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Abstract

Importance: The lack of information on progression, phenoconversion, and risk of dementia in
a large genotyped sample impedes reliable enrichment for early interventional trials in
Parkinson’s disease (PD).

Objective: To investigate PD penetrance, risk, motor/non-motor phenotypes, and APOE allele
effects in LRRK2 G2019S and GBA N370S carriers.

Design: Observational longitudinal case-control self-report survey study.

Setting: A US population-based study cohort enrolled in the 23andMe, Inc. and Fox Insight
Genetic Substudy (FIGS) databases.

Participants: The total cohort included 7,586,842 participants (n=35,163 PD; 27% of PD cases
from FIGS); 8,791 LRRK2 G2019S carriers (565 with PD), 37,427 GBA N370S carriers (524
with PD), 244 dual carriers (37 with PD), and 7.5 million non-carriers (34,037 with PD).

Exposure(s): LRRK2 G2019S, GBA N370S, APOE E2/E3/E4 alleles and PD polygenic risk
scores (PRS).

Main Outcome(s) and Measure(s): Cumulative incidence of PD was estimated using
Kaplan-Meier and accelerated failure time models. Relative odds of developing motor and
non-motor symptoms were calculated using logistic regression models according to genetic
exposure. Impact of the APOE alleles was estimated in a dose-dependent analysis.

Results: By the age of 80 years, the cumulative incidence of PD was 43% for dual carriers,
32% for LRRK2 G2019S carriers, 6% for GBA N370S carriers, and 3% for non-carriers. Higher
PRS was associated with increased penetrance of the variants and earlier time to PD diagnosis.
Motor symptoms were similar in LRRK2 G2019S, GBA N370S, and non-carriers with PD. GBA
N370S PD was associated with the highest burden of non-motor symptoms, including REM
sleep behavior disorder and cognitive/memory deficits, and LRRK2 G2019S the lowest. APOE
E4 dosage was associated with greater odds of developing hallucinations and cognitive decline
in addition to carrier status.

Conclusions and Relevance: Our findings support the use of genetic screening—including
LRRK2 G2019S, GBA N370S, APOE E4, and PRS—to enrich candidate selection for
neuroprotective trials and better define outcome measures based on genetic risk factors.

Keywords: Parkinson’s disease, LRRK2, GBA, polygenic risk scores, neurodegeneration.
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The progression of Parkinson disease (PD) is currently untreatable. For inherited monogenic
forms of PD, it is possible to intervene before pathological changes become manifest clinical
symptoms at a time when disease modifying therapies would be expected to have more
impact.1,2

The most common monogenic variants associated with PD risk are located within the LRRK2
(2% of PD cases) and GBA (10%) genes.3–7 GBA encodes for glucocerebrosidase (GCase), a
lysosomal enzyme. GCase activity is reduced in the presence of the N370S missense variant.
LRRK2 encodes for a kinase and GTPase complex, and the common G2019S missense variant
results in a gain of function in the kinase domain. Despite the growing interest in recruiting
at-risk genetic cohorts, several hurdles remain to design a PD prevention study. Neither the
N370S or G2019S variants are fully penetrant (i.e., not all carriers will develop PD), PD is
associated with a long preclinical phase, and it is not known which key features can be used to
predict progression from mild symptoms to manifest disease in monogenic forms.8 Without the
ability to select an enriched subgroup of carriers likely to phenoconvert there is no way to
shorten the period of assessment or reduce the number of participants required in an
early-intervention clinical trial.

Genetic predisposition appears to be important in the pathology of PD. At least one-third of
LRRK2 carriers may have a neurodegenerative process that is independent of α-synuclein
aggregation in the substantia nigra, which is the pathologic hallmark of PD9 Hundreds of
additional genetic regions are linked to PD susceptibility.10–12 Polygenic risk scores (PRS) are
driven by the count and weight of risk allele frequencies, and individuals at the top PRS
quantiles are at particularly high risk of developing PD at an early age.13,14

The challenge remains to improve the precision of endpoints and to determine when to select
motor versus cognitive decline as the primary outcome of interest. Although neurons in the
substantia nigra are particularly susceptible to α-synuclein-mediated neurodegeneration, other
regions of the brainstem, cortex, and periphery are also impacted. GBA PD carries more risk of
dementia,15 whereas LRRK2 PD appears to have a more restricted pattern of
neurodegeneration and reduced risk of dementia.14,16 The link between the apolipoprotein E
(APOE) E4 allele and cortical neurodegeneration is well known in Alzheimer’s dementia17,18 and
the pathological overlap between PD and Alzheimer’s is well established, with tau and
α-synuclein deposition often found in combination.19 More recently, it has emerged that APOE
E4 positive carrier status may also be linked to dementia with Lewy bodies (DLB)20 and PD
dementia;21 both show α-synuclein-containing Lewy bodies in the cortex.22,23 Whether APOE E4
carrier status poses a similar risk of dementia in monogenic PD is unknown.

We performed a population-based (USA) study in a cohort of 35,163 PD cases and 7,506,343
non-PD cases to investigate genotype/phenotype relationships in LRRK2 G2019S and GBA
N370S carriers. Our study had three main goals: (1) Define PD penetrance of the monogenic
variants and whether PRS impacts PD penetrance; (2) Explore phenotypic differences among
monogenic carriers; and (3) Evaluate the role of the APOE E4 allele in the development of
dementia/hallucinations.

Methods
Participants

Participants with and without PD were pooled from two online prospective cohorts: 1) the
23andMe Research Database and 2) The Michael J. Fox Foundation’s Fox Insight Genetic
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Substudy (FIGS).24 Fox Insight participants were sent 23andMe genotyping kits if they reported
a PD diagnosis at baseline. The data analyzed comprised June and July 2023 data cuts for
23andMe and FIGS data (https://doi.org/10.25549/bxya-6133), respectively. Both protocols were
IRB approved. All participants were US-based, between 18–100 years old, and gave informed
consent to participate. See eMethods for details.

Phenotypic Data

23andMe participants who self-reported a diagnosis of PD filled a 196-item survey designed to
capture past and current symptoms. Surveys within FIGS were administered upon enrollment
and at predefined intervals.24–26 Additional longitudinal data were obtained from health and aging
update surveys that followed 23andMe research participants with and without PD.14 Age at PD
onset was defined as the minimum reported age of PD diagnosis, and discarded if the age
range varied by >6 years between surveys or was <40 years. Phenotypic data were
summarized by the proportion of participants that ever reported a risk factor or symptom across
all timepoints and between both databases. eTable 1 lists all measures used across the
23andMe and FIGS datasets (see eMethods).

Risk Factors and Exposures

Risk factors for PD examined included low lifetime caffeine consumption, non-smoking, family
history of PD, prior traumatic brain injury (TBI), and occupational pesticide exposure. Sex
(0=female, 1=male) and ancestry were derived from genotyping data.27,28 Level of education
was binarized into less than (0) and greater than or equal to Associate degree (1).

Genetic Data

DNA extraction and genotyping were performed on saliva samples (see eMethods). LRRK2
G2019S and GBA N370S carrier status was established by the presence of pathogenic alleles
determined via genotyping. Two SNPs (rs429358 and rs7412) were used to determine the
APOE haplotype and E4 dosage. A polygenic risk score (PRS) was calculated for each
participant using the allelic weights from Nalls et al.11 PRS including 1,805 variants. We
excluded variants present in the LRRK2 (±10 Mb window) and GBA (±1 Mb) loci from the PRS
calculation. Principal components (PCs) of genetic ancestry for all participants and
European-specific participants were computed from genotyping data (see eMethods).

Data Analysis

Participants <40 years of age were excluded from analyses except for survival modeling;
however, this did not disproportionately impact GBA N370S carriers, χ2(2) = 1.12, p=0.57. PD
cases were stratified according to carrier status (i.e., LRRK2 G2019S, GBA N370S, dual
carriers, and non-carriers). Unless otherwise stated, dual carriers were excluded due to low
sample sizes and n<5 were marked for k-anonymity.29 See eTable 2 for information on the
statistical models, covariates, and sample sizes.

Penetrance estimation

Age of PD diagnosis served as our time-to-event (i.e., PD-free survival). Participants without a
PD diagnosis were right censored at the age of their most recent survey completion. To define
PD penetrance incident to genetic exposure, we analyzed participants with pre-existing
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diagnosis of PD.14,30,31 We used the Kaplan-Meier method to estimate PD-free survival
probability as a function of carrier status across four levels: 1) LRRK2 G2019S, 2) GBA N370S,
3) dual carriers, and 4) non-carriers. Because the effect of carrier status violated the
proportional hazard assumption of Cox regression based on Schoenfeld residuals and time,
χ2(3) = 43.25, p=2.18 x 10-09, we used Weibull accelerated failure time (AFT) models to explore
the effect of PRS and carrier status on PD-free survival probability. We performed AFT modeling
with and without the covariates of sex and the first 10 ancestry PCs. We repeated the AFT
models excluding non-Europeans using sex and the first five European ancestry PCs as
covariates. Predicted survival probabilities and cumulative incidence were generated for males
with sample means for PRS and ancestry PCs. Male sex was arbitrarily chosen for predicted
estimates; however, we also report female cumulative incidence of PD in the eMethods.

PD Risk

The risk of developing PD was examined using two logistic regression analyses.14,32 First, we
modeled the relative odds of developing PD as the interaction of carrier status, which included
dual carriers, and PRS group: low PRS (1-25%), middle PRS (25-75%), and high PRS
(75-100%). Non-carriers with middle PRS served as the reference group. Second, we modeled
the relative odds of developing PD as the interaction of carrier status and PRS decile;
non-carriers with median PRS (5th decile) served as the reference group. Normalized age (M=0,
SD=1), sex, and the first 10 ancestry PCs were used as covariates. Analyses were performed
including and excluding non-Europeans (in which case the first five European ancestry specific
PCs were used as covariates). We estimated deviations from additivity using ANOVA. Predicted
odds ratios were generated for males with sample means for age and ancestry PCs.

Symptomatic burden

Logistic regression models estimated the relative odds of reporting each symptom as a function
of carrier status. Sufficient sample sizes were unavailable for most symptoms in dual carriers;
therefore, the dual carrier models are presented in the eMethods. Non-carriers served as the
reference group, and sex and education were used as covariates. Using previously described
methods,14 we used the prevalence of symptoms to visually reconstruct patterns of
neurodegeneration in five brain regions including the substantia nigra (motor), pons (RBD),
medulla/lower brainstem (autonomic), cerebral cortex and limbic areas
(cognitive/memory/psychotic), and olfactory bulb (hyposmia; see eMethods). We adjusted the
p-values using false discovery rate and used post-hoc Tukey-corrected pairwise comparisons to
examine differences between carrier status.

APOE status and cognitive/memory/psychotic symptoms

The impact of APOE haplotype and E4 dosage was assessed across four
cognitive/memory/psychotic symptoms: concentration, hallucinations, general memory, and
memory for dates. Logistic regressions were used to model the relative odds of each symptom
as a function of carrier status and APOE haplotype (E3/E3 as reference group). Logistic
regression was used to model the relative odds of each symptom as a function of APOE E4
dosage (0, 1, 2) as a continuous variable, carrier status (non-carriers as reference group), and
their interaction. Sex and education served as covariates.

Software
All analyses were performed using R (v. 4.1.2).33 Survival analyses were performed using R
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packages survival34 and flexsurv.35 Figures were prepared using R packages ggplot236 and
patchwork.37

Results

PD Penetrance was Greatest in Dual Carriers

The cohort demographics and symptoms are summarized in Table 1 (see eTable 3 for total
sample sizes), and the study flow in Figure 1. The mean age of PD diagnosis for dual carriers
was 60.1 years (SEM=1.6 years), 61.4 (SEM=0.5) for LRRK2 G2019S, 59.1 (SEM=0.5) for GBA
N370S, and 61.5 (SEM=0.1) for non-carriers. The Kaplan-Meier analysis, which included
n=32,143 PD cases and n=7,343,120 non-PD controls, is shown in eFigure 1. PD-free survival
was different between carrier groups (log-rank test χ²(3) = 6,316.00, p<.001). The cumulative
incidence of PD at age 80 was highest in dual carriers (43%), followed by LRRK2 G2019S
(32%), GBA N370S (6%), and non-carriers (3%; see eTable 4). The Weibull AFT models without
covariates showed similar results (see eTable 5 and eFigure 2).

High PRS Increases Risk of PD

There was a significant effect of PRS on PD-free survival probability (Figure 2). A greater PRS
accelerated the time to PD diagnosis across all carrier groups (TR=.921 [.920 .923], p<.001; see
eTable S5). An increase in 1 SD of PRS predicted an earlier age at 50% survival probability by
6.54 [.52 12.56] years for dual carriers, 7.00 [5.26 8.73] years for LRRK2 G2019S, 8.97 [6.66
11.23] years for GBA N370S, and 10.23 [9.35 11.11] years for non-carriers. Relative to
non-carriers with middle PRS, having a high PRS increased the odds of developing PD 45-fold
for dual carriers (OR=45.73 [26.01 80.38]), 22-fold for LRRK2 G2019S carriers (OR=22.13
[19.05 25.71]), 5-fold for GBA N370S carriers (OR=4.92 [4.31 5.62]), and doubled for
non-carriers (OR=2.01 [1.96 2.06]; see Figure 2C and eTable 6). The odds of developing PD
were highest for LRRK2 and dual carriers regardless of PRS. The risk of PD overlapped in
non-carriers with high PRS and GBA N370S carriers with low PRS. A similar impact of high PRS
on disease risk was observed in the decile analysis (see Figure 2D; eTable 7). Departure from
additivity was observed in the PRS group (low, middle, high) model (ΔDeviance(6)=14.47, p=.02
via χ2 test) but not in the decile model (ΔDeviance(18)=23.05, p=.19). We observed similar
results when excluding those with non-European ancestry (see eTables 7–11 and eFigures
2–4).

In PD Participants, Greater Prevalence of Prodromal Symptoms, Cognitive Impairment,
and Hallucinations in GBA N370S relative to LRRK2 G2019S Carriers

The prevalence of symptoms in participants with PD within each neuroanatomical domain for
LRRK2 G2019S, GBA N370S, and non-carriers are shown in Figure 3 (dual carrier results
reported in eMethods). Odds ratios are presented in eTable 12 and post hoc pairwise Tukey
tests in eTable 13. The prevalence of PD motor symptoms was similar across all carrier groups,
with the exception that fewer LRRK2 G0219S PD reported hypophonia (softer speech) and
micrographia (smaller handwriting) than GBA N370S PD and non-carriers with PD.

The prevalence of non-motor autonomic symptoms was similar between carrier groups, with the
exception that LRRK2 G2019S PD reported more nocturia than GBA N370S PD and
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non-carriers with PD. Compared to idiopathic (non-carrier) PD, the prevalence of RBD and
hyposmia were higher in GBA N370S PD, and lower in LRRK2 G2019S PD. Cognitive
symptoms were different among genetic subtypes. GBA N370S PD had the highest prevalence
of concentration and memory problems, were more likely to be diagnosed with MCI, and were
more likely to report hallucinations. LRRK2 G2019S PD reported significantly fewer cognitive
symptoms and less hallucinations. Cognitive symptoms were not more severe in dual carriers
(see eTables 14–15 and eFigure 5).

APOE E4 Dosage Increases Risk of Cognitive and Psychotic Symptoms in LRRK2
G2019S and GBA N370S Carriers with PD

The presence of the APOE E4 allele status was associated with higher prevalence of
hallucinations (see eTable 16 and Figure 4A). Each additional copy of the APOE E4 allele
conferred a 16% increase in the odds of reporting hallucinations (see eTable 17 and Figure 4B).
Similarly, APOE E4 dosage was associated with greater odds of developing memory and
concentration issues after adjusting for sex and education. We did not observe any interactions
between APOE E4 dosage and carrier status, suggesting that APOE E4 dosage contributes an
additive risk (on the log odds scale) to cognitive/memory/psychotic symptoms in LRRK2
G2019S and GBA N370S carriers with PD; however, we were underpowered to fully test this
hypothesis (see eTable 18 for sample sizes).

Discussion

This population-based analysis demonstrates unequivocally that LRRK2 G2019S is five-times
more penetrant than the GBA N370S variant, but the penetrance of PD is highest for dual
carriers. PRS modifies PD risk, such that GBA N370S carriers with low PRS have similar risk of
developing PD as non-carriers with median PRS. Carriage of APOE E4 variants increases the
risk of developing cognitive impairment in PD, whereas the LRRK2 G2019S variant reduces the
risk of hallucinations and dementia.

We show that by the age of 80 years, 43% of dual carriers, 32% for LRRK2 G2019S carriers
and 6% of GBA N370S carriers developed PD, compared to 3% of non-carriers. Although dual
carriers have a high cumulative incidence of PD, the combination of both variants is extremely
rare, and accounts for only 1:33,000 PD cases. LRRK2 G2019S, although more highly
penetrant, has a carrier rate of 1:1,100 PD cases, whereas GBA N370S is less penetrant but
has a more frequent carrier rate 1:200. Although these single variants are common in
monogenic PD,6 additional risk markers of imminent phenoconversion are needed to enrich
early-interventional clinical trials. GBA variants have also been linked to cases of dementia with
Lewy bodies and multiple system atrophy,38 which underlies the importance of finding
biomarkers to optimize the distinction between the different α-synucleinopathies in the early
stages.

Our findings show the risk of developing cognitive impairment is highest in GBA N370S carriers.
Based on the anatomical models, we show that while GBA N370S is considered a “mild” variant,
it is associated with widespread neuronal loss beyond the substantia nigra. This is consistent
with clinical cohorts39–45 and pathology studies showing Lewy body pathology throughout the
cortex in GBA carriers.22,46–48 A novel finding in our study was that each additional copy of
APOE E4 conferred between 11-30% increase in the odds of developing hallucinations and
cognitive impairment in PD. This adds to the risk of a more severe cognitive phenotype in GBA
N370S carriers, and may be useful when tracking progression.22,49 In contrast to others,49 we did
not find evidence suggesting that the APOE E2 allele was protective.
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Our data add to the growing evidence that LRRK2 appears to reduce the risk of non-motor
symptoms. First, we show that LRRK2 G2019S PD has the lowest prevalence of hallucinations,
RBD and hyposmia. Second, we show that dual carriers do not report more severe symptoms
than GBA carriers across all non-motor symptom domains (see eFigure 5). This aligns with
other reports that suggest the presence of the gain of function LRRK2 G2010S variant offsets
the down regulation of GCase.50–52 While α-synuclein Lewy body cortical involvement may not
always predict dementia,53 it is worthwhile noting that at least one-third of LRRK2 carriers do not
have evidence of α-synuclein seeding in the CSF9 and do not show CNS Lewy bodies at
autopsy54,55 which suggests a restricted neurodegenerative process that is independent of
α-synuclein and slower progressing.14,56–59

A major obstacle for early-interventional disease-modifying clinical trials is lack of enrichment.60
One promising enrichment strategy is PRS. PRS can heighten risk of phenoconversion at an
early age,11,61,62 including in monogenic cases,13,14,63 and aid in balancing treatment arms64. As
shown by our data, PRS affects PD penetrance more than sex, low caffeine intake,
non-smoking, and TBI.14 GBA N370S carriers at the top decile for PRS experienced a six-fold
increase in the relative odds of developing PD compared to non-carriers with median PRS,
which may help reduce the number of participants required for GBA trials. An even greater risk
was seen in LRRK2 G2019S carriers, who experienced nearly 30-fold increase at the top PRS
decile relative to non-carriers with median PRS. However, given the rarity of the LRRK2 G2019S
variant, too strict a PRS-based enrichment for LRRK2 trials would make it difficult to recruit a
sufficient number of candidates in a timely manner.

There are some limitations to our study. The 23andMe cohort is unique, assembled by virtue of
study participants being interested in health-related genetics, and likely more affluent. The PD
status and symptom prevalence in both the Fox Insight and 23andMe databases is based on
self-report, but appears to have excellent correlation with clinical evaluations.65–67 To create a
more homogenized cohort, we restricted the age of PD diagnosis to ≥40 years that eliminated a
small minority of early onset cases. We observed a lower predicted cumulative incidence of PD
than previously reported.14,68–70 This lower PD incidence may be the result of 1) using a large
population-based non-manifest cohort and 2) adjusting for genetic ancestry PCs and PRS that
previous studies did not perform.

Conclusion

Our findings support the use of genetic screening and PRS to enrich candidate selection for
neuroprotective trials. The distinct pathways affected by LRRK2 and GBA mutations may offer
insights into the pathobiology of PD and strategies for treating progression.
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Table 1. Demographics and self-reported symptoms and risk factors in participants ≥ 40 years of age.
Domain Measure Parkinson's Disease Non-manifest

Non-carriers GBA N370S LRRK2 G2019S Dual carriers Non-carriers GBA N370S LRRK2 G2019S Dual carriers
Demographics Male 17859 (60%) 288 (62%) 261 (51%) 19 (53%) 1718411 (42%) 9881 (45%) 2258 (47%) 63 (49%)

>= Associate Degree 18395 (71%) 310 (79%) 354 (80%) 25 (76%) 2515729 (65%) 15339 (74%) 3365 (76%) 104 (87%)
European Ancestry 26597 (89%) 441 (94%) 464 (90%) 36 (100%) 3294796 (80%) 19708 (89%) 3643 (76%) 124 (96%)
AJ Ancestry 1497 (5%) 220 (47%) 299 (58%) n<5 104611 (3%) 6696 (30%) 1831 (38%) 99 (77%)
PD-free survival age in
years 62.56 (0.059) 59.85 (0.436) 61.92 (0.424) 60.77 (1.5) 58.22 (0.006) 59.54 (0.079) 59.28 (0.167) 61.59 (1.102)

Motor Bradykinesia 5405 (77%) 86 (76%) 181 (77%) n<5 47829 (10%) 257 (10%) 199 (12%) 9 (20%)
Shuffling Gait 4390 (62%) 63 (56%) 141 (60%) n<5 11274 (2%) 59 (2%) 53 (3%) n<5
Freezing of Gait 3377 (47%) 55 (49%) 104 (44%) 9 (50%) 5420 (1%) 32 (1%) 29 (2%) n<5
Imbalance 5020 (71%) 72 (64%) 165 (70%) n<5 96689 (21%) 515 (21%) 333 (20%) 10 (24%)
Difficulties Dressing 3560 (23%) 58 (25%) 58 (22%) 7 (29%) 11 (15%) n<5 n<5 n<5
Reduced Arm Swing 1662 (81%) n<5 136 (76%) n<5 25781 (7%) 100 (5%) 81 (6%) n<5
Smaller Handwriting 5555 (78%) 91 (80%) 142 (60%) 14 (74%) 10111 (2%) 57 (2%) 50 (3%) n<5
Softer Speech 5225 (74%) 79 (72%) 133 (57%) n<5 18509 (4%) 109 (4%) 71 (4%) n<5
Tremor 5745 (80%) 92 (81%) 195 (82%) n<5 48293 (10%) 269 (11%) 192 (11%) 7 (15%)

Prodromal Markers Constipation 10114 (51%) 167 (56%) 183 (49%) 16 (53%) 44060 (5%) 220 (5%) 81 (6%) n<5
Depression 10453 (37%) 163 (38%) 174 (37%) 10 (28%) 1068728 (26%) 5495 (25%) 1211 (26%) 22 (17%)
Erectile Dysfunction 3644 (73%) 54 (69%) 80 (66%) n<5 7932 (28%) 35 (22%) 88 (27%) n<5
Anxiety 5349 (22%) 100 (27%) 101 (25%) 7 (23%) 350885 (9%) 1962 (9%) 416 (9%) 11 (9%)
MCI 1525 (11%) 34 (17%) 14 (5%) n<5 7644 (2%) 41 (2%) 30 (2%) n<5
Nocturia 7967 (34%) 133 (38%) 196 (49%) 17 (57%) 30752 (1%) 176 (1%) 247 (6%) 6 (5%)
OH 9452 (42%) 153 (44%) 161 (37%) 18 (56%) 37362 (7%) 189 (6%) 209 (16%) 8 (22%)
Hyposmia 9075 (54%) 149 (61%) 158 (41%) 13 (45%) 93161 (6%) 538 (6%) 158 (7%) n<5
RBD 6684 (26%) 132 (34%) 62 (14%) 7 (21%) 54807 (1%) 262 (1%) 69 (2%) n<5
Urinary Urgency/Freq. 11434 (60%) 170 (59%) 215 (60%) 18 (62%) 16538 (21%) 90 (21%) 181 (23%) 5 (21%)

Risk Factors Non-use of caffeine 1545 (11%) 27 (13%) 34 (14%) n<5 59958 (8%) 325 (8%) 75 (9%) n<5
Non-use of coffee 3990 (28%) 54 (25%) 86 (30%) 11 (50%) 215178 (26%) 1078 (26%) 298 (22%) 11 (24%)
1º Relative with PD 2435 (18%) 35 (18%) 121 (40%) 10 (37%) 31758 (8%) 244 (12%) 423 (28%) 8 (19%)
Occupational Pesticides 2372 (17%) 26 (12%) 25 (8%) n<5 28822 (6%) 126 (5%) 61 (4%) n<5
Non-smoking 15479 (60%) 243 (63%) 244 (57%) 25 (81%) 2269122 (57%) 12173 (57%) 2604 (57%) 72 (57%)
TBI 6206 (24%) 64 (16%) 107 (24%) 7 (21%) 196361 (5%) 951 (4%) 485 (10%) 17 (13%)

Cognitive/Memory Concentration Difficulties 7806 (59%) 135 (70%) 151 (53%) 13 (52%) 131439 (15%) 651 (14%) 291 (20%) n<5
Hallucinations 3423 (26%) 61 (32%) 37 (15%) n<5 22465 (3%) 137 (3%) 22 (2%) n<5
Memory Difficulties: Date 1853 (20%) 38 (26%) 51 (20%) n<5 15230 (17%) 83 (17%) 158 (19%) n<5
Memory Difficulties: Global 8352 (63%) 141 (73%) 178 (63%) 16 (67%) 194301 (22%) 1011 (22%) 480 (34%) 10 (24%)

Note. Counts are reported as No. (%) for binary variables; continuous measures are reported M (SEM). To protect participant privacy,
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summary statistics and sample sizes are not reported for n<5. PD=Parkinson’s disease; AJ=Ashkenazi Jewish; MCI=mild cognitive
impairment; OH=orthostatic hypotension; RBD=REM sleep behavior disorder; TBI=traumatic brain injury.

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317402doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.15.24317402
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


RUNNING HEAD: MONOGENIC PD AND APOE 16

Figure 1. Participant flow diagram. Participants from the 23andMe Research Cohort and the Fox
Insight Genetic Substudy (July 2023 data cut) with a clearly defined PD status and available genotyping
data were combined into a mega-analysis of PD symptoms, PD-free survival, PD risk, and PRS. Sample
sizes in the colored boxes represent total possible sample sizes used for the analyses presented. LRRK2
G2019S, GBA N370S, dual carriers, and APOE E4 carrier groups were defined as carrying at least one
pathogenic variant.
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Figure 2. Dual LRRK2 G2019S/GBA N370S carriers have the greatest PD penetrance and risk of
developing PD. A) Curves represent predicted PD-free survival probability for males using the sample
means for PRS and PCs. B) Curves represent predicted PD-free survival probability for low (10%) and
high (90%) PRS, males, and mean PCs. Shading depicts 95% CI. C) Forest plot of predicted odds ratios
indicating a positive association between PD risk and PRS within carrier groups. PRS quantiles defined
groups: low (bottom 25%), middle (between 25-75%), and high (upper 25%). Dual carriers with low PRS
were removed from the plot due to small sample size. Non-carriers with middle PRS was the reference
group. Predicted odds ratios were computed for males using sample means of ancestry PCs and age. D)
The predicted relative odds of developing PD according to PRS decile. Predicted odds ratios were
computed as described in C, but non-carriers at the fifth decile were the reference group. All error bars
and shading reflect 95% CIs.
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Figure 3. Self-reported symptom prevalence in LRRK2 G2019S carriers with PD, GBA N370S
carriers with PD, and non-carriers with PD (idiopathic PD). Symptoms across questionnaires were
aggregated into six domains and brain regions were shaded in approximated neuroanatomical regions
according to average reported symptom burden across symptoms within domain: motor (substantia
nigra), autonomic (brain stem excluding regions of the pons), cognitive/memory/psychotic (cerebral cortex
and limbic areas), hyposmia (olfactory bulb), REM sleep behavior disorder (RBD; areas of the pons). The
false discovery rate (FDR) was adjusted in carrier group comparisons to non-carriers within symptom
domains. Comparisons between LRRK2 G2019S and GBA N370S carriers were adjusted with Tukey’s
honestly significant difference tests. Dual carrier results are presented in the eMethods. Error bars are
SE. Descriptive statistics are not reported for measures with n<5 due to 23andMe data privacy policies.
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Figure 4. The effect of APOE haplotype and E4 dosage on cognitive/memory/psychotic symptoms
in individuals with PD. A) The percentage of participants with PD with cognitive/memory/psychotic
symptoms across possible APOE haplotypes collapsed across carrier status. Stars indicate significantly
greater relative odds for reporting symptoms compared to APOE E3/E3 individuals (i.e., reference group).
Bars are color coded by hypothesized risk of cognitive impairment due to APOE haplotype; E2/E4 carriers
carry one protective (E2) and one risk variant (E4) and are therefore colored grey. B) Bar graphs show a
positive association between APOE E4 dosage and percentage of cognitive/memory/psychotic symptoms
in participants with PD collapsed across carrier status. Error bars are SE.
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