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Abstract

Mounting evidence shows that the complex interaction between genes and environmental
exposures is one of the major reasons for the diverse trajectories of micro- and macro-structural
alterations across individuals. However, it is largely elusive how the multi-factorial mechanism,
through which the gene-by-environment interaction exerts pathogenetic effects, contributes to
brain structure differentially in male and female groups, in different age groups, and under
different socioeconomic status (SES). To answer these important neuroscience questions, we
performed a large-scale association analysis of brain structural measures and a set of risk
factors of interest by using 35,035 subjects from UK Biobank (UKB), where each subject has
101 regional brain volumes, 110 white matter integrity measures, Apolipoprotein E (APOE)
genotypes, 15 polygenic risk scores, demographic information, lifestyle factors, and
socioeconomic status (SES). We found over 200 significant pairs of brain-wide associations (p <
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2.37x10-4) regarding both the main and interaction effects by using exclusively white British
UKB subjects, while validating most of them in an independent dataset of non-British UKB
ancestry subjects. For example, a positive age-APOE-ε2 interaction effect on the amygdala
volume was identified, suggesting its protective role of APOE-ε2 against brain aging specifically
at the amygdala. Our findings allow us to establish an in-depth understanding of health
disparities that may ensure that health care is accessible and equal for all, regardless of sex,
race, ethnicity, geography, and socioeconomic status.

Introduction
Aging is a complex and sophisticated biological process involving multiple alterations at
molecular, metabolism, and biological pathways [1]–[3]. Together with diverse demographic and
environmental exposures, the individual’s aging trajectories manifest massive heterogeneities in
terms of cognitive function, behavior, brain structure, brain function, and presence/absence of
specific symptoms [4]–[6]. Since many modifiable exposome variables are often the root cause
of the health disparities, it is of high demand to identify risk factors associated with aging and
fully understand the synergistic effect of these risk factors on the aging mechanism. Multiple
lines of evidence show that the effect of biological factors and environmental variables on the
aging process is mediated by brain structure, including regional morphometrics and the wiring
patterns of white matter tracts [7]–[10]. Many factors, such as age [11], genetics [12]–[14],
lifestyle factors [15]–[18], socioeconomic status (SES) [19], [20], and sex [21]–[23], may
contribute to an individual's changes in brain structure in a comprehensive way. In this context,
examining their association with changes in brain structure has a great potential to understand
the pathophysiological mechanism of many brain-related diseases (e.g., Alzheimer’s disease),
thus providing insights on preventing and slowing the progression of neurodegenerative
diseases. However, most of the current studies only focus on the main effect of a few risk
factors at a time, lacking a holistic understanding of how changes in brain structure are
regulated by various risk factors, such as age, genetics, lifestyle factors, and SES.

Aging is nonstopable, making it the most important non-modifiable factor that affects brain
regional measures and white matter integrity. Decreasing brain regional volumes and expanding
ventricles can be observed even in the normal aging process accompanied with cognitive
decline [24]. Among them, frontal and temporal cortex, putamen, thalamus and accumbens are
reported to be more susceptible to aging [25]. The loss of white matter microstructural integrity
is also observed in the elderly population, while accounting for a portion of cognitive decline
[26].

Besides age-specific effects, the sex and Apolipoprotein E (APOE) genotypes are another two
major non-modifiable risk factors widely investigated in aging studies. In this context, we carry
on a fine-grained brain-wide association study to elucidate the synergistic effects between age,
sex and APOE. Specifically, we stratify the APOE genotype into several subtypes based on the
mutation on the second (APOE-ε2), third (APOE-ε3), and fourth allele (APOE-ε4) of APOE.
Following this stratification on APOE, we examine the age-specific and sex-specific effect of
APOE genotyepes on brain structure. Regarding the general aging population, we found
APOE-ε2 allele manifest protective effects while APOE-ε4 is akin to the increased risk of
developing AD and related dementia. However, APOE-related effects express a clear pattern of
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age-dependent and sex-dependent associations, supporting the evidence [23], [27], [28] that
sex difference does exists and exerts dynamic effect on brain structures in the aging process.

Since the aging process often accompanies various brain diseases, we further use polygenic
risk scores (PRS) underlying brain diseases and behavioral factors to investigate whether their
genetic risks are associated with brain volumes and white matter microstructure. Risk variants
for many highly heritable brain-related diseases may affect brain structure. Nine examples of
such diseases include Alzheimer’s disease (AD) [29], attention deficit hyper-activity disorder
(ADHD) [30], anxiety disorder [31], Autism spectrum disorder (ASD) [32], bipolar disorder [33],
major depression disorder (MDD) [34], obsessive-compulsive disorder (OCD) [35], Panic
disorder (PD) [36], schizophrenia (SCH) [37], and Tourette syndrome (TS) [38]. For instance, the
entorhinal cortex, subiculum, and hippocampus were reported to be engaged in the
development of AD [39]. Substantial brain volume alterations can be observed in affected
individuals of many neurodegenerative diseases as well as healthy controls, who carry the risk
alleles [14]. For instance, structural deficits of the frontal and temporal lobes are observed in
both the schizophrenia patients and their healthy siblings [40]. Through PRS, we may locate
brain subregions that are involved in the pathology of  brain diseases.

Besides the non-modifiable factors discussed above, there are many modified factors, including
lifestyle factors and SES, for brain diseases and brain structure. For instance, healthy lifestyle
factors, such as not smoking and a healthy diet, were related to reduced risk of cardiovascular
and neurodegenerative diseases [41]–[43]. In the 2020 report of the Lancet Commission on
dementia prevention, intervention, and care, it has been reported that 40% of dementia could be
prevented or delayed if 12 major risk factors were modified. Moreover, the effect of genetic risk
factors on brain structure can potentially be modified by modified factors. For instance, recent
studies have identified associations between dietary intake of long-chain omega-3 fatty acid,
eicosapentaenoic and docosahexaenoic acids [44], [45] and gray matter volume. Heavy alcohol
consumption was reported to be associated with loss of white matter integrity and brain disorder
[18]. Moreover, accelerated brain volume loss with aging was observed in chronic alcoholics
[46], suggesting that alcohol abuse may have a more severe effect on brain structure in older
adults. However, little has ever been done on how changes in brain structure are jointly
regulated by a large set of both modifiable and non-modifiable risk factors.

Identifying brain structure associated with both non-modifiable risk factors and modifiable
life-course factors is an urgent priority in aging research with huge potential economic benefits.
The purpose of this study is to perform a comprehensive association analysis of genetic,
lifestyle factors, social economic status, age and sex with brain structure. The overall study
design was illustrated in Fig. 1. To measure brain structure, we generated 101 brain regional
volumes and 110 diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) measures of white matter integrity based on the
Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) data of more than 35,035 UK Biobank (UKB) subjects. We
also extracted all possible risk factors of interest including APOE genotypes, 15 polygenic risk
scores, demographic information, lifestyle factors, and socioeconomic status (SES) from these
UKB subjects. The unprecedented large sample size of UKB enables our large-scale
association analysis of brain structure and these life course risk factors with high statistical
power and replicability of the findings in this work. Our findings provide a new window to
disentangle the nature and timing of dementia risks underlying various health disparity
conditions.
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Methods
​​
Study Population

UK Biobanks (UKB) released a dataset of a total 500,000 participants. More than 40,000
participants have MRI data, which is valuable for studying brain structure. After data processing,
we obtained DTI phenotype data of 37,123 subjects from UKB phase 1, phase 2 and phase 3
with both the genetic and lifestyle information. We restricted our white matter analysis to 35,035
unrelated individuals with DTI phenotypes, genetic and lifestyle information available. The main
discovery was based on the 32,320 white British UKB subjects and we validated our results on
the remaining 2,715 non-British ancestry subjects. For the study of brain structure, we have the
volumetric phenotypes data for 39,216 UKB samples. We restricted our brain structure analysis
to 36,969 independent individuals with volumes for regions of interest (ROIs), genetic and
lifestyle information available. The main discovery was based on the 34,097 white British
subjects and we validated our results on the remaining 2,872 non-British ancestry subjects.

Imaging Data Processing

The T1 MRI and diffusion-weighted MRI datasets were processed following the same
procedures as in [13] and [47], respectively. Details about image acquisition, preprocessing, and
phenotype generation can be found in Supplementary Text. The 101 regional and overall brain
volumetric phenotypes of 39,216 UKB individuals were generated, including the whole brain
volume (WBV), white matter (WM), gray matter (GM), and cerebrospinal fluid (CSF). The 110
DTI phenotypes of 37,123 UKB individuals were generated, including the fractional anisotropy
(FA), mode of diffusivity (MD), axial diffusivity (AD), radial diffusivity (RD), and mode of diffusivity
(MO) for 21 white matter tracts. For each imaging phenotype, values greater than five times the
median absolute deviation from the median value were identified as outliers and removed from
the regression analyses.

APOE Genotyping

The ε4 allele of the APOE gene is a known risk factor of AD. Single-nucleotide polymorphisms
(SNPs) rs429358 and rs7412 are two variants in the APOE-ε4 locus. The combination of these
two SNPs corresponds to 3 different APOE alleles (APOE-ε2, APOE-ε3 and APOE-ε4) and
generates six genotypes, APOE-ε3/ APOE-ε3, APOE-ε3/ APOE-ε4, APOE-ε2/ APOE-ε3,
APOE-ε4/ APOE-ε4, APOE-ε2/ APOE-ε4 and APOE-ε2/ APOE-ε2 [48]. Unlike the APOE-ε4, the
APOE-ε2 can reduce the risk of developing AD risk and is the least common in the population,
while the APOE-ε3 is the most common and considered risk-neutral [49]. The APOE genotyping
information was extracted from the imputed SNP data from the UKB resources. For the 35,035
unrelated subjects used in the main discovery and verification of 110 DTI phenotypes, APOE
genotypes were distributed as follows: 770 subjects (2.2%) are APOE-ε4 homozygote with 420
male and 350 female, 202 subjects (0.58%) are APOE-ε2 homozygote with 93 male and 109
female, 20770 subjects (59.3%) are APOE-ε3 homozygote with 9929 male and 10841 female,
4330 subjects (12.4%) are APOE-ε2/ APOE-ε3 with 2032 male and 2298 female, 833 subjects
(2.4%) are APOE-ε2/ APOE-ε4 with 374 male and 459 female and 8130 subjects (23.2%) are
APOE-ε3/ APOE-ε4 with 3737 male and 4393 female. The allele frequencies of ε2, ε3 and ε4
are 7.9% , 77.1% and 15.0%, respectively. See Table 1 for demographic information of each
genotype.
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To account for the additive effect of APOE-ε4 allele, we included the number of APOE-ε4 allele
as a covariate in our models. According to the summary statistics derived from the UKB
questionnaire, APOE-ε2 homozygote has a lower maternal history of dementia rate compared
with APOE-ε3 homozygote. Therefore, we included the number of ε2 alleles as a covariate to
our model. In some studies, APOE-ε4 are categorized into two categories (APOE-ε4
homozygotes and all others), APOE-ε2 homozygote and APOE-ε2/APOE-ε3 are considered
APOE-ε2 carriers and the remaining 4 genotypes are all in the control group. We will only
consider linear models with the number of APOE-ε4 and APOE-ε2 as covariates in this paper.
The results of models with APOE-ε4 and APOE-ε2 categorized into two categories are
displayed in the Supplement material.

Polygenic Risk Score (PRS)

A wide range of heritable brain diseases and behavioral factors are associated with brain
structure [50]–[52]. We will focus on 9 diseases from the UNC PGC [53], including AD, ADHD,
anxiety disorder, ASD, bipolar disorder, MDD, OCD, PD, SCH and TS, as well as 6 behavioral
factors, including alcohol dependence, cognitive performance, education, opioid dependence,
self-employment and smoking. Common genetic variants associated with these disorders and
behaviors have been identified by large-scale genome-wide association studies (GWAS)
meta-analysis [54]–[68] and the combinations of these risk alleles are estimated as PRSs. A
PRS represents an individual’s genetic level risk. We included these PRSs in our models to
investigate how the genetic variations affect brain structure. Details of the description and steps
for generating PRSs for each of the above clinical factors can be found in the Supplementary
Text.

Lifestyle and SES factors

The lifestyle variables we used in our analysis are mostly reproduced from the healthy lifestyle
and dementia study [69]. Not being a current smoker, regular physical activity, and a healthy diet
are well-established healthy lifestyle factors that are associated with the brain. We categorized
alcohol assumption into abstinence, moderate consumption and excessive consumption due to
contradicting evidence on moderate alcohol consumption [18], [70]. The above four healthy
lifestyle variables were collected by UKB touchscreen questionnaires at the baseline. Smoking
status is dichotomized into current smoking and not current smoking. Following the American
Heart Association (AHA) recommendations, at least 150 minutes or at least 5 days of moderate
activity or 75 minutes or at least 1 day of vigorous activity are considered doing regular physical
activity. The maximum threshold of moderate alcohol consumption is 14g/d for women and
28g/d for men. Abstinence includes people not currently drinking or drinking only on special
occasions with total alcohol consumption equal to 0 units per day. Healthy diet is defined as
meeting adequate intake of at least 4 out of 7 dietary recommendations for cardiometabolic
health (vegetables, fruits, fish, unprocessed meat, processed meat, whole grains and refined
grains) [41]. Short and long sleep duration (sleeping less than 6 hours or longer than 8 hours) is
also a risk factor for developing dementia [71]. Besides the above lifestyle factors, we also
included the education and social deprivation factors in our analysis. Education level is
categorized into having a college/university degree or above and not having a college/university
degree or above. Social deprivation is measured by the Townsend deprivation index which
corresponds to the postcode of each participant’s location. It was dichotomized into two groups,
above the Townsend deprivation index median and below the median. Details of how we
generated these lifestyle and SES factors are provided in Table S1 and Supplementary Text.
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Covariates

In all the models, we adjusted for the participants’ marriage status (categorized into participants
live with their partner or not), study phase (categorized into phase 1, phase 2 and phase3), age
at the baseline, sex, and sex and age interaction. We also included the WBV as a covariate for
all ROI volumes except WBV.

Statistical Analysis

Missing value imputations for covariates and imaging traits were included in the Supplementary
Text. Afterwards, we carried out four levels of multivariate linear regression models on the white
British UKB subjects to answer the following questions: 1) Does the APOE genotype and age
interaction effect on DTI phenotypes and ROI volumes vary for males and females? 2) Does the
interaction between APOE genotype and sex have a significant effect on the DTI phenotype
measurements and ROI volumes? 3) Are there associations between DTI phenotypes/ROI
volumes and APOE genotype, healthy lifestyle factors, SES, and PRSs? 4) Are there the APOE
genotype and environmental factor interaction effects on DTI phenotypes and ROI volumes?

To answer these questions 1)-3), we used the standardized 110 DTI measurements and 101
ROI volumes as the dependent variable and APOE-ε2, APOE-ε4 count, sex, age, PRSs,
lifestyle factors, UKB study phase, marriage status, sex and age as the predictor variables. The
P-values and effect sizes of APOE genotype, lifestyle risk factors and PRSs were retrieved from
the multivariate linear regression. We used Bonferroni correction for the p-values to adjust for
multiple testing. The threshold of significance for 211 independent testing after Bonferroni
adjustment is approximately 2.37x10-4 (0.05/211). To investigate the effect of APOE genotype
and sex interaction on DTI phenotypes and ROI volumes, we added these two-way interaction
terms to our models. For identifying the difference of APOE genotype and sex interaction effect
on DTI phenotypes and ROI volumes in different age groups, the 3-way interaction term of age,
sex and APOE, and three 2-way interaction terms between age, sex and APOE were included
in the regression models and the full set of covariates was used. To address question 4), the
APOE-environmental interactions and the age-environmental interaction were considered,
respectively. Specific statistical models we considered for the association between the main,
two-way and three-way interactions and brain structure were shown in Supplementary text.

We verified our discovery on an independent set of non-British ancestry UKB subjects. The
same association analysis was carried out using a confidence level of 0.05 as cutoff. Because
the sample size of the validation set is relatively small, we reported and discussed all the
associations that passed the Bonferroni p-value threshold in our main discovery. The validation
results are only used to show the robustness of our findings. Throughout the paper, we report
only significant results among the white British population that can be verified by the non-British
ancestry population, unless otherwise clarified. Subsequent analyses were carried out in male
and female groups separately. We keep the same set of covariates but removing sex and all the
interaction terms with sex.

Results
Participant Characteristics
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In the 35,035 participants used in the DTI phenotype analysis, 16,515 (47%) are male and
18,520 (53%) are female, 9,191 carry 1 APOE-ε4 allele, 792 carry 2 APOE-ε4 alleles, and
25,940 carry no APOE-ε4 allele. There are 7 people identified as having Dementia. The range
of age is from 45 to 81. And the 6 healthy lifestyle factors have low correlation (< 0.1). The
demographic information of the 35,035 individuals used in the DTI phenotype association study
were included in Table 1. The correlation plots between genetic and lifestyle factors, between
101 ROI phenotypes, and between 110 DTI traits were demonstrated in Figs. S1-S3,
respectively. The 15 PRS scores used as covariates in our models are assumed normally
distributed (see Fig. S4 for histograms).

Overall summary

No significant APOE-lifestyle interaction effects on either brain volumes and or white matter
integrity was identified, except the APOE-ε4-moderate alcohol interaction on the AxD of the
superior fronto-occipital fasciculus (SFO) (Fig. S20). In contrast, no APOE-ε4-excessive alcohol
interaction effect was observed. This is generally consistent with [72], in which no
gene-environmental interactions were discovered on cognitive ability. In total, we identified 331
and 395 significant associations of age, sex, genetic, lifestyle, SES, age-sex, age-lifestyle,
age-SES, sex-APOE and age-sex-APOE interactions with brain volume and white matter
diffusion parameters in the British population, respectively. The identified effects (standardized
coefficients) were highly reproducible, with correlation 0.87 (Fig. S15) and 0.96 (Fig. S16)
between British and non-British populations, respectively. It was shown that education, alcohol
and smoking are the top three factors among the genetic, lifestyle and SES factors that
influence most regions on brain structure (Figs. S17 and S18).

APOE, Disease PRS and Age-sex Interaction Associated with Brain Structural
Architecture

We examined the APOE gene, PRS, and age-sex interactions associated with brain structure
with several interesting findings. First, APOE-ε4 was negatively associated with the volumes of
thalamus and basal forebrain and the fractional anisotropy (FA) of cingulum hippocampus
(CGH) and posterior thalamic radiation (PTR), while it was positively associated with the radial
diffusivity (RD) of CGH and PTR, axial diffusivity (AxD) of superior corona radiata (SCR) and the
mean diffusivity (MD) of PTR and cingulum cingulate (CGC) (Figs. 2A, 2B and 2C). The
reduced FA and increased RD and AxD in the APOE-ε4+ group for normal control subjects were
consistent with [73], indicating the disruption of the myelin sheath. The reduced volume of
thalamus with APOE-ε4+ was in accordance with [74] for mild cognitive impairment patients.

Second, three-way age-sex-APOE-ε4 interaction effects were identified on the left cerebellum
exterior volume (p = 1.9E-04), supporting that among APOE-ε4 carriers, the volume of left
cerebellum exterior decrease slower in males than in females (Figs. 2B and S11). This supports
that female APOE-ɛ4 carriers have a large extent of AD risk [27]. Moreover, significant negative
age-sex interactions were found on white matter volume, grey matter volume and most of the
cortical and subcortical regional volumes (Fig. S7), suggesting that volumes of those regions
decrease faster among males than females. It may indicate that the sex difference can differ
between normal controls and APOE-ε4 carriers. Findings on normal aging was consistent with
those in [22], [23], [75]–[77], in which a protective influence for female sex hormones on the
aging process of brain volumes were found among the normal controls, whereas findings
among APOE-ε4 carriers was validated in [78], which interpreted that female APOE-ε4 carriers
show greater hypometabolism and atrophy than male carriers. Our results capture such sex
differences.
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Third, a positive age-APOE-ε2 interaction effect on the left amygdala volume (p = 4.84E-06)
was identified and three-way age-sex-APOE-ε2 interaction effects were identified (p < 0.01) on
volumes of the right pars opercularis, left hippocampus, left inferior lateral ventricle and caudate
even though they did not pass the 2.37E-4 significance level (Figs. 2B, 2C and S12),
suggesting the protective role of APOE-ε2 against volume reduction with aging, especially
among females. Further evidence came from the post hoc analyses among females and males
separately, showing that positive effect of age-APOE-ε2 interaction on left amygdala among
females but not among males (Fig. S5).

Fourth, 15 PRSs were found to be associated with brain structure (Figs. 2A, 2B and 2D).
Specifically, for the larger AD PRS, we observed increased ventricular volume (inferior lateral
ventricle, p = 1.1E-4) and reduced cortical (entorhinal, p = 4.8E-5) volume. For the larger
schizophrenia PRS, we observed the reduced FA of the anterior corona radiata (ACR) (p =
2.0E-5) and the increased superior parietal volume (p = 1.6E-4). For the higher ADHD PRS, we
observed the reduced WBV (p = 3.5E-8). For the higher bipolar PRS, we observed increased
right transverse temporal volume (p = 7.8E-7). For the higher opioid dependence PRS, we
observed the increased FA of the IFO (p = 3.8E-5). For the higher OCD PRS, we observed
larger medial accumbens volume (p = 5.7E-5). For the higher MDD PRS, we observed the
increased superior frontal volume (p = 4.2E-5) and the decreased medial orbitofrontal volume (p
= 9.9E-5). For the higher ASD PRS, we observed the decreased AxD on the posterior corona
radiata (PCR) (p = 1.9E-5) and superior corona radiata (SCR) (p = 5.1E-6).

Smoking Effects on Brain Structure

We investigated the potential associations of smoking with brain structure, leading to three
findings. First, for the overall brain metrics, smoking has a negative effect on overall gray matter
volumes (p = 2.6E-22), a decreased average FA (p = 4.5E-9) and an elevated average RD (p =
7.5E-11) and MD (p = 2.0E-8) among the white British UKB people.

Second, we identified the associations between harmful smoking and brain structure including 4
subcortical regions (the thalamus, amygdala, putamen, and ventral DC), three ventricular
regions (the third ventricle, lateral ventricle, and inferior lateral ventricle), and 16 white matter
tracts (Fig. 4B). Except decreased AxD on the corticospinal tract (CST) and fornix-stria
terminalis (FXST), directions of the other smoking effects on the above identified regions or
tracts were highly consistent: reduced subcortical volume, inflated ventricular volume,
decreased FA, and increased AxD, RD, and MD on the white matter tracts (Figs. 3, 4A, and
4B). Those results validated previous literature of [79] regarding volumes of gray matter,
thalamus [15] and cerebellum [80], enlarged putamen [81] and lateral ventricle volumes [82],
and diffusivity parameters for corpus callosum (CC), anterior limb of internal capsule (ALIC),
superior longitudinal fasciculus (SLF) and uncinate Fasciculus (UNC) [83]–[86], respectively.
The decreased FA and increased AxD, RD and MD matched well the accelerating brain aging
process among heavy smokers [87]. Studies on causal pathways of nicotine dependence [10]
using 23,624 subjects from UKB revealed that 272 SNP effects on smoking status were
mediated by the FA, particularly at the right ALIC, suggesting this association can be genetically
driven.

Third, we observed consistent directions of those smoking effects across races (white British
and non-British ancestry) and brain regions. Directions of the identified signals are 100% (10 out
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of 10) consistent on volume and 93% (53 out of 57) consistent on white matter diffusivity based
on the non-British ancestry  population.

Alcohol Consumption

We investigated the potential associations of alcohol consumption with brain structure, leading
to five findings. First, for the overall brain metrics, excessive alcohol consumption was
significantly associated with the reduced whole brain volume (p = 9.3E-15) and the increased
average AxD (p = 7.8E-7).

Second, we identified the associations between harmful alcohol consumption and brain
structure including the volumes of 6 cortical (superior parietal, precentral, caudal middle frontal,
rostral middle frontal, and pars triangularis), 3 subcortical and 3 ventricular regions (Fig. 4C)
and diffusivity parameters on 11 white matter tracts (Fig. 4D). Except the FA, RD and MD of the
corticospinal tract (CST) and AxD of CGC, directions of the other heavy alcohol effects on the
above identified regions or tracts were highly consistent: reduced cortical volume, inflated
ventricular volume, decreased FA, and increased AxD, RD, and MD on those 11 white matter
tracts (Figs. 3, 4C, and 4D). Specifically, heavy alcohol consumptions has an inflated ventricular
volume, reduced gray matter volume over the premotor cortex (caudal middle frontal), the
sensorimotor cortex (superior parietal and precentral), language (Rostral middle frontal) region,
reduced volume of subcortical regions accumbens and thalamus, and the decreased FA, and
increased AD, RD, and MD on CC, corona radiata (CR), FSXT, fornix (FX), SLF and UNC.
Those above findings were validated on the volume of ventricle, frontal, parietal, accumbens
and thalamus [18], [88]–[90], and CC, ACR, PCR, CGC, FX, ALIC, PLIC and SLF [91]–[93]. The
effects of excessive alcohol on CST were different from other tracts, with increased FA (p =
1.3E-9) and decreased RD (p = 3.5E-8) and MD (p = 1.8E-7). Similar complex differential
impairment patterns on the CST were also reported in [94], showing that MD and RD were
decreased in the inferior segment of the CST.

Third, we observed (p < 0.01) a positive age-excessive alcohol interaction effect on lateral
ventricle, negative age-alcohol interaction effects on inferior temporal and precentral (for
excessive alcohol) and caudate (for moderate alcohol) regions (Fig. 5C), and positive
age-excessive alcohol interaction on AD, RD, or MD on the corpus callosum and corona radiata
(Fig. 4F). Although they did not pass the 2.37E-4 significance level, they all matched well the
directions with main results: the detrimental effects, in particular, the reduced cortical volume,
inflated ventricular volume, decreased FA, and increased AxD, RD, and MD, which were more
prominent among older adults.

Fourth, we observed generally consistent directions of those effects across races (white British
and non-British ancestry) and brain regions. For excessive alcohol, the directions of all identified
signals are, respectively, 52.3% (11 out of 21) and 97% (30 out of 31) consistent on brain
structure across races; the directions of the age-alcohol interaction effects (p < 0.01) were 100%
(6 out of 6) consistent on volume across races.

Fifth, we observed consistent directions of associations between moderate and excessive
alcohols with brain structure. For example, with more moderate alcohol, a larger FA at the CST
was observed. This was consistent with the association of FA at CST with excessive alcohol.
For all the other brain regions or tracts, although not significant, the directions of age-moderate
alcohol effects were consistent with age-excessive alcohol interactions for both the volume and
diffusivity over the majority of brain regions (Figs. S7 and S8), in that the directions of age
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interactions with moderate alcohol and excessive alcohol were 81.2% consistent for volume and
82.7% consistent for white matter diffusion parameters.

In conclusion, by comparing alcohol and smoking, differences of their associations with brain
structure can be summarized in three aspects. 1) More cortical regions were identified for
alcohol, whose directions of association were consistent across white British and non-British
ancestry populations. In contrast, no cortical signals were found for smoking. 2) The detrimental
effects of alcohol were more prominent among older people, whereas no age interaction effect
was detected for smoking, suggesting relatively consistent smoking effects in this age range. 3)
More white matter tracts were identified for smoking than alcohol for significant associations.

Physical Activity, Diet, and Sleep

We investigated the potential association of physical activity, diet, and sleep with brain structure
with three findings. First, beneficial effects of physical activity include (Figs. 3A and 4E) positive
associations with regional volume of the temporal (middle temporal, p = 2.3E-4; entorhinal, p =
7.2E-7), subcortical (amygdala, accumens and pallium) and negative association with the
volume of CSF (p = 1.6E-4). Consistent results in previous literature can be found for the
entorhinal region [95], nucleus accumbens [96], and CSF [97].

Second, for the higher healthy diet, we observed larger overall brain volume (p = 9.3E-15), and
such positive associations could be more prominent among younger adults. Specifically,
negative associations between the age-diet interaction and brain regional volume implied that
the increase of frontal (pars opercularis, p = 4.5E-3) and visual region (pericalcarine, p = 1.5E-3;
cuneus, p = 1.9E-3) volume and the reduction of ventricular volume (lateral ventricle, p =
3.6E-3) may be more prominent among younger instead of the older adults (Figs. 3A and 5C).
Directions of the identified age-diet interactions based on p < 0.01 on both the volume and white
matter diffusivity were 100% consistent across races, although they did not pass the 2.37E-4
significance level. As the healthy diet was defined by categories of fruits, vegetables, whole
grains, refined grains, fish, unprocessed meat, and processed meat, further investigations as
future work were required to identify specific food categories that led to age interaction patterns.

Lastly, beneficial effects of sleep include positive associations with brain volume of frontal (pars
triangularis, p = 1.7E-4) and parietal (postcentral, p = 1.1E-5) regions (Fig. 3A). However,
directions of those signals for sleep were inconsistent among white British and non-British
ancestry subjects. Such conclusions require additional validations from further investigations.

SES (Education, Social Deprivation and Self-employment)

We investigated the potential effects of SES on brain structure with five findings. First, for the
overall brain measures, subjects with higher education tend to have larger overall brain volume
(p = 1.7E-61), a smaller white matter volume (p = 1.6E-12), and an increased FA (p = 2.0E-9)
and AxD (p = 2.2E-6); both the overall brain volume (p = 1.9E-30) and the gray matter volume
(p = 5.8E-5) were validated from the education PRS effects, indicating these can be genetically
driven.

Second, we identified 4 cortical (pars orbitalis, isthmus cingulate, entorhinal, inferior temporal), 2
ventricular (CSF), 1 subcortical (ventral DC), brainstem and cerebellum regions and 15 white
matter tracts with significant associations of brain volume and white matter diffusivity,
respectively. See Figs. 5A and 5B for more details. All associations, except the volume of
isthmus cingulate and RD of FX, consistently matched the following patterns: increased cortical,
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ventricular, subcortical and cerebellar volumes, increased FA and AD, and decreased RD and
increased MO with higher education levels. These patterns were different from smoking and
alcohol for its decreased AxD values but also can be considered as indications of decreased
white matter integrity [98]. Those findings were validated by previous literature with reduced FA
in fiber tracts of parietal, temporal, occipital lobes, increased ventricular enlargement among AD
patients [99] and increased CSF volume [99], [100]. Such associations between education and
CSF and ventricular volume are likely more complex, possibly confounded by innate intelligence
or other environmental factors, such as their parents’ educational background and available
schooling.

Third, we observed generally consistent directions of the above associations across races
(white British and non-British ancestry) and brain regions. Specifically, the directions of above
identified associations were, respectively, 77.3% (17 out of 22) and 79.5% (35 out of 44) on
volume and white matter diffusivity across races. However, this is not the case for age-education
interactions on volume: the directions of all identified age-interactions effects were, respectively,
20.0% (1 out of 5) and 75.0% (6 out of 8) consistent on volume and white matter diffusivity
across races (Figs. S7 and S8). This may imply the race-dependent age-education interaction
associations with brain volume, or insufficiency of the sample size for the non-British ancestry
subjects.

Fourth, we observed generally consistent directions of associations between the education PRS
and brain structure with the education phenotype: increased volume of amygdala, fusiform and
4th ventricle, increased FA and AD, decreased RD and increased MO (Figs. 5A and 5B),
suggesting the brain structure difference may be genetically driven.

Fifth, for higher social deprivation index, we observed decreased AxD, RD and MD at the CST
(Fig. 5B). Previous results were reported on decreased surface area and cortical thickness in
language and executive regions [101] and cognitive decline [102] associated with higher SoDep
index but neither considered the CST diffusivity. The increased AD, RD and MD among low
SoDep subjects at the CST are more complex to interpret. It was pointed out [103] that some
long-term sensorimotor practices such as electrical stimulations may induce plastic changes in
the axonal membrane of the CST; meanwhile, electrical devices can be more equipped among
higher-education subjects. The self-employment PRS was positively associated with middle (p =
8.2E-5) and inferior (p = 3.0E-6) temporal volumes (Fig. 5A).

In summary, there were three major differences for associations of education compared with
smoking and alcohol: decreased AxD connected with higher education; the race-inconsistent
age-education interaction effects on brain volume; and more genetically driven with more
signals identified from the education PRS.

Discussion
In this study, we performed a comprehensive multi-factorial brain structural mapping association
analysis of brain structure and a large set of risk factors of interest using 101 brain regions
volumes and 110 DTI measures from 34,097 and 32,320 white British UKB subjects,
respectively, with three sets of important findings regarding genetics, environment exposures,
and socioeconomic status.
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A fine-grained underpinning of APOE effect on aging brains. We investigated the associations of
genetics, sex, and age with brain structure. First, our work is the first study to investigate the
direct effect of APOE-ε2 on brain structure under the presence of many confounders for over
35K subjects. Current findings on APOE-ε2 are often limited by sample size, which lead to
controversial conclusions. For example, APOE-ε2 has been shown to be protective against the
AD while APOE-ε2 is also associated with the increased risks of other neurological disorders,
such as post-traumatic stress disorder and argyrophilic grain disease (AGD) [104]–[108]. In this
work, the massive amount of imaging phenotypes allow us to localize the effect of APOE-ε2 to
brain structures with great replicability. For example, we have identified APOE-ε2 exhibits
protective effects on the amygdala volume across 34,097 aging brains. In contrast, the
APOE-ε4+ group exhibits an increased average AD, RD and MD of the overall white matter, a
reduced FA and increased RD at CGH and PTR, an increased MD at PTR and CGC and a
reduced thalamus volume, some of which were consistent with the findings in [73] and [109].
Second, our study is the first one to systematically investigate the three-way age-sex-APOE-ε2
and age-sex-APOE-ε4 interaction effects on brain structure. We identified that the protective
and detrimental effects of APOE-ε2 and APOE-ε4 can be stronger in females for some brain
regions, which may suggest different patterns of sex difference between AD and normal aging.
Third, we showed that the APOE-ε4 may not directly modify the association between lifestyle
factors and brain structure. Similar results reported that there were no APOE-ε4-lifestyle
interactions on cognitive abilities [72], [110]. Fourth, conditioning on APOE, we investigated the
direct effects of 10 disease PRSs on brain structure, even though their effects on the disease
progression have been studied [111]. We showed that the AD PRS genetic information other
than APOE significantly contributed to the brain structural changes, in particular, through the
volume changes of inferior lateral ventricle and entorhinal volume.

Environmental factors are deeply associated with brain structure changes. Our results showed
strong evidence that smoking, alcohol and education had the most significant and robust signals
among all genetic, lifestyle and SES factors we studied across the white British and non-British
ancestry populations. First，inspecting Figs. 3-5 reveals different association patterns of
smoking, alcohol, and education on brain structure with the subcortical and ventricle regions for
smoking, the frontal, parietal, subcortical, and ventricle regions for alcohol, and the temporal,
visual, subcortical and ventricle for education. Second, low alcohol and smoking share similar
association direction patterns including increased cortical/subcortical volume and FA, decreased
ventricular volume and AxD, RD and MD, whereas education has positive effects on AxD and
ventricular volume, implying the higher complexity of the education. Moreover, alcohol is more
cortical-specific and more age-dependent, whereas smoking is more subcortical-specific and
relatively robust across ages. Third, the age-diet and age-alcohol interactions were in different
patterns. A healthy diet may benefit brain volume more in younger adults, while heavy alcohol
may destruct brain structure more severely in older adults. Fourth, CST as a white matter tract
has complex associations with lifestyle and SES factors including the decreased AxD along with
heavy smoking, the increased FA and decreased RD and MD with excessive alcohol, and the
decreased AD, RD and MD with higher social deprivation index. It may suggest possibly
increased white matter integrity at CST with heavy smoking, alcohol and higher SoDep index,
which were in the opposite directions from other white matter tracts. These results may suggest
the special role of CST due to the neural plasticity of the membrane at CST [103]. Fifth, despite
the above differences, our results demonstrated that both heavy smoking and alcohol can
accelerate the aging process in the brain by causing shrunk subcortical and enlarged
ventricular/CSF volumes and degraded white matter integrity accompanied by axonal damage
or disrupted myelin integrity. Moreover, regular physical activity and good education benefit the
subcortical volumes and regional white matter integrities. The stronger effects of healthy diet
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among younger rather than older adults require further investigations from other datasets in
future studies.

Joint effect of lifestyle and SES factors on brain structure is highly diverse. Our findings
validated three findings in [88] based on 25,378 UKB subjects. Specifically, alcohol was highly
associated with gray matter volume than many other modifiable risk factors (smoking, BMI,
blood pressure and non-HDL cholesterol considered). Subcortical regions including thalamus,
putamen and hippocampus were associated with alcohol consumption. For white matter
microstructure, corpus callosum was identified as a particularly vulnerable region for alcohol.
Our findings were also consistent with [18] based on 36,678 UKB subjects. Specifically, alcohol
intake was related to consistent associations with reduced gray matter volumes marked at
frontal, parietal and brainstem and lower FA and higher MD on 13 white matter tract regions,
especially the CC, CR and FX. Our findings were consistent with another study [112] on
smoking based on 19615 UKB subjects on gray matter volume and 17760 UKB subjects on
white matter microstructure. Specifically, ever-smoking was associated with reduced gray matter
volume, volumes of the right cerebellum and reduced FA and increased MD at the PTR.
Previous study on physical activity discovered an association with the increase of gray matter
volume among older adults (> 60 years old) [16] based on the 5272 participants of UK Biobank.
Studies on causal pathways of nicotine dependence [10] using 23,624 subjects from UK
Biobank revealed that 272 SNP effects on smoking status were mediated by the FA, particularly
at the right ALIC, suggesting this association can be genetically driven. Another literature [9]
recognized the causal relationship between heavy alcohol use and smoking and the reduced
subcortical volume. For education, it was found that each year of education was associated with
an increase in peripheral CSF volume among normal controls [100], and AD patients with higher
education had increased ventricular enlargement compared to lower education after controlling
for dementia severity [113]. Our results corroborate those findings with larger sample size.

In addition, our work has two major methodological differences with similar studies in the
existing literature. First, we include a large set of modifiable and non-modifiable risk factors and
investigate their joint and conditional effects on brain structure and their interactions. For
instance, lifestyle factors and SES are a complex biological system and may confound with
each other, but little has been ever done about their direct and joint effects on brain structure.
Second, we use the independent non-British ancestry population as the test set to validate our
findings from the white British population instead of the sensitivity analyses based on a single
dataset. Our findings presented here are not only robust against outliers and sample size, but
also robustness across races.

There are several limitations in our current work. First, we observed some inconsistent effects
across the white British and non-British ancestry populations. It may be caused by several
reasons including race, the sample size of non-British ancestry subjects, and outliers. It is
unrealistic to further split the non-British ancestry subjects into subgroups (e.g., Asian, African,
or Hispanic) due to its limited sample size. Second, the mediation analyses or causal analyses
would further unravel the underlying causal mechanisms of the direct and indirect effects for all
risk factors considered here, which will be propagated into our future work. Third, there can be
measurement errors in some risk factors since all questionnaire variables were measured only
once. Fourth, since the UKB is volunteer-based the participants should be healthier than the
general population, it may cause some inconsistent conclusions compared with previous
community-based studies.
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