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Abstract

Background: Thoracic aortic dissection is a life-threatening condition that often occurs
in the presence of aortic dilation. Despite a known association between ascending aortic
diameter (AscAoD) and dissection risk, predicting dissection risk remains challenging.
Objectives: Determine whether common variant genetics can be used to improve
identification of individuals most at risk for dissection.

Methods: A genome wide association study (GWAS)-by-subtraction was performed to
characterize the diameter-independent genetics of thoracic aortic dissection by
subtracting a GWAS of aortic diameter (AoD) from a GWAS of thoracic aortic aneurysm
and dissection (TAAD). A polygenic risk score (PRS) was calculated using the PRS-
Continuous Shrinkage statistical package and evaluated for its ability to predict aortic
dissection. The primary analytic cohort was Penn Medicine Biobank (PMBB) which
comprises volunteers consenting to linkage of health records with biospecimens,
including DNA which has undergone genome-wide genotyping; additional analyses
were performed in the National Institutes of Health All of Us (AoU) cohort.

Results: We identified 43 significant genetic risk loci in our GWAS-by-subtraction and
derived a “Dissection-PRS.” In the PMBB, the Dissection-PRS associated with an
increased risk of prevalent dissection (odds ratio [OR]=2.13 per 1 standard deviation
[sd] increase in Dissection-PRS, 95% confidence interval [CI] 1.91 to 2.39, P<0.001),
These results were consistent when excluding individuals with pathogenic or likely
pathogenic variants in established aortopathy genes. When adjusting for clinical risk
factors including ascending aortic diameter, the association of the Dissection-PRS with

prevalent dissection attenuated but remained significant (OR=1.62 per 1 sd increase in
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PRS, 95% CI 1.36 to 1.94, P<0.001). The addition of the PRS to a model containing
age, sex, clinical risk factors, and ascending aortic diameter substantially improved
model discrimination (base model area under the receiver operator characteristic curve
[AUROC]=0.676, 95% CI 0.651 to 0.702; with addition of PRS AUROC=0.723, 95% ClI
0.702 to 0.744). Analysis in AoU demonstrated similar findings.

Conclusions: A common-variant PRS can predict aortic dissection in a diverse

population.
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Abbreviations

AoD Aortic diameter

AscAoD Ascending aortic diameter

AUROC Area under the receiver operator characteristic curve
Cl Confidence interval

CT Computed tomography

CRF Clinical Risk Factors

DesAoD Descending aortic diameter

PRS Polygenic risk score

ROC Receiver operator characteristic curve

SEM Structural equation modeling

TAAD Thoracic aortic aneurysm and dissection

TTE Transthoracic echocardiography
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Main Text
Introduction

Thoracic aortic dissection is characterized by tearing of the intimal layer of the
thoracic aorta, more commonly in the ascending portion (Stanford Type A dissection),
leading to formation of a false lumen resulting in antegrade and/or retrograde
malperfusion.’ Dissection has an incidence rate of approximately 3-10 per 100,000
individuals annually,?® and although rare, acute dissection can have devastating health
consequences with 30-day mortality rates ranging from 17% to more than 50% when
considering out-of-hospital deaths.®** Currently, individuals with dilated or aneurysmal
thoracic aortas are treated with aggressive blood pressure management and serial
imaging with elective surgical repair at ascending thoracic aortic diameters (AscAoD) >
5-5.5 cm.*? However, it has become increasingly evident by the prevalence of dissection
among individuals with AscAoD < 5.5 cm that this size cutoff alone is insufficient to
guide clinical decision making.*?

Dissection, along with ascending and descending thoracic aortic aneurysms, are
included in the group of related conditions referred to as thoracic aortic aneurysm and
dissection (TAAD). Rare pathogenic (P) or likely pathogenic (LP) variants in several
Mendelian aortopathy genes associated with hereditary TAAD (HTAAD) are causally
linked to familial and/or syndromic disease.'*** Notably, due to overwhelming genetic
risk, the size threshold for surgical intervention to prevent dissection is lower among
individuals with P/LP rare variants in a subset of aortopathy genes associated with
familial or syndromic disease.'? Despite TAAD being historically thought of as a

Mendelian disease, approximately 80% of cases of TAAD occur among individuals
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without evidence of heritable disease.'® Recent genome-wide association studies
(GWAS) have identified dozens of common single nucleotide variants (SNVS)
associated with increased thoracic aortic diameter (AoD),"*® and TAAD.* To
characterize common variant risk, polygenic risk scores (PRS) have been constructed
from these GWAS data using different methodologies and have shown consistent
association with prevalent and incident thoracic aortic disease in different biobank
cohorts.*"*

In this study, we utilized Genomic-Structural Equation Modeling (Genomic-SEM)
to perform a GWAS-by-subtraction to determine the diameter independent common
genetic variants associated with dissection. This procedure revealed 43 genome-wide
significant genetic risk loci associated with diameter-independent thoracic aortic
disease. From this GWAS we generated a “Dissection-PRS” that better associates with
prevalent dissection compared to existing PRSs. Using this novel Dissection-PRS, we

were able to predict individuals who are most at risk of dissection independent of other

clinical factors, including aortic size.

Methods
Study Population
PMBB

The Penn Medicine BioBank is a genomic and precision medicine cohort
comprising participants who receive care in the Penn Medicine health system and who
consent to linkage of electronic health records with biospecimens, including 43,731 with

DNA which has undergone whole exome sequencing and 43,623 which has undergone
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146  genome-wide genotyping (pmbb.med.upenn.edu).”® Among these individuals, 7,947
147 have had at least one transthoracic echocardiography (TTE) study with a recorded
148 measurement of AscAoD or a computed tomography (CT) scan with an interpretable
149 aortic diameter. Details of the genetic acquisition, quality control, and assignment of
150 population groups are included in the Supplemental Methods.
151
152 Allof Us
153 The All of Us (AOU) research program is a multi-site, prospective cohort study in

154  the United States.” The enrollment process included a physical examination and

155 biospecimen collection, with follow-up based on electronic health record (EHR) records
156 and surveys. All participants provided written, informed consent. Analysis of AOU was
157 considered exempt by the UCSF IRB (#22-37715). Further information regarding

158 genetic information and data analysis of the AOU cohort are provided in the

159 Supplemental Methods.

160

161 Primary outcome in the PMBB

162 The primary outcome of our study was thoracic aortic dissection. Dissection was
163 defined either as >2 outpatient or >1 inpatient encounters coded with International

164 Classification of Diseases, 10" Revision (ICD10) diagnosis codes 171.01 or 171.03, or
165 International Classification of Diseases, Ninth Revision (ICD9) codes 441.01 or 441.03.
166

167 Clinical Covariate Selection
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168 Previous studies have identified several clinical variables as risk factors for

169 ascending thoracic aortic dilation and/or dissection.?>? From these studies, we selected
170 those covariates that are most easily and universally assessed, referred to as clinical
171 risk factors (CRF), including height, weight, body mass index (BMI), body surface area
172  (BSA), systolic blood pressure (SBP), diastolic blood pressure (DBP), and heart rate
173 (HR). For each individual, the mean value of each covariate taken over time was used
174  in the analysis. In a subset of the analyses, we also used AscAoD as measured by
175 either TTE, or computed tomography (CT). Participant TTE measurements were derived
176  from clinical echocardiography reports recorded in EHR. CT measurements were

177  derived using automated segmentation of the ascending aorta as previously

178  described.”

179

180 Genome Wide Association Study

181 GWAS-by-subtraction was performed using Genomic-Structural Equation

182  Modeling (SEM), as previously described.?” Genomic-SEM is a flexible modeling

183 framework that allows a user to create systems of equations to model relationships
184 between the genetic components of observed traits and related latent traits. Because
185 TAAD comprises both aortic aneurysm (i.e. large aortic diameter) and dissection, we
186 posited that subtracting the genetic contribution of aortic size from TAAD would isolate
187 the genetics of aortic dissection. Using publicly available summary statistics from

188 GWAS of TAAD, ascending aortic diameter (AscAoD),'” and descending aortic

189  diameter (DesAoD)" (summary information in Supplemental Table 1) we employed

190 the genomic-SEM framework to perform GWAS-by-subtraction based on a Cholesky
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decomposition model that subtracts out the genetic covariance contributed by multiple
related traits resulting in a novel GWAS of latent traits.?® This allowed us to identify
variants uniquely associated with TAAD and independent of AscAoD or DesAoD.*

The objective of this method was to estimate the association with TAAD
independent of that variant’s association with AscAoD and DesAoD for each genetic
variant identified in the TAAD parent GWAS. To do this, the Cholesky decomposition
model (Supplemental Figure 1) regressed each genetic variant on three latent factors:
one defined as all aortic diameter plus TAAD (AscAoD + DesAoD + TAAD), a second
defined as descending aortic diameter + TAAD — ascending aortic diameter [(DesAoD +
TAAD) — AscAoD], and a third defined as diameter-independent TAAD (TAAD —
(AscAoD + DesAoD)), which we posit represents dissection alone. In creating such a
model, we assume that all genetic variants that affect thoracic aortic diameter also
affect TAAD. The analysis allows for three paths by which a genetic variant can affect
TAAD: first, mediated through aortic diameter + the TAAD latent trait (Latent Trait 1);
second, mediated through just the DesAoD + TAAD) — AscAoD latent trait (Latent Trait
2), and finally mediated through the diameter-independent TAAD latent trait (Latent Trait
3), our latent trait of focus. Each genetic variant was regressed on each latent trait to
determine the effect size specific to the latent trait of interest. Independent lead loci for
the diameter-independent TAAD latent trait were then selected using P<5x10°®, a radius

of 250kb, and an LD threshold of r><0.001.

Polygenic risk score creation
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213 PRS-CSx-auto® was used to construct a PRS for each of the following traits: 1)
214  AscAoD from a GWAS performed among 38,694 UKB participants;*’ 2) TAAD from a
215 GWAS among a diverse population of 461,669 MVP participants (8,626 cases, 453,043
216  disease-free controls);*® 3) thoracic aortic dissection (“Dissection-PRS”) using our

217 GWAS-by-subtraction summary statistics described above. These are described further

218 inthe Supplemental Methods.

219 To apply each PRS in the PMBB, individual participant scores were calculated
220 using pgsc_calc, a pipeline developed by the PGS Catalog that computes individual
221  scores by combining imputed genotypes with PRS weights.** As allele frequency

222  differences across diverse populations can influence PRS distribution and limit

223  accuracy, pgsc_calc allows a genetic principal component (PC)-based method to

224  normalize scores across populations by adjusting the mean and variance relative to the
225 1000 Genomes Project and Human Genomes Diversity Project (HGDP).* In this

226  approach, a PC space is created using reference populations and a PRS is modeled as
227  alinear function of the PCs. Score residuals are calculated as the difference between
228 the observed and predicted PRS, and then divided by the standard deviation of the

229 residuals. This ensures that the adjusted PRS values have a mean of 0 when

230 considering the influence of population diversity. To adjust for the variations in PRS
231 range, the variance of the residuals is modeled as a function of the PCs, and then is
232 used to normalize the residual PRS. The variance of the final PRS values distribution is
233 therefore approximately 1 across all populations.

234

235 Prediction model creation
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236 Using the selected clinical covariates and the Dissection-PRS we created, we
237  derived the following six regression models to predict dissection in the PMBB:
238 1) Age + Sex + genetic PC1-PC5 (Age + Sex model)
239 2) Age + Sex + genetic PC1-PC5 + Clinical Risk Factors (Age + Sex + CRF
240 model)
241 3) Age + Sex + genetic PC1-PC5 + Clinical Research Factors + Dissection-PRS
242 (Age + Sex + CRF + PRS model)
243 4) Age + Sex + genetic PC1-PC5 + Clinical Research Factors + AscAoD (Age +
244 Sex + CRF + AscAoD model)
245 5) Age + Sex + genetic PC1-PC5 + Clinical Research Factors + AscAoD +
246 Dissection-PRS (Age + Sex + CRF + AscAoD + PRS model)

247  Prediction model cross-validation and statistical testing is described in the

248 Supplemental Methods.

249

250  Statistical Analysis

251 Multivariable logistic regression was employed to evaluate the risk of prevalent
252  dissection associated with the Dissection-PRS adjusting for age, sex, and genetic PCs
253 1-5. Incident dissection was modeled with Cox proportional hazards model with the R
254  survival package,® and including the same covariates as above. Where described,
255  other covariates were added to specific analyses. All statistical analyses were performed

256 in R version 4.3.2 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria).

257 Results

258  Study population for PRS Analysis
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The primary analysis was performed in the Penn Medicine BioBank (PMBB).
There were 43,249 patrticipants in the analytic cohort (Table 1), of which 262 individuals
had a diagnosis of aortic dissection. Of those with a dissection 86 (33%) were female,
76 (29%) were genetically similar to the 1000 Genomes Project (1000G) African
reference population (AFR), and the median age at analysis of individuals was 63.4
years (interquartile range [IQR]: 53.9-71.1 years). Among those without a diagnosis of
dissection, 21,576 (50%) were female, 11,035 (26%) were genetically similar to the
1000G AFR reference population, and the median age at analysis was 57.2 years (IQR:
42.5-67.2 years). Overall, individuals with a diagnosis of dissection had greater median
height (175.3 cm compared to 170.2 cm), weight (86.2 kg compared to 83.0 kg), body
mass index (BMI) [28.5 compared to 28.2], body surface area (BSA) [2.02 m? compared
to 1.96 m?], and systolic blood pressure (127.5 mmHg compared to 126.3 mmHg).
Concurrently, individuals with a diagnosis of dissection had a lower median diastolic
blood pressure (70.7 mmHg compared to 74.0 mmHg) and heart rate (73.9 beats per
minute [bpm] compared to 77.2 bpm).

Replication analyses were performed in the AOU cohort. There were 245,149
participants in this cohort, 133,444 of whom were genetically similar to the 1000G
European reference population (EUR) and 56,870 genetically similar to the 1000G AFR
reference population. Of the 205 individuals with diagnosis of dissection, 114 were
genetically similar to the 1000G EUR reference population and 65 were genetically

similar to the 1000G AFR reference population.

Genome-wide association study-by-subtraction
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Previously, we published a GWAS of TAAD performed among a diverse
population in the Million Veterans Program (MVP) that identified 21 genetic risk loci
associated with TAAD.* Similarly, we published a GWAS of AscAoD and DesAoD in
the UK Biobank that identified 82 (AscAoD) and 47 (DesAoD) independent loci,
respectively.’’” In an attempt to better characterize the pathologic variants associated
with dissection but independent from thoracic AoD, we performed a GWAS-by-
subtraction®’ using the Genomic-SEM framework® to model the genetics of a novel
latent trait referred to as “diameter-independent dissection”. Using this methodology, we
identified 43 independent risk loci that reached genome-wide significance and were
primarily associated with thoracic aortic dissection independently of their effects on
aortic diameter, (Figure 1, Supplemental Tables 2-3, Supplemental Figures 2-5)

described further in the Supplemental Results.

Polygenic risk score association with prevalent thoracic aortic dissection

To determine whether we could use genetic information to better predict
dissection, we used our GWAS-by-subtraction summary statistics to create a diameter-
independent dissection PRS, referred to as the “Dissection-PRS.” Individuals in the
PMBB, an independent cohort of patients separate from the parent GWAS included in
the GWAS-by-subtraction, were then used to assess the PRS association with prevalent
thoracic aortic dissection (Central Illlustration).

Compared to individuals without a diagnosis of dissection (median PRS = 0.03,
95% CI = 0.01 to 0.04), individuals with a diagnosis of dissection had a significantly

higher median PRS (0.88, 95% CI 0.68 to 1.06, P=1.07x10"%) [Supplemental Figure


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312895
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312895; this version posted September 1, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint

305

306

307

308

309

310

311

312

313

314

315

316

317

318

319

320

321

322

323

324

325

326

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

15

6]. To further characterize the strength of the Dissection-PRS, we compared its
association with prevalent dissection in the PMBB to the association of either a TAAD-
PRS or AscAoD-PRS. Compared to the AscAoD-PRS (OR=1.27 per 1 sd increase in
PRS, 95% CI 1.13 to 1.44, P<0.001) and the TAAD-PRS (OR=1.34 per 1 sd increase in
PRS, 95% CI 1.19 to 1.51, P<0.001), the Dissection-PRS had a profoundly stronger
association with prevalent dissection (OR=2.13 per 1 sd increase in PRS, 95% CIl 1.91
to 2.39, P<0.001) [Central Illustration]. This was consistent when individuals were
stratified by genetically similar population group (EUR: OR=1.93 per 1 sd increase in
PRS, 95% CI 1.67 to 2.23, P<0.001; AFR: OR=2.61 per 1 sd increase in PRS, 95% CI
2.14 to 3.18, P<0.001; Meta: OR=2.14 per 1 sd increase in PRS, 95% CI 1.91 to 2.41,
P<0.001) [Supplemental Figure 7], and when individuals carrying pathogenic/likely
pathogenic (P/LP) HTAAD gene variants were excluded from the analysis (OR=2.15 per
1 sd increase in PRS, 95% CI 1.91 to 2.42, P<0.001) [Supplemental Figure 8].

To validate our findings, analyses were replicated in the AOU cohort with genetic
data (N=245,149, including 132 participants with prevalent dissection). In this cohort,
the Dissection-PRS remained robustly associated with prevalent dissection (OR=1.48,
95% CI 1.27 to 1.74, P<0.001). When stratified by population group, similar results were
observed in the EUR population that included 73 cases of prevalent dissection
(OR=1.89, 95% CI 1.52 to 2.34, P<0.001), however the association was not statistically
significant among AFR population that included 38 cases of dissection (OR=1.09, 95%
C10.82to 1.45, P=0.57). We conclude that the Dissection-PRS strongly associates with

prevalent dissection in PMBB across diverse populations, has been externally validated


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312895
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312895; this version posted September 1, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint

327

328

329

330

331

332

333

334

335

336

337

338

339

340

341

342

343

344

345

346

347

348

349

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

16

in AOU though with an attenuated effect in the AFR population, and is independent of
P/LP HTAAD gene variants.
Effect of Dissection-PRS when adjusting for known risk factors

To determine if the Dissection-PRS was independently associated with prevalent
dissection independent of other risk factors, we performed multivariable logistic
regression analysis adjusting for CRF including age, sex, height, weight, BMI, BSA,
SBP, DBP, and HR. When we adjusted for these variables, the effect of the Dissection-
PRS remained consistent (OR=2.29 per 1 sd increase in PRS, 95% CI 1.97 to 2.65,
P<0.001) [Figure 3].

As AscAoD is the most critical clinical factor in determining when to offer surgical

intervention, >3

we repeated our multivariable logistic regression to also adjust for
AscAoD among 7,974 individuals with AscAoD measured by TTE (7,414) or CT (560)
[Supplemental Table 4]. When adjusting for AscAoD alone (OR=1.59 per 1 sd increase
in PRS, 95% CI 1.33 to 1.92, P<0.001), or AscAoD and CRF (OR=1.61 per 1 sd
increase in PRS, 95% CI 1.35to 1.92, P<0.001), the effect estimate of the Dissection-
PRS was attenuated but remained statistically significant [Figure 3]. These results

suggest that the risk of dissection associated with the Dissection-PRS is completely

independent of CRFs and largely independent of measured AscAoD.

PRS effect on predictive model calibration
To determine if the Dissection-PRS could improve identification of individuals at
increased risk of dissection, we integrated the Dissection-PRS in prediction models and

compared model performance with and without the PRS. To determine the effect of the
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350 Dissection-PRS on model calibration, we assessed differences in model log-loss. Log-
351 loss is a measure of how close a predictive probability is to the corresponding actual
352 value with a lower log-loss equating to model improvement; a lower log-loss connotes
353 improved model calibration. A prediction model constructed with just age, sex, and the
354 first 5 genetic PCs (Age + Sex) had a log-loss of 0.075 (95% CI 0.070 to 0.080)

355 [Supplemental Figure 9]. Compared to an Age + Sex + CRF model that integrated

356 weight, BMI, height, BSA, SBP, DBP, and HR (log-loss=0.074, 95% CI 0.069 to 0.079),
357 an Age + Sex + CRF + Dissection-PRS had an improved model log-loss (log-

358 loss=0.071, 95% CI 0.066 to 0.076). Similarly, compared to an Age + Sex + CRF +

359 AscAoD model (log-loss=0.071, 95% CI 0.066 to 0.076), an Age + Sex + CRF +

360 AscAoD + Dissection-PRS had an improved log-loss (log-loss=0.069, 95% CI 0.064 to
361 0.074). To determine if the addition of the Dissection-PRS meaningfully improved model
362 calibration, we employed cross-model Bayesian ANOVA analysis of log-loss. The

363 addition of the Dissection-PRS to the Age + Sex + CRF model (mean log-loss difference
364 =-0.002, 95% credible interval -0.004 to 0.000; >95% probability of a practical

365 improvement in log-loss) and the Age + Sex + CRF + AscAoD (mean log-loss difference
366 =-0.002, 95% credible interval -0.004 to 0.001; >88% probability of a practical

367 improvement in log-loss) [Supplemental Figure 10, Supplemental Table 5],

368 demonstrated that the Dissection-PRS meaningfully improved model log-loss. These
369 results were also supported in analyses using a frequentist approach employing the

370 likelihood-ratio test (Supplemental Table 6). Finally, model calibration improvement
371  with the addition of the Dissection-PRS was consistent when stratifying by either sex

372 (Supplemental Figures 11-13, Summary Tables 7-8) or genetically similar population


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312895
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312895; this version posted September 1, 2024. 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-NC 4.0 International license .

18

373 group (Supplemental Figures 14-16, Summary Tables 9-10). These results lead us to
374  conclude that the Dissection-PRS consistently enhances clinical model calibration.

375 PRS effect on model discrimination

376 The ability to determine patients most at risk of dissection, especially among

377 individuals with ascending thoracic aortic dilation, remains elusive. To investigate

378 whether the Dissection-PRS could meaningfully improve clinical prediction model

379 discrimination between individuals with and without dissection, we tested whether its
380 inclusion increased model area under receiver operator characteristic curve (AUROC).
381 The Age + Sex model had an AUROC=0.572 (95% CI 0.547 to 0.597) [Figure 4]. The
382 Age + Sex + CRF model had an AUROC=0.634 (95% CI 0.610 to 0.657), whereas the
383 Age + Sex + CRF + Dissection-PRS had an AUROC=0.700 (95% CI 0.677 to 0.722).
384  Similarly, the Age + Sex + CRF + AscAoD model had an AUROC=0.676 (95% CI 0.651
385 to0 0.702), whereas the Age + Sex + CRF + AscAoD + Dissection-PRS model had an
386 AUROC=0.723 (95% CI 0.702 to 0.744). To determine if the addition of the PRS

387 meaningfully improved model discrimination, we once more employed cross-model

388 Bayesian analysis of AUROC. The addition of the Dissection-PRS to the Age + Sex +
389 CRF model (AUROC mean difference = 0.066, 95% credible interval 0.057 to 0.075;
390 >95% probability of a practical improvement in AUROC) and the Age + Sex + CRF +
391 AscAoD (AUROC mean difference = 0.047, 95% credible interval 0.037 to 0.056; >95%
392  probability of a practical improvement in AUROC) [Supplemental Figure 17,

393 Supplemental Table 11], demonstrated that the Dissection-PRS meaningfully improved
394 model AUROC. These results were supported with frequentist analysis of differences in

395 AUROC using the DeLong method (Supplemental Table 12). Models were once more
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396 compared when stratifying the cohort by either sex (Supplemental Figures 18-20,

397 Supplemental Tables 13-14) or genetically similar population group (Supplemental
398 Figure 21-23, Supplemental Tables 15-16) with consistent results. These results lead
399 us to conclude that the Dissection-PRS consistently enhances clinical model

400 discrimination.

401 Incident thoracic aortic dissection analysis

402 As a sensitivity analysis we performed time-to-event analyses using a Cox

403  proportional hazard model among individuals with incident dissection in the PMBB and
404 AOU. In the PMBB, for every 1 sd increase in Dissection-PRS, the hazard ratio (HR)
405 was 2.30 (95% CI 1.99 to 2.64, P<0.001) and 2.27 when adjusting for CRF (95% CI
406 1.96 to 2.62, P<0.001) [Supplemental Figure 24A]. When this analysis was restricted
407  to individuals with measured AscAoD prior to dissection, and AscAoD was adjusted for
408  with or without CRF, the effect of the Dissection-PRS remained significant (adjusted for
409 AscAoD: HR=1.65, 95% CI 1.08 to 2.53, P=0.021; adjusted for AscAoD + CRF:

410 HR=1.74,95% CI 1.12 to 2.70, P=0.013) [Supplemental Figure 24B]. These incident
411  analysis results were consistent among individuals in the AOU validation cohort where a
412 1 sdincrease in Dissection-PRS yielded an HR of 1.36 (95% CI 1.10 to 1.67, P=0.005).
413 Taken together, these results demonstrate that the Dissection-PRS is associated with
414  incident thoracic aortic dissection across two diverse cohorts.

415

416 Discussion

417 Identification of diameter-independent risk factors for dissection remains one of

418 the key unresolved challenges in preventing premature deaths due to thoracic aortic
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disease. In this study, we performed a GWAS-by-subtraction that identified 43 genetic
loci associated with diameter-independent thoracic aortic disease, 20 of which were
previously unreported. From our summary statistics, we created a PRS that strongly
associated with dissection in the PMBB independent of clinical variables including
AscAoD and validated our findings in AOU. We then demonstrated that inclusion of the
Dissection-PRS in a clinical risk prediction model improves model calibration and
discrimination across diverse populations.

The explanation for the improvement in the strength of association with prevalent
and incident dissection provided by the Dissection-PRS, as compared to the TAAD-PRS
or AscAoD-PRS, is likely partially explained by the identification of novel variants
associated with dissection using the GWAS-by-subtraction methodology. However,
some of the improvement is also likely due to the subtle statistical reweighting of known
variants such that the weights are substantially changed and reflected in the overall
observed PRS effect. For example, the effect estimate of the CDH13 risk locus in the
TAAD GWAS was -0.12 while the effect estimate in our GWAS-by-subtraction was -
0.14. The enhancement in PRS performance raises the prospect of a true dissection
GWAS, rather than the present one inferred through latent values, and whether a PRS
from such a GWAS would exceed what we have shown in this present study. In future
work, it will also be interesting to attempt to de-convolve the Dissection-PRS into
recognizable features (e.g., features of aortic geometry; properties of the aortic wall;
etc.).

Determining which patients should receive prophylactic surgical intervention to

prevent an acute dissection, and the timing of that intervention, represents an ongoing
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challenge in cardiovascular medicine and surgery. While the standard AscAoD size
threshold for repair remains 5-5.5 cm,*? it is clear from retrospective data that this
threshold is insufficient to identify at-risk individuals.'® Despite myriad attempts to
develop algorithms to better predict dissection risk,**%’ there remains limited clinical
implementation of risk factors other than AscAoD, rate of diameter growth, and family
history. Genetic data is changing the way we interpret multi-factorial disease risk. Our
results suggest that using common genetic risk factors aggregated in a PRS can
contribute to improved assessment of dissection risk and may enhance patient selection
for surgical intervention.

Importantly, the Dissection-PRS had a similar effect on dissection risk across
diverse populations. This was true in incident analyses across both the primary and
validation cohorts, as well as prevalent analyses in the primary cohort. We also
observed robust prediction model discrimination improvement with the addition of the
Dissection-PRS in both the EUR and AFR population groups. Extensive investigation
has been performed on the lack of portability of PRS across diverse populations.3-°
The present multi-trait GWAS-by-subtraction is benefited by the diversity inherent in the
previously published TAAD GWAS in the MVP and not penalized by subtracting out
AoD using summary statistics from a GWAS largely performed in an EUR population.
The use of multi-trait GWAS from more diverse parent GWAS data to derive equitable
PRS may improve PRS portability as biobanks continue to work to overcome historical
lack of diversity.

Determining if a prediction model that includes a PRS improves patient

identification will require prospective investigation. For example, future studies may
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benefit from incorporating a model that includes a PRS for thoracic aortic dissection
among patients at risk of dissection to identify those patients who could be considered
for expedited repair at a lower diameter threshold. One way to address this is to
prospectively enroll individuals at high volume aortic centers with dilated ascending
thoracic aortas to have genetic testing and PRS calculation, and integrating the
individual PRS into a model to predict dissection risk. Subsequently, individuals would
be followed over time to determine the utility of such a model. As thoracic aortic
dissection is a relatively rare event, coordinated efforts across many different aortic
centers may be better powered to demonstrate an effect.
Limitations

This study has several limitations. First, our GWAS-by-subtraction is not a true
GWAS of dissection and should not be misconstrued as serving that purpose, although
it will be interesting to compare these findings with future thoracic dissection GWAS as
they become available. Second, the PMBB is enriched for cases of dissection and the
robust association of the Dissection-PRS with prevalent and incident dissection may be
overestimated in this cohort. Third, dissection is a relatively rare event and therefore
any understanding of the true predictive capacity of the Dissection-PRS would be best
evaluated prospectively. Fourth, for the TTE data in the PMBB, each TTE was
interpreted by a cardiologist in a clinical echocardiography lab, which is accredited by
the Intersocietal Commission for the Accreditation of Echocardiography Labs and
staffed by cardiologists who are board-certified in echocardiography. However, each
TTE was not interpreted by the same cardiologist and small differences in measurement

and interpretation may exist between studies. Additionally, although we used the largest
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488 and most diverse GWAS studies available to perform our GWAS-by-subtraction, the
489  AscAoD and DesAoD GWAS were performed in the UKB which is almost entirely
490 composed of individuals genetically similar to the 1000G EUR reference population.
491 Conclusions
492 Our findings suggest that our GWAS-by-subtraction allowed the construction of a

493 Dissection-PRS that associates with prevalent dissection. Using this PRS, we can better
494  predict individuals at increased risk of acute dissection. Future clinical implementation of
495  our model requires prospective studies to investigate the benefit of identifying patients
496 atincreased risk of dissection and offering earlier surgical intervention.

497

498

499 Data Availability

500 The summary statistics for the GWAS-by-subtraction will be made publicly

501 available on Zenodo. The PRS weights will be submitted to the Polygenic Score

502 Catalog. All other data may be made available upon reasonable request to the

503 corresponding author.
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826 Tables, Fiqures, and Figure Legends

827 Table 1: Clinical characteristics of Penn Medicine Biobank individuals with and

828 without thoracic aortic dissection.

Penn Medicine Biobank Participant Characteristics

Non-Dissection Dissection

Cohort Size, N 42987 262
Sex

Female (%) 21576 (50%) 86 (33%)

Male (%) 21411 (50%) 176 (67%)
Population

AFR (%) 11035 (26%) 76 (29%)

EUR (%) 29770 (69%) 177 (68%)

Other (%) 2182 (5.1%) 9 (3%)
Age in years, median (IQR) 57.2 (42.5-67.2) 63.4 (53.9-71.1)
Height in cm, median (IQR) 170.2 (162.6-177.8) 175.3 (166.8-182.9)
Weight in kg, median (IQR) 83.0 (70.1-97.9) 86.2 (75.1-98.7)
Body mass index, median 28.2 (24.7-33.0) 28.5(25.5-31.7)
(IQR)
Body surface area in meters 1.96 (1.78-2.13) 2.02 (1.84-2.20)

squared, median (IQR)

Blood pressure
Systolic, median (IQR) 126.3 (117.9-134.8) 127.5(120.6-135.3)
Diastolic, median (IQR)  74.0 (69.0-79.0) 70.7 (65.6-76.4)

Heart rate, median (IQR) 77.2 (70.3-84.5) 73.9 (65.7-82.1)

829
830
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Figure 1. Genome-wide association study results. A) Manhattan plot of multi-trait
genome-wide association study-by-subtraction results subtracting AscAoD and DesAoD
from TAAD. Each point represents a genetic variant. Genome-wide significant (P<5x10
8 loci are represented by peaks of red points that associate with diameter-independent
dissection. The X-axis represents genomic position by chromosome and the y-axis
represents the strength of association by -logio(P-value). B) Candidate genes, grouped
by chromosome, were assigned to each genome-wide significant (P<5x10®) locus in the
diameter-independent “dissection” (red) and compared to the previously published
TAAD GWAS (blue), ascending aortic diameter GWAS (purple), and descending aortic
diameter GWAS (green) with previously unreported candidate genes denoted by stars.
The size of each point corresponds to the strength of the association represented by -

logio(P-value).
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Risk of Thoracic Aortic Dissection Conferred by
Model Different Polygenic Risk Scores in PMBB OR 95%Cl P-value
Age + Sex + AscAoD-PRS —— 1.27 [1.13; 1.44] < 0.001
Age + Sex + TAAD-PRS —— 1.34 [1.19; 1.51] < 0.001
Age + Sex + Dissection-PRS —— 2.13 [1.91; 2.39] < 0.001
T T 1

0.75 1 1:5 3
Odds ratlo per 1 sd Increase In PRS

Central lllustration: GWAS-by-subtraction, polygenic risk score creation, and
association of different PRS with prevalent thoracic aortic dissection in the Penn
Medicine Biobank. Analytic approach to the GWAS-by-subtraction of diameter-
independent dissection followed by polygenic risk score creation and multivariable
logistic regression analysis of the Dissection-PRS, TAAD-PRS, and AscAoD-PRS
among all individuals in the PMBB to determine respective association with prevalent
thoracic aortic dissection, adjusting for age, sex, and the first five genetic principal
components. AscAoD-PRS = Ascending aortic diameter polygenic risk score; Cl =
confidence interval; OR = Odds ratio; sd = standard deviation; TAAD-PRS = thoracic
aortic aneurysm and dissection polygenic risk score; Dissection-PRS = thoracic aortic

dissection polygenic risk score.
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Risk of Dissection Conferred by Dissection-PRS
Model Adjusting for other Risk Factors in PMBB OR 95%Cl P-value
Dissection-PRS + Clinical Risk Factors + 2.29 [1.97; 2.65] < 0.001
Dissection-PRS + AscAoD —— 1.59 [1.33; 1.89] < 0.001
Dissection-PRS + AscAoD + Clinical Risk Factors —— 1.61 [1.35; 1.92] < 0.001
T T 1

0.75 1 1.5 3
Odds ratio per 1 sd change in PRS

Figure 3: Association of Dissection-PRS with prevalent dissection in multivariable
logistic regression analysis adjusting for different clinical risk factors.
Multivariable logistic regression analysis of the effect of Dissection-PRS on prevalent
dissection adjusting for clinical risk factors, measured AscAoD, or clinical risk factors
and measured AscAoD. Each logistic regression analysis was also adjusted for age,
sex, and the first five genetic principal components. AscAoD = Ascending aortic
diameter measured by TTE or CT; CI = confidence interval; OR = Odds ratio; sd =

standard deviation; Dissection-PRS = thoracic aortic dissection polygenic risk score.
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Figure 4: Logistic regression model receiver operator characteristic curve (ROC)
and area under the ROC curve to predict thoracic aortic dissection. (A) Receiver
operator characteristic curves for each of the primary models including Age + Sex, Age
+ Sex + CRF, Age + Sex + CRF + Dissection-PRS, Age + Sex + CRF + AscAoD, and
Age + Sex + CRF + AscAoD + Dissection-PRS. (B) Corresponding area under the ROC
curves with error bars demonstrating 95% confidence intervals for models utilized
among all individuals. AscAoD = ascending thoracic aortic diameter; AUROC = area
under the receiver operator characteristic curve; Cl = 95% confidence interval, CRF =

Clinical Risk Factors; Dissection-PRS = thoracic aortic dissection polygenic risk score.
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