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Abstract and key words 

Background:  There is no non-invasive treatment option to prevent aneurysmal 

subarachnoid hemorrhage (ASAH) caused by intracranial aneurysm (IA) rupture. We aimed 

to identify drug classes that may affect liability to IA using a genetic approach. 

Methods: We obtained genome-wide association summary statistics for unruptured IA 

(N=2,140 cases), ASAH (N=5,140 cases), and the combined group (N=7,495 cases; N=71,934 

controls in all groups), and drug usage from 23 drug classes (N up to 320,000) based on 

European-ancestry cohorts. We calculated genetic correlation between IA and ASAH, and 

liability to drug usage independent of the risk factor high blood pressure. Next, we 

evaluated the causality and therapeutic potential of independent correlated drug classes 

using three different Mendelian randomization frameworks. 

Results: Blood pressure-independent correlations with IA were found for antidepressants, 

paracetamol, acetylsalicylic acid, opioids, beta-blockers, and peptic ulcer and gastro-

oesophageal reflux disease drugs. MR showed that the genetically predicted usage of none 

of these drug classes were causally related to IA. Genetically predicted high responders to 

antidepressant drugs were at higher risk of IA (odds ratio [OR]=1.61, 95% confidence 

interval (CI)=1.09-2.39, P=0.018) and ASAH (OR=1.68, 95%CI=1.07-2.65, P=0.024) if they 

used antidepressant drugs. This effect was absent in non-users. For beta-blockers, 

additional analyses showed that this effect was not independent of blood pressure after all. 

Genetic liability to chronic multisite pain, an indication for pain medication (paracetamol, 

acetylsalicylic acid, and opioids), was associated with increased IA risk (OR=1.63, 

95%CI=1.24-2.14), but not consistently across sensitivity analyses. 
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Conclusions: We did not find drugs decreasing liability to IA and ASAH but did find that 

antidepressant drugs may increase liability. In addition, we observed pleiotropy between IA, 

chronic pain, and pain medication usage, but the driving factor for this pleiotropy remains to 

be determined. Our results help to better understanding pathogenic mechanisms underlying 

IA. 
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Non-standard Abbreviations and Acronyms 

ASAH: aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage 

BP: blood pressure 

CAUSE: Causal Analysis Using Summary Effect Estimates 

CI: confidence interval 

CMP: Chronic multisite pain 

CNNM2: Cyclin and CBS domain divalent metal cation transport mediator 2 

GSMR: generalized summary statistics-based Mendelian randomization 

GWAS: genome-wide association study 

IA: intracranial aneurysm 

MR: Mendelian randomization 

OR: odds ratio 

PGS: polygenetic score 

ρg: genetic correlation 

SSRI: selective serotonin reuptake inhibitor  
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Introduction 

Rupture of an intracranial aneurysm (IA) causes aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage 

(ASAH), a severe stroke occurring typically at a relatively young age. 1 ASAH has devastating 

consequences and is responsible for a substantial economic burden. 2 ASAH can be 

prevented by treatment of an unruptured IA, but risk of procedural complications often 

outweighs the potential benefit of preventive treatment. 3 Therefore, safer options are 

needed to prevent ASAH. 

There is currently no drug available that can prevent growth or rupture of an IA. Genetically 

informed drug targets are more likely to lead to approved drugs, 4 and usage of drugs within 

several drug classes was shown to be in part heritable. 5 Important risk factors for IA and 

ASAH are smoking and hypertension, 6,7 but genetic risk also plays a key role in IA 

development and in ASAH. 8,9 Therefore, IA may be a suitable disease to investigate drug 

targets for using a genetic approach. Previously we found overlap between IA and targets 

within the anti-epileptic drug class, 10 and later highlighted CNNM2 as the main driver of 

that overlap using Mendelian randomization (MR). 11 We hypothesize that additional drug 

classes are present that can help to direct drug discovery. MR is an approach to assess 

causality of an exposure (in this study, drug usage) on an outcome (ruptured IA, unruptured 

IA, and the combined group) if specific assumptions are met. 12 

We aimed to identify drug classes affecting the liability to IA to gain insight in the 

development and/or rupture of IA and potentially identify novel therapeutic mechanisms. 

For this we used a two-step genetic approach. First, we estimated the extend of genetic 

overlap between the liability to the usage of drugs within a drug class on the one hand, and 
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IA (unruptured IA and ASAH as separate groups and combined) on the other hand. To 

identify novel mechanisms, we performed these analyses independent of blood pressure 

(BP). Next, for drug class correlated with IA independent of BP we leveraged genetic 

information to identify potential causal effects of usage of drug classes on IA liability, 

anticipate the effect of the use drugs within a class to treat IA, and assess the causality of 

the drug indication on IA liability, all using MR.  
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Methods 

In this study a combination of genetic techniques was used with an emphasis on MR. 

Therefore, we followed the STROBE-MR guidelines. 13 Only publicly available aggregated 

data was used with informed consent in place in the original studies. Data generated in this 

study is available in the Supplement. An overview of the methods pipeline is shown in Figure 

1 and the outlines of these methods are described below. More details for all methods can 

be found in the supplementary Data. 

Datasets 

We obtained summary statistics of genome-wide association studies (GWAS) of 23 drug 

usage traits measured in the UK Biobank, 5 ASAH, unruptured IA, and IA (the combined 

group of ASAH and unruptured IA), 10 and BP (http://www.nealelab.is/uk-biobank). See 

Supplementary Table 1 for study details.  

To exclude the role of BP, with increased BP being a main risk factor for IA, 6,7 we 

conditioned the summary statistics for the 23 drug usage traits on systolic and diastolic BP, 

using mtCOJO. This approach mimics the use of BP as a covariate in the source GWAS and 

allows the identification of IA-associated drug classes that present novel therapeutic 

mechanisms. 14 

For drug response analyses we used the UK Biobank dataset. UK Biobank data are available 

to bona fide researchers on application at http://www.ukbiobank.ac.uk/using-the-

resource/. When analyzing drug usage summary statistics in relation to summary statistics 
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for ASAH, unruptured IA, and IA, we excluded UK Biobank samples in the IA analysis to avoid 

bias due to shared samples. 

Genetic correlation between drug usage and intracranial aneurysms 

Genetic correlation was calculated between IA (unruptured IA, ASAH, and the combined 

group) and drug class usage (conditioned on BP) with LDSC. 15 Genetic correlation indicates 

the degree of shared heritability, having an estimate of ρg=1 (or 100%) if traits are fully 

correlated, ρg=0 if traits do not share heritability, and ρg=-1 (or -100%) if traits are inversely 

correlated. 16 Trait pairs with a statistically significant genetic correlation (see Statistics 

paragraph in the Methods) were selected for subsequent MR analyses. 

Mendelian randomization analysis of drug usage on intracranial aneurysms 

MR can infer causality of an exposure on an outcome if three assumptions are met: 1. the 

genetic variants used are associated with the exposure, 2. there are no unmeasured 

confounders between the exposure and the outcome, and 3. the genetic variants only affect 

the outcome through the exposure. 12 We defined usage of drug classes as exposure and IA 

(unruptured IA, ASAH, and the combined set) as outcome in our main analysis. 

We selected Causal Analysis Using Summary Effect Estimates (CAUSE) as MR method since it 

models correlated and uncorrelated horizontal pleiotropy, thereby being more robust to 

reverse causality than other MR methods, and models the presence of unmeasured 

confounding factors. 17 We applied CAUSE to assess the effect of genetic liability for drug 

usage on the susceptibility to IA. In brief, CAUSE tests if a model that includes unmeasured 

confounders and a causal effect performs better than a model including only unmeasured 
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confounders. In theory, since CAUSE can account for unmeasured confounders, conditioning 

drug usage summary statistics on BP therefore should not be necessary. However, as 

additional check we also performed the analysis using the summary statistics for drug usage 

conditioned on BP.  

We performed the following sensitivity analyses for statistically significant MR effects 

identified with CAUSE: 1. reverse MR with IA as exposure and drug usage an outcome, and 

2. other MR methods being generalized summary statistics-based MR (GSMR), 14 inverse 

variance weighted MR18, weighted mode MR, 19 and MR-Egger. 20 

Drug response Mendelian randomization 

MR of drug usage risk on IA liability does not differentiate between causality due to the drug 

indication, drug usage, or other (pleiotropic) pathways. If a GWAS on the responsiveness to 

a drug is available, drug users can be divided based on their genetically predicted response. 

21 Low responders closely resemble a placebo group, where the drug has no or lower effect, 

while participants are being aware of their responsiveness. We applied this framework to 

response GWASs that were available for drug classes that correlated with IA. 

Using data from the UK Biobank, we extracted users of a drug class of interest (included 

drugs in Supplementary Table 2). We calculated a polygenetic score (PGS) for response to 

the drug class in those individuals. We then tested if having a top versus bottom tertile of 

PGS affected the risk of IA and ASAH, or ASAH hazard using logistic regressions and a Cox 

regression, respectively. 

To confirm that the observed effect was due to usage of the drug class, we repeated the 

analysis in non-users of the drug to confirm absence of the PGS effect in non-users. 
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Mendelian randomization analysis of indications for drug classes correlated 

with intracranial aneurysms 

For some drug classes of which usage was correlated with IA, no drug response GWAS was 

available. To gain a better understanding of the observed genetic overlap of these drug 

classes with IA, we performed additional MR analyses using GWAS data of the indications of 

those drugs. We used the inverse variance weighted MR method implemented in R package 

TwoSampleMR to assess causality of drug indications on IA and its subtypes. We performed 

sensitivity analyses according to an existing framework. 22 We further tested if these 

diseases indeed were causal for the use of the respective drugs using the same MR 

approach.  

Statistics 

Missing SNPs in either the exposure or outcome GWAS were excluded. We set the multiple 

testing threshold for genetic correlation and main MR analysis at 0.05/20=2.5×10-3, where 

20 was the number of independent tests obtained according to the method described in the 

Supplementary Data (Supplementary Figures 1-4). All p-values were based on two-sided 

tests, except for the comparison of the sharing and causal models with CAUSE, which is a 

one-sided test.   
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Results 

Genetic correlation between drug usage and intracranial aneurysms 

We observed genetic correlations independent of BP between IA and usage of 

antidepressant drugs, anilides, salicylic acid and derivatives, opioid drugs, beta-blockers, and 

drugs for peptic ulcer and gastro-oesophageal reflux disease (Figure 2, Supplementary Table 

3). The anilides drug class was completely comprised of paracetamol, while the salicyclic 

acid and derivatives class was completely comprised of acetylsalicylic acid (Supplementary 

Table 4). Therefore, from here on we refer to paracetamol and acetylsalicylic acid instead of 

the drug class names. Other highly represented drugs were omeprazole (approximately 50% 

of the peptic ulcer and gastro-oesophageal reflux disease drugs), and paracetamol and 

codeine in the opioid drugs class (66% and 54%, respectively). The antidepressant drug class 

was comprised of mostly selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors (approximately 50%) and 

tricyclic antidepressants (approximately 30%). 

Mendelian randomization analysis of drug usage on intracranial aneurysms 

Of the drug classes that correlated with IA, only beta-blockers appeared to have a 

statistically significant MR effect (Figure 3A, Supplementary Table 5). Although CAUSE can 

account for unmeasured confounders, we aimed to confirm the independence of BP by 

using drug usage summary statistics conditioned on BP. Here, we found no evidence for a 

causal effect of beta-blockers usage on IA (Figure 3B). This indicates that CAUSE did not fully 

account for confounding by BP, and the correlation between IA and beta-blocker usage is 

driven by BP. 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Sensitivity analyses using additional MR algorithms showed the same directions of effect, 

and dependence on BP (Supplementary Table 6).  

Drug response Mendelian randomization 

For the beta-blocker and antidepressant drug classes, drug response GWASs were available: 

blood pressure response to beta-blockers, 23 non-treatment-resistant depression (i.e., 

response to at least one anti-depressant drug), 24 response to selective serotonin reuptake 

inhibitors, 24 and response to antidepressant drugs citalopram and escitalopram. 25 Drug 

usage numbers are shown in Supplementary Table 4.  

No difference in baseline characteristics were found between low and high predicted 

responders for each drug class (Supplementary Table 7). Of the four tested drug classes, 

genetically predicted higher response to antidepressants was associated with an increase in 

IA risk in antidepressant drug users (odds ratio [OR]=1.61, 95% CI=1.09-2.39, P=0.018, Figure 

4, Supplementary Table 8). For response to SSRI’s and response to citalopram and 

escitalopram, large confidence intervals and no statistically significant effects were observed 

(SSRI: OR=1.19, 95% CI=0.66-2.12, P=0.56; citalopram/escitalopram: OR=0.98, 95% CI=0.47-

2.07, P=0.97). The effect of genetically predicted antidepressant response on IA was absent 

in non-users of antidepressant drugs (OR=1.02, 95% CI=0.88-1.18, P=0.80). 

Beta-blocker response was associated with increased IA risk in non-users of beta-blockers 

(1.27, 95% CI=1.06-1.53, P=0.0085) and with similar effect size but large confidence intervals 

in beta-blocker users (1.24, 95% CI=0.76-2.03, P=0.39), indicating that genetically predicted 

beta-blocker response was associated with IA through another mechanism than through the 

effect of beta-blockers. 
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Highly similar effects throughout all drug classes were observed using ASAH as outcome, 

and in the Cox regressions for ASAH hazard (Supplementary Figures 5-6). 

Mendelian randomization analysis of indications for drug classes correlated 

with intracranial aneurysms 

Since no drug response GWASs were available for peptic ulcer and gastro-oesophageal 

reflux disease drugs, opioid drugs, acetylsalicylic acid, and paracetamol, we performed MR 

with GWASs of indications for these drugs as exposure instead. Traits we included were 

peptic ulcer disease, 26 gastro-oesophageal reflux disease, 26 and chronic multisite pain 

(CMP). 27 

CMP was consistent with a causal effect on IA using the inverse variance weighted approach 

(OR=1.63, 95% CI=1.24-2.14, P=4.7×10-4, Supplementary Figure 7, Supplementary Table 9). 

However, no statistically significant effects were found for most sensitivity analyses 

indicating a pleiotropic relationship between IA and CMP. We confirmed that genetic 

liability to CMP increased risk of paracetamol usage (Supplementary Table 9). We found no 

effect of genetic predisposition of peptic ulcer disease (OR=0.98, 95% CI=0.86-1.12, P=0.78) 

or gastro-oesophageal reflux disease (OR=1.13, 95% CI=0.96-1.32, P=0.13) on IA. 

We summarized the observed relationship between IA, drug responses, and drug indications 

in Figure 5.  
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Discussion 

We identified genetic correlations between IA usage of drug classes antidepressant drugs, 

paracetamol, acetylsalicylic acid, opioid drugs, beta-blockers and drugs for peptic ulcer and 

gastro-oesophageal reflux disease. For the anti-depressant drugs, we found evidence that its 

usage influences the risk of IA, although it involves a risk-increasing effect rather than a risk-

reducing one.  The other observed correlations can be explained by pleiotropic relationships 

between IA, the drug indication and drug usage (e.g., between IA, chronic pain, and pain 

medication usage). However, based on our results we cannot provide sufficient evidence 

that these studied drug classes directly influence the risk of IA and the exact reason for the 

observed pleiotropic relationships remains to be investigated.  

We found a potential link between antidepressant drug usage and liability to IA and ASAH. 

Our findings may imply an adverse response to antidepressant drugs. Depression has been 

linked to stroke liability in women in epidemiological studies. 28 Since depression is more 

prevalent in women it may be a factor explaining why the incidence of ASAH is higher in 

women. The sex-specificity of depression as a risk factor for IA has not yet been studied. 

Inferring a causal adverse response should be done with caution for several reasons. First, 

we were unable to identify the drug(s) within the antidepressant drug class that explain the 

observed increase in IA and ASAH liability, which is an important follow-up step. Second, in 

theory, responsiveness to antidepressant drugs may instead be explained by a (hidden or 

unknown) type or cause of depression which in turn may affect IA and ASAH risk. No 

evidence for such mechanisms currently exists. A prospective cohort study of the effect of 

depression and antidepressant drug use on IA or ASAH could provide further insight in our 

findings. 
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We found a novel pleiotropic link between genetically predicted paracetamol usage and 

liability to IA. Based on our genetic correlation analysis, liability to the usage of paracetamol 

is associated with an increased risk of IA. Paracetamol has been proposed to lower body 

temperature and thereby protect from severe outcome of other stroke types being acute 

ischemic and hemorrhagic stroke, but this is not yet supported by evidence from a large 

clinical trial, and no evidence for a role in ASAH has been shown. 29 Further studies to 

identify the causal genes underlying the observed pleiotropy between paracetamol and IA 

may help understand the underlying pathogenic processes. 

A previous study investigated the causality of the same 23 drug usage traits on various 

stroke types, including a smaller GWAS of IA with participants from Finland. 30 The authors 

found a similar seemingly risk-increasing effect of liability for the usage of cardiovascular 

system drugs (diuretics, beta-blockers, and renin-angiotensin system drugs) on ASAH. Given 

that these findings imply that drugs used to treat cardiovascular disease would increase 

cardiovascular disease risk these observations are likely driven by pleiotropy and should be 

interpreted with great caution. In our study which included the necessary downstream and 

sensitivity analyses we found no evidence for a direct effect or side-effect of cardiovascular 

system (anatomical therapeutic chemical code C) drug class usage on IA. 

Strengths of this study include the use of large GWAS summary statistics for IA and drug 

usage, the comprehensiveness of our approach, and the use of multiple MR methods to 

validate our findings. We performed thorough attempts to deal with pleiotropy and 

potential reverse causation. The CAUSE MR method was previously shown to be most 

robust to confounding by estimating confounders among several MR methods. 17 However, 

in our follow-up analyses were showed that BP was in fact the factor driving the genetic 
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overlap between usage of beta-blockers and liability to IA. In the Supplementary Data we 

provide a detailed discussion of limitations: limits of extrapolating the results, incomplete 

correction for BP, unbalanced representation of drugs within a class, and correlation 

between drug classes. 

In conclusion, we found evidence for a risk-increasing effect of drugs within the anti-

depressant drug class on IA, which effect should be further explored in prospective cohort 

studies. Lastly, for paracetamol, acetylsalicylic acid, opioid drugs, and drugs for peptic ulcer 

disease and gastro-oesophageal reflux disease, and beta-blockers, we found shared genetic 

risk underlying IA. Future studies aiming to untangle these shared mechanisms may improve 

our understanding of the pathogenesis of IA and ASAH, which may in turn identify processes 

that can be perturbed to affect the liability to IA and ASAH. 

Supplementary data references: 31 32  

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Acknowledgements 

We thank the international stroke genetic consortium IA working group for providing GWAS 

summary statistics for IA. 

This work was undertaken under UK Biobank project number 2532. 

Sources of Funding 

This project was funded by the Collaboration for New Treatments of Acute Stroke 

(CONTRAST) consortium (https://contrast-consortium.nl). 

This project has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the 

European Union's Horizon 2020 research and innovation program (grant agreement No. 

852173). 

Disclosures 

None 

  

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


References 

1. Hackenberg KAM, Hanggi D, Etminan N. Unruptured intracranial aneurysms. Stroke. 
2018;49:2268-2275 

2. Johnston SC, Selvin S, Gress DR. The burden, trends, and demographics of mortality 
from subarachnoid hemorrhage. Neurology. 1998;50:1413-1418 

3. Etminan N, Rinkel GJ. Unruptured intracranial aneurysms: Development, rupture and 
preventive management. Nat Rev Neurol. 2016;12:699-713 

4. King EA, Davis JW, Degner JF. Are drug targets with genetic support twice as likely to 
be approved? Revised estimates of the impact of genetic support for drug 
mechanisms on the probability of drug approval. PLoS Genet. 2019;15:e1008489 

5. Wu Y, Byrne EM, Zheng Z, Kemper KE, Yengo L, Mallett AJ, Yang J, Visscher PM, Wray 
NR. Genome-wide association study of medication-use and associated disease in the 
uk biobank. Nat Commun. 2019;10:1891 

6. Vlak MH, Rinkel GJ, Greebe P, Algra A. Independent risk factors for intracranial 
aneurysms and their joint effect: A case-control study. Stroke. 2013;44:984-987 

7. Muller TB, Vik A, Romundstad PR, Sandvei MS. Risk factors for unruptured 
intracranial aneurysms and subarachnoid hemorrhage in a prospective population-
based study. Stroke. 2019;50:2952-2955 

8. Claassen J, Park S. Spontaneous subarachnoid haemorrhage. Lancet. 2022;400:846-
862 

9. Bakker MK, Ruigrok YM. Genetics of intracranial aneurysms. Stroke. 2021;52:3004-
3012 

10. Bakker MK, van der Spek RAA, van Rheenen W, Morel S, Bourcier R, Hostettler IC, Alg 
VS, van Eijk KR, Koido M, Akiyama M, et al. Genome-wide association study of 
intracranial aneurysms identifies 17 risk loci and genetic overlap with clinical risk 
factors. Nat Genet. 2020;52:1303-1313 

11. Bakker MK, van Straten T, Chong M, Pare G, Gill D, Ruigrok YM. Anti-epileptic drug 
target perturbation and intracranial aneurysm risk: Mendelian randomization and 
colocalization study. Stroke. 2022 

12. Davies NM, Holmes MV, Davey Smith G. Reading mendelian randomisation studies: 
A guide, glossary, and checklist for clinicians. BMJ. 2018;362:k601 

13. Skrivankova VW, Richmond RC, Woolf BAR, Davies NM, Swanson SA, VanderWeele 
TJ, Timpson NJ, Higgins JPT, Dimou N, Langenberg C, et al. Strengthening the 
reporting of observational studies in epidemiology using mendelian randomisation 
(strobe-mr): Explanation and elaboration. BMJ. 2021;375:n2233 

14. Zhu ZH, Zheng ZL, Zhang FT, Wu Y, Trzaskowski M, Maier R, Robinson MR, McGrath 
JJ, Visscher PM, Wray NR, et al. Causal associations between risk factors and 
common diseases inferred from gwas summary data. Nat Commun. 2018;9 

15. Bulik-Sullivan B, Finucane HK, Anttila V, Gusev A, Day FR, Loh PR, ReproGen C, 
Psychiatric Genomics C, Genetic Consortium for Anorexia Nervosa of the Wellcome 
Trust Case Control C, Duncan L, et al. An atlas of genetic correlations across human 
diseases and traits. Nat Genet. 2015;47:1236-1241 

16. Bulik-Sullivan BK, Loh PR, Finucane HK, Ripke S, Yang J, Schizophrenia Working Group 
of the Psychiatric Genomics C, Patterson N, Daly MJ, Price AL, Neale BM. Ld score 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


regression distinguishes confounding from polygenicity in genome-wide association 
studies. Nat Genet. 2015;47:291-295 

17. Morrison J, Knoblauch N, Marcus JH, Stephens M, He X. Mendelian randomization 
accounting for correlated and uncorrelated pleiotropic effects using genome-wide 
summary statistics. Nat Genet. 2020;52:740-747 

18. Burgess S, Butterworth A, Thompson SG. Mendelian randomization analysis with 
multiple genetic variants using summarized data. Genet Epidemiol. 2013;37:658-665 

19. Hartwig FP, Davey Smith G, Bowden J. Robust inference in summary data mendelian 
randomization via the zero modal pleiotropy assumption. Int J Epidemiol. 
2017;46:1985-1998 

20. Bowden J, Davey Smith G, Burgess S. Mendelian randomization with invalid 
instruments: Effect estimation and bias detection through egger regression. Int J 
Epidemiol. 2015;44:512-525 

21. Mayerhofer E, Malik R, Parodi L, Burgess S, Harloff A, Dichgans M, Rosand J, 
Anderson CD, Georgakis MK. Genetically predicted on-statin ldl response is 
associated with higher intracerebral haemorrhage risk. Brain. 2022;145:2677-2686 

22. Burgess S, Davey Smith G, Davies NM, Dudbridge F, Gill D, Glymour MM, Hartwig FP, 
Holmes MV, Minelli C, Relton CL, et al. Guidelines for performing mendelian 
randomization investigations. Wellcome Open Res. 2019;4:186 

23. Singh S, Warren HR, Hiltunen TP, McDonough CW, El Rouby N, Salvi E, Wang Z, 
Garofalidou T, Fyhrquist F, Kontula KK, et al. Genome-wide meta-analysis of blood 
pressure response to beta(1)-blockers: Results from icaps (international consortium 
of antihypertensive pharmacogenomics studies). J Am Heart Assoc. 2019;8:e013115 

24. Li QS, Tian C, Hinds D, andMe Research T. Genome-wide association studies of 
antidepressant class response and treatment-resistant depression. Transl Psychiatry. 
2020;10:360 

25. Li QS, Tian C, Seabrook GR, Drevets WC, Narayan VA. Analysis of 23andme 
antidepressant efficacy survey data: Implication of circadian rhythm and 
neuroplasticity in bupropion response. Transl Psychiatry. 2016;6:e889 

26. Wu Y, Murray GK, Byrne EM, Sidorenko J, Visscher PM, Wray NR. Gwas of peptic 
ulcer disease implicates helicobacter pylori infection, other gastrointestinal disorders 
and depression. Nat Commun. 2021;12:1146 

27. Johnston KJA, Adams MJ, Nicholl BI, Ward J, Strawbridge RJ, Ferguson A, McIntosh 
AM, Bailey MES, Smith DJ. Genome-wide association study of multisite chronic pain 
in uk biobank. PLoS Genet. 2019;15:e1008164 

28. Pan A, Okereke OI, Sun Q, Logroscino G, Manson JE, Willett WC, Ascherio A, Hu FB, 
Rexrode KM. Depression and incident stroke in women. Stroke. 2011;42:2770-2775 

29. Chen H, Qian H, Gu Z, Wang M. Temperature management with paracetamol in 
acute stroke patients: Evidence from randomized controlled trials. Front Neurol. 
2018;9:917 

30. Shao W, Li T, Wang Y, Shan S, Zhang H, Xue Y. Twenty-three medication-taking traits 
and stroke: A comprehensive mendelian randomization study. Front Cardiovasc Med. 
2023;10:1120721 

31. Purcell S, Neale B, Todd-Brown K, Thomas L, Ferreira MA, Bender D, Maller J, Sklar P, 
de Bakker PI, Daly MJ, et al. Plink: A tool set for whole-genome association and 
population-based linkage analyses. Am J Hum Genet. 2007;81:559-575 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


32. Chang CC, Chow CC, Tellier LC, Vattikuti S, Purcell SM, Lee JJ. Second-generation 
plink: Rising to the challenge of larger and richer datasets. Gigascience. 2015;4:7 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Figures 

Figure 1. Overview of the methods. 

 

Analyses indicated in black boxes are part of the main analysis pipeline, while those in 

greyed-out boxes are sensitivity analyses. Input datasets are indicated in shaded boxes. IA: 

intracranial aneurysm. ASAH: aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage. BP: blood pressure. 

GWAS: genome-wide association study. AnyIS: any ischemic stroke. LAS: large artery stroke. 

CES: cardioembolic stroke. SVS: small vessel stroke. ICH: intracerebral hemorrhage. LDSC: 

linkage disequilibrium score regression. CAUSE: Causal Analysis Using Summary Effect 

Estimates.  
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Figure 2. Genetic correlation analysis between intracranial aneurysms (IA), and drug usage 

conditioned on BP. 

 

Black dots indicate statistical significance of the genetic correlations (grey: nominally 

statistically significant, black: statistically significant after correction for multiple testing). 

*ASAH: aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage. uIA: unruptured IA.  
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Figure 3. Mendelian randomization (MR) analysis of drug usage on liability to IA. 

 

A) Black dots indicate that a model that included a causal effect performs statistically 

significantly better than a model with only confounders at statistical significance after 

correcting for multiple testing. Colors indicate the MR effect estimate of the exposure (on 

the left) on the outcome (at the bottom). Grey boxes indicate exposure-outcome pairs that 

were not genetically correlated. B) MR estimates of an additional analysis with drug usage 

summary statistics conditioned on BP, showing that CAUSE did not fully account for BP as 

confounder when using beta-blockers as exposure.  
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Figure 4. Drug response Mendelian randomization (MR) analysis. 

 

Genetically predicted response to beta-blockers, antidepressant drugs, selective serotonin 

reuptake inhibitor (SSRI) drugs, and citalopram/escitalopram were selected as exposures, 

and IA was selected as outcome. Per drug, the effect of high versus low predicted response 

was analyzed in drug users (the group of interest) and non-users (to rule out pleiotropy).   

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.23.23297443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Figure 5. The relationships between intracranial aneurysms (IA) and the drug usage traits 

correlated with IA. 

 

Usage of drugs from six classes (column 1) was correlated with IA. The second column shows 

the existence (+) or absence (0) of a genetic correlation of the drug class with intracranial 

aneurysms (IA), ischemic stroke (IS) and intracerebral hemorrhage (ICH). Column 3 indicates 

whether a drug response GWAS was available for a drug or drugs within the class. Column 4 

shows the relationships between genetically predicted drug class usage, drug indications, 

drug response, and IA.   
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