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Supplementary Methods 
 
Additional Information on Participants 
 
The Alzheimer’s Disease Genetics Consortium (ADGC) is a multicenter consortium aiming to identify 
genetic risk factors for Alzheimer’s disease (AD) (Naj et al., 2011). Study protocols for all cohorts were 
reviewed and approved by the appropriate institutional review boards. Written informed consent was 
obtained from participants without substantial cognitive impairment, or from authorized legal 
representatives for those too impaired to give consent. Enrollment criteria differed by cohort but are 
consistent with generally accepted clinical guidelines. Further information can be found in Kunkle et al. 
(Kunkle et al., 2019) 
 
Sample and Genotype Data Quality Control 
 
Identity by descent (IBD) was estimated using genotypes imputed to the Haplotype Reference 
Consortium (HRC) 1.1 reference panel (McCarthy et al., 2016) and KING (Manichaikul et al., 2010). 
Related individuals (proportion of identity by descent, IBD > 0.1875) within and across all cohorts were 
removed. PLINK 1.9 (Chang et al., 2015; Purcell et al., 2007; Shaun Purcell) was used for quality control 
(QC) and for ethnicity determination. 
 
Sample-level QC and QC for genotype-level call-rate (<95%) and heterozygosity (control Hardy-Weinberg 
Equilibrium P<1x10-6) were performed prior to imputation. Samples with excess or insufficient 
heterozygosity – greater than three standard deviations from the mean in either direction – were 
removed. Genotype phasing and imputation were performed using the Michigan Imputation Server (Das 
et al., 2016) individually for each of 37 cohorts or sub-cohorts, using all ethnicities in the HRC 1.1 
reference panel. Eagle was used for phasing (Loh et al., 2016) and Minimac3 was used for imputation. 
Following imputation, poorly imputed (R2<0.8) or rare (MAF<0.01) variants were removed, and the sub-
cohorts were merged for joint analysis. The data QC protocol for the Litwin Zucker Alzheimer’s Research 
Center at the Feinstein Institutes for Medical Research (LZ) samples was previously described, utilizing 
several empirically-determined or consensus filters at the variant, genotype, and sample levels (Adelson 
et al., 2019). 
 
After merging ADGC imputation data and LZ data, variants with low call rate (<95%) were removed, and 
additional samples with call rate <95% were removed. Additional QC was applied to remove variants with 
differential missingness between controls and cases at P<1x10-4.  
 
Principal Component Analysis 
 
Principal component analysis (PCA) was performed using PLINK 1.90 (Chang et al., 2015; Shaun 
Purcell) on linkage disequilibrium-pruned variants with minor allele frequency ≥5%. PCA was used to 
remove any samples more than six standard deviations from the mean eigenvector for any of the first ten 
principal components (PCs), using the 1000 Genomes Project Phase 3 European superpopulation as a 
reference (Auton et al., 2015).  
 
Polygenic Risk Score (PRS) Estimation 
 
A PRS is calculated per person, i, and the number of included single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs, j) 
depends on parameters such as the GWAS significance threshold and thresholds for pruning for linkage 
disequilibrium (LD) (Misganaw et al., 2019). 
 

PRSi = Σ (βj * SNPij). 
 
We used the software PRSice-2 (Choi and O'Reilly, 2019; Euesden et al., 2015) to calculate and optimize 
PRS using P-value thresholding. Summary statistics from 17,008 AD cases and 37,154 controls from the 
International Genomics of Alzheimer’s Project (IGAP) genome-wide association study (GWAS) meta-



analysis (Lambert et al., 2013) were used as base data to avoid sample overlap, since the larger AD 
meta-analysis from Kunkle et al. (Kunkle et al., 2019) includes the ADGC samples used in this study.  
  
To calculate PRS without APOE (PRSnon-APOE), we excluded variants within 750 kilobases from the start or 
end of the APOE gene (chr19:44659011- 46162650, GRCh37). The summary statistics from the IGAP 
GWAS were linkage disequilibrium pruned at a threshold r2>0.1 within 250-kilobase windows. APOE 
genotype (2/2, 2/3, 2/4, 3/3, 3/4, and 4/4, with one removed as the contrast), based on rs429358 and 
rs7412, along with eigenvectors of ten PCs and sex were included as covariates for PRS optimization.  
 
Calculating PRSnon-APOE using the two control sets resulted in identical optimal P-value thresholds (PT) for 
the most predictive PRS at PT =1x10-5. The PRS at this PT is based on 92 SNPs associated with AD at a 
genome-wide significant level or suggestive level in the IGAP summary statistics (Lambert et al., 2013). 
This PRS model explains 1.5% of the phenotypic variation (R2) in our cohort using either control set, 
based on the Nagelkerke pseudo-R2 estimate (Nagelkerke, 1991). This PRS model was significantly 
associated with AD status when compared with the 90+ control-set alone (P=1.3 x 10-6) as well as all 
ADGC controls (P=2.5 x 10-14). Although both control-sets resulted in the same optimal PT for PRS, the 
predictive performance of variants with weak association signals was reduced when 90+ controls were 
used (Supplementary Figure 2). To allow for comparison to previous publications, we also calculated 
PRS that included the APOE SNPs rs429358 and rs7412. 
 
  



Supplementary Table 1. Characteristics of Study Participants in ADGC and LZ. 
Details about AD cases and controls included in the 13 cohorts from the ADGC and the cohort from the LZ at Northwell Health. For 
each cohort, these details include the number of participants (N), the percentage of participants who are female (% female), and the 
mean AAO for AD cases and mean AAE for controls. For ADGC cases, age is defined as AAO as reported by the study (n=1,574). If 
AAO is not reported, we estimated AAO by subtracting ten years from age at death (AAD, n=102) and for those without AAD, age at 
last examination (AAE) is used (n=57). For the ADGC controls, AAE is used (n=2,995) and AAD is used for a small proportion of 
controls (n=126). For the LZ cohort, age is reported as age at enrollment for cases (n=27), and as AAE for controls (89-: n=35, 90+: 
n=120). The total sample utilized in this study includes 1,760 AD cases (60-99 years), 2,930 89- controls, and 346 90+ controls. 
 

 
 
Abbreviations: AAD, age at death; AAE, age at last evaluation; AAO, age at onset; ACT, Adult Changes in Thought study; AD, 
Alzheimer’s disease; ADC, NIA Alzheimer’s Disease Centers cohort; ADGC, Alzheimer’s Disease Genetics Consortium; BIOCARD, 
Biomarkers of Cognitive Decline Among Normal Individuals study; CHAP, Chicago Health and Aging Project; EAS, Einstein Aging 
Study; MTC, University of Miami/Texas Alzheimer’s Research Care Consortium Wave 2/Case Western Reserve University cohort; 
LZ, Litwin Zucker Alzheimer’s Research Center at the Feinstein Institutes for Medical Research; N, number of participants; NBB, 
Netherlands Brain Bank; ROSMAP, Rush University Religious Orders Study/Memory and Aging Project; SD, standard deviation; 
WASHU, Washington University cohort; WHICAP, Washington Heights-Inwood Columbia Aging Project. 
 
  

N % female Mean AAO (SD) N % female Mean AAE (SD)

ACT2 20 65 83.0 (6.4) 7 57.1 83.9 (6.9)

ADC4 283 55.5 73.4 (7.0) 347 64.6 75.9 (8.2)

ADC5 266 53.8 73.5 (6.8) 485 65.4 77.7 (9.0)

ADC6 204 58.8 73.9 (7.7) 320 65.9 74.5 (9.0)

ADC7 500 51.4 72.6 (7.6) 772 63.5 73.9 (7.8)

BIOCARD 6 33.3 73.8 (6.1) 109 62.4 68.0 (5.5)

CHAP 27 63 84.8 (7.7) 140 52.1 81.8 (6.5)

EAS 9 44.4 85.2 (4.9) 139 41.7 84.3 (5.3)

MTC 216 54.6 74.1 (7.4) 109 62.4 72.9 (7.2)

NBB 50 80 76.4 (7.6) 29 55.1 81.9 (8.2)

ROSMAP2 49 75.5 82.0 (6.8) 69 76.8 84.2 (6.4)

WASHU2 35 57.1 72.6 (6.7) 70 50 71.5 (6.1)

WHICAP 68 70.6 84.2 (7.9) 525 60 81.6 (6.6)

Northwell LZ 27 37 79.2 (7.4) 155 66.5 94.7 (7.3)

1760 56 74.5 (8.0) 3276 62.1 77.7 (9.4)

ControlsAD cases

ADGC

Consortium

  Total 



Supplementary Table 2. APOE Genotypes of Study Participants in ADGC and LZ. 
The number and percentage of APOE4 carriers and non-carriers among AD cases, controls age 89 years or younger (89- controls), 
and controls age 90 years or older (90+ controls). APOE4 non-carriers include individuals genotyped as APOE2/2, APOE2/3, and 
APOE3/3. APOE4 carriers include individuals genotyped as APOE2/4, APOE3/4, or APOE4/4. APOE2/4 carriers were excluded 
from the statistics for APOE, age and PRS interaction. 
 

  APOE4 non-carriers APOE4 carriers  
Total 

    2/2 2/3 3/3 2/4 3/4 4/4 

Cases (%) 2 (0.11) 85 (4.83) 654 (37.16) 60 (3.41) 753 (42.78) 206 (11.70) 1760 
89- Controls (%) 8 (0.27) 328 (11.19) 1795 (61.26) 66 (2.25) 676 (23.07) 57 (1.95) 2930 
90+ Controls (%) 4 (1.16) 64 (18.50) 229 (66.18) 7 (2.02) 39 (11.27) 3 (0.87) 346 

 
Abbreviations: AD, Alzheimer’s disease; APOE2, Apolipoprotein E-ε2 allele; APOE3, Apolipoprotein E-ε3 allele; APOE4, 
Apolipoprotein E-ε4 allele. 
 
 
 
Supplementary Table 3. Association Analysis of APOE4 with AD, 89- Controls, 
and 90+ Controls. 
Association analysis using logistic regression modeling the effect of APOE4 allele (carriers vs. non-carrier) and the effect of E4 
homozygosity (E4/E4 vs. E3/E3) with 89- controls and with 90+ controls covarying by sex and 10 PCs.  
 

 M1: 89- controls M2: 90+ controls 

Characteristic Beta 95% CI p-value Beta 95% CI p-value 

APOE4 carrier vs. noncarrier             

APOE4 carrier 1.32 1.19, 1.45 3.5e-88 *** 1.96 1.62, 2.33 4.5e-27 *** 
APOE4/4 vs. 3/3             

APOE4/4  2.3 2.00, 2.62 9.4e-48 *** 2.87 1.87, 4.29 1.4e-06 *** 
  

Abbreviations: AD, Alzheimer’s disease; APOE3, Apolipoprotein E-ε3 allele; 3/3: homozygous for APOE3; APOE4, Apolipoprotein 
E-ε4 allele; APOE4/4, homozygous for APOE4; CI, confidence interval; PCs, principal components; 
  



Supplementary Table 4. Correlation of PRSnon-APOE with Age.  
M1: Without status: PRSnon-APOE ~ age + APOE + sex + Σ 10 PCs.  
M2: With status: PRSnon-APOE ~ age + APOE + sex + Σ 10 PCs + case-control status. 
* P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.001. 
 
 M1: Without status M2: With status 
Characteristic Beta 95% CI P-value Beta 95% CI P-value 

age -7.0e-03 -0.01, -3.7e-03 2.7e-05 *** -6.3e-03 -9.5e-03, -3.0e-03 1.6e-04 *** 
APOE 		 		 		 		 		 		

33 		 		 		 		 		 		
34 0.04 -0.02, 0.11 0.174     -0.02 -0.08, 0.05 0.654     
23 0.04 -0.05, 0.14 0.365     0.06 -0.04, 0.15 0.236     
44 -0.02 -0.15, 0.11 0.729     -0.14 -0.27, -7.4e-03 0.038 *   
24 0.12 -0.05, 0.29 0.178     0.07 -0.10, 0.24 0.417     
22 0.01 -0.51, 0.53 0.959     0.03 -0.49, 0.55 0.902     

sex -0.01 -0.07, 0.04 0.673     2.2E-05 -0.06, 0.06 0.999     
all_status 		 		 		 		 		 		

control 		 		 		 -0.24 -0.30, -0.18 4.4e-14 *** 
 
Abbreviations: APOE, Apolipoprotein E; CI, confidence interval; PCs, principal components; PRSnon-APOE, APOE-independent 
polygenic risk score. 
 
  



Supplementary Table 5. Interaction Between Age and APOE4 Carrier Status on 
PRSnon-APOE in Cases and Controls. 
M1: Without interactions: PRSnon-APOE ~ age + APOE + sex + Σ 10 PCs;  
M2: With interactions: PRSnon-APOE ~ age * APOE + sex + Σ 10 PCs. 
 * P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.001. 
 

Cases only M1: Without interactions M2: With interactions 

Characteristic Beta 95% CI P-value Beta 95% CI1 P-value 

age -6.90e-03 -0.01, -7.2e-04 0.029 *   1.60e-03 -7.0e-03, 0.01 0.719     

E4strat 		 		 		 		 		 		

APOE4 carrier -0.03 -0.13, 0.07 0.579     1.29 0.37, 2.21 6.1e-03 **  

sex -4.70e-03 -0.10, 0.09 0.922     -0.02 -0.11, 0.08 0.745     

age * E4strat 		 		 		 		 		 		

age * APOE4 carrier 		 		 		 -0.02 -0.03, -5.4e-03 4.8e-03 **  

Controls only M1: Without interactions M2: With interactions 

age -5.00e-03 -8.9e-03, -1.0e-
03 0.013 *   -5.10e-

03 
-9.5e-03, -7.6e-

04 0.021 *   

E4strat 		 		 		 		 		 		

APOE4 carrier -0.05 -0.13, 0.04 0.267     -0.1 -0.81, 0.61 0.779     

sex -2.60e-03 -0.07, 0.07 0.943     -2.50e-
03 -0.07, 0.07 0.945     

age * E4strat 		 		 		 		 		 		

age * APOE4 carrier 		 		 		 7.20e-04 -8.5e-03, 9.9e-03 0.878     
 
Abbreviations: APOE: Apolipoprotein E; CI: confidence interval; E4strat: APOE4 carrier and non-carrier; PCs: principal 
components; PRSnon-APOE: APOE-independent polygenic risk score. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  



Supplementary Table 6. Sensitivity Analysis of Interaction Between Age and 
APOE4 Carrier Status on PRSnon-APOE in Cases. 
Analysis in cases only after cases with imputed age at onset are removed.  
M1: Without interactions: PRSnon-APOE ~ age + APOE + sex + Σ 10 PCs;  
M2: With interactions: PRSnon-APOE ~ age * APOE + sex + Σ 10 PCs.  
* P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.001. 
 

Cases only M1: Without interactions M2: With interactions 
Characteristic Beta 95% CI P-value Beta 95% CI P-value 

age -7.9e-03 -0.01, -1.2e-03 0.021 * 4.4e-04 -8.8e-03, 9.7e-03 0.926 
E4strat       

APOE4 carrier -0.02 -0.12, 0.09 0.729 1.24 0.26, 2.23 0.013 * 
sex 0.01 -0.09, 0.11 0.783 3.4e-03 -0.10, 0.10 0.946 
age * E4strat       

age * APOE4 carrier       -0.02 -0.03, -3.9e-03 0.011 * 
 
Abbreviations: APOE4, Apolipoprotein E-ε4 allele; CI: confidence interval; E4strat, APOE4 carrier and non-carrier; PCs, principal 
components; PRSnon-APOE, APOE-independent polygenic risk score. 
 
Supplementary Table 7. AD Status on APOE4 Status, Age, PRSnon-APOE, and 
Interactions using Logistic Regression. 
M1: Without interactions: AD Status ~ age + PRSnon-APOE + APOE + sex + Σ 10 PCs;  
M2: With interactions: AD Status ~ age * PRSnon-APOE * APOE + sex + Σ 10 PCs.  
* P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.001.  
 

 M1: Without interactions M2: With interactions 
Characteristic Beta 95% CI P-value Beta 95% CI P-value 

age -0.02 -0.03, -0.01 2.4e-06 *** -2.5e-03 -0.01, 7.0e-03 0.603     

PRSnon-APOE 0.23 0.17, 0.30 2.7e-12 *** -0.30 -1.02, 0.42 0.413     
E4strat 		 		 		 		 		 		

APOE4 carrier 1.31 1.18, 1.45 8.6e-86 *** 4.79 3.59, 6.01 8.2e-15 *** 
sex -0.26 -0.39, -0.13 6.4e-05 *** -0.27 -0.40, -0.14 3.8e-05 *** 
age * PRSnon-APOE 		 		 		 6.8e-03 -2.4e-03, 0.02 0.151     
age * E4strat 		 		 		 		 		 		

age * APOE4 carrier 		 		 		 -0.05 -0.06, -0.03 1.3e-08 *** 
PRSnon-APOE * E4strat 		 		 		 		 		 		

PRSnon-APOE * APOE4 carrier 		 		 		 1.31 0.10, 2.52 0.035 *    
age * PRSnon-APOE * E4strat 		 		 		 		 		 		

age * PRSnon-APOE * APOE4 carrier 		 		 		 -0.02 -0.03, -1.2e-03 0.035 *    

 
Abbreviations: APOE4, Apolipoprotein E-ε4 allele; CI, confidence interval; E4strat, APOE4 carrier and non-carrier; PCs, principal 
components; PRSnon-APOE, APOE-independent polygenic risk score. 
 
  



Supplementary Figure 1. Flowchart of Data Preparation and Analyses. 
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Supplementary Figure 2. Determination of the P-Value Threshold for PRS 
Optimization 
Results of clumping and thresholding. R2 explained by PRS was calculated at IGAP GWAS P-values from 5x10-8 to 1. The solid line 
shows standard R2, when all ADGC controls were defined as controls, and the dotted line indicates superager R2, when only 
superagers (controls age 90 years or older) were defined as controls for PRS optimization. In both calculations, the optimal P-value 
threshold to maximize R2 was 10-5, which explained 1.5% of phenotypic variance. 
 

 
 
Abbreviations: ADGC, Alzheimer’s Disease Genetics Consortium; GWAS, genome-wide association study; IGAP, International 
Genomics of Alzheimer’s Project; PRS, polygenic risk score; R2, variance explained. 
 
 
  



Supplementary Figure 3. ROC Curves for AD Risk Models. 
We calculated AUC for the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve for predicting case status with the two control groups. (a) 
ROC curves were generated for two separate models of AD risk: a standard model using all ADGC controls, and a model using only 
superagers (controls age 90 years or older). PRSnon-APOE is not significantly more predictive (P=0.067) for 90+ controls (AUC=0.60) 
than all ADGC controls (AUC=0.57). The dotted line represents AUC=0.50. (b) Same models as (a), except that PRS includes the 
APOE4 and APOE2 genotypes, 90+ controls shows significantly higher AUC (0.74 vs. 0.67, P=4.2x10-6). 
 

 
 
Abbreviations: AD, Alzheimer’s disease; ADGC: Alzheimer’s Disease Genetics Consortium; AUC, area under the curve; PRSnon-

APOE, APOE-independent polygenic risk score; ROC, receiver operating characteristic. 
 
 
 
 
 
  



Supplementary Figure 4: Kaplan-Meier Survival Analysis using the PRSnon-APOE 
Stratified by APOE4 Carrier Status.  
To visualize the effect of PRSnon-APOE on AAO in APOE4 carriers and non-carriers, we performed a Kaplan-Meier survival analysis, 
censoring controls (represented by + signs on the plot).  This Kaplan-Meier curve appears to be comparable with previous 
publication (Desikan et al., 2017). We performed a Cox Proportional Hazards (Cox-ph) analysis of PRS quantile (Middle 80%, 
bottom 10% and top 10%), APOE4 carrier status, and the interaction between the two, covarying for the top two PCs and stratified 
by cohort. Overall, PRS quantile (P=2.9x10-9) and APOE4 carrier status (P=9.1x10-113) were highly significant in an analysis of 
deviance, but the interaction was nonsignificant. Compared to the middle 80% of the PRSnon-APOE distribution, subjects with PRSnon-

APOE in the bottom decile have a 38% reduction in AD hazard (Cox Proportional Hazard Ratio, HR=0.62 and P=1.9x10-3) and those in 
the top decile have a 29% increased risk (HR=1.29 and P = 2.4x10-2). APOE4 carrier status was significant in the Cox-ph model as 
expected (HR=3.19, P=2.0x10-94). The APOE effect should be interpreted cautiously because it tests as non-proportional in the “cox 
zph test”, which would be a violation of the assumptions of the Cox-ph model.  
 

 
 
Abbreviations: APOE4, Apolipoprotein E-ε4 allele; PRS, polygenic risk score. Bottom 10% of PRS: bottom 10% PRSnon-APOE 
distribution of all samples. Top 10% of PRS: top 10% PRSnon-APOE distribution of all samples.  
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Ethics Statements 
This study conducted a secondary analysis of de-identified datasets and is not considered human 
subjects research according to the institutional review board (IRB) at Northwell Health. DNA samples 
were collected by multiple agencies with written informed consent in accordance with protocols approved 
by the local IRBs at Montefiore Medical Center and the Committee on Clinical Investigation at the Albert 
Einstein College of Medicine, Northwell Health, and participating centers of the Alzheimer’s Disease 
Genetics Consortium (ADGC) founded by the National Institute on Aging.  
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