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Abstract
Objectives:

Genetic Risk scores (GRS) classify diabetes types, type 1 (T1D) and type 2 (T2D) in
Europeans but the power is limited in other ancestries. We explored the performance
of TIDGRS and potential reasons for inferior discrimination ability in diabetes-type

classification in Indians.
Research Design and Methods:

In a well-characterized Indian cohort comprising 645 clinically diagnosed T1D, 1153
T2D and 327 controls, we estimated the discriminative ability of TIDGRS (comprising
67 SNPs from Europeans) using receiver operating characteristics-area under the
curve (ROC-AUC). We also compared the islet autoantibody status (AA), frequency
and effect size of various HLA alleles/haplotypes between Indians and Europeans.

Results:

The T1IDGRS was discriminative of T1D from T2D and controls but the ability is lower
in Indians than Europeans (AUC=0.83 vs 0.92 respectively, p<0.0001). The TIDGRS
was higher in AA-positive patients compared to AA-negative patients [13.01 (12.79-
13.23) vs 12.09 (11.64-12.56)], p<0.0001) and showed greater discrimination in the
AA-positive T1D (ROC-AUC 0.85). While association of common HLA-DQA1~HLA-
DQB1 haplotypes with T1D is replicated, important differences in the risk allele
frequency, nature/direction and magnitude of association between Indians and

Europeans were noted.
Conclusions:

A T1DGRS derived from Europeans is discriminative of T1D in Indians, highlighting
similarity in heritability of T1D. Differences in allele frequency, effect size and
directionality, especially in the HLA region are important contributors to inferior
discrimination performance of T1DGRS in Indians. Further studies of diverse

populations may improve its performance.
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Introduction

Diabetes is a major non-communicable disease (NCD) characterized by insulin
resistance, deficient insulin secretion, or a combination of both. The two primary types
of diabetes, Type 1 (T1D) and Type 2 (T2D), account for approximately 98% of
diabetes cases worldwide'. While T1D commonly occurs in children, it can occur at
any age?34. In contrast, T2D is a lifestyle-related disorder that typically occurs later in
life, driven by factors such as obesity and insulin resistance. In Indians, T2D manifests
at lower body mass index (BMI) and an earlier age compared to individuals of
European descent, hence BMI and late-onset are no longer distinctive features of T2D,
particularly among Indians®. The overlapping clinical features between T1D and T2D
pose challenges in their accurate diagnosis which is critical since the optimal
treatments for these conditions differ significantly®. Misclassified T1D cases can lead
to severe complications, such as Diabetic Ketoacidosis, due to insufficient insulin
administration, and increased risk of chronic complications due to poor glycemic
control, thus, an early and precise diagnosis of T1D is crucial for effective management
and prevention of complications’. On the other hand, people with T2D commonly have
a relative insulin deficiency in the context of insulin resistance and may require a
combination of oral hypoglycemic drugs and insulin therapy for better glycaemic
control®. Apart from the age of presentation and C-peptide, islet autoantibody (AA)
testing has been employed to aid in the screening and diagnosis of T1D but is highly
expensive®10. Further, their levels keep fluctuating with the disease treatment and
duration, hence, there is a need to develop novel tools for accurate diagnosis.

In recent years, genetic risk scores (GRS) calculated from multiple risk genetic variants
have emerged as a promising tool for assessing an individual's genetic risk and
predicting disease susceptibility. The increasing popularity of polygenic scores stems
from their potential applications in both screening and diagnosis. Both T1D and T2D
have a strong hereditary component, but our knowledge regarding the genetic features
of T1D in the Indian population is limited, as most genome-wide association studies
(GWAS) have predominantly focused on individuals of European ancestry''-"3,
Further, the genetic architecture of the Indian population [South Asians (SAS)] differs
from that of Europeans*. We have earlier provided evidence of genetic and mutational

heterogeneity in other complex diseases in Indians®*. On similar lines, we recently
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replicated the discriminative ability of a 9-SNP T1DGRS (developed in Europeans) in

Indians but with lower power?’.

In this study, we used an adequately powered and well-characterized case (T1D and
T2D patients)-control cohort to investigate the possible reasons for the lower
classification power of the GRS. We specifically focused on understanding the unique
genetic architecture of Indians, reflecting significant differences in the risk allele
frequencies of these genetic variants (both HLA and non-HLA) in Indians to ensure
accurate risk assessment and improve diagnostic precision for T1D.

Study Design and Methods
Indian Cohorts

We included individuals of self-reported Indo-European ethnicity and classified them
using specific criteria as described below.

Type 1 diabetes (T1D)

The T1D cohort comprised 645 outpatients from the Diabetes Unit at KEMHRC, Pune,
India. Patients were tested for glucose, C-peptide levels, islet autoantibodies (AA)
including glutamic acid decarboxylase 65 (GADG65), insulinoma antigen 2 (1A2), and
zinc transporter 8 (ZNT8). In addition to the clinical history, patients with random C-
peptide concentrations below 600 pmol/L or positive for at least one AA within one
year of diagnosis were included. Patients with an age at diagnosis less than 9 months
and negative for AA were excluded. All T1D patients received insulin treatment from

diagnosis (Supplementary Figure 1).

Type 2 diabetes (T2D)

The T2D patients are from the WellGen study (n=1153) recruited at KEMHRC, Pune'®.
Briefly, T2D was defined based on the WHO1999 criteria, no history of ketoacidosis,
response to oral hypoglycemic agents, and no insulin treatment for 5 years after
diagnosis. Patients with possible exocrine pancreatic disease, monogenic diabetes
etc. were excluded (n=37), leaving 1116 T2D patients. These patients were classified
as T2D below 45 (n=788) and T2D above 45 (n=328) using age at diagnosis cut-off of
45 years.
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Controls

The controls were individuals without diabetes, verified using a 75g oral glucose
tolerance test (WHO1999). The control group included parents of children from the
Pune Children Study, which examined the relationship between a child's birth weight

and future risk of complex diseases'”-1°

European Cohort
Summary statistics from the Type 1 Diabetes Genetics Consortium (T1DGC) cohort

have been used in the study?.

Measurement of C-peptide and islet autoantibodies in T1D patients
Serum samples were used for all the measurements. We estimated random C-peptide
levels by direct electrochemiluminescence immunoassay (C-peptide kit, Roche
Diagnostics GmBH, Germany; lower detection limit: 3.3 pmol/L; CV=0.6% at 33
pmol/L) on a Cobas e411 analyzer?'. The islet autoantibodies were measured using a
commercial ELISA kit (RSR Limited, Cardiff, UK). Patients were labelled positive using
cut-off levels - GAD65 > 5 IU/ml, IA2 > 7.5 IU/ml and ZnT8 > 15 IU/ml.

High throughput genotyping and quality control analysis

We used Infinium Global Screening Array (GSA; lllumina Inc., USA) chips to generate
genotype data on ~6,50,000 SNPs in T1D patients and control participants as per
manufacturer’s guidelines (GSA-v1=280 T1D patients and GSA-v3=317 T1D patients
and 321 controls). Only overlapping SNPs between two chip versions were used for
further analysis. After initial quality control (QC) using Genome Studio 2.0, a sample
call rate of 95% and Gentrain >0.5, cluster separation >0.4 and AA/AB/BB Tdev < 0.06
were applied for the QC of SNP data. SNPs clustering poorly on Genome Studio were
removed?? resulting in data on 585,848 SNPs from GSA-v1 in 280 T1D patients and
594,542 SNPs from GSA-v3 in 313 cases and 317 controls (Supplementary Figure 1).
Both datasets were merged using the consensus call method in plink v1.9 resulting in
632,609 SNPs. Further QC was performed with filters, SNP call rate >95%, Hardy-
Weinberg equilibrium p-value <10 and minor allele frequency >1%23. The final
dataset for imputation included 369,275 SNPs from 593 T1D patients and 317 controls.

Genotype data on 1153 T2D patients was generated earlier using Affymetrix SNP 6.0
Chips (Affymetrix, CA, USA). After QC on 807,908 SNPs, using filters as described
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above, genotype data on 687,389 SNPs in 1116 T2D patients were used for further

analysis.

Genotype imputation

Genotype data from all the participants were prepared for imputation using willrayner
toolkit. Genotype data on T2D patients were imputed separately as the data was
generated on a different platform. Pre-phasing and imputation using the TOPMED R2
reference panel were performed with Eagle v2.4 and Minimac4 software respectively
in the NIH imputation server®*25. We applied R? >0.3 to select high-confidence
imputation calls that retained 23,308,678 SNPs in T1D patients and controls each and
26,887,891 SNPs in T2D patients. HLA Genotype Imputation with Attribute Bagging
(HIBAG) R package?® was employed to impute high-resolution four-digit classical HLA
alleles using HIBAG prefit classifiers and genotypes specific to the HLA region. We
used a GSA platform-specific prediction model, a multi-ethnic GSK-HLARES as the
reference panel and a posterior probability cut-off >0.7 to ensure reliable imputed calls.
The final dataset comprised 465 T1D patients (including 363 patients positive for at
least one islet autoantibody) and 235 normal subjects. Phasing the HLA-DQ
haplotypes (DQA1~DQB1) was done using Bridging ImmunoGenomic Data Analysis
Workflow Gaps R package?’. The European data QC analysis and imputation are
described in Sharp et al 2019% .

Generation of genetic risk scores

The methods for GRS generation are described previously?®2°. Due to low imputation
accuracy for some SNPs included in the TIDGRS (R? <0.3), we used proxy SNPs that
are in complete linkage disequilibrium (r’>=1 and D’=1 in the TOPMED data for SAS)
with the missing SNPs. We generated three TIDGRSs comprising 9, 30 and 67 SNPs
reported from European GWAS and compared their discriminative ability in Indian T1D
patients versus T2D patients and normal subjects. T2D GRS was calculated with 330
SNPs due to missing data and lack of LD proxies on 8 SNPs, out of 338 independent
hits selected from the largest multi-ancestry GWAS®.

Statistical analyses
The discriminative ability of GRSs was evaluated by calculating the area under the
curve (AUC) of the Receiver Operator Characteristic (ROC) curve and the confidence

interval using the delong method®'. The R packages, pROC and ROCit were used to
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estimate the ROC statistics and plot the curves®. A univariate logistic regression
model was applied for haplotype association analysis using T1D status as the outcome
variable and dosage of the haplotypes formed between HLA-DQA1 and HLA-DQBH1,
as the predictors. Youden's index was derived from sensitivity and specificity as a
performance metric. Z scores were calculated for TIDGRS and T2DGRS and used in
robust diagnosis of T1D patients (Figure 4A). The multivariate regression model
including T1D and T2D patients was employed to determine the predictive power of
the combined use of TIDGRS and T2DGRS. Wilcoxon signed-rank test was used to
compare TIDGRS and T2DGRS among diabetes groups. All statistical analyses were
performed using R version 4.2.0.

Results

Clinical and demographic details

As per the criteria mentioned above, there were 593 T1D patients, 1116 T2D patients
and 317 normal subjects. The gender distribution was largely similar in both patient
groups. Close to 1/4th of T1D patients were negative for all three islet autoantibodies.
Both autoantibody-negative and positive patients had similar age at diagnosis;
however, the autoantibody-positive T1D patients had three-fold higher mean C-peptide
levels than those negative for all islet autoantibodies (17.7 vs 6.2 pmol/L; P=0.067) but
did not reach statistical significance (Supplementary Table 1).

T1DGRS is discriminative of T1D in Indians but with lower ability than

Europeans

Our previous study demonstrated that a 9-SNPs T1IDGRS developed in Europeans, is
discriminative of T1D vs T2D in Indians, albeit with lower discrimination by ROC AUC
than Europeans'. On similar lines, the 9-SNPs T1DGRS discriminated T1D from T2D
patients and controls (ROC-AUC (95%Cl); 0.77 (0.75-0.79) and 0.77 (0.74-0.80)
respectively) in the larger sample size in this study. The classification power using the
67 SNPs T1DGRS in T1D vs T2D [0.82 (0.80-0.85)] and T1D vs controls [0.83 (0.81-
0.86)] was significantly higher compared to the 9-SNPs T1DGRS (P=1.28x10?) and
30-SNPs T1DGRS (P=1.40x10). Hence, we conducted all further analyses with the
67-SNP T1DGRS (termed T1DGRS). Further, the density plot of TIDGRS, grouped
based on diabetes types shows a clear separation of T1D from T2D patients
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(P=7.46x10"1%) and controls (P=4.06x10%") (Figure 1B) whereas T2D patients and
controls had a similar distribution (P=0.86). However, T1IDGRS-based discrimination
of Indian T1D with non-T1D was still lower than the Europeans (0.92 vs 0.83,
P<0.0001). We noted significant differences in the risk allele frequency at these
variants and their effect size between Indians and Europeans. A statistically significant
association with T1D was noted for 30 out of 67 SNPs and many showed a difference
of 1.5 fold in the ORs (Supplementary Table 2). The remaining SNPs, though
directionally consistent, did not replicate (p>0.05) in Indians. These observations
strengthen our hypothesis of variable risk allele frequency and effect size as one of
the reasons for the lower discriminatory potential of TIDGRS in Indians.

The frequency and effect size of T1D-associated HLA-DQ haplotypes

are different in Indians

Out of 23 HLA-DQ haplotypes identified on 465 Indian T1D patients and 235 normal
subjects, only 12 had a frequency >0.05%. Association analysis showed two
haplotypes, DQA1*03:01~DQB1*03:02 and DQA1*05:01~DQB1*02:01 associated
with T1D risk. The remaining ten are protective, which is directionally consistent with
the Europeans (Figure 2A; Supplementary Table 3). While the majority of common
haplotypes had comparable effect sizes and frequencies between the two ancestries,
there were important differences. The most common protective HLA-DQ haplotype
DQA1*01:02~DQB1*06:02 present in 14% of Europeans, was detected in only 1.5%
of Indians (Figure 2B). In contrast, another protective HLA-DQ haplotype,
DQA1*01:03~DQB1*06:01 was significantly more prevalent in Indians compared to
Europeans (20.6% vs 0.4%), although the effect size was similar between the two
populations. We noted that the effect size of the risk haplotype
DQA1*05:01~DQB1*02:01 in Indians was twice that in Europeans [7.78, 95%CI (5.29-
11.83) vs 3.17 95%CIl (2.99-3.37); P=1.4x10"?%. Further, it was inverse for the other
risk haplotype DQA1*03:01~DQB1*03:02, where Indians had significantly lower effect
size than Europeans [2.52, 95%CI (1.76-3.68) vs 6.22, 95%CI (5.80-6.66); P=9.6x10"
. Inclusion of DRB1 in the above two risk haplotypes, namely,
DRB1*03:01~DQA1*05:01~DQB1*02:01 (DR3-DQ2) and the
DRB1*04:01~DQA1*03:01~DQB1*03:02 (DR4-DQ8) also showed similar differences
in the effect size between Indians and Europeans. Further, the T1D risk was several-
fold higher for individuals compound heterozygous for this combination. We also noted
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that another protective haplotype DQA1*01:04~DQB1*05:03 in the Europeans did not
show any association in the Indians (P=0.94). Overall, these differences in the
frequency and effect size of HLA-DQ haplotypes may account for the lower

discriminative ability of TIDGRS in Indians compared to Europeans.

The discriminative ability of TIDGRS in Indians is related to Islet

autoantibody status and HLA SNPs

ROC-AUC analysis using T1IDGRS showed better power to discriminate T1D patients
positive for at least one islet autoantibody (T1D AA Pos; n=448) from T2D patients
[0.85 (0.83-0.87)] (Figure 3A) and the controls [0.86 (0.83-0.88)], compared to all T1D
patients taken together (Figure 1A). In contrast, the power of TIDGRS to separate
T1D patients negative for all three autoantibodies (T1D AA Neg; n=145) from T2D
patients and controls was significantly lower [(0.75 (0.70-0.80) and (0.70 (0.65-0.76)]
respectively. Interestingly, the mean T1DGRS was higher for islet autoantibody-
positive T1D patients compared to those negative for any islet autoantibody (13.0 vs
12.1; P=4.5x10*). Similar results were obtained using the 9-SNP and 30-SNP
T1DGRS with the above subgroup of T1D patients based on their islet autoantibody
status (Supplementary Table 4). The inclusion of T2DGRS in the multivariate model
did not improve the discriminatory power in either group, ruling out the possibility of
autoantibody-negative T1D patients having T2D. These observations stress the
important relationship between the polygenic score, islet autoantibody status and its
discriminative ability.

We further investigated the independent discriminative ability of HLA SNPs
(HLAT1DGRS; n=35) (Figure 3B) and non-HLA SNPs (non-HLAT1DGRS; n=32)
(Figure 3C) included in the TIDGRS. The classification power of HLA T1DGRS was
significantly higher for T1D AA Pos than for T1D AA Neg with T2D patients [(0.83
(0.81-0.86) vs 0.73 (0.68-0.78); P=1.4x10%*] but remained similar for non-HLA
T1DGRS [(0.64 (0.61-0.67) vs 0.63 (0.58-0.67); P=0.56)]. Similar results were noted
between T1D patients and controls, based on patients’ islet autoantibody status
(Supplementary Table 5). The T2DGRS had similar power in classifying T2D from T1D
patients and non-diabetic controls [0.66 (0.63-0.69)] suggesting a limited utility of
T2DGRS in robust discrimination (Supplementary Figure 2, Supplementary Table 6).

However, keeping a cut-off of 45 years of age, the early onset T2D patients had higher
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T2DGRS thanthose with later onset (20.9 vs 20.8; P=1.7x103). Thus, two major types
of diabetes can be discriminated by the independent use of TIDGRS (P=7.5x10-"%)
and T2DGRS (P=6.2x10-?") with different power; however, their combined use does

not seem to provide any additional advantage.

To explore the utility of TIDGRS as an independent marker for robust diagnosis of
T1D, we divided it into deciles in T1D patients and controls and calculated its sensitivity
and specificity at each threshold (Supplementary Table 7). Using the median TIDGRS
in controls (8.48) as the cut-off provides 52% sensitivity and 90% specificity. The best
discriminative power was obtained at the T1IDGRS of 11.37 which translates to the
maximum Youden index of 0.59 and corresponds to 83% sensitivity and 75%
specificity. The same in Europeans was noted at TIDGRS of 12.36 showing 89%
sensitivity and 79% specificity?®, indicating that population-specific thresholds are

needed for the clinical utility of TIDGRS in other ancestries.

Conclusions

It is known that phenotypic overlap between two major diabetes subtypes, T1D and
T2D, especially in Indians, and the absence of sensitive and affordable markers
creates uncertainties in robust diagnosis. This leads to clinical consequences as the
optimal treatments differ for them. This study is an extension of our previous work
showing the transferability of European-derived T1DGRS to discriminate T1D and T2D
in Indians. We present four interesting observations from this study, 1) Using an
adequately powered cohort and better TIDGRS comprising 67 SNPs, we demonstrate
that the discriminative ability of the T1DGRS remains lower in Indians compared to the
Europeans, 2) significant differences in the nature and distribution of HLA
alleles/haplotypes and variability in their effect sizes exist between Indians and
Europeans, which could contribute to the lower classification power of TIDGRS, 3)
close to 1/4"" of Indian T1D patients are negative for islet autoantibody and HLA alleles
in T1D patients correlate with their islet autoantibody status, and, 4) the discriminative
ability of TIDGRS is lower in islet autoantibody negative T1D patients than those
positive for any islet autoantibody, and these patients also have low T2D genetic risk
suggesting the possibility of non-autoimmune pathogenesis or a non-classical T1D
presentation. Combined, they may be responsible for the lower discriminatory potential
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of European-derived T1IDGRS in Indians and raise important questions about the
intersection of genetics, ethnicity, and health disparities in diabetes.

To the best of our knowledge, T1IDGRS is the best predictive polygenic risk score
marker ever shown for any disease or trait in Indians. Our results are consistent with
other published studies suggesting that GRS portability from European studies may
work well for South Asians compared to other ancestries such as East Asians or
Africans®? but there are important differences between Indians and Europeans. It is
worth noting that although better than the 9-SNP T1DGRS, the discriminative ability of
the latest TIDGRS (using 67-SNPs) using a larger sample size continued to be lower
in Indians. We found significant differences in risk allele frequencies and effect size of
several T1D-associated SNPs between Indian and European subjects.

Variations in the HLA genes, especially DQA1 and DQB1 genes, are known to have a
strong risk association with T1D and thus may have a big impact on the classification
power of TIDGRS?8. In contrast to 5 SNPs (17%) from the HLA region in the 30-SNP
T1DGRS (the earlier GRS), the 67 SNP T1DGRS included 35 HLA SNPs (52%).
Further, the haplotypes formed between HLA-DQA1 and HLA-DQB1 had the highest
weightage in TIDGRS. We observed significant differences in HLA-DQ haplotype
frequencies between Indians and Europeans, especially a significantly lower
frequency of the  strongest  European T1D protective haplotype
DQA1*01:02~DQB1*06:02 in Indian controls and a significant variation in the effect
size at two T1D risk haplotypes (DQA1*02:01~DQB1*05:01 and
DQA1*03:01~DQB1*03:02) between Indians and Europeans. This further strengthens
our earlier observation of a higher effect of DR3 than DR4 in Indians which is inverse
in Europeans. Although the haplotypes are identified using the tag SNPs of DR3 and
DR4, observations from the HLA haplotype analysis in this study are highly robust
since we have used the four-digit haplotype in contrast to commonly used two-digit
haplotype in all previous T1D studies from India. Recent reports demonstrate that four-
digit HLA typing gives information on exact nucleotide variation and provides additional

information that two-digit HLA typing lacks34.

It is difficult to speculate the exact reason for the differences in the nature of the
association of individual haplotypes with T1D between Indians and Europeans; it may
be surmised to be due to evolutionary dynamics shaping the survival of a population.
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Environmental disturbances are a major reason for the persistence of multiple alleles
in a population, as no single allele confers protection against all diseases. Peculiarities
of the Indian diet, gut microbiome and different genetic constitutions, e.g., nature and
distribution of fucosyltransferase2 genetic variants further strengthen the
argument®®. These findings are also supported by other multi-ancestry studies
showing that HLA haplotypes conferring T1D risk vary among the populations®. This
evidence suggests that care should be taken in applying European-derived GRS in
Indians and other non-European populations. This is further substantiated by the fact
that although the latest TIDGRS score is reasonably similar in Indians and Europeans
(11.37 vs 12.36 respectively), the Indian score has lower sensitivity and specificity than
the Europeans. Thus, population-specific thresholds are needed for the clinical

utilization of TIDGRS in other ancestries.

Our results demonstrate that TIDGRS has a good ability to discriminate between T1D
and T2D patients. However, it may be difficult to diagnose T1D patients negative for
all three islet autoantibodies correctly as their clinical phenotype overlaps with early-
onset T2D. Consistent with the previous reports, the prevalence of islet autoantibody
negative T1D patients was ~25% compared to 5-10% in the Europeans®’38. This
leaves a large chunk of T1D patients at risk of inaccurate diagnosis if only islet
autoantibodies are used for Indian T1D patients. Thus T1DGRS is a good marker to
facilitate the diagnosis as we show its utility in discrimination irrespective of the islet
autoantibody status. Given the high prevalence of autoantibody-negative T1D patients
and variability in genetic association (Supplementary Table 3), a genome-wide
association study on a well-powered Indian cohort needs to be conducted.

Strengths and Limitations

Our study has several strengths and few limitations. Patients included in the study
were diagnosed using internationally accepted criteria and both cases and controls
belonged to the same ethnicity (Indo-Europeans; one of the major population
subgroups in India), confirming that results are unlikely to be affected by possible
population substructure. One of the limitations could be the failure to estimate islet
autoantibodies “At Diagnosis” for all T1D patients which might have overestimated the
percentage of autoantibody negative patients since many autoantibody positive
patients turn negative with treatment. However, the proportion of T1D patients
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negative for all three islet autoantibodies is comparable to other studies in India where

autoantibodies were measured at diagnosis®®.

In this study, we demonstrate the utility of TIDGRS in differentiating T1D patients from
T2D patients. We also provide evidence of diversity and varying strength of association
of both HLA alleles/haplotypes and several SNPs in non-HLA regions in Indians that
is likely pivotal for the lower discriminative ability of TIDGRS in Indians. This study
highlights an urgent need for further research to identify specific genetic risk variants
and molecular pathways contributing to T1D and T2D across diverse populations that
may provide more equitable and inclusive approaches to diabetes care.
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Figure 1: Discriminative ability of T1D genetic risk score in Indians. A: ROC curves
indicating the discriminatory power of TIDGRS between T1D vs T2D and T1D vs
Controls. B: Density plot showing how well TIDGRS separates T1D from T2D as well
as controls. Colors indicate groups, the width represents the distribution and height
indicates frequency. AUC, area under curve; ROC, receiver operating characteristic;
T1D, type 1 diabetes; T2D, type 2 diabetes; FPR, false positive rate; TPR, true positive

rate; GRS, genetic risk score.
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Figure 2: Comparison of frequency and the effect size of T1D-associated common
HLA-DQ haplotypes between Indians and Europeans. A: Bar graph comparing the
frequencies of 12 HLA-DQ haplotypes in Indian and European Controls; B: Forest plot
showing differences in effect size distribution of 12 HLA-DQ haplotypes in Indians and
Europeans. Circles and error bars represent the mean effect size (Beta estimate) and
95% confidence intervals respectively. The size of the circle represents the haplotype
frequency in the controls. Indian T1D patients are considered only if at least one of the
islet antibodies (GADG5, |IA2, ZnT8) is positive.T1D, type 1 diabetes.
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Figure 3: Discriminative ability of TIDGRS in Islet Autoantibody Positive (T1D AA
Pos) and Autoantibody Negative (T1D AA Neg) patients. Autoantibody positive
indicates positivity for at least one autoantibody (GAD65, IA2 and ZnT8) and those
negative for all three autoantibodies were labeled as Autoantibody negative. TIDGRS
was constructed by including A: all SNPs (n=67), B: Only HLA SNPs (n=35) and C: Only
non-HLA SNPs (n=32). Density plot shows the discriminative ability using D: all SNPs,
E: Only HLA SNPs and F: Only non-HLA SNPs. AUC, area under curve; T1D, type 1
diabetes; T2D, type 2 diabetes; FPR, false positive rate; TPR, true positive rate; GRS,

genetic risk score.
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Figure 4: Differentiation of diabetes subtypes using T1D and T2DGRS (Z score).
A: Box plots of T1ID and T2DGRS (Z score) in two subtypes of diabetes. Data
represented as median, IQR and whiskers represent the range (excluding outliers). B:
T1D and T2DGRS plotted against each other to show the stratification of diabetes
subtypes. Circles and error bars represent the Z-scored mean and 95% confidence
intervals of TIDGRS (horizontal) and T2DGRS (vertical) respectively. Autoantibody
positive (T1D AA Pos) indicates positivity for at least one autoantibody (GAD65, IA2 and
ZnT8) and those negative for all three were labeled as Autoantibody negative (T1D AA
Neg). T2D patients diagnosed before and after 45 years of age were denoted as T2D
Below 45 and T2D Above 45 respectively. T1D, type 1 diabetes; T2D, type 2 diabetes;

IQR, interquartile range; GRS, genetic risk score.
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Supplementary Figure 2: Forest plot showing differences in the effect size
distribution of common HLA-DQ haplotypes between Indian and European T1D
patients. Circles and error bars represent the mean effect size (Beta estimate) and 95%
confidence intervals respectively. The size of the circle represents the haplotype
frequency in the controls. Only T1D patients positive for at least one of the islet
autoantibodies (GADG65, IA2, ZnT8) were. T1D, type 1 diabetes.
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Supplementary Figure 3: ROC curves indicating the power of T2DGRS in
discriminating between T2D vs T1D and T2D vs Controls. AUC, area under curve;
T1D, type 1 diabetes; T2D, type 2 diabetes; ROC, receiver operating characteristic;
FPR, false positive rate; TPR, true positive rate; GRS, genetic risk score.
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