intelligence Score 1
Fluid Intelligence Score 2
Neuroticism Score
Mood Swings
Miserableness
Irritability
Sensitivity — Hurt Feelings
Fed-up Feelings
Nervous Feelings
Worrier — Anxious Feelings e
Tense — Highly Strung
Worry too long after embarrassment
Suffer from nerves
Loneliness — Isolation
Guilty feelings
Risk-taking
Ever addicted to any substance or behaviour
Ever addicted to alcohol
Ongoing Addiction to alcohol
Ever felt worried, tense or anxious for most of a month or longer .
Ever worried more than most people would in similar situations .
Ever addicted to a behaviour or miscellanous
Ongoing behavioural or miscellanous addiction
Ever had prolonged loss of interest in normal activities =
Ever had prolonged feelings of sadness or depression
Ever heard an unreal voice
Ever believed in an unreal conspiracy against self
Ever seen an unreal vision
Ever believed in unreal communications or signs
Ever selfharmed
Ever attempted suicide
Contemplated selfharm in past year
Ever suffered mental distress preventing usual activities
Ever had period of mania excitability
Ever had period extreme irritability
Ever addicted to prescription or over—the—counter medication e
Ongoing addiction or dependence to over—the—counter medication -

Ever depressed for a whole week

Ever unenthusiasticdisinterested for a whole week

Ever manichyper for 2 days

Ever highly irritableargumentative for 2 days
00 05 10 15 20 25

669 log10(pvalue)
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