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Abstract 

Cognition is believed to be a product of human evolution, while schizophrenia is ascribed as the 

by-product with cognitive impairment as it’s genetically mediated endophenotype. Genomic loci 

associated with these traits are enriched with recent evolutionary markers such as Human 

accelerated regions (HARs). HARs are markedly different in humans since their divergence with 

chimpanzees and mostly regulate gene expression by binding to transcription factors and/or 

modulating chromatin interactions. We hypothesize that variants within HARs may alter such 

functions and thus contribute to disease pathogenesis. 49 systematically prioritized variants from 

2737 genome-wide HARs were genotyped in a north-Indian schizophrenia cohort (331 cases, 

235 controls). Six variants were significantly associated with cognitive impairment in 

schizophrenia, thirteen with general cognition in healthy individuals. These variants were 

mapped to 122 genes; predicted to alter 70 transcription factors binding sites and overlapped 

with promoters, enhancers and/or repressors. These genes and TFs are implicated in 

neurocognitive phenotypes, autism, schizophrenia and bipolar disorders; a few are targets of 

common or repurposable antipsychotics suggesting their draggability; and enriched for immune 

response and brain developmental pathways. Immune response has been more strongly targeted 

by natural selection during human evolution and has a prominent role in neurodevelopment. 

Thus, its disruption may have deleterious consequences for neuronal and cognitive functions. 

Importantly, among the 15 associated SNPs, 12 showed association in several independent 

GWASs of different neurocognitive functions. Further analysis of HARs may be valuable to 

understand their role in cognition biology and identify improved therapeutics for schizophrenia.  
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Introduction: 

The complexity of the human brain plays a crucial role in developing improved cognitive 

functioning and has led to distinct patterns of behavior in humans compared to their primate 

relatives (Heyes 2012; Srinivasan et al. 2018). During the course of evolution, humans have 

developed complex language (d’Errico et al. 2003), executive functioning and abstract thinking 

(Barkley 2001). This derives support from different patterns of performance witnessed across 

cognitive domains by humans and chimpanzees (Tomasello and Herrmann 2010). Thus, higher 

cognitive functions are regarded as one of the main distinctive traits of humans (Maclean 2016) 

and is considered to be a product of human evolution. On the contrary, schizophrenia has been 

hypothesized to be a by-product of recent evolution of the human genome from its closest 

ancestor, the chimpanzee (Liu et al. 2019; Avila, Thaker, and Adami 2001; T. J. Crow 2000; Timothy J. 

Crow 1997; Srinivasan et al. 2016; Van Dongen and Boomsma, n.d.).  

Deficits in cognitive ability is a signature of schizophrenia. This trait has remained as the 

most valuable predictor of functional outcome over other symptoms (Rund 1998; Green et al. 2000) 

with more than 80% of patients showing significant cognitive impairment(Emre, Murat, and 

Christos 2010). Along with deficits in global cognitive ability, specific domains such as working 

memory, attention and executive function are also impaired in schizophrenia patients and like the 

primary disease pathology, these features are also highly heritable (Calafato and Bramon 2019) and 

clearly meet the criteria for being classified as genetically mediated endophenotypes (Harvey, 

n.d.). Genome Wide Association Studies (GWASs) of cognitive traits such as intelligence, 

general cognition (g-factor), reaction time, verbal-numerical reasoning, educational attainment (a 

proxy measure of cognitive function) have revealed overlaps in genetic risk loci between 

schizophrenia and cognitive traits (Hubbard et al. 2016; Smeland and Andreassen 2018; Le Hellard et 

al. 2016). Neurocognitive impairment being a core symptom of schizophrenia and resistant to 

first-generation antipsychotics and shows only a little improvement with second-generation 

antipsychotics (Ohi et al. 2018; Bowie and Harvey 2006), uncovering its genetic underpinnings and 

consequently biology with possibly new therapeutic options is an unmet need. It has been 

suggested that the genomic regions which are advantageous for the acquisition of important 

human traits such as language, complex cognitive skills and other favorable brain functions 

including behavioral flexibility also predispose to schizophrenia are also (Srinivasan et al. 2016). 

Enrichment of recent evolutionary markers in the vicinity of schizophrenia (Xu et al. 2015; 
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Srinivasan et al. 2016) and cognition (Srinivasan et al. 2018) associated loci, suggest their 

involvement and importance for both these traits. Human accelerated regions (HARs) are one 

such class of genetic markers of recent evolution in humans. 

HARs are segments of DNA that are well conserved throughout vertebrate evolution but 

are strikingly different in humans since their divergence from chimpanzees (Pollard et al. 2006). 

Genes associated with these HARs have been linked to expansion and function of higher-order 

cognitive networks in the human brain (Wei et al. 2019), human cognitive functioning, social 

behavior, brain development (Bae, Jayaraman, and Walsh 2015) and to brain disorders related to 

cognitive impairment such as autism spectrum disorder (Doan et al. 2016) and schizophrenia(Xu et 

al. 2015). Furthermore, among all the approved drugs, 32.42% target at least one HAR gene and 

notably, a significant proportion of these HAR-gene targeting drugs are used for treatment of 

neurological disorders implying their relevance in drug repurposing as well as in new 

therapeutics (Chu, Quan, and Zhang 2020). HARs are mostly intergenic (60.7%) or intronic 

(32.4%) in their distribution (Doan et al. 2016). Changes in protein coding sequences have 

primarily contributed to evolution across related species, however, large phenotypic divergence 

between humans and chimpanzees was probably primarily driven by changes in gene regulation 

(King and Wilson 1975; Carroll 2005). In accordance with this, HARs have been found to regulate 

expression of nearby genes by acting as enhancers, repressors, modifiers etc (Capra, Erwin, 

Mckinsey, et al. 2013; Ryu et al. n.d.) and induce human-specific gene expression (Kamm et al. 2013; 

Hubisz and Pollard 2014; Capra, Erwin, McKinsey, et al. 2013a; Prabhakar et al. 2008). Furthermore, a 

comparison between human and chimp brains showed human specific brain connections have 

significantly higher expression of HAR genes in cortical areas of the human brain (Van Den 

Heuvel et al. 2019). These findings suggest that HARs represent a modest portion of the 

evolutionary aspects witnessed in humans and could be functionally relevant for human specific 

development. 

Based on these findings, we hypothesize that expression of genes in the vicinity of HARs 

could be altered by genetic variants present within the HARs either through alteration of the 

binding sites of transcription factors and/or other regulatory proteins; and/or their own epigenetic 

signature(s). Thus, identification of HAR variants associated with cognitive impairment in 

schizophrenia patients may enhance our understanding of the genetics and biology of cognitive 

impairment and may also help in identifying new drug targets. 
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Materials and Methods: 

Recruitment and diagnostic assessment of patients with schizophrenia: 

Inclusion criteria for recruitment of patients with schizophrenia and healthy controls, 

predominantly of north Indian origin have been previously described(Kukshal et al. 2013a). 

Briefly, with approval from the Institutional Ethics Committees of all of the participating 

institutions, patients diagnosed with schizophrenia as per Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of 

Mental Disorders, Fourth Edition (DSM-IV), were recruited either with their written informed 

consent or from accompanying relatives or caregivers, at the Post Graduate Institute of Medical 

Education and Research (PGIMER) -Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia (RML) Hospital, New Delhi. 

Hindi version of the Diagnostic Interview for Genetic Studies (DIGS) and the Family Interview 

for Genetic Studies (FIGS)(Deshpande et al. 1998; Nurnberger et al. 1994) were used to assess 

all the participants. Healthy adult controls in the study were recruited from matched population 

with their written consent, also described previously(Kukshal et al. 2013a). 

Neurocognitive assessment:  

Cognitive assessment of the participants recruited as above was carried out using the Hindi 

version of University of Pennsylvania Computerized Neurocognitive Battery (Penn CNB) as 

described in our previous studies (Bhatia et al. 2012; Kukshal et al. 2013b). The Penn CNB 

assesses eight cognitive domains commonly reported to be impaired in patients with 

schizophrenia, namely: abstract and mental flexibility, attention, face memory, spatial memory, 

working memory, sensory-motor processing, and emotional processing. The normalized Z scores 

were extracted from the data repository at CNB site at University of Pennsylvania for the eight 

selected cognitive domains as mentioned previously (Bhatia et al. 2012; Kukshal et al. 2013b). 

Briefly, three performance functions, namely accuracy, speed and efficiency were calculated for 

each of the eight domains. These scores were then used for association testing. 

Selection of variants from HARs 

A consolidated list of all HARs (2737) reported in a recent study on role of HARs in 

autism(Doan et al. 2016) has been used in this study. Selection criteria for HAR-SNPs to be 

genotyped, have been described by us previously (Bhattacharyya et al. 2020). Briefly, from a 

total of 30,045 SNPs from within these HARs (hg19; dbSNP146 module in UCSC table browser; 
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https://genome.ucsc.edu/) 2034 variants were prioritized based on minor allele frequency (MAF) 

[0.4< (MAF) > 0.1] in south Asian population. Based on RegulomeDB(A. P. Boyle et al. 2012) 

score (<3) and/or significant eQTLs in different regions of the brain, a total of 49 SNPs 

(Supplementary Methods, Supplementary Table 1) were further prioritized for genotyping in the 

north Indian case-control cohort recruited as detailed above,  

Genotyping 

SNP Type Assays are allele-specific PCR assays designed by Fluidigm, which use three primer 

pairs and two universal probes to differentiate between the two alleles. Nanofluidics based 

Fluidigm SNP Type(TM) genotyping assay was performed at a commercial facility (Sandor 

Lifesciences Pvt. Ltd, Hyderabad, India) to genotype the 49 SNPs.  

Statistical Analysis: 

Data Transformation: 

Cognition scores, if not normally distributed, were transformed by skew power transformation [z 

= zbcn,u(y, λ, γ)](Hawkins and Weisberg n.d.) in cases and controls separately using car package 

in R(Fox and Weisberg n.d.) as described previously (Punchaichira et al. 2020).  

Principal Component Analysis: 

The Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) sample adequacy test and Bartlett's test of sphericity were 

performed to determine the effectiveness of the PCA for neurocognitive measures. A Scree Plot 

of Eigenvalue versus component number was produced to determine the number of components 

explaining the greatest amount of variance in the traits. PCA was performed using the Direct 

Oblimin rotation method to reduce neurocognitive measures across eight domains to their 

principal components. 

Linear Regression: 

A two-way ANCOVA was performed with health status and genotypes as fixed factors and each 

principal component of accuracy, processing speed and efficiency as dependable variables with 

age and gender as covariates using IBM® SPSS® Statistics (Version 27) (IBM Corp. Armonk, 

New York USA) as previously done in a similar study(Hori et al. 2012). One-way ANCOVA 

with age and gender as covariates separately for control groups were performed to further 

explore the simple effect of genotype on cognition. 
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Functional annotation: 

Significantly associated SNPs following the regression analysis were functionally annotated 

using FeatSNP(Ma et al. 2019) (http://featsnp.org) as previously described(Bhattacharyya et al. 

2020) (Supplementary Methods).  

Mapping HAR SNPs to genes: 

FUMA-SNP2GENE module was used to map SNPs to genes using three approaches have been 

used for mapping: (i) Positional, (ii) eQTL and (iii) Chromatin interaction as previously 

described(Bhattacharyya et al. 2020) (Supplementary Methods).  

Pathway enrichment and functional annotation of the mapped genes and transcription 

factors: 

Enrichment analysis was done using EnrichR (Chen et al. 2013; Kuleshov MV 2016) which is an 

intuitive enrichment analysis web-based tool providing various types of visualization summaries 

of collective functions of gene lists using 180,184 annotated gene sets from 102 gene set libraries 

such as KEGG, Reactome, NCI-Nature etc. VarElect was used to identify if the mapped genes 

were previously implicated in cognition. This is a tool for disease/phenotype-dependent 

gene/variant prioritization which uses different databases such as GeneCards®, MalaCards, 

LifeMap Discovery®, and PathCards. VarElect acts jointly on the gene list and 

phenotype/disease keywords, and produces a list of prioritized, scored, and contextually 

annotated genes and direct links to supporting evidence and further information. Details of the 

scoring method and search terms used by VarElect is provided in supplementary method. 

Furthermore, attempts were made to confirm if, the gene-sets identified in this study are 

associated with similar Human Phenotype Ontology (HPO)-Phenotypes. Statistical significance 

of these overlaps, if any, were tested using hypergeometric test 

(http://nemates.org/MA/progs/overlap_stats_prog.html). Basic equation to obtain the probability 

score of an overlap of genes using the above-mentioned program is provided in supplementary 

methods. 

Status of the fifteen associated SNPs in other studies: 

We checked for the association status of the all the 15 SNPs, in the publicly available GWAS 

data with large sample size on cognition, education attainment, neuroticism, intelligence. Details 

of these GWASs are provided in Supplementary Table 2. 
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RESULTS: 

Demographic details: 

A total of 331 schizophrenia cases and 235 healthy controls from north Indian population, were 

successfully enrolled in this study. Demographic data of the study cohort is shown in Table 1. 

Table 1: Demographic details of the study cohort 

 Cases (mean age±SD) Controls (mean age±SD) 

Male 231 (34±10) 142 (40±16) 
Female 99 (32±9) 93 (35±11) 

Total 331 235 

  

Data transformation and Principal component analysis (PCA): 

Cognition scores that were not normally distributed, were transformed by skew power 

transformation and then PCA was conducted on the converted neurocognitive measures of all the 

eight domains with oblique rotation (Direct Oblimin). Verification of the sampling adequacy for 

the analysis was done with Kaiser–Meyer–Olkin (KMO) measure. The KMO value for cognitive 

scores of the eight domains was ≥0.770, i.e, above the acceptable score of 0.5. Bartlett’s test of 

sphericity was [χ2(276)=16788.815, p<0.001] indicated a high correlation between cognitive 

scores and thus requiring a PCA. Eigenvalues were obtained for each component by running an 

initial analysis on data. First six components had eigenvalues>1. By observing the scree plot 

(Figure 1) and the variance explained by the components (Supplementary Table 3), first two 

components namely component 1 and 2 were selected for two-way ANCOVA. The factor 

loadings after rotation are given in Supplementary Table 4. 
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Figure 1: Scree plot 

 

 

Table 2: Effect of genotypes and disease status on neurocognitive scores and effect of 

genotypes on neurocognitive scores of control group with age and gender as covariates 

rs ID (Chromosome:bp;Effect allele)  A) Main effect of SNPs on 
cognition in control group (one 
way ANCOVA) 

B) Effect of SNPs and disease 
phenotype on cognition (two way 
ANCOVA) 

Principle 
component 1 
(2,15) 

Principle 
component 2 
(2,15) 

Principle 
component 1 
(4,170) 

Principle component 
2 (4,170) 

F P-value F P value F P-value F P value 

rs214304 (1:19688164;C)   4.03 0.04     

rs995089 (1:45098461;T) 3.75 0.04       

rs3113980 (1:75160365;T) 5.63 0.01   3.3 0.01   

rs492804 (1:170612262;T) 4.33 0.03       

rs1868172 (3:139493701;T) 6.68 0.008       

rs13121833 (4:1357358;C) 4.71 0.02   2.54 0.04   

rs2659510 (4:102113048;C) 7.28 0.006       

rs26719 (5:92136381;T)   4.26 0.03     

rs36039219 (7:11704538;A) 4.44 0.03       

rs10810957 (9:18332000;C)       2.23 0.035 

rs11631291 (15:71889320;A)     2.47 0.04   
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rs12905641 (15:78964362;T) 5.34 0.01       

rs1885986 (17:2203175;G) 4.81 0.02   2.57 0.04   

rs10423094 (19:49533380;T)   3.92 0.04     

rs6082296 (20:21026509;C) 4.71 0.02   3.08 0.01   

  
Status of the fifteen associated HAR SNPs in related GWASs: 

The association status of the 15 associated SNPs (13 in control group, 6 in case-control cohort, 

four common) in related GWASs such as general cognitive function(Gail Davies et al. 2018; G. 

Davies et al. 2016; Lee et al. 2018), educational attainment(Lee et al. 2018; Okbay, Beauchamp, 

et al. 2016), neuroticism(Mats Nagel, Jansen, et al. 2018; Okbay, Baselmans, et al. 2016; M. 

Nagel et al. 2020; Luciano et al. 2018; Turley et al. 2018; Mats Nagel, Watanabe, et al. 2018) 

and intelligence(Sniekers et al. 2017; Savage et al. 2018) were documented. As all the SNPs are 

intronic/intergenic and they were functionally annotated to understand their regulatory roles, if 

any. As mentioned before, HARs regulate genes around them and SNPs within these regions 

which may affect such regulatory functions might interfere with the expression of genes under 

their control. To further elucidate the role of HARs in cognition, identification of genes that may 

be impacted by one or more these 15 variants, as well as the pathways to which they may 

contribute was undertaken. 

Of the 15 SNPs screened for in such GWAS datasets, all but two SNPs (rs214304, rs492804) 

showed nominal association (P-value<0.05) for with one or more related phenotypes such as 

general cognitive function, reaction time, verbal and number reasoning, memory and education 

attainment and intelligence. Most importantly, among these SNPs, rs1868172 was significantly 

associated with intelligence (P-value<2.33E-05). (Supplementary Table 5). Of note, though our 

sample size is low to modest, we obtained significant leads from this study. 

Functional annotation of associated SNPs: 

Function of the 15 associated SNPs was then annotated using FeatSNP (Table 3, Supplementary 

Table 6). These 15 SNPs were found to modulate the binding sites of 79 transcription factors 

based on transcription factor binding motif scores as calculated by FeatSNP. In addition, a few 

SNPs (rs214304, rs995089, rs1868172, rs11631291, rs6082296) were also found to overlap with 

histone ChIP-seq peaks that have methylation marks for active promoters, repressors or 
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enhancers such as H3K4me3, H3K4me1, H3K9ac, H3K27ac, H3K36me3, H3K27me3, 

H3K9me3 (Table 3, Supplementary Table 6). 

Table 3: Functional annotation of associated SNPs 

rs ID 
(Chromosome:bp;Effect 
allele) 

Transcription Factor motif predicted to be interfered Overlap with histone 
ChIP-seq peaks in brain 
tissue# 

rs214304 (1:19688164;C) MAFG:NEF2L1, MEIS1, MEIS3, MEOX1, MEOX2 H3K4me1 

rs995089 (1:45098461;T) NKX2-5 H3K4me3, H3K4me1, 
H3K9ac, H3K27ac, 
H3K36me3 

rs3113980 (1:75160365;T) FOXD1 _ 

rs492804 (1:170612262;T) FOXD1, FOXL1, FOXQ1, FOXJ2, FOXO4, FOXO6, FOXP3, 
FOXK1, FOXG1, FOXQ1, FOXI1 

_ 

rs1868172 
(3:139493701;T) 

FOXD1,FOXF1, FOXG1, FOXJ3, FOXK1, FOXO3, FOXO4, 
FOXO6, FOXP3 

H3K4me1. H3K27ac 

rs13121833 (4:1357358;C) FOXD1, FOXP1, FOXQ1 _ 

rs2659510 
(4:102113048;C) 

TFAP2A, TFAP2B, TFAB2C, MAFK, NRL _ 

rs26719 (5:92136381;T) LIN54 _ 

rs36039219 
(7:11704538;A) 

CREB1, PAX2, JUND, MEIS1,  MEIS2, MEIS3, TBX2, TBX4, 
TBX5 

_ 

rs10810957 
(9:18332000;C) 

FOXD3, ARID5A, ZBTB1B _ 

rs11631291 
(15:71889320;A) 

CREB1, KLF1, KLF4, KLF5, FOS:JUN H3K4me3 

rs12905641 
(15:78964362;T) 

HAND1:TCF3, REL, RELA, STAT1, STAT3, STAT4, STAT5B, 
STAT6, THAP1, NFATC1, NFATC3 

H3K4me1, H3K27ac 

rs1885986 (17:2203175;G) ZNF354C, ZFX, ZBTB7C H3K36me3 

rs10423094 
(19:49533380;T) 

USF1, USF2, TCF3, HEY2, SNAI2, FIGLA, ID4, TFEC 
MLX1PL  

_ 

rs6082296 
(20:21026509;C) 

Mafb, HNF1B, MEIS1, MEIS2, EVX1, EVX2, DUC, RHOX11 H3K27me3, H3K4me1 

#Active histone modification: H3K4me3(promoter-associated), H3K4me1(enhancer-associated), H3K9ac(promoter-

associated), H3K27ac(enhancer/promoter-associated) H3K36me3(transcription-associated); Repressive histone 

modification: H3K27me3, H3K9me3 

Mapping of SNPs to genes: 

Mapping of the 15 SNPs to genes performed using FUMA identified a total of 122 genes in their 

vicinity (Table 4 and Supplementary Table 7). No protein coding genes were found around 20kb 

from three SNPs (rs1868172, rs26719, rs10810957). All the SNPs except for rs2659510 

(4:102113048:A>C) were found to either interfere with expression or to interact with more than 

one gene through 3D chromatin interaction. Protein class analysis showed that most of the genes 

code for regulatory proteins such as those involved in chromatin modifier, transcription regulator 
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and cellular signalling (Figure 2). Except for CGB1, all the others were found to have direct 

association with one or more phenotypes related to cognition, autism, schizophrenia and/or 

bipolar disorder (Supplementary Table 9). Based on the input criteria detailed in the 

methodology, VarElect showed highest score for PAFAH1B1 followed by FOXG1, FOS, 

FOXP2, TMEM106B, IDUA, CREB1, CHRNA3, CHRNA4PPP3CA (Supplementary Table 10). 

Two most notable findings which emerged from this mapping effort and finctional annotation 

were i) Observing that of these 122 genes are either previously implicated candidate genes or are 

functionally relevant; and ii) 51 of these 122 genes and 79 TFs are druggable according to DGIB 

(https://www.dgidb.org/), a database curated from 31 sources such as DTC, DrugBank, TTD, and 

PharmaGKB. Many of these genes, such as, CHRNA3, 4, HTR6 etc. are already being targeted 

for schizophrenia and psychosis by medications already in common use (clozapine, olanzapine, 

doxepin etc) or proposed for repurposing in these conditions (Supplementary Table 11). 

Table 4: Mapping of associated SNPs to genes 

rs ID 
(Chromosome:bp;Effect 
allele) 

Positional eQTL Chromatin Interaction 

rs214304 (1:19688164;C) CAPZB MRTO4, AKR7A3, 
AKR7A2, PQLC2, CAPZB, 
MINOS1 

CAPZB, MINOS1-NBL1, MINOS1, NBL1 

rs995089 (1:45098461;T) RNF220, TMEM53 KLF17, RNF220, TMEM53, 
C1orf228, ZSWIM5, TOE1, 
TESK2 

ERMAP, ZNF691, ST3GAL3, IPO13, 
DPH2, ATP6V0B, CCDC24, SLC6A9, 
KLF17, DMAP1, RNF220, ERI3, TMEM53, 
C1orf228 

rs3113980 (1:75160365;T) CRYZ CRYZ, TYW3 NEGR1, LRRIQ3, FPGT, FPGT-TNNI3K, 
TNNI3K, LRRC53 

rs492804 (1:170612262;T) PRRX1 SELL, GORAB, PRRX1 SELP, SELL, SELE, METTL18, SCYL3, 
KIFAP3, METTL11B, GORAB, MROH9 

rs1868172 
(3:139493701;T) 

_ NMNAT3 _ 

rs13121833 (4:1357358;C) UVSSA PCGF3, CPLX1, DGKQ, 
SLC26A1, IDUA, SPON2, 
MAEA, CTBP1, UVSSA, 
CRIPAK 

CRIPAK, NKX1-1 

rs2659510 
(4:102113048;C) 

PPP3CA _ _ 

rs26719 (5:92136381;T) _ _ NR2F1, POU5F2 

rs36039219 
(7:11704538;A) 

THSD7A THSD7A, TMEM106B THSD7A, TMEM106B, VWDE, SCIN 

rs10810957 
(9:18332000;C) 

_ _ SH3GL2, ADAMTSL1, FAM154A, PLIN2, 
IFNB1, IFNW1 

rs75901164 
(10:18423160;T) 

_ CACNB2 C1QL3, RSU1, CUBN, ST8SIA6, PTPLA, 
STAM, SLC39A12 

rs11631291 THSD4 THSD4 THAP10, THSD4, CT62, GRAMD2, 
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(15:71889320;A) C15orf60 

rs12905641 
(15:78964362;T) 

CHRNB4 IREB2, PSMA4, CHRNA5, 
CHRNA3, ADAMTS7, 
CTSH 

WDR61, CRABP1, IREB2, HYKKCHRN
CHRNA3, TMED3 

rs1885986 (17:2203175;G) SMG6, SRR SERPINF1, HIC1, SMG6, 
SRR, TSR1, SGSM2 

PRPF8, TLCD2, WDR81, SERPIN
SERPINF1, RTN4RL1, DPH1, OVC
HIC1, TSR1, SGSM2, MNT, AC00643
PAFAH1B1 

rs10423094 
(19:49533380;T) 

RUVBL2, LHB, 
CGB, CTB-
60B18.6, CGB2, 
CGB1, CGB5, 
CGB8 

BAX, RUVBL2, LHB, CGB, 
CGB2, PPFIA3, CCDC155 

KCNJ14, GYS1, RUVBL2, LHB, LIN
RCN3 

rs6082296 
(20:21026509;C) 

XRN2 INSM1, XRN2, NKX2-4, 
NKX2-2 

_ 

  

Figure 2: Protein class analysis of mapped genes 

 

Pathway enrichment and functional annotation of the mapped genes and transcription

factors: 

In the pathway enrichment analysis for 201 genes (122 mapped genes and 79 transcription

factors whose binding sites were observed to be modulated by the associated SNPs; Table 3;

Supplementary Table 8), PDGFR, EFG-EGFR, FGF and chemokine signaling pathways were

found to be enriched. The top-most significantly enriched pathways relevant to cognition are

shown in Table 5. 
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Table 5: Pathway enrichment of the mapped genes and transcription factors 

Term Adjusted P-value Resource 

Th1 and Th2 cell differentiation 7.82E-09 KEGG_human_2019 

Hepatitis B 7.82E-09 KEGG_human_2019 

Th17 cell differentiation 7.82E-09 KEGG_human_2019 

Prolactin signalling pathway 2.41E-05 KEGG_human_2019 

Signalling pathways regulating pluripotency of stem 
cells 

3.77E-04 KEGG_human_2019 

IL12-mediated signalling events  1.92E-07 NCI-Nature_2016 

IL2-mediated signalling events 1.95E-04 NCI-Nature_2016 

IL12 signalling mediated by STAT4  6.79E-06 NCI-Nature_2016 

IL23-mediated signalling events  6.49E-04 NCI-Nature_2016 

Calcineurin-regulated Nuclear factor of activated T cells 
(NFAT)-dependent transcription in lymphocytes 

8.49E-05 NCI-Nature_2016 

GMCSF-mediated signalling events Homo sapiens 2.52E-04 NCI-Nature_2016 

Glucocorticoid receptor regulatory network  3.20E-08 NCI-Nature_2016, Panther_2016 

Regulation of nuclear SMAD2/3 signalling Homo 
sapiens 

3.20E-08 NCI-Nature_2016, Panther_2016 

IL27-mediated signaling events 7.76E-04 Panther2016 

PDGFR-beta pathway 1.48E-06 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

VEGFA-VEGFR2 Signalling Pathway  1.83E-05 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

IL-2 Signalling Pathway 9.15E-06 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

IL-5 Signalling Pathway 8.04E-06 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

IL-9 Signalling Pathway WP22 2.61E-04 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

IL-4 Signalling Pathway WP395 2.09E-05 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

EGF/EGFR Signalling Pathway 1.83E-05 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

AGE/RAGE pathway 1.29E-05 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

Brain-Derived Neurotrophic Factor (BDNF) signalling 
pathway 

2.13E-04 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

Interferon type I signalling pathways  2.13E-04 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 

Prolactin Signalling Pathway 1.74E-04 Wiki_pathway_human 2019 
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Associated HPO phenotypes with the mapped genes and transcription factors: 

All the genes identified in this study were found to be associated with human phenotypes related 

to cognition such as abnormality of higher mental function, intellectual disability, abnormality of 

the nervous system, morphological abnormality of brain and nervous system (Table 6). 

Table 6: HPO phenotypes associated with the mapped genes and transcription factors 

HPO-Term Overlapped genes/total 
genes  
(P-value) 

Abnormality of the nervous system (HP:0000707) 54/3276 (6.237e-07) 
Morphological central nervous system abnormality (HP:0002011) 42/2307 (1.279e-06) 
Abnormal nervous system morphology (HP:0012639) 46/2504 (2.701e-07) 
Abnormality of higher mental function (HP:0011446) 39/2211 (7.009e-06) 
Abnormality of brain morphology (HP:0012443) 37/2106 (1.375e-05) 
Intellectual disability (HP:0001249) 30/1628 (4.230e-05) 
Abnormal nervous system physiology (HP:0012638) 48/3053 (1.155e-05) 
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Discussion: 

In comparison to other highly developed and intelligent great apes, such as the chimpanzees, the 

human brain is capable of supporting a wide range of complex cognitive abilities(Wei et al. 2019). 

This distinction is commonly believed to be associated with the evolution of the human 

brain(Maclean 2016; Sherwood, Subiaul, and Zawidzki 2008) which is driven by changes in 

gene regulation rather than divergence in protein-coding sequences(King and Wilson 1975). Thus, 

it is plausible to hypothesize that the development and evolution of the human brain could be an 

outcome of a discrete set of human-specific genetic alterations(Bae, Jayaraman, and Walsh 2015). 

Accordingly, HARs which evolved exclusively in humans and enriched in regulatory elements 

may drive evolution of human-specific traits via gene regulation(Won et al. 2019). Recent 

studies have identified HARs are associated with brain development (Bae, Jayaraman, and Walsh 

2015), neuroanatomical or neurobehavioral phenotypes such as autism spectrum disorder(Doan et 

al. 2016), schizophrenia(Xu et al. 2015) and higher-order cognitive networks in the human 

brain(Wei et al. 2019). Thus, variants within HARs may alter the expression of genes under their 

regulation, which may result in a higher risk of cognitive impairment in schizophrenia patients. 

Using linear regression analysis with disease status and HAR-variants as independent factors, 

principal components extracted from neurocognitive scores in eight different domains as 

dependent variables with age and gender as cofactors, we identified interaction affect six SNPs 

and disease status were significantly associated with the first two principal components (Table 

2). These findings lend the first level of support to their likely contribution to the neurocognitive 

aspect of schizophrenia. Of note, four of these variants were common among the 13 variants that 

were observed to be associated with cognition in healthy control individuals (Table 2). The 

second notable support to the likely contribution of HAR variants to cognitive features/skills 

comes from the association of 12 of these SNPs in large GWASs of general cognitive function, 

educational attainment, neuroticism and/or intelligence (Supplementary Table 5). Though these 

were nominal associations, these GWAS cohorts could be considered as replication samples, and 

it is even more impressive given that these cohorts are mostly transethnic. Of note, rs1868172 

showed suggestive genome wide significance (P-value 2.33E-05) with intelligence and was also 

found to be associated with other neurocognitive functions.  
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It may be further supportive to mention here that of the remaining 32 variants, 10 were 

nominally associated with one or more related phenotypes (Supplementary Table 12). 

Interestingly four HAR variants that showed association with schizophrenia in our previous 

study (Bhattacharyya et al. 2020) also showed significant association in several cognitive 

function GWAS; with rs3800926 strongly associated (P-value 6.1E-06) in  a meta general 

cognition GWAS (Supplementary Table 12). This particular SNP showed nominal association 

across all GWASs of related traits, namely neurocortism, intelligence, and educational 

attainment (Supplementary Table 12). Neuroticism is characterized by chronic negative affect 

and susceptibility to stress, may be a risk factor for cognitive dysfunction(L. L. Boyle et al. 

2010) while educational attainment and intelligence has been used as a proxy to cognitive 

function(Comes et al. 2019). These associations may not have been captured in either control or 

case-control cohort, due to limited sample size in our study. Nevertheless, these findings reiterate 

the contribution of HARs to higher order human cognitive abilities. 

Functional mapping:  Functional mapping of these 15 associated variants revealed that these 

might affect binding of a total of 79 TF and/or overlap with active promoters, repressors or 

enhancers (Table 3, Supplementary Table 6). Through positional, eQTL and chromatin 

interaction mapping these SNPs were mapped to a total of 122 genes (Supplementary Table 7). 

Gene ontology analysis shows that most of the mapped genes are regulatory in nature, such as 

transcription regulator, chromatin modifier, protein modifier and binding regulator etc (Figure 2). 

Interestingly most of these mapped genes and TFs are implicated in neurocognitive phenotypes 

and diseases that have cognitive impairment as an endophenotype, such as, autism, schizophrenia 

and bipolar disorders (Supplementary Table 10). It is likely that genomic regions or genes near 

these 15 associated SNPs are also mostly regulatory in function and thus might have an 

important role in cognitive behaviour through their quantitative differences. Within the mapped 

genes and TFs whose binding sites are predicted altered by the HAR SNPs, the topmost genes 

according to Varelect scoring are PAFAH1B1, TMEM106B, FOXP1, PPP3CA etc 

(Supplementary Table 10), which have been previously implicated in general cognitive functions 

and diseases related to cognitive impairment. 

Pathway enrichment analysis: The most significant pathways were chemokine mediated 

signalling pathways such as IL2, 4,5 9,12, 23, interferon type 1 and other immune response 
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related pathways such as Th1/Th2/Th17 cell differentiation, NFAT dependent Ca 2+/calcineurin-

regulated transcription in T cells and SMAD2/3 signalling; signalling pathways including BDNF, 

VEGFA-VEGFR2 etc which are implicated in brain development. New research suggests that 

stress-induced hippocampal neurogenesis alteration is accompanied by Th1/Th2 balance(Qi 

2015). The central nervous system is not just regulated by a few specific cytokines, but rather by 

many cytokines, which are modulated by a systemic Th1/Th2 cytokine balance, which is 

associated with modulation of sophisticated brain functions(Qi 2015; Sredni-Kenigsbuch 2002). 

SMAD is generally known to elicit an inflammatory immune response when encountered with 

pathogens (Malhotra and Kang 2013). Recent research has demonstrated that SMAD2/3 can also 

maintain brain plasticity(Tecalco-Cruz et al. 2018). Several SMAD-binding proteins (e.g. Ski, 

SnoN) effectively influence neural development mainly through regulating SMAD 

activity(Tecalco-Cruz et al. 2018; Ueberham and Arendt 2013). Another immune response gene, 

Platelet-derived growth factor (PDGF) and its receptors (PDGFRs) are expressed in a number of 

cells, including neurons, astrocytes, and oligodendrocytes(Sil et al. 2018; Funa and Sasahara 

2014). It is well-documented that PDGF-mediated signaling regulates a variety of central 

nervous system (CNS) functions including neurogenesis, cell survival, synaptogenesis and the 

differentiation of specific types of neurons(Sil et al. 2018; Funa and Sasahara 2014). Cytokines 

that include the interleukins (IL), interferons, tumor necrosis factors (TNF-α,β), and tumor 

growth factors, are released during neuronal activity and play a crucial role in regulating the 

strength of synaptic transmission (Bourgognon and Cavanagh 2020; Mousa and Bakhiet 2013; 

Prieto and Cotman 2017). Considering that cytokines are either proinflammatory (e.g., IL-6, IL-

1β, TNF-α) or anti-inflammatory (e.g., IL-4, IL-10, IL-13) and are able to self-regulate immune 

response, ideally a balance of these two classes must exist to maintain optimal immune system 

function(Ray 2016; Cicchese et al. 2018). Immune response is one of the functions that have 

been more strongly targeted by natural selection during human evolution(Barreiro and Quintana-

Murci 2010). The evolutionary genetic dissection of the immune system has greatly helped to 

distinguish genes and functions that are essential, redundant or advantageous for human survival. 

While there is a significant similarity in the coding sequences of cytokines and other immune 

response genes between humans and chimpanzees, the expression, signaling and immune 

response is quite different between these two species(Barreiro et al. 2010; Brinkworth and 
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Babbitt 2019). It might be possible that HARs regulate the human specific gene expression and 

thus signaling of the nearby cytokine(s) or other immune response related genes. 

At this point, in the context of schizophrenia or any other neuropsychiatric disorder, a co-

ordination between immune response and nervous system needs some discussion. Nervous 

system and the immune system are two main regulators of homeostasis in the body that ensures 

normal organismal functioning and an effective communication between these is necessary. 

While CNS and microglia constantly monitor synapses and participate in their pruning during 

development and possibly also throughout life, immune cells and molecules sculpt the circuitry 

and modulate the activity of the nervous system. There is substantial evidence that innate 

immunity-related molecules, such as cytokines, toll-like receptors, the complement system, and 

acquired immunity-related molecules are expressed in the brain and play an important role in 

brain development(Marin and Kipnis 2013; Bilbo and Schwarz 2012; Morimoto and Nakajima 

2019; Bennett and Molofsky 2019). Disruption of the immune system can manifest in cognitive 

declines and in neurodevelopmental abnormalities (Marin and Kipnis 2013; Bilbo and Schwarz 

2012; Morimoto and Nakajima 2019; Bennett and Molofsky 2019). Inflammation within the 

brain is known to have far-reaching acute and long-term effects. In general, inflammation can 

produce a large number of proinflammatory factors (Russo et al., 2010) which can be harmful to 

brain cells and can have deleterious consequences for neuronal and cognitive function. A 

previous study showing that a significant number of HAR genes are targets of FDA-approved 

drugs, many of which are currently being used to treat neurological disorders underscore their 

importance in drug targeting and development of new therapeutics (Chu, Quan, and Zhang 2020). 

Although our sample size is too small to conclude causality, significant association of these 

associated SNPs in the large GWASs screened shows that these SNPs might have an impact 

neurocognitive function. These findings highlight the role of HAR-variants in cognition or 

related phenotypes and may lead to new or repurposed therapeutics that could help patients with 

impaired cognition and thus witness a more successful outcome. 

In summary, our findings suggest that HAR variants are likely regulatory in nature and alter 

expression of genes in their vicinity through altered TF binding or chromatin structure. These 

consequent quantitative changes may confer higher risk of cognitive impairment in 

schizophrenia patients. Genes to which these associated SNPs mapped are known for their roles 
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in biology of neurocognitive function as well as for their druggable nature as mentioned in the 

results section (Supplementary Table 11 ) lending support to the observed association and early 

inferences made in this study. Though very preliminary, these findings suggests that further 

analysis of HARs in general cognitive ability may enable i) better understanding of the role of 

HARs in human cognition; and ii) identify new drug targets and more targeted use of repurposed 

drugs to meet the continuing challenge of poor functional outcome in schizophrenia subjects due 

to diminished cognitive ability along with disease progression. 
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