medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.06.23298144; this version posted November 6, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.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 4.0 International license .

Effectiveness and safety of drugs in pregnancy: evidence from
drug target Mendelian randomization.

12,3

Ciarrah-Jane S Barryl'2 (ciarrah.barry@bristol.ac.uk), Venexia M Walker™~°, Christy Burden4,

Alexandra Havdahl**®’, Neil M Davies*1°

"Medical Research Council Integrative Epidemiology Unit, University of Bristol, Bristol,
BS82BN, UK

2Population Health Sciences, Bristol Medical School, University of Bristol, Bristol, BS82BN,
UK

*Department of Surgery, University of Pennsylvania Perelman School of Medicine,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, USA

*Translational Health Sciences, Bristol Medical School, University of Bristol, Bristol, UK
°Nic Waals Institute, Lovisenberg Diaconal Hospital, Oslo, Norway

®Center for Genetic Epidemiology and Mental health, Norwegian Institute of Public Health,
Oslo, Norway,

’PROMENTA, Department of Psychology, University of Oslo, Oslo, Norway

®K.G. Jebsen Center for Genetic Epidemiology, Department of Public Health and Nursing,
Norwegian University of Science and Technology, Trondheim, Norway

? Division of Psychiatry, University College London, London, UK

1% pepartment of Statistical Science, University College London, London, UK

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.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/10.1101/2023.11.06.23298144
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.06.23298144; this version posted November 6, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.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 4.0 International license .

Abstract

Limited information exists regarding the impact of pharmacotherapy in pregnancy due to
ethical concerns of unintended foetal harm. We investigate genetically proxied intrauterine
antihypertensive exposure on offspring outcomes, including gestational age and
birthweight, using two-sample multivariable Mendelian randomization. Higher levels of
maternal protein targets for calcium channel blockers increased gestational age by 3.99 days
(95%Cl: 0.02, 7.96) per 10mmHg decrease in SBP. Genetically proxied maternal protein
targets for beta-adrenoceptor blocking drugs, vasodilator antihypertensive drugs on the
KNCJ11 gene, potassium-sparing diuretics and aldosterone antagonists demonstrated little
evidence of increased risk to offspring. Both parental genetic protein targets for vasodilator
antihypertensive drugs demonstrated similar effects on birthweight, suggesting detrimental
offspring effects due to genetic perturbation of these pathways is unlikely. Little evidence
for increased risk of adverse offspring outcomes due to maternal antihypertensive drug
target perturbation was found. Triangulation of these findings with existing evidence may
guide physicians and mothers during pregnancy.

Keywords: Mendelian randomization, pharmacoepidemiology, genetics, drugs,
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Background

Pre-existing chronic and acute conditions may require therapeutic management
during pregnancy to avoid adverse maternal outcomes. Approximately 8-10% of
pregnancies in the UK are affected by hypertension or high blood pressure, including chronic
hypertension (pre-existing, typically essential), gestational hypertension (new after 20
weeks gestation), and pre-eclampsia (hypertension with additional features of multiorgan
involvement). When left untreated, these are well-established risk factors for numerous
serious adverse maternal and early infant outcomes (1,2). These include preeclampsia,
maternal death, preterm birth, intrauterine growth restriction, low birth weight and
neuropsychiatric disorders (1-3). Yet, treatments for these conditions have been associated
with possible additional risks for the developing foetus (Supplementary Table 1).

Profound physiologic changes occur during pregnancy, such as increased body
weight, renal blood flow and cardiac output (4—6). These have been found and theorised to
impact the pharmacokinetics of many drugs, affecting the distribution, absorption, and
metabolism (5—7). Yet, clinical trials typically exclude pregnant women. Recruiting pregnant
women to randomised controlled trials (RCTs) is challenging for ethical and practical
reasons. Additionally, clinical trials using pregnant animals are of limited relevance as there
may be species-specific effects, whereby a drug is harmful in some animal species but not in
a human or vice-versa (8). As a result, there is relatively little evidence about the effects of
drugs in pregnancy, both on women and their offspring. Observational studies on pregnant
women have found evidence of possible impaired neonatal development due to drug
exposure (teratogenic effects) (9—11). However, the data is limited and often conflicting.
Clinical guidance is developed using limited available pharmacological evidence, typically
with a tendency towards conservative behaviour. Thus, fear of unintentional foetal harm
potentially puts mothers and their offspring at risk through medication avoidance or non-
adherence (12). In the UK, the most widely used and recommended antihypertensive drug
in pregnancy is labetalol (beta-adrenoreceptor blocker), but its use has been associated with
foetal growth restriction and neonatal hypoglycaemia (11,13,14). Nifedipine (calcium
channel blocker) is the second most used antihypertensive drug in pregnancy, followed by
methyldopa, neither of which is routinely recommended out of pregnancy. Typically,
evidence has shown low adherence to antihypertensive medication in pregnancy, which can
put the mother and foetus at risk (15,16).

Genetics can provide a complementary source of evidence about the effects of drugs
in utero. Mendelian randomization (MR) is an instrumental variables analysis in which
genetic variants associated with the exposure of interest are used to assess the causal
relationships between an exposure and an outcome (17). A genetic variant fulfils the criteria
of a valid instrument if it (a) is reliably associated with the exposure of interest (relevance)
(b), has no uncontrolled common cause with the outcome relationship (independence) and
(c), only associates with the outcome via its effect on the exposure of interest (exclusion
restriction).

An advantage of MR is that it can assess drug safety within pregnancy without exposing
the foetus to additional risks. Most drugs work by changing the expression of proteins in the
body (18). Drug target MR uses genetic variants within genes that affect proteins targeted
by a drug (19). Conventional MR uses genetic variants in unrelated individuals to estimate
the effects of manipulating a protein in an individual. However, here, we are interested in
the intrauterine effects of drugs taken by the mother during pregnancy. Thus, we want to
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know the effect of manipulating the protein in the mother on the offspring outcome. We
can estimate these effects using intergenerational within-family MR in large datasets of
genotyped parent-offspring trios. If the MR assumptions hold, the maternal genotype is a
proxy for prescription drug exposure in utero.

Genetic variants are randomly transmitted from parents to offspring at conception and
thus cannot be affected by external factors after conception. However, we note exposure-
related segregation distortion may exist, meaning the probability of a genetic variant being
transmitted from parent to offspring could be influenced by environmental factors
(17,20,21). Without related segregation distortion, this random allocation of ‘genetic
exposure’ is analogous to the randomisation of treatment within an RCT. As a result,
conditional on parental genotype and in the absence of selection bias, offspring genotypes
will be independent of the pre-conception environment.

We may instrument drug exposure using genetic variants within genes that relate to the
activity of or encode the protein target of the drug (19). Intergenerational within-family MR
uses genetic variants in one generation (e.g., the mother’s genotype) as an instrument for
maternal exposure to estimate the effects on the offspring (22,23). Thus, maternal genetic
variants related to the activity or expression of a drug target or biomarker may be used to
proxy drug exposure effects on infant outcomes to determine evidence of potential
teratogenic or beneficial effects, Figure 1 (19,24).

Maternal
confounders

Maternal genotype q Maternal drug target é Offspring outcome

expression levels

\4

Offspring genotype

Figure 1: A directed acyclic graph (DAG) demonstrating the intergenerational within
family pharmacological MR framework. The black arrows indicate offspring effects mediated
via phenotypic expression in the offspring. Green arrows demonstrate the genetic
inheritance of the offspring from its mother. W represents the estimate of interest. Here,
maternal exposure to a drug target of interest, such as a beta-adrenoreceptor blocker, is
instrumented by the maternal genotype in a gene, for example, the single-nucleotide
polymorphisms (SNPs) on the ADRB1 gene targeted by the drug substance. The offspring
genotype may directly influence the offspring outcome, thus an estimate that controls for
offspring genotype will be unbiased by direct genetic inheritance as it would close the direct
causal pathway and ensure the independence assumption holds.
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MR has been implemented in the literature to identify opportunities for drug
repurposing, drug targets and predicting adverse drug effects (19,25-30). However, few
studies have used MR to estimate the intrauterine effects of drugs. Evidence from MR could
be triangulated with findings from other study designs to guide clinical decision-making,
develop or repurpose drugs or establish drug safety profiles.

In this study, we developed and implemented a novel instrument derivation method to
determine whether we may predict the causal effects of intrauterine antihypertensive
prescriptive drug exposure on offspring outcomes.

Methods

Study design

We implemented a two-sample MR analysis to determine the impact of genetically proxied
intrauterine drug exposure on the offspring. Summary level SNP-exposure associations were
extracted from the IEU Open GWAS platform (31). These estimates were calculated within a
sample of 436,419 male and female European participants and were not adjusted for
measures of weight or medication use (32,33).

We derived the SNP-outcome associations using individual-level data from the
Norwegian Mother, Father and Child Cohort Study (MoBa), a prospective population-based
pregnancy cohort study conducted by the Norwegian Institute of Public Health. Pregnant
women were recruited at approximately week 18 of gestation across Norway between
1999-2008 (34,35). The women consented to participation in 41% of the invited
pregnancies. The cohort includes approximately 114,761 children, 95,248 mothers and
74,626 fathers. The establishment of MoBa and initial data collection was based on a license
from the Norwegian Data Protection Agency and approval from The Regional Committees
for Medical and Health Research Ethics. The Norwegian Health Registry Act currently
regulates the MoBa cohort. The current study was approved by The Regional Committees
for Medical and Health Research Ethics (2017/1702).

Data collection occurred at multiple time points within the pregnancy in the form of
self-reported questionnaires that were continued after birth. English translations of the
guestionnaires are available online (36). The MoBa data in this study uses version 12 of the
guality-assured data, released in January 2019. Additional information regarding the child’s
birth record is available from linkage to the Medical Birth Registry of Norway (MBRN), the
national compulsory registry containing information about all births in Norway from 1967
(34,35,37). Blood samples were obtained from both parents during pregnancy and from
mothers and children (umbilical cord) at birth (38). Genetic data is available for 44,017
mother-father-child trios, with details on genotyping, imputation and quality control
available elsewhere (39).

The specific data of interest to this study were from birth information from the
MBRN, gquestionnaire 6 months after birth and genotyped data from mother, father, and
offspring trios. We restricted the sample to parent-offspring trios with complete genetic and
outcome covariate data, Supplementary Figure 1 and Supplementary Table 2.

Exposures
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Using the dm+d search on OpenPrescribing hypertension related virtual medicinal
products (VMP) were determined via British National Formulary (BNF) code (40,41). BNF
codes and corresponding drug subclasses determined to be relevant to hypertension are
listed in Table 1.

Table 1: BNF codes used to search the NHS dm+d to determine drug substances relevant to

the study.

BNF code Drug subclass(es)

020201 Thiazides and related diuretics

020202 Loop diuretics

020203 Potassium-sparing diuretics and aldosterone antagonists

02040 Beta-adrenoceptor blocking drugs

02050 Vasodilator antihypertensive drugs, centrally-acting antihypertensive drugs, adrenergic
neurone blocking drugs, alpha-adrenoceptor blocking drugs, renin-angiotensin system
drugs, angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors, angiotensin-Il receptor antagonists, renin
inhibitors, ganglion-blocking drugs, other adrenergic neurone blocking drugs

020602 Calcium channel blockers

040102 Anxiolytics

dm+d; dictionary of medicines and devices, BNF; British National Formulary, NHS; National
Health Service,

Drug substances known to be prescribed for hypertension without allocated BNF code in the
OpenPrescribing dm+d were subsequently manually added (meprobamate, potassium
chloride, tadalafil, tamsulosin).

Instrument selection

The active drug substance was identified in each exposure VMP, Supplementary
Table 3. For each drug substance, the corresponding pharmacologically active gene was
identified in DrugBank (42). Using GENCODE, each gene was mapped to its corresponding
genome location (chromosome:base pair range) as indicated by release 43 of the GRCh37
assembly (43). All SNPs within these genomic regions were extracted from the MoBa trio-
dataset from each member (mother, father, offspring).

Outcomes

A binary measure for “hypertensive disorders of pregnancy” was derived as a positive
control. “Hypertensive disorders of pregnancy” was set to “yes” if there was evidence within
the following MBRN variables: hypertension in pregnancy, eclampsia, preeclampsia, early
preeclampsia, Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes and Low Platelets syndrome (HELLP) (44).

The Ages and Stages Questionnaire items in the 6-month questionnaire was used to
calculate an offspring developmental score, details in Supplementary note 1. Thus, the
outcomes of interest were hypertensive disorders of pregnancy, and offspring birthweight
(g), gestational age (days), birth length (cm), head circumference (cm), Apgar score at 1
minute, Apgar score at 5 minutes and developmental score at 6 months.

Each SNP-outcome association was estimated using linear or logistic regression for
continuous or binary measures. To ensure the independence assumption was met, paternal
and offspring genotypes were included in the regression alongside the maternal genotype.
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Exposure data

Summary-level data from a genome-wide association study (GWAS) of SBP within UK
Biobank was used as the exposure dataset. The sample contained 436,419 male and female
participants of European ancestry. We selected the variants that were common to both
MoBa and UK Biobank. We then identified the subset of SNPs that were associated with
systolic blood pressure ‘(p < 5% 1078), and then clumped with a linkage disequilibrium
threshold of r*<0.01.

Statistical methods

We used a two-sample multivariable MR analysis to estimate the effect of the
derived maternal drug proxies on early infant outcomes. We used R (version 4.3.0) to
analyse the data via the TwoSampleMR package (45,46). The datasets were harmonised,
and palindromic SNPs that were non-inferable from their allele frequency were discarded
(SNPs having a minor allele frequency > 0.42). Estimates were obtained per 10mmHg lower
systolic blood pressure {SBP) as this is comparable to the effect of taking an
antihypertensive (47).

We estimated the effects of a 10mmHg lower SBP on each outcome using the Wald
estimator for drug classes with a single SNP. For drug subclasses with multiple SNPs, we first
checked the mechanism of action of all genes targeted by each SNP for the drug subclass. If
the mechanisms of action were identical, we used the inverse variance weighted (IVW)
estimator for each outcome. If the mechanisms of action were conflicting, SNPs were
subdivided into their mechanistic groupings. Coefficient estimates for binary measures were
exponentiated and reported as causal odds ratios (OR).

Sensitivity analysis

To determine whether the SNPs were acting on the offspring via the maternal
genotype, we used the paternal genotype as a negative control (48). We estimated the
paternal effect on the offspring outcome whilst controlling for the maternal and offspring
genotypes. If the effects of variants on the children’s outcomes was due to the intrauterine
environment, then we would expect the maternal, but not the paternal variants to associate
with the outcomes.

Additionally, we tested the relevance assumption by calculating the individual and
mean F-statistics of the instrument-exposure association. An F-statistic greater than 10 is
indicative that the model is unlikely to suffer from substantial weak instrument bias (49).

Results
Instrument derivation
The overall instrument derivation process is displayed in Figure 2.

Figure 2: A flowchart describing the instrument derivation procedure.
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Identify relevant VMPs via NHS dm-+d using BNF codes.

N= 1,163 VMPs

|

Determine the active drug substances.

N= 106 drug substances

!

Subset to drug substances with pharmacologically active gene target.

N= 87 drug substances

!

73 uniquely identified genes

!

Find the corresponding genomic position for the genes. Extract all SNPs in these
genomic regions from MoBa trio data.

N=23,022 SNPs

|

Extract all SNPs from the independent, unrestricted SBP GWAS.

N=9,837,128 SNPs

'

Subset the SBP GWAS to SNPs that overlap with MoBa data.

N=21,535 SNPs

|

Apply genome-wide significance threshold to the SBP SNPs that are available within
MoBa data.

N=292

'

Clump SNPs.

N=7

BNF; British National Formulary, MoBa; Norwegian Mother, Father and Child Cohort Study,
NHS; National Health Service, SNP; single-nucleotide polymorphism, VMP; virtual medicine
product
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Within this study, instruments were selected from 23,022 SNPs in 73 uniquely identified
genomic regions. The unrestricted SNP-exposure SBP GWAS contained 9,837,128 SNPs.
21,535 SNPs were available in both the SNP-exposure and SNP-outcome datasets. After
applying the GWAS p-value threshold, (p < 5% 1078), 292 SNPs remained. These SNPs
were then clumped to ensure the estimation of statistically independent signals. After all
exclusions, we obtained 7 SNPs as instruments.

Intrauterine effects

Results for the effect of the maternal genotype on offspring outcomes are displayed in
Figure 3, Supplementary Table 4.

Figures 3: A forest plot demonstrating the estimated causal effect of the maternal genetic
drug target on offspring outcomes. Results are shown for the IVW estimate where multiple
SNPs were available and the Wald ratio otherwise. An odds ratio (OR) has been estimated
for the outcome of “hypertensive disorders of pregnancy”. All other estimates are mean
differences.
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Across all available drug subclasses, there was some evidence from our analyses of
the effects of genetically proxied maternal antihypertensive protein targets on early infant
outcomes. Higher levels of vasodilator antihypertensive drugs targeting the EDRNA gene
demonstrated evidence of effect on some early infant outcomes. A 10mmHg decrease in
SBP resulted in an increase in birthweight of 524g (95% Cl: 73, 974); and an increase birth
length of 2.03cm (95% Cl: 0.06, 3.99). However, we found little evidence that this maternal
protein target substantially affected gestational age (7.34 days older (95% Cl: -2.55, 17.22)
per 10mmHg decrease in SBP). Further, we estimated increased odds of hypertensive
disorders of pregnancy, OR 49.29 (1.44, 1686.54), how this estimate was imprecise.

Genetically proxied maternal protein targets for potassium-sparing diuretics and
aldosterone antagonists on the SCNN1D gene increased the raw offspring developmental
score at 6 months by 0.95 (95% Cl: 0.25, 1.65) per 10mmHg decrease in SBP. This estimate
was directionally consistent with gestational age (10.73 days, 95% Cl: -0.08, 21.53, per
10mmHg decrease in SBP).

Genetically proxied maternal protein targets for vasodilator antihypertensive drugs
on the KNCJ11 gene and beta-adrenoceptor blocking drugs suggested little increased risk of
adverse early infant outcomes. Higher levels of maternal protein targets for vasodilator
antihypertensive drugs on the KNCJ11 gene were estimated to reduce birthweight by 297g
per 10mmHg decrease in SBP (95% Cl: -129, 723). This suggests there are unlikely to be
substantial effects of these maternal protein targets on the early infant outcomes within our
study.

We found little evidence that the genetically proxied maternal protein targets for
calcium channel blockers affect other early infant outcomes. However, there was evidence
that higher levels of these maternal protein targets increased gestational age, with an
estimated increase of 3.99 days (95% Cl: 0.02, 7.96) per 10mmHg decrease in SBP.

Sensitivity analysis
Paternal effect estimates

The effects of paternal protein levels on offspring outcomes are displayed in
Supplementary Figure 2 and Supplementary Table 5. We found little evidence that the
genetic paternal protein targets for vasodilator antihypertensive drugs on the KNCJ11 gene
and beta-adrenoceptor blocking drugs affected early infant outcomes. However, higher
levels of vasodilator antihypertensive drugs targeting EDRNA gene increased birthweight by
485g (95% Cl: 32, 937) per 10mmHg decrease in SBP.

Paternal genetic protein targets for potassium-sparing diuretics and aldosterone
antagonists decreased birthweight by 647g (95% Cl: 147, 1146) per 10mmHg decrease in
SBP. Additionally, they reduced head circumference by 1.63cm (95% Cl: 0.18, 3.07) per
10mmHg decrease in SBP.

Paternal genetic protein targets for calcium channel blockers increased offspring
developmental score at 6 months by 0.28 (0.04, 0.52) per 100mmHg decrease in SBP.

Offspring effect estimates

The effects of offspring protein levels on offspring outcomes are displayed in
Supplementary Table 6 for completeness.
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Instrument strength

F-statistics were calculated for the individual instruments and, where multiple instruments
were available, averaged across the drug class Supplementary Table 7. All F-statistics were
greater than 10, and mean F-statistics ranged between 38.39 (vasodilator antihypertensive
drugs targeting KCNJ11) and 90.32 (calcium channel blockers targeting the CACNB2 and
CACNA1D genes).

Discussion

In this study, we investigated the effects of drug targets for hypertensive conditions
in pregnancy on early infant outcomes. We derived novel summary data for early infant
outcomes in MoBa and, with publicly available summary data from the IEU OpenGWAS
database for the exposure, applied intergenerational within family MR. We found some
evidence that higher levels of maternal drug targets for treatments may improve early
infant outcomes. Our results for most outcomes were precise and suggest that many of the
drug protein targets, such as those for beta-adrenoreceptor blocking drugs, are unlikely to
have large detrimental effects on the infant outcomes within this study. Further, our
negative control exposure, paternal levels of drug targets, suggested that vasodilator
antihypertensive drugs targeting EDRNA gene had similar effects in mothers and fathers,
suggesting that these associations are unlikely to be due to intrauterine effects. There was
evidence that some genetically proxied maternal and paternal drugs targets differentially
affected offspring outcomes.

No antihypertensive within our positive control analysis demonstrated a reduced risk of
maternal hypertensive disorders of pregnancy. However, our estimates were imprecise.
Furthermore, these instruments were not selected as antihypertensive drug targets within a
pregnant population, and the mechanisms through which they act may differ.

Our results could be explained by horizontal pleiotropy (50), which occurs when a
genetic variant influences both the exposure (e.g., intrauterine drug exposure) and the
outcome (e.g. neonatal birthweight) through pathways other than the drug target of
interest, violating the exclusion restriction criteria. This bias can be toward or away from the
null (22,50).

The drug target genetic variants that may influence the offspring outcome via direct
inheritance. However, we adjusted for the offspring genetic variants, which should control
for direct genetic effects (22).

Assortative mating creates associations for a number of heritable phenotypes between
maternal and paternal genotypes (51). Typically, this inflates the estimated effect through
violation of the exclusion restriction criteria if there is assortment on the exposure of
interest. However, mothers and fathers are unlikely to assort on protein levels or blood
pressure (which is normally unobserved in younger populations). Thus, assortative mating is
unlikely to substantially impact our analyses. Evidence from analysis of siblings suggests that
biological traits (e.g., c-reactive protein) are less likely to be biased by population or familial
effects (52).

Population stratification, the systematic difference in allele frequencies and phenotypes
between subset of populations, may also confound MR estimates (53). Here the estimated
causal genetic to phenotypic effects may be spurious associations explained by ancestral
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differences (53,54). MoBa is a large, relatively homogenous European sample therefore it is
unlikely confounding due to population stratification greatly biases our findings (35,55).
Additionally, we adjusted for the top 20 principal components to minimise confounding due
to residual population stratification (53,55). Furthermore, population structure is likely to
affect maternal and paternal variants equally; thus cannot explain differential parental
findings between mothers and fathers.

We investigated the effects of drug targets as proxied by genetic variants known to
affect proteins targeted by these drugs. We cannot be certain that these genetic proxies for
drug exposure will have a comparable effect to taking the drug of interest. However, the
mechanism of action is likely to be the same.

MR has been used to predict maternal-neonatal effects within the literature, however,
these typically use summary-level data from unrelated individuals and do not link maternal-
exposure-neonatal outcomes or have genetic data from parent-offspring trios. A recent
paper implemented MR to investigate the safety of beta-adrenoreceptor-blocking drugs and
calcium channel blockers in pregnancy (30). These drug subclasses are typically the most
prescribed antihypertensive drugs during pregnancy. Yet there is still little evidence from
RCTs to evaluate the risks and benefits of use during pregnancy (56,57). They found
evidence to suggest that genetically proxied beta-adrenoreceptor blockers may reduce birth
weight. This relationship has been demonstrated in observational studies and is of clinical
concern for healthcare professionals and women when using this medication. Further, they
found that genetically proxied calcium channel blockers may reduce the risk of preeclampsia
and eclampsia.

We were able to address a limitation of their study through the inclusion of the neonatal
and paternal genotypes. This approach meant we could exclude pleiotropic effects via the
offspring and father. We found little evidence that these variants affected gestational
hypertension (i.e., via preeclampsia or eclampsia). Rather, we demonstrate a birthweight
lowering effect of genetically proxied beta-adrenoreceptor blockers may occur through the
offspring genotype. In contrast to their study, we found some evidence that increased
maternal genetically proxied beta-adrenoreceptor-blocking drug targets lowered the odds
of gestational hypertension. Further, we found little evidence that maternal genetically
proxied calcium channel blockers affected birthweight.

Our study has several strengths. First, MoBa is a large, extensive, and detailed parent-
offspring trio dataset. This enabled novel genetic investigation into potential intrauterine
effects whilst controlling for genetic confounding and pleiotropy by including offspring and
paternal genotype. Genotypic data has been passed through a strict quality control pipeline,
and batch effects and principal components may be adjusted for (39). Additionally, many
neonatal outcomes of interest to this study originate from a national birth registry and,
thus, are precisely measured with little missingness. Second, MR effect estimates are
interpreted as the effect of lifetime exposure (58). In the framework of our study, we aim to
mimic the effect of offspring exposure for the duration of the pregnancy to emulate
potential long-term exposure to maternal treatment. It is unlikely that maternal levels of
these proteins would have large biological effects outside of pregnancy. Third, we
implemented two-sample MR with non-overlapping samples, which increased statistical
power, alongside reducing the likelihood of ‘winners curse’ and weak instrument bias
(59,60). Additionally, in two-sample MR, weak instrument bias is towards the null, avoiding
false positive findings (17,60). Fourth, our neonatal outcomes of interest are immediate
after birth. Thus, it is temporally impossible for post-natal factors to affect these outcomes,
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avoiding additional confounding bias. Fifth, for the drug subclass in which we retained
multiple genetic instrument we performed IVW analysis to increase precision within
estimates and provide greater certainty to our results. The use of multiple SNPs also
increases the proportion of variance explained in the exposure by the instrument, increasing
statistical power (17). Finally, the instruments used in the SNP-exposure relationship were
found to be sufficiently strong.

This study has limitations. Genetic variants exert small lifetime effects relative to typical
drug exposure (i.e., larger over a specific period). Therefore, we anticipate our estimated
effect sizes may not directly equate to clinical results and encourage interpretation based
on the potential direction of effects, not the magnitude. Additionally, individual genetic
variants each explain a small proportion of the variation. Thus, although the instruments
were above the F-statistic threshold, we may have had insufficient power to detect clinically
meaningful effect sizes, however, we could discern conservative evidence of effect for some
maternal genetically proxied drug subclasses. Drug target MR is not equivalent to estimating
the impact of a pharmacological intervention, rather we focus on interpreting the estimated
direction of effect, not magnitude. Our results demonstrated many null findings; thus, we
found little evidence of increased offspring risk resulting from increased maternal genetic
drug proteins. We could not perform standard MR sensitivity analyses, such as weighted
median and weighted mode, to assess the exclusion restriction criterion as these require a
larger number of SNPs for the exposure (61). This is a common limitation of drug target MR
studies, however, this should be offset against the biological proximity of the genetic
variants, which reduces the likelihood of pleiotropic effects {(62). Moreover, it is possible
that maternal genetic variants affect neonatal outcomes via mechanisms other than protein
levels. These unintended off-target effects would not be encapsulated in our estimates.

In addition, this study required large-scale linked familial trio data to control for genetic
confounding adequately and have sufficient power to detect effects. After exclusions and
guality control, our sample size was reduced, which reduced statistical power. Further, we
could not investigate many drug subclasses that were initially identified. However, we had
sufficient statistical power to detect effects on many outcomes and could exclude clinically
meaningful effects for many negative control outcomes. There are currently few large
datasets where genetic for trios and phenotypic information is available for replication.
While the power of our study is naturally limited, this study provides proof of concept and a
framework for this approach to maternal-neonatal analyses, ideally via large-scale
international consortia.

MoBa is subject to selection bias as participants were recruited at the start of their
pregnancy. Although their characteristics generally reflect the demography of Norway,
mothers are older and in better health than the population (34,35,63). This may limit the
generalisability of our findings and introduce collider bias. However, selection is unlikely
based on genetic variants for protein levels, which are typically unknown to participants.

Conclusion

Systematic evidence and guidance regarding the use of prescriptive drugs in
pregnancy is severely lacking. Here, our results suggest that several antihypertensive drug
targets are unlikely to increase the risk of adverse offspring neonatal outcomes
substantially. We have provided a framework for future investigations of the effects of
intrauterine drug exposure on neonatal outcomes. This provides an additional source of
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evidence, which may be triangulated with observational analyses and RCTs, where
appropriate, to guide clinical decision-making.
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Identify relevant VMPs via NHS dm+d using BNF codes.

N= 1,163 VMPs

Determine the active drug substances.

N= 106 drug substances

Subset to drug substances with pharmacologically active gene target.

N= 87 drug substances

73 uniquely identified genes

Find the corresponding genomic position for the genes. Extract all SNPs in these
genomic regions from MoBa trio data.

N=23,022 SNPs

Extract all SNPs from the independent, unrestricted SBP GWAS.

N=9,837,128 SNPs

Subset the SBP GWAS to SNPs that overlap with MoBa data.

N=21,535 SNPs

Apply genome-wide significance threshold to the SBP SNPs that are available within
MoBa data.

N=292

Clump SNPs.

N=7
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