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Abstract 

Anxiety disorders and alcohol use disorders are common psychiatric illnesses. 

Comorbidity of the two disorders can have a tremendous effect on treatment of 

one or both disorders, as well as an individual’s social, economic, and physical 

well-being. We estimated genome-wide genetic correlations between anxiety and 

alcohol use traits using linkage disequilibrium score regression (LDSC) and 

found strong and positive correlations of anxiety with problematic alcohol use 

(PAU), but not with most alcohol consumption (AC) measures. We observed 

strong, positive between-sex genetic correlations for all traits, but found 

suggestive evidence that the genetic correlation between alcohol use and anxiety 

might differ between males and females. Estimates of local genetic covariance 

demonstrated divergent genetic covariance profiles of PAU and AC with anxiety 

phenotypes and localized 12 specific genomic regions that likely contribute to 

both anxiety and alcohol use. Finally, partitioning the genetic covariance among 

functional annotations also identified the amygdala, caudate basal ganglia and 

frontal cortex as contributing significantly to positive genetic covariance between 

anxiety and PAU phenotypes. This study serves as a framework for an approach 

to be used in future analyses of the genetics of comorbid disorders. 

 

Introduction 

Anxiety disorders and alcohol use disorders are common psychiatric disorders 

that have a high rate of comorbidity, co-occurring at a rate two to three times 

more likely than would be expected if independent [1–4]. There is strong 

evidence that shared genetic factors contribute to this co-occurrence [5–7]. 

However, the specific underlying genetic mechanisms of this comorbidity are 

generally unknown. 
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Previous research has found that combinations of different anxiety disorders and 

alcohol use traits show varying rates of co-occurrence. Specifically, anxiety 

disorders are more likely to co-occur with problematic alcohol use (PAU) 

compared to alcohol consumption (AC) [2–4, 6, 8, 9]. Recent work demonstrated 

that when alcohol use, determined by the Alcohol Use Disorders Identification 

Test (AUDIT) [10], is partitioned into a problem use score (AUDIT-P score) and 

consumption score (AUDIT-C score), these phenotypes are genetically separable 

[11]. PAU and AC have both shared and distinct underlying risk loci, and distinct 

genetic correlations with psychiatric traits, such as seeking out professional help 

for “nerves, anxiety or depression,” or the worry subcluster of neuroticism, but 

these studies did not include comparisons specifically with anxiety disorders [11, 

12]. The overlapping genetic architecture between alcohol use traits and anxiety 

has not been well-characterized but could lead to a better understanding of the 

neurobiology and comorbidity of the disorders.  

 

Various methods have been developed to partition genome-wide parameters—

such as heritability and genetic covariance—along functional annotations and 

linkage-disequilibrium (LD) blocks [13–16]. These partitioned estimates can be 

used to identify potentially pleiotropic effects. This knowledge can enable the 

development of plausible hypotheses about where in the genome and in which 

specific tissues shared biological mechanisms may exist. Such biologically 

relevant information will be critical to facilitate direction for functional follow-up 

studies, for example using mouse models.  
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Here, we examine the shared genetic architecture of alcohol use and anxiety 

disorders. First, we evaluate genetic correlations at a genome-wide scale (both 

sex- and non sex-stratified). Second, we localize genomic regions underlying 

these genome-wide correlations. Third, we apply partitioned genetic covariance 

analyses to annotate specific functional and brain regions involved. Importantly, 

we distinguish between PAU and AC, and find these two traits have different 

genetic relationships with anxiety. The framework applied here using GWAS 

summary statistics and bioinformatics tools can be broadly applied to investigate 

the shared genetic etiology of pairs of complex traits. 

 

Methods 

Preregistration 

We preregistered our analysis (https://osf.io/kuqgf). All preregistered analyses 

are reported below or in the supplementary information. We deviated from our 

preregistered analysis in the specific software package used for estimating local 

genetic covariance (SUPERGNOVA [16]) because of statistical power and 

substantial sample overlap between the summary statistics. After performing 

these preregistered analyses, we expanded the scope of the study to include 

sex-stratified analyses and brain-specific expression partitioning of genetic 

covariance (in addition to general, broad tissue-specific annotations), fully 

described below and in the supplementary information.  

 

Study samples and phenotypes 

We utilized published, publicly-available summary statistics of eight phenotypes 

from five separate studies (Table 1). All summary statistics were derived from 

analyses which limited samples to individuals of European ancestry. 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 

We drew anxiety phenotype summary statistics from two independent studies 

and a meta-analysis of them by Purves et al. [17]. Purves et al. meta-analyzed 

the published summary statistics of the Anxiety NeuroGenetics STudy (ANGST) 

case-control study [18] and a GWAS of UK Biobank lifetime anxiety disorder data 

[17]. Both used DSM-based diagnoses of the five core anxiety disorders 

(generalized anxiety disorder (GAD), panic disorder, social phobia, agoraphobia 

and specific phobia) to define cases, but differed in their diagnostic criteria. The 

UKB lifetime anxiety disorder study considered a self-report of a lifetime 

professional diagnosis of any core anxiety disorder (n cases=21 108, with 62% of 

cases being reports of GAD) as well as a probable diagnosis of GAD using 

questions from the CIDI-SF [19] questionnaire (n cases=4 345) to be a DSM-

based diagnosis (total n cases=25 453 and total n cases and controls=83 566). 

The ANGST study used standardized assessment instruments modified from the 

CIDI to determine a lifetime diagnosis of any core anxiety disorder in subjects (n 

cases=7 016 and total n=17 310). The assessment instruments used by the six 

samples in the ANGST study differed to some degree. For example, one cohort 

included individuals with self-reported panic attacks as cases (despite being 

subdiagnostic), while all other cohorts required panic disorder diagnoses for 

cases. We utilized all three summary statistic datasets to assess the role of 

underlying diagnostic criteria.  

 

The alcohol use traits included both PAU and AC traits. First, we included the 

drinks per week (DrnkWk) phenotype of the GWAS & Sequencing Consortium of 

Alcohol and Nicotine (GSCAN) [20], which was the reported number of alcoholic 

drinks an individual consumed per week (N=537 352). The AUDIT results 
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reported by Sanchez-Roige et al. [11] are based on ten questions from UKB and 

23andMe data, although only the UKB summary statistics were publicly released 

(N=121 604). These ten questions together make the AUDIT-Total (AUDIT-T) 

phenotype. Three of these AUDIT questions refer to general consumption habits, 

such as quantity and frequency, and together make the AUDIT-Consumption 

(AUDIT-C) phenotype, while the remaining seven referring to problematic 

consequences of drinking, such as alcohol-induced blackouts, comprise the 

AUDIT-Problem Use (AUDIT-P) phenotype. Summary statistics of a GWAS 

meta-analysis of alcohol dependence, defined by clinician ratings or semi-

structured interviews, from Walters et al. [21] was the final alcohol use phenotype 

(N=38 686).  

 

Analyses 

Genome-Wide Genetic Correlations 

We used cross-trait LD score regression (LDSC) [22] to estimate genome-wide 

genetic correlations (rg) among pairs of alcohol use traits and anxiety disorders. 

We also used LDSC to estimate sex-stratified genetic correlations among pairs of 

alcohol use disorders and anxiety. Because the published summary statistics 

were not sex-stratified, we performed the sex-stratified GWAS using UK Biobank 

data. Sex-stratified GWAS and phenotype definitions are detailed in the 

supplementary information (Supplementary Methods, Table S1, Figure S1).  

 

Local Genetic Covariance 

Next, to identify specific regions of the genome underlying the genome-wide 

genetic relationships between traits, we estimated local genetic correlations 

between all trait pairs in approximately independent LD blocks using 
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SUPERGNOVA [16]. All 2 353 local genomic regions provided by Zhang et al. 

[16] were used in the analysis. SUPERGNOVA is robust to sample overlap and 

therefore no correction was needed. Local genetic covariance significance was 

based on a Bonferroni-corrected threshold of p<0.05/(number of trait pairs x 

number of annotations)<7.60x10-7. 

 

Partitioned Genetic Covariance 

Finally, we stratified genetic covariance between all trait pairs by genome 

functionality, tissue type and brain region annotations using the genetic 

covariance analyzer (GNOVA) [23]. Using GenoCanyon annotations, we were 

able to partition the genome into two categories, functional and non-

functional[24]. To partition the genome into seven broad tissue categories, we 

used GenoSkyline-Plus annotations [25]. In addition to these annotation files 

provided by Lu et al. [23] we also used annotations of brain region-specific 

expression, which were derived from GTEx [26] brain region annotations 

provided by Finucane et al. [14]. Sample overlap correction, implemented within 

GNOVA, was used on the 24 trait pairs known to have substantial sample 

overlap, while correction was not applied to the four trait pairs with no known 

overlap (Table S2). Studies were considered to have overlap if the same cohort 

was used in both of the studies. For example, UK Biobank data were included in 

the summary statistics from both the AUDIT study and anxiety meta-analysis, 

therefore substantial sample overlap was assumed. To determine significance of 

estimates of stratified genetic covariance we used a Bonferroni-corrected 

threshold of p<0.05/(number of trait pairs x number of annotations). We also 

assessed the shared genetic components of these traits stratified by functional 

annotations using partitioned heritability analysis and correlation of partitioned 
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heritability among traits (Supplementary Methods). As noted in the 

Supplementary Methods, estimates of correlation of partitioned heritability are 

likely sample size-dependent, and we include them here for completeness as 

they were pre-registered analyses, but limit our interpretation.  

 

Results 

Genome-Wide Genetic Correlations 

We observed significant, positive genetic correlations between all anxiety 

phenotypes. Similarly, all pairwise analyses between alcohol use traits 

demonstrated significant, positive genetic correlations (Figure 1, Table S3). While 

all alcohol use pairwise genetic correlations were significantly positive, the 

patterns clearly differentiated into two blocks. The first block related to AC, with 

the highest correlations between DrnkWk, AUDIT-T and AUDIT-C (rg≥0.83). At a 

false discovery rate of 5%, these phenotypes had significant, but slightly weaker 

genetic correlations with alcohol dependence and AUDIT-P (rg≤0.81). Genetic 

correlations with alcohol dependence were the lowest of all the alcohol-use 

phenotypes, although notably the correlation with AUDIT-P was relatively strong, 

with these two traits making up the second block relating to PAU. 

 

We found that genome-wide genetic correlations between anxiety and alcohol 

phenotypes also separated into two groups. All anxiety phenotypes showed 

significant positive genetic correlation with AUDIT-P and alcohol dependence 

(rg≥0.35). However, the anxiety phenotypes were uncorrelated with AUDIT-T, 

AUDIT-C and DrnkWk, indicating AC was not genetically related to anxiety. One 

exception was that we observed a significant, weak negative genetic correlation 

between AUDIT-C and UKB anxiety (rg=-0.12).  
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Sex-stratified Genome-Wide Genetic Correlations 

Genetic correlation between males and females was significant and substantial 

for all six phenotypes examined (rg≥0.75) (Figure S2a, Table S4). We also 

calculated genetic correlations among traits within each sex (Figure S2b, Table 

S5). Genetic correlations between alcohol use traits did not differ dramatically 

between males and females, with all pairs being significantly, positively 

correlated (rg,males=0.64-0.95; rg,females=0.54-0.95). Genetic correlations between 

anxiety traits differed somewhat between males and females, with males 

showing higher genetic correlations amongst anxiety traits (rg≥0.97) than females 

(rg≥0.75). 

 

We also found sex differences for genetic correlations estimated between anxiety 

and alcohol use traits (Figure S2b, Table S5). We identified no significant genetic 

correlations between anxiety and alcohol use disorders in males. Conversely, we 

identified three, positive, significant genetic correlations between anxiety and 

alcohol use disorders in females (FDR < 5%). AUDIT-P score was significantly 

correlated with DSM-V-like GAD (rg=0.31) and any anxiety disorder (rg=0.59) in 

females. AUDIT-T was also significantly correlated with any anxiety disorder 

(rg=0.52).  

 

Local Genetic Covariance 

We identified a total of 47 independent loci with significant (p<7.60x10-7) local 

genetic covariance between pairs of traits (Table S6). A majority of the regions in 

which we identified significant local covariances comprised pairs of alcohol use 

or pairs of anxiety traits (Figures S3-S9). However, we did identify 12 regions 
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with significant local genetic covariances between anxiety and any alcohol use 

phenotype (Table S6). Three genomic regions showed significant positive local 

genetic covariance between PAU and anxiety phenotypes (Figure 2a), including 

two (chr9:10 879 188–11 616 822; chr5:102 686 157–104 542 488) that showed 

no significant local genetic covariance with AC. Only one region (chr3:85 093 

629-86 734 415) had significant negative covariance between PAU and anxiety 

(Figure 2a).  

 

While the significant local genetic covariances between PAU and anxiety were 

generally positive (Table S6, Figure 2a), significant local genetic covariances 

between AC and anxiety were bidirectional (Table S6, Figure 2b). For example, 

negative genetic covariances were found at chr2:4 148 784–5 017 and chr7:68 

562 932–69 806 895 between anxiety and AC traits (Figures S3-S9). Conversely, 

we found a locus (chr11:113 105 405–113 958 177) with significant positive 

covariance between anxiety and AC traits, as well as between anxiety and PAU 

(Figure S3). 

 

Genetic Covariance Stratified by Functional Annotations 

Genetic covariance was significantly positive among pairs of anxiety phenotypes 

and pairs of alcohol use phenotypes for both functional and nonfunctional 

genomic regions (Figure S10-S11, Table S7). However, between anxiety and 

alcohol traits, the anxiety meta-analysis and UKB anxiety had significant, positive 

genetic covariance in the non-functional genome with alcohol dependence and 

AUDIT-P (p<0.00089), but not AC. We found no significant tissue-specific genetic 

covariance between any pairs of anxiety and alcohol use (all p>0.00026), and 

limited significant genetic covariance within either trait set, for the immune, brain, 
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muscle, gastro-intestinal, epithelium, cardiovascular and other tissues categories 

(Figures S12-S13, Table S8). 

 

To better understand the shared influence of the brain on these disorders, and 

because the contribution of genetic variation in genes expressed in specific brain 

regions is known across many complex traits [14], we used 13 specific brain 

region annotations to look at genetic covariance of traits for those regions. We 

found significant, positive genetic covariance across most brain region 

annotations for pairs of anxiety phenotypes, and for most pairs of alcohol use 

traits (p<0.00014; Table S9). 

 

Again, the genetic covariance between anxiety with PAU and AC were distinct 

(Figures 3-4, S14, Table S9). There was positive genetic covariance of AUDIT-P 

and the UKB anxiety among loci with expression specific to the amygdala and 

caudate basal ganglia, and AUDIT-P and the anxiety meta-analysis genetic 

covariance significantly covaried among loci specifically expressed in the 

caudate basal ganglia (all p<0.00014). Additionally, we found significant, positive 

genetic covariance of alcohol dependence and the anxiety meta-analysis 

localized to genes with expression specific to the frontal cortex (p<0.00014) 

(Figure S14). We found no significant genetic covariance in specific brain regions 

amongst pairs of anxiety and AC phenotypes. Results of the partitioned 

heritability and correlation of partitioned heritability analyses also used to assess 

genetic relationships amongst functional annotations can be found in the 

Supplementary Results (Tables S10-13 and Figures S15-19). 

 

 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Discussion 

Our analysis of genome-wide and local genetic covariance unveiled different 

shared genetic architectures for anxiety phenotypes with PAU compared to AC. 

While PAU showed a strong, positive genome-wide genetic correlation with 

anxiety, AC largely did not. At a genome-wide level, this finding supports the 

hypothesis that alleles which increase genetic risk of anxiety disorders also 

increase risk of PAU, but not other aspects of alcohol use. That is to say, genetic 

liability to anxiety disorders may be partly a result of the same genetic 

components contributing to PAU, but not AC.  

 

Sex-stratified genome-wide genetic correlations also provided insight into the 

different genetic architectures of these disorders between sexes. Overall, 

genome-wide genetic correlations of each trait between males and females 

largely suggested that the genetics underlying these disorders do not differ 

dramatically between the sexes. We did, however, find that there may be 

differences between the sexes in terms of the shared genetics of alcohol use and 

anxiety disorders; specifically, we identified three significant genetic correlations 

between anxiety and alcohol phenotypes in females, but none in males. Inability 

to detect significance at the sex-specific level may be a result of the small sample 

sizes and therefore larger association studies may be required to further explore 

this hypothesis.  

 

At the scale of individual loci, although we identify 12 specific genomic regions 

with local genetic correlations between the alcohol use and anxiety traits, we 

particularly highlight four regions which we consider as possible targets for 

further functional follow up studies due to the specific genetic makeup of those 
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regions. The locus at chr11:113 105 405–113 958 177, which contains the 

dopaminergic pathway gene, DRD2, showed significant positive covariances 

between the anxiety meta-analysis and all alcohol use phenotypes except for 

alcohol dependence, and contains variants associated with worry and 

neuroticism [27], major depression [28], PAU [12], and AUDIT scores [11]. 

Researchers also hypothesize that DRD2 expression may substantially moderate 

stress induced ethanol consumption in mice[29, 30]. Variation in the DRD2 gene 

is also associated with connectivity between the basal ganglia and frontal 

cortices [31], two brain regions identified in the partitioned genetic covariance 

analysis. In addition to DRD2, this region also houses the genes NCAM1 (Neural 

Cell Adhesion Molecule 1), TTC12 (Tetratricopeptide Repeat Domain 12) and 

ANKK1 (Ankyrin Repeat And Kinase Domain Containing 1). Together with DRD2, 

these genes make up the NTAD gene cluster [32]. Prior research suggests that 

this cluster may contribute to various psychiatric disorders as well as the 

comorbidity of psychiatric disorders [33, 34]. Variants associated with the NTAD 

gene cluster may therefore represent shared genetic risk factors between anxiety 

and alcohol use. 

 

Anxiety and alcohol use traits were negatively correlated within a chromosome 3 

locus (chr3:85 093 629–86 734 415) which contains CADM2 (cell adhesion 

molecule 2), a gene previously found to be associated with AC and various 

behavioral traits [35], signifying that CADM2 may influence both of these traits, 

but in different directions. We also observed negative correlations of ANGST and 

AC at chromosome 7:68 562 932–69 806 895, which includes AUTS2 (activator 

of transcription and developmental regulator). Schumann et al. [36] not only 

found AUTS2 to be associated with AC in humans, but also detected expression 
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of the gene in the amygdala and frontal cortex. Additionally, they also found that 

downregulation of an AUTS2 homolog in Drosophila resulted in reduced alcohol 

sensitivity, possibly increasing AC [36]. Separately, another study found mice 

deficient in Auts2 exhibited a decrease in anxiety-related behaviors [37]. Our 

results align with these findings, supplementing the idea that AUTS2 has 

opposite effects on anxiety disorders and AC. Interestingly, we also observed a 

significant negative covariance between alcohol dependence and DrnkWk in this 

region, possibly representing a distinction in the shared genetics of anxiety 

disorders with the two subgroups of alcohol use traits at this locus. Finally, we 

isolated a previously unidentified locus on chromosome 9 (10 879 188–11 616 

822), with multiple significant positive covariances between anxiety and PAU, but 

not AC. This locus was associated with worry and neuroticism [27], depression 

[28] and anxiety [17] in previous studies, but to our knowledge has not been 

previously implicated in alcohol use.  

 

Analyses of partitioned genetic covariance demonstrated further evidence of 

distinct relationships of anxiety with PAU and AC. Our analyses revealed unique 

connections between anxiety disorders and PAU traits across several functional 

annotations, but notably, this covariance between alcohol use disorders and 

anxiety disorders is not concentrated across most tissues. Rather, the genetic 

covariance between anxiety traits and either PAU or AC appears to be distinct 

among individual brain regions, and highlights the amygdala, caudate basal 

ganglia and frontal cortex as regions where genetic influences on both anxiety 

and PAU are manifest. These results align with previous findings using fMRI 

suggesting that the amygdala, frontal cortex and caudate basal ganglia are 

associated with anxiety and alcohol use [38–47]. Interestingly, the caudate and 
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frontal cortex are connected extensively, acting together as part of the 

frontostriatal circuit [48]. This circuit is involved in mood disorders such as major 

depressive disorder [49] and bipolar disorder [50] and in addiction [51, 52]. Our 

results bring to light the possibility of an integrative role of this circuit between 

anxiety and alcohol use, that could also be unique to PAU.  

 

While GWAS sample size and limited reference panels for expression were 

previously noted as limitations of this study, we also acknowledge that our 

analyses do not identify specific mechanisms which contribute to the comorbidity 

of the two disorders or a causal direction. Future analyses will use other rapidly 

developing statistical genetics approaches to interpret this genetic correlation 

and test specific hypotheses of function and causal pathways between anxiety 

traits and PAU and AC. We also note that the lack of diverse ancestry in 

available summary statistics limits the generalizability of these findings to 

European-based samples, and this work should be repeated as more diverse 

samples become available.  

 

In summary, we have identified underlying shared genetic factors of anxiety 

disorders and alcohol use, partitioned by PAU and AC, while also establish a 

framework for examining comorbid relationships at multiple scales, from genome-

wide patterns to functional annotations to individual genomic loci. In particular, 

we localize four specific genomic loci as well as the amygdala, caudate basal 

ganglia and frontal cortex as brain regions particularly important to the underlying 

genetic relationship of these traits. Furthermore, the genetic factors shared 

between anxiety phenotypes and PAU and anxiety phenotypes and AC are 

separable. Future work will evaluate directionality of causation in the alcohol-
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anxiety relationship and focus on functional characterization of identified genomic 

loci.   

 

Acknowledgements 

We thank Matthew C. Keller, Naomi Wray, and Peter Visscher for helpful 

discussion. This research has been conducted using the UK Biobank Resource 

under application number 1665. This work was supported by NIH MH100141 (PI: 

M.C. Keller), AG046938 (PI: C.A. Reynolds/S.M. Wadsworth), 5T32MH016880-

38 (PI: John Hewitt), F32AA027435 (PI: E.C. Johnson), R01 NS086933 (PI: C.A. 

Hoeffer), T32MH016880 (PI: C.A. Hoeffer), the Linda Crnic Institute, Le Jeune 

Foundation and Institute for Behavioral Genetics. This work utilized the Summit 

supercomputer, which is supported by the National Science Foundation (awards 

ACI-1532235 and ACI-1532236), the University of Colorado Boulder, and 

Colorado State University. The Summit supercomputer is a joint effort of the 

University of Colorado Boulder and Colorado State University. 

 

This work was conducted using the summary statistics from the Psychiatric 

Genomics Consortium’s Substance Use Disorders Working group. The 

Psychiatric Genomics Consortium's Substance Use Disorders (PGC-SUD) 

working group is supported by MH109532 with funding from NIMH and NIDA. We 

gratefully acknowledge prior support from NIAAA and thank all our contributing 

investigators and study participants who make this research possible. 

 

Conflict of Interest 

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest. 

 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Supplementary information is available at MP’s website. 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


1.  Burns L, Teesson M. Alcohol use disorders comorbid with anxiety, 

depression and drug use disorders. Drug Alcohol Depend. 2002;68:299–

307. 

2.  Himle JA, Hill EM. Alcohol abuse and the anxiety disorders: Evidence from 

the epidemiologic catchment area survey. J Anxiety Disord. 1991;5:237–

245. 

3.  Kessler RC, Crum RM, Warner LA, Nelson CB, Schulenberg J, Anthony 

JC. Lifetime co-occurrence of DSM-III-R alcohol abuse and dependence 

with other psychiatric disorders in the national comorbidity survey. Arch 

Gen Psychiatry. 1997;54:313–321. 

4.  Regier DA, Farmer ME, Rae DS, Locke BZ, Keith SJ, Judd LL, et al. 

Comorbidity of Mental Disorders With Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse: 

Results From the Epidemiologic Catchment Area (ECA) Study. JAMA J 

Am Med Assoc. 1990;264:2511–2518. 

5.  Enoch MA, Schwartz L, Albaugh B, Virkkunen M, Goldman D. Dimensional 

anxiety mediates linkage of GABRA2 haplotypes with alcoholism. Am J 

Med Genet Part B Neuropsychiatr Genet. 2006;141:599–607. 

6.  Merikangas KR, Stevens D, Fenton B. Comorbidity of alcoholism and 

anxiety disorders the role of family studies. Alcohol Res Heal. 

1996;20:100–106. 

7.  Torvik FA, Rosenström TH, Gustavson K, Ystrom E, Kendler KS, 

Bramness JG, et al. Explaining the association between anxiety disorders 

and alcohol use disorder: A twin study. Depress Anxiety. 2019;36:522–

532. 

8.  Kushner MG, Sher KJ, Erickson DJ. Prospective analysis of the relation 

between DSM-III anxiety disorders and alcohol use disorders. Am J 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Psychiatry. 1999;156:723–732. 

9.  Hasin DS, Stinson FS, Ogburn E, Grant BF. Prevalence, correlates, 

disability, and comorbidity of DSM-IV alcohol abuse and dependence in 

the United States: Results from the national epidemiologic survey on 

alcohol and related conditions. Arch Gen Psychiatry. 2007;64:830–842. 

10.  Babor T, Higgins-Biddle JC, Saunders JB, Monteiro MG. The Alcohol Use 

Disorders Identification Test: Guidelines for use in primary care. Geneva 

World Heal Organ. 2001:1–40. 

11.  Sanchez-Roige S, Palmer AA, Fontanillas P, Elson SL, Adams MJ, 

Howard DM, et al. Genome-wide association study meta-analysis of the 

alcohol use disorders identification test (AUDIT) in two population-based 

cohorts. Am J Psychiatry. 2019;176:107–118. 

12.  Zhou H, Sealock JM, Sanchez-Roige S, Clarke T-K, Levey D, Cheng Z, et 

al. Meta-analysis of problematic alcohol use in 435,563 individuals 

identifies 29 risk variants and yields insights into biology, pleiotropy and 

causality. Bio Rxiv. 2019. 2019. https://doi.org/10.1101/738088. 

13.  Finucane HK, Bulik-Sullivan B, Gusev A, Trynka G, Reshef Y, Loh PR, et 

al. Partitioning heritability by functional annotation using genome-wide 

association summary statistics. Nat Genet. 2015;47:1228–1235. 

14.  Finucane HK, Reshef YA, Anttila V, Slowikowski K, Gusev A, Byrnes A, et 

al. Heritability enrichment of specifically expressed genes identifies 

disease-relevant tissues and cell types. Nat Genet. 2018;50:621–629. 

15.  Zhu Z, Zheng Z, Zhang F, Wu Y, Trzaskowski M, Maier R, et al. Causal 

associations between risk factors and common diseases inferred from 

GWAS summary data. Nat Commun. 2018;9:1–12. 

16.  Zhang Y, Lu Q, Ye Y, Huang K, Liu W, Wu Y, et al. Local genetic 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


correlation analysis reveals heterogeneous etiologic sharing of complex 

traits. Bio Rxiv. 2020:1–33. 

17.  Purves KL, Coleman JRI, Meier SM, Rayner C, Davis KAS, Cheesman R, 

et al. A major role for common genetic variation in anxiety disorders. Mol 

Psychiatry. 2019:1–12. 

18.  Otowa T, Hek K, Lee M, Byrne EM, Mirza SS, Nivard MG, et al. Meta-

analysis of genome-wide association studies of anxiety disorders. Mol 

Psychiatry. 2016;21:1391–1399. 

19.  Kessler RC, Andrews G, Mroczek D, Ustun B, Wittchen H-U. The World 

Health Organization Composite International Diagnostic Interview short-

form (CIDI-SF). Int J Methods Psychiatr Res. 1998;7:171–185. 

20.  Liu M, Jiang Y, Wedow R, Li Y, Brazel DM, Chen F, et al. Association 

studies of up to 1.2 million individuals yield new insights into the genetic 

etiology of tobacco and alcohol use. Nat Genet. 2019;51:237–244. 

21.  Walters RK, Polimanti R, Johnson EC, McClintick JN, Adams MJ, Adkins 

AE, et al. Transancestral GWAS of alcohol dependence reveals common 

genetic underpinnings with psychiatric disorders. Nat Neurosci. 

2018;21:1656–1669. 

22.  Bulik-Sullivan B, Finucane HK, Anttila V, Gusev A, Day FR, Loh PR, et al. 

An atlas of genetic correlations across human diseases and traits. Nat 

Genet. 2015;47:1236–1241. 

23.  Lu Q, Li B, Ou D, Erlendsdottir M, Powles RL, Jiang T, et al. A Powerful 

Approach to Estimating Annotation-Stratified Genetic Covariance via 

GWAS Summary Statistics. Am J Hum Genet. 2017;101:939–964. 

24.  Lu Q, Hu Y, Sun J, Cheng Y, Cheung KH, Zhao H. A statistical framework 

to predict functional non-coding regions in the human genome through 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


integrated analysis of annotation data. Sci Rep. 2015:1–13. 

25.  Lu Q, Powles RL, Abdallah S, Ou D, Wang Q, Hu Y, et al. Systematic 

tissue-specific functional annotation of the human genome highlights 

immune-related DNA elements for late-onset Alzheimer’s disease. PLoS 

Genet. 2017;13:1–24. 

26.  Lonsdale J, Thomas J, Salvatore M, Phillips R, Lo E, Shad S, et al. The 

Genotype-Tissue Expression (GTEx) project. Nat Genet. 2013;45:580–

585. 

27.  Nagel M, Jansen PR, Stringer S, Watanabe K, De Leeuw CA, Bryois J, et 

al. Meta-analysis of genome-wide association studies for neuroticism in 

449,484 individuals identifies novel genetic loci and pathways. Nat Genet. 

2018;50:920–927. 

28.  Wray NR, Ripke S, Mattheisen M, Trzaskowski M, Byrne EM, Abdellaoui 

A, et al. Genome-wide association analyses identify 44 risk variants and 

refine the genetic architecture of major depression. Nat Genet. 

2018;50:668–681. 

29.  Chuang HG, Aziz NNHA, Wong JH, Mustapha M, Abdullah JM, Idris Z, et 

al. Role of toll-like receptor 4 antagonist Lipopolysaccharide-Rhodobacter 

sphaeroides on acute stress-induced voluntary ethanol preference and 

drinking behaviour: In vivo Swiss Albino mouse model. Eur 

Neuropsychopharmacol. 2020:1–14. 

30.  Delis F, Thanos PK, Rombola C, Rosko L, Grandy D, Wang GJ, et al. 

Chronic mild stress increases alcohol intake in mice with low dopamine D2 

receptor levels. Behav Neurosci. 2013;127:95–105. 

31.  Markett S, de Reus MA, Reuter M, Montag C, Weber B, Schoene-Bake 

JC, et al. Variation on the dopamine D2 receptor gene (DRD2) is 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


associated with basal ganglia-to-frontal structural connectivity. 

Neuroimage. 2017;155:473–479. 

32.  Mota NR, Araujo-Jnr EV, Paixão-Côrtes VR, Bortolini MC, Bau CHD. 

Linking dopamine neurotransmission and neurogenesis: The evolutionary 

history of the NTAD (NCAM1-TTC12-ANKK1-DRD2) gene cluster. Genet 

Mol Biol. 2012;35:912–918. 

33.  Mota NR, Rovaris DL, Kappel DB, Picon FA, Vitola ES, Salgado CAI, et al. 

NCAM1-TTC12-ANKK1-DRD2 gene cluster and the clinical and genetic 

heterogeneity of adults with ADHD. Am J Med Genet Part B 

Neuropsychiatr Genet. 2015;168:433–444. 

34.  Yang BZ, Kranzler HR, Zhao H, Gruen JR, Luo X, Gelernter J. Haplotypic 

variants in DRD2, ANKK1, TTC12, and NCAM1 are associated with 

comorbid alcohol and drug dependence. Alcohol Clin Exp Res. 

2008;32:2117–2127. 

35.  Clarke TK, Adams MJ, Davies G, Howard DM, Hall LS, Padmanabhan S, 

et al. Genome-wide association study of alcohol consumption and genetic 

overlap with other health-related traits in UK biobank (N=112117). Mol 

Psychiatry. 2017;22:1376–1384. 

36.  Schumann G, Coin LJ, Lourdusamy A, Charoen P, Berger KH, Stacey D, 

et al. Genome-wide association and genetic functional studies identify 

autism susceptibility candidate 2 gene (AUTS2) in the regulation of alcohol 

consumption. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2011;108:7119–7124. 

37.  Hori K, Nagai T, Shan W, Sakamoto A, Abe M, Yamazaki M, et al. 

Heterozygous disruption of autism susceptibility candidate 2 causes 

impaired emotional control and cognitive memory. PLoS One. 

2015;10:e0145979. 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


38.  Sladky R, Höflich A, Atanelov J, Kraus C, Baldinger P, Moser E, et al. 

Increased Neural Habituation in the Amygdala and Orbitofrontal Cortex in 

Social Anxiety Disorder Revealed by fMRI. PLoS One. 2012;7:e50050. 

39.  Ray MH, Hanlon E, McDannald MA. Lateral orbitofrontal cortex partitions 

mechanisms for fear regulation and alcohol consumption. PLoS One. 

2018;13:e0198043. 

40.  Gilpin NW, Herman MA, Roberto M. The Central Amygdala as an 

Integrative Hub for Anxiety and Alcohol Use Disorders. Biol Psychiatry. 

2015;77:859–869. 

41.  Davis M, Rainnie D, Cassell M. Neurotransmission in the rat amygdala 

related to fear and anxiety. Trends Neurosci. 1994;17:208–214. 

42.  Davis M. The Role Of The Amygdala In Fear And Anxiety. Annu Rev 

Neurosci. 1992;15:353–375. 

43.  Roberto M, Gilpin NW, Siggins GR. The central amygdala and alcohol: 

Role of γ-aminobutyric acid, glutamate, and neuropeptides. Cold Spring 

Harb Perspect Med. 2012;2:a012195. 

44.  Rauch SL, Shin LM, Wright CI. Neuroimaging Studies of Amygdala 

Function in Anxiety Disorders. Ann N Y Acad Sci. 2003. 2003. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.2003.tb07096.x. 

45.  Whiteside SP, Port JD, Deacon BJ, Abramowitz JS. A magnetic resonance 

spectroscopy investigation of obsessive-compulsive disorder and anxiety. 

Psychiatry Res - Neuroimaging. 2006;146:137–147. 

46.  Storvik M, Tiihonen J, Haukijärvi T, Tupala E. Lower serotonin transporter 

binding in caudate in alcoholics. Synapse. 2006;59:144–151. 

47.  Thorsell A, Slawecki CJ, El Khoury A, Mathe AA, Ehlers CL. The effects of 

social isolation on neuropeptide Y levels, exploratory and anxiety-related 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


behaviors in rats. Pharmacol Biochem Behav. 2006;83:28–34. 

48.  Bonelli RM, Cummings JL. Frontal-subcortical circuitry and behavior. 

Dialogues Clin Neurosci. 2007;9:141–151. 

49.  Furman DJ, Hamilton JP, Gotlib IH. Frontostriatal functional connectivity in 

major depressive disorder. Biol Mood Anxiety Disord. 2011:1–11. 

50.  Blumberg HP, Martin A, Kaufman J, Leung HC, Skudlarski P, Lacadie C, 

et al. Frontostriatal abnormalities in adolescents with bipolar disorder: 

Preliminary observations from functional MRI. Am J Psychiatry. 

2003;160:1345–1347. 

51.  Feil J, Sheppard D, Fitzgerald PB, Yücel M, Lubman DI, Bradshaw JL. 

Addiction, compulsive drug seeking, and the role of frontostriatal 

mechanisms in regulating inhibitory control. Neurosci Biobehav Rev. 

2010;35:248–275. 

52.  Yuan K, Yu D, Bi Y, Li Y, Guan Y, Liu J, et al. The implication of 

frontostriatal circuits in young smokers: A resting-state study. Hum Brain 

Mapp. 2016;37:2013–2026. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-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 August 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.21.20179374
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Table 1 Description of traits: References and total sample sizes for phenotypes 

used in the analyses.  
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Anxiety meta-analysis 

Anxiety NeuroGenetics STudy 

UK Biobank Lifetime Anxiety 
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Drinks per Week 
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Purves et al., 2019 Mol Psych 

Otowa et al., 2016 Mol Psych 

Purves et al., 2019 Mol Psych 

N 

114 091 

17 310 

83 566 

Walters et al., 2018 Nat Neuro 38 686 

Sanchez-Roige et al., 2019 AP J Psych  121 604 

Sanchez-Roige et al., 2019 AP J Psych  121 604 

Sanchez-Roige et al., 2019 AP J Psych  121 604 

Liu et al., 2019 Nat Genet  537 352 
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Figure 1 Genome-wide genetic correlations among eight traits using LDSC: 

Asterisks indicate significant (FDR < 5%) genetic correlations. See Table S3 for 

complete numerical results.  
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Figure 2: Estimates of local genetic covariance between anxiety traits and 

PAU traits (a) and anxiety and AC (b). Blue indicates genomic regions with 

significant local genetic covariances between an anxiety and PAU trait, while red 

indicates genomic regions with significant local genetic covariances between and 

anxiety and AC trait (all p < 7.60x10 -7). 
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Figure 3 Genetic covariance stratified by brain region: Estimates of genetic 

covariance in the caudate basal ganglia (lower triangle) and amygdala (upper 

triangle). Asterisks indicate significant (p<0.00014) genetic covariance after 

Bonferonni correction. Results for other specific brain regions can be found in 

Table S9. 
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Figure 4 Plot of pairs of traits and the number of shared specific brain 

region annotations with significant positive genetic covariance (p < 

0.00014): Intersect size indicates number of shared annotations. Colors 

represent the three phenotypic categories of the sets: anxiety disorders (red), 

PAU (light blue) and alcohol consumption (dark blue).  
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