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Abstract: 

We aimed to characterize potential transdiagnostic neurocognitive endophenotypes in a 

large cohort of multiplex families affected with two or more individuals having a major 

psychiatric illness(MPI) i.e., schizophrenia(SCZ), bipolar disorder(BPAD), substance use 

disorders(SUD) and obsessive-compulsive disorder(OCD). We recruited 640 individuals that 

included 256 affected individuals with MPI, 227 of their unaffected first-degree relatives(FDR) 

and 157 population healthy-controls(PHC). Neurocognitive battery included assessments of 

executive function, working memory, social cognition, verbal learning and recall. Linear mixed 

effects models were applied to the neurocognitive components to examine their transdiagnostic 

and endophenotype status after accounting for demographic and family variables. We also 

examined the relationship of cognitive domains with diagnosis-specific Family History Density 

score(FHD). 

The deficits in cognitive flexibility, working memory and social cognition were 

transdiagnostic; processing speed was impaired in SCZ and BPAD groups while verbal learning 

and recall in SCZ, BPAD and SUD groups. These deficits with the exception of social cognition, 

worsened with age and parental education had protective effect. The unaffected FDRs had 

deficits in all the domains except processing speed in comparison to PHC; social cognition 

deficits were comparable to affected individuals. The diagnosis-specific FHD analysis showed 

that deficits in cognitive flexibility, working memory and social cognition were endophenotypes 

across disorders. 

Evaluation of neurocognitive functions across multiple affected individuals in a large multiplex 

family-based cross-disorder cohort, has the potential to elucidate transdiagnostic as well as 

endophenotype vulnerabilities to psychiatric illness. This study adds to the emerging 
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conceptualization of psychiatric illness as a combination of both diagnosis-specific and 

transdiagnostic markers.  
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Introduction: 

Major psychiatric illnesses are highly heritable, yet the search for replicable genetic and 

neurobiological mechanisms underlying them has proven highly challenging by [1]. One of the 

major reasons for this non-replicability is the focus on discrete clinical disease constructs, as 

categorized in current classificatory systems (ICD-10 & DSM5) by their “behavioral 

exophenotype” or phenomenology. There exists wide within-diagnoses heterogeneity in clinical 

phenomenology, as well as, frequent comorbidities [2]. The specificity of familial transmission 

for several psychiatric diagnosis is only partial [3,4]. More importantly, extant research has 

shown that there is considerable overlap in the genetic and endophenotypic markers of these 

disorders [5], pointing towards  a common “transdiagnostic mechanism” for vulnerability to 

mental illnesses, which works in combination with diagnosis specific mechanisms. Large scale 

genomic studies have identified significant overlaps in the genetic risks, cutting across traditional 

diagnostic boundaries [6,7]. Transdiagnostic neuroanatomical endophenotypes have also been 

examined in one recent study [8].    

Neurocognitive functions, including the general cognitive abilities (or ‘g’) are highly 

heritable [9] and have been studied extensively as endophenotypic markers for psychiatric 

illnesses [10,11]. This approach has also led to discovery of several promising candidate genes of 

influence [12]. Impairments in working memory, executive functions, set-shifting, decision 

making, response inhibition and social cognition have been consistently found in affected 

probands and to varying degree in their unaffected first-degree relatives (FDR)  [13–23]. 

However, nearly all extant research in this area has included individuals from non-multiplex 

families, and looked at endophenotypes only when the probands are affected with a single, 

distinct psychiatric illness. The use of individualized neuropsychological batteries for various 
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disorders by different study groups, makes it difficult to examine which of these deficits are 

shared between psychiatric disorders, and which of them are distinct.  

Studying large numbers of multiplex families with affected members having several 

psychiatric illnesses, and unaffected FDRs, would provide the most statistically robust method 

for the identification of neurocognitive endophenotypes that cut across traditional diagnostic 

boundaries[5]. Specifically, research in multiplex families would reduce the potential of spurious 

or non-genetic forms of the illness, and increase the potential that endophenotypes identified 

reflect genetic factors that influence disease vulnerability [24]. This approach has been adopted 

in our ongoing longitudinal study, the Accelerator Program for Discovery in Brain Using Stem 

Cells (ADBS), in which we recruit families in whom multiple members (≥ 2 affected FDRs in a 

nuclear family) are diagnosed to have a major psychiatric disorder [schizophrenia (SCZ), bipolar 

disorder (BPAD), obsessive compulsive disorder (OCD), Alzheimer’s dementia and substance 

use disorder (SUD)] [4][25].  We report here the neurocognitive functioning in affected (N=256) 

and unaffected (N=227) FDRs in these multiplex families in comparison with population healthy 

controls (PHC) (N=157), who do not have family history of major psychiatric illness. Patients 

with dementia of Alzheimer’s type (DAT) were excluded from this analysis as cognitive deficits 

are defining features of dementias. We hypothesized that a common transdiagnostic 

neurocognitive deficit can be identified in major psychiatric illnesses, in addition to disorder 

specific deficits. We also hypothesized that these neurocognitive dysfunctions would, at least in 

part, be evident in unaffected FDRs and hence reflect pre-existing familial endophenotypic 

vulnerability. We expected some of these deficits to be transdiagnostic endophenotypes, and 

others to be predicted by diagnosis specific family history density (FHD). Finally, we also 

hypothesized that these deficits would worsen with greater disease severity.  
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METHODS: 
Subjects 

The study sample included patients diagnosed with four major psychiatric illnesses (MPI) 

according to the DSM-IV criteria namely SCZ (N=68), BPAD (N=65), OCD (N=66) and SUD 

(N=57), their unaffected FDR (n= 227), and population healthy controls (PHC) (n= 157). All 

affected probands were recruited from the adult psychiatry services and specialty psychiatry 

clinics of NIMHANS, Bengaluru. The healthy comparison group (PHC) were recruited from the 

community by word-of-mouth, local advertisements and from a previous study conducted at the 

same centre with similar methodology [26]. The recruited patients had a strong family history 

with at least another affected FDR with one of the 4 MPIs, as ascertained by Family Interview 

for Genetic Studies (FIGS)(Figure 1A)[27]. The subjects in the FDR group did not have any of 

the four listed diagnoses (n=197), but may have had a life-time diagnosis of other psychiatric 

diagnosis as per MINI, such as dysthymia or other anxiety spectrum disorders (n=30) (Figure 

1B). The PHC did not have any Axis 1 psychiatric diagnosis (as per MINI) and had no family 

history of MPI in their FDR. All the DSM-IV psychiatric diagnoses were corroborated by two 

trained psychiatrists using the Mini International Neuropsychiatric Interview (MINI) [28]. The 

study protocol and recruitment procedures are detailed elsewhere [4,25]. The NIMHANS ethics 

committee approved the study protocol and written informed consent was obtained from all the 

participants in the study. (Demographic and clinical characteristics are shown in Supplementary 

Material Table 1)  

 
Figure 1: Representation of presence of family history in the sample. A) Proportion and 
Combination of Family History in the Major Psychiatric Illness group. B) Proportion and 
Combination of Family History in First-Degree Relatives. C) Heat plot of Family History 
Density Score. 
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FH, Family History; MPI, Major Psychiatric Illness; FDR, First Degree Relatives;  SCZ, schizophrenia; BPAD, bipolar affective disorder; OCD, 

obsessive compulsive disorder; SUD, substance use disorder; DEM, dementia.  

 

Neuropsychological Assessments  

All neurocognitive tests were administered to participants by trained psychologists, in a quiet 

room free of distraction, during a single session that lasted approximately 40 to 50 minutes on 

the forenoon of the assessment day. The order of the administration was counter balanced. The 

following 4 tests were chosen based on the existing literature indicating varying levels of deficits 

in these domains in the four disorders under study and importantly, these tests were less sensitive 

to the influences of language and cultural bias. Color Trails (CT)Tests [29] A and B (an 

analogue of the Trail Making Test), was used to evaluate speed of processing and cognitive 

flexibility. Total time taken to complete the test A and B were recorded in seconds along with 

errors calculated from the misses and wrong selection. An “effective time-per-circle” measure 

was calculated using the formula [TT/CC+TE/TC], where TT is Total time taken, CC is number 

of circles completed, TE is Total Errors committed, and TC is total circles in the test (ie., 25 for 

CT-A and 50 for CT-B).  One-back and 2 back versions of the Auditory N-back test were used 

to assess verbal working memory [30]. Thirty randomly ordered consonants which are common 
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in Indian languages were presented [31]. Total number of hits and errors (omissions and 

commissions) were recorded. Based on signal detection theory, a sensitivity index (d’) was 

calculated for each of 1- and 2-back tests, as a difference between the Z transforms of Hit Rates 

(HR) and False Alarm rates (FA), d’ = z(HR) – z(FA) [32], where Hit Rate is Hits/Targets and 

FA is Commission Errors/Distractors. Perfect hits (ie., HR=1) were adjusted using the formula [1 

− 1/(2n)], where n is total number of targets (n=9) and zero FA scores were adjusted using the 

formula [1/(2n)], where n is total number of distractors (n=21).  Rey’s Auditory Verbal 

Learning Test (RAVLT) was used to assess verbal learning and recall [33].  It consists of two 

lists A and B with 15 different words from familiar objects like vehicles, tools, animals and body 

parts. The words were translated in to Indian languages (Hindi, Kannada, Telugu, Tamil and 

Malayalam)[31]. Total numbers of words correctly recalled over all the five trials (learning 

score) and the number of words recalled correctly in the immediate recall trial were recorded. 

Since the delayed-recall scores correlate highly with total scores (r >.75) [34] these were not 

recorded, in the interest of time. Social Cognition Rating Tools in Indian Setting 

(SOCRATIS) was used to assess social cognition in the Indian socio-cultural setting [35]. 

Subtests from SOCRATIS were used to assess second order theory of mind, since this measure 

showed consistent associations with real-world outcomes [36,37], as well as, neural signatures 

[26] in earlier studies. Adapted versions of two false belief stories (Ice-cream man task [38] and 

hidden banana task [39]) and two Irony detection stories [40] were administered. A second order 

theory of mind index [35] was calculated as the proportion of correct responses on these tests 

after accounting for responses to control questions. 

The neurocognitive scores were summarized into five domains of i) Processing speed (CTT-A 

effective time-per-circle), ii) Cognitive flexibility (CTT-B effective time-per-circle), iii) 
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Working memory (auditory sensitivity index for 1-back and 2-back d’ scores), iv) Verbal 

learning and recall (total learning and immediate recall scores), and v) Social cognition (2nd order 

theory of mind task). 

Family History Density 

As we had multiplex families with at least 2 FDRs affected with one of the severe mental illness, 

we calculated Family History Density (FHD) which was proposed by Stoltenberg [41] for 

alcohol use disorder. Weighted points were given to the family members based on their 

relatedness to the subject (parents (0.5) and grandparents (0.25)) if they are affected and 

unaffected relatives were given a score of zero. These scores were summed to obtain the FHD 

score for respective illness (explained in detail elsewhere [4]). This score was later used in 

regression analysis with the neurocognitive measures. 

Statistical Analysis 

Missing data for neurocognitive variables were imputed when no more than 3 of the 7 test 

variables were missing per subject. Among the 640 subjects, 599 (93.56%) had no missing data 

(See Supplementary Figure 1 for missingness report). Missing data were imputed using 

multivariate imputation by chained equations (MICE) with a random forest-based algorithm to 

produce an unbiased estimate with a narrow confidence interval [42]. The raw scores from the 

five cognitive domains scores were transformed to T-scores (mean = 50; standard deviation = 

10).  In order to make the CTT-A and CTT-B scores directionally consistent, they were reversed 

by multiplying it with -1, thus high values for all cognitive domains indicated good performance. 

For domains with more than one measure, the individual T scores were summed and then the 

sum was standardized to a T score.  
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Separate linear mixed effects models were implemented for each neurocognitive domain with 

group status as the fixed effect predictor. Additionally, to address the potentially confounding 

effects of demographic variables, we added age, gender, parental education (as fixed effects 

predictor) and family ID (as random effects predictor). In order (i) to evaluate if the deficits were 

transdiagnostic, we compared the component scores for each of the primary diagnoses to the 

PHC group. If the deficits were noted in all the comparisons, then the component was deemed as 

transdiagnostic or as diagnosis specific if otherwise, and (ii) to evaluate the endophenotype status 

of these components, we first compared them across the three groups (PMI, FDR and PHC). A 

mixed-effect multivariate multiple regression was fit to examine the relationship between 

specific familial risk and neurocognitive domains. Lastly, we explored the effect of illness 

severity (illness duration and clinical global impression severity score) on cognitive domains 

using Pearson correlation. To ensure comparability across different diagnoses, illness duration 

was normalized within each diagnostic group using the formula: (individual 

duration�−�minimum duration)/(maximum duration �−�minimum duration). All analyses 

were performed in R environment for statistical computing, version 3.5.2, using the packages 

mice [43], psych [44], and lme4 [45]. 

RESULTS: 

Transdiagnostic evaluation of the Neurocognitive Domains: 

Linear Mixed Effects Evaluation of the neurocognitive domains (in Supplementary Material 

Table 2) revealed diagnosis-specific deficits for processing speed with only SCZ and BPAD 

group showing deficits when compared to healthy controls. In the verbal learning and recall 

domain, the SCZ, BPAD and SUD groups showed deficits but not the OCD group. In the 

cognitive flexibility, working memory and social cognition domains the deficits were 
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transdiagnostic, with all groups showing deficits when compared to healthy controls. Figure 2 

shows the estimated marginal means ± 95% confidence interval for the neurocognitive domains 

among different groups. 

Further all neurocognitive domains with the exception of social cognition, worsened with age, 

while parental education showed protective effects. Males performed poorly on verbal learning 

and recall domain but had comparable performance in all other domains. About 42.3%, 30.1%, 

32%, 53.8% and 31.7% variance was explained by the models for processing speed, cognitive 

flexibility, working memory,  verbal learning and recall and  social cognition domains 

respectively as noted by conditional R2 (with fixed and random effects predictors) [46]. 

Figure 2: Estimated Marginal Means ± 95% Confidence Interval (CI) for the 

Neurocognitive domains among Major Psychiatric Illness and Population Healthy 

Controls. A)Processing speed. B)Cognitive Flexibility. C)Working Memory. D)Verbal(New) 

Learning and Recall. E)Social cognition  

 

PHC, population healthy control;  SCZ, schizophrenia; BPAD, bipolar affective disorder; OCD, obsessive compulsive disorder; SUD, substance 

use disorder; EMM, estimated marginal means; CI, confidence interval.  

 

Endophenotypic evaluation of the Neurocognitive Domains: 

To elucidate whether the diagnosis-specific and transdiagnostic deficits in the neurocognitive 

components were marker of current psychiatric illness or if they were reflective of pre-existing 

familial endophenotypic vulnerability, we implemented a linear-mixed effects model to compare 
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the component scores among FDR of patients with MPI and PHC, accounting for demographic 

and family ID as stated earlier. For all domains except processing speed, the FDRs showed 

deficits when compared to the PHCs. Interestingly, the deficits in social cognition domain for 

FDRs were comparable with those of MPI group (in Supplementary Material Table 3). Figure 3 

shows the estimated marginal means ± 95% confidence interval for the neurocognitive domains 

among PHC, FDR and MPI.   

Figure 3: Estimated Marginal Means ± 95% Confidence Interval (CI) for the 

Neurocognitive domains among Major Psychiatric Illness, First Degree Relatives and 

Population Healthy Controls. (Processing speed-Panel A, Cognitive Flexibility-Panel B, 

Working Memory-Panel C, New Learning and Recall-Panel D  and Social cognition- Panel E)  

 

PHC, population healthy control; FDR, first degree relative; MPI, major psychiatric illness; EMM, estimated marginal means; CI, confidence 

interval.  

 

Relationship between neurocognitive components and Family History Density: 

The diagnosis-specific FHD showed unique relationships with specific cognitive domains. While 

FHD of SCZ and SUD was associated with significantly poorer scores across all neurocognitive 

domains, FHD of OCD was associated with significantly poorer cognitive flexibility alone. 

Individuals with FHD of BPAD had poorer working memory, and more deficits in the verbal 

memory and recall domains. FHD of Dementia was associated with significantly poorer social 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 14

cognition (in Supplementary Material Table 4). Figure 4 shows the standardized beta ± standard 

error for the neurocognitive domains with respective FHDs. 

Figure 4: Effects plot representing relationship between neurocognitive components and 

Family History Density scores. A)Processing speed. B)Cognitive Flexibility. C)Working 

Memory. D)Verbal(New) Learning and Recall. E)Social cognition  

 

FHD, family history density;  SCZ, schizophrenia; BPAD, bipolar affective disorder; OCD, obsessive compulsive disorder; SUD, substance use 

disorder; SE, standard error.  

 

Relationship between neurocognitive components and illness duration and severity: 

Within the MPI group, all neurocognitive domains, except social cognition, showed significant 

worsening with normalized lifetime illness duration (Figure 5), but not with cross-sectional 

clinical global impression of severity. 

Figure 5: Relationship between cognitive components and normalised illness duration. 

A)Processing speed. B)Cognitive Flexibility. C)Working Memory. D)Verbal(New) Learning and 

Recall. E)Social cognition  

 

SCZ, schizophrenia; BPAD, bipolar affective disorder; OCD, obsessive compulsive disorder; SUD, substance use disorder 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 15

 
 
 
 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
In this study, we aimed to characterize potential transdiagnostic neurocognitive deficits and their 

endophenotypic value in a large cohort of multiplex families affected with two or more 

individuals diagnosed with SCZ, BPAD, SUD or OCD.  

Consistent with our first hypothesis, we identified transdiagnostic deficits in cognitive flexibility, 

working memory and social cognition. Verbal memory was affected in SCZ, BPAD and SUD, 

while processing speed was impaired in SCZ and BPAD. A review of metanalyses of the 

transdiagnostic neurocognitive deficits revealed that, executive function and episodic memory 

deficits are transdiagnostic and stable across the life span [47] however we found that these 

deficits worsened with age. Cognitive control, which mainly involves working memory and 

cognitive flexibility has been established to be impaired in mental illness across diagnosis with 

parallel anomalies of brain structure and function [48].This is also broadly consistent with 

previous meta-analyses from diagnosis specific studies in SCZ and BPAD  [49,50],where verbal 

memory, processing speed and working memory were found to be impaired; SUD [51], where 

response inhibition, working memory and distractor inhibition control were impaired; OCD [52], 

where executive dysfunction and non-verbal memory were impaired. Studies where SCZ-BPAD 

were explored together also reported multiple cognitive deficits across domains[49,53,54]  . Our 

findings support the notion that both diagnosis-specific and transdiagnostic markers are critical 

in conceptualization of cognitive dysfunction in psychiatric illness [55]. While the diagnosis-

specific markers increase the vulnerability to the down-stream effects of specific cognitive 
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dysfunction, the transdiagnostic markers increase an overall risk for general psychopathology 

that are common across psychiatric illness [56].  

As per our second hypothesis, the unaffected FDRs had deficits in all the domains except 

processing speed in comparison to PHC. The social cognition deficits were comparable to that of 

affected individuals scores. These deficits thus fulfilled the criteria for an endophenotype 

indicating that they represent pre-existing familial vulnerability to psychiatric illness. However, 

in this analysis, FDRs of all the diagnosis were pooled. To see whether these endophenotypes 

have diagnostic specific validity or whether they are transdiagnostic endophenotypes, we 

conducted correlation with FHD scores. Division of FDRs across diagnosis groups was 

impossible because several FDRs had family history of more than one diagnoses (Figure 1). 

Deficits in cognitive flexibility were significantly associated with FHD scores of SCZ, OCD, 

SUD; verbal memory and working memory were significantly associated with FHD scores of 

SCZ, BPAD, SUD; social cognition was significantly associated with FHD scores of SCZ, DEM, 

SUD. Thus, our transdiagnostic cognitive deficits (i.e., cognitive flexibility, working memory 

and social cognition) were found to be endophenotypes across disorders.  

Similar to our findings,  study on children revealed that working memory deficits is a common 

cognitive liability for mental health disorders [57], particularly externalizing symptoms [58]. 

Error related negativity which may stem from cognitive inflexibility [59] has been found to be 

transdiagnostic marker between OCD, anxiety and SUD[60]. Theory of mind, which was 

particularly evaluated in our study, has neuroanatomical underpinnings of widespread neural 

networks and has been implicated to be impaired in transdiagnostic neurodegenerative disorders 

[61]. A systematic review of metanalyses of social cognitive dysfunction across 30 clinical 

conditions highlighted that the social cognitive deficits are core cognitive phenotypes across 
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psychiatric and neurological illnesses[62]. Comparable social cognition deficits in FDRs to 

affected individuals could represent apparent difficulty experienced by vulnerable individuals in 

understanding intentions and emotions, when presented with day-to-day challenges with tasks 

that demand access to social and conceptual knowledge.  

As rightly pointed out by Beauchaine and Constantino, psychiatric disorders are single disease 

processes that cut across diagnostic boundaries, and  need endophenotypic evaluation across 

disorders based on genetically influenced neuroanatomical basis than specific disorder approach 

[5]. Our study holds significance in this regard. The only other study which evaluated 

neuroanatomical basis of endophenotype, concluded that increased putamen volume has 

transdiagnostic endophenotypic value [8]. However, this had only 20 FDR as opposed to 227 

FDRs in our study.  

Deficits in these cognitive components were state-independent and did not vary as a function of 

cross-sectional illness severity (CGI-S) as we hypothesized, but with illness chronicity (life-time 

duration of illness). We have recruited patients at different stages of illness and majority in their 

symptom free period which might explain the absence of association between severity of illness 

and the neurocognitive deficits. The stronger association of deficits with total duration of illness 

is confounded by uncontrolled variables like duration of untreated illness, effect of treatments. 

Further controlled studies are needed to establish this relationship. 

Transdiagnostic studies when involving multimodal and multivariate approaches[5,55,56,63,64]  

have the potential to uncover greater signals for psychiatric vulnerability risks, especially for 

shared phenomena and symptomatology across separate diagnostic entities. These approaches 

could also aid the discovery of common genetic variation [65] that is relevant to transdiagnostic 

symptomatology in a manner that is unbiased by traditional nosology. Furthermore, family-based 
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endophenotypic approach for next-generation sequencing employed in the ADBS study [66], 

could have potential to identify genomic variations across the entire allele frequency spectrum 

(rare to common), that may contribute to such cognitive impairments. 

There are certain limitations that needs to considered. We did not perform a comprehensive 

neurocognitive battery for all lobe functions but a selected panel of tests due to time constraints. 

A second limitation is that although we accounted for the effect of demographic variables such 

as age, parental education and gender in the analyses, we could not account for varying stages of 

illness and medication status because of difficulty in meaningfully standardizing stages of illness 

and medications across several psychiatric diagnoses. Nevertheless, this limitation would not 

affect the endophenotypic analysis, where the unaffected group were unmedicated and did not 

have clinically diagnosable psychiatric illness. Lastly, the data presented represent a cross-

sectional profile of the cognitive dysfunction; the future analyses from the consortium will 

attempt to model the longitudinal trajectories of cognitive dysfunction along with multimodal 

brain imaging investigations to understand the neurobiological underpinnings of these 

dysfunction. 

  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 19

Funding 

Financial support for the study was provided by Department of Biotechnology funded grant  

BT/PR17316/MED/31/326/2015 entitled, “Accelerating program for discovery in brain disorders 

using stem cells” (ADBS), Pratiksha Trust. Healthy control data were partly obtained from 

studies funded by the Indian Council of Medical Research MD financial assistance award 2007–

2009 (No. 3/2/2008/PG- Thesis-MPD-29) and the Wellcome Trust / DBT India Alliance Early 

Career Fellowship, Grant/Award Number: IA/E/12/1/500755; both awarded to UMM. 

Acknowledgements 

The authors are grateful to all the patients, their family members and healthy volunteers who 

participated in the study.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 20

Author Contribution: 

 
BH contributed to the design of the study, data cleaning and analysing and interpretation, 

preparation of the initial manuscript; PD, AD, MB, NVM contributed acquisition of the data, 

analysis and interpretation; DI contributed to data acquisition and revising the work  critically for 

important intellectual content; SB, JM, VSS contributed to design of the study, data acquisition 

and interpretation of the results; VB, JYCR, UMM contributed to design of the study; ADBS 

Consortium contributed to design of the study and data acquisition and approved the final 

manuscript; BV contributed to design of the study, moderating the data acquisition, planning of 

the analysis, interpretation of the results and manuscript preparation and revision and final 

approval. 

 

  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 21

References: 

 1.  Demkow U, Wolanczyk T. Genetic tests in major psychiatric disorders-integrating 
molecular medicine with clinical psychiatry-why is it so difficult? Transl Psychiatry. 
2017;7:e1151. 
2.  Buckley PF, Miller BJ, Lehrer DS, Castle DJ. Psychiatric comorbidities and 
schizophrenia. Schizophr Bull. 2009;35:383–402. 
3.  Rasic D, Hajek T, Alda M, Uher R. Risk of mental illness in offspring of parents with 
schizophrenia, bipolar disorder, and major depressive disorder: a meta-analysis of family high-
risk studies. Schizophr Bull. 2014;40:28–38. 
4.  Davies G, Lam M, Harris SE, Trampush JW, Luciano M, Hill WD, et al. Study of 
300,486 individuals identifies 148 independent genetic loci influencing general cognitive 
function. Nat Commun. 2018;9:2098. 
5.  Sreeraj VS, Holla B, Ithal D, Nadella RK, Mahadevan J, Balachander S, et al. Psychiatric 
symptoms and syndromes transcending diagnostic boundaries in multiplex families. MedRxiv. 
2020:2020.01.06.20016543. 
6.  Beauchaine TP, Constantino JN. Redefining the endophenotype concept to accommodate 
transdiagnostic vulnerabilities and etiological complexity. Biomark Med. 2017;11:769–780. 
7.  Lee PH, Anttila V, Won H, Feng Y-CA, Rosenthal J, Zhu Z, et al. Genomic 
Relationships, Novel Loci, and Pleiotropic Mechanisms across Eight Psychiatric Disorders. Cell. 
2019;179:1469-1482.e11. 
8.  Robbins TW, Gillan CM, Smith DG, de Wit S, Ersche KD. Neurocognitive 
endophenotypes of impulsivity and compulsivity: towards dimensional psychiatry. Trends Cogn 
Sci. 2012;16:81–91. 
9.  Gong Q, Scarpazza C, Dai J, He M, Xu X, Shi Y, et al. A transdiagnostic 
neuroanatomical signature of psychiatric illness. Neuropsychopharmacology. 2019;44:869–875. 
10.  Tuulio-Henriksson A, Haukka J, Partonen T, Varilo T, Paunio T, Ekelund J, et al. 
Heritability and number of quantitative trait loci of neurocognitive functions in families with 
schizophrenia. Am J Med Genet. 2002;114:483–490. 
11.  Greenwood TA, Swerdlow NR, Gur RE, Cadenhead KS, Calkins ME, Dobie DJ, et al. 
Genome-wide linkage analyses of 12 endophenotypes for schizophrenia from the Consortium on 
the Genetics of Schizophrenia. Am J Psychiatry. 2013;170:521–532. 
12.  Wiener H, Klei L, Calkins M, Wood J, Nimgaonkar V, Gur R, et al. Principal 
components of heritability from neurocognitive domains differ between families with 
schizophrenia and control subjects. Schizophr Bull. 2013;39:464–471. 
13.  Menzies L, Achard S, Chamberlain SR, Fineberg N, Chen CH, del Campo N, et al. 
Neurocognitive endophenotypes of obsessive-compulsive disorder. Brain. 2007;130:3223–3236. 
14.  Joo YH. Neurophyisological and neurocognitive endophenotypes for schizophrenia 
genetics research. Psychiatry Investig. 2008;5:199–202. 
15.  Viswanath B, Janardhan Reddy YC, Kumar KJ, Kandavel T, Chandrashekar CR. 
Cognitive endophenotypes in OCD: A study of unaffected siblings of probands with familial 
OCD. Prog Neuropsychopharmacol Biol Psychiatry. 2009;33:610–615. 
16.  Kulkarni S, Jain S, Janardhan Reddy YC, Kumar KJ, Kandavel T. Impairment of verbal 
learning and memory and executive function in unaffected siblings of probands with bipolar 
disorder. Bipolar Disord. 2010;12:647–656. 
17.  Rajender G, Bhatia MS, Kanwal K, Malhotra S, Singh TB, Chaudhary D. Study of 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 22

neurocognitive endophenotypes in drug-naïve obsessive–compulsive disorder patients, their first-
degree relatives and healthy controls. Acta Psychiatr Scand. 2011;124:152–161. 
18.  Lencz T, Knowles E, Davies G, Guha S, Liewald DC, Starr JM, et al. Molecular genetic 
evidence for overlap between general cognitive ability and risk for schizophrenia: a report from 
the Cognitive Genomics consorTium (COGENT). Mol Psychiatry. 2014;19:168–174. 
19.  Ho KK, Lui SS, Hung KS, Wang Y, Li Z, Cheung EF, et al. Theory of mind impairments 
in patients with first-episode schizophrenia and their unaffected siblings. Schizophr Res. 
2015;166:1–8. 
20.  Salvatore JE, Gottesman II, Dick DM. Endophenotypes for Alcohol Use Disorder: An 
Update on the Field. Curr Addict Rep. 2015;2:76–90. 
21.  McCormack C, Green MJ, Rowland JE, Roberts G, Frankland A, Hadzi-Pavlovic D, et al. 
Neuropsychological and social cognitive function in young people at genetic risk of bipolar 
disorder. Psychol Med. 2016;46:745–758. 
22.  Mucci A, Galderisi S, Green MF, Nuechterlein K, Rucci P, Gibertoni D, et al. Familial 
aggregation of MATRICS Consensus Cognitive Battery scores in a large sample of outpatients 
with schizophrenia and their unaffected relatives. Psychol Med. 2018;48:1359–1366. 
23.  Merikangas AK, Cui L, Calkins ME, Moore TM, Gur RC, Gur RE, et al. Neurocognitive 
performance as an endophenotype for mood disorder subgroups. J Affect Disord. 2017;215:163–
171. 
24.  Laird NM, Lange C. Family-based designs in the age of large-scale gene-association 
studies. Nat Rev Genet. 2006;7:385–394. 
25.  Viswanath B, Rao NP, Narayanaswamy JC, Sivakumar PT, Kandasamy A, Kesavan M, 
et al. Discovery biology of neuropsychiatric syndromes (DBNS): a center for integrating clinical 
medicine and basic science. BMC Psychiatry. 2018;18:106. 
26.  Mehta UM, Thirthalli J, Basavaraju R, Gangadhar BN, Pascual-Leone A. Reduced mirror 
neuron activity in schizophrenia and its association with theory of mind deficits: evidence from a 
transcranial magnetic stimulation study. Schizophr Bull. 2014;40:1083–1094. 
27.  Maxwell ME. Family Interview for Genetic Studies (FIGS): a manual for FIGS. Bethesda 
MD Clin Neurogenet Branch Intramural Res Program Natl Inst Ment Health. 1992. 1992. 
28.  Sheehan DV, Lecrubier Y, Sheehan KH, Amorim P, Janavs J, Weiller E, et al. The Mini-
International Neuropsychiatric Interview (M.I.N.I.): the development and validation of a 
structured diagnostic psychiatric interview for DSM-IV and ICD-10. J Clin Psychiatry. 1998;59 
Suppl 20:22-33;quiz 34-57. 
29.  D’Elia LF, Satz P, Uchiyama CL, White T. Color Trails Test: Professional manual. 
Odessa, FL: Psychological Assessment Resources. 1996. 
30.  Kirchner WK. Age differences in short-term retention of rapidly changing information. J 
Exp Psychol. 1958;55:352–358. 
31.  Rao SL, Subbakrishna DK, Gopukumar K, NIMHANS. NIMHANS Neuropsychology 
Battery-2004, Manual. National Institute of Mental Health and Neurosciences; 2004. 
32.  Macmillan NA, Creelman CD. Response bias: Characteristics of detection theory, 
threshold theory, and" nonparametric" indexes. Psychol Bull. 1990;107:401. 
33.  Schmidt M. Rey auditory verbal learning test: A handbook. Western Psychological 
Services Los Angeles, CA; 1996. 
34.  van den Burg W, Kingma A. Performance of 225 Dutch school children on Rey’s 
Auditory Verbal Learning Test (AVLT): parallel test-retest reliabilities with an interval of 3 
months and normative data. Arch Clin Neuropsychol. 1999;14:545–559. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 23

35.  Mehta UM, Thirthalli J, Naveen Kumar C, Mahadevaiah M, Rao K, Subbakrishna DK, et 
al. Validation of Social Cognition Rating Tools in Indian Setting (SOCRATIS): A new test-
battery to assess social cognition. Asian J Psychiatr. 2011;4:203–209. 
36.  Mehta UM, Thirthalli J, Kumar CN, Kumar JK, Gangadhar BN. Negative symptoms 
mediate the influence of theory of mind on functional status in schizophrenia. Soc Psychiatry 
Psychiatr Epidemiol. 2014;49:1151–1156. 
37.  Valaparla VL, Nehra R, Mehta UM, Thirthalli J, Grover S. Social cognition of patients 
with schizophrenia across the phases of illness - A longitudinal study. Schizophr Res. 
2017;190:150–159. 
38.  Perner J, Wimmer H. “John thinks that Mary thinks that…” attribution of second-order 
beliefs by 5-to 10-year-old children. J Exp Child Psychol. 1985;39:437–471. 
39.  Stone VE, Baron-Cohen S, Knight RT. Frontal lobe contributions to theory of mind. J 
Cogn Neurosci. 1998;10:640–656. 
40.  Drury VM, Robinson EJ, Birchwood M. ‘Theory of mind’ skills during an acute episode 
of psychosis and following recovery. Psychol Med. 1998;28:1101–1112. 
41.  Stoltenberg SF, Mudd SA, Blow FC, Hill EM. Evaluating measures of family history of 
alcoholism: density versus dichotomy. Addiction. 1998;93:1511–1520. 
42.  Shah AD, Bartlett JW, Carpenter J, Nicholas O, Hemingway H. Comparison of random 
forest and parametric imputation models for imputing missing data using MICE: a CALIBER 
study. Am J Epidemiol. 2014;179:764–774. 
43.  Buuren S van, Groothuis-Oudshoorn K. mice: Multivariate imputation by chained 
equations in R. J Stat Softw. 2010:1–68. 
44.  Revelle WR. psych: Procedures for personality and psychological research. 2017. 2017. 
45.  Bates D, Mächler M, Bolker B, Walker S. Fitting Linear Mixed-Effects Models Using 
lme4. 2015. 2015;67:48. 
46.  Nakagawa S, Schielzeth H. A general and simple method for obtaining R2 from 
generalized linear mixed�effects models. Methods Ecol Evol. 2013;4:133–142. 
47.  East-Richard C, Mercier A, Nadeau D, Cellard C. Transdiagnostic neurocognitive deficits 
in psychiatry: A review of meta-analyses. Can Psychol Can. 2019. 25 November 2019. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/cap0000196. 
48.  McTeague LM, Goodkind MS, Etkin A. Transdiagnostic impairment of cognitive control 
in mental illness. J Psychiatr Res. 2016;83:37–46. 
49.  Bora E. Neurocognitive features in clinical subgroups of bipolar disorder: A meta-
analysis. J Affect Disord. 2018;229:125–134. 
50.  Fatouros-Bergman H, Cervenka S, Flyckt L, Edman G, Farde L. Meta-analysis of 
cognitive performance in drug-naïve patients with schizophrenia. Schizophr Res. 2014;158:156–
162. 
51.  Wilcox CE, Dekonenko CJ, Mayer AR, Bogenschutz MP, Turner JA. Cognitive control 
in alcohol use disorder: deficits and clinical relevance. Rev Neurosci. 2014;25:1–24. 
52.  Suhas S, Rao NP. Neurocognitive deficits in obsessive-compulsive disorder: A selective 
review. Indian J Psychiatry. 2019;61:S30–S36. 
53.  Bora E. Developmental trajectory of cognitive impairment in bipolar disorder: 
comparison with schizophrenia. Eur Neuropsychopharmacol. 2015;25:158–168. 
54.  Bortolato B, Miskowiak KW, Kohler CA, Vieta E, Carvalho AF. Cognitive dysfunction 
in bipolar disorder and schizophrenia: a systematic review of meta-analyses. Neuropsychiatr 
Treat. 2015;11:3111–3125. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 24

55.  Trotta A, Murray RM, MacCabe JH. Do premorbid and post-onset cognitive functioning 
differ between schizophrenia and bipolar disorder? A systematic review and meta-analysis. 
Psychol Med. 2015;45:381–394. 
56.  Mitelman SA. Transdiagnostic neuroimaging in psychiatry: A review. Psychiatry Res. 
2019;277:23–38. 
57.  McGorry P, Nelson B. Why We Need a Transdiagnostic Staging Approach to Emerging 
Psychopathology, Early Diagnosis, and Treatment. JAMA Psychiatry. 2016;73:191–192. 
58.  Wade M, Zeanah CH, Fox NA, Nelson CA. Global deficits in executive functioning are 
transdiagnostic mediators between severe childhood neglect and psychopathology in 
adolescence. Psychol Med. 2019:1–8. 
59.  Huang-Pollock C, Shapiro Z, Galloway-Long H, Weigard A. Is Poor Working Memory a 
Transdiagnostic Risk Factor for Psychopathology? J Abnorm Child Psychol. 2017;45:1477–
1490. 
60.  Riesel A, Kathmann N, Klawohn J. Flexibility of error-monitoring in obsessive–
compulsive disorder under speed and accuracy instructions. J Abnorm Psychol. 2019;128:671–
677. 
61.  Riesel A, Klawohn J, Grützmann R, Kaufmann C, Heinzel S, Bey K, et al. Error-related 
brain activity as a transdiagnostic endophenotype for obsessive-compulsive disorder, anxiety and 
substance use disorder. Psychol Med. 2019;49:1207–1217. 
62.  Strikwerda-Brown C, Ramanan S, Irish M. Neurocognitive mechanisms of theory of 
mind impairment in neurodegeneration: a transdiagnostic approach. Neuropsychiatr Dis Treat. 
2019;15:557–573. 
63.  Cotter J, Granger K, Backx R, Hobbs M, Looi CY, Barnett JH. Social cognitive 
dysfunction as a clinical marker: A systematic review of meta-analyses across 30 clinical 
conditions. Neurosci Biobehav Rev. 2018;84:92–99. 
64.  Romanowska S, MacQueen G, Goldstein BI, Wang J, Kennedy SH, Bray S, et al. 
Neurocognitive deficits in a transdiagnostic clinical staging model. Psychiatry Res. 
2018;270:1137–1142. 
65.  Rollins CP, Garrison JR, Simons JS, Rowe JB, O’Callaghan C, Murray GK, et al. Meta-
analytic evidence for the plurality of mechanisms in transdiagnostic structural MRI studies of 
hallucination status. EClinicalMedicine. 2019;8:57–71. 
66.  McCoy TH, Castro VM, Hart KL, Pellegrini AM, Yu S, Cai T, et al. Genome-wide 
Association Study of Dimensional Psychopathology Using Electronic Health Records. Biol 
Psychiatry. 2018;83:1005–1011. 
67.  Ganesh S, Ahmed PH, Nadella RK, More RP, Seshadri M, Viswanath B, et al. Exome 
sequencing in families with severe mental illness identifies novel and rare variants in genes 
implicated in Mendelian neuropsychiatric syndromes. Psychiatry Clin Neurosci. 2019;73:11–19. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20022863
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 1

Figure 1: Representation of presence of family history in the sample. A) Proportion and Combination of Family History in the 
Major Psychiatric Illness group. B) Proportion and Combination of Family History in First-Degree Relatives. C) Heat plot of Family 
History Density Score. 
 

 
FH, Family History; MPI, Major Psychiatric Illness; FDR, First Degree Relatives;  SCZ, schizophrenia; BPAD, bipolar affective disorder; OCD, obsessive compulsive disorder; SUD, substance use 

disorder; DEM, dementia.  
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Figure 2: Estimated Marginal Means ± 95% Confidence Interval (CI) for the Neurocognitive domains among Major 

Psychiatric Illness and Population Healthy Controls. A)Processing speed. B)Cognitive Flexibility. C)Working Memory. 

D)Verbal(New) Learning and Recall. E)Social cognition  

 
PHC, population healthy control;  SCZ, schizophrenia; BPAD, bipolar affective disorder; OCD, obsessive compulsive disorder; SUD, substance use disorder; EMM, estimated marginal means; CI, 

confidence interval.  
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Figure 3: Estimated Marginal Means ± 95% Confidence Interval (CI) for the Neurocognitive domains among Major 

Psychiatric Illness, First Degree Relatives and Population Healthy Controls A)Processing speed. B)Cognitive Flexibility. 

C)Working Memory. D)Verbal(New) Learning and Recall. E)Social cognition  

 
PHC, population healthy control; FDR, first degree relative; MPI, major psychiatric illness; EMM, estimated marginal means; CI, confidence interval.  
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Figure 4: Effects plot representing relationship between neurocognitive components and Family History Density scores. 

A)Processing speed. B)Cognitive Flexibility. C)Working Memory. D)Verbal(New) Learning and Recall. E)Social cognition 

FHD, family history density;  SCZ, schizophrenia; BPAD, bipolar affective disorder; OCD, obsessive compulsive disorder; SUD, substance use disorder; SE, standard error.  
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Figure 5: Relationship between cognitive components and normalised illness duration. A)Processing speed. B)Cognitive 

Flexibility. C)Working Memory. D)Verbal(New) Learning and Recall. E)Social cognition  

 

SCZ, schizophrenia; BPAD, bipolar affective disorder; OCD, obsessive compulsive disorder; SUD, substance use disorder 
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