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Abstract

Background: Insomnia and substance use disorders (SUD) are common comorbidities of bipolar
disorder (BD). Genome-wide association studies (GWAS) have uncovered shared genetic
contributions to insomnia and BD as well as SUDs and BD. Using electronic health record (EHR)
derived phenotypes (phecodes) and questionnaire data, the authors examined the relationship

between insomnia genetic liability and SUDs in BD.

Methods: 40,839 participants from the Mayo Clinic Bipolar Disorder Biobank (BD Biobank;
n=774) and Mayo Clinic Biobank (n=485 BD cases, n=39,580 controls) were included in the
phecode analyses [insomnia, SUD, alcohol use disorder (AUD) and tobacco use disorder (TUD))].
1789 cases were included in analyses of the BD Biobank questionnaire data, which included
information on BD subtype and various SUDs. Logistic regression was used to test for associations
between insomnia polygenic risk scores (PRS) and insomnia and SUD phenotypes in BD cases

and controls.

Results: Insomnia PRS was associated with the insomnia phecode in controls (OR=1.19, p=9.64e-
33) but not in BD cases (OR=1, p=0.95). Associations between insomnia PRS and SUD phecodes
were significant in BD cases and controls with the effect of the association between insomnia PRS
and SUD being stronger in BD cases (interaction p=0.024). In the BD Biobank, the insomnia PRS
was associated with increased odds of AUD (OR=1.19, p=4.26e-04), TUD (OR=1.21, p=1.25¢-

05) and cannabis use disorder (OR=1.16, p=4.19¢-03).

Conclusion: The effect of genetic predisposition to insomnia on SUD may be stronger in BD cases
than controls. This could have clinical treatment implications for individuals with BD and

comorbid SUD.
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Introduction:

Bipolar disorder (BD) is a chronic psychiatric disorder associated with significant disease
burden, driven, in part, by high rates of comorbid medical and psychiatric conditions. Both
insomnia and substance use disorders (SUDs) are common comorbidities of BD that frequently
co-occur, adversely affect disease course and lead to worse outcomes in those diagnosed with BD,
including elevated suicide risk 2. Thus, it is important to understand the interplay between
insomnia and substance use in BD to improve treatment strategies and promote favorable disease
outcomes.

Insomnia affects about 40% of individuals with BD 3. Insomnia is among the prodromal
symptoms of BD and subsequent mood episodes, is associated with more severe episodes, and
persists in many individuals during the euthymic period, promoting episode reoccurrence 4. SUDs
are also frequently observed in individuals with BD, with prevalence rates ranging between about
20% for cannabis use disorders (CUD) to higher than 30% for alcohol use disorders (AUD) "%,
Conversely, individuals with a SUD have up to a 13-fold increased risk of developing BD, with
risk varying based on the age of onset and severity of the SUD °. Insomnia is also highly prevalent
among those with SUDs %13, with up to 75% of those with alcohol dependence reporting insomnia
13 It is a common consequence of substance withdrawal, with one study reporting that 88% of
individuals experienced insomnia symptoms during early withdrawal; however, insomnia is also
considered a risk factor for the development of a SUD %4, Yet, the mechanisms underlying the
relationship between insomnia and SUDs in patients with BD remains largely unexplained.

Insomnia, BD and SUDs are moderately to highly heritable traits and many genomic loci
have been shown to be associated with BD, insomnia and SUDs including AUD, CUD and opioid

use disorder (OUD) *'° Large genome-wide association studies (GWAS) have enabled
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investigations into the shared genetic architecture across diseases. For example, positive genetic
correlations have been shown to exist between insomnia and AUD, insomnia and OUD, as well as
BD and insomnia, suggesting shared genetic contributions across diseases 61°. Polygenic risk
score (PRS) analyses have also demonstrated that genetic liability to insomnia is associated with
BD type Il (BD-1I) as well as AUD %21, Together, these studies highlight shared common genetic
variation among insomnia and BD as well as insomnia and AUD, motivating us to explore the
relationship between insomnia genetic liability and SUDs in BD.

Using data from electronic health records (EHR), we examined associations between
insomnia genetic liability and insomnia, SUD, AUD and tobacco use disorder (TUD) in patients
with BD and in those without BD. We also analyzed Mayo Clinic Bipolar Disorder Biobank data
to examine associations between insomnia genetic liability and specific SUDs in patients with BD.

Methods and Materials

Sample

Mayo Clinic Biobank (MCB): The MCB is a cohort of about 58,000 participants recruited at Mayo
Clinic who provided a blood sample, completed a questionnaire at enrollment, and consented to
use of the collected data along with information from their EHR for research 2.

Mayo Clinic Bipolar Disorder Biobank (BD Biobank): Details of the study protocol have been
described previously 23, The BD Biobank enrolled n=2286 participants with a BD diagnosis
ascertained by the clinician rated Structured Clinical Interview for the DSM-1V-TR 24, Recruitment
sites included Mayo Clinic, Lindner Center of Hope/University of Cincinnati, University of
Minnesota, University Hospital of the Universidad Auténoma de Nuevo Ledn (México) and
Universidad de Los Andes (Chile). Patient and clinical questionnaires were completed to collect

detailed information on demographics, BD subphenotypes, comorbidities and treatment outcomes.
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Patients also provided a blood sample and consented to use of their EHR data for research, where
available.

All MCB and BD Biobank participants provided informed consent for use of their data for
research. The Institutional Review Board of Mayo Clinic approved both biobanks and this project.

Phenotypes of interest

Phenotypes were derived from diagnostic codes in EHR and data collected at time of
enrollment into the BD Biobank. Briefly, for EHR-derived phenotypes, ICD-9 and ICD-10-CM
(International Classification of Diseases, versions 9 and 10 with clinical modifications) diagnostic
codes between January 1% 1985 and April 6" 2020 were mapped to phecodes 5, which are
clinically meaningful, manually curated and validated, groups of diagnoses 26?”. BD cases included
clinician-confirmed cases from the BD Biobank and MCB participants having two or more
occurrences of phecode 296.1 (BD) in their EHR. Controls were defined as MCB participants with
zero occurrences of phecodes 296.1 (BD), 295 (schizophrenic disorders) or 297.1 (schizophrenia).

MCB participants with exactly one occurrence of phecode 296.1 were removed from the analysis.

Insomnia and SUDs were identified in EHRs using the following phecodes: 327.4
(insomnia), 316 (substance use and addictions, referred to as substance use disorders), 317.1
(alcoholism, referred to as alcohol use disorders) and 318 (tobacco use disorder). Binary
insomnia/substance-related phenotypes were defined based on having at least two occurrences of
the corresponding phecode versus zero occurrences. Participants with only one occurrence of the
phecodes of interest were removed from relevant analyses. To reduce potential confounding by
the amount of available data in the EHR, we limited phecode analyses to those with a record length

of at least one year, meaning that the patient had at least two Mayo Clinic visits spaced at least one


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.20.24314063
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.20.24314063; this version posted September 23, 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-ND 4.0 International license .

year apart. Figure S1 visualizes the inclusion process for the combined MCB and BD Biobank

EHR-based analysis.

SUD phenotypes were also defined using BD Biobank clinical questionnaire data on
whether an individual had a past and/or present SUD at the time of study enrollment. SUDs
included in the analyses were: AUD, TUD, CUD, OUD (which combined prescription opioid,
other narcotic and heroin use disorders), cocaine use disorder, methamphetamine use disorder and
benzodiazepine use disorder. For analyses stratified by BD type | (BD-I) vs. BD-11 subtype, we
used SCID defined diagnoses assessed at time of BD Biobank enrollment, with schizoaffective

disorder BD type (n=40) grouped with BD-I (n=1183).

Genotyping and Imputations

All MCB and BD Biobank participants recruited at Mayo Clinic were genotyped at the
Regeneron Genetics Center (Tarrytown, NY, USA) using Genotyping-by-Sequencing (GXxS)
technology, which captures “backbone” regions of the genome at lower depths than exome regions.
The “backbone” regions then undergo post-processing to enhance genotype quality. The full
process is described in Coombes et al. 2023 28. Prior genotyping of the BD Biobank was performed
in two batches using the lllumina HumanOmniExpress and Global Screening Array, respectively,

and included participants recruited outside of the Mayo Clinic site.

Genetic Quality Control (QC) was performed for each genotyping batch separately.
Samples were removed for sex discrepancies, heterozygosity <70% on multiple chromosomes, or
genotype missingness >5%. Variants were removed if they had a minor allele frequency (MAF)

<5%, excessive SNP missingness (>1%) or were not in Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium (p<le-6).
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Imputation was performed for each batch using the TOPMed imputation server 2°. Briefly,
this server performs haplotype phasing using Eagle2 * followed by imputation with minimac4 .
We used the TOPMed reference panel that includes n>97,000 sequenced genomes from diverse
ancestries *2. After imputation, the batches of genotype data were merged into one dataset, keeping
only variants with dosage-R? > 0.3. For BD Biobank participants from Mayo Clinic with both GxS
and array-based data, the GxS data was used for this study. After merging all the genetic data,
relatedness was assessed using KING software 33 and one individual was removed from pairs with
an estimated second or higher degree of relatedness (kinship coefficient > 0.0442), preferentially
keeping individuals with BD over controls; if both subjects had BD then those in the BD Biobank
were preferentially kept and if both individuals were controls, then the individual with the longer
EHR was kept. Ancestry was estimated using the ADMIXTURE software 3 with the 1000
Genomes reference dataset %. Only individuals with >80% proportion European ancestry were
kept in the analysis because the PRS used (detailed below) is based on a GWAS including only
individuals of European ancestries. FlashPCA ¢ was used to calculate principal components for

each subject.

After QC, relatedness and ancestry removals, as well as restricting to individuals recruited at Mayo
Clinic sites, our analyses of EHR-derived phenotypes included 774 participants from the BD
Biobank and 40,065 MCB participants (n=485 with BD and n=39,580 controls); the analyses of
phenotypes from the BD Biobank questionnaires included 1789 participants with BD enrolled at

US sites.

Polygenic Risk Score Calculations

The merged genetic dataset was restricted to variants that overlapped with HapMap3+

SNPs with MAF >5% and dosage-R? > 0.8 ¥7. Using summary statistics for insomnia from a UK

8
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Biobank GWAS ° the insomnia PRS was calculated using LDPred2-auto (v. 1.12.1) *'
implemented in the bigsnpr R package, which calculates the optimal sparsity p value and SNP

heritability. The PRS was standardized to a mean of 0 and standard deviation (SD) of 1.

Statistical Analyses

Demographic and clinical characteristics were compared between BD cases from the BD
Biobank, BD cases from the MCB, and controls from the MCB using analysis of variance for

continuous variables and Chi-square tests for categorical variables.

We fit regression models to test for associations between insomnia PRS and dichotomous
insomnia and SUD phenotypes in BD cases and controls separately. Sex and the first 10 principal
components were included as covariates. We also fit models that included an interaction term
between the insomnia PRS and BD case status to test whether associations of the insomnia PRS

with insomnia/SUD diagnoses differed between patients with BD and controls.

For the case-only analyses of outcomes derived from BD Biobank questionnaire data, we
used regression models to test for associations between insomnia PRS and SUDs as well as BD
subtype (BD-1 vs. BD-11), while accounting for sex, the top 5 principal components and genotyping
batch as covariates. In exploratory analyses, we also tested for association between SUDs and an
interaction term between the insomnia PRS and BD subtype to evaluate whether any associations
between insomnia PRS and SUD depended on BD subtype. To account for multiple testing, we
used a threshold of p<0.01 to determine statistical significance because of the high correlation

among phenotypes.

Results
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The sample used for the EHR-derived phenotype analyses was comprised of 40,839
participants of European ancestry with sufficient EHR data (Table 1). Of these, n=774 were cases
from the BD Biobank, n=485 were MCB participants diagnosed with BD and n=39,580 were MCB
participants without a diagnosis of BD or schizophrenia. BD cases from both the BD Biobank and
MCB had significantly higher occurrences of insomnia and SUD phecodes (p<0.001).

The insomnia PRS was significantly associated with having an insomnia diagnosis in the
EHR (i.e. at least 2 insomnia phecodes) in controls (OR=1.19, p=9.64e-33) but not in patients with
BD (OR=1, p=0.95, Figure 1, Table S1). The interaction analysis confirmed that the effect was
significantly greater in controls than cases (interaction p-value=0.006). In both cases and controls,
the insomnia PRS was also found to be associated with diagnoses of SUDs (OR=1.34, p=8.39¢-06
in cases and OR=1.11, p=2.47e-03 in controls), AUD (OR=1.22, p=4.35e-03 in cases OR=1.12,
p=1.78e-04 in controls) and TUD (OR=1.2, p=2.38e-03 in cases and OR=1.11, p=3.6e-17 in
controls). For the SUD phecode, a marginal difference was observed, such that the association
with insomnia genetic liability was stronger in BD cases than controls (interaction p=0.024).

We next investigated the association of insomnia PRS with SUDs in patients with BD
(n=1789, Table 2) using the more detailed assessments of the BD Biobank. In this sample,
insomnia PRS was associated with greater odds of BD-Il subtype than BD-1 (OR=1.2, 95%
CI=1.09,1.33, p=3.84e-04). Higher insomnia PRS was also associated with increased odds of AUD
(OR=1.19, p=4.26e-04), TUD (OR=1.21, p=1.25e-05) and CUD (OR=1.16, p=4.19¢-03) as shown
in Figure 2 and Table S2.

In the BD-stratified analyses, (Figure 2, Table S2), significant associations were identified
between insomnia PRS and AUD (OR=1.19, p=3.48e-03) in BD-I, and insomnia PRS and TUD

(OR=1.41, p=2.83e-04) was found in BD-I1l. No significant interactions were identified, although
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the association of insomnia PRS with TUD was marginally stronger in BD-II than in BD-I
(interaction p=0.063).
Discussion

We investigated associations between insomnia genetic liability and SUDs in patients with
BD compared to healthy controls using EHR-derived data, and further investigated similar
associations in patients with BD using more detailed SUD data from the BD Biobank.

As expected, we found an association between insomnia PRS and the EHR-derived
insomnia phenotype in the control population; however, we did not find an association in a sample
of patients with BD. While this may partly reflect reduced power to detect an association in BD
cases, an interaction analysis confirmed that the association of insomnia PRS with insomnia
diagnosis was significantly weaker in BD, suggesting that the polygenic contribution to insomnia
is greater in controls than cases. These results could indicate other risk factors contributing
disproportionately to insomnia in the BD group, including other genetic risk factors and potential
environmental factors. For example, substance use, including the use of psychotropic medications,
is associated with insomnia symptoms 12839 Moreover, a recent study found that BD cases with
clinically significant insomnia experienced a greater number of early life stressors and impaired
resilience than individuals with BD without insomnia “°, thereby suggesting the environment may
have a greater contribution to the development of insomnia in BD.

Using EHR data, we demonstrated that insomnia PRS is also associated with SUD, AUD
and TUD in BD and control subjects. This is in line with prior research that suggested a genetic
predisposition for insomnia is associated with AUD 24!, We were the first to incorporate
insomnia, BD and SUDs in one analysis, thereby extending upon previous research, and

demonstrating that insomnia PRS is associated with SUD, AUD and TUD not only in the general
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populations but also in patients with BD. More importantly, we observed an interaction between
the insomnia PRS and BD case-control status for SUD, suggesting that the contribution of
insomnia genetic liability to SUD is stronger in BD cases than controls. We also fit models that
included interactions between our interaction terms of interest (insomnia PRS and BD) and other
covariates in the model (sex and significant principal components) and obtained similar results
(data not shown). Our findings suggest that the underlying biology of SUD risk may differ in
individuals with BD and thus treatment strategy may need to be adapted for these individuals. We
also note that the SUD phecode (316) encompasses several types of substances, including alcohol,
cannabinoids, opioids, and stimulants, among others 2°, and analyses in a larger sample are needed
to determine which substance(s) is/are driving this interaction.

In the second part of the study, we leveraged SUD phenotype data from the BD Biobank
to target questions we could not address using EHR data. First, we found that genetic liability to
insomnia was associated with BD subtype, such that patients with BD-Il1 had higher insomnia
genetic liability than those with BD-1. These results are somewhat in accordance with a study that
found that insomnia PRS was higher in BD-11 than in controls but was not significantly different
between BD-I and controls 2°. A strong positive genetic correlation has also been reported between
depression and insomnia 642, which further supports our findings given that depression has a
stronger positive genetic correlation with BD-II than with BD-1 1743,

Using SUD phenotypes from the BD Biobank questionnaire, we also confirmed the
associations with AUD and TUD seen within BD cases for EHR-derived SUD phenotypes.
Previous research has demonstrated shared common genetic liability between insomnia and
nicotine dependence, insomnia and alcohol dependence as well as BD and smoking

behaviors/nicotine dependence, which supports our findings 6444%. We also found insomnia PRS
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is associated with greater odds of CUD as well as marginally greater odds of cocaine use disorder.
Given cocaine’s stimulating effects, it may be one of the substances driving the associations with
the SUD phecode (316) in BD in our analyses using EHR-derived phenotypes. Given the novelty
of this finding, additional research is warranted. Our exploratory analysis of differences in these
associations across BD subtype was underpowered and did not detect any large differences.
However, we did find marginal evidence suggesting that insomnia PRS may have a stronger
association with TUD in BD-II than in BDI. While this result warrants replication, prior research
has shown that smoking behaviors and nicotine dependence have a stronger positive genetic
correlation with depression than schizophrenia #*4°. Given that depression is genetically correlated
with BD ¥, these results support the results from our exploratory analysis.

We acknowledge there are several limitations to this research. Analyses using phecodes
rely on ICD codes, which may have potential inaccuracies between the true diagnosis and ICD
code due to human error or diagnostic instability for psychiatric conditions “¢4’. To overcome this
limitation, we defined EHR-derived phenotypes based on at least two occurrences of a phecode in
their EHR “8%9, It is important to recognize that SUD related ICD codes may be particularly
underreported in EHR, possibly due to social stigma or underreporting to a clinician, which may
have reduced power of the analyses. Additionally, our analyses on specific SUDs in the BD
Biobank were based on self-reports of either a past or present SUD. Given the social stigma around
some of the substances studied, SUDs may have been underreported, therefore leading to type Il
errors. Thus, the lack of insomnia PRS associations identified for OUD, methamphetamine use
disorder, and benzodiazepine use disorder may be due to the lower prevalence of these conditions
or their underreporting, rather than a true null effect °°. We also recognize that the smaller sample

size of the BD-II group limited the power of the BD-type stratified analyses. Nevertheless, many
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of our results are supported by the depression literature, which is genetically highly correlated with
BD-I1 ¥, Finally, the results from this paper are based upon a PRS that was constructed using
summary statistics from a GWAS of insomnia performed in the general population *°. Results may
differ had we been able to use summary statistics from a GWAS of insomnia performed in a cohort
of BD subjects.
Conclusion

Findings from this study suggest that the effect of genetic predisposition to insomnia on
SUD risk may be stronger in patients with BD, which may have important implications for clinical
care for individuals with BD with comorbid SUD. Further work should focus on replicating and

extending these results in large well-phenotyped cohorts.
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Table 1: Demographics and phenotype distribution for the combined MCB and BD Biobank

sample used in the EHR data analysis

Mayo Clinic Mayo Clinic
Bipolar Biobank -
Disorder Bipolar Mayo Clinic
Biobankf Disorder cases Biobank
(N=774) (N=485) (N=39,580) p value
Sex <0.001°
Female 461 (59.6%) 352 (72.6%) 22,987 (58.1%)
Male 313 (40.4%) 133 (27.4%) 16,593 (41.9%)
Age, years <0.0017"
Mean (SD) 53.97 (15.54)  58.56 (14.62) 69.35 (14.57)
N-Miss 1 0 0
Length of record, years 0.0551
Mean (SD) 18.43 (11.21)  19.41(10.03) 18.30 (10.18)
Range 1.02-35.21 1.33 - 34.62 1.00 - 35.26
Insomnia <0.001°8
Yes 242 (33.8%) 184 (41.3%) 5601 (14.8%)
No 473 (66.2%) 262 (58.7%) 32,302 (85.2%)
N-Miss® 59 39 1677
Substance use disorder <0.001°8
Yes 230 (30.9%) 122 (26.1%) 845 (2.2%)
No 514 (69.1%) 346 (73.9%) 38,361 (97.8%)
N-Miss* 30 17 374
Alcohol use disorder <0.0018
Yes 205 (27.9%) 99 (21.7%) 1068 (2.7%)
No 531 (72.1%) 358 (78.3%) 38,142 (97.3%)
N-Miss* 38 28 370
Tobacco use disorder <0.001°8
Yes 349 (47.5%) 226 (48.4%) 9138 (25.2%)

No
N-Miss*

385 (52.5%)
40

241 (51.6%)
18

27,161 (74.8%)

3281

+Mayo Clinic Bipolar Disorder Biobank participants only included participants recruited at the

Mayo Clinic

IN-miss includes individuals with only 1 occurrence of the phecode

SPearson’s Chi-squared test

TLinear Model ANOVA
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Table 2: Demographics for the BD Biobank US sites used for analysis of questionnaire data

Overall (N=1789)

Sex
Female 1092 (61.0%)
Male 697 (39.0%)

Age, yrs
Mean (SD) 43.17 (14.96)
Range 18.00 - 80.00
N-Miss 8

Site
Lindner Centre of Hope 680 (38.0%)
Mayo Clinic Eau Claire 2 (0.1%)
Mayo Clinic Florida 22 (1.2%)
Mayo Clinic Rochester 1020 (57.0%)
University of Minnesota 65 (3.6%)

Genotyping batch
Batch 1
Batch 2
Batch 3

317 (17.7%)
471 (26.3%)
1001 (56.0%)
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Figure 1: Forest plot of associations between insomnia PRS and EHR-derived phenotypes in BD

cases and controls

Bars represent 95% confidence intervals of the odds ratio, which correspond to the odds of the

phecode associated with a 1 SD increase in PRS.
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Figure 2: Forest plot of associations between insomnia PRS and SUD phenotypes in BD-1 and
BD-II cases

Bars represent 95% confidence intervals of the odds ratio, which correspond to the odds of the

SUD phenotypes associated with a 1 SD increase in PRS.
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