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1 Genetic analysis of cognitive preservation in the midwestern

2 Amish reveals a novel locus on chromosome 2.
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39 ABSTRACT

40 INTRODUCTION: Alzheimer disease (AD) remains a

41  debilitating condition with limited treatments and additional
42  therapeutic targets needed. Identifying AD protective genetic
43 loci may identify new targets and accelerate identification of
44  therapeutic treatments. We examined a founder population
45  to identify loci associated with cognitive preservation into

46  advanced age.

47  METHODS: Genome-wide association and linkage analyses
48  were performed on 946 examined and sampled Amish

49 individuals, aged 76-95, who were either cognitively

50 unimpaired (CU) or impaired (CI).

51 RESULTS: 12 SNPs demonstrated suggestive association
52 (P<5x10) with cognitive preservation. Genetic linkage

53 analyses identified >100 significant (LOD=3.3) SNPs, some
54  which overlapped with the association results. Only one

55 locus on chromosome 2 retained significance across multiple
56 analyses.

57 DISCUSSION: A novel significant result for cognitive

58  preservation on chromosome 2 includes the genes LRRTM4
59 and CTNNA2. Additionally, the lead SNP, rs1402906,

60 impacts the POU3F2 transcription factor binding affinity,

61  which regulates LRRTM4 and CTNNA2.
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62 ABBREVIATIONS

63 AD — Alzheimer Disease

64 AGDB — Anabaptist Genealogical Database
65 CI — Cognitively impaired

66  CU — Cognitively unimpaired

67 GWAS — Genome-wide association study
68 HLOD — Heterogeneity logarithm of the odds
69 LD - Linkage disequilibrium

70  LOD - Logarithm of the odds

71 MCI — Mild cognitive impairment

72 MCMC — Markov chain Monte Carlo

73 QC — Quiality control

74

75 1 BACKGROUND

76  Dementia, defined broadly as a decline or loss in memory

77  and other cognitive abilities, is an overarching term that

78 incorporates many underlying conditions. Alzheimer disease
79  (AD), the most common form of dementia (~60-80% of

80 cases), affects more than five million people in the U.S. and
81 is becoming more prevalent as the world population ages.[1]
82  To date there have been over 70 genetic loci associated with
83 increased risk for AD-associated dementia,[2—4] some of

84  which have been targets for therapeutic development.

85  However, no existing treatments or therapies addressing AD

86 and other dementias have been sufficient to significantly
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87 ameliorate AD pathology or delay onset and decline.[5] An

88 alternative and less often used approach for generating

89 therapeutic targets is the identification of genetic variation

90 that associates with a decreased risk for AD-associated

91 dementia (e.g., protective loci). Focusing on protective loci is

92  a strategy demonstrating higher success rates than focusing

93  on loci with increased risk when translated into

94 therapeutics.[6]

95

96 Phenotypically, protective AD genetic loci result in

97 maintenance of cognitive abilities (e.g., cognitive

98  preservation). To identify loci promoting cognitive

99 preservation, we analyzed members of the Ohio and Indiana
100  Amish, a founder population of European ancestry. For our
101  analyses, we identified older individuals who were
102 cognitively unimpaired (CU) but at high risk for developing
103  AD, defined as having a first-degree relative with dementia.
104  Analyses included cognitively impaired (CI) individuals as
105  controls. The relatively uniform lifestyle of the midwestern
106  Amish reduces the variability of environmental influences on
107  many phenotypes, while their endogamous cultural norms
108 increase the frequency of some normally rare genomic

109  variants.[7,8] Both genetic association analyses and family-
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110 based linkage analyses were used to identify loci associated

111 with cognitive preservation.

112 2 METHODS

113 2.1 Data Collection and Cognitive Screening

114  The analyzed dataset consisted of Amish individuals from
115  Ohio and Indiana who were 76-95 years old at their last

116  exam. Individuals underwent a panel of neurocognitive

117  assessments to evaluate their cognitive status. Assessments
118  included the Consortium to Establish a Registry for

119  Alzheimer’s Disease (CERAD) neuropsychological

120  assessment[9], the Modified Mini-Mental State (3MS)

121 exam[10], the AD8 Dementia Screening Interview[11], and
122 the Trail Making Test for Dementia Studies.[12] Cognitive
123  data from 2,096 individuals were available for analysis.

124  Individuals were classified as cognitively impaired (Cl) based
125  on established testing thresholds, with determinations

126  confirmed by a clinical adjudication board. Categories

127  defined by the adjudication board included cognitively

128  unimpaired for age-normed benchmarks (CU), mild cognitive
129  impairment (MCI), borderline impairment, or cognitively

130 impaired (Cl). Additional personal and medical information
131  was assessed to provide context for other factors related to

132 cognition scores, such as self-reported depression.
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133 Individuals unable to be categorized as CI or CU were
134  excluded from genetic analyses. All participants provided
135  written informed consent for participation in this study.

136
137 2.2 Genotyping

138  Blood was collected from participants for DNA extraction. All
139  samples were genotyped via the Multi-Ethnic Genotyping

140  Array (MEGA®) or Global Screening Array (GSA) genotyping
141 chips. The MEGA® chip recognized over 2 million loci, and
142  the GSA chip recognized 660,000 loci. Custom markers

143 were also included on the MEGA® chip (6,000 SNPs),

144  including disease-associated loci previously identified in

145  Amish and European populations.[13,14]

146

147 2.3 Genotype Quality Control

148 Initial quality control (QC) was done as previously

149  described.[15] 256,978 SNPs passed QC across both chips.
150  After additional pruning for linkage disequilibrium (LD),

151 167,196 SNPs were used to inform the number of effective
152 independent tests done in the association analyses.

153

154  Genotyped individuals were filtered for sex discrepancies

155  and low call rates (<96%). Familial relationships were
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156  verified across samples. Age was defined as follows for all
157 analyses: for CU individuals, age at the last study visit; for CI
158 individuals, age at Cl diagnosis. Participants whose age or
159  familial relationships were missing were not included in the
160  current analyses. Additional samples were dropped due to
161  being under 75 years of age (n = 748) or a diagnosis other
162  than CI/CU (n = 343). After QC, 946 individuals were

163  available for analysis (66% CU; 59% female, Supplementary
164  Table 1). Mean age for both CU and CI individuals was 82
165  years (Supplementary Figure 1).

166

167 2.4 Amish Genealogy

168  To evaluate familial relationships in this dataset, we

169  consulted the Anabaptist Genealogical Database

170  (AGDB).[16] All individuals were connected into a single,

171  large, 14-generation pedigree (n=8,222) generated using
172 pedigraph[17] (Figure 1A). These relationships were used to
173 correct for relatedness in our genetic analyses.

174  To conduct chromosome-wide genetic linkage analyses

175  smaller pedigrees were required, so PedCut[18] was used to
176  create sub-pedigrees with at least two cognitively preserved
177  individuals in each (see Figure 1B for an example). The 14-

178  generation pedigree was split based on pedigree size, or bit-
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179  size. Bit sizes evaluated were 21 (n = 103 sub-pedigrees)
180 and 22 (n = 98) for linkage analysis on the autosomes. An
181  additional 23-bit (n = 94) pedigree size was used for linkage
182  analysis on the X chromosome.

183
184 2.5 Principal Component Analysis and Association

185 Analysis

186  Principal Component Analysis (PCA) was performed via

187  Principal Component Analysis in Related Samples (PC-AIR),
188  part of the GENetic Estimation and Inference in Structured
189 samples (GENESIS) R package.[19] PC-AIR adjusted for
190  cryptic relatedness to generate principal components (PCs)
191  based on the overall population structure, not just family

192  structure. PC-AIR created kinship estimates for each

193  individual based on the pedigree relationship information
194  obtained from the 14-generation pedigree (Figure 1A).

195 Model-free estimation of recent genetic relatedness (PC-
196  Relate)[20] then used the PCs generated from PC-AIR to
197  adjust for the population substructure and ancestry to

198  provide an accurate estimate of recent genetic relatedness
199  due to family structure, correcting for the extensive and

200 complex relatedness in this dataset by generating a Genetic

201 Relationship Matrix (GRM). GENESIS software was then
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202  used for association analysis.[19] Association analysis was
203 completed using covariates of age, sex, and the GRM,

204  adjusting for the first two PCs.

205

206  To accommodate the LD structure specific to the Amish, we
207  used the simpleM method[21-23] to define appropriate

208  significance thresholds for the study population. SimpleM
209 uses PCA and linkage disequilibrium (LD) between SNPs to
210  help estimate the effective number of independent tests for
211  the dataset. This method generated a significance threshold
212 of 6.4x107.

213

214  The X chromosome was also investigated for association.
215 9,852 X-linked SNPs were available after QC. XWAS[24]
216  was used to perform sex-stratified association testing. Two
217  tests were performed, one treating males as heterozygous
218  for SNPs on the X chromosome, and the other treating

219  males as homozygous for SNPs on the X chromosome, both
220 yielded to the same results. Age and the first five PCs were
221 included as covariates.

222
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223 2.6 Linkage Analysis

224  Due to computational complexity, the 14-generation 8,222-
225  person Amish pedigree (Figure 1A) was divided into smaller
226 sub-pedigrees (e.g., Figure 1B) to perform both

227  nonparametric (NPL) and parametric linkage analysis. A total
228  of 295 sub-pedigrees were used in linkage analyses

229  (Supplementary Table 2).

230

231  Model-based (parametric) and model-free (nonparametric or
232 NPL) linkage analyses were performed using MERLIN.[25]
233 To test for linkage, the null hypothesis of no linkage was

234  compared to the likelihood of linkage (0 < ['1; < 0.5) between
235 the phenotype and SNP within each sub-pedigree. A

236  logarithm of the odds (LOD) score was calculated within

237  each sub-pedigree and then summed across sub-pedigrees.
238 In addition, the proportion of sub-pedigrees linked to a

239  particular SNP (a) was calculated as part of a heterogeneity
240 LOD score (HLOD).

241

242 For parametric two-point and multipoint linkage tests, both
243 dominant and recessive models were tested on sub-

244  pedigrees. These pedigrees each contained at least three

245  but up to 11 CU individuals, with varying numbers of CI

10
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246  individuals ranging from zero to two. For tests modeling a
247  dominant inheritance model, a trait allele frequency (AF) of
248  0.001 was used with penetrances of 0.0001, 1.0, and 1.0 for
249  zero, one, and two copies of the trait allele, respectively. For
250 the recessive model, the trait AF was 0.05 with penetrance
251  0of 0.0001, 0.0001, and 1.0 for zero, one, and two copies of
252  the trait allele, respectively.

253

254  In nonparametric linkage (NPL) and parametric analyses,
255  both two-point and multipoint linkage was examined. Two-
256 point NPL and parametric analyses were performed on the
257  full set of post-QC SNPs (n = 256,978), while multipoint NPL
258 and parametric analyses were carried out on two different
259  sets of pruned SNPs to minimize the impact of linkage

260  disequilibrium (LD). An r? threshold of 0.16 was used to

261  define a set of 85,857 pruned SNPs for the multipoint

262  analyses.[26] MERLIN’s NPLg function was utilized for NPL
263  analyses to construct a linear model of linkage. LOD and
264  HLOD scores surpassing the defined thresholds for

265  suggestive (= 1.86) and significant linkage (= 3.3)[27] were
266 examined in more depth.

267

11
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268  MINX software[25], an extension of MERLIN, was used for X
269 chromosome linkage analysis. For two-point NPL and

270  parametric analyses, a set of 9,852 X chromosome SNPs
271 was used, and for multipoint NPL and parametric analyses, a
272 pruned set of 153 SNPs with an r* < 0.02 and MAF = 0.40
273 was used. Multipoint NPL analysis utilized a sex-averaged
274  genetic map[28], and model penetrances, adjusted for males
275 and females, were the same as defined for the autosomal
276  linkage analyses above.

277

278  For the subset of the loci where HLOD scores surpassed the
279  significance threshold, 21- and 22-bit pedigrees driving the
280  positive HLOD scores were examined for more distant

281  connections allowing for the construction of larger pedigrees.
282 21- or 22-bit sub-pedigrees were merged when either

283 identical AGBD IDs or first-degree relative AGBD IDs

284  appeared (see Figure 1C for a larger pedigree example

285  constructed for chromosome 2-linked sub-pedigrees). Six
286 loci, one on each of chromosomes 1, 2, 3, 7, 11 and 17 met
287  significance criteria, and larger pedigrees were possible for
288  five of these loci, the exception being the chromosome 3

289  locus. MORGAN]29,30] was used to calculate region-

290  specific LOD scores for these larger, more complex

12
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291  pedigrees using both dominant and recessive models. Any
292 linkage originally appearing under dominant inheritance

293  patterns was verified by MCMC analysis also utilizing

294  dominant parameters, recessive results were treated

295  similarly.

296

297 MORGAN allowed for larger pedigrees and provided an

298  alternative linkage method, Markov chain Monte Carlo

299  (MCMQO), to investigate the same loci. The trait allele

300 frequency for CU was coded as very rare (CU = 0.0001) for
301 all analyses, similar to, but slightly more restrictive than

302  previous models run with MERLIN, in order to specify a

303  single founder for each allele. Additionally, MCMC

304 penetrance models utilized the same penetrances specified
305 in MERLIN analyses. MCMC was performed with a

306 maximum of 8 SNPs, spaced at 1-5 cM intervals. The

307 genetic maps generated by Halldorsson et al., 2019 were
308 used.[31] D’ and r? values were generated specifically for our
309  Amish population to verify that the resulting LOD scores

310  were not influenced by LD.

13
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311

312 3 RESULTS

313 3.1 Genome-Wide Association Analysis for

314  Cognitive Preservation

315 No SNPs reached the genome-wide significance threshold
316 defined by simpleM for this population, but eleven loci

317 (chromosomes 1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16) surpassed
318 the suggestive threshold (p < 10™) (Supplementary Table 3
319 and Figure 2). Genomic inflation was 0.98 after the GRM,
320 age, and sex covariates were applied to the model

321  (Supplementary Figure 2A).

322

323  No SNPs on the X chromosome were significant or

324  suggestive under either sex-stratified model (Figure 2). The
325 genomic inflation value was 0.98 for the X chromosome
326  (Supplementary Figure 2B).

327

328 3.2 Linkage Analyses for Cognitive Preservation

329 Pedigrees were grouped via bit-size, chosen based on
330 computational tractability for our analyses. For NPL
331 analyses, families of bit size 21 and 22 were examined (n =

332 201). In the two-point NPL analyses, 17 loci on 13

14
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333 chromosomes surpassed the threshold for suggestive

334 linkage (= 1.86) (Supplementary Figure 3A). Multipoint NPL
335 analyses resulted in 10 suggestive loci on 10 different

336 chromosomes (Supplementary Figure 3B). No SNPs

337 reached statistical significance in any NPL analysis.

338

339  Two-point dominant linkage analyses generated 72

340  significant (= 3.3) HLOD results spread across most

341 chromosomes for both the 21- and 22-bit pedigrees (Figure
342 3 and Supplementary Figure 4A). In multipoint analyses,

343  only chromosomes 12 and 17 had significant results for the
344  dominant model (Supplementary Figure 4B). Two-point

345 recessive linkage analyses generated significant results on
346 11 different chromosomes (Supplementary Figure 4C). No
347 loci reached significance with a multipoint recessive model
348  (Supplementary Figure 4D). Two-point parametric linkage
349  analysis on the X chromosome led to 14 loci surpassing the
350 threshold for suggestive linkage, but no loci were significant.
351  No SNPs were seen as suggestive or significant in multipoint
352  analyses on the X chromosome. See Supplemental Tables 3
353 and 4 for a full list of significant and suggestive loci,

354  respectively, from linkage analyses.

355

15
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356 3.3 Assessment of Significant and Suggestive

357  Genomic Regions

358 The need to use sub-pedigrees for linkage analysis

359 introduced an unknown amount of variability into the linkage
360 analysis calculations.[32] To address this issue, we

361 implemented an approach to filter the large number of loci
362  surpassing thresholds for suggestive or significant results in
363 GWAS and/or linkage. Some differences were seen across
364 the various bit size pedigrees, therefore, significant HLOD
365  scores in multiple linkage analyses in the same region were
366  arequirement for the locus to undergo further investigation.
367 Regions selected for follow-up were required to have 1) two
368  significant HLOD scores (23.3) in any two linkage analyses
369 and a significant or suggestive LOD score (21.86) in at least
370  one other linkage analysis; or 2) one suggestive result in the
371 GWAS (within 5 Mb), a significant HLOD score in any

372  linkage analysis, and a suggestive HLOD score in any other
373  linkage analysis. After applying these criteria, 6 regions of
374 interest were identified for further investigation, located on
375 chromosomes 1, 2, 3, 7, 11, and 17 (Table 1). When probing
376 within a 10 Mb region around each of these loci, we

377  observed two known AD-related genes (adsp.niagads.org),

378 PICALM (chromosome 11) and EPHAL (chromosome 7).

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.13.23299932
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.13.23299932; this version posted December 14, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

379

380 By examining which sub-pedigrees displayed the highest
381 chromosome-specific LOD scores across multiple analyses,
382 it was noted that some of these sub-pedigrees could be

383  connected either by a specific individual or through a first
384 degree relative. These related sub-pedigrees were combined
385 into larger family pedigrees for five of the loci (chromosomes
386 1,2,7,11, and 17), but were unable to be merged for the
387 chromosome 3 locus. These five larger pedigrees were then
388 used for the MCMC linkage analyses.

389

390 Only the chromosome 2 locus, centered around SNP

391  rs1402906, remained significant (HLOD = 4.87) after

392  connection of the sub-pedigrees. MCMC analyses with

393 identical parameters were performed to further verify these
394  results, this time adding additional SNPs upstream and

395 downstream of rs1402906 to widen the genomic window

396  considering potential linkage. These additional analyses

397 each considered 5 SNPs, and again rs1402906 retained the
398 highest significance with a dominant model (LOD=4.14) (see
399 Table 2 and Figure 4). The rs1402906 T allele frequency is
400 12% in the Amish, compared to 19% in the ALFA European

401  population (dbSNP).[33] Of the 24 CU individuals who had
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402  genotype data available, the genotype counts for rs1402906
403 were 7 TT, 12 CT, and 3 CC (Supplementary Table 6).

404 These CU individuals in the chromosome 2-linked pedigree
405  were all under 88 years of age. There were two CI

406 individuals in the chromosome 2-linked pedigree, both

407 displayed the CC genotype at rs1402906 and were >89

408 years. Despite the co-segregation of the T allele with most
409  CU individuals in this pedigree, the genotype frequencies are
410 essentially the same between CU and ClI individuals in the
411  entire Amish population in the study (Supplementary Table
412 6).

413
414 3.4 Chromosome 2p in Silico Annotation

415  The UCSC genome browser was used to identify protein

416  coding genes on chromosome 2p11.2-13.1 spanning 10 cM
417 around the peak LOD score at rs1402906.[34] The protein
418  coding genes in this region include REG1A, REG1B,

419 CTNNAZ2, and LRRTM1 and LRRTM4 (Figure 5). In

420 addition, the Open Targets Platform eQTL and PheWAS

421  databases specified an eQTL associated with decreased
422  CTNNAZ2 expression with the “T” allele at rs1402906, as well
423  as an increased incidence within a study population of

424  individuals with autism.[35,36] The PheWAS database also

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.13.23299932
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.13.23299932; this version posted December 14, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

425 indicated a miniscule, but still significant, diminishment within
426  a study population of Bipolar individuals.

427

428  Sequences around the SNP demonstrating the peak LOD
429  score, rs1402906, were investigated for potential promoter
430  regions in the Eukaryotic Promoter Database (EPD)[37], as
431  well as analyzed through PROMO, a transcription factor
432  binding site (TFBS) identification tool developed by

433  ALGGEN.[38,39] Cap Analysis of Gene Expression (CAGE)
434  reads from the FANTOMS project were also examined to
435  investigate transcription start sites (TSS).[40]

436

437  Although the 2p11.2-13.1 genomic region is relatively devoid
438  of known genes, examination of transcription factor binding
439  sites in this region via ALGGEN shows the transcription

440 factor POU3F2 as having a perfect binding site consensus
441  beginning 4bp upstream of rs1402906 when the genomic
442  sequence contained the T allele at rs1402906.[41]

443  Substitution of the alternative allele C nearly abolished the
444  binding potential for POU3F2, with a low predicted binding
445  score due to two base-pair mismatches in the recognition
446  sequence. Another transcription factor, POU1F1la,

447  demonstrates a perfect binding consensus 10bp upstream of
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448  rs1402906. However, the alleles at rs1402906 do not disrupt
449  the binding. Utilizing the EPD as well as CAGE reads

450 uncovered HK3mel, HK3me3, and H3K27ac sites within
451  10bp of rs1402906, indicating a potential TSS as well as

452  predicted enhancer activity.[42,43]

453
454 4 DISCUSSION

455 Identifying protective genetic loci as a strategy for finding
456  potential therapeutic targets is a methodology that yields
457  higher success rates for clinical trials than other

458  approaches.[6] For dementia, protective loci are associated
459  with an outcome of cognitive preservation, which can result
460  from either cognitive resilience or resistance. Cognitive

461  resilience is observed when patients display typical dementia
462  pathology, specifically a buildup of amyloid plagues and
463  tangles in the brain in AD, without demonstrating any

464  cognitive impairment or other dementia symptoms.[44]

465  Cognitive resistance is defined by a lack of dementia-

466  associated symptoms without presenting dementia

467  pathologies.[44] As the Amish undergo only pre-mortem
468  diagnosis, their classification falls under cognitive

469  preservation, which is either cognitive resilient or resistant.

470  Previous studies for AD have identified multiple genes that
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471  possess alleles that appear to confer some protection

472  against developing AD including, APP[45], APOE [12[46],
473  PLCG2[47], MS4A[48], ABCAL[49], RAB10[50], SORL1[51],
474  PICALM[52], EPHAL[4], and CASS4[4]. Although our ad hoc
475 filtering suggested possible effects near PICALM and

476  EPHAL, no SNPs in either gene demonstrated a protective
477  effect.

478

479  GWAS and linkage analyses identified 106 suggestive or
480  significant loci for cognitive preservation in the Amish

481  (Supplemental Table 3). To limit false positives, we focused
482  only on areas yielding suggestive or significant associations
483  in multiple analyses. This limited our results to six areas of
484  interest across chromosomes 1, 2, 3, 7, 11, and 17 (Table 1
485 and Table 2). Notably, an effect of APOE [12 was not

486  detected in any analysis, however this is likely because of
487  APOE 13's high allele frequency within the Amish and its
488  neutral phenotypic outcome, thereby preventing its

489  enrichment in either the case or control groups. APOE 12
490 was infrequent in this Amish population, with an allele

491  frequency of just 4.2%, compared to 19.5% in non-Hispanic
492  white populations,[53] making it likely too rare for analyses to

493  detect. A region on chromosome 2p11.2-13.1, centered
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494  around rs1402906, demonstrated statistical significance

495  consistently across multiple linkage analyses. By connecting
496  several of the sub-pedigrees, we confirmed the transmission,
497  providing additional evidence of linkage.

498

499  Because significant allelic association or genetic linkage

500 results do not necessarily identify causal variations, a 10 Mb
501  region around the chromosome 2 locus peak was evaluated
502 to develop a broader assessment of possible functional

503 elements. While this region was not accompanied by

504  association in the GWAS, PROMO predicted a POU3F2

505 TFBS with perfect consensus beginning 4bp upstream of
506 rs1402906 when the genomic sequence contained the T

507 allele. Though there remained a possibility of binding in the
508 presence of the C allele at that site, consensus was

509 markedly diminished as any potential binding would require
510 only partial adherence to the site, with two of the seven base
511  pairs in the binding locus being mismatched.[41] A majority
512  (87%) of the individuals demonstrating cognitive

513  preservation in the chromosome 2-linked pedigree (Figure
514 1C and Figure 4) have this T allele. Of the three CC-

515 genotyped CU individuals, two married into the pedigree

516  (i.e., were not otherwise closely related to the other pedigree
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517 members), with the third CC genotyped individual (age 80)
518 being below the average age of onset for Cl in the Amish
519  population (age 82) and a child of one of the married-ins.
520 Additionally, the average age of onset for Cl was 89.5 in this
521  chromosome 2-linked pedigree used for MCMC analysis,
522  implying that these individuals may still be too young to

523 display Cl onset or may have other protective factors located
524  elsewhere in the genome as the average age of onset for
525 this family is older than the general Amish population.

526

527 POU3F2 is a known regulator of the nearby gene Leucine
528 Rich Repeat Transmembrane neuronal 4 (LRRTM4).[54]

529 The leucine-rich repeat transmembrane proteins (LRRTMS)
530 are primarily expressed in the nervous system where they
531  assist in synaptic differentiation and development.[55,56]
532 Murine in vivo studies demonstrated that reduced LRRTM4
533  expression led to deficits in excitatory synapse density in
534 dentate gyrus granule cells.[57] Increased expression of

535 LRRTM4 in the hippocampus improves memory in aging

536 rats.[58] Clinically, LRRTM4 has been associated with

537  Tourette syndrome and autism spectrum disorder, as well as
538 increased risk of suicide attempt in bipolar disorder.[59,60] It

539 is possible that altered transcription in an upstream
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540 regulatory region, possibly due to the potential for POU3F2
541  binding, may play a role in expression differences of

542 LRRTMA4, which could further contribute to improved

543  cognitive ability in CU patients, as observed in rodent

544  models.

545

546 In eQTL and PheWAS databases searched, the “T” allele at
547  rs1402906 was associated with increased incidence of

548  autism spectrum disorder as well as lower CTNNA2

549  expression. Notably, the POU1F1la TF also had perfect

550 consensus binding in the region containing rs1402906 and
551 POU1Fla regulates the CTNNA2 gene[61]. POU1Fla

552  overexpression induces increased expression of Leucine
553 Rich Repeat Transmembrane neuronal 1 (LRRTM1),[61] a
554 gene 312 kb away from rs1402906 and within the region of
555  significant linkage on 2p11.2-13.1. LRRTML1 is highly

556  expressed in the brain and is associated with handedness
557 and schizophrenia in humans.[62] Deletions of this gene lead
558  to hippocampal shrinking, loss of synaptic density, reduced
559 long-term potentiation in hippocampal neurons, and memory
560 deficiencies in mice.[63,64]

561
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562 LRRTML1 resides within the seventh intron of the Catenin
563  Alpha 2 (CTNNAZ2) gene in an anti-sense orientation, 262kb
564 away from rs1402906. CTNNAZ2 shares promoters with

565 LRRTML.[65] These shared promoters induce alternative
566  transcripts of CTNNAZ2 containing additional 5’ exons

567 expressed almost exclusively in the brain. Importantly, these
568 promoters are bi-directional and may regulate both LRRTM1
569  and the alternative splicing of CTNNAZ2 as a single functional
570 unit.[66] Exon VIIb of CTNNAZ2, located on the sense strand
571  corresponding to the LRRM1 location, is included more

572  frequently in transcription than other alternative exons,

573  especially in the brain. The ratio of expression levels of full-
574  length CTNNAZ2 and this isoform may be important for

575 regulating cadherin-dependent adhesion.[66] We note that a
576  previous publication from our group using a subset of our
577 Amish dataset found linkage to dementia in the region

578  surrounding CTNNAZ2 and suggested it as a potential risk
579 locus for dementia.[32] Here, the “T” allele at rs1402906,
580 linked to cognitive preservation, was an eQTL noted to

581 decrease CTNNAZ2 expression.

582

583 CTNNA2 is highly expressed in the brain in both mice and

584 humans.[32,67] Itis well categorized in mice, where it
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585 regulates function during murine neuronal development,

586  specifically synapse formation and plasticity.[67]

587 Mechanistically, CTNNAZ2 regulates synaptic spine

588  formation, stabilization, and turnover.[68] CTNNAZ2 also

589  forms a complex with beta-catenin, which interacts with

590 presenilin, a known contributor to AD pathology.

591 Destabilization of this beta-catenin complex can lead to

592  neuronal apoptosis in mice and humans.[69] The location of
593  potential POU3F2 and POU1F1a binding sites at rs1402906,
594 near HK3mel, HK3me3, and H3K27ac sites indicate

595 predicted enhancer activity nearby a TSS. Thus, POU1Fla
596  binding may initiate transcription of either LRRTM1, an

597 alternative splicing variant of CTNNAZ2, or both, as

598 transcription of these genes has been shown to be

599  coregulated, with multiple TSSs for each gene existing within
600 30 bps of each other.[66] Similarly, POU3F2 binding may
601 initiate altered transcription of LRRTM4, another gene

602  involved in neurocognition.[58]

603

604  Our analyses highlight the genetic complexity of cognitive
605  preservation in the Amish, with different sub-pedigrees

606  appearing to drive disparate regions of the genome

607  associated with cognitive preservation. Numerous regions

26


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.13.23299932
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.13.23299932; this version posted December 14, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

608 yielded significant or suggestive results, but a region on

609 chromosome 2p11.2-13.1 showed the most robust linkage in
610 an area previously associated with dementia in the Amish,
611  suggesting the possibility of both protective and risk

612  regulatory elements for cognition in this region of the

613 genome. These results lay the foundation for additional

614  studies to identify loci conferring protection against cognitive
615  impairment.

616
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1042 Our study considers an isolated founder population,
1043 not only genetically, but also culturally, as their

1044 lifestyles deviate from modern technocratic habits,
1045 making the Amish an under-represented population in
1046 studies. Additionally, informed consent and community
1047 engagement informed our sampling practices and
1048 subsequent analyses. We also made efforts to ensure
1049 our study cohort consisted of comparable proportions
1050 across each sex.

1051
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FIGURE 1 (Leighanne Main)

1055 Figure 1 — Amish pedigrees. (A) 8,222 individuals

1056  spanning 14 generations are present in this large pedigree.
1057  Relationship data was drawn from the AGDB to incorporate
1058  ascertained individuals into existing family trees. Colored
1059 lines are used to connect generations between families. (B)
1060 Example of a 21-bit sub-pedigree generated via PedCut from
1061  the 14-generation pedigree to create computationally

1062  tractable units for analyses. An individual's sex was included
1063  during analyses but was removed here for privacy

1064  protection. Black shading indicates individuals who were CU
1065  at their last assessment; clear shading indicates individuals
1066  with CI. Grey shading indicates individuals for whom no

1067 information besides relationship data was available. (C)

1068  Larger pedigree connecting chromosome 2-linked smaller
1069  pedigrees. To protect privacy, sex information was included
1070  for analyses but was removed here. Shading indicates the

1071  same phenotypes as in 1B.
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FIGURE 2 (Leighanne Main)

1072 Figure 2 — Genome-wide association study (GWAS) for
1073  cognitive preservation. The suggestive association

1074  threshold (p=1x10) is depicted with a dashed line; the

1075  significant association threshold (p=6.4x10") was defined
1076  using the simple-M method and is depicted with a solid line.
1077  SNPs are represented as dots corresponding to genomic
1078  coordinates within their chromosome (horizontal axis). SNP
1079  density within each chromosome is shown as a heat map
1080 above each chromosome number. Chromosome 23 is the X
1081 chromosome. Eleven loci demonstrated suggestive

1082  association, located on chromosomes 1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 11, 13,
1083 14, 15, and 16 (and depicted as pink dots on this figure). No

1084  SNP surpassed the significance threshold for association.
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FIGURE 3 (Leighanne Main)

1085 Figure 3 — Dominant two-point parametric linkage

1086 analysis for cognitive preservation. Dominant linkage
1087  analysis on 21-bit pedigrees across all autosomes and the X
1088 chromosome, labeled as chromosome 23. Suggestive (LOD
1089 = 1.86) and significant (LOD = 3.3) thresholds are denoted
1090  as the lower and upper dashed horizontal lines, respectively.
1091 A total of 72 significant results were seen across most

1092  chromosomes (excluding chromosomes 14, 16, 22, and 23).
1093  See Supplemental Figure 3 and Supplemental Tables 4 and
1094 4 for the complete list of all loci surpassing significant and

1095  suggestive thresholds.
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FIGURE 4 (Leighanne Main)

Figure 4 - Chromosome 2p11.2-13.1 linkage analysis
results. Two-point dominant (green) and recessive (purple)
linkage results, two-point NPL (blue) and multipoint MCMC
(orange) (significance >3.3, upper dashed line; suggestive

>1.86, lower dashed line).
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FIGURE 5 (Leighanne Main)

1101  Figure 5 —-UCSC Genome browser for chromosome
1102 2p11.2-13.1. UCSC Genome Browser tracks of protein
1103  coding genes in the significant linkage region on

1104  chromosome 2 p11.2-13.1. The observed chromosomal
1105  region is indicated by a red box on the genomic coordinate
1106  slider. rs1402906 is located at 79Mb, highlighted by a

1107  vertical red line across the viewer, with 5Mb on either side
1108  shown. This region is located upstream of the genes

1109 CTNNA2 and LRRTML1.
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TABLE 1 (Leighanne Main)

1110 Tablel — Loci meeting ad-hoc filtering conditions for
1111 further investigation. Chromosome number and

1112  coordinates are listed for each of the top LOD scores. P-
1113 value is listed for suggestive GWAS result near the same
1114  location. For 21- and 22-bit pedigree analyses, significant (=
1115  3.3) and suggestive (= 1.86) HLOD scores are listed, with
1116  significant results in bold. Empty cells indicate that no loci
1117  surpassed the suggestive or significant threshold for that

1118  analysis.
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TABLE 2 (Leighanne Main)

1119 Table 2 — MCMC linkage analysis for cognitive
1120  preservation. Chromosome, genomic coordinates, and LOD

1121  score are depicted in the table. LOD scores in bold surpass
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chr2: | 75,000,000 76,000,000| 77,000,000| 78,000,000| 79,000,080| 80,000,000 81,000,000] 82,000,000 83,000,000]
UCSC Genes (RefSeq, GenBank, CCl Rfam, tRNAs & Comparative Genomics)
ALMS1P }}| RTKN| EVA1A M4 ] 3G | LRRTM1 |
NAT8B | WBP1| MRPL19| G1B
TPRKB |  LBX2| [cloizo] | G1A|
DUSP11 1’ TLX2 | EG3A |
C20rf78 TLX2| CTNNA2 HHH——4-H
STAMBP | HK2 |
ACTG2 |I POLE4|
DGUOK TACR1 H{
TET3 [
BOLA3 ‘
MOB1A
MTHFD2 |
SLC4AS ]
DCTN1 |
C2orf81 |
WDRS4 |
INO80B |
MOGS
CCDC142
cCDC142
TTC31
LBX2-AS1 |
PCGF1|
Dax1
AUP1
HTRA2
LOXL3
DOK1
M1AP i

SEMAGF |
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Chr

Location

GWAS

21-bit pedigrees

22-bit pedigrees

pevelie TwopontNPL ]S [Recssave[pommant_[TepomtNPL SRS [oecesave_[pominan
1 165,478,920 7.00E-05 19 3.4 3.2
2 78,873,008 24 59 46 19 49 3
3 108,251,237 8.20E-05 33 2 3.6
7 139,996,449 2.1 24 4.1 38
11 83,081,483 2 47 2.9 33
17 4,487,906 23 23 44 44
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Chromosome

Location (bp) GRCh38 Lol
Score
1 159,476,580 — 167,672,055 1.97
2 72,972,490 — 80,875,139 414
7 138,047,463 — 141,972,804 0.6
11 81,074,649 — 85,224,030 2.64
17

3,492,832 — 5,478,547

0.13
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