medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.15.23297045; this version posted October 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

[ERN

10

11

12

13

14

15

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.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

A splicing-based multi-tissue joint transcriptome-wide association study

identifies susceptibility genesfor breast cancer

Guimin Gao™", Julian McClelan**, Alvaro N. Barbeira®®, Peter N. Fioricat, JamesL. Li%,

Zepeng Mu?, Olufunmilayo |. Olopade®, Dezheng Huo™*", Hae Kyung Im*”

! Department of Public Health Sciences, University of Chicago, IL, 60637, USA
2 Section of Genetic Medicine, Department of Medicine, University of Chicago, IL, 60637, USA

3 Section of Hematology & Oncology, Department of Medicine, University of Chicago, IL,

60637, USA

*These authors madeequal contribution.
"Corresponding authors:

Guimin Gao, ggao5@bsd.uchicago.edu
Dezheng Huo, dhuo@bsd.uchicago.edu

Hae Kyung Im, haky@uchicago.edu

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.15.23297045
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.15.23297045; this version posted October 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.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

Abstract

Splicing-based transcriptome-wide association studies (splicing-TWASS) of breast cancer have
the potential to identify new susceptibility genes. However, existing splicing-TWASs test
association of individual excised introns in breast tissue only and have thus limited power to
detect susceptibility genes. In this study, we performed a multi-tissue joint splicing-TWAS that
integrated splicing-TWAS signals of multiple excised introns in each gene across 11 tissues that
are potentially relevant to breast cancer risk. We utilized summary statistics from a meta-analysis
that combined genome-wide association study (GWAS) results of 424,650 European ancestry
women. Splicing level prediction models were trained in GTEXx (v8) data. We identified 240
genes by the multi-tissue joint splicing-TWAS at the Bonferroni corrected significance level; in
the tissue-specific splicing-TWAS that combined TWAS signals of excised introns in genes in
breast tissue only, we identified 9 additional significant genes. Of these 249 genes, 88 genesin
62 loci have not been reported by previous TWASs and 17 genesin 7 loci are at least 1 Mb away
from published GWAS index variants. By comparing the results of our spicing-TWASs with
previous gene expression-based TWASS that used the same summary statistics and expression
prediction models trained in the same reference panel, we found that 110 genes in 70 loci
identified by our splicing-TWASs were not reported in the expression-based TWASSs. Our results
showed that for many genes, expression quantitative trait loci (eQTL) did not show significant
impact on breast cancer risk, while splicing quantitative trait loci (SQTL) showed strong impact

through intron excision events.

Keywords. alternative splicing; transcriptome-wide association studies; breast cancer; intron

excision; multi-tissue; joint analysis; susceptibility genes.
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I ntroduction

Breast cancer is a complex genetic disorder caused by high-penetrance genes, multiple common
variants, and non-genetic factors (i.e. environmental and lifestyle/reproductive factors). To date,
genome-wide association studies (GWASs) have identified over 200 loci significantly associated
with breast cancer. However, the common susceptibility variants identified by GWASs account
for arelatively small proportion of the familial relative risk (1) and specific causal genesin most
of these loci have not been identified. To further explore the role of genetic variants on breast
cancer, expression-based transcriptome-wide association studies (expression-TWASs) have
identified hundreds of genes whose genetically regulated gene expression is significantly
associated with breast cancer and its various subtypes (2-5). While expression-TWAS have
contributed to our understanding of genetic risk in breast cancer, research has recently shown
that RNA splicing is mgor contributor to complex traits. In fact, splicing quantitative trait loci
(sQTLs) and expression quantitative loci (eQTLS) may both have significant effects on
phenotypes (6). Splicing-based TWASs (splicing-TWASs) can use splicing information of
individual intron excision events (i.e., the read proportions for individual introns within an
aternatively excised intron cluster in RNA-seq data), which often cannot be captured by
traditional expression-based TWASs that use the total gene expression levels in a gene. Thus,
investigating alternative splicing in the context of breast cancer may help identify new
susceptibility genes. Indeed, recent studies suggest that alternative splicing plays acritical rolein
the genetic regulation of breast cancer (7) and a splicing-TWAS has identified 85 genes
associated with breast cancer by applying a susceptible transcription factor (STF)-TWAS method
to alternative splicing levels measured at individual excised introns in breast tissue (8).

However, existing splicing-TWASs suffer from limited power from the multiple testing
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correction required to account for the large number of tests used to determine the association
individual excised introns with disease phenotypes. We hypothesize the power of splicing-
TWAS could be increased by modeling multiple intron excison splicing events jointly—a
reasonable approach since the multiple (intron excision) splicing events in a gene may jointly
impact the phenotype. Existing splicing-TWASs for breast cancer are also limited by their use
breast tissue only. Other tissues potentially relevant to breast cancer development may provide
useful information in the identification of genes susceptible to breast cancer (9) and including

multiple tissues in splicing-TWASs could prove fruitful.

In this study, we performed a joint splicing-TWAS that combine information from
multiple excised intronsin each gene across multiple tissues that are potentially relevant to breast
cancer. We used intron splicing level prediction models for 11 tissues relevant to breast cancer
trained in GTEx v8 data (10, 11). We used summary statistics from a meta-analysis of the
GWAS results from the Breast Cancer Association Consortium (BCAC) (including 122,977
breast cancer cases and 105,974 controls) (1) and GWAS results of 10,534 breast cancer cases
and 185,116 controlsin UK Biobank (UKB) (12). Finally, we compared results from our current
joint splicing-TWAS with those of the previous joint expression-TWAS, which uses the same
GWAS summary statistics as the splicing-TWAS and for which the gene expression prediction

models are trained in the same 11 tissuesin GTEX v8 data.

Results

Joint splicing-TWAS combines information from multiple intron excison eventsin a gene
across multiple tissues. To create our multi-tissue joint splicing-TWAS, we used summary
statistics from a meta-analysis (5) that combined GWAS results on women of European ancestry

from the Breast Cancer Association Consortium (BCAC) (1) and GWAS results on European
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women from UK Biobank (UKB) (5). We used splicing level prediction models for 11 selected
tissues potentially relevant to breast cancer (5) (see also Methods). The models were trained on
samples with European ancestry from GTEXx v8 data (sample sizes ranging from 129 to 670 with
a median of 227) using a multivariate adaptive shrinkage (MASH) method (10, 13, 14). In total,
we tested 14,528 genes across the 11 tissues with splicing prediction models, including 10,931
genes in breast tissue in our splicing TWAS analysis. In the prediction models, splicing levels
were quantified at clustered excised introns using short-read RNA-seq data by LeafCutter (15).
Specifically, read proportions for the introns in each cluster were estimated and quantile
normalized.

In our joint splicing-based TWAS analysis, we analyzed genes with splicing prediction
models for at least one intron (excision) event. First, we performed a traditional individual
intron-based TWAS analysis for all intron excision eventsin all genes across the genome in each
tissue by the S-PrediXcan method (16). Second, for each gene with prediction models for
multiple intron excision events, we combined the S-PrediXcan p-values for the multiple introns
in each tissue by the aggregated Cauchy association test (ACAT) method (17) to obtain a tissue-
specific gene-level p-value. Finally, for the multi-tissue TWAS, we combined the tissue-specific
p-values across the 11 selected tissues to generate an overall p-value for each gene using ACAT,;

we ignored tissues that had no prediction models and, therefore, no p-values.

Of the 14,528 genes tested in our multi-tissue joint splicing-TWAS analysis, we
identified 240 genes (located in 94 loci) a the Bonferroni corrected significance level (p <
3.44 x 107°) to be associated with breast cancer (Supplementary Table 1). We also created a
breast-tissue—specific joint splicing-TWAS using the ACAT method to combine multiple excised

introns in a gene in breast tissue only, we identified 158 genes significant at the Bonferroni
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corrected significance level (p < 4.57 x 107°), of which 149 genes were also identified by the
multi-tissue joint splicing-TWAS that combined information across 11 tissues (Supplementary
Table 2). A total of 249 significant genes that were identified by either the multi-tissue or breast-
tissue—specific joint splicing-TWAS. Of these 249 genes, 88 have not been reported by previous
TWASSs (Supplementary Table 1). We found 17 genesin 7 loci that are at least 1 Mb away from
previously published GWAS index variants, including 11 genes in 7 loci not reported by
previous TWASs (Table 1). Of the 17 genes in Table 1, 12 were identified by both the multi-
tissue and breast-tissue-specific joint splicing TWASs and two genes (AFF1 and SRP54) were
identified only by the breast-tissue-specific joint splicing-TWAS. We further performed
conditional splicing-TWAS tests for the significant genes adjusting for nearby GWAS index risk
variants (within £2 Mb of the transcription start or stop sites of a gene). The 17 genes remained
significant in the conditional splicing-TWASs (see “Conditional ACAT P- value’ in
Supplementary Table 1 and more details in Methods); this suggests the TWAS signals at the 17
genes are independent of nearby GWAS index variants. Our results also suggest that the multi-
tissue, joint splicing-TWAS, especially when used in tandem with breast-tissue—specific joint
splicing-TWAS, could provide additional information regarding disease susceptibility genes than

GWAS or expression-TWAS could provide alone.

Of the 17 genesin Table 1 that were identified by our current splicing-TWASs and are at
least 1 Mb away from previous GWAS hits, 11 genes have not been identified by any previous
published TWASs (Table 2). For each of these genes, we further explored which tissues and
which specific excised introns in the tissues had the strongest signals. Table 2 lists the tissue-
specific joint splicing-TWAS p-values for breast tissue and/or the tissues with strongest tissue-

specific signals; in addition, Table 2 lists the S-PrediXcan z-scores and p-values for excised
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1 intronsin these tissues. For example, a the gene FCGR1CP, there were four intron events with
2  prediction models in whole blood tissue, and the FCGR1CP isoforms with introns excised from
3 143,874,823 to 143,875,219 base pairs in chromosome 1 (intron_1 143874823 143875219) had
4  the smallest p-value (4.75 x 1071%); however, in breast tissue, no excised intron events had
5 prediction models (i.e, intron phenotypes could not be predicted by sQTL variants).
6 Furthermore, In Table 2, 9 of the 11 genes showed significant associations with breast cancer in
7  breast tissue (i. e. with tissue specific splicing-TWAS p-values < 4.57x10), indicating these

8  genes potentially impact breast cancer risk by splicing in breast tissue.
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Table 1. The 17 genesidentified by splicing-TWASs located at 7 loci at least 1 Mb away from previous GWAS hits.

2 P value of ACAT test that combined multiple intron-based TWAS p-valuesin agenein breast tissue only.

¥ Maximum PIP for all introns across 11 tissues.

* Maximum RCP for all introns across 11 tissues.

Abbreviation: GWAS, genome-wide association study; TWAS, transcriptome-wide association study; ACAT, aggregated Cauchy association test;
PIP, posterior inclusion probability; RCP, regional colocalization probability.
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Table 2. The 11 genes identified by splicing-TWASs and were at least 1 Mb away from previous GWAS hits but not identified by

previous TWASSs.
Multi-tissue Tissue-specific Splicing-TWAS Intron-based Splicing-TWAS'
expression-  Most significant tissue and/or

Gene symbol TWASP? breast tissue’ pe Intron ID (chr_start_end) z P
FCGR1CP NA Whole Blood 1.90E-09 intron_1 143882396 143883295 1.05 2.94E-01
intron_1 143874823 143875219  6.23  4.75E-10
intron_1 143880691 143882113 -1.10 2.70E-01
intron_1 143876306 143880437 -0.22  8.24E-01
AFF1 2.64E-01 Breast Mammary_Tissue 3.58E-06 intron_4 87047594 87084120 -1.16  2.45E-01
intron_4 87105845 87108159 -4.79  1.64E-06
intron_4 87106888 87108159 459  4.36E-06
ENSG00000226571 NA Cedls EBV-transformed lymphocytes 2.24E-06 intron_6 139283166 139286845 -4.73  2.24E-06
TRIMA4 1.71E-05 Cdlls_Cultured_fibroblasts 2.12E-07 intron_7 99892746 99903218 -5.26  1.47E-07
intron_7_99902174 99903218 542  6.05E-08
intron_7_99908812_99909565 160 111E-01
intron_7_99909660_99919009 -4.45  8.66E-06
intron_7_ 99917885 99919009 445  8.66E-06
Breast Mammary_Tissue 4.55E-07 intron_7_99902174 99903218 512  3.08E-07
intron_7 99892746 99903218 -4.92  8.69E-07
GJC3 NA Ovary 8.23E-07 intron_7_99968430_99971746 -493  8.23E-07
Breast Mammary_Tissue 8.23E-07 intron_7_ 99968430 99971746 -493  8.23E-07
AZGP1 4.75E-05 Ovary 8.23E-07 intron_7_99968430_99971746 -493  8.23E-07
4.75E-05 Breast Mammary _Tissue 8.23E-07 intron_7_ 99968430 99971746 -493  8.23E-07
PMS2P1 NA Spleen 1.58E-07 intron_7_ 100332581 100335838 -5.24  1.58E-07
Breast Mammary_Tissue 2.02E-07 intron_7_ 100332581 100335838 -5.24  1.58E-07
intron_7_ 100329019 100330235 -5.14  2.82E-07
Ovary 1.58E-07 intron_7_100332581 100335838 -5.24  1.58E-07
Adipose_Visceral_Omentum 1.58E-07 intron_7_ 100332581 100335838 -5.24  1.58E-07
Cells EBV-transformed_lymphocytes  1.58E-07 intron 7 100332581 100335838 -5.24  1.58E-07
STAG3L5P NA Breast Mammary_Tissue 7.94E-07 intron_7_100345968 100349717  4.76  1.97E-06
intron_7_ 100345968 100349731  2.35  1.88E-02
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intron_7_100345968 100349799 -5.12  3.06E-07

Cells EBV-transformed_lymphocytes  1.80E-07 intron_7_100345968 100349717 525 1.56E-07

intron_7_100345968 100349731  5.09  3.50E-07

intron_7_ 100345968 100349799 -5.27  1.35E-07

SRP54 4.43E-02 Adipose_Visceral_Omentum 9.76E-07 intron_14 35001020_35007283 -5.11  3.25E-07
intron_14 35019074 35022910 -1.69  9.01E-02

intron_14 35019074 35028088 168  9.38E-02

Breast Mammary_Tissue 1.63E-06 intron_14 34999649 35000936 273  6.36E-03

intron_14 35001020_35007283 -5.11  3.25E-07

intron_14 35019074 35022910 -048  6.29E-01

intron_14 35019074_35028088 168  9.38E-02

intron_14 35023080_35028088 172  8.55E-02

PRORP 1.31E-04 Liver 2.03E-06 intron_14 35124231 35126735 475  2.03E-06
Breast Mammary_Tissue 3.75E-06 intron_14 35122767_35122952 144  1.49E-01

intron_14 35124231 35126735 475  2.03E-06

intron_14 35124231 35127479  -4.75 2.03E-06

intron_14 35126782 35127479 438 1.18E-05

ZNF18 2.52E-03 Breast Mammary_Tissue 1.24E-06 intron_17 11983407 11984113 -2.33  1.96E-02
intron 17 11992911 11997431 498 6.21E-07

! P values from our previous multi-tissue expression-TWAS that used the same summary statistics as in the splicing-TWASs and that used ACAT to

combine expression TWAS p-values calculated in 11 tissues (5).

2 the most significant tissues denote those with smallest p-valuesin tissue-based splicing-TWAS, which used ACAT method to combine S-
PrediX can p-values of intronsin agene; breast tissueis aso listed if breast tissue splicing-TWAS p-values were available (i.e., intron PrediXction

models were available in breast tissue).

® P values of tissue-specific splicing-TWAS that used ACAT test to combine S-PrediXcan p values of introns in agene in a specific tissue.

* S-PrediXcan p-values for single intronsin single tissues.
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Joint splicing-TWASs identify 110 genes not found by expresson-TWASs that used the
same GWAS summary statistics. We previously performed both a multi-tissue and a breast-
tissue-specific expresson-TWASs that used the same meta-analyss summary statistics as
described above and expression prediction models trained in the same 11 tissues (or breast tissue
only) from GTEx v8 (5). We compared the combined results of our current multi-tissue and
breast-tissue—specific joint splicing-TWASs with the combined results from our previous multi-
tissue and breast-tissue—specific expression-TWASs. The expression-TWASs identified 309
genes (5)compared to 249 identified by splicing-TWASs. The splicing-TWASs and expression-
TWASs mutually identified 139 genes; the remaining 110 and 170 genes were unique to
splicing-TWASs and expression-TWASs, respectively. Supplementary Table 3 lists the
comparison of p-values and/or z-scores of the two types of (expression- and splicing-based)
TWASs for the 110 genes unique to joint splicing-TWASs. For 83 genes, the expression-TWASs
had weak signals but did not reached the Bonferroni corrected significance level (p < 2.59x10°).
For the remaining 27 genes, no expression prediction models were available in the 11 tissues
considered (Supplementary Table 3, genes with “NA” in the column “Expression-TWAS ACAT
joint P-value”); because eQTL signalsin the reference pand (GTEx V8) were insufficient in cis-
gene regions to predict the gene expression levels. While the eQTLs in these cis-gene regions did
not show significant impact on breast cancer risk through gene expression in our data analyses,
prediction models for excised introns of these genes were created in at least one of the 11 tissues
in the reference panel and the splicing-TWASs showed significance in these genes. This
evidence suggests sQTL in these cis regions have strong impact on breast cancer risk through the
excised introns. As a special case, in Table 2 we also included p-values of our previous multi-

tissue expression-TWAS for the 12 genes that were not identified by our expression-TWASs but


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.15.23297045
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.15.23297045; this version posted October 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

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

identified by our splicing-TWASs and are at least 1IMb away from GWAS index SNPs. For five
genes (FCGRI1CP, ENSG00000226571, GJC3, PMS2P1, STAG3L5P), we found no available
expression prediction models in the 11 tissues but having intron splicing prediction models in at

least one of the 11 tissues.

Intron-based fine mapping identifies 114 genes with high posterior inclusion probability.
Our splicing-TWASs were based on S-PrediXcan (16) that were applied to test introntrait
association for individual excised introns in single tissues. The intron—trait association statistics
for introns in alinkage disequilibrium (LD) region can be correlated as a function of LD among
genetic variants and sQTL weights. As a result, when a causal intron is associated with breast
cancer, S-PrediXcan may identify significant intron-trait associations at a set of intronsin the LD
region, including non-causal introns. To narrow down the list of potential causal genes from the
249 genes identified by our splicing-TWASs, we performed intron-based fine mapping on a set
of excised intronsin an LD region in each tissue using the package FOCUS (18). We calculated
marginal posterior incluson probability (PIP) for each intron. For a gene, we calculated
maximum PIP (Max-PIP) for introns in the gene across 11 tissues. We considered genes with a
Max-PIP > 0.80 to have a high likelihood of being causal. In our fine-mapping analysis, 114

genes had Max-PIP greater than 0.80 (Supplementary Table 4).

Colocalization combined with fine mapping refineslist of likely causal genes. We performed
colocalization using the package ENLOC (19) to identify evidence of colocalization between
GWAS and sQTL signals by calculating regional colocalization probabilities (RCP). Since
ENLOC can only be applied to an intron region (LD block including theintron) in single tissues,
for each gene, we calculated the maximum RCP (Max-RCP) across introns in the gene across the

11 tissues. We found single introns often had lower RCP compared to gene expression-based
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colocalization, therefore, we set a threshold of 0.10 for Max-RCPs. Genes with Max-RCP greater
than the threshold are more likely to be causal. In our analysis, 88 of 249 genes had Max-RCP
values greater than 0.1 (Supplementary Table 1). Overall, 56 genes exceeded both the fine-
mapping and colocalization thresholds (Max-PIP greater than 0.80; Max-RCP greater than 0.10),
exhibiting strong evidence of being causal genes (Supplementary Table 4, top 56 rows). Still,

these genes need to be investigated in future functional experiments.

Gene set enrichment and functional annotation corrobor ate splicing-TWAS results. Of the
249 genes identified by our joint splicing-TWASs, 216 are protein-coding genes, 19 are long
non-coding RNA (IncRNA) genes, and 14 are pseudogenes. We tested the enrichment of the set
of 235 protein coding and INCRNA genes against background gene sets from multiple databases
using the FUMA software package (20). We limited the enrichment analysis to 33,527
background genes in FUMA. Three genes (ENSG00000281357, ENSG00000284237,
ENSG00000280670) were not recognized in FUMA. We found the set of 235 genes identified by
splicing-TWASs were significantly enriched in 42 background gene-sets at the threshold 0.05 for
Bonferroni-adjusted p-values (Supplementary Table 5). These gene sets include a
mammographic density set, an alcohol use disorder set, two body fat distribution sets (trunk fat
ratio and leg fat ratio), and five breast related sets (breast cancer, estrogen-receptor negative
breast cancer, breast size, NIKOLSKY BREAST CANCER 1Q21 AMPLICON, and
NIKOLSKY BREAST CANCER 7Q21 Q22 AMPLICON). The enrichment in these gene sets
suggests that the genes identified by splicing-TWASs may contribute to breast cancer etiology
directly or through their impacts on known lifestylefenvironmental risk factors. FUMA also
identified differentially expressed gene (DEG) sets (genes which are significantly more or less

expressed in a given tissue compared to others) for each of the 30 general tissues that FUMA
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selected from GTEx v8 data. The genes identified by splicing TWASs showed strong tissue
specificity; for example, these genes are significantly enriched in the DEG sets in heart,

pancreas, liver, blood, muscle, ovary, cervix uteri, and uterus tissues (Supplementary Figure 2).

Discussion

In this study, we performed a multi-tissue and a breast-tissue-specific joint splicing-TWAS for
overall breast cancer risk that combine information from multiple (excised) introns in a gene
across multiple tissues (or in breast tissue only). We identified 249 significant genes. Among
them, 88 genes in 62 loci have not been reported by previous TWASS; 17 genes in seven |loci
were at least 1 Mb away from previoudy published GWAS index variants and the remaining 232
genes are located known GWAS susceptibility loci. Of the 17 genes, 11 genesin 7 loci were not

reported by previous TWASs.

As another focus of this study, we compared the results of two types of TWASSs: splicing-
and expression-TWASs. Our findings illustrated that multi-tissue and breast-tissue—specific joint
splicing-TWASs identified genes that were not identified by the multi-tissue and breast-tissue-
specific expression-TWAS when the two types of TWASSs used the same summary statistics and
prediction models trained in the same reference panel (GTEXx v8). These findings suggested that
SQTL-based splicing-TWASs may provide different information from eQTL-based expression-

TWASs for breast cancer risk and may reveal new insightsinto genetic etiology of breast cancer.

We have checked in the literature the functional importance of the 11 genes (see Table 2)
that are at least 1Mb away from published GWAS index SNPs and are not reported by previous
TWASs. Here we briefly describe the importance of six genes, TRIM4, GJC3, AZGP1, AFF1,

SRP54, and ZNF in cancer biology. Han et a (21) reported that TRIM4 is downregulated in
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tamoxifen (TAM)Oresistant breast cancer cells, while the loss of TRIM4 is associated with an
unfavorable prognosis; In vitro and in vivo experiments confirm that TRIM4 increased estrogen

receptor alpha (ER' /) expression and the sensitivity of breast cancer cellsto TAM.

GJC3 and AZGP1 are two genes also located at the same locus as TRIM4 at 7¢g22.1, and
the in-frame fusion of these genes (AZGP1-GJC3) has previously been reported in both triple-
negative breast cancer and prostate cancer cells (22-24). This fusion event is a well-documented
transcription-induced chimera (TIC). TICs occur when consecutive genes on a chromosome are
spliced together, rendering their fusion product a functional protein. The intron-level significant
association (P=8.23x10™") in breast tissue of the same intron (intron_7_99968430 99971746) in
both genes suggests that aberrant splicing in breast tissue could play arole in the development of

this fusion in breast cancer.

AFF1 is a proto-oncogene and member of the family of ALF transcription elongation
factors located on chromosome 4 (25, 26). AFFL1 is translocated to chromosome 11 to fuse with
KMT2A in nearly 50% of infant acute lymphoblastic leukemias (ALL). In these fusions, the
transactivation domain of AFF1 remains functional. Similarly, AFF1’s homolog, AFF3 retains
its transactivation domain when translocated in the minority of ALL t(4;11) translocations.
Additionally, increased AFF3 expression has been associated with tamoxifen resistance and
breast cancer development in breast ductal acini cels(27, 28). More in-depth splicing
guantification of RNA-seq in normal and malignant breast tissue is needed to elucidate the AFF1

association with breast cancer.

SRP is a ribonucleoprotein with six subunits that targets proteins to the endoplasmic

reticulum as they are translated (29) , and in particular, SRP54 has been shown to interact and
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decrease circulating copies of TP53 in cervical cancer (30). SRP54 has 23 documented splice
variants. In our analysis, the splicing events intron_14 35001020 35007283 in this gene showed
strong association with breast cancer in both the breast and adipose visceral omentum tissues

(Table 2).

Another gene ZNF18 at the 17p13.3 locus has been previously implicated in multiple
cancer sites including breast cancer (31), diffuse large B cell lymphoma (32), clear cell
endometrial carcinoma (33), and lung cancer(34). Interestingly, in lung cancer cdl lines,
overexpression of the tumor suppressor MEN1 was shown to decrease the isoform abundance of
ZNF18 (34), suggesting that decreased expression of specific isoforms of ZNF18 may play arole
in carcinogenesis. Furthermore, the PIPs of intron excision events of ZNF18 and SRP54 in breast
and several other tissues were high (PIP > 0.50, Supplementary Table 1) suggesting these genes

may contain candidate causal isoforms that affect breast cancer risk.

Our splicing-TWASs can identify significant associations of non-causal introns and
genes; this is smilar to a GWAS, which can identify a susceptibility locus with a set of
significant genetic variants, but cannot identify which variants in the locus are causal. The PIPs
for individual introns in single tissues can provide useful information about how likely the
corresponding genes are causal. However, compared to the PIP for a gene that was calculated
based on an expression-TWAS, the PIPs for individual excised introns in a gene seemed
relatively smaller on average. It is possible that a joint PIP combining information from multiple
excised introns in a gene can be more useful for determining causal genes from the splicing-
TWASs identified. We also noticed that the intron-based sQTL colocalization signal is weaker

compared to the gene-based eQTL colocalization. We suggest a reatively small sQTL
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colocalization threshold 0.1 for the Max RCP to indicate association between corresponding gens

and breast cancer.

We are not the first to attempt splicing-TWASs in the breast cancer context. He et a. (8)
proposed an approach by integrating prior knowledge of susceptible transcription factor-
occupied cis-regulatory elements (STFCRES) with TWAS (STF-TWAYS) in an effort to improve
susceptible gene discovery. By applying their method to individual excised introns in the breast
tissue in GTEx v8 and using the summary statistics of BCAC, He et al. performed a splicing-
TWAS and identified 85 putative susceptibility genes for breast cancer at a threshold of 0.05 for
Bonferroni adjusted p-values. In contrast, by using the same threshold for adjusted p-values, our
multi-tissue splicing-TWAS and breast-tissue-specific joint splicing-TWAS identified 240 and
158 susceptible genes, respectively. Both of our multi-tissue and breast-tissue- specific joint
splicing-TWAS analyses identified substantially more significant genes than He et al., possibly
because of several notable differences in methodologies. First, we used GWAS data from alarge
number of breast cancer cases (N=133,511) and controls (N=291,090) combined from BCAC
and UKB, while He et a. used the GWAS summary statistics of BCAC with atotal of 122,977
cases and 105,974 controls. Second, for each gene, both our multi-tissue and breast-tissue—
specific joint TWASs combined splicing-TWAS signals for multiple excised introns in the gene
into one test, while He et al. performed multiple tests for the multiple excised introns, which
increased the number of tests in the multiple testing correction and may have resulted in lower
power. Third, our joint splicing-TWAS combined information across 11 tissues while He et al.
only used the breast tissue from GTEXx v8. Our results show that the multi-tissue approach
identifies more genes compared to splicing-TWAS using breast tissue alone. This suggests that

while breast tissue is an important tissue to utilize when conducting breast cancer splicing-
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TWASSs, other tissues can contribute additional information for gene discovery. Fourth, we used
splicing prediction models trained in GTEx v8 with the MASH method based on fine mapping to
select possible causal sQTLs as predictors for each excised intron. Selecting possibly causal
SQTL through fine mapping can reduce the probability that non-causal sQTLs were used in the
prediction models (14). In addition, MASH can more accurately estimate the true sQTL effects
(i.e., beta coefficients) on intron excision levels by jointly analyzing the sSQTL summary statistics
estimated in single tissues and accounting for correlation of non-zero sQTL effect sizes across
the tissues; the estimates of beta coefficients of SQTLs by MASH were used as final weights in

the splicing prediction models.

The current study has several limitations. First, although the multi-tissue joint splicing-
TWAS identified more genes than breast-tissue-specific splicing-TWAS, it may have generated
more false positive hits because: 1) it utilized other tissues that may not be truly causal to breast
cancer (35), and 2) it used splicing prediction models trained in 11 tissues; the splicing prediction
biases in any tissues may cause false positive findings. This last concern is mediated by the fact
that the ACAT method used in our multi-tissue joint splicing-TWAS analysis calculates a
weighted average of p-values from multiple tissues and is relatively conservative in identifying

significant genes.

Second, the current study focused on overall breast cancer risk in women of European
ancestry. We are currently working on splicing-TWASs that focus on ER-positive and ER-
negative subtypes as well as intrinsic subtypes. In addition, future studies in other racial/ethnic
populations are highly desirable. To date, RNA-seq datain the GTEx v8 have a small number of
samples from non-European populations, creating a barrier to building accurate prediction

models in these populations.
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M ethods

GWAS summary statistics and study population: We used results from a meta-analysis of
GWAS summary statistics from BCAC GWAS and GWAS of breast cancer cases extracted from
UK Biobank (UKB). BCAC GWAS is composed of 122,977 breast cancer cases and 105,974
controls. UKB GWAS includes 10,853 breast cancer cases and 262,614 controls. The details of
UKB GWAS and meta-analysis are described in the methods of Gao et al.(5). We performed

summary statistic imputation to optimize the accuracy of our GTEXx splicing prediction models.

Summary statistic-based imputation. For variants included in the GTEXx prediction models but
not in the GWAS summary statistics, we imputed z-scores with the method ImpG-Summary
(36). The ImpG-Summary method estimates posterior mean of z-scores at unobserved SNPs
based on the assumption that under the null hypothesis of no association, the vector Z of z-scores
at all SNPsin alocus is approximately distributed as a Gaussian distribution, Z~ N (0, X), where
¥ is the correlation matrix among all pairs of SNPs induced by LD. We used the GWAS
summary statistics and correlation matrix estimated by using the genotype data in the GTEX

samples as input of the ImpG-Summary method.

Quantification of RNA splicing with LeafCutter. Li et al. (15) proposed an approach
LeafCutter for the quantification of aternative splicing events by focusing on intron excisions
(rather than whole isoform quantification). Leafcutter quantifies RNA splicing variation using
short-read RNA-seq data. The core ideais to leverage spliced reads (reads that span an intron) to
quantify (differential) intron usage across samples. Specificaly, to identify alternatively excised
introns, LeafCutter pools all mapped reads from a study and finds overlapping introns
demarcated by split reads. LeafCutter then constructs a graph that connects all overlapping

introns that share a donor or acceptor splice site. The connected components of the graph form
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clusters, which represent alternative intron excision events. Then LeafCutter estimate read
proportions for all introns within alternatively excised intron clusters; the read proportions can be
further standardized across individuals for each intron and quantile normalized across introns and
then used as intron phenotype matrix for sSQTL analysis or prediction mode construction.

Selection of tissues: For our multi-tissue joint splicing TWAS, we selected 11 tissues from the
GTEx v8 data that are potentially relevant to breast cancer development or carcinogen
metabolism (5), including femal e tissues (breast, ovary, uterus, and vagina), tissues that resemble
connective and fat tissues in the breast (subcutaneous adipose, visceral adipose, and cultured
fibroblasts), tissues related to immune cells (spleen, EBV-transformed lymphocytes, and whole

blood), and liver.

Intron splicing prediction models. Splicing prediction models were originaly built in 49
tissues in GTEx (v8) samples of European ancestry that have the genotype and RNA-seq data;
each of these 49 tissues has sample size in each tissue greater than 70. Sample size less than 70
may result in inaccuracy in prediction (10, 11, 14). Specifically, the prediction models were built
with the following steps: 1) cis-sQTL anaysis was performed by using fastQTL (37) in each
tissue with the intron excision phenotypes (i.e., proportions standardized and then normalized by
LeafCutter) (see previous section). For each intron excision event, al variants within the cis-
window (x1Mb) with MAF>0.01 were considered and the following covariates were corrected in
the linear regression models. sex, WGS platform, WGS library preparation protocol, top 5
genetic principal components, and PEER factors (10, 11). 2) Fine mapping was performed for
each intron and its cis-region in each tissue by the dap-g method (19, 38) to select variants with
minor allele frequency > 0.01 and posterior inclusion probabilities (PIPs) > 0.01 and to select

excised introns with at least one credible set that had PIP > 0.1 (where the credible set PIP is
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sum of PIPs of variants in the set). Then in each credible set, only the variant with the highest
PIP was kept. For the 49 tissues, a union of selected variants across 49 tissues was obtained and
LD pruning was applied to the union of variants to remove redundant variants. 3) The
multivariate adaptive shrinkage method (13) was used to estimate the true effects at the selected
SQTL variants by jointly analyzing the marginal effect sizes and standard errors (SEs) of the
SQTLs across the 49 tissues accounting for correlation among nonzero effects in different tissues
(Barbeira, 2021 Genome Biology). 4) The predicted intron splicing level in each tissue was
calculated as the linear combination of genotypes multiplying by their estimated effect sizes at
the selected variants. In this study, we used the prediction models for 11 tissues potentially
relevant to breast cancer. It is possible no prediction models could be constructed for some intron
splicing events in some tissues because there are no strong sQTL signals for the intron

phenotypes.

Joint Splicing-TWAS test for multiple excised introns in a gene across multiple tissues.
Suppose there are J excised introns in a gene with prediction models. The joint TWAS analysis
generate a p-value for the gene by three steps. 1) performing traditional TWAS test for each
intron in each of the 11 tissues by the software S-PrediXcan to obtain the p-values pj, (j =
1,..J; k=1,..,11), wherej denotes j-th intron and k denotes k-th tissue. 2) generating a tissue-
specific p-value pcar ik for k-th tissue by constructing a tissue specific test statistic Tycar , With

the ACAT method that combines p-values py (j = 1,...J) of al J introns with prediction
models in the gene. Specifically, the ACAT test statistic iS Tycary = 2§=1 wjtan ((0.5 —
pjx)™), where wj, are nonnegative weights. We used wj, = 1/]. The tissue specific p-value

Pacari Of the ACAT test statistic is approximated by pacar. = — (arctan Tucar)/m. 3)
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suppose the gene has p-values in K <11 tissues, we generate a joint p-value for the gene by the
ACAT method again to combine the K tissue specific p-values pscar by a similar way asin

step 2 except usng weight =1/K.

Conditional joint TWAS. To test if the signals at the 249 genes identified by our multi-tissue
and breast-tissue-specific splicing- TWASs are independent of previously published GWAS
index SNPs that were genome-wide significant (p<5x10®), we performed splicing-TWASs that
were conditional on these index SNPs. For each intron excision event, we defined two sets of
SNPs: the target set of SNPs used for predicting the intron phenotype and the conditioning set of
significant index SNPs from published GWASs within £2 Mb of the transcription start or stop
sites of the gene. By using the conditional and joint multiple-SNP (COJO) analysis method of
Yang et a (39), for the target set of SNPs, we calculated adjusted effects (beta) on breast cancer
risk and standard deviation of adjusted beta conditioning on the conditioning set of index SNPs.
After performing COJO, we applied S-PrediXcan to these conditional summary statistics in
single tissues and performed joint splicing TWAS to combine p-values from single introns in a

gene and across individual tissues with the ACAT method.

Intron-based colocalization analysis. For intron splicing events in the 249 genes that were
identified by our splicing-TWASs, we calculated RCPs by the method ENLOC in each of the 11
tissues. ENLOC divides the genome into roughly independent LD blocks using the approach
described in Berisa & Pickrell (40). For an intron located in a specific LD block, we calculated
the colocalization probability of causal GWAS hits and causal sQTLs in the LD block by
ENLOC. We used the GTEx (v8) sQTLs for the intron and the meta-analysis GWAS summary
statistics in the LD block. For a gene with multiple introns, we assigned the maximum RCP

across the 11 tissues as the gene-level RCP.
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Intron-based fine mapping. We performed intron-based satistical fine-mapping over the
intron-trait association signals from S-PrediXcan using the software package FOCUS. For a LD
block, we estimated a number of intron sets, each contained the causal introns at a predefined
confidence level p (that is, p-credible gene sets; for example, p = 90%). We also computed the
marginal PIP for each intron in the region to be causal given the observed TWAS dtatistics
calculated from S-PrediXcan. FOCUS accounts for the correlation structure induced by LD and
prediction weights used in the TWAS and controls for certain pleiotropic effects. FOCUS takes
as input GWAS summary data, intron prediction weights, and LD among all SNPs in the LD
region. We applied FOCUS to each of the 11 tissues and related splicing prediction weights from
the GTEX v8. We assigned the maximum PIP of all introns across al tissues to a gene as gene-

level PIP.

Gene Set Enrichment and Functional Annotation. For the set of 249 significant genes
identified by our splicing-TWASSs, we conducted enrichment of 235 protein-coding and IncRNA
genes against gene sets from multiple biological pathways, functional categories, and databases
by the FUMA package. Specifically, we used the GENE2FUNC module of FUMA and specified
33,527 protein-coding and INcCRNA genes as the background genes for enrichment testing.
Multiple testing correction was performed per data source of tested gene sets (e.g., canonical
pathways, GWAScatalog categories) using Bonferroni adjustment. We reported
pathways/categories with adjusted p-value < 0.05 and at least 2 genes that overlapped with the

gene set of interest.

Multi-tissue expresson-TWAS: Our previous multi-tissue expression-TWAS (5) includes
two steps: 1) performing atraditional TWAS analysisin each of the 11 tissues by the software S-

PrediXcan to obtain the p-values p, (k =1, ...,11), and 2) constructing test statistic by the
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ACAT method that combined p-values for each gene from the single tissue TWAS analyses
across the 11 tissues. Gene expression prediction models were built with the genotype and RNA-
seq data in 49 tissues of European ancestry from the GTEX project (v8) by a similar approach as
described in the Section of Intron splicing prediction models and the prediction models for 11
tissues were used for the multi-tissue expression-TWASs (5). We used the summary statistics
from meta-analysis of the BCAC GWAS and UKB GWAS results. Of the 19,274 genestested in
our joint expression-TWAS analysis, we identified 299 genes whose predicted expression was
associated with breast cancer risk at the Bonferroni-corrected significance level (p < 2.59x10°).
Only 141 genes were identified when TWAS analysis used only breast tissue, i.e. conventional
single-tissue TWAS approach. Of these 141 genes, 131 genes were also identified in the multi-
tissue TWAS. The remaining 10 genes identified only in the breast-tissue TWAS analysis were
also marginally significant in the multi-tissue TWAS (p < 0.05), so we considered the 309 genes

from either expression-TWASs in this study for comparison with the results of splicing-TWASs.

Figure and Table Legends
Supplementary Figure 1. Comparison of joint splicing-TWAS and joint expression-TWAS

Manhattan plots.

Supplementary Figure 2. Differential analysis of expression of the splicing-TWAS identified
genesin GTEX v8 shows tissue specificity. Significantly enriched differentially expressed gene
sets (Bonferoni adjusted p < 0.05) are highlighted in red. The P values were from

hypergeometric test.

Table 1. The 17 genesidentified by splicing-TWASs |located at 7 loci at least 1 Mb away from

previous GWAS hits.
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Table 2. The 11 genes that were identified by splicing-TWASs and were at least 1 Mb away

from previous GWAS hits but not identified by previous TWASs.

Supplementary Table 1. The 249 genes identified by multi-tissue or breast-tissue-specific joint

splicing-TWAS.
Supplementary Table 2. The 158 genes identified by breast-tissue-specific splicing-TWAS.

Supplementary Table 3. The 110 genes identified by our multi-tissue or breast-tissue-specific
splicing-TWAS but not by our previous multi-tissue or breast-tissue-specific expression-TWAS

using the same GWAS summary statistics.

Supplementary Table 4. The 114 candidate causal genes identified by fine-mapping analysis

(sorted by Max RCP).

Supplementary Table 5. Significant gene sets in the enrichment analysis using FUMA.
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Predi X can to combine results with ACAT

(https://github.com/shugamoe/ M etaX can/tree/catch up). We also made minor modifications to

FOCUS to accommodate PrediXcan GTEx v8 MASHR models

(https://github.com/shugamoe/focus).
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