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Fig S1. PCA plots

40~ 40-

-40-

PC1

study © ADES e ADSP

-50 0 50 100
PC1

g1000_superpop * AFR ® AMR e EAS ® EUR # SAS

Principal Component Analysis. With left the showing the clusters colored by study cohort (ADES = Alzheimer Disease
European Sequencing consortium, ADSP = Alzheimer’s Disease Sequencing Project). On the right are the clusters visible
per population group (AFR = African, AMR = Ad mixed American, EAS = East Asian, EUR = European, SAS = South
Asian). For further information on study cohort see: Holstege et al 2022: https://doi.org/10.1038/s41588-022-01208-7
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The effects of MPVs, LPVs and NPVs in context of APOE. A. Age at onset of MPVs relative to SORL1 WT
carriers. The orange ages indicate at what age respectively 50% and 80% of the variant carriers had
Alzheimer’s Disease, the black ages indicate at the age at which 50% or 80% of the SORL1 WT carriers
developed AD. B. Low priority variants in context of APOE genotype. C. No priority variants in context of
APOE genotype.



Fig S3: Age at onset for specific variant carriers per priority group in context of APOE-

genotype.
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Age at onset of individual carriers with a specific variant (colored dot), in context of their APOE-genotype and priority

group.



Fig S4 Age at onset per individual APOE-genotype carrier
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Fig S5: Prioritization by REVEL compared to prioritization by
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Prioritization by REVEL score. A.) The increased risk of AD (odds ratio, y-axis), for carriers of variants with a REVEL threshold higher than a give threshold (x-axis). For comparison, the
red dotted line indicates the OR in the HPV group. B.) The number of unique variants (y-axis) with a REVEL score above a given threshold (x-axis); the red dotted line demonstrates the number
of unique variants found in the high priority category.



Supplemental Tables:

Table S1. XLS FILE
All excluded variants;

Table S2. XLS FILE
Rare variants (MAF < 0.05%)

Table S3. XLS FILE
Non-rare variants (MAF > 0.05%0)



Table S4: List of high priority variants based on MDMD analysis and sequence conservation.

SORLA motifs domain pos SORLA residues (aa number per subdomain)
VPS10p

L2 Cys lost c*7, CiB

L1 & L2 Cys gained L1 & L2 protrusions; L1:391 —411; L2: 457 - 493

Variants with REVEL>0.5 | Random —Random

—Asp-box specific variants in domain positions 42, 44, 46, 48,49:

(Bl) 5138 D140 G142 5144 F145 (BZ) T190 DlQZ NA TlQS NA (ﬁ3) SZ34 D236

G238, TZAO’ W241, (ﬁ4) SZBO’ D282’ NA, 5286’ NA, (65) 8329, NA, NA, NA, NA,
(Bs) 5375 NA G379 NA F382 (B7) T443 D445 G447 T449 W450 (ﬁs) 8523 NA
G527 NA WSI’;O (BQ’) 856,4 NSE’SG 6568 TE';70 \A/57l ' ' ' ' '

10CC

ONC (Cys loss)

(CCa) C625’ C643, CGGO’ C675, (ch) C677, CGBA, CGQQV C7le, C736, C752

ONC (Cys gained)

random

YWTD
YWTD'mOtlf 16, 17’ 18, 19 (BZ) Y803’ WBOA, 8805, DBOB; (Bs) Y847, WBAB’ NA, DBSO; (64) F891’ W892’ T893,
D894; (BS) Y934’ W935, T936, D937; (BG) Y974’ W975, NA, D977

Partly conserved Pro 3 (B4) P*™8, (B5) P*%, (B6) P**

Partly conserved Asp 9 (B2) D™, (B5) D™

nghly conserved ”e 27 (Bl) 1769, (Bz) |812’ (B3) |856’ (BA) |902’ (BS) |9437 (BG) |983

Highly conserved Arg 29 (B R™, (B2) R®“, (B3) NA, (B4) R™, (B5) R*, (B6) R%*

Highly conserved G 35 (B G', (B2) G*, (B3) G*%, (B4) G**, (B5) G*°, (B6) G**

R lost* 38 (B3) R*™®, (B5) R*™®

Cysteines 2 (B2) C**, (B2) C**

EGF

ONC (CyS IOSS) C1021, C1026’ (:1()30Y C1040’ (:1042Y C1058’ CJLOBOY C1071

ONC (Cys gain) random

CR

Calcium cage (D,D,D,E) | 37,41, 47, 48, (CR1) D% D12 Dl L9, (CRP) DM DI DU EHE0: (CR3) D8,
NO Substitutions D1182’ DlZLSBY E1189; (CR4) D1219’ D1223Y D1229’ E1230; (CRS) D1257, D1261’ D1267,
tolerated E1268; (CRB) D1297, Q1301, D1307, E1308; (CR7) D1345, D1349, D1355, E1356; (CR8)

D1389 D1393 D1399 E1400. (CRQ) D1439 D1443 D1449 EMSO. (CR].O) D1492 D1496
D1502' E1503‘ (CRl‘l) D15’35 D1539 D154’5 E154'6 ' ' ' '

ONC (Cys loss)

15, 23, 29, 36, 42, 55

(CR].) ClO?B ClOBS ClOQO ClOQ? C1103 01112 (CRZ) C1117 C1125 C1131 C113B
C1144 C1153 (CR3) CllSB CllGS C1170 C1177 C1183 C1192 (CR4) C1199 C1206
Clle C1218 C1224 C1235 (CRS) C1239 C1244 C1249 C1256 C1262 C127l (CRG)
C1275 C1283 CIZBQ C1296 C1302 C1315 (CR?) Cl325 C1332 C1337 C1344 C1350

C1359 (CRB) C1368 C1376 01381 C1388 C1394 C1403 (CRQ) C1419 C1426 C1431

C1438 C1444 C1453 (CR].O) C1471 C1478 C1484 C1491 C1497 C1506 (CRll) C1514
C1521 C1527 C1534 ClSAO C1549

ONC (Cys gain)

random

random

Asx-turn (D)

44, No substitutions
tolerated

(CR1) D% (CR2) D6 (CR3) D® (CR4) D% (CR5) D®, (CR6) DI,
(CR7) D32 (CR8) D¥*% (CR9) D¢ (CR10) D“¥, (CR11) D'

3Fn

Partly conserved prolines

6, 7, Only when P is
lost

(3FNL) NA, NA; (3FN2) P™ NA; (3FN3) P17, PI70; (3FN4) PI%, p1ess;
(3FN5) P13, P9%; (3FNG) NA, P

W; B-strand

25

(3FN) W57, (3FN2) W73, (3FN3) (LT7%), (3FN4) W2, (3FN5) W%,
(3FN6) W2

Partly conserved prolines

28, Only when P is lost

(3FN1) P57, (3FN2) P76, (3FN3) NA, (3FN4) P (3FN5) P1%5, (3FN6)
NA

Partly conserved glycines

36, 96, Only when G is
lost

(3FN2) G, (3FN2) G, (3FN4) G™*V

corner)

Y; C-strand 1 (3FNI) YB® (3FN2) Y% (3FN3) Y778, (3FN4) Y7 (3FN5) Y%,
(3FN6) Y25
L; EF-loop (tyrosine 77 (3FN1) L™, (3FN2) L7, (3FN3) L%, (3FN4) NA, (3FN5) L™% (3FN6)

L2087

Partly conserved prolines

79, Only when P is lost

(3FN1) P, (3FN5) P™*%

Y; F-strand (tyrosine-
corner)

83

(3FN1) Y®3 (3FN2) YT, (3FN3) Y15, (3FN4) Y% (3FN5) Y20,
(3FN6) Y2

Arg hotspot 88 (3FN4) R1%10
Cysteines 1% domain 39,01 (3FN1) C58 (3FN1) C6%
Cysteines 6" domain 91, 98 (3FNG) C?1% (3FN6) C#8

Prioritization of positions likely to harbor pathogenic mutations based on either domain sequence conservation or because the
DMDM analysis. Analysis of enrichment: number of observations in sample (cases and controls) per possible positions. NA:
in the specific domain, the prioritized variant does not exist.



Table S5: Moderate priority variants

SORLA motifs domain pos SORLA residue/aa no., per subdomain

VPS10p

RGD (in ProP) R, G%, D%

RRKR (in ProP) R, R, K& R®

Hydrophobic; A-strand 5,6 (B1) V05, V107 (B2) F7, Y168 (B3) L2°, L2 (B4) NA, FL, (BS) F°°, NA,
(B6) Y349’ Y3507 ([37) 1:414j NA, (Bg) L495, NA, ([39) Y539, Y5407 (BIO) V583, Y584

Hydrophobic; B-strand 19, 20, 21 (B1) IMY7, W18 A0 (32 Y77, |18 F170 (B3) L8, L21°, 220, (B4) 1?64, Y255, |25,
(BS) Y308 M307 F308 (BG) V359 FSGO V361 (67) Y424 |425 A426 (BS) 1504 |505
ASOGj (BQ) 1548’ |549, NA, (BIO) VSQG’ F597, NA

Hydrophobic; C-strand 39, 40, 41 (B1) V35, Y136 /187 (B2) L187, W18 |18 (B3) L2, W22 NA, (B4) V277, F¥'8,
NA (BS) L328 W327 V328 (ﬁ6) L372 Y373 |374 NA V441 |442 (67) VSZO Y521
|5227 (Bg) L561’ NA, Y5637 (B9) L613, NA, VGlS

YWTD

hydl’OphObiC 6, 8, 15 (BZ) L793’ F795, LBOZ; (63) L837, F839’ L846; (64) L881' L883, MBQO; (BS) |926' VQZB'
|933; (B6) |966’ VQGB’ |973; (Bl) M1007, |1009' NA

hydrophobic 41,42 (B1) NA, L™ (B2) V&%, [825; (B3) %9, V&70; (B4) L5, V/°15; (B5) I°%6, L7, (B6)
|996’ L997

Highly conserved L 47 (B1) L™, (B2) L%, (B3) L5, (B4) V2, (B5) L*, (6) L1

SBIN, NXI, Ligand
binding?

4, 20 in B4/B5/B6 blades

(B4) RB‘/S, (34) WSQS’ (BS) N924, (56) Y964, (B6) W978

CR

Asx-turn (S)

46, Only when S is lost

(CR].) 51107’ (CRZ) SllAB’ (CR3) 81187, (CR4) 31228, (CR5) leBGY (CRG) 51306'
(CR7) 134 (CR8) S™*%, (CR9) $'¢ (CR10) NA, (CR11) S5

Fingerprints

34,39

(CRl) W1095 D1100 (CRZ) Y1136 E1141 (CR3) W1175 D1180 (CR4) WlZlG D1221
(CRS) K1254 L1259 (CRG) M1294 |1299 (CR?) W1342 M1347 (CRS) W1386 E1391
(CRQ) W1436 Y1441 (CR].O) K1489 H1494 (CRll) E1532 F1537

Phe-lle hyd core,
Strong conservation

21, 30 (Few variants in
DMDM analysis)

(CRl) Y1083 |1091 (CRZ) F1123 |1132 (CR3) Y1163 |1171 (CR4) F1204 IlZlZ
(CRS) F1242 |1250 (CRG) F1281 LlZQO (CR7) F1330 |1338 (CRS) F1374 |1382
(CRQ) Y1424 V1432 (CRlO) F1476 |1485 (CRll) F1519 |1528

Partly conserved glycines
Partial conservation

27, 38 (Few variants in
DMDM analysis)

(CR].) G1088’ NA, (CRZ) G1129’ NA, (CR3) G1168’ 61179; (CR4) 61209’ GlZZO;
(CRS) G1247’ 61258; (CRG) NAy GlZQB; (CR7) GBSS, G1346; (CRS) 61379y NA,
(CR9) G2, G4 (CR10) NA, G4%; (CR11) NA, G5%

3Fn

Hydrophobic 11,13 (3FNL) L™, W53, (3FN2) L®°, L%, (3FN3) 175, [775%; (3FN4) L1, AT,
(3FN5) L1938 V1940- (3FN6) L2030 |2032

Hydrophobics in B-strand | 21, 23 (3FN1) V7 157 (3FN2) 15588, NA; (3FN3) L1763, F1765 (3FN4) /1858, C1e60,
(3FN5) V1948, |1950; (3FN6) V2039’ L2041

Hydrophobics in C-strand 43,45 (3FNL1) V5%, Y1592, (3EN2) \/1688 y1690: (3EN3) /1780, [ 1782, (3FN4) I1872,

Y1874- (3FN5) V1967 V1989- (3FN6) |2061 M2063

Partly conserved glycines

94, Only when G is lost

(3FN2) GI™, (3FN3) G™*7/, (3FN6) GZ%

Hydrophobics in F-strand

85, 87, 89

(3FN1) V1825Y V1627, V1629; (3FN2) V1721, V1723y ANZS; (3FN3) |1818Y A1820Y AlSZZ;
(3FN4) F1907 V1909 V1911- (3FN5) |2004 V2006 LZOOB- (3FN6) F2095 V2097 A2099

Hydrophabics in E-strand

72,74

(3FN1) NA, L (3FN2) NA, 1'% (3FN3) NA, V87, (3FN4) V1897, \/18%;
(3FN5) Y1991 | 1993 (3ENG) 2082|2084

Trp_|adders (3FN1) R1593 WlGDO K1626 H1636- (3FN2) E1690 W1698 R1722 W1734
Tail

FANSHY F2172 A2173 N2174 82175 H2176 Y2177

ACidiC D2190 D2191 L2192 G2193 E2194 D2195 D2196 E2197 D2198

GGA D2207 D2208 V2209 P2210 M2211 V2212 |2213 A2214

Rare variants (MAF<0.05%) in these positions are considered moderate priority. Variants correspond with the grey residues
in Figure 3. NA: the specific domain does not have the prioritized variant. Underlined: Note that we observed a moderate
priority variant leading to a W1563C substitution of a hydrophobic residue at position 13 in the 3Fn domain. This is a non-
rare variant, with a non-neuro pop-max MAF of 6.7x10* (GnomAD) a REVEL score of 0.476 and a CADD score of 32. We
observed no evidence for an effect on AD of this variant in the latest GWAS: OR=0.95 (95% CI 0.56-1.6], p=8.35x10.



Table S6.

Fig 4A

Fig 4b

Fig 4C

variant type percentile AD age at onset A age at onset vs WT  p value*
(95%Cl) (95% CI)
SORL1 WT 50th 72 (72 -73) NA N/A
80th 82 (82 - 82) NA NA
PTV 50th 62 (60 - 65) -10 (12 — 8) 2.7x10-11
80th 73 (69 - 78) -9 (13 — 4)
D2065V 50th 70 (68 - 72) -2(4—1) 7.1x10-1
80th 80.5 (78 - 84) -1.5 (4 — 2)
E270K 50th 72 (71-73) 0(1—0) 1
80th 82 (81 - 83) 0(1—1)
A528T 50th 71(70-72) -1(2—1) 1.7x10-1
80th 81.5 (81 -82) -0.5(1—0)
other MAF >0.05% 50th 74 (73 - 74) 2(1—1) 1
80th 82 (82 - 83) 0(0—1)
high priority missense 50th 63.8 (62 - 67) -8.2 (10 — 6) 1.0x10-8
80th 75 (72 -78) -7 (10 — 4)
Moderate priority missense 50th 72 (71-74) 0(1—1) 1
80th 81.1(77 - 83.7) -0.9 (5 —1.7)
Low priority missense 50th 70 (67 - 75) 2(5—2) 1
80th 82 (80 - 84.9) 0(2—12.9)
No priority missense 50th 73 (71 -74) 1(1-1) 1
80th 81 (79 - 83) 1(3-1)
YWTD-motif 50th 64 (48 - NA) -8 (24 — NA) 2.6x10-3
80th 65.1 (64 - NA) -16.9 (18 — NA)
calcium cage 50th 60 (56 - NA) -12 (16 — NA) 7.7x10-4
80th 69 (61 - NA) -13 (21 — NA)
VPS10 REVEL>50 50th 59.5 (56 - 78) -12.5 (16 —5) 1
80th 75 (62 - NA) -7 (20 — NA)
ONC in CR domain 50th 68 (63 - 74.3) -4(9 —1.3) 1
80th 77 (73 - 88) -5(9 — 6)
10CcC 50th 67 (63 - 73) -5(9 —0) 1
80th 75 (71.3 - NA) -7 (10.7 — NA)
Y¥391C VPS10p Loop1l 50th 67.5(60.1 - NA) -4.5 (11.9 — NA) 1
80th 76 (69 - NA) -6 (13 — NA)
other HPV carriers 50th 60.5 (58 - 67) 11.5 (14 — 6) 1.8x10-2
80th 76 (67 - 89.6) -6 (15 — 7.6)

The estimated age at onset per priority group or specific variant carrier group and the difference between the age at onset of
carriers of WT SORL1. For all the different variant groups, both the age at onset when 50% and 80% of the variant carriers
developed AD is given. *P value was calculated using a log-rank test.




Table S7. Differences in age at onset per priority category in context of APOE genotype.

variant APOE percentile age at onset A age at onset p value*
type genotype AD (95%Cl) vs WT
(95% CI)
FIG5 | WT APOE NEG 50th 75 (75 - 76) NA NA
80th 85 (85 -85.4) NA
APOE HET 50th 70(70-71) NA NA
80th 78 (78 - 78) NA
APOE HOM 50th 64 (63 - 64) NA NA
80th 73 (72 - 73) NA
HPV APOE NEG 50th 65.1 (62 -72) 9.9 (13-4) 0.0196
80th 78 (75 - 86) 7 (10-0.6)
APOE HET 50th 63 (61 - 67) 7(9-4) 0.000203
80th 73 (69 - 78) 5(9-0)
APOE HOM 50th 57 (54 - NA) 7 (9-NA) 0.0558
80th 61 (57 - NA) 12 (15 - NA)
PTV APOE NEG 50th 69 (65 - 74) 6 (10-2) 0.0273
80th 78 (73.3 - NA) 7 (11.7 - NA)
APOE HET 50th 61 (60 - 65) 9(10-6) 4.03E-06
80th 69 (65 - 76) 9(13-2)
APOE HOM 50th 60 (57 - NA) 4 (6 - NA) 0.0918
80th 62 (60 - NA) 11 (12 - NA)
FIGS2 | MPV APOE NEG 50th 77 (72 - 82) 2(3-6) 1
80th 83 (81-88) 2(4-2.6)
APOE HET 50th 71 (70-73) 1(0-2) 1
80th 74.5 (73 - 87) 3.5(5-9)
APOE HOM 50th 64 (51 - NA) 0(12 - NA) 1
80th 81.1 (64 - NA) 8.1 (8 - NA)
LPV APOE NEG 50th 78.2 (71 - 83) 3.2(4-7) 1
80th 84.7 (82 - NA) 0.3 (3-NA)
APOE HET 50th 66 (63-71) 4(7-0) 1
80th 74 (71 - 83) 4(7-5)
APOE HOM 50th 72.8 (64 - NA) 8.8 (1-NA) 1
80th 82 (72.8 - NA) 9 (0.8 - NA)
NPV APOE NEG 50th 76 (74 - 78) 1(1-2) 1
80th 85(82-87.7) 0(3-2.3)
APOE HET 50th 72.5(70 - 74) 2.5(0-3) 1
80th 79 (77 - 81) 1(1-3)
APOE HOM 50th 63.5(60.3-67) 0.5(2.7-3) 1
80th 73 (66 - NA) 0 (6 - NA)

The estimated age at onset per priority group or specific variant carrier group, in context of its APOE-E4 genotype, and the
difference between the age at onset of carriers of WT SORLL. For all the different variant groups, both the age at onset when
50% and 80% of the variant carriers developed AD is given. *P value was calculated using a log-rank test.



Study Cohorts

ADES-FR

This study was funded by grants from the Clinical Research Hospital Program from the French Ministry of
Health (GMAJ, PHRC, 2008/067), the CNR-MAJ, the JPND PERADES, Equipe FRM DEQ20170336711, and
Fondation Alzheimer (ECASCAD study). This research was supported by the Laboratory of Excellence
GENMED (Medical Genomics) grant no. ANR-10-LABX-0013 managed by the National Research Agency
(ANR) part of the Investment for the Future program. This work was also supported by Foundation Alzheimer,
the Institut Pasteur de Lille, Inserm, the Haut-de-France and Lille Métropole Communauté Urbaine council, and
the French government's LABEX (laboratory of excellence program investment for the future) DISTALZ grant
(Development of Innovative Strategies for a Transdisciplinary approach to Alzheimer's disease). The 3C Study
supports are listed on the Study Website (www.three-city-study.com).

AgeCoDe-UKBonn

The AgeCoDe cohort was funded in part by the German Federal Ministry of Education and Research (BMBF)
(grants KNDD 01GI10710, 01GI0711, 01GI0712, 01GI0713, 01G10714, 01GI0715, 01G10716, 01ET1006B).
Sequencing of AgeCoDe sample was in part funded by the German Research Foundation (DFG) grant RA
1971/6-1 to Alfredo Ramirez.

Barcelona- SPIN
Support for Jordi Clarimon provided by Maraton RTVE (Spain).Support for Oriol Dols provided by the
Association for Frontotemporal Degeneration (Clinical Research Postdoctoral Fellowship, AFTD).

AC-EMC
Exome sequencing was funded by Alzheimer Nederland.

ERF

The ERF study as a part of EUROSPAN (European Special Populations Research Network) was supported by
European Commission FP6 STRP grant number 018947 (LSHG-CT-2006-01947) and also received funding
from the European Community's Seventh Framework Programme (FP7/2007-2013)/grant agreement HEALTH-
F4- 2007-201413 by the European Commission under the programme "Quality of Life and Management of the
Living Resources" of 5th Framework Programme (no. QLG2-CT-2002- 01254). High-throughput analysis of the
ERF data was supported by a joint grant from the Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research and the
Russian Foundation for Basic Research (NWO-RFBR 047.017.043).

Rotterdam Study

The generation and management of the exome sequencing data for the Rotterdam Study was executed by the
Human Genotyping Facility of the Genetic Laboratory of the Department of Internal Medicine, Erasmus MC,
the Netherlands. The Rotterdam Study is funded by Erasmus Medical Center and Erasmus University,
Rotterdam, the Netherlands Organization for Health Research and Development (ZonMw), the Research
Institute for Diseases in the Elderly (RIDE) (014-93-015; RIDE?2), the Ministry of Education, Culture and
Science, the Ministry for Health, Welfare and Sports, the European Commission (DG XIlI), and the municipality
of Rotterdam. Genetic data sets are also supported by the Netherlands Organization of Scientific Research NWO
Investments (175.010.2005.011, 911-03-012), the Genetic Laboratory of the Department of Internal Medicine,
Erasmus MC, and the Netherlands Genomics Initiative (NGI)/Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research
(NWO), the Netherlands Consortium for Healthy Aging (NCHA), project 050-060-810, and by a
Complementation Project of the Biobanking and Biomolecular Research Infrastructure Netherlands (BBMRI-
NL; www.bbmri.nl ; project number CP2010-41). We thank Mr. Pascal Arp, Ms. Mila Jhamai, Mr. and Marijn
Verkerk, for their help in creating the RS-Exome Sequencing database.

ADC-Amsterdam

We thank all study participants and all personnel involved in data collection for the contributing studies.
Research of Alzheimer center Amsterdam is part of the neurodegeneration research program of Amsterdam
Neuroscience. Alzheimer Center Amsterdam is supported by Stichting Alzheimer Nederland and Stichting
VUmc fonds. The clinical database structure was developed with funding from Stichting Dioraphte. This work
was supported by Stichting Alzheimer Nederland (WE.09-2014-06, WE.05-2010-06); Stichting Dioraphte;
Internationale Stichting Alzheimer Onderzoek (#11519); JPND-PERADES (ZonMw 733051022): Centralized
Facility for Sequence to Phenotype analyses (ZonMW 9111025); Netherlands Consortium for Healthy Aging
(NCHA 050-060-810); Biobanking and Biomolecular Research Infrastructure Netherlands (BBMRI-NL
CP2010-41); Netherlands Genomics Initiative (NGI)/NWO. This study is further supported by ABOARD, a



public-private partnership receiving funding from ZonMW (#73305095007) and Health~Holland, Topsector
Life Sciences & Health (PPP-allowance; #LSHM20106). This research is performed by using data from the
Parelsnoer Institute an initiative of the Dutch Federation of University Medical Centres (www.parelsnoer.org).

100-plus Study

Cohort collection and exome sequencing of the 100-plus Study cohort was supported by Stichting Alzheimer
Nederland (WE.09-2014-03); HorstingStuit Foundation, VUmc Foundation, and the Dioraphte Foundation
(Project 17020403), Memorabel (ZonMW project number #733050814, #733050512) and Stichting
VVUmcFonds. Additional support is from ABOARD, a public-private partnership receiving funding from
ZonMW (#73305095007) and Health~Holland, Topsector Life Sciences & Health (PPP-allowance;
#LSHM20106).

EMIF-AD 90+
The EMIF-AD 90+ Study was funded by the EU/EFPIA Innovative Medicines Initiative Joint Undertaking
EMIF grant agreement no. 115372.

CBC: Control Brain Consortium

This work was supported by the UK Dementia Research Institute which receives its funding from DRI Ltd,
funded by the UK Medical Research Council, Alzheimer’s Society and Alzheimer’s Research UK, Medical
Research Council (award number MR/N026004/1). Wellcome Trust Hardy (award number 202903/2/16/Z),
Dolby Family Fund; National Institute for Health Research University College London Hospitals Biomedical
Research Centre; BRCNIHR Biomedical Research Centre at University College London Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust and University College London.

J. Hardy was supported by the Dolby Foundation and the J’ND PERADES. J.B. and R.G were supported by the
National Institute on Aging of the National Institutes of Health under Award Number ROLAG067426. The
content is solely the responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the official views of the
National Institutes of Health.

PERADES

We thank all individuals who participated in the study. We also want to express our gratitude to the MRC
Centre Core Team for the laboratory support and the Advanced Research Computing at Cardiff University
(ARCCA) for the computational support. Cardiff University was supported by the Medical Research Council.
Cardiff University was also supported by the European Joint Programme for Neurodegenerative Disease,
Alzheimer's Research UK, the Welsh Assembly Government, and a donation from the Moondance Charitable
Foundation. Cardiff University acknowledges the support of the UK Dementia Research Institute, which
receives its funding from UK DRI Ltd, funded by the UK Medical Research Council, Alzheimer's Society and
Alzheimer's Research UK. Cambridge University acknowledges support from the MRC. The University of
Southampton acknowledges support from the Alzheimer’s Society. ARUK provided support to Nottingham
University. Join Dementia Research (JDR) is funded by the Department of Health and delivered by the National
Institute for Health Research in partnership with Alzheimer Scotland, Alzheimer's Research UK and
Alzheimer's Society. IRCCS Santa Lucia Foundation acknowledges the Italian Ministry of Health for financial
support (IMH_RC) of this study. The Centro de Biologia de Molecular Severo Ochoa (CSIS-UAM),
CIBERNED, Instituto de Investigacion Sanitaria la Paz, University Hospital La Paz and the Universidad
Autonoma de Madrid were supported by grants from the Ministerio de Educacion y Ciencia and the Ministerio
de Sanidad y Consumo (Instituto de Salud Carlos I11), and an institutional grant of the Fundacion Ramon Areces
to the CMBSO. Thanks to I. Sastre and Dr A Martinez-Garcia for DNA preparation, and Drs P Gil and P Coria
for their recruitment efforts. Department of Neurology, University Hospital Mutua de Terrassa, Terrassa,
Barcelona, Spain was supported by CIBERNED, Centro de Investigacion Biomedica en Red de Enfermedades
Neurodegenerativas, Instituto de Salud Carlos 111, Madrid Spain and acknowledges Maria A Pastor (Department
of Neurology, University of Navarra Medical School and Neuroimaging Laboratory, Center for Applied
Medical Research, Pamplona, Spain), Manuel Seijo-Martinez (Department of Neurology, Hospital do Salnes,
Pontevedra, Spain), Ramon Rene, Jordi Gascon and Jaume Campdelacreu (Department of Neurology, Hospital
de Bellvitage, Barcelona, Spain) for providing DNA samples. Hospital de la Sant Pau, Universitat Autonoma de
Spain acknowledges support from the Spanish Ministry of Economy and Competitiveness (grant number
P112/01311), and from Generalitat de Catalunya (2014SGR-235). The Santa Lucia Foundation and the
Fondazione Ca’ Granda IRCCS Ospedale Policlinico, Italy, acknowledge the Italian Ministry of Health (grant
RC 10.11.12.13/A)



StEP-AD cohort
The Stanford Extreme Phenotypes in Alzheimer’s Disease (StEP AD) Study is funded by the National Institutes
of Health: RO1IAG060747 and AG047366

Knight-ADRC
NIH P50 AG05681, P01 AG03991, P01 AG026276, NIA U01 AG058922;

UCSF/NYGC/UAB
Funding for genomes sequenced at HudsonAlpha was generously provided by the Daniel Foundation of
Alabama and donors to the HudsonAlpha Foundation Memory and Mobility Fund.

UCL-DRC EOAD

This work was supported by the Medical Research Council (UK), the Biomedical Research Centre at University
College London Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust and charitable donations to the UCL Dementia Research
Centre.

ADSP

The Alzheimer’s Disease Sequencing Project (ADSP) is comprised of two Alzheimer’s Disease (AD) genetics
consortia and three National Human Genome Research Institute (NHGRI) funded Large Scale Sequencing and
Analysis Centers (LSAC). The two AD genetics consortia are the Alzheimer’s Disease Genetics Consortium
(ADGC) funded by NIA (U01 AG032984), and the Cohorts for Heart and Aging Research in Genomic
Epidemiology (CHARGE) funded by NIA (RO1 AG033193), the National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute
(NHLBI), other National Institute of Health (NIH) institutes and other foreign governmental and non-
governmental organizations. The Discovery Phase analysis of sequence data is supported through
UF1AG047133 (to Drs. Schellenberg, Farrer, Pericak-Vance, Mayeux, and Haines); U01AG049505 to Dr.
Seshadri; U01AG049506 to Dr. Boerwinkle; U0LAG049507 to Dr. Wijsman; and U01AG049508 to Dr. Goate
and the Discovery Extension Phase analysis is supported through U01AG052411 to Dr. Goate, U01AG052410
to Dr. Pericak-Vance and U01 AG052409 to Drs. Seshadri and Fornage, U54 AG052427 to Drs. Schellenberg
and Wang, and RO1 AG054060 to Dr Naj. The ADGC cohorts include: Adult Changes in Thought (ACT) (UO1
AG006781, UO1 HG004610, UO1 HG006375, UO1 HG008657), the Alzheimer’s Disease Centers (ADC) ( P30
AG019610, P30 AG013846, P50 AG008702, P50 AG025688, P50 AG047266, P30 AG010133, P50
AG005146, P50 AG005134, P50 AG016574, P50 AG005138, P30 AG008051, P30 AG013854, P30
AG008017, P30 AG010161, P50 AG047366, P30 AG010129, P50 AG016573, P50 AG016570, P50
AG005131, P50 AG023501, P30 AG035982, P30 AG028383, P30 AG010124, P50 AG005133, P50
AG005142, P30 AG012300, P50 AG005136, P50 AG033514, P50 AG005681, and P50 AG047270), the
Chicago Health and Aging Project (CHAP) (RO1 AG11101, RC4 AG039085, K23 AG030944), Indianapolis
Ibadan (RO1 AG009956, P30 AG010133), the Memory and Aging Project (MAP) ( R0O1 AG17917), Mayo
Clinic (MAYO) (R01 AG032990, U01 AG046139, R01 NS080820, RF1 AG051504, P50 AG016574), Mayo
Parkinson’s Disease controls (NS039764, NS071674, 5RC2HG005605), University of Miami (RO1 AG027944,
RO1 AG028786, R01 AG019085, 1IRG09133827, A2011048), the Multi-Institutional Research in Alzheimer’s
Genetic Epidemiology Study (MIRAGE) (R01 AG09029, R01 AG025259), the National Cell Repository for
Alzheimer’s Disease (NCRAD) (U24 AG21886), the National Institute on Aging Late Onset Alzheimer's
Disease Family Study (NIA- LOAD) (R0O1 AG041797), the Religious Orders Study (ROS) (P30 AG10161, R0O1
AG15819), the Texas Alzheimer’s Research and Care Consortium (TARCC) (funded by the Darrell K Royal
Texas Alzheimer's Initiative), Vanderbilt University/Case Western Reserve University (VAN/CWRU) (R0O1
AGO019757, R01 AG021547, RO1 AG027944, R0O1 AG028786, PO1 NS026630, and Alzheimer’s Association),
the Washington Heights-Inwood Columbia Aging Project (WHICAP) (RF1 AG054023), the University of
Washington Families (VA Research Merit Grant, NIA: PS0OAG005136, ROLAG041797, NINDS:
RO1NS069719), the Columbia University HispanicEstudio Familiar de Influencia Genetica de Alzheimer
(EFIGA) (RF1 AG015473), the University of Toronto (UT) (funded by Wellcome Trust, Medical Research
Council, Canadian Institutes of Health Research), and Genetic Differences (GD) (R01 AG007584). The
CHARGE cohorts are supported in part by National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute (NHLBI) infrastructure
grant HL105756 (Psaty), RC2HL102419 (Boerwinkle) and the neurology working group is supported by the
National Institute on Aging (NIA) RO1 grant AG033193.

This work was also supported by National Institute on Aging grants R01 AG048927 to Dr. Farrer, RF1
AG054080 to Dr. Beecham, U24 AG056270 to Dr. Mayeux, RF1 AG057519 to Dr. Farrer, U01 AG062602 to
Dr. Farrer, RO1 AG067501 to Dr. Mayeux, and U19 AG068753 to Dr. Farrer.

The CHARGE cohorts participating in the ADSP include the following: Austrian Stroke Prevention Study
(ASPS), ASPS-Family study, and the Prospective Dementia Registry-Austria (ASPS/PRODEM-AuS), the
Atherosclerosis Risk in Communities (ARIC) Study, the Cardiovascular Health Study (CHS), the Erasmus



Rucphen Family Study (ERF), the Framingham Heart Study (FHS), and the Rotterdam Study (RS). ASPS is
funded by the Austrian Science Fond (FWF) grant number P20545-P05 and P13180 and the Medical University
of Graz. The ASPS-Fam is funded by the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) project 1904),the EU Joint Programme -
Neurodegenerative Disease Research (JPND) in frame of the BRIDGET project (Austria, Ministry of Science)
and the Medical University of Graz and the Steiermarkische Krankenanstalten Gesellschaft. PRODEM-Austria
is supported by the Austrian Research Promotion agency (FFG) (Project No. 827462) and by the Austrian
National Bank (Anniversary Fund, project 15435. ARIC research is carried out as a collaborative study
supported by NHLBI contracts (HHSN268201100005C, HHSN268201100006C, HHSN268201100007C,
HHSN268201100008C, HHSN268201100009C, HHSN268201100010C, HHSN268201100011C, and
HHSN268201100012C). Neurocognitive data in ARIC is collected by U01 2U01HL096812, 2U01HL096814,
2U01HL096899, 2U01HL096902, 2U01HL096917 from the NIH (NHLBI, NINDS, NIA and NIDCD), and
with previous brain MRI examinations funded by RO1-HL70825 from the NHLBI. CHS research was supported
by contracts HHSN268201200036C, HHSN268200800007C, NO1HC55222, NO1HC85079, NO1HC85080,
NO1HC85081, NO1HC85082, NO1HC85083, NO1HC85086, and grants U01HL080295 and U01HL 130114 from
the NHLBI with additional contribution from the National Institute of Neurological Disorders and Stroke
(NINDS). Additional support was provided by R01AG023629, RO1AG15928, and RO1AG20098 from the NIA.
FHS research is supported by NHLBI contracts NO1-HC-25195 and HHSN2682015000011. This study was also
supported by additional grants from the NIA (R01s AG054076, AG049607 and AG033040 and NINDS (R01
NS017950). The ERF study as a part of EUROSPAN (European Special Populations Research Network) was
supported by European Commission FP6 STRP grant number 018947 (LSHG-CT-2006-01947) and also
received funding from the European Community's Seventh Framework Programme (FP7/2007-2013)/grant
agreement HEALTH-F4- 2007-201413 by the European Commission under the programme "Quality of Life and
Management of the Living Resources” of 5th Framework Programme (no. QLG2-CT-2002- 01254). High-
throughput analysis of the ERF data was supported by a joint grant from the Netherlands Organization for
Scientific Research and the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (NWO-RFBR 047.017.043). The Rotterdam
Study is funded by Erasmus Medical Center and Erasmus University, Rotterdam, the Netherlands Organization
for Health Research and Development (ZonMw), the Research Institute for Diseases in the Elderly (RIDE), the
Ministry of Education, Culture and Science, the Ministry for Health, Welfare and Sports, the European
Commission (DG XII), and the municipality of Rotterdam. Genetic data sets are also supported by the
Netherlands Organization of Scientific Research NWO Investments (175.010.2005.011, 911-03-012), the
Genetic Laboratory of the Department of Internal Medicine, Erasmus MC, the Research Institute for Diseases in
the Elderly (014-93-015; RIDEZ2), and the Netherlands Genomics Initiative (NGI)/Netherlands Organization for
Scientific Research (NWO) Netherlands Consortium for Healthy Aging (NCHA), project 050-060-810. All
studies are grateful to their participants, faculty and staff. The content of these manuscripts is solely the
responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the official views of the National Institutes of
Health or the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

The four LSACs are: the Human Genome Sequencing Center at the Baylor College of Medicine (U54
HG003273), the Broad Institute Genome Center (U54HG003067), The American Genome Center at the
Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences (U01AG057659), and the Washington University
Genome Institute (U54HG003079).

Biological samples and associated phenotypic data used in primary data analyses were stored at Study
Investigators institutions, and at the National Cell Repository for Alzheimer’s Disease (NCRAD,
U24AG021886) at Indiana University funded by NIA. Associated Phenotypic Data used in primary and
secondary data analyses were provided by Study Investigators, the NIA funded Alzheimer’s Disease Centers
(ADCs), and the National Alzheimer’s Coordinating Center (NACC, U01AG016976) and the National Institute
on Aging Genetics of Alzheimer’s Disease Data Storage Site (NIAGADS, U24AG041689) at the University of
Pennsylvania, funded by NIA This research was supported in part by the Intramural Research Program of the
National Institutes of health, National Library of Medicine. Contributors to the Genetic Analysis Data included
Study Investigators on projects that were individually funded by NIA, and other NIH institutes, and by private
U.S. organizations, or foreign governmental or nongovernmental organizations.

Data collection and sharing for this project was funded by the Alzheimer's Disease Neuroimaging Initiative
(ADNI) (National Institutes of Health Grant U01 AG024904) and DOD ADNI (Department of Defense award
number W81XWH-12-2-0012). ADNI is funded by the National Institute on Aging, the National Institute of
Biomedical Imaging and Bioengineering, and through generous contributions from the following: AbbVie,
Alzheimer’s Association; Alzheimer’s Drug Discovery Foundation; Araclon Biotech; BioClinica, Inc.; Biogen;
Bristol-Myers Squibb Company; CereSpir, Inc.; Cogstate; Eisai Inc.; Elan Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Eli Lilly and
Company; Eurolmmun; F. Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd and its affiliated company Genentech, Inc.; Fujirebio; GE
Healthcare; IXICO Ltd.; Janssen Alzheimer Immunotherapy Research & Development, LLC.; Johnson &



Johnson Pharmaceutical Research & Development LLC.; Lumosity; Lundbeck; Merck & Co., Inc.; Meso Scale
Diagnostics, LLC.; NeuroRx Research; Neurotrack Technologies; Novartis Pharmaceuticals Corporation; Pfizer
Inc.; Piramal Imaging; Servier; Takeda Pharmaceutical Company; and Transition Therapeutics. The Canadian
Institutes of Health Research is providing funds to support ADNI clinical sites in Canada. Private sector
contributions are facilitated by the Foundation for the National Institutes of Health (www.fnih.org). The grantee
organization is the Northern California Institute for Research and Education, and the study is coordinated by the
Alzheimer’s Therapeutic Research Institute at the University of Southern California. ADNI data are
disseminated by the Laboratory for Neuro Imaging at the University of Southern California.



