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Abstract  

Purpose. Genomic ascertainment of electronic health record-linked exome data in two large 

biobanks was used to quantify germline pathogenic/likely pathogenic (P/LP) variant prevalence, 

cancer prevalence, and survival in adults with non-NF1 RAS/mitogen-activated protein kinase 

genes (RASopathies). 

 

Patients and Methods. Germline RASopathy variants were examined from adult participants in 

UK Biobank (UKBB; n=469,802), Geisinger MyCode (n=167,050) and Mount Sinai BioMe 

(n=30,470). Variants were classified as per American College of Medical Genetics/Association 

for Molecular Pathology criteria and reviewed by a RASopathy variant expert. Heterozygotes 

harbored a RASopathy pathogenic/likely pathogenic variant; controls harbored wild type or 

benign/likely benign RASopathy variation. To distinguish germline variants from clonal 

hematopoiesis, benign tissues were Sanger sequenced. Tumor phenotype and demographic data 

were retrieved from MyCode and UKBB.  

 

Results. Pathogenic variants in Noonan syndrome-associated genes (excluding known Noonan 

syndrome with multiple lentigines variants) were the most common with an estimated prevalence 

that ranged between 1:1,772–1:3,330 in the three cohorts. Pathogenic variants in 

cardiofaciocutaneous syndrome-associated genes had an estimated prevalence of 1:41,762–

1:55,683 in two cohorts. Pathogenic variants in SPRED1 (Legius syndrome) were more frequent 

in UKBB (1:19,567 [95%CI: 1:13,150–1:29,116]) compared to MyCode (1:41,762 [95%CI: 

1:15,185–1:130,367]). In SPRED1-heterozygotes, cancer prevalence was significantly increased 

in UKBB (OR:3.8 [95% CI: 2.48–8.64]; p=1.2x10-3) but not in the MyCode cohort. Pathogenic 
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variants in HRAS (Costello syndrome) were not identified. In MyCode and UKBB cohorts, there 

was no significant increase in cancer prevalence in individuals with Noonan-, CBL- and CFC 

syndrome-associated pathogenic variants.  

 

Conclusion. Genomic ascertainment from two large biobanks did not show evidence of elevated 

cancer risk in adult Noonan syndrome heterozygotes. There may be an increased cancer risk for 

adult SPRED1 heterozygotes. 
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Introduction 

The RASopathies are a set of disorders that arise from germline pathogenic variation in 

genes within the RAS/mitogen-activated protein kinase (MAPK) pathway, leading to 

hyperactivation of downstream effectors. In turn, the dysregulation of this pathways affects many 

aspects of cellular function including growth, proliferation, and apoptosis, causing a range of 

clinically recognizable phenotypes. There are clinical similarities across the RASopathies, 

including neurocognitive/developmental delay, craniofacial anomalies, skin manifestations, 

cardiac disease and short stature1. Given the rarity of several of the RASopathies and variable 

expressivity, it is consequently difficult to estimate prevalence2. Thus, a genome-first approach 

to characterize and estimate prevalence of these syndromes is a logical step to improve detection 

of patients with mild or novel phenotypes and help better define disease penetrance. Moreover, 

some common features associated with RASopathies, such as short stature, can be captured from 

the electronic health record (EHR) and used to describe associated clinical phenotypes3. This 

strategy allows the correlation of relevant genotypes with phenotypic data from EHRs, without 

bias from results of those individuals with a clinical diagnosis.  

Previously, Wenger et al. analyzed pathogenic variants in 12 genes associated with the 

RASopathies in the Mount Sinai’s BioMe Biobank (BioMe) cohort (n = 32,344) and the UK 

Biobank (UKBB) (n = 49,960)4. From both cohorts, a total of 21 individuals harbored a 

pathogenic (P) or likely pathogenic (LP) RASopathy variant. Of those, just three (14%) 

individuals had been diagnosed with a RASopathy, yet half of the individuals harboring a 

pathogenic variant demonstrated ≥ 1 classic Noonan syndrome (NS) feature. Well-described NS 

features, such as short stature and cardiac anomalies, were less frequent than expected, however 

other conditions, such as hypothyroidism and autoimmune disorders, were significantly enriched 
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compared to controls4. This and similar analyses highlight how utilizing a genome-first strategy 

can refine penetrance estimates and uncover unexpected clinical phenotypes in rare disorders. 

Hyperactivating somatic variants in RAS/MAPK genes are among the most frequent 

oncogenic mutations in human cancer and represent molecular therapeutic targets. Cancer risk in 

the RASopathies is well-documented in certain disorders (especially in childhood and 

adolescence)5-7 based on phenotypic and familial ascertainment. It is known that cancer risk is 

elevated in Costello syndrome, where there is high cancer incidence, early onset of bladder 

cancer, and elevated risk for pediatric neuroblastoma and rhabdomyosarcoma5,8. Notably, 

elevated cancer risk also exists in specific high-risk NS variants, which are associated with 

increased risk for juvenile myelomonocytic leukemia, neuroblastoma, and rhabdomyosarcoma5. 

In other disorders, however, such as cardiofaciocutaneous (CFC) and Legius syndrome, cancer 

risk is unknown9. Moreover, despite case reports of cancer in adults with germline P/LP variants 

in RAS/MAPK genes10, cancer prevalence and outcomes in adults with germline RAS/MAPK 

variation is unknown. In this study, we applied a genome-first approach to interrogate the exome 

sequence of individuals in three large population and health system-based cohorts to quantify 

germline P/LP variant prevalence and examined cancer prevalence and survival of adults with 

non-NF1 RAS/MAPK P/LP variants.  

 

Methods 

Cohorts 

The UKBB is a large population-based prospective study of participants aged 40–69 years at 

recruitment, with extensive matching phenotypic and genomic data including 469,802 

participants with exome data11. The DiscovEHR study consists of a subset of individuals who 
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consented to participate in the Geisinger MyCode Community Health Initiative12 who had exome 

sequence and EHR-linked data. Exome sequencing was performed in collaboration with the 

Regeneron Genetics Center on a total of 170,503 participants. Detailed descriptions of MyCode 

study design and collection of phenotypic and genotypic data have been published previously12. 

A subset of 170,503 who are ³ 18 years old was selected for this study (n = 167,050). This study 

was approved by the Geisinger Institutional Review Board. The BioMe Biobank is an ancestrally 

diverse, EHR-linked biobank of over 55,000 patients enrolled from ambulatory care practices 

across the Mount Sinai Health System in New York City. The present study population consisted 

of 30,470 BioMe participants (of whom 30,129 are ³ 18 years old) with available research 

exome sequence data were used in this study13.  

 

Genes and syndromes  

RASopathy genes were selected based on ClinGen RASopathy Gene Curation Expert Panel 

(GCEP) gene-disease associations14. Genes with classifications that were disputed as of 2/13/23 

were excluded from analyses. The selected non-NF1 RASopathy genes were then clustered into 

five recognized syndromes based on known RASopathy associations: Casitas B‐lineage 

lymphoma (CBL) syndrome, CFC syndrome, Costello syndrome, NS, Noonan syndrome with 

multiple lentigines (NSML) and Legius syndrome (Supplementary Table 1).  

 

Variant filtering and annotation 

From all three biobanks, variants with a genotype quality ≤ 30, read depth ≤ 10X, ABHet ≤ 0.25, 

ABHet ³ 0.75, or alternate allele read ≤ 3 were removed. Variants were annotated with 

snpEFF15, ClinVar (database retrieved 12/08/2022) and InterVar (v.2.1.2)16  as previously 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted October 11, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24314324doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24314324


   
 

 7 

described17. As most P/LP RASopathy gene variants are gain-of-function, variants predicted as 

loss-of-function (e.g., stop-gained, frameshift, splice donor/acceptor) were excluded, except for 

SPRED1, for which loss-of-function is a known disease-causing mechanism. As a final step, all 

loss-of-function variants in SPRED1 were reviewed on Integrative Genome Viewer.  

 

Variant classification 

Variants were classified in a hierarchical manner, where ClinVar classifications took priority 

followed by InterVar, as previously described18. For the analysis, we selected variants that were 

P/LP by ClinVar or InterVar. As a final step, all P/LP variants were reviewed by B.D.G., a 

member of ClinGen’s RASopathy GCEP and Variant Classification Expert Panel (VCEP), 

according to consensus guidelines for variant interpretation. Variants determined to be P/LP after 

expert review were included in the analysis (Supplementary Table 2). Individuals without P/LP 

variants classified by InterVar/ClinVar in any of 20 RASopathy genes of interest were classified 

as controls.  

 

Sanger sequencing, clonal hematopoiesis and selection of variants  

It can be difficult to distinguish true germline variants in RASopathy genes from clonal 

hematopoiesis (CH) in blood-derived exome sequences19,20. We Sanger sequenced DNA from 25 

benign tissues from individuals in the MyCode cohort who had variants that are known to appear 

at high frequencies (> 5%) in CH (CBL, KRAS, NRAS, PTPN11) or are less likely to occur in CH 

(SOS1, BRAF) (Supplementary Table 3).  Germline variants (variants detected in both blood 

and a sequenced benign tissue) were confirmed in individuals < 60 years of age and variant allele 

frequency (VAF) > 0.4 (Supplementary Figure 1). Conversely, increasing age at blood draw (> 
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60 years) and lower variant allele fraction (VAF < 0.4) correlated with an increased likelihood 

that a variant was of somatic origin (Supplementary Figure 1). Since it was not feasible to 

sequence samples for all variants or sequence any samples from UKBB and BioMe, all variants 

in CBL, KRAS, NRAS, and PTPN11 were excluded in any participant where VAF was ≤ 0.4 and 

age at sample collection was ³ 60 years (n excluded = 32 (UKBB); 34 (MyCode); 6 (BioMe)). 

To avoid the potential inclusion of CH variants in the other 16 RASopathy genes, “stringent” 

filtering (VAF ≤ 0.4 and age at sample collection ³ 60) excluded all variants in all genes with 

these criteria.  Supplementary Figure 2 summarizes the approach to minimize the effects of CH 

in this study. Supplementary Table 2 lists all P/LP variants included in the analysis. 

 

Phenotypic data 

Cancer phenotypes were extracted from each of the biobanks for all cases and controls. For 

UKBB, fields 41270/41271 (Diagnoses – ICD10/9), 40001 (Underlying cause of death), and 

40006/40013 (Type of cancer: ICD10/9) were extracted on 10/16/2023. For MyCode, the EHR 

and the Geisinger Cancer Registry were queried; for BioMe, the Mount Sinai Data Warehouse 

was queried to obtain ICD10 codes. For cancer phenotype analysis, any diagnoses made at less 

than 18 years of age were eliminated from the analysis. For each biobank, cancer cases were 

identified via extraction of all ICD10 C codes and ICD9 140-208 codes (including all cancer 

diagnoses). Furthermore, to exclude potential somatic variants circulating in blood, anyone with 

ICD10 codes C42 (hematopoietic and reticuloendothelial system), C81-96/200-208 (malignant 

neoplasm, stated or presumed to be primary, of lymphoid, hematopoietic and related tissue), D46 

(myelodysplastic syndrome) and D47 (other neoplasms of uncertain behavior of lymphoid, 

hematopoietic and related tissue) were excluded. NS diagnosis was queried using ICD10 code 
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Q87 (“Other specified congenital malformation syndromes affecting multiple systems”), which 

may be used to code non-NF1 RASopathies. Height z-scores were calculated as previously 

described for UKBB4. For Geisinger, the median height of all height measurements taken after 

18 years were used to calculate the height z-score.  

 

Statistical analyses 

Statistical analysis were performed using R version 4.1.0 and SAS Enterprise Guide v8.3.0.103. 

Demographic comparison was performed using t-test for age, body mass index (BMI), and 

height, and Fisher exact test for sex, smoking history, cancer, death, and Q87 code. Cancer risk 

odds ratio was modeled using logistic regression with age, sex, smoking history, and BMI as 

covariates. Overall survival and time-to-cancer were plotted using the survival and ggplot2 

packages and cox-proportional hazard model was modeled with age, sex, smoking history, self-

reported race, and BMI as covariates. Restricted mean age was calculated using the rmean 

function. Lollipop plots were generated using trackViewer; oncoprint was generated using 

ComplexHeatmap packages. Power estimates were performed as previous described in Chow et 

al.21  

 

Power to detect predisposition to common and rare cancers in UK Biobank, MyCode and BioMe 

Supplementary Figures 3-5 shows power as a function of presumed true odds ratio for a range 

of cancer rates in the UKBB (Supplementary Figure 3), MyCode (Supplementary Figure 4) 

and BioMe (Supplementary Figure 5) using cohort-specific prevalences from Table 1. 

Regardless of the stringency, for NS, there was over 90% power to detect all (22% rate) and 

common (12%) cancers with an odds ratio of > 2 in UKBB. In MyCode, there was 79% power 
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and 66% power to detect this excess risk in all and common cancers, respectively. There was 

very limited power to detect excess risk in NS in BioMe. In UKBB and Geisinger, power to 

observe excess risk in the rarest cancers (< 1%) and in CFC and SPRED1 was very limited. 

 

A note on terminology 

It is important to draw a distinction between a person who harbors (i.e., is heterozygous for) a 

RASopathy P/LP variant versus an individual who has been diagnosed with a RASopathy 

syndrome (i.e., harbors a RASopathy P/LP variant and is penetrant); with EHR data, it is not 

always feasible to distinguish these two possibilities. Individuals in the first category will be 

referred to as “heterozygotes” or “RASopathy heterozygotes” (see Supplementary Table 1 for 

gene- and syndrome-specific terms), and those in the second will be referred to, when 

appropriate, as having a RASopathy syndrome. The analysis of PTPN11 heterozygotes harboring 

variants known to be associated with NSML was limited to descriptive statistics (prevalence, 

oncoprint) given the limited number of observed events (cancer and death).  

 

Results 

Prevalence of germline P/LP variants in RASopathy genes in adults 

The prevalence of germline P/LP variants in genes associated with each syndrome 

(Supplementary Table 1) was quantified in the three biobanks (Table 1). Variants in NS-

associated genes were the most common with an estimated prevalence of 1:1,772 to 1:3,330, 

consistent with previously published estimates22. Since specific PTPN11 variants in our cohort 

are associated with NSML, we also estimated its prevalence (1:22,362–1:30,129) and NS-

associated genes without known NSML-associated variants (1:1,883–1:3,913). Of the genes 
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investigated in the BioMe cohort, only P/LP variants in NS genes were detected. About 45% of 

the P/LP variants in NS genes were in PTPN11, consistent with previous findings23 

(Supplementary Figure 6A). Pathogenic variants in genes associated with CFC syndrome, a 

rare RASopathy with a typically more severe clinical presentation2, were more frequent in 

UKBB and MyCode (1:41,762 to 1:55,683; Table 1). Variants in BRAF, which account for 

approximately 50% of CFC diagnoses, made up half (n = 4/10 in UKBB; 2/4 in MyCode) of the 

variants associated with CFC in this analysis (Supplementary Figure 6B). The difference in 

P/LP variant frequency in SPRED1 (Legius syndrome) in the UKBB (1:19,567) and MyCode 

cohorts (1:41,762) (Table 1)24 is not explained by read depth differences in SPRED1 in the two 

cohorts (MyCode: 31.2; UK Biobank: 17.7). HRAS P/LP variants (Costello syndrome) were not 

identified in any of the three biobanks. 

 

No difference in demographic measures between heterozygotes and controls 

Supplementary Table 4 lists demographic (covariate) data and p-values for differences between 

CFC, CBL, NS, NS without NSML, NSML and SPRED1 heterozygotes vs. controls for MyCode 

and UKBB. Generally, there were very minimal differences in age, sex, smoking and BMI 

between heterozygotes and controls. 

 

Stature and Q87 code frequency in RASopathy heterozygotes vs. controls 

Since short stature is a known feature of some RASopathies, height z-score was calculated from 

available biobank data. Across all syndromes, a wide range (-3.4 to 2.8) of height z-scores was 

observed (Supplementary Figure 7). No significant differences in height z-scores were 

observed in CFC or CBL heterozygotes vs. controls in the UKBB or MyCode cohorts 
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(Supplementary Table 4). However, significantly lower height z-scores were observed in NS- 

and NS-without-NSML heterozygotes (UKBB and MyCode), NSML heterozygotes (UKBB) and 

SPRED1 heterozygotes (UKBB) compared to controls (Supplementary Table 4) but no data on 

growth hormone use was available. Furthermore, NSML heterozygotes had lower height z-scores 

compared to controls but were taller, on average, than NS heterozygotes. No RASopathy 

heterozygote in the MyCode and BioMe cohorts carried a ICD10 Q87 code; six (4%) NS-

heterozygotes (none of them NSML heterozygotes) in UKBB had a Q87 code.  

 

Cancer risk in adult RASopathy heterozygotes 

Cancer prevalence in adults in MyCode and UKBB was calculated as an odds ratio in 

RASopathy heterozygotes vs. controls. Demographic data were not available for controls in 

BioMe to assess cancer incidence for this biobank. In both MyCode and UKBB, there was no 

significant increase in cancer prevalence in NS heterozygotes vs. controls (Figure 1). This was 

also true for CBL and CFC heterozygotes (Figure 1), although the number of cancer-case 

observations was smaller. In UKBB, SPRED1 heterozygotes had a significantly increased cancer 

prevalence compared to controls (OR: 3.8; 95% CI: 2.48–8.64; p = 1.2x10-3; Figure 1). In 

MyCode, there was a small number of observations (n = 4) with a non-significant difference (p = 

0.98) in cancer prevalence in SPRED1-heterozygotes.  

 

Figure 2 shows cancer type in RASopathy heterozygotes from the three cohorts. The most 

common cancer observed across all (except PTPN11 heterozygotes) of the gene-syndrome 

groupings was malignancy of the skin. In PTPN11 heterozygotes, gastrointestinal malignancies 

were the most common. Of the four NSML heterozygotes with cancer, all  had malignant 
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melanoma (age at diagnosis range from 41-73) and two of four cases had lentigo maligna 

histology. Notably, the cancer types included many common adult-onset solid tumors, including 

breast, lung, and gastrointestinal cancers. Gene-specific maps depicting variants and cancer are 

shown in Supplementary Figure 8.  

 

Cumulative cancer risk in RASopathy heterozygotes 

Cumulative cancer risk was evaluated in RASopathy heterozygotes. This was only examined in 

NS and SPRED1 heterozygotes in UKBB, since cancer cases reported in CBL and CFC 

heterozygotes were too few to provide meaningful analyses. Using Kaplan-Meier cumulative 

incidence, there was no difference in cumulative risk in NS heterozygotes in UKBB (Figure 

3A,B), regardless of broad (Pcox=0.72) or stringent filtering criteria (Pcox= 0.85); similar findings 

were observed in MyCode (broad Pcox= 0.080; stringent Pcox= 0.069). (Figure 4 A,B) However, 

SPRED1 heterozygotes showed significant differences (Pcox= 9.5x10-4) (Figure 3C), with cancer 

cumulative incidence increasing shortly before age 60. However, these finding could not be 

replicated in MyCode due to the lower number of SPRED1-heterozygotes.  

 

Overall survival in RASopathy heterozygotes 

We next investigated if RASopathy heterozygotes were associated with increased mortality. 

There were < 5 deaths each in CFC-, CBL- and SPRED1-heterozygotes but 21 (14%) and 11 

(15%) deaths in NS-heterozygotes in UKBB and MyCode, respectively. In MyCode, there was 

no significant difference in survival in NS-heterozygotes compared to controls (broad Pcox= 0.43, 

stringent Pcox= 0.63) (Figure 5A,B). In UKBB, NS-heterozygotes had less favorable survival 

compared to controls with a decrease in restricted mean age of about two years (Pcox= 0.0358; 
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Figure 5C). However, when using stringent filtering criteria for NS-heterozygotes, no difference 

in survival was observed (Pcox= 0.127; Figure 5D). Supplementary Figure 9 shows cause of 

death by ICD10 chapter grouping in UKBB; cancer was reported as the most common cause of 

mortality in RASopathy heterozygotes in UKBB, followed by cardiac and respiratory etiologies. 

However, when compared with controls, there were no significant differences in cancer and 

cardiac causes of death (p = 0.08 and 0.54, respectively), with a significant increase in a 

“respiratory system” cause of death (p = 0.02).  

 

Discussion 

In this investigation, genomic ascertainment of two population-based, exome-sequenced, EHR-

linked cohorts were used to quantify Bonferroni-corrected risk of cancers arising from adults 

harboring P/LP germline variants in non-NF1 RASopathy genes. Notably, both cohorts had high 

power to detect elevated risk (OR>2) in NS heterozygotes for all but the rarest cancers. Genomic 

ascertainment quantifies risk based on genotype (not phenotype) and thus may reduce risk 

inflation arising from cancer ascertainment (case/family recruitment) by personal and/or family 

medical history. Notably, in contrast to numerous reports of children and adolescents with NS, 

where cancer rates are estimated at 4% by age 20, respectively5,6, there was no evidence of an 

increased cancer prevalence in adult NS heterozygotes in this analysis. Surprisingly, there was a 

significant excess of cancer risk in SPRED1-heterozygotes in UK Biobank but not MyCode. In 

both cohorts, CFC heterozygotes were more prevalent than previously reported; no HRAS P/LP 

variants were not detected in either cohort.  

 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted October 11, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24314324doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24314324


   
 

 15 

An increased risk of cancer was observed in SPRED1-heterozygotes in the UKBB with the 

elevated risk beginning in the 50s. The limited number (n=4) of SPRED1-heterozygotes in the 

MyCode cohort did not permit replication of this observation. While there have been some case 

reports about increased leukemia risk in Legius syndrome25,26, to our knowledge, this is the first 

comprehensive evaluation of cancer risk in this disorder. We acknowledge that the modest 

number of SPRED1-heterozygotes in both cohorts resulted in underpowered analysis and, thus, 

these findings merit replication in additional, diverse cohorts. For now, given that the excess 

cancer was driven by skin malignancies, it may be prudent to evaluate concerning skin findings 

in SPRED1-heterozygotes. Although there have been reports of increased cancer risk in CBL and 

CFC syndromes27, no significant excess cancer risk was observed in adult CBL- or CFC-

heterozygotes. However, we acknowledge that the number of observations was small and that 

analyses of the cohorts were underpowered. 

 

Notably, our study was well-powered to observe excess risk from non-rare cancers in NS                                                                                                                                                  

heterozygotes. Although no excess cancer risk in adults or significantly different time-

dependent penetrance of cancer was observed in  NS-heterozygotes, one XY individual who 

was heterozygous for a P/LP variant in PTPN11 had a history of a malignant neoplasm of the 

testis (at age 27.8) and breast cancer (at age 62) in the UKBB merits comment. This individual 

had no documented family history of breast cancer, history of hormone treatments, BRCA1, 

BRCA2, PALB2 or CHEK2 P/LP variants or other explanation on chart review. Despite the 

lack of evidence of a significant increase in cancer prevalence in NS-heterozygotes, the mean 

restricted age (a proxy for life expectancy) was reduced by about two years compared with 

controls in the UKBB, the only cohort in which this analysis was possible. However, when 
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using “stringent” filtering, this difference diminished and was not statistically significant, and 

the two most common causes of death in NS heterozygotes (neoplasm, circulatory) were not 

significantly different from those of UKBB controls.  Furthermore, while cancer risk in NSML 

is largely unknown, the four NSML heterozygotes with cancer all had been diagnosed with 

melanoma, suggesting a possible link between the increased skin findings in NSML and skin 

cancer risk. This will need to be carefully examined in additional cohorts to provide accurate 

recommendations for surveillance and management in NSML.  

 

Clonal hematopoiesis (CH) is an age-associated process that arises from somatic mutations 

and clonal expansion in a hematopoietic precursor cell28-30. In addition to health 

consequences30-35, CH can confound identification of true germline variation and prevalence 

estimates28,36-38. Since many RASopathy genes are susceptible to CH20, we sequenced putative 

germline variants in archived, non-bloodline clinical tissue samples from the MyCode cohort. 

From these findings, we developed a conservative filtering strategy to reduce the likelihood of 

false-positive germline variation from CH. From this, we calculated the genomically 

ascertained prevalence of RASopathy heterozygotes (Table 1). Comparing these prevalences 

with published reports of phenotypically ascertained prevalence of RASopathy syndromes is 

tricky given the substantially different approaches to develop these estimates. In general, our 

estimates of the population prevalence of NS heterozygotes (those who may or may not have a 

phenotype) are less common that the with previous published reports of 1/1,000 – 1/2,500 for 

NS diagnoses39. There are likely many reasons for this, including a lack of formal clinical 

diagnostic criteria for NS, the “lumping” of other diagnoses (e.g., CFC) with NS before the 

widespread availability of genetic testing and ascertainment/survival biases in our cohorts. In 
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contrast, our estimates of the prevalence of CFC heterozygotes are remarkably congruent and 

are much more common than published estimates of CFC syndrome (1/810,000)40. If 

replicated, CFC heterozygotes may be more frequent than currently estimated and that the 

clinical variability in CFC is much broader than previously appreciated. Prevalence from 

phenotypic ascertainment of Legius syndrome is reported to be 1/46,000–1/75,00026,41-43, 

which overlaps with our genomically ascertained estimate in MyCode. SPRED1-heterozygotes 

are more common in UKBB for unclear reasons. Given the expected rarity and severity of 

Costello syndrome, it was not surprising  HRAS-heterozygotes were not observed in either 

cohort. To our knowledge, our estimates of CBL-heterozygotes prevalence are the first to be 

reported.  

 

In other monogenic disorders, genomic ascertainment has shown greater prevalence of germline 

variation and reduced penetrance of phenotype than expected44. A previous investigation from 

our group using genomic ascertainment in the BioMe and UKBB cohorts4 showed that NS-

heterozygotes had significantly lower height z-scores compared to controls, a finding that was 

replicated in UKBB and MyCode in this study. Remarkably, no RASopathy-heterozygote in 

MyCode and only six in UKBB had the Q87 ICD-10 code in their EHR. This is evidence that the 

vast majority of NS-heterozygotes had not been previously diagnosed with a RASopathy, 

although they may have had mild relevant clinical features as suggested by their lower height z-

scores. It is not clear if NS heterozygotes detected via genomic ascertainment represent 

incomplete penetrance of the syndrome or if these individuals harbor variants associated with 

more subtle clinical features and are therefore more likely to go undiagnosed. Nonetheless, 

proper detection and diagnosis may inform the medical management of these individuals. 
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Limitations of this investigation include the limited ancestral diversity of  UKBB and MyCode. 

The UKBB dataset has been found to be have a “healthier volunteer” effect45, and the 

RASopathies are known to be associated with severe, early manifestations, including cardiac 

disease which can result in early death, and these individuals would therefore not be captured in 

older cohorts. Consequently, the penetrance and prevalence may not be fully representative of 

the broader general population. Furthermore, caution should still be used when interpreting 

prevalence, as common germline filtering criteria can still be contaminated by somatic variants, 

particularly in cases of CH. Ultimately, some cases will be excluded from this analysis (such as 

those resulting in early lethality) while contamination also occurs (due to CH, for example) and 

may help explain why our estimates are similar to reported prevalences which have been based 

on phenotypic ascertainment.  

 

In summary, genomic ascertainment from two large biobanks did not show evidence of elevated 

cancer risk in adult NS-heterozygotes. However, there may be an increased cancer risk for adult 

NSML- and SPRED1-heterozygotes. RASopathies are notably under-diagnosed. CFC and 

SPRED1 heterozygotes may be more common than previously appreciated. More research in 

broad and diverse cohorts is needed to replicate these findings that may inform future cancer 

screening guidelines for adults with RASopathies. While individuals ascertained through a 

genotype-first approach appear to have a milder phenotype, proper diagnosis may nevertheless 

inform optimal medical management and improve health in these individuals. 
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Table 1. Estimated prevalence of germline RASopathy Pathogenic/Likely Pathogenic variants in three biobanks. Stringent: excludes 

all variants in genes with ABHet £0.4 and age at blood draw ³60 years. CI: 95% confidence interval  
  

UK Biobank Geisinger MyCode Mount Sinai BioMe   
(469,618 exomes) (167,050 exomes) (30,129 exomes) 

    count frequency count frequency count freq 

CBL   14 1:33,544 (1:19,982–
1:56,309) 8 1:20,881 (1:10,581–

1:41,207) 0 - 

CFC 
stringent 9 1:52,179 (1:27,453–

1:99,178) 3 1:55,683 (1:17,474–
1:215,605) 0 - 

 10 1:46,961 (1:25,509–
1:86,453) 4 1:41,762 (1:15,185–

1:130,367) 0 - 

Noonan 
stringent 141 1:3,330 (1:2,824–

1:3,927) 68 1:2,456 (1:1,938–
1:3,113) 15 1:2,008 (1:1,217–

1:3,314) 

  149 1:3,151 (1:2,684–
1:3,700) 73 1:2,288 (1:1,820–

1:2,876) 17 1:1,772 (1:1,106–
1:2,838) 

NSML  21 1:22,362 (1:14,627–
1:34,188) 7 1:23,864 (1:11,560–

1:49,264) 1 1:30,129 (1:4,639–
1:577,181) 

Noonan 
without 
NSML 

stringent 120 1:3,913 (1:3,273–
1:4,679) 61 1:2,738 (1:2,132–

1:3,517) 14 1:2,152 (1:1,282–
1:3,612) 

 128 1:3,668 (1:3,086–
1:4,361) 66 1:2,531 (1:1,989–

1:3,219) 16 1:1,883 (1:1,159–
1:3,058) 

Legius 
stringent 24 1:19,567 (1:13,150–

1:29,116) 3 1:55,683 (1:17,474–
1:215,605) 0 - 

  24 1:19,567 (1:13,150–
1:29,116) 4 1:41,762 (1:15,185–

1:130,367) 0 - 

Costello   0 - 0 - 0 - 
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Figures 

 

Figure 1. Cancer risk in CBL-, CFC-, Noonan- and SPRED1-heterozygotes in MyCode and 

UKBB cohorts with and without stringent filtering.  

 

Figure 2. Oncoprint of cancer type in RASopathy heterozygotes in MyCode, UKBB and BioMe.  

 

Figure 3. Time-dependent penetrance in Noonan-heterozygotes for cancer (panel A) and with 

stringent filtering (panel B) and in SPRED1-heterozygotes (panel C) in UKBB. 

 

Figure 4. Time-dependent penetrance in Noonan-heterozygotes for cancer (panel A) and with 

stringent filtering (panel B) in MyCode. 

 

Figure 5. Time-dependent survival for Noonan-heterozygotes (panel A) and with stringent 

(panel B) filtering in MyCode; time-dependent survival for Noonan-heterozygotes (panel C) 

and with stringent (panel D) filtering in and UKBB. 
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Supplementary Tables 

 

Supplementary Table 1. RASopathy genes evaluated. 

 

Supplementary Table 2. Pathogenic/likely pathogenic variants identified in the three cohorts; 

number is parenthesis refers to counts that are dropped with “stringent” filtering 

 

Supplementary Table 3. Benign tissue sequenced from the MyCode cohort.  

 

Supplementary Table 4. Demographics, height z-score, cancer, death and Q87 codes in 

RASopathy heterozygotes vs controls in UKBB and MyCode.  
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Supplementary Figures 

 

Supplementary Figure 1. Plot of age at blood draw and variant allele frequency (VAF) of 16 

variants in 18 individuals from Geisinger for whom a histologically benign tissue was available 

for Sanger sequencing. 

 

Supplementary Figure 2. Flow diagram of approach to minimize the effects of clonal 

hematopoiesis in this study. 

 

Supplementary Figure 3. Power as a function of risk (odds ratio: OR) in UK Biobank for a 

range of cancer rates. Prevalence data from cohort-specific RASopathies (Table 1). Dark gray 

line represents 80% power, and light gray line represents 90% power.  

 

Supplementary Figure 4. Power as a function of risk (odds ratio: OR) in MyCode for a range of 

cancer rates. Prevalence data from cohort-specific RASopathies (Table 1). Dark gray line 

represents 80% power, and light gray line represents 90% power.  

 

Supplementary Figure 5. Power as a function of risk (odds ratio: OR) in BioMe for a range of 

cancer rates. Prevalence data from cohort-specific RASopathies (Table 1). Dark gray line 

represents 80% power, and light gray line represents 90% power.  

 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted October 11, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24314324doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24314324


   
 

 24 

Supplementary Figure 6. Absolute counts and percentages of P/LP variants observed in 

Noonan syndrome genes (panel A) and cardiofaciocutaneous syndrome genes (panel B).  

 

Supplementary Figure 7. Height z-score in RASopathy heterozygotes in Geisinger (panel A) 

and UK Biobank (panel B). X-axis is a running sum of the number of participants for each 

heterozygote type. 

 

Supplementary Figure 8; Panels A-P. Gene-specific maps of pathogenic/likely pathogenic 

variants observed in participants with cancer and without cancer in all three biobanks. Variants 

in red in panel I (PTPN11) are known to be associated with Noonan syndrome and multiple 

lentigines. 

 

Supplementary Figure 9. Top causes of death in RASopathy heterozygotes in UKBB.  
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0.75[0.48−0.89]
0.56[0.29−1.06]
0.42[0.20−0.89]

3.79[2.48−8.64]
0.97[0.10−9.37]

NA

OR [95% CI]

0.16
0.16

0.37
0.45

0.47
0.18
0.08
0.02

1.20E−03
0.98

p−value

UKBB
MyCode
Stringent filtering

CFC

Noonan

Legius

NA
NA

NA
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Age at earliest diagnosis
Vital status

Sex
Race

Cohort

Syndrome Groups
CBL
CFC
PTPN11

Noonan
Noonan stringent
SPRED1
SPRED1 stringent

Age at earliest diagnosis

20
40
60
80
100

Vital Status
Alive
Dead

Sex
Female
Male

Race
Black
White
Hispanic
Mixed
Unknown

Cohort
MyCode
UKBB
BioMe

Source
Cancer registry
ICD10

All

Cancer and ICD10
Death and ICD10
Cancer and Death

C44: Other malignant neoplasms of skin

C76-80: Ill-defined, secondary and unspecified sites

C15-26: Digestive organs

C60-63: Male genital organs

C43: Malignant melanoma of skin

C30-39: Respiratory and intrathoracic organs

C50: Breast

C64-68: Urinary tract

C73-75: Thyroid and other endocrine glands

C51-58: Female genital organs

C69-72: Eye, brain, and other parts of CNS

C97: Independent (primary) multiple sites

C45-49: Mesothelial and soft tissues

0 10 20

Noonan of multiple lentigines
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0.0

0.2

0.4

30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Age (Years)

C
um

ul
at

ive
 e

ve
nt

Controls
Noonan

433571 (0) 462513 (0) 452955 (0) 384477 (55890) 231682 (174062) 57257 (326606) 0 (369482)

148 (0) 148 (0) 144 (0) 118 (20) 62 (64) 14 (105) 0 (119)Noonan

Controls

Number at risk (number censored)

A.

0.0

0.2

30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Age (Years)

C
um

ul
at

ive
 e

ve
nt

Controls
Noonan Stringent

433571 (0) 462513 (0) 452955 (0) 384477 (55890) 231682 (174062) 57257 (326606) 0 (369482)

140 (0) 140 (0) 136 (0) 111 (20) 56 (64) 13 (103) 0 (116)

Number at risk (number censored)

Noonan
Stringent

Controls

p=0.72 p=0.85

B.

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Age (Years)

C
um

ul
at

ive
 e

ve
nt

Controls
SPRED1

433571 (0) 462513 (0) 452955 (0) 384477 (55890) 231682 (174062) 57257 (326606) 0 (369482)

24 (0) 24 (0) 22 (0) 17 (1) 9 (6) 1 (12) 0 (13)

Number at risk (number censored)

SPRED1

Controls

C.

p=9.51E-4
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0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0 20 40 60 80
Age (Years)

C
um

ul
at

ive
 h

az
ar

d Controls
Noonan

159887 (0) 159069 (768) 128172 (29771) 73905 (73479) 12914 (116790)

70 (0) 69 (1) 48 (21) 29 (40) 8 (54)Noonan

Controls

Number at risk (number censored)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0 20 40 60 80
Age (Years)

C
um

ul
at

ive
 h

az
ar

d Controls
Noonan Stringent

159887 (0) 159069 (768) 128172 (29771) 73905 (73479) 12914 (116790)

66 (0) 65 (1) 44 (21) 25 (40) 6 (54)Noonan Stringent

Controls

Number at risk (number censored)

A. B.
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0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

50 60 70 80 90
Age (Years)

Su
rv

iva
l p

ro
ba

bi
lit

y

Controls
Noonan Stringent 

465617 (0) 414310 (59363) 275538 (190746) 73955 (376676) 0 (431185)
140 (0) 124 (19) 66 (71) 12 (116) 0 (127)

Controls

Number at risk (number censored)

p=0.032

C. D.

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0 20 40 60 80
Age (Years)

Su
rv

iva
l p

ro
ba

bi
lit

y

Controls
Noonan

Noonan

Controls

Number at risk (number censored)

A. B.

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0 20 40 60 80
Age (Years)

Su
rv

iva
l p

ro
ba

bi
lit

y

Controls
Noonan Stringent

Noonan Stringent

Controls

Number at risk (number censored)

p=0.43 p=0.63

50 60 70 80 90
Age (Years)

Controls
Noonan

466553 (279) 414789 (59848) 275449 (190928) 73205 (373942) 0 (426289)

148 (0) 132 (19) 72 (71) 14 (117) 0 (128)

Number at risk (number censored)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Su
rv

iva
l p

ro
ba

bi
lit

y

Noonan Stringent
Noonan

Controls

p=1.08E-3

165565 (0) 164795 (770) 134811 (30421) 84213 (78632) 19598 (134401)

72 (0) 71 (1) 51 (21) 30 (41) 13 (55)
165565 (0) 164795 (770) 134811 (30421) 84213 (78632) 19598 (134401)

67 (0) 66 (1) 46 (21) 25 (41) 8 (55)

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted October 11, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24314324doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24314324

