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Abstract (147 words) 
 
Background 
Variants in the GBA1 gene are the commonest genetic risk factor for Parkinson disease (PD). Genotype-
phenotype correlations exist but with conflicting data, particularly in the cognitive domain.  
 
Objectives 
Comparing clinical phenotypes in a multicentre, international cohort incorporating GBA-PD and 
idiopathic PD (iPD) patients. 
 
Methods 
Patients underwent a comprehensive assessment of motor and non-motor functions. Two-group (GBA-
PD vs iPD) and multiple-group comparisons (iPD, risk, mild, and severe variant GBA-PD) were 
performed. 
 
Results 
Three hundred fifteen PD patients were recruited: 186 iPD, 39 severe GBA-PD, 24 mild GBA-PD, 56 
risk GBA-PD, and 10 patients carrying variants of unknown significance. Groups were matched for 
sex, disease duration and medications. Mild and severe GBA-PD were younger and developed PD 
earlier. Severe GBA-PD had worse depression, cognitive impairment and hyposmia, and a trend for 
higher rates of motor complications. 
 
Conclusions 
Only severe variant GBA-PD have a distinctive, more severe clinical profile. 
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Main text (1,700 words) 
 
Introduction 
Variants in the GBA1 gene are highly prevalent in the Parkinson disease (PD) population (~10-15%).1 
In recent years, the increased recourse to GBA1 genotyping in PD,2 the different response of patients 
carrying GBA1 variants (GBA-PD) to advanced treatments for PD (i.e., deep brain stimulation-DBS),3 
and the growing number of clinical trials testing GBA1-targeted therapies,4 have created the need for 
standardized guidelines for genetic counselling, management and selection of patients for clinical 
trials.1 
 
Major challenges in manifest GBA-PD include the differences in clinical severity and progression 
according to GBA1 variant type.4 Several case-control studies have reported that PD patients carrying 
severe GBA1 variants (e.g., p.L483P) compared to carriers of mild (e.g., pN409S) or risk (e.g., 
p.E365K) variants, present with a more severe clinical phenotype characterised by faster progression, 
and worse psychiatric and cognitive dysfunction, worsened by interventions such as DBS.3, 5-8 However, 
recent studies have contradicted these results, reporting similar cognitive and motor deterioration in 
GBA1 variant carriers, regardless of variant type.9-12 Phase II trials are now underway evaluating 
changes in cognitive function at 12 months as primary outcomes, recruiting either mild or severe variant 
GBA-PD.13 An understanding of the natural clinical history of PD associated with different GBA1 
variants is crucial to appropriate trial design. 
 
Here, we present our experience from a large, multi-centre, international case-control study 
incorporating PD patients negative (idiopathic PD-iPD) or positive for GBA1 variants (GBA-PD), the 
latter group being representative of all variant types (risk, mild, and severe). We highlight how the 
severe GBA1 variant carriers represent the only group with a remarkably different and more severe 
clinical phenotype compared to iPD. Our findings caution the PD community to avoid generalisation 
and consider GBA-PD as a clinically heterogeneous condition. 
 
 
Methods 
Study design and clinical data 
Participants were recruited via the RAPSODI study (University College London) in the United 
Kingdom,14 and two neurology tertiary centres in Italy (IRCCS Mondino Foundation, Pavia, and 
Azienda USL-IRCCS, Reggio Emilia). GBA1 variants were classified into four classes (severe, mild, 
risk, and unknown significance) as previously reported (a list of GBA1 variants included in the study is 
presented in Supplementary Table 1).15 Information about family history, disease onset, and 
medications was collected, and levodopa equivalent daily dose (LEDD) calculated for each 
participant.16, 17 Motor and non-motor functions were evaluated through an extensive clinical 
examination (see Supplementary Methods). 
 
This study was approved by the local Ethics Committees (London – Queen Square REC: 15/LO/1155; 
EC of Pavia: code P-20210009687; EC of Area Vasta Emilia Nord: code 2021/0092531). All 
participants signed informed consent upon enrolment. 
 
Statistical analysis  
A first set of statistical analyses were completed comparing iPD to GBA-PD. In a second set, patients 
were stratified according to their GBA1 variant severity into risk, mild, and severe (carriers of variants 
of unknown significance were excluded from this comparison because of the low numbers of 
individuals in this group). Study data were collected and managed using REDCap electronic data 
capture tools.18 Statistical analyses were performed using R version 4.2.3.19 Full statistical analysis 
methods can be found in Supplementary Methods. 
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Results 
Demographic and clinical features of iPD and GBA-PD groups are summarised in Table 1. A total of 
315 PD patients (186 iPD, 129 GBA-PD) were recruited. Within the GBA-PD, 43% (N=56) carried 
GBA1 risk variants, 30% (N=39) severe variants, 19% (N=24) mild variants, and 8% (N=10) carried 
variants of unknown significance. 
 
Two-group comparison: iPD vs GBA-PD 
Compared with iPD, GBA-PD patients showed a significantly younger age (61 vs 65 years) and more 
frequent positive family history for PD (36.4% vs 23% of participants). No differences in sex 
distribution were found between groups. In terms of disease-associated features, GBA-PD patients 
developed the disease 5 years earlier and had undergone DBS more frequently than iPD patients. No 
differences in disease duration or LEDD were identified. 
 
GBA-PD patients presented with more severe mood disorders (HADS depression: OR, 2.1; 95% CI: 
1.2-3.4; P=0.004, and BDI: OR, 2.4; 95% CI: 1.6-3.8; p<0.0001), anxiety (HADS anxiety: OR, 1.8; 
95% CI: 1.1-2.9; p=0.02), olfactory dysfunction (UPSIT: β=-2.2, p=0.002), subjective motor disability 
(MDS-UPDRS part II: p=0.02) and motor complications (MDS-UPDRS part IV: p=0.002). Despite 
similar global cognitive function as measured by the total MOCA score, the GBA-PD group performed 
significantly worse in tasks evaluating visuospatial and executive functions (all p values<0.05, see 
Table 2; individual p values, ORs and CIs are reported in Supplementary Table 2). 
 
Clinical features in stratified GBA1-variant type groups 
When patients were stratified according to GBA1 variant type, severe and mild GBA-PD were 
significantly younger than both risk GBA-PD (p=0.03, and p=0.004, respectively) and iPD (both 
p<0.001), with no difference in age between severe and mild GBA-PD. Severe and mild GBA-PD also 
developed PD earlier than risk GBA-PD (p=0.005 and p<0.001, respectively) and iPD (both p<0.001). 
Severe GBA-PD patients had a more frequent positive family history for PD (46%) when compared to 
iPD patients and were more frequently subjected to DBS procedures (Table 1). Groups were 
homogenous in terms of disease duration and LEDD. 
 
When clinical features were compared, severe GBA-PD patients presented with a distinct clinical 
profile when compared to iPD patients, but not to the risk or mild GBA-PD patients (Table 1). This 
profile was characterised by more severe depression (HADS depression: OR, 2.7; 95% CI: 1.3-
5.5; P=0.005, and BDI: OR, 3.8; 95% CI: 2-7.5; p<0.0001), olfactory dysfunction (UPSIT: β=-3.8, 
p=0.0007) and cognitive impairment (MOCA: β=-1.9, p=0.001), and a trend for more severe motor 
complications and constipation (see Table 1). Cognitive performances were worse in severe GBA-PD, 
also compared with risk and mild GBA-PD patients (all p values<0.01); these results remained 
statistically significant even after removing subjects with DBS, only with a trend observed for the 
comparison between mild and severe carriers (p=0.057), which might be due to low numbers of 
individuals (20 and 26, respectively) and thus loss of statistical power. Severe GBA-PD were mostly 
affected in visuospatial and executive function and attention abilities (Table 2 and Supplementary Table 
2). Interestingly, we detected a trend for higher scores in the SCOPA-pupillomotor subdomain in severe 
GBA-PD when compared to both mild and risk GBA-PD (see Table 1). No other statistically significant 
differences emerged among the four groups in the severity of motor and non-motor symptoms when 
results were adjusted for multiple comparisons. 
 
 
Discussion 
In this large, multi-centre, international case-control study, we demonstrated the importance of 
considering the type of GBA1 genetic variant in research studies and clinical trials conducted on GBA-
PD. Reporting findings on GBA-PD without stratifying according to GBA1 variant type, can be 
misleading: differences can be detected related to iPD, however these are mainly driven by severe 
variant carriers. 
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Our results align with previous findings showing a more severe phenotype in severe variant carriers.6, 8, 

20 In a previous study comparing a large cohort of GBA-PD (139 mild, 48 severe) to 152 iPD patients, 
more severe depression, hallucinations, worse hyposmia, and higher frequencies of REM sleep 
behaviour disorder (RBD) were detected in severe GBA-PD compared to the other two groups.20 
However, this study did not include risk variant carriers, who numerically represent the predominant 
group of GBA-PD individuals, especially in those of Caucasian background.1 
 
In contrast to previous reports, we did not detect any cognitive impairment in carriers of risk or mild 
variants. One study found that both pathogenic (mix of mild and severe) variant carriers (N=60) and 
p.E365K carriers (N=65) had higher incidence of dementia and a greater impairment in working 
memory/executive function and visuospatial abilities compared to iPD, however the disease duration in 
these groups was mostly >7.5years, so additional factors beyond GBA1 status might have contributed 
to these results.11 Cognitive decline at 7 years from diagnosis was faster in pathogenic and risk variant 
carriers than iPD in another study, however, the association with progression rate to dementia was much 
smaller in the risk variant carriers group, and no distinction was made between severe and mild variant 
carriers.21 
 
Our results showed a trend toward more severe cardiovascular and thermoregulatory dysfunction in 
GBA-PD vs iPD, but we did not see any differences across variant types. Previous reports also found 
more impaired cardiovascular autonomic control characterised by a lower parasympathetic modulation 
at rest and a lower parasympathetic modulation in response to active standing, in GBA-PD compared 
to iPD.22 GBA-PD also presented a lower heart-to-mediastinum uptake ratio in 123I-meta-
iodobenzylguanidine scintigraphy suggestive of reduced cardiac sympathetic denervation,23 and greater 
cardiac sympatho-vagal demodulation.24 The latter study detected greater impairment in cardiovagal 
function in severe GBA-PD compared to risk and mild GBA-PD combined together, but numbers were 
small.24 Nonetheless, these findings make this area worth investigating in the future. In our study, we 
showed a trend for more severe impairment in pupillomotor function in severe variant carriers compared 
to mild or risk, which might be related to a pupillary parasympathetic dysfunction which might be more 
extreme in severe GBA-PD. Interestingly, pupillomotor abnormalities suggestive of dysfunctional 
parasympathetic innervation were also detected in individuals with neuronopathic Gaucher disease, 
caused by biallelic pathogenic variants in GBA1,25 or with Fabry disease, another lysosomal storage 
disorder.26 
 
Several disease-modifying therapies targeting the GBA1 pathway are in Phase II/III of clinical trial 
stage, aiming to halt/slow GBA-PD progression.4, 27 Recently, a Phase II, randomized-controlled trial 
(MOVES-PD), testing the effect of the glucosylceramide synthase inhibitor Venglustat in GBA-PD 
patients, did not meet its primary endpoint, and showed paradoxical worsening of motor symptoms in 
mild GBA-PD treated with Venglustat.28 This highlight the need to refine patients’ selection and stratify 
individuals for variant severity in trials targeting the GBA-PD population in order to optimise chances 
of success.28  
 
Our study has some limitations. First, the relatively small number of individuals with severe and mild 
GBA-PD might have undermined the results. Second, this is a case-control study, however a 2-year 
follow-up assessment of this cohort is in progress. 
 
Despite these limitations, we believe that this study provides clinicians with useful information to 
approach their GBA-PD patients in the clinic, tailoring their counselling on prognosis and disease 
trajectories, and integrating our recent consensus guidance on PD risk.1 Moreover, we hope that these 
findings will inform researchers involved in clinical trials to improve the design of such studies and 
guide the choice of realistic outcomes in the correct patient groups. Finally, this study provides insight 
into the pathophysiological mechanisms underlying disease severity in GBA-PD. 
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Table 1. Demographics and clinical features of study cohort. 
 

 
 
Legend: BMI, body mass index; BDI, Beck Depression Inventory; DBS, deep brain stimulation; DQS, 
Dietary Quality Score; HADS, Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale; H&Y, Hoehn & Yahr; LCIG, 
levodopa-carbidopa intestinal gel; LEDD, levodopa equivalent daily dose; GBR, Great Britain; ITA, 
Italy; MDS-UPDRS, Movement Disorder Society (MDS) Unified Parkinson’s Disease Rating Scale; 
MOCA, Montreal Cognitive Assessment; PD, Parkinson disease; SCOPA-AUT, SCales for Outcomes 
in PArkinson’s disease; RBDSQ, REM Sleep Behavior Disorder Questionnaire; UPSIT, University of 
Pennsylvania Smell Identification Test; WCSS, Wexner Constipation Scoring System. N, negative; M, 
mild; R, risk; S, severe. p value: comparison between iPD and GBA-PD. P1: negative vs risk; P2: 
negative vs mild; P3: negative vs severe; P4: risk vs mild; P5: risk vs severe; P6: mild vs severe. P 
values: ns: p ≥ 0.05; *, p<0.05; **, p<0.01; ***, p<0.001; adj.p, adjusted p value; un.p, unadjusted p 
value. 
  

P6
(M vs S)

P5
(R vs S)

P4
(R vs M)

P3
(N vs S)

P2
(N vs M)

P1
(N vs R)

Severe
(N=39)

Mild
(N=24)

Risk
(N=56)

p valueGBA-PD
(N=129)

Negative -
iPD (N=186)

1213356393GBR (N)

2711216693ITA (N)

ns*********ns59 ± 8 56 ± 10 63 ± 8***61 ± 965 ± 9Age

nsnsnsnsnsns54% (21)54% (13)37.5% (21)ns47% (61)42% (78)Sex (% F, N)

nsnsns*nsns46% (18)25% (6)34% (19)*36.4% (47)23% (43)PD family history (%, N)

nsnsnsnsnsns14.2 ± 4.114.2 ± 3.814.3 ± 4.6*14.2 ± 4.113.9 ± 4.4Education (yrs)

nsnsnsnsnsns25.6 ± 4.523.9 ± 3.125.9 ± 4.9ns25.5 ± 4.525.8 ± 5.1BMI (kg/m2)

ns***********ns52 ± 9.749 ± 11.258 ± 8.9***54 ± 1059 ± 9.3PD Age at onset

nsnsnsnsnsns7.3 ± 5.67.4 ± 5.86 ± 3.7ns6.8 ± 56 ± 5.1PD Duration

nsnsnsnsnsns222ns22H&Y stage (median) 

nsnsnsnsnsns724.7 ± 434.7654.6 ± 474.6615 ± 528.6ns645.9 ± 477.6549.2 ± 432.6LEDD

nsnsns*nsns13 (33%)4 (17%)6 (11%)**25 (19.4%)15 (8%)DBS (N, %)

-------1 (4%)--1 (0.8%)-Apomorphine pump 
infusion (N, %)

-------1 (4%)--1 (0.8%)-LCIG (N, %)

nsnsnsnsnsns11.8 ± 6.210.3 ± 5.510.3 ± 6.4ns10.9 ± 6.29.9 ± 6.9MDS-UPDRS part I

nsnsnsnsnsns12 ± 611.2 ± 6.711.1 ± 6.1*11.5 ± 6.1 10.4 ± 7MDS-UPDRS part II

nsnsnsnsnsns28.2 ± 14.628.4 ± 12.128 ± 12.4ns27.9 ± 13.127.1 ± 12.9MDS-UPDRS part III

nsnsns
ns

(un.p=0.01; 
adj.p=0.07)

nsns4 ± 3.74.2 ± 4.23.4 ± 3.3**3.8 ± 3.62.6 ± 3.4MDS-UPDRS part IV

nsnsnsnsnsns55.3 ± 21.254.2 ± 2052.8 ± 19.6*53.8 ± 20.749.6 ± 23MDS-UPDRS total

nsnsnsnsnsns15.9 ± 7.314.2 ± 813.8 ± 7.2ns14.6 ± 7.714.3 ± 7.9SCOPA-AUT total

nsnsnsnsnsns4.6 ± 3.13.4 ± 2.83.8 ± 2.6ns4 ± 2.83.8 ± 3
SCOPA-AUT 
Gastrointestinal

nsnsnsnsnsns4.8 ± 2.63.9 ± 2.75 ± 3.2ns4.7 ± 35.1 ± 3.1SCOPA-AUT Urinary

nsnsnsnsnsns1 ± 1.20.8 ± 1.20.8 ± 1ns 
(p=0.058)0.9 ± 1.10.7 ± 1SCOPA-AUT 

Cardiovascular

nsnsnsnsnsns2.5 ± 2.32.8 ± 3.12.3 ± 2.1ns 
(p=0.084)2.6 ± 2.42 ± 1.9SCOPA-AUT 

Thermoregulatory

ns
(un.p=0.04; 
adj.p=0.13)

ns 
(un.p=0.01;
adj.p=0.09)

nsnsnsns0.8 ± 10.4 ± 0.90.4 ± 0.8ns0.5 ± 0.90.5 ± 0.7
SCOPA-AUT 
Pupillomotor

nsnsnsnsnsns1.6 ± 1.61.9 ± 1.91.2 ± 1.7ns1.5 ± 1.81.6 ± 1.8SCOPA-AUT Sexual

ns
ns 

(un.p=0.07; 
adj.p=0.28)

ns
ns 

(un.p=0.09;
adj.p=0.28)

nsns7.2 ± 5.15.7 ± 4.25.2 ± 3.8ns6.1 ± 4.65.7 ± 4.4WCSS

nsnsnsnsnsns5.7 ± 3.95.4 ± 2.75.6 ± 3.7ns5.7 ± 3.65 ± 3.6RBDSQ

nsnsns***nsns16.4 ± 6.318.8 ± 5.217.5 ± 5.1**17.5 ± 5.518.8 ± 6.7UPSIT

nsnsnsnsnsns6.5 ± 36.6 ± 4.66.1 ± 3.6*6.4 ± 3.65.3 ± 3.9HADS anxiety

nsnsns**nsns6.8 ± 4.56.7 ± 3.45.3 ± 3.7**6.2 ± 3.94.9 ± 3.5HADS depression

ns*ns***nsns12 ± 5.212.9 ± 8.810.2 ± 5.9***11.5 ± 6.58.6 ± 6.5BDI

****ns**nsns24.4 ± 5.127.2 ± 2.526.2 ± 3.5ns25.7 ± 4.125.7 ± 3.5MOCA
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Table 2. Performances in specific cognitive abilities (MOCA sub-scores). 
 

 
 
Legend: PD, Parkinson disease. N, negative; M, mild; R, risk; S, severe. p value: comparison between 
iPD and GBA-PD. P1: negative vs risk; P2: negative vs mild; P3: negative vs severe; P4: risk vs mild; 
P5: risk vs severe; P6: mild vs severe. P values: ns: p ≥ 0.05; *, p<0.05; **, p<0.01; ***, p<0.001. 
  

P6
(M vs S)

P5
(R vs S)

P4
(R vs M)

P3
(N vs S)

P2
(N vs M)

P1
(N vs R)

Severe
(N=39)

Mild
(N=24)

Risk
(N=56)p valueGBA-PD 

(N=129)
Negative – iPD

(N=186)MOCA sub-scores

nsnsns**ns0.8 ± 0.40.8 ± 0.40.9 ± 0.4*0.8 ± 0.40.9 ± 0.3Diagram
ns**ns***nsns0.6 ± 0.50.8 ± 0.40.8 ± 0.4*0.7 ± 0.50.8 ± 0.4Cube
nsnsns**nsns2.3 ± 0.92.6 ± 0.62.5 ± 0.8*2.5 ± 0.82.6 ± 0.7Clock

ns**ns***nsns3.7 ± 1.54.1 ± 1.24.1 ± 1.3*4 ± 1.44.2 ± 1.2Visuospatial/executive 
functions

nsnsnsnsnsns3 ± 0.63 ± 0.33 ± 0.4ns3 ± 0.53 ± 0.2Naming
nsnsnsnsnsns1.8 ± 0.51.9 ± 0.31.8 ± 0.4ns1.8 ± 0.41.8 ± 0.5Digits
ns*nsnsnsns0.8 ± 0.41 ± 01 ± 0.2ns0.9 ± 0.30.9 ± 0.3Letters
***ns*nsns2.4 ± 12.9 ± 0.42.8 ± 0.5ns2.7 ± 0.72.7 ± 0.6Subtraction
***nsnsnsns4.9 ± 1.55.8 ± 0.45.6 ± 0.7ns5.4 ± 15.4 ± 0.9Attention
nsnsnsnsnsns1.8 ± 0.41.8 ± 0.41.8 ± 0.5ns1.8 ± 0.51.7 ± 0.5Repeat
nsnsnsnsnsns0.7 ± 0.40.9 ± 0.40.7 ± 0.4ns0.8 ± 0.40.8 ± 0.4Fluency
nsnsnsnsnsns2.5 ± 0.82.7 ± 0.62.5 ± 0.7ns2.5 ± 0.72.5 ± 0.7Language
nsnsnsnsnsns1.6 ± 0.71.8 ± 0.41.8 ± 0.5ns1.7 ± 0.51.7 ± 0.5Abstraction
nsnsnsnsnsns2.9 ± 1.63.8 ± 1.23.2 ± 1.5ns3.2 ± 1.52.8 ± 1.7Delayed recall
nsnsns*nsns5.6 ± 0.85.9 ± 0.35.9 ± 0.5ns5.8 ± 0.65.9 ± 0.4Orientation
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