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Abstract 19 

 20 

Aims  21 

Type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) and Alzheimer's disease (AD) are significant global health 22 

issues. Epidemiological studies suggest T2DM increases AD risk, though confounding 23 

factors and reverse causality complicate this association. This study aims to clarify the causal 24 

relationship between T2DM and AD through a systematic review and meta-analysis of 25 

Mendelian randomization (MR) studies and a new two-sample MR analysis. 26 

Materials and Methods  27 

A literature search across major databases was conducted through May 2024 to identify MR 28 

studies linking T2DM and AD. Fixed/random-effect models provided pooled odds ratios (OR) 29 

with 95% confidence intervals (CI), and heterogeneity was assessed with the I² statistic. For 30 

our MR analysis, we pooled genetic variants from selected studies and analyzed AD 31 

outcomes using IGAP, EADB, and UKB databases. Multiple MR methods, including inverse-32 

variance weighted (IVW) and pleiotropy-robust approaches, were applied for validation.  33 

Results 34 

Of 271 articles, eight MR studies were included (sample sizes: 68,905 to 788,989), all from 35 

European ancestry. Our meta-analysis found no significant causal link between T2DM and 36 

AD (OR = 1.01, 95% CI: 0.99-1.03) with moderate heterogeneity (I² = 44.16%). Similarly, 37 

our MR analysis using 511 SNPs as instrumental variables showed no significant associations 38 

in IGAP, EADB, or UKB data, consistent across sensitivity analyses.  39 

Conclusions  40 
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This meta-MR and MR analysis revealed no significant causal association between T2DM 41 

and AD, indicating that T2DM may not directly influence AD risk. Further research should 42 

explore other mechanisms linking these conditions. 43 

 44 

 45 
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Introduction 47 

Type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) is a chronic metabolic condition characterized by impaired 48 

insulin sensitivity and persistent hyperglycemia. As a significant public health challenge 49 

contributing to an increasing burden worldwide, the global diabetes prevalence in individuals 50 

aged 20-79 in 2021 was estimated to be 10.5% (536.6 million people), rising to 12.2% (783.2 51 

million) in 2045 (1). In addition to its direct health impact and the increasing healthcare costs 52 

it brings, T2DM contributes to significant morbidity and mortality through its complications, 53 

such as cardiovascular disease, neuropathy, and kidney dysfunction, posing substantial 54 

challenges to healthcare systems and public health  (1-3). 55 

Alzheimer's disease (AD), the most common form of dementia that contributes to 60-56 

70% of dementia cases (4), is also a prevalent condition that significantly impacts global 57 

public health, marked by progressive cognitive decline and neurodegeneration (5).  58 

Numerous epidemiological studies have reported the increased risk of dementia 59 

outcomes, especially AD, in individuals with T2DM, suggesting a potential link between 60 

these two conditions (6, 7). For instance, a meta-analysis reported a 73% higher risk of all 61 

types of dementia and a 56% increased risk of AD in individuals with T2DM (7, 8). This 62 

association has been observed consistently across diverse populations, pointing to T2DM as a 63 

significant risk factor for AD. Several biological mechanisms have been proposed to explain 64 

this relationship, including insulin resistance, chronic hyperglycemia, and inflammation (9-65 

12). 66 

Mendelian randomization (MR) analysis is a genetic epidemiology method that infers 67 

causal relationships between modifiable risk factors and health outcomes. By leveraging 68 

genetic variants as instrumental variables (IVs), MR minimizes confounding and reverse 69 
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causation, common limitations in observational studies (13). While MR provides a robust 70 

method for inferring causality between T2DM and various complications, there remains a 71 

lack of comprehensive synthesis regarding its impact on cognitive outcomes, particularly AD 72 

(14-16). To address this gap, our study systematically reviewed and synthesized current 73 

research on the causal relationship between T2DM and AD by aggregating data from multiple 74 

published MR studies. One major limitation of meta-MR results is the risk of overestimating 75 

effect sizes due to the repeated inclusion of the same genetic variant, which can inflate 76 

associations and bias estimates (17, 18). To minimize this risk, we pooled single nucleotide 77 

polymorphisms (SNPs) associated with T2DM from MR studies included in this review and 78 

removed duplicate variants. Using the group of non-duplicate SNPs as IVs, we conducted a 79 

two-sample MR analysis to explore the unbiased causal association between T2DM and AD.  80 

Materials and Methods  81 

i) Systematic Review and Meta-MR 82 

To identify all relevant articles that addressed the causal associations between exposure 83 

(T2DM) and outcome (AD), we systematically searched PubMed, Web of Science and the 84 

EMBASE regardless of language from inception until May 1, 2024 (the complete search 85 

strategy can be found in S1 Appendix). The reference list of MR studies included in this 86 

review was also searched manually for other potentially relevant inclusions. The Preferred 87 

Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines were 88 

followed. The registered ID in PROSPERO is CRD42024609885. The review protocal is 89 

available from the reuqest from author.  90 

 91 
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Search strategy 92 

Two authors (SH and TL) independently implemented the search strategy. The process began 93 

with an initial screening of titles and abstracts, followed by an in-depth review of the full text 94 

for potential articles. Any disagreements between the two reviewers were addressed through 95 

discussion with a third author (FA), who provided adjudication. 96 

Inclusion criteria 97 

We included MR studies investigating the association between T2DM and AD. Eligible 98 

studies were required to report causal estimates, such as odds ratios (OR) or β-coefficients, 99 

presented as an absolute value per unit increase, along with the associated 95% confidence 100 

intervals (CI) or standard errors (SE). Only full original publications were considered for 101 

inclusion. In the case of duplicate cohorts, only the most recent MR studies with unique 102 

exposure-genome wide association studies (GWAS) and outcome-GWAS were retained for 103 

meta-MR.  104 

Data Extraction 105 

We extracted key details from each eligible MR study, including the first author, publication 106 

year, number of IVs, consortiums, sample size, population ancestry, MR design, analysis 107 

method, effect metrics (OR with 95% CI or β-coefficients with SEs), and sensitivity MR 108 

methods with their results. 109 

Quality Assessment 110 

We used the quality assessment tool incorporating ten questions designed to evaluate the 111 

quality of MR studies (19). Among the questions, three are core assumptions of MR: (1) the 112 
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genetic variants used as IVs must be strongly associated with the exposure of interest, (2) the 113 

genetic variants should not be associated with confounding factors, and (3) the genetic 114 

variants should influence the outcome solely through their effect on the exposure. Studies 115 

failing to address these key assumptions were excluded from the analysis. 116 

Statistical Analysis 117 

The effect estimates were combined using either a fixed-effects or random-effects model 118 

depending on the heterogeneity among the included studies. Heterogeneity between studies 119 

was quantified using the I2 statistic with values greater than 75% representing high 120 

heterogeneity (20). For studies reporting β-coefficients and SEs, the ORs and their 121 

corresponding CIs were obtained by exponentiating the β-coefficients and their respective 122 

CIs.  123 

ii) Two-sample MR analysis: 124 

We extracted information from eight eligible MR studies included in our systematic review. 125 

This included SNPs, major and reference alleles, effect allele frequency, effect size, SEs, 126 

effect metrics, p-values, closest genes, chromosomes and locations, and sample sizes. One 127 

investigator (SH) extracted the data, which was verified by the third investigator (FA). 128 

Missing data were requested from corresponding authors via e-mail.  129 

Instrumental variables selection 130 

Based on three MR assumptions, we pooled genetic variants demonstrating genome-wide 131 

significant associations (p < 5×10−8) with T2DM (19, 21). These variants came from 132 

DIAbetes Genetics Replication And Meta-analysis (DIAGRAM), DIAbetes Meta-ANalysis 133 

of Trans-Ethnic association studies (DIAMANTE) consortia, and other studies (22-26). In 134 
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these GWASs, various definitions of T2DM used across included studies, commonly based 135 

on diagnostic criteria such as fasting glucose (≥ 7.0 mmol/L), HbA1c (≥ 6.5%), or non-136 

fasting glucose (≥ 11.1 mmol/L), or from medical records, hospital discharge data, and 137 

electronic health registries. Details of these consortiums can be found in the S4 Appendix. 138 

The study design of the current MR analysis can be found in Fig 2.  139 

Given the overlapping of SNPs across the included studies, we employed a 140 

deduplication strategy based on the p-value associated with each SNP's exposure (T2DM) 141 

and the corresponding GWAS sample size. In the final analysis, we retained only non-142 

redundant SNPs, prioritizing those with the lowest p-values or derived from the most recent 143 

GWAS with the largest cohort size. 1,104 SNPs were initially merged from origin studies, 144 

with 859 proving to be unique. We implemented a standardisation process for the effect 145 

alleles to ensure comparability and accurate aggregation of genetic effect estimates across 146 

multiple cohorts.  147 

To ensure the validity and robustness of the causal inference and to verify the 148 

assumptions underlying the MR approach, associated traits for the SNPs were manually 149 

verified using the GWAS catalog and PheWeb. These SNPs were then subjected to linkage 150 

disequilibrium (LD) clumping with a threshold of R2=0.1 and 1000 kilobases (kb). Following 151 

this clumping process, 511 SNPs remained. All SNPs demonstrated F-statistics greater than 152 

10, indicating that the genetic variants explain a significant portion of the variance in the 153 

exposure variable. The details of IVs can be found in the S5 Appendix. In the sensitivity 154 

analysis, a broader range of R2 (from 0.01 to 0.8) was applied to capture a more 155 

comprehensive view of the association. By systematically varying the R2 thresholds, we 156 

aimed to balance the trade-off between instrument independence and coverage, thereby 157 

assessing the consistency of the causal estimates across varying degrees of SNP correlation.  158 
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Outcome Genetic Consortia Data 159 

The International Genomics of Alzheimer's Project (IGAP), European Alzheimer & Dementia 160 

Biobank (EADB) consortium and UK Biobank (UKB) from the included MR studies were 161 

utilized, which are all publicly available summary-level data (27-29). All the GWAS datasets 162 

used in this study obtained relevant ethics committee approvals, and participant informed 163 

consent at the time of their original data collection. IGAP is a comprehensive two-stage study 164 

based on GWASs of AD in individuals of European descent, which consists of Alzheimer 165 

Disease Genetics Consortium (ADGC), European Alzheimer's Disease Initiative (EADI), and 166 

other consortiums (28, 30). In the first stage, IGAP utilized genotyped and imputed data on 167 

7,055,881 SNPs to perform a meta-analysis of four previously published GWAS datasets, 168 

which included 17,008 AD cases and 37,154 controls.  169 

EADB united various European cohorts and GWAS consortia, with summary 170 

estimates derived from 39,106 participants with clinically diagnosed AD, 46,828 participants 171 

with proxy AD, and 401,577 control participants without AD. Proxy AD was determined 172 

solely from the UKB through questionnaire data, where participants were asked if they had 173 

been diagnosed with AD or dementia.  174 

UKB comprises 500,000 males and females from the general UK population, aged 40-175 

69 at baseline (2006-2010). Cases were identified as algorithmically determined participants 176 

to have AD (N = 954), while non-cases were defined as participants who were not (N = 177 

487,331). The analysis employed BOLT-LLM and was adjusted for age, sex, genotyping chip, 178 

and the top 10 genetic principal components, following the procedures of the Medical 179 

Research Council-Integrative Epidemiology Unit UK Biobank GWAS pipeline. Details about 180 

UKB and the pipeline can be found elsewhere (29, 31, 32).  181 
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Statistical Methods and Sensitivity Analyses 182 

We harmonized the summary SNP-T2DM and SNP-AD statistics to ensure effect size 183 

alignment and prevent strand mismatch. In this analysis, we utilized proxy SNPs where the 184 

primary SNPs were unavailable in the outcome dataset, thereby enhancing SNP coverage and 185 

retaining relevant instruments that meet the LD threshold. A minor allele frequency (MAF) 186 

threshold of 0.01 was applied to ensure that SNPs with low allele frequencies, which could 187 

introduce noise or bias, were excluded from the analysis. In MR analysis, the inverse 188 

variance weighted (IVW) method was used as the primary analysis method. The IVW method 189 

operates under the assumption that all SNPs included in the causal estimate are valid 190 

instruments, implying that they do not violate any of the fundamental assumptions of MR.  191 

To assess the potential impact of pleiotropy, we evaluated heterogeneity across SNP-192 

specific MR estimates using Cochran's Q statistic. We also performed MR-Egger regression, 193 

which provides a test for directional pleiotropy through its intercept, where a non-zero 194 

intercept suggests that pleiotropic effects are biasing the causal estimate (33, 34). We also 195 

used the weighted median estimator (WME), which allows up to 50% of the SNPs to be 196 

invalid instruments, offering a more robust causal estimate when pleiotropy is present (35, 197 

36). The simple mode and weighted mode methods further complement this by assuming that 198 

the causal effect is determined by the most frequent estimate among the SNPs, with the 199 

weighted mode giving more importance to stronger instruments (37, 38).  200 

All statistical analyses were performed using the “TwoSampleMR (0.5.10)” package 201 

in R Studio (version 2024.04). All P values were two-sided, and P < 0.05 was considered 202 

suggestive of statistical significance. The data, including exposures and outcomes, is all from 203 

open databases: https://www.ebi.ac.uk/gwas/home.  204 
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Results 205 

i) Systematic Review and Meta-MR 206 

The initial database search yielded 271 articles. Subsequent filtering to remove duplicates and 207 

articles not meeting the inclusion criteria. Further scrutiny for potential inclusions from 208 

reference lists led to 11 articles being considered for duplication cohorts’ check. Among these, 209 

one was excluded because of duplicate exposure and outcome consortium (Morris 2012 210 

GWAS and IGAP); one employed the one-sample MR study design, and one didn’t use IVW 211 

as the primary analysis methods. Eight MR studies met all criteria and were selected for 212 

inclusion in the meta-MR and subsequent MR analysis (15, 32, 39-44). In these eight MR 213 

studies, total sample sizes, including case and control, range from 68,905 to 788,989, all of 214 

European ancestry. All the studies passed the quality assessment. Information on individual 215 

studies included in this review (consortium, sample size, IVs, study design, population, and 216 

main results) is shown in the S2 Appendix. The quality assessment questions and results are 217 

shown in the S6 and S7 Appendix. The PRISMA diagram is shown in Fig 1. The PRISMA 218 

checklist can be found in S11 Appendix. The estimates represent the OR of AD per 1-unit 219 

higher log odds of T2DM.  220 

In the meta-analysis, the Cochran’s Q test yielded a value of 10.74 with p-value 0.097, the I2 221 

statistic was calculated to be 44.16%. Based on a fixed-effec model, the pooled risk estimate 222 

indicates that a genetic predisposition to T2DM was not significantly associated with an 223 

increased risk of AD (OR: 1.01; 95% CI: 0.99-1.03; p-value= 0.2) (Fig 3). The result of 224 

random effect model showed consistent results (S3 Appendix). 225 

ii) Two-Sample MR analysis 226 
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IGAP dataset: The results of our MR study using the IGAP dataset, which included 440 SNPs 227 

as IVs, are presented in the S8 Appendix and visualized in Fig 4a. Although 511 SNPs were 228 

initially identified as IVs after clumping (R2 =0.1), the final analysis included fewer SNPs 229 

due to several factors. First, not all SNPs from the clumped list had corresponding outcome 230 

data in the outcome dataset, leading to the exclusion of SNPs without matching outcome 231 

information. Additionally, despite choosing proxies where possible, some SNPs lacked 232 

suitable proxies with sufficient LD, resulting in further reduction. 233 

Our findings revealed no significant causal association (OR 0.95; 95% CI: 0.86-1.05; p-value 234 

= 0.29)  between genetic predisposition to T2DM and AD using the IVW method, even after 235 

applying multiple MR methods to assess the robustness of the results. The result remains 236 

insignificant in the sensitivity analysis with different clumping R2 (ranging from 0.01 to 0.8). 237 

The details of the results can be found in Fig 5a-5e. 238 

EADB dataset: The results of this MR study, which included 490 SNPs as IVs, are presented 239 

in the S9 Appendix and visualized in Fig 4b. No significant causal association was found 240 

using the IVW method (OR 0.99; 95% CI 0.97-1.02; p-value= 0.52) also across all MR 241 

methods. The result remains insignificant in the sensitivity analysis with different clumping 242 

R2 (ranging from 0.01 to 0.8). The details of the results can be found in Fig 5a-5e.  243 

UKB dataset: The results from the UKB dataset, which included 492 SNPs as IVs,  are 244 

presented in the S10 Appendix and visualized in Fig 4c, showing no significant association 245 

(OR 1.00; 95% CI 1.00-1.00; p-value = 0.96). The result remains insignificant in the 246 

sensitivity analysis with different clumping R2 (ranging from 0.01 to 0.8). The details of the 247 

results can be found in Fig 5a-5e.  248 
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No significant pleiotropy was observed in the above analyses, with the p-value of MR 249 

Egger regression above 0.05.   250 

 251 

Discussion 252 

Due to the nature of MR, which leverages genetic variants as proxies for exposures, this 253 

method can help address potential causal relationships between risk factors (T2DM) and 254 

outcomes (AD), minimizing the influence of confounding and reverse causality. Our study 255 

provides a thorough evaluation of the potential causal association between T2DM and AD by 256 

presenting findings of a meta-MR, as well as a new two-sample MR analysis based on IVs 257 

for T2DM identified from our review and outcome data from three large datasets (IGAP, 258 

EADB, UKB). In the meta-analysis of eight MR studies, we did not observe a statistically 259 

significant causal association between genetic predisposition to T2DM and AD. Similarly, 260 

our two-sample MR analyses revealed no statistically significant support for a causal 261 

association between T2DM and AD across various MR methods, such as IVW, MR-Egger, 262 

and weighted median. The results remained consistent even after employing different 263 

clumping thresholds (R² ranging from 0.01 to 0.8), further suggesting that the genetic 264 

predisposition to T2DM does not have a strong causal impact on AD development. Notably, 265 

no evidence of directional pleiotropy, as indicated by non-significant MR-Egger intercepts 266 

across all datasets, enhancing our findings' reliability. 267 

With these results, it is essential to assess the accuracy of our findings and investigate 268 

reasons for discrepancies with previous MR studies; one of the included MR studies in our 269 

review obtained significant association, which is opposite to other included studies (41). 270 
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Firstly, the choice of genetic variants used as IVs differs between studies. Genetic variants 271 

with varying strengths of association with T2DM could lead to inconsistent results, 272 

particularly if some studies utilize weak IVs that violate MR assumptions. Secondly, 273 

variations in data quality and population characteristics such as ancestry, age, and sex could 274 

also contribute to differing findings. Studies with more homogenous populations may yield 275 

stronger associations than those with diverse cohorts, where confounding factors might 276 

obscure true relationships. Our review showed that studies with different outcomes-GWAS 277 

may yield wider CIs (32). Thirdly, the definition of AD can affect the result of the MR 278 

analysis. Among the MR studies included in this paper, some studies used proxy AD 279 

diagnosis, which may affect the characteristics of the population (15).  280 

While our study did not find strong evidence of a direct causal association, 281 

epidemiological studies frequently report links between T2DM and AD. These associations 282 

are likely driven by residual confounding factors such as age, obesity, and hypertension, 283 

which can contribute to common underlying mechanisms like metabolic dysfunction, 284 

inflammation, and vascular damage (6, 45). One possible explanation for the lack of a 285 

significant causal link could be that T2DM may influence dementia risk through pathways 286 

distinct from those involved in AD, including insulin resistance (46-48), chronic 287 

hyperglycemia (49, 50), inflammation (51-53), and vascular dysfunction (54-57). T2DM is 288 

mainly associated with vascular changes that elevate the risk for vascular dementia rather 289 

than AD. Conditions like vascular injury and small vessel disease, prevalent in individuals 290 

with T2DM, may contribute to cognitive decline and dementia through cerebrovascular 291 

damage rather than through amyloid or tau pathology, which is central to AD. Studies 292 

indicate that while the pathological changes observed in AD and vascular dementia can 293 

coexist,  their mechanistic pathways may diverge, which may explain why our MR analysis 294 

did not find an increased risk of AD associated with T2DM. 295 
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Genetic instruments in MR studies may capture broader metabolic traits linked with 296 

T2DM, such as insulin resistance, obesity, and dyslipidemia, which could have complex 297 

effects on brain health. While these metabolic dysfunctions may increase overall dementia 298 

risk, their impact on AD pathology might be indirect or less significant. Additionally, T2DM 299 

is influenced by genetic, lifestyle, and environmental factors, and genetic variants linked to 300 

T2DM may not fully reflect the molecular mechanisms underlying AD, potentially diluting 301 

any AD-specific effect. 302 

Clinical Relevance 303 

The lack of a significant causal association between T2DM and AD in our study suggests that 304 

T2DM may not directly contribute to AD development. This finding challenges the common 305 

assumption that diabetes is a direct risk factor for AD and necessitates a reevaluation of the 306 

implications of T2DM for cognitive health. However, it is crucial to note that our results do 307 

not rule out the possibility that T2DM could increase dementia risk through alternative 308 

pathways.  309 

Potential mechanisms, including insulin resistance, chronic hyperglycemia, vascular 310 

damage, and inflammation, may independently contribute to cognitive decline, offering an 311 

explanation for the associations observed in epidemiological studies between T2DM and 312 

dementia risk. While our findings do not support a direct link between T2DM and AD, they 313 

underscore the need for further research into the broader impact of T2DM on dementia, 314 

particularly through non-AD pathways (58-60). Future studies should focus on the 315 

differential effects of T2DM on various dementia types to better understand its role in 316 

cognitive decline, which could provide valuable insights for healthcare providers and inform 317 

strategies for prevention and intervention in at-risk populations. 318 
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Strengths and Limitations 319 

A key strength of our study is its comprehensive methodology, which combines a systematic 320 

review and meta-analysis of existing MR studies to enhance statistical power and produce 321 

robust association estimates. Our original MR analyses conducted across multiple large-scale 322 

datasets further strengthen this. Our rigorous sensitivity analyses, utilizing various MR 323 

methods and clumping thresholds, also help mitigate potential biases such as horizontal 324 

pleiotropy. However, the limitation should be noted. First, moderate heterogeneity among 325 

MR studies was observed in our meta-MR study. We conducted additional sensitivity analysis 326 

using a random-effects model, which produced consistent results, supporting the robustness 327 

of the pooled effect estimate. Second, the generalizability of our findings may be restricted, 328 

particularly for populations outside of European ancestry, necessitating caution in applying 329 

these results broadly. 330 

Conclusions 331 

In conclusion, no causal association was observed in our study, which included a meta-MR 332 

and a two-sample MR analysis of T2DM and AD using large, well-powered datasets. These 333 

findings highlight the need for further research to explore other potential mechanisms linking 334 

metabolic disorders and neurodegenerative diseases, such as shared inflammatory or vascular 335 

pathways, rather than direct genetic predispositions to T2DM as a cause of AD.  336 
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 537 
 538 

Fig 1. PRISMA ((Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses)  539 

flow diagram for systematic review and meta-analysis of the association between type 2 540 

diabetes and Alzheimer’s disease. 541 

T2DM, type 2 diabetes mellitus; AD, Alzheimer’s disease; MR, mendelian randomization; 542 

IVW, inverse variance weighting.  543 
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 544 

Fig 2. Flowchart of Mendelian Randomization analysis.  545 

T2DM, type 2 diabetes mellitus 546 

 547 
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556 
Fig 3. The pooled result of Mendelian Randomization analysis between type 2 diabetes 557 

mellitus and Alzheimer’s disease (based on fixed effect model with heterogeneity 558 

I2=44.16%)  559 

SNP, Single nucleotide polymorphism; OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval 560 
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a. Type 2 diabetes mellitus and Alzheimer’s disease - MR analysis using the IGAP dataset: 570 

 571 

 572 

b. Type 2 diabetes mellitus and Alzheimer’s disease - MR analysis using the EADB dataset: 573 

 574 

 575 

 576 

 577 
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c. Type 2 diabetes mellitus and Alzheimer’s disease - MR analysis using the UKB dataset: 578 

 579 

 580 

Fig 4. The causal association between type 2 diabetes mellitus and Alzheimer’s disease - 581 

MR analysis using the IGAP dataset, EADB dataset, and UKB dataset. 582 

SNP, Single nucleotide polymorphism; OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; IGAP, The 583 

International Genomics of Alzheimer's Project; EADB, European Alzheimer & Dementia 584 

Biobank consortium; UKB, UK Biobank 585 
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a. Clumping R2=0.01, based on inverse weighted variance method:  592 

 593 

 594 

b. Clumping R2=0.2, based on inverse weighted variance method:  595 

 596 

 597 
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 599 
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c. Clumping R2=0.4, based on inverse weighted variance method:  601 

 602 

 603 

d. Clumping R2=0.6, based on inverse weighted variance method:  604 

 605 

 606 

 607 

 608 

 609 
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e. Clumping R2=0.8, based on inverse weighted variance method:  611 

 612 

 613 

Fig 5. The causal association between type 2 diabetes mellitus and Alzheimer’s disease 614 

(clumping R2=0.01, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, and 0.8, based on inverse weighted variance method). 615 

SNP, Single nucleotide polymorphism; OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; IGAP, The 616 

International Genomics of Alzheimer's Project; EADB, European Alzheimer & Dementia 617 

Biobank consortium 618 

 619 
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