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Abstract 

Genetics is the second strongest risk factor for Alzheimer’s disease (AD) after age. More 

than 70 loci have been implicated in AD susceptibility so far, and the genetic architecture of AD 

entails both additive and nonadditive contributions from these loci. 

To better understand nonadditive impact of single-nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) on 

AD risk, we examined individual, joint, and interacting (SNPxSNP) effects of 139 and 66 SNPs 

mapped to the BIN1 and MS4A6A AD-associated loci, respectively. The analyses were conducted 

by fitting three respective dominant allelic-effect models using data from four independent 

studies. Joint effects were analyzed by considering pairwise combinations of genotypes of the 

selected SNPs, i.e., compound genotypes (CompG).  

The individual SNP analyses showed associations of 18 BIN1 SNPs and 4 MS4A6A SNPs 

with AD. We identified 589 BIN1 and 217 MS4A6A SNP pairs associated with AD in the CompG 

analysis, although their individual SNPs were not linked to AD independently. Notably, 34 BIN1 

and 10 MS4A6A SNP pairs exhibited both significant SNPxSNP interaction effects and significant 

CompG effects. The vast majority of nonadditive effects were captured through the CompG 

analysis.  

These results expand the current understanding of the contributions of the BIN1 and 

MS4A6A loci to AD susceptibility. The identified nonadditive effects suggest a significant genetic 

modulation mechanism underlying the genetic heterogeneity of AD in these loci. Our findings 

highlight the importance of considering nonadditive genetic impact on AD risk beyond the 

traditional SNPxSNP approximation, as they may uncover critical mechanisms not apparent 

when examining SNPs individually. 

Keywords: Alzheimer’s Disease; Dementia; Aging; Genetic Associations; Genetic 

Interactions; Compound Genotypes; Genetic Heterogeneity. 
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1. Introduction 

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is the most common cause of dementia [1], which in most cases 

has a multifactorial nature [2]. The complex genetic architecture of AD entails both additive and 

epistatic contributions from multiple loci [3–6]. The APOE (Apolipoprotein E) locus on 

chromosome 19q13.3 harbors the main AD-associated variants (e.g., ε2 and ε4 alleles) [1,7,8]. In 

addition, there are several genes on the other chromosomal regions whose AD associations have 

been replicated in multiple independent studies [9,10], including BIN1 (Bridging Integrator 1) 

[11–16] and MS4A6A (Membrane-Spanning 4-domain subfamily A 6A) [12,17–21], among others. 

The BIN1 gene on chromosome 2q14.3 [22] is deemed as the second most important 

contributing locus to the genetic architecture of AD after APOE [16]. It encodes multiple transcript 

isoforms, which play roles in processes such as synaptic function, homeostasis, and immune 

responses [16,22]. Several single-nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) in the BIN1 locus have been 

associated with AD by genome-wide association studies (GWAS) [10], which are mostly 

noncoding variants [23], such as rs6733839 [15], rs4663105 [14], rs7561528 [13], and rs744373 [12] 

[with P=6.00E-118, 4.00E-58, 2.00E-15, and 3.00E-14, respectively]. BIN1 is among the highly 

expressed genes in the brain microglia and may contribute to the pathogenesis of AD by 

regulating microglial inflammatory responses [16]. The overexpression of neuronal isoform of 

BIN1 has been linked to endosomal vesicles enlargement [24] and tau-dependent 

neurodegeneration and neuronal hyperexcitability [16,23,25]. 

The MS4A6A gene is a member of the MS4A genes cluster family on chromosome 11q12.2 

[22]. The MS4A genes encode transmembrane proteins, which may act as G-protein-coupled 

receptors and be involved in cell signaling, endocytosis, and immune responses, etc. [18,19,22,26]. 

Some of the MSA4 genes, such as MS4A6A and MS4A4E have been implicated in AD [9,10,12,17–

19]. For instance, rs367670643 [27], rs11605427 [20], rs2081545 [21], rs610932 [12], and rs7935829  

[21] [with P=2.00E-21, 8.00E-17, 1.55E-15,  2.00E-14, and 8.00E-13, respectively] are among the top 

AD-associated MS4A6A variants identified by previous GWAS [10]. The MS4A6A and MS4A4E 

genes were found to be highly expressed in immune cells like brain microglia [18,19]. In addition, 

PU.1 (SPI1), which is an AD-associated transcription factor and is highly expressed in immune 

cells was reported to regulate the expressions of some MS4A genes like MS4A6A [18]. It has been 

reported that several AD-associated SNPs within the MS4A 11q12.2 locus could modify the 

concentration of soluble TREM2 (sTREM2) in cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) [28]. The sTREM2 is a 

marker of microglial activation [19] and its higher CSF level has been associated with delayed age 

at onset of AD and increased MS4A6A expression in brain [19]. The overexpression of MS4A6A 

in the brain has been associated with higher Braak scores [29,30] in AD-affected subjects [18].  

The study of complex nonadditive genetic effects (e.g., interactions, combined genotypes, 

haplotypes) on AD risk has been of great interest in both APOE locus [5,6,31–39] and non-APOE 

loci [4,10,40–44]. For instance, we have recently identified genome-wide associations of the APOE 

ε2 and ε4 alleles (encoded by rs7412 and rs429358, respectively) with AD-specific effects (i.e., 
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effect sizes were significantly different between AD-affected and AD-unaffected groups). Such 

associations could modulate the effects of these alleles on the AD risk [5]. The ε2- and ε4-encoding 

SNPs were also in AD-specific linkage disequilibrium (LD) with multiple inter- and intra-

chromosomal SNPs [39]. As another example, we have identified multiple SNP pairs in the CLU 

(Clusterin) and ABCA7 (Adenosine triphosphate Binding Cassette subfamily A member 7) loci, 

which were jointly (i.e., in the form of combinations of genotypes, called compound genotypes) 

associated with AD risk, while none of their comprising SNPs could modify AD risk individually 

[43].  

Following our previous analyses on the complex AD associations in the APOE, CLU, and 

ABCA7 loci, we investigated whether such associations may exist for the SNPs mapped to the 

BIN1 and MS4A6A loci. Thus, 139 and 66 SNPs in these loci were selected, respectively, and their 

individual and pairwise associations with AD were examined by fitting single SNP, compound 

genotype, and conventional SNPxSNP interaction models using data from four independent 

studies. These analyses provided novel insights into complex genetic architecture of AD at these 

loci. In particular, we found that 34 BIN1 and 10 MS4A6A SNP pairs were associated with AD in 

both compound genotype and interaction analyses. The SNPs comprising 26 and 9 of these pairs, 

respectively, were not associated with AD individually 

2. Methods 

2.1 Study Participants: 

Genotypic and phenotypic data from individuals of European ancestry was obtained from 

three cohorts from the National Institute on Aging (NIA) Alzheimer’s Disease Centers (ADC1-

ADC3), which are a part of the Alzheimer’s Disease Genetics Consortium (ADGC) [17], 

Alzheimer’s Disease Sequencing Project (ADSP-WGS) [45,46], NIA’s Late-Onset Alzheimer’s 

Disease Family-Based Study (LOAD-FBS) [47,48], and the United Kingdom Biobank (UKB) 

datasets [49]. Any overlapping subjects between LOAD-FBS and ADSP-WGS were excluded. 

Furthermore, AD-unaffected individuals of 65 years of age and younger were excluded from the 

UKB dataset. AD status in the non-UKB datasets was reported by the study researchers according 

to the National Institute of Neurological and Communicative Disorders and Stroke and the AD 

and Related Disorders Association (NINCDS-ADRDA) guidelines [48,50,51]. The ICD-10 codes 

(International Classification of Disease Codes, 10th revision) were used to determine the case-

control status of subjects in UKB. A detailed breakdown of study participants’ information by 

dataset can be seen in Table S1. 

2.2 Genotype Data and Quality Control 

 To ensure rigorous quality control, all BIN1 and MS4A6A SNPs in this study met the 

following criteria. SNPs were selected 500 kb up- and downstream of the BIN1 locus (i.e., within 

500kb of the start and end position of the gene). Accounting for the overlapping nature of 
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MS4A6A and MS4A4E genes up-/downstream regions (they are located within ~16 kb of one 

another), SNPs were selected 500 kb downstream from MS4A6A and 500 kb upstream from 

MS4A4E. Furthermore, both BIN1 and MS4A6A SNPs had an imputation quality cutoff of r2=0.9 

and pairwise LD pruning cutoff of r2=0.7. In addition, SNPs with a Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium 

(HWE) P-value below 1E-6 were excluded from both genes to avoid genotyping errors, and all 

chosen SNPs had minor allele frequency (MAF) of 5% or larger. SNPs with a missing genotyping 

rate of 5% or larger were also excluded from this analysis. Ultimately, 139 BIN1 SNPs and 66 

MS4A6A SNPs met the above criteria (Table S2). Quality control was performed using PLINK 

(v2.0) (www.cog-genomics.org/plink/2.0/) [52]. 

2.3 Association Analysis of AD Risk  

Three separate analyses were performed to expound the complex genetic associations 

between AD and SNPs in each gene. These included a single SNP analysis, a compound genotype 

(CompG) analysis for each SNP pair, and a conventional SNPxSNP interaction analysis for each 

SNP pair.  For these analyses, genotypic SNP information utilized binary dominant allelic effect 

(i.e., 0=major allele homozygote, 1=heterozygote or minor allele homozygote) in lieu of the 

additive allelic counts to avoid issues with small allelic count sample sizes, particularly minor 

allele homozygotes. All models were adjusted for age, sex, as well as for the APOE ε2 and ε4 

variants (SNPs rs7412 and rs429358, respectively) as fixed-effects covariates. The LOAD-FBS 

dataset was additionally adjusted for a random effect covariate, family-ID, to account for familial 

clustering. Necessary packages for the association analyses included stats (v4.3.2) [53] and lme4 

(v1.1.35.1) [54] packages in R (v4.3.2) [53]. Models with the LOAD-FBS dataset utilized the glmer 

function [54] as it had a random-effect model component that adjusted for familial correlation, 

while the other three datasets (ADSP-WGS, ADGC, UKB) utilized the glm function [53] for their 

analyses.  

In total, 9591 models for the BIN1 (pairwise combinations of 139 SNPs) and 2145 models 

for the MS4A6A (pairwise combinations of 66 SNPs) were fitted for each respective dataset under 

the conventional SNPxSNP interaction and CompG analyses. Table 1 defines the four CompG 

categories constructed for the analysis. 

Here, the reference factor category in our models is represented by the compound 

genotype MM, the case in which both SNP1 and SNP2 are comprised of major allele 

homozygotes. In addition, pairwise differences between compound genotype categories (i.e., 

Mm, mM, and mm) were tested using the chi-square test with one degree of freedom, defined as 

below [55]: 

𝜒2 =
(𝛽1−𝛽2)

2

(𝑆𝐸1
2+𝑆𝐸2

2)
 ,  

where β1,2 and SE1,2 denote the effect sizes and standard errors of the associations for the two 

compared compound genotype categories.  
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The third analysis was a single SNP analysis conducted for each of the 139 SNPs in BIN1 

and 66 SNPs in MS4A6A to evaluate their individual association with AD. Here, we also utilized 

the chi-square test to compare the difference between effect sizes of the individual SNP analysis 

and the effects of three CompG categories. 

2.4 Meta-Analysis of AD Risk 

Following individual SNP, CompG, and interaction analyses in each dataset under 

consideration (i.e., ADGC, ADSP-WGS, LOAD-FBS, and UKB), a fixed-effects inverse variance 

meta-analysis was performed on each model through the metafor (v4.4.0) R package [53,56]. To 

account for the multiple tests, P-values were adjusted through the Sequential Goodness-of-Fit 

(SGoF) multiple test procedure using the sgof (v2.3.4) R package [53,57]. Significant effects and 

chi-squared differences were identified at the SGoF-adjusted P-values less than 0.05.  

3. Results 

Summary results regarding AD-associated BIN1 and MS4A6A SNPs in the single SNP 

meta-analyses are provided in Table 2. Also, Tables 3 and 4 contain summary results regarding 

the AD-associated BIN1 and MS4A6A SNP pairs, respectively, which had both significant CompG 

effects and significant SNPxSNP interaction terms in the traditional interaction analyses. Detailed 

results regarding significant findings from CompG and interaction meta-analyses of the BIN1 

SNPs and information regarding their pairwise LD are provided in Tables S3-S6. Detailed results 

from CompG and interaction meta-analyses and LD analyses of the MS4A6A SNPs are provided 

in Tables S7-S10. 

3.1. BIN1 gene results. 

Our single SNP meta-analyses showed that 18 of 139 SNPs of interest in the BIN1 locus 

were associated with AD at PSGoF<0.05 (Table 2), with minor alleles of 12 of them having positive 

effects and those of the other six having negative effects on the AD risk. The most significant AD-

associated BIN1 SNP was rs4663105 with β=0.239, P=1.51E-13, and PSGoF =8.25E-04. For these 18 

SNPs, the pairwise LD magnitudes measured by |r| were between 0.001 and 0.826 in the AD-

affected group and between 0.002 and 0.819 in the AD-unaffected group. These 18 SNPs were 

mostly in low LD with each other. Less than one-third of the 153 pairs constructed from them had 

|r|≥0.316 (i.e., r2≥0.1) and only six of these pairs had |r|≥0.7 in each group (Table S5).  

Among 9591 BIN1 SNP pairs in our CompG meta-analyses, 589 pairs showed significant 

CompG effects at PSGoF<0.05 (Table S3 and Figure 1), whereas neither of the SNPs in these pairs 

were individually associated with AD in single SNP models. These included 213, 97, and 242 pairs 

with significant Mm, mM, and mm effects, respectively, and 37 pairs with more than one 

significant CompG effects.  
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Additionally, 38 SNP pairs, whose comprising SNPs as well as their Mm, mM, and mm 

effects were not associated with AD, had significant mm-mM (12 pairs) and/or Mm-mM (27 pairs) 

differences in the chi-square test (Table S3 and Figure 1). For six of the 27 SNP pairs with 

significant Mm-mM differences (i.e., rs9646710-rs35322174, rs35369712-rs72843819, rs74598592-

rs6708915, rs56279750-rs61103548, rs544587-rs61103548, and rs4663096-rs113528216), the P-

values for Mm-mM chi-square differences (1.69E-02, 1.18E-02, 1.57E-02, 1.17E-02, 1.21E-02, and 

1.74E-02, respectively) were smaller than those obtained from chi-square test for the differences 

in the effects of their comprising SNPs in the single SNP models (3.14E-02, 1.44E-02, 4.47E-02, 

4.31E-02, 4.86E-02, and 4.94E-02, respectively). This may indicate a partial interaction between the 

SNPs in each pair, as the minor allele effect of one SNP became more significant in the absence of 

the minor allele of the other SNP. 

Of note, 26 of these 627 (i.e., 589+38) SNP pairs had significant SNPxSNP interaction terms 

(PSGoF<0.05) in the traditional interaction models (Tables 3 and S3). The LD magnitudes for these 

26 SNP pairs were relatively small, with |r| coefficients ranging from 0.002 to 0.435 in the cases 

and from 0.001 to 0.411 in the controls (Tables S5 and S6). 

The LD magnitudes (i.e., |r|) for these 627 SNP pairs were between 1.80E-05 and 0.835 in 

the cases and between 1.86E-04 and 0.830 in the controls. SNPs in most pairs were in low LD, with 

only 23 and 22 pairs having |r|≥0.316 (i.e., r2≥0.1) in the two groups, respectively. Only four pairs 

in each group had |r|≥0.7. The chi-square test comparing LD r coefficients of these 627 SNP pairs 

between the AD-affected and AD-unaffected groups identified four pairs with significantly 

different LD in the two groups at Bonferroni-adjusted significance level P<7.97E-05 (=0.05/627). 

All four pairs had a larger |r| in the AD-affected group (Tables S5 and S6). 

Our CompG meta-analyses also revealed 1967 additional AD-associated CompGs at 

PSGoF<0.05, in which one or both comprising SNPs were individually associated with AD as well 

(Table S4 and Figure 1). These included 419, 215, and 292 pairs with significant Mm, mM, and 

mm effects, respectively, as well as 1041 pairs with more than one significant CompG effects. 

When the chi-square test was used to compare significant effects from CompG models with those 

from the single SNP models, no significant P-values were obtained at Bonferroni-adjusted 

significance level P<2.54E-05 (=0.05/1967), indicating that the significant CompG effects could 

mainly be attributed to the corresponding significant SNP main effects. 

Additionally, 76 SNP pairs with at least one SNP in a pair individually associated with 

AD but showing no significant effects for Mm, mM, and mm, had significant mm-mM (14 pairs) 

and/or Mm-mM (72 pairs) differences in the chi-square test (Table S4 and Figure 1). For one of 

the 72 SNP pairs with significant Mm-mM differences (rs745717-rs113528216), the Mm-mM P-

value (P=4.79E-03) was smaller than the chi-square test P-value (P=6.94E-03) comparing the main 

effects of the two SNPs in single SNP models. This could imply the partial interaction of the two 

SNPs, in which the effect of minor allele of rs113528216 became more prominent in the absence 

of the minor allele of rs745717 (i.e., Mm genotype carriers).  
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Among these 2043 (i.e., 1967+76) SNP pairs, eight pairs had significant SNPxSNP 

interaction terms (PSGoF<0.05) in the traditional interaction models (Tables 3 and S4). The |r| 

coefficients for these eight SNP pairs were between 0.003 and 0.114 in the AD-affected group and 

between 0.019 and 0.095 in the AD-unaffected group, highlighting their low LD (Tables S5 and 

S6). 

The LD |r| values for these 2043 SNP pairs ranged from 5.03E-06 to 0.826 in the case group 

and from 2.44E-05 to 0.819 in the control group, with 85 and 80 pairs having |r|≥0.316 (i.e., r2≥0.1) 

in the two groups, respectively. Only seven and eight pairs had |r|≥0.7 in the two groups, 

respectively. When the LD r coefficients for each of these 2043 SNP pairs were compared between 

the two groups through chi-square test, 11 pairs had significantly different LD in the AD-affected 

and AD-unaffected groups at Bonferroni-adjusted significance level P<2.44E-05 (=0.05/2043). Six 

of them had a larger |r| while the other five pairs had a smaller |r| in the AD-affected group 

(Tables S5 and S6). 

3.2. MS4A6A gene results. 

Four of 66 MS4A6A SNPs of interest were associated with AD at PSGoF<0.05 in the single 

SNP meta-analyses (Table 2). The minor alleles of all SNPs had negative effects on the AD risk, 

with rs1286289 having the most significant signal (β=-0.151, P=4.21E-07, and PSGoF =8.75E-03). The 

LD magnitudes measured by |r| for the six SNP pairs constructed from these four SNPs were 

relatively modest and ranged from 0.358 to 0.816 in the case group and from 0.364 to 0.829 in the 

control group. Only one pair had |r|≥0.316 (i.e., r2≥0.1) in each group (Table S9). 

Among 2145 MS4A6A SNP pairs of interest, 217 pairs had significant CompG effects at 

PSGoF<0.05 in our AD-CompG meta-analyses, while none of their comprising SNPs were 

individually associated with AD in the single SNP analyses. These included 40, 48, and 87 pairs 

with significant Mm, mM, and mm effects, respectively, along with 42 pairs, which had more 

than one significant CompG effects (Table S7 and Figure 2).  

There were four additional SNP pairs, whose comprising SNPs and Mm, mM, and mm 

effects were not associated with AD, although their mm-Mm (one pair) or Mm-mM (three pairs) 

differences were significant in the chi-square test (Table S7 and Figure 2).  

Only nine of these 221 (i.e., 217+4) SNP pairs had significant (PSGoF<0.05) SNPxSNP 

interaction terms in traditional interaction models (Tables 4 and S7). The LD magnitudes for these 

nine SNP pairs were small (i.e., |r| coefficients between 0.005 and 0.322 in the AD affected group 

and between 0.015 and 0.353 in the AD unaffected group) (Tables S9 and S10). 

These 221 SNP pairs had LD magnitudes (i.e., |r| values) of 5.30E-04 to 0.784 in the AD-

affected group and 5.67E-05 to 0.809 in the AD-unaffected group. Once again, SNPs in most pairs 

were in low LD as only 16 and two pairs had |r|≥0.316 (i.e., r2≥0.1) and |r|≥0.7, respectively, in 

each group. When the LD r coefficients of each of these 221 SNP pairs were compared between 
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the case and control groups by a chi-square test, 18 pairs were found to have significantly 

different LD in the two groups at Bonferroni-adjusted significance level P<2.26E-04 (=0.05/221). 

Of these, 10 pairs had a larger |r| and eight pairs had a smaller |r| in the AD-affected group 

(Tables S9 and S10). 

Additionally, our AD-CompG meta-analyses identified 237 SNP pairs, which had 

significant CompG effects (PSGoF<0.05), while at least one SNP in each pair was also associated 

with AD individually in the single SNP models (Table S8 and Figure 2). These included 43 pairs 

with significant Mm effects, 37 pairs with significant mM effects, and 51 pairs with significant 

mm effects, and 106 pairs with more than one significant CompG effects. As expected, the 

significant CompG effects were primarily due to their counterpart significant SNP main effects 

in the single SNP models as the CompG effects were not significantly different from SNP main 

effects at Bonferroni-adjusted significance level P<2.11E-04 (=0.05/237) in the chi-square test.  

There were five additional SNP pairs, which had non-significant Mm, mM, and mm 

effects, but significant Mm-mM differences in the chi-square test (Table S8 and Figure 2).  

Only one of these 242 (i.e., 237+5) SNP pairs had significant SNPxSNP interaction term 

(PSGoF<0.05) in the traditional interaction models (Tables 4 and S8). The LD |r| coefficients for this 

pair were 0.114 and 0.126 in the AD-affected and AD-unaffected groups, respectively (Tables S9 

and S10). 

For these 242 SNP pairs, the LD magnitudes measured by |r| were between 6.96E-04 and 

0.816 in cases and between 0.001 and 0.829 in controls, with 25 and three pairs having |r|≥0.316 

(i.e., r2≥0.1) and |r|≥0.7, respectively, in each group. The chi-square test comparing LD r 

coefficients between these two groups showed that six of these 242 pairs had significantly 

different LD in the AD-affected and AD-unaffected groups at Bonferroni-adjusted significance 

level P<2.07E-04 (=0.05/242) [two pairs with larger and four pairs with smaller LD magnitudes in 

the AD-affected group] (Tables S9 and S10). 

4. Discussion 

We investigated the associations of the AD risk with two sets of 139 and 66 SNPs (and 

their respective 9591 and 2145 SNP pairs) mapped to the BIN1 and MS4A6A loci on chromosomes 

2q14.3 and 11q12.2, respectively, leveraging three dominant allelic-effect models including single 

SNP, compound genotypes, and traditional SNPxSNP interaction models. These analyses 

identified novel AD associations at both individual SNP and SNP-pair levels. 

We found that 18 BIN1 SNPs and 4 MS4A6A SNPs were individually associated with AD 

with relatively small effect sizes. While the minor alleles of all four MS4A6A SNPs showed 

protective associations with AD, the minor alleles of most of the identified BIN1 SNPs (12 of 18) 

demonstrated adverse effects. The pairwise LD magnitudes in each of these two SNP sets were 

mostly small (r2<0.1). Previous GWAS have reported the AD associations of seven of these BIN1 
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SNPs [10], including rs11680911 [58], rs4663105 [14,21,27,59–62], rs35103166, rs58682665, 

rs730482, rs745717, and rs7575209  [20]. The minor alleles of all seven but two SNPs (i.e., 

rs58682665 and rs7575209) were adversely (i.e., positive betas) associated with AD in our single 

SNP analyses.  

Our analyses of associations of the 9591 and 2145 SNP pairs mapped to the BIN1 and 

MS4A6A loci with AD provided the following main insights. First: We found that there were 1967 

BIN1 and 237 MS4A6A SNP pairs whose CompG (i.e., combinations of genotypes) effects as well 

as one or both of their comprising SNPs were associated with AD. The significant CompG effects 

in such SNP pairs are likely driven by their significant individual SNP main effects. 

Second: There were two smaller sets of 589 and 217 AD-associated SNP pairs mapped to 

the BIN1 and MS4A6A loci, respectively, in which none of the SNPs were associated with AD in 

the single SNP models. The SNPs in most of these pairs were in low LD, with only ~3.5% and ~7% 

of these SNP pairs having r2≥0.1, respectively. 

Among the 589 BIN1 SNP pairs, significant effects were observed for heterozygous 

CompG (i.e., Mm and/or mM) from 316 pairs, homozygous CompG (i.e., mm) from 242 pairs, and 

both heterozygous and homozygous CompGs from 31 pairs. The significant CompGs had 

relatively small effect sizes, ranging from -0.468 to 0.291, and most of them (55%) were adversely 

associated with AD. Also, 401 of these 589 SNP pairs, including 95.6% and 49% of the pairs with 

significant effects for homozygous and heterozygous CompG, respectively, were comprised of 

SNPs with the same directions of effects in the single SNP models.  

Among the 217 MS4A6A SNP pairs, significant effects were identified for heterozygous 

CompG from 89 pairs and homozygous CompG from 87 pairs. The other 41 pairs had significant 

effects for both heterozygous and homozygous CompGs. Again, most of them (56%) were 

associated with increased AD risk and generally had small effect sizes, ranging from -0.347 to 

0.370 (except for one pair, i.e., rs2194961-rs7117320, with Mm effect of 2.09, which might be due 

to the small sample size of Mm genotype for this pair). The SNPs comprising 145 of these 217 

SNP pairs had the same directions of effects in the single SNP models. These included 90.6% and 

48.5% of SNP pairs with significant effects for homozygous and heterozygous CompGs, 

respectively.  

Third: There were seven additional BIN1 SNP pairs whose CompG effects were not 

associated with AD directly, however, the differences for their heterozygous CompGs (i.e., Mm-

mM) were more prominent than the differences of their individual SNP main effects. These can 

be due to partial interaction between the SNPs in each pair, where the effect of the minor allele of 

one SNP became more prominent when the minor allele of the other SNP is not present. 

Fourth: Notably, 34 and 10 SNP pairs mapped to the BIN1 and MS4A6A genes, 

respectively, had significant interaction terms in the traditional SNPxSNP interaction models, in 

addition to the significant CompG effects. These SNP pairs were mostly independent due to their 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


10 
 

weak pairwise LD. Only three BIN1 SNP pairs and one MS4A6A SNP pair had |r|≥0.316 (i.e., 

r2≥0.1) and none of them had |r|≥0.7. For 31 of 34 BIN1 and 9 of 10 MS4A6A SNP pairs, the effect 

sizes of the interaction terms were larger than those of the main effects of the comprising SNPs. 

Also, for 22 and 7 of these SNP pairs, respectively, the interaction terms were positively associated 

with AD. The findings from our CompG analyses and interaction models were not fully 

overlapping, i.e., the vast majority of the SNP pairs with significant CompG effects did not have 

significant SNPxSNP interaction terms, and, in addition, only 11 BIN1 and 7 MS4A6A SNP pairs 

had both significant interaction terms and compound homozygous CompG (i.e., mm). Therefore, 

implementing both CompG and traditional interaction analyses is helpful for comprehensively 

exploring the genetic architecture of AD and other complex traits [43]. 

The identified significant CompG and interaction effects support previous findings on 

potential roles of BIN1 and MS4A6A loci in AD development [11–21,40,59,60,62–64], and illustrate 

the complex genetic landscape of AD within these loci, which contributes to the genetic 

heterogeneity of AD. Prior studies provided some insights into complex AD-related associations 

within these two loci [18,40,59,63,64]. For instance, the APOE ε4 allele was found to interact with 

BIN1 rs744373 and MS4A6A rs610932 SNPs modifying their effects on the short-term memory 

scores [64]. Also, interactions between MS4A4E/6A rs670139 SNP and SNPs in the other AD-risk 

genes like CLU rs11136000 SNP and CD33 rs3865444 SNP have been reported at the nominal 

significance level with  P<0.003 and P<0.016, respectively [63]. Of these, the APOE ε4 allele could 

modify the rs670139-by-rs11136000 epistatic effect on the AD risk [40]. Previous reports have 

suggested that the association signals in the MS4A6A locus with AD were stronger in the APOE 

ε4 negative sample [18,40,59]. The significant findings from our CompG and interaction analyses 

expand the current knowledge regarding complex genetic associations in these two loci. 

Similarly, such analyses have resulted in significant findings in the other AD-associated loci. For 

instance, CompG analyses have identified ε2-independent association of rs2884183 (DDX10 

variant) and ε4-independent association of rs483082 (APOC1 variant) with AD [39]. Also, several 

SNPs not individually associated with AD were found to form SNP pairs with AD-associated 

CompG effects in the CLU and ABCA7 loci [43].  

Among SNP pairs with significant findings in our current CompG analyses, 15 BIN1 and 

24 MS4A6A SNP pairs had significantly different LD r coefficients in the AD-affected and AD-

unaffected groups, with LD magnitudes (i.e., |r|) for 10 and 12 of such SNP pairs, respectively, 

being larger in the AD-affected group. Such LD differences have been previously examined in 

other AD-risk genes. In particular, larger and smaller magnitudes of LD of SNPs in the APOE 

19q13.3 locus with rs429358 (APOE ε4-encoding SNP) and rs7412 (APOE ε2-encoding SNP), 

respectively, were identified as important molecular characteristics of AD [37,65]. 

5. Conclusions 

The results presented here provide novel insights into the contributions of the BIN1 and 

MS4A6A loci to the heterogenous genetic architecture of AD. These included individual SNP and 
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complex nonadditive (in the forms of CompGs, SNPxSNP interactions, and partial SNP 

interactions in compound heterozygotes) associations with AD. In particular, 589 BIN1 and 217 

MS4A6A SNP pairs with AD-associated CompGs whose comprising SNPs were not associated 

with AD individually could indicate important sources of genetic heterogeneity of AD in these 

loci. Notably, two sets of 34 and 10 SNP pairs in these loci, respectively, had both significant 

SNPxSNP interaction terms and CompG effects. Also, seven other BIN1 SNP pairs showed 

evidence of partial interactions, wherein differences in their heterozygous CompGs could not be 

fully explained by the differences of their individual SNP main effects. Taken together, these 

findings emphasize the importance of exploring higher-level genetic associations beyond the 

individual SNP level when investigating the genetic architecture of AD. 

Statements and Declarations 

Acknowledgments: This study used limited access data from dbGaP [accession numbers: 

phs000372.v1.p1 (ADGC), phs000572.v8.p4 (ADSP), and phs000168.v2.p2 (LOAD-FBS)], 

NIAGADS [accession number: NG00067 (ADSP-WGS)], and the UK Biobank [applications 

numbers: 60447 and 62778 (UKB)]. Please see detailed Supporting Acknowledgment in the 

Supplementary Information File regarding the four analyzed datasets.  

Funding: This research was supported by Grants from the National Institute on Aging 

(R01AG061853, R01AG065477, and R01AG070488). The funders had no role in study design, data 

collection and analysis, the decision to publish, or manuscript preparation. The content is solely 

the responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the official views of the 

National Institutes of Health.  

Ethics Approval and Consent to Participate: This study does not involve gathering data 

from human subjects directly. Instead, it focuses on secondary analysis of data obtained from 

dbGaP, NIAGADS, and the UK Biobank. The data were accessed with the approval of the Duke 

Health Institutional Review Board (IRB) [protocols:  Pro00105245-INIT-1.0 (06/26/2020), 

Pro00105247-INIT-1.0 (06/26/2020), and Pro00105346-INIT-1.0 (04/15/2020)], and all analyses were 

performed under IRB guidelines.  

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest. 

Availability of Data and Materials: The four analyzed datasets are available to the 

qualified researchers by the dbGaP (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/gap), NIAGADS 

(https://www.niagads.org/adsp/content/home), and the UK Biobank 

(https://www.ukbiobank.ac.uk).  

Supplementary Materials: 1) Supplementary Information File containing Supporting 

Acknowledgment, and 2) Tables S1-S10 in Excel format.  

  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/gap/
https://www.niagads.org/adsp/content/home
https://www.ukbiobank.ac.uk/
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


12 
 

References 

1. Alzheimer’s Association. 2022 Alzheimer’s disease facts and figures. Alzheimer’s & Dementia: 

The Journal of the Alzheimer’s Association. 2022;18:700–89.  

2. Marques SCF, Oliveira CR, Outeiro TF, Pereira CMF. Alzheimer’s disease: the quest to 

understand complexity. J Alzheimers Dis. 2010;21:373–83.  

3. Combarros O, Cortina-Borja M, Smith AD, Lehmann DJ. Epistasis in sporadic Alzheimer’s 

disease. Neurobiol Aging. 2009;30:1333–49.  

4. Wang H, Bennett DA, De Jager PL, Zhang Q-Y, Zhang H-Y. Genome-wide epistasis analysis 

for Alzheimer’s disease and implications for genetic risk prediction. Alzheimers Res Ther. 

2021;13:55.  

5. Nazarian A, Loika Y, He L, Culminskaya I, Kulminski AM. Genome-wide analysis identified 

abundant genetic modulators of contributions of the apolipoprotein E alleles to Alzheimer’s 

disease risk. Alzheimer’s & Dementia: The Journal of the Alzheimer’s Association. 2022;18:2067–

78.  

6. Kulminski AM, Philipp I, Shu L, Culminskaya I. Definitive roles of TOMM40-APOE-APOC1 

variants in the Alzheimer’s risk. Neurobiol Aging. 2022;110:122–31.  

7. Saunders AM, Strittmatter WJ, Schmechel D, George-Hyslop PH, Pericak-Vance MA, Joo SH, 

et al. Association of apolipoprotein E allele epsilon 4 with late-onset familial and sporadic 

Alzheimer’s disease. Neurology. 1993;43:1467–72.  

8. Corder EH, Saunders AM, Strittmatter WJ, Schmechel DE, Gaskell PC, Small GW, et al. Gene 

dose of apolipoprotein E type 4 allele and the risk of Alzheimer’s disease in late onset families. 

Science. 1993;261:921–3.  

9. Ridge PG, Hoyt KB, Boehme K, Mukherjee S, Crane PK, Haines JL, et al. Assessment of the 

genetic variance of late-onset Alzheimer’s disease. Neurobiol Aging. 2016;41:200.e13-200.e20.  

10. MacArthur J, Bowler E, Cerezo M, Gil L, Hall P, Hastings E, et al. The new NHGRI-EBI Catalog 

of published genome-wide association studies (GWAS Catalog). Nucleic Acids Res. 

2017;45:D896–901.  

11. Biffi A, Anderson CD, Desikan RS, Sabuncu M, Cortellini L, Schmansky N, et al. Genetic 

variation and neuroimaging measures in Alzheimer disease. Arch Neurol. 2010;67:677–85.  

12. Hollingworth P, Harold D, Sims R, Gerrish A, Lambert J-C, Carrasquillo MM, et al. Common 

variants at ABCA7, MS4A6A/MS4A4E, EPHA1, CD33 and CD2AP are associated with 

Alzheimer’s disease. Nat Genet. 2011;43:429–35.  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


13 
 

13. Lo M-T, Kauppi K, Fan C-C, Sanyal N, Reas ET, Sundar VS, et al. Identification of genetic 

heterogeneity of Alzheimer’s disease across age. Neurobiol Aging. 2019;  

14. Wightman DP, Jansen IE, Savage JE, Shadrin AA, Bahrami S, Holland D, et al. A genome-wide 

association study with 1,126,563 individuals identifies new risk loci for Alzheimer’s disease. Nat 

Genet. 2021;53:1276–82.  

15. Bellenguez C, Küçükali F, Jansen IE, Kleineidam L, Moreno-Grau S, Amin N, et al. New 

insights into the genetic etiology of Alzheimer’s disease and related dementias. Nat Genet. 

2022;54:412–36.  

16. Sudwarts A, Ramesha S, Gao T, Ponnusamy M, Wang S, Hansen M, et al. BIN1 is a key 

regulator of proinflammatory and neurodegeneration-related activation in microglia. Mol 

Neurodegener. 2022;17:33.  

17. Naj AC, Jun G, Beecham GW, Wang L-S, Vardarajan BN, Buros J, et al. Common variants at 

MS4A4/MS4A6E, CD2AP, CD33 and EPHA1 are associated with late-onset Alzheimer’s disease. 

Nat Genet. 2011;43:436–41.  

18. Efthymiou AG, Goate AM. Late onset Alzheimer’s disease genetics implicates microglial 

pathways in disease risk. Mol Neurodegener. 2017;12:43.  

19. Deming Y, Filipello F, Cignarella F, Cantoni C, Hsu S, Mikesell R, et al. The MS4A gene cluster 

is a key modulator of soluble TREM2 and Alzheimer’s disease risk. Sci Transl Med. 

2019;11:eaau2291.  

20. Marioni RE, Harris SE, Zhang Q, McRae AF, Hagenaars SP, Hill WD, et al. GWAS on family 

history of Alzheimer’s disease. Transl Psychiatry. 2018;8:99.  

21. Jansen IE, Savage JE, Watanabe K, Bryois J, Williams DM, Steinberg S, et al. Genome-wide 

meta-analysis identifies new loci and functional pathways influencing Alzheimer’s disease risk. 

Nat Genet. 2019;51:404–13.  

22. Stelzer G, Rosen N, Plaschkes I, Zimmerman S, Twik M, Fishilevich S, et al. The GeneCards 

suite: from gene data mining to disease genome sequence analyses. Current Protocols in 

Bioinformatics. 2016;54:1.30.1-1.30.33.  

23. Voskobiynyk Y, Roth JR, Cochran JN, Rush T, Carullo NV, Mesina JS, et al. Alzheimer’s 

disease risk gene BIN1 induces tau-dependent network hyperexcitability. Elife. 2020;9:e57354.  

24. Lambert E, Saha O, Soares Landeira B, Melo de Farias AR, Hermant X, Carrier A, et al. The 

Alzheimer susceptibility gene BIN1 induces isoform-dependent neurotoxicity through early 

endosome defects. Acta Neuropathol Commun. 2022;10:4.  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


14 
 

25. Chapuis J, Hansmannel F, Gistelinck M, Mounier A, Van Cauwenberghe C, Kolen KV, et al. 

Increased expression of BIN1 mediates Alzheimer genetic risk by modulating tau pathology. Mol 

Psychiatry. 2013;18:1225–34.  

26. Greer PL, Bear DM, Lassance J-M, Bloom ML, Tsukahara T, Pashkovski SL, et al. A family of 

non-GPCR chemosensors defines an alternative logic for mammalian olfaction. Cell. 

2016;165:1734–48.  

27. Gouveia C, Gibbons E, Dehghani N, Eapen J, Guerreiro R, Bras J. Genome-wide association of 

polygenic risk extremes for Alzheimer’s disease in the UK Biobank. Sci Rep. 2022;12:8404.  

28. You S-F, Brase L, Filipello F, Iyer AK, Del-Aguila J, He J, et al. MS4A4A modifies the risk of 

Alzheimer disease by regulating lipid metabolism and immune response in a unique microglia 

state. medRxiv. 2023;23285545.  

29. Braak H, Braak E. Staging of Alzheimer’s disease-related neurofibrillary changes. Neurobiol 

Aging. 1995;16:271–8.  

30. Braak H, Alafuzoff I, Arzberger T, Kretzschmar H, Del Tredici K. Staging of Alzheimer 

disease-associated neurofibrillary pathology using paraffin sections and immunocytochemistry. 

Acta Neuropathol. 2006;112:389–404.  

31. Templeton AR, Maxwell T, Posada D, Stengård JH, Boerwinkle E, Sing CF. Tree scanning: a 

method for using haplotype trees in phenotype/genotype association studies. Genetics. 

2005;169:441–53.  

32. Yu C-E, Seltman H, Peskind ER, Galloway N, Zhou PX, Rosenthal E, et al. Comprehensive 

analysis of APOE and selected proximate markers for late-onset Alzheimer’s disease: patterns of 

linkage disequilibrium and disease/marker association. Genomics. 2007;89:655–65.  

33. Lescai F, Chiamenti AM, Codemo A, Pirazzini C, D’Agostino G, Ruaro C, et al. An APOE 

haplotype associated with decreased ε4 expression increases the risk of late onset Alzheimer’s 

disease. Journal of Alzheimer’s Disease. 2011;24:235–45.  

34. Lutz MW, Crenshaw D, Welsh-Bohmer KA, Burns DK, Roses AD. New genetic approaches to 

AD: lessons from APOE-TOMM40 phylogenetics. Curr Neurol Neurosci Rep. 2016;16:48.  

35. Babenko VN, Afonnikov DA, Ignatieva EV, Klimov AV, Gusev FE, Rogaev EI. Haplotype 

analysis of APOE intragenic SNPs. BMC Neurosci. 2018;19:16.  

36. Zhou X, Chen Y, Mok KY, Kwok TCY, Mok VCT, Guo Q, et al. Non-coding variability at the 

APOE locus contributes to the Alzheimer’s risk. Nat Commun. 2019;10:3310.  

37. Kulminski AM, Shu L, Loika Y, Nazarian A, Arbeev K, Ukraintseva S, et al. APOE region 

molecular signatures of Alzheimer’s disease across races/ethnicities. Neurobiology of Aging. 

2020;87:141.e1-141.e8.  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


15 
 

38. Kulminski AM, Philipp I, Loika Y, He L, Culminskaya I. Protective association of the ε2/ε3 

heterozygote with Alzheimer’s disease is strengthened by TOMM40-APOE variants in men. 

Alzheimers Dement. 2021;17:1779–87.  

39. Nazarian A, Philipp I, Culminskaya I, He L, Kulminski AM. Inter- and intra-chromosomal 

modulators of the APOE ɛ2 and ɛ4 effects on the Alzheimer’s disease risk. GeroScience. 

2023;45:233–47.  

40. Ebbert MTW, Boehme KL, Wadsworth ME, Staley LA, Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging 

Initiative, Alzheimer’s Disease Genetics Consortium, et al. Interaction between variants in CLU 

and MS4A4E modulates Alzheimer’s disease risk. Alzheimers Dement. 2016;12:121–9.  

41. Gusareva ES, Twizere J-C, Sleegers K, Dourlen P, Abisambra JF, Meier S, et al. Male-specific 

epistasis between WWC1 and TLN2 genes is associated with Alzheimer’s disease. Neurobiol 

Aging. 2018;72:188.e3-188.e12.  

42. Wang H, Yang J, Schneider JA, De Jager PL, Bennett DA, Zhang H-Y. Genome-wide 

interaction analysis of pathological hallmarks in Alzheimer’s disease. Neurobiol Aging. 

2020;93:61–8.  

43. Nazarian A, Cook B, Morado M, Kulminski AM. Interaction analysis reveals complex genetic 

associations with Alzheimer’s disease in the CLU and ABCA7 gene regions. Genes (Basel). 

2023;14:1666.  

44. Lundberg M, Sng LMF, Szul P, Dunne R, Bayat A, Burnham SC, et al. Novel Alzheimer’s 

disease genes and epistasis identified using machine learning GWAS platform. Sci Rep. 

2023;13:17662.  

45. Beecham GW, Bis JC, Martin ER, Choi S-H, DeStefano AL, van Duijn CM, et al. The 

Alzheimer’s Disease Sequencing Project: study design and sample selection. Neurol Genet. 

2017;3:e194.  

46. Crane PK, Foroud T, Montine TJ, Larson EB. Alzheimer’s Disease Sequencing Project 

discovery and replication criteria for cases and controls: Data from a community-based 

prospective cohort study with autopsy follow-up. Alzheimers Dement. 2017;13:1410–3.  

47. Lee JH, Cheng R, Graff-Radford N, Foroud T, Mayeux R. Analyses of the national institute on 

aging late-onset Alzheimer’s disease family study: implication of additional loci. Arch Neurol. 

2008;65:1518–26.  

48. Reyes-Dumeyer D, Faber K, Vardarajan B, Goate A, Renton A, Chao M, et al. The National 

Institute on Aging Late-Onset Alzheimer’s Disease Family Based Study: a resource for genetic 

discovery. Alzheimers Dement. 2022;  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


16 
 

49. Sudlow C, Gallacher J, Allen N, Beral V, Burton P, Danesh J, et al. UK biobank: an open access 

resource for identifying the causes of a wide range of complex diseases of middle and old age. 

PLoS Med. 2015;12:e1001779.  

50. McKhann G, Drachman D, Folstein M, Katzman R, Price D, Stadlan EM. Clinical diagnosis of 

Alzheimer’s disease: report of the NINCDS-ADRDA Work Group under the auspices of 

Department of Health and Human Services Task Force on Alzheimer’s Disease. Neurology. 

1984;34:939–44.  

51. McKhann GM, Knopman DS, Chertkow H, Hyman BT, Jack CR, Kawas CH, et al. The 

diagnosis of dementia due to Alzheimer’s disease: recommendations from the National Institute 

on Aging-Alzheimer’s Association workgroups on diagnostic guidelines for Alzheimer’s disease. 

Alzheimer’s & Dementia. 2011;7:263–9.  

52. Chang CC, Chow CC, Tellier LC, Vattikuti S, Purcell SM, Lee JJ. Second-generation PLINK: 

rising to the challenge of larger and richer datasets. Gigascience. 2015;4:7.  

53. R Core Team. R: a language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for 

Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. https://www.R-project.org/ [Internet]. Vienna, Austria: R 

Foundation for Statistical Computing; 2023. Available from: http://www.R-project.org/ 

54. Bates D, Mächler M, Bolker B, Walker S. Fitting linear mixed-effects models using lme4. 

Journal of Statistical Software. 2015;67:1–48.  

55. Allison PD. Comparing logit and probit coefficients across groups. Sociological Methods & 

Research. 1999;28:186–208.  

56. Viechtbauer W. Conducting meta-analyses in R with the metafor package. Journal of Statistical 

Software. 2010;36:1–48.  

57. Castro-Conde I, de Uña-Álvarez J. Adjusted p-values for SGoF multiple test procedure. Biom 

J. 2015;57:108–22.  

58. Chung J, Das A, Sun X, Sobreira DR, Leung YY, Igartua C, et al. Genome-wide association and 

multi-omics studies identify MGMT as a novel risk gene for Alzheimer’s disease among women. 

Alzheimers Dement. 2023;19:896–908.  

59. Jun G, Ibrahim-Verbaas CA, Vronskaya M, Lambert J-C, Chung J, Naj AC, et al. A novel 

Alzheimer disease locus located near the gene encoding tau protein. Mol Psychiatry. 2016;21:108–

17.  

60. Talyansky S, Le Guen Y, Kasireddy N, Belloy ME, Greicius MD. APOE-ε4 and BIN1 increase 

risk of Alzheimer’s disease pathology but not specifically of Lewy body pathology. Acta 

Neuropathol Commun. 2023;11:149.  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


17 
 

61. Kulminski AM, Loiko E, Loika Y, Culminskaya I. Pleiotropic predisposition to Alzheimer’s 

disease and educational attainment: insights from the summary statistics analysis. Geroscience. 

2022;44:265–80.  

62. Li Y-J, Nuytemans K, La JO, Jiang R, Slifer SH, Sun S, et al. Identification of novel genes for 

age-at-onset of Alzheimer’s disease by combining quantitative and survival trait analyses. 

Alzheimers Dement. 2023;19:3148–57.  

63. Ebbert MTW, Ridge PG, Wilson AR, Sharp AR, Bailey M, Norton MC, et al. Population-based 

analysis of Alzheimer’s disease risk alleles implicates genetic interactions. Biol Psychiatry. 

2014;75:732–7.  

64. Chang H-I, Chang Y-T, Huang C-W, Huang K-L, Hsu J-L, Hsu S-W, et al. Structural covariance 

network as an endophenotype in Alzheimer’s disease-susceptible single-nucleotide 

polymorphisms and the correlations with cognitive outcomes. Front Aging Neurosci. 

2021;13:721217.  

65. Kulminski AM, Shu L, Loika Y, He L, Nazarian A, Arbeev K, et al. Genetic and regulatory 

architecture of Alzheimer’s disease in the APOE region. Alzheimer’s & Dementia: Diagnosis, 

Assessment & Disease Monitoring. 2020;12:53–62.  

  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


18 
 

Tables 

Table 1. Compound genotype defined for each SNP pair in our analyses. 

Minor Allelic Count Compound Genotype 

SNP1 SNP2 

0 0 MM 

1 or 2 0 mM 

0 1 or 2 Mm 

1 or 2 1 or 2 mm 

Notations: SNP = single-nucleotide polymorphism. 
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Table 2. Significant findings from single SNP meta-analyses. 

Chromosome Position SNP Allele β SE P PSGoF Effects 

BIN1 Gene 

2 127371258 rs13414127 A 0.135 0.045 3.04E-03 4.33E-02 ++++ 

2 127811774 rs79527490 T -0.107 0.036 2.76E-03 2.53E-02 ---- 

2 127840867 rs6754293 A -0.121 0.030 6.16E-05 8.67E-03 -+-- 

2 127842162 rs11693422 G 0.089 0.030 2.76E-03 3.73E-02 +-++ 

2 127842607 rs11694743 G 0.095 0.031 2.38E-03 2.32E-02 +-++ 

2 127865100 rs13032148 A 0.106 0.030 4.65E-04 1.53E-02 ++-+ 

2 127882182 rs35103166 C 0.141 0.031 5.25E-06 3.04E-03 +-++ 

2 127884123 rs7575209 C -0.126 0.031 6.29E-05 1.18E-02 ---- 

2 127885247 rs58682665 G -0.175 0.030 5.18E-09 2.76E-03 -+-- 

2 127888757 rs11680911 C 0.172 0.030 1.24E-08 2.76E-03 ++++ 

2 127891427 rs4663105 C 0.239 0.032 1.51E-13 8.25E-04 ++++ 

2 127893897 rs745717 C 0.128 0.038 8.25E-04 1.89E-02 ++-+ 

2 127894484 rs730482 T 0.180 0.030 1.64E-09 2.07E-03 ++++ 

2 127894851 rs893432 C 0.133 0.030 9.78E-06 8.10E-03 +-++ 

2 127895487 rs6431223 A -0.182 0.030 1.56E-09 2.07E-03 -+-- 

2 127912189 rs920279 G 0.086 0.033 8.67E-03 4.76E-02 -+++ 

2 127922696 rs6742671 C -0.079 0.030 8.10E-03 4.43E-02 ---- 

2 128154284 rs6761391 G 0.102 0.033 2.07E-03 1.92E-02 ++++ 

MS4A6A Gene 

11 59826677 rs1286289 A -0.151 0.030 4.21E-07 8.75E-03 ---- 

11 59831930 rs1286170 A -0.127 0.030 2.05E-05 1.57E-02 ---- 

11 59869119 rs580064 C -0.131 0.033 6.26E-05 4.23E-02 ---- 

11 60047502 rs3758866 T -0.118 0.030 9.83E-05 4.56E-02 ---- 

Notations: AD = Alzheimer’s Disease; SNP = single-nucleotide polymorphism; Position = SNP position based on 

Human Genome version 37 (hg19); Alleles = SNP effect allele; β = SNP effect; SE = standard error; P = P-value; PSGoF = 

SGoF-adjusted P-value; SGoF = Sequential Goodness-of-Fit; Effects = direction of SNP effects in the ADGC, ADSP, 

LOAD-FBS, and UKB cohorts, respectively (+ or − symbols denote on positive or negative effects on the AD risk); ADGC 

= Alzheimer’s Disease Genetics Consortium initiative; ADSP = Alzheimer’s Disease Sequencing Project; LOAD-FBS = 

Late-Onset Alzheimer’s Disease Family-Based Study; UKB = United Kingdom Biobank. 
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Table 3. Thirty-four AD-associated SNP pairs mapped to the BIN1 gene locus with significant CompG effects and 

SNP-by-SNP interactions. 

SNP Pair Compound Genotype Model Interaction Model 

SNP1 SNP2 
Mm mM mm SNP1 SNP2 Int 

β PSGoF β PSGoF β PSGoF β PSGoF β PSGoF β PSGoF 

SNPs not associated with AD individually 

rs2018182 rs12475670 0.048 1.00E+00 0.065 1.00E+00 -0.179 1.31E-02 0.065 1.00E+00 0.048 1.00E+00 -0.289 1.38E-02 

rs4143022 rs35432737 0.020 1.00E+00 -0.051 1.00E+00 0.248 2.02E-03 -0.051 1.00E+00 0.020 1.00E+00 0.286 4.02E-02 

rs6431170 rs55879780 0.142 2.84E-03 0.041 1.00E+00 -0.014 1.00E+00 0.041 1.00E+00 0.142 2.84E-03 -0.194 4.10E-02 

rs28387125 rs62159566 -0.125 4.86E-02 -0.083 1.00E+00 -0.004 1.00E+00 -0.083 1.00E+00 -0.125 4.87E-02 0.205 3.75E-02 

rs7598211 rs4663046 -0.081 1.37E-01 -0.157 3.58E-03 -0.043 1.00E+00 -0.157 3.58E-03 -0.081 1.37E-01 0.195 4.10E-02 

rs7562905 rs55879780 0.115 5.54E-03 0.008 1.00E+00 -0.102 1.00E+00 0.008 1.00E+00 0.115 5.54E-03 -0.224 3.20E-02 

rs7599354 rs7355740 -0.256 2.58E-04 0.022 1.00E+00 0.055 1.00E+00 0.022 1.00E+00 -0.256 2.58E-04 0.280 3.43E-02 

rs7599354 rs13385611 -0.147 5.29E-02 0.020 1.00E+00 0.157 6.38E-03 0.020 1.00E+00 -0.147 5.34E-02 0.277 1.85E-02 

rs58478277 rs10177866 -0.035 1.00E+00 -0.083 1.00E+00 0.139 8.07E-03 -0.083 1.00E+00 -0.035 1.00E+00 0.259 1.72E-02 

rs12478685 rs72843819 0.176 2.06E-03 0.040 1.00E+00 -0.115 1.00E+00 0.040 1.00E+00 0.176 2.06E-03 -0.340 1.28E-02 

rs13016472 rs7609186 0.171 2.30E-02 0.038 1.00E+00 -0.111 1.00E+00 0.038 1.00E+00 0.171 2.30E-02 -0.328 3.69E-02 

rs4663046 rs4405698 -0.111 5.57E-02 -0.156 2.71E-02 -0.051 1.00E+00 -0.156 2.71E-02 -0.111 5.61E-02 0.216 4.98E-02 

rs17014381 rs7609186 -0.178 5.10E-02 0.019 1.00E+00 0.192 6.10E-03 0.019 1.00E+00 -0.178 5.10E-02 0.347 1.63E-02 

rs7597291 rs7355740 -0.149 2.50E-03 -0.040 1.00E+00 0.129 1.00E+00 -0.040 1.00E+00 -0.149 2.50E-03 0.306 5.00E-02 

rs12619998 rs7609186 -0.459 2.71E-03 -0.065 1.00E+00 0.042 1.00E+00 -0.065 1.00E+00 -0.459 2.71E-03 0.573 1.29E-02 

rs10167565 rs7609186 -0.368 1.69E-03 -0.046 1.00E+00 0.116 1.00E+00 -0.046 1.00E+00 -0.368 1.69E-03 0.531 1.22E-02 

rs13419545 rs12989081 -0.156 1.73E-03 -0.120 1.70E-02 -0.081 1.00E+00 -0.120 1.69E-02 -0.156 1.73E-03 0.195 3.58E-02 

rs12466070 rs61103548 0.053 1.00E+00 0.017 1.00E+00 -0.209 8.98E-03 0.017 1.00E+00 0.053 1.00E+00 -0.285 4.98E-02 

rs10928992 rs2077309 -0.086 1.00E+00 -0.126 2.80E-02 -0.015 1.00E+00 -0.126 2.80E-02 -0.086 1.00E+00 0.196 5.00E-02 

rs79801793 rs6736826 -0.118 6.99E-02 -0.146 1.15E-02 -0.008 1.00E+00 -0.146 1.09E-02 -0.118 7.00E-02 0.259 4.81E-02 

rs56279750 rs12987692 0.056 1.00E+00 0.155 4.03E-04 0.025 1.00E+00 0.155 4.03E-04 0.056 1.00E+00 -0.187 3.74E-02 

rs61146291 rs72843819 -0.057 1.00E+00 -0.086 1.00E+00 0.172 9.81E-03 -0.086 1.00E+00 -0.057 1.00E+00 0.320 1.47E-02 

rs6710752 rs7355740 -0.209 2.32E-04 -0.007 1.00E+00 0.091 1.00E+00 -0.007 1.00E+00 -0.209 2.32E-04 0.301 1.35E-02 

rs2276574 rs7355740 -0.218 1.22E-04 0.012 1.00E+00 0.130 1.00E+00 0.012 1.00E+00 -0.218 1.22E-04 0.327 1.27E-02 

rs6759089 rs7355740 -0.309 2.17E-04 -0.018 1.00E+00 -0.015 1.00E+00 -0.018 1.00E+00 -0.309 2.17E-04 0.305 3.57E-02 

rs6759089 rs13385611 -0.185 1.08E-02 -0.038 1.00E+00 0.104 1.00E+00 -0.038 1.00E+00 -0.185 1.08E-02 0.321 1.25E-02 

SNP(s) associated with AD individually 

rs13398585* rs11693422 -0.041 1.00E+00 -0.075 1.00E+00 0.086 1.00E+00 -0.075 1.00E+00 -0.041 1.00E+00 0.200 3.60E-02 

rs7609186 rs6754293 -0.092 7.19E-03 0.201 1.02E-02 -0.216 4.05E-03 0.201 1.02E-02 -0.092 7.19E-03 -0.324 3.61E-02 

rs7609186 rs58682665 -0.147 1.72E-05 0.154 8.69E-02 -0.318 1.67E-04 0.154 8.65E-02 -0.147 1.72E-05 -0.318 4.98E-02 

rs72843819 rs6761391 0.150 1.14E-04 0.236 2.32E-03 0.120 1.00E+00 0.236 2.32E-03 0.150 1.14E-04 -0.274 4.83E-02 

rs934827 rs6761391 0.194 4.30E-05 0.135 7.95E-02 0.107 6.58E-02 0.135 7.94E-02 0.194 4.30E-05 -0.223 3.20E-02 

rs11693422 rs7584040 0.150 7.38E-04 0.174 6.95E-05 0.114 1.25E-02 0.174 6.95E-05 0.150 7.38E-04 -0.211 1.37E-02 

rs7575209 rs2077309 -0.036 1.00E+00 -0.247 6.68E-06 -0.059 1.00E+00 -0.247 6.68E-06 -0.036 1.00E+00 0.223 1.29E-02 

rs58682665 rs2253005 -0.108 1.56E-02 -0.282 3.37E-08 -0.203 7.47E-06 -0.282 3.37E-08 -0.108 1.56E-02 0.186 4.00E-02 

Notations: AD = Alzheimer’s Disease; SNP = single-nucleotide polymorphism; Int = interaction term; CompG = 

compound genotype; mM (or Mm) = heterozygous CompG comprised of one or two minor alleles of SNP1 (or SNP2) 

and two major alleles of the other SNP; mm = homozygous CompG composed of one or two minor alleles of each SNP1 

and SNP2; β = CompG effect in the CompG models or SNP1, SNP2, and interaction effects in the interaction models; 

PSGoF = SGoF-adjusted P-value; SGoF = Sequential Goodness-of-Fit. *The rs13398585-rs11693422 pair had significant 

mm-mM difference with PSGoF<2.04E-02, although its Mm, mM, and mm effects were not significant. 

  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.24.24316008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


21 
 

Table 4. Ten AD-associated SNP pairs mapped to the MSA4A6 gene locus with significant CompG effects and SNP-

by-SNP interactions. 

SNP Pair Compound Genotype Model Interaction Model 

SNP1 SNP2 
Mm mM mm SNP1 SNP2 Int 

β PSGoF β PSGoF β PSGoF β PSGoF β PSGoF β PSGoF 

SNPs not associated with AD individually 

rs570322 rs11230137 0.109 5.76E-03 0.112 9.10E-02 0.003 1.00E+00 0.112 8.91E-02 0.109 5.79E-03 -0.219 2.06E-02 

rs56162497 rs117265279 -0.057 1.00E+00 -0.079 1.00E+00 0.281 5.07E-03 -0.079 1.00E+00 -0.057 1.00E+00 0.419 1.99E-02 

rs141802649 rs10897068 -0.031 1.00E+00 -0.061 1.00E+00 0.148 2.95E-02 -0.061 1.00E+00 -0.031 1.00E+00 0.238 4.31E-02 

rs1286386 rs4939392 0.160 4.24E-02 0.196 9.77E-04 0.145 1.09E-02 0.196 9.77E-04 0.160 4.26E-02 -0.211 2.03E-02 

rs1286383 rs11230137 0.211 4.36E-03 0.114 1.01E-02 0.105 1.36E-02 0.114 1.01E-02 0.211 4.36E-03 -0.222 2.04E-02 

rs1286383 rs117265279 -0.244 2.53E-03 0.006 1.00E+00 0.114 5.73E-02 0.006 1.00E+00 -0.244 2.53E-03 0.356 1.96E-02 

rs11230137 rs117265279 -0.087 1.00E+00 0.020 1.00E+00 0.159 1.30E-02 0.020 1.00E+00 -0.087 1.00E+00 0.228 3.63E-02 

rs2583477 rs117265279 -0.234 1.21E-02 0.037 1.00E+00 0.115 4.72E-02 0.037 1.00E+00 -0.234 1.23E-02 0.316 2.03E-02 

rs1786140 rs2000636 -0.149 4.26E-02 -0.036 1.00E+00 0.010 1.00E+00 -0.036 1.00E+00 -0.149 4.35E-02 0.195 2.19E-02 

SNP(s) associated with AD individually 

rs17154321 rs1286170 -0.221 2.08E-05 -0.087 1.00E+00 -0.130 5.27E-03 -0.087 1.00E+00 -0.221 2.08E-05 0.178 2.27E-02 

Notations: AD = Alzheimer’s Disease; SNP = single-nucleotide polymorphism; Int = interaction term; CompG = 

compound genotype; mM (or Mm) = heterozygous CompG comprised of one or two minor alleles of SNP1 (or SNP2) 

and two major alleles of the other SNP; mm = homozygous CompG composed of one or two minor alleles of each SNP1 

and SNP2; β = CompG effect in the CompG models or SNP1, SNP2, and interaction effects in the interaction models; 

PSGoF = SGoF-adjusted P-value; SGoF = Sequential Goodness-of-Fit. 
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Figures 

 

Figure 1. Volcano plot for CompG analyses of the 9591 SNP pairs mapped to the BIN1 gene locus on chromosome 

2q14.3. The x-axis displays CompG regression beta coefficients, and the y-axis shows the respective minus-logarithm-

base-10 of SGOF-adjusted P-values. The dashed line indicates the significance threshold [i.e., −log10(PSGoF=0.05)=1.3]. 

The red dots above the cutoff line indicate CompG effects whose comprising SNPs were not associated with 

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) individually. The blue dots above the cutoff line denote significant CompG effects, in which 

one or both comprising SNPs were associated with AD individually. The light-gray or dark-gray dots below the cutoff 

line show non-significant CompG effects, in which none or at least one of the comprising SNPs were associated with 

AD individually.  
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Figure 2. Volcano plot for CompG analyses of the 2145 SNP pairs mapped to the MS4A6A gene locus on chromosome 

11q12.2. The x-axis displays CompG regression beta coefficients, and the y-axis shows the respective minus-logarithm-

base-10 of SGOF-adjusted P-values. The dashed line indicates the significance threshold [i.e., −log10(PSGoF=0.05)=1.3]. 

The red dots above the cutoff line indicate CompG effects whose comprising SNPs were not associated with 

Alzheimer’s disease (AD) individually. The blue dots above the cutoff line denote significant CompG effects, in which 

one or both comprising SNPs were associated with AD individually. The light-gray or dark-gray dots below the cutoff 

line show non-significant CompG effects, in which none or at least one of the comprising SNPs were associated with 

AD individually.  
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