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Abstract

The Bipolar-Schizophrenia Network for Intermediate Phenotypes (B-SNIP) created psychosis
Biotypes based on neurobiological measurements in a multi-ancestry sample. These Biotypes cut
across DSM diagnoses of schizophrenia, schizoaffective disorder and bipolar disorder with
psychosis. Two recently developed post hoc ancestry adjustment methods of Polygenic Risk
Scores (PRSs) generate Ancestry-Adjusted PRSs (AAPRSs), which allow for PRS analysis of
multi-ancestry samples. Applied to schizophrenia PRS, we found the Khera AAPRS method to
show superior portability and comparable prediction accuracy as compared with the Ge method.
The three Biotypes of psychosis disorders had similar AAPRSs across ancestries. In genomic
analysis of Biotypes, 12 genes and isoforms showed significant genomic associations with
specific Biotypes in Transcriptome-Wide Association Study (TWAS) of genetically regulated
expression (GReX) in adult brain and fetal brain. TWAS inflation was addressed by inclusion of
genotype principal components in the association analyses. Seven of these 12 genes/isoforms
satisfied Mendelian Randomization (MR) criteria for putative causality, including four genes
TMEM140, ARTN, Clorfl15, CYREN, and three transcripts ENSG00000272941,
ENSG00000257176, ENSG00000287733. These genes are enriched in the biological pathways
of Rearranged during Transfection (RET) signaling, Neural Cell Adhesion Molecule 1 (NCAM1)
interactions, and NCAM signaling for neurite out-growth. The specific associations with
Biotypes suggest that pharmacological clinical trials and biological investigations might benefit

from analyzing Biotypes separately.
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Introduction

Among the psychosis disorders, Schizophrenia (SCZ), Schizoaffective Disorder (SAD) and
Bipolar Disorder (BD), there is a considerable overlap in symptoms, illness course, cognition,

9-12 and transcriptome pattern'3. The

psychophysiology, neurobiology'-®, genetic susceptibility
psychosis disorders show a large genetic overlap with each other and with Autism Spectrum
Disorder (ASD), Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD), and Major Depressive
Disorder (MDD), where the genetic correlation is ~0.7 among these common psychiatric
disorders!*. Recently (2022), Bigdeli et al. found similar overlap of Polygenic Risk Scores
(PRSs) for SCZ and BD, demonstrating that the PRS for each disorder predicts the other!’, as

confirmed elsewhere!®. Historically, the first publication to introduce a PRS into genetics in

20097 was on the applicability of SCZ PRS to BD.

The three psychosis Biotypes of the Bipolar-Schizophrenia Network for Intermediate Phenotypes
(B-SNIP) represent a unique categorization of psychosis disorders based on shared
neurobiological variation within each Biotype category, a categorization that is distinct from
conventional DSM diagnostic categories'® 1. The Biotype categories'® were generated in

persons with psychosis disorders by K-means clustering analysis of a series of neurobiological

20-24 25-28

measurements including cognition*"-=*, eye-tracking metrics==°, and electroencephalogram

2933 including auditory Event-Related Potentials (ERPs)**. The psychosis

(EEG) measurements
Biotypes are thus biologically distinct categories of persons with psychosis disorders, and it is

hypothesized that this categorization may lead to better personalized medical care’>.
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Until now, there has not been a comparative analysis of genetic risk of illness across the
Biotypes and across the several ancestries in B-SNIP participants. For genetic analysis of the
three Biotypes, a Genome-Wide Association Study (GWAS) approach lacks sufficient power for
the existing sample sizes*. PRS, however, can be applied and tested. Polygenic inheritance, a
hallmark of psychosis disorders, involves the cumulative influence of numerous common Single
Nucleotide Polymorphisms (SNPs) with modest effect sizes on the development of illness®’-4.
PRS summarizes individual SNP effect sizes from GWAS on the risk of illness*-#?, and is

widely used to estimate the polygenic liability to illness at an individual level®.

Non-portability of PRS among genetic ancestries is well-known, attributable to differences in
demographic relationships, allele frequencies, and local linkage disequilibrium (LD) patterns*+->°,
Various statistical calculation methods have been developed for PRS, to integrate GWAS
summary statistics from diverse populations, in order to improve the prediction accuracy of case-
control status in each ancestry and across ancestries®. PRS-CSx is a recently developed PRS
method that combines GWAS discovery data from different populations, thereby leveraging the
correlation of genetic effects and LD diversity across ancestries, and accounting for ancestry-
specific allele frequency, LD patterns, and sample sizes in the discovery datasets. It outperforms
single-population discovery methods and improves polygenic risk prediction accuracy for
disease in single ancestry samples’!. However, PRS-CSx does not generate a portable PRS for a

mixed ancestry sample (see Results below). For personal medicine and for assessing health care

risks across diverse populations, a score that is portable among ancestries would be desirable.
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Ancestry-Adjusted PRS (AAPRS) refers to PRS that are portable across genetic ancestries, and
applicable to mixed ancestry samples. Two methods for generating AAPRS, based on post hoc
ancestry adjustment of PRS have recently become available, using genetic ancestry to calibrate
PRS mean and variance®*>*, The Khera®? method trains a linear regression model of PRS using
genotype principal components (PCs) in the healthy control individuals within the sample as
independent variables and PRS as the dependent variable. This model is then applied to the entire
dataset, and the obtained residuals are the AAPRS. A related method by Ge et al.> takes the
1000 Genomes (1KG) Project samples as the reference dataset to train two linear regression
models on genotype PCs, and then applies the models to the target dataset to get the AAPRS. No
previous study has done comparative quantitative evaluation of these methods, on their accuracy
(Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R? and area under the curve (AUC)), and portability (overlap among PRS

density kernels of different ancestries and minimal contribution of ancestry to the AAPRSSs).

Genomic measures: Transcriptome-Wide Association Study (TWAS) incorporates information
on gene regulation from summary data on a set of markers. In comparison with SNP-based
GWAS under a broad range of genetic architectures, it may enhance detection of gene
associations®>. Currently, there are emerging TWAS studies of genomic (gene-based) variation in
multiple types of molecular traits, including quantitative trait loci (QTLs) for gene expression
(eQTLs), isoform expression (isoQTLs), protein expression (pQTLs), histone modification
(hQTL), alternative splicing (sQTL), DNA methylation (meQTL), metabolite (mQTL), and
H3K27 histone acetylation (haQTLs) in multiple adult and fetal tissues®® 7, which are abundant

resources for the prediction of a range of genetically regulated genomic events (multi-omics).
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Two neurodevelopmental models of psychosis disorders have been proposed over the past thirty
years>®, First, excessive synaptic elimination or pruning in the cerebral cortex during late brain
development, i.e. adolescence, is hypothesized as a cause of major psychoses, including SCZ>-
61, Second, genetic studies indicate that early brain development, including neuronal
proliferation, migration, or synapse formation is affected in SCZ. SCZ is then re-conceptualized
as a neurodevelopmental disorder with psychosis as a late, potentially preventable stage of the
illness®> 63, By leveraging the developmental brain, 2-fold improvement in colocalizations was
observed for ~60% of GWAS loci across five neuropsychiatric disorders, compared with larger
adult brain functional genomic reference panels®®. A recent review of the neurodevelopmental
model of SCZ with insights from genetics, transcriptomics, and epigenomics indicates that SCZ
genetic risk is dynamic and context-dependent, varying spatiotemporally throughout
neurodevelopment. It might be more effective to address the early-stage perturbations in SCZ
through prediction and prophylaxis in the pre-, peri-, and neonatal stages rather than during

adolescence or adulthood®.

In this paper, we calculated SCZ PRS for B-SNIP individuals, based on multi-ancestry data,
from PGC 3 SCZ (Schizophrenia and Schizoaffective Disorder) GWAS summary statistics®’, and
BD PRS based on PGC BD GWAS summary statistics. Next, the two post hoc ancestry
adjustment methods described above were evaluated for case-control prediction performance and
portability among ancestries, and the preferred adjustment method was applied (as AAPRS) to
further analyses of our multi-ancestry data. We then tested AAPRS association with Biotypes.
We also imputed genomic variables from PsychENCODE eQTL and isoQTL databases of

adult®® ¢ and fetal brains®, and GTEXx version 8 elastic net model-based sQTL results in frontal
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cortex>> %6 We then tested for gene-level, isoform-level, and splicing-level expression
association with Biotypes. Biological pathway enrichment and causal (mediation) analyses based
on Mendelian Randomization (MR) were further performed for the significantly associated

genes.

The overall study workflow is shown in Figure 1. In our results, we found the Khera AAPRS
method to be preferable to the Ge method, based on superior portability and marginally
equivalent accuracy. We found no significant psychosis AAPRS differences among the three
Biotypes. For the multi-omics TWAS analysis in adult and fetal brains, we found twelve genes
and isoforms with expression associations that differed among specific Biotypes and healthy
controls, and seven of them were found to be putative causal contributors to psychosis Biotypes

by MR.

Materials and methods

B-SNIP dataset.

There are 2505 unrelated individuals who have genotypes in the B-SNIP dataset. The diagnoses
are SCZ, SAD, BD, and Healthy Control (HC). Biotypes of psychosis disorders (SCZ, SAD, BD
with psychosis) were obtained from our previous study'®. Not all genotyped individuals have
Biotype status or diagnosis, for reasons of incomplete phenotyping. Multiple ancestries exist in
this dataset based on genotype principal component (PC) assignment of ancestry. Only
previously collected data in this dataset was studied. An earlier publication documented the

informed consent’®.

Imputation and quality control (QC) of the B-SNIP genotypes.
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Genotype imputation for all unrelated individuals was done using Minimac4 on the Michigan
Imputation Server, taking 1KG phase 3 v5 (hg19) mixed population as the reference panel with
Eagle as the phasing algorithm’!. There are two batches (B-SNIP1 and B-SNIP2) in the B-SNIP

dataset. The two batches were merged into a single dataset and QC was performed after merging.

Genetic markers were retained to have imputation quality metric R? > 0.3 (which removes > 70%
of poorly imputed SNPs at the cost of < 0.5% well-imputed SNPs)”?, missingness < 0.001%,
MAF > 1%, and HWE P < 1E-5. Individuals with genotype missingness > 0.05 or with Cryptic
Relatedness of 2" degree or closer were filtered out using the KING program’. LD pruning was
not done, because of the several ancestries. Genotype-based sex and heterozygosity rates were

also checked for quality control. There were 10,321,126 total variants after QC.

Ancestry assignment for the B-SNIP samples.

We merged all B-SNIP unrelated samples (N = 2,505) with the 1KG phase 3 data (N = 2,504)"
and retained shared common variants between the two datasets. We then calculated PCs based on
the LD-pruned variants (PLINK --indep-pairwise 200 100 0.1) in the merged dataset. A
Random-Forest (RF) method was used, based on the first 10 genotype PCs, to assign each person
in the B-SNIP dataset to one of the five 1KG super populations — European (EUR), African

(AFR), Admixed American (AMR), East Asian (EAS), and South Asian (SAS).

Five ancestral groups — EUR (N = 1234), AFR (N =908), AMR (N =237), EAS (N =73), and
SAS (N = 53) were assigned (Figure S1). The concordance rates of RF-inferred ancestry with

self-reported race in EUR, AFR, ASN (Asian: EAS + SAS), and AMR were 87%, 97%, 94%,
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and 16%, respectively (Table S1). The individuals (N = 2178) with both Genotype and Biotype
data included 495 with Biotype 1, 483 with Biotype 2, 515 with Biotype 3, and 685 healthy

controls. The detailed sample information for Biotypes on each ancestry was shown in Table S2.

Construction of ancestry-specific PRSs.
PRS-CSx was used to calculate initial (unadjusted) SCZ PRSs of each of the five ancestries
(EUR, AFR, AMR, EAS, and SAS). EUR, AFR, and ASN SCZ GWAS summary statistics were

used as input to generate posterior ancestry-specific SNP weights for SCZ PRSs.

PRS-CS” (not PRS-CSx) was used to calculate initial (unadjusted) BD PRS due to the lack of
BD GWAS summary statistics from ancestries other than EUR. EUR BD GWAS summary

statistics are used as input to generate posterior EUR SNP weights for BD PRSs.

Psychosis disorder PRSs incorporating both EUR SCZ GWAS and EUR BD GWAS summary
statistics were calculated using PRS-CSx --mefa option for all EUR individuals in the B-SNIP

dataset.

Ancestry-specific SCZ GWAS summary statistics were downloaded from the Psychiatric

Genomics Consortium (PGC) website (https://figshare.com/articles/dataset/scz2022/19426775).

EUR BD GWAS summary statistics were downloaded from the PGC website

(https://figshare.com/ndownloader/articles/14102594/versions/2). The website does not make

other ancestral BD GWAS summary statistics available at this time. More detailed information

about the GWAS summary statistics is shown in Table S3.
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LD reference panels for each ancestry were based on 1KG Project phase 3 samples and are

available at https://github.com/getian107/PRScsx.

Polymorphic variants present in all five ancestries in both B-SNIP and PGC3 SCZ GWAS
datasets were used for SNP weights and PRS calculations. The parameters --seed and --phi in the
PRS-CSx program were set to 1e3 and 1e-2, respectively. The posterior META SNP weights
obtained from PRS-CSx program using the --meta option were used for PRS calculations.
Individual risk scores for each person in the B-SNIP dataset were then calculated based on the

posterior META SNP weights and genotypes of B-SNIP individuals using PLINK 2.0 --score.

Post hoc ancestry adjustment of PRS to generate Ancestry-Adjusted PRS (AAPRS).

PRS methods that can include diverse ancestries within a single dataset would increase sample
size for power of detecting associations and would improve portability of PRS across ancestries.
A regression-based post hoc ancestry adjustment method initially developed by Khera et al.>?
was later modified by Ge et al.>3. Both methods calculate an adjusted PRS from initial PRS as
dependent variable and genotype PCs as independent variables. These linear regression models
are trained on healthy control samples in the target dataset in Khera et al.*2, and trained on 1KG
data in Ge et al.>*. The coefficients of those regressions are used in the final equations on the
target dataset. These final equations normalize the PRS scores in the target dataset to generate
AAPRS. These procedures can be understood as projecting the PRSs of the target dataset onto a

shared space that is based on the PCs of the training dataset. For implementing the Ge AAPRS,

11
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the B-SNIP samples were projected into the 1KG phase 3 genotype PC space, and the first five

genotype PCs were used for the AAPRS calculations.

To generate AAPRS for the five ancestries, we separately applied each of the two post hoc
ancestry adjustment methods (the Khera method and the Ge method)>? 3 to the calculated PRS-

CSx (--meta option) of all individuals in the B-SNIP dataset.

Performance evaluation of the post hoc ancestry adjustment methods for accuracy and
portability.

Prediction accuracy for case-control status was evaluated by 1) the Area Under the Curve (AUC)
of the Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC), and 2) Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R-squared’® 77
Portability metrics were 1) Overlap of the AAPRS density kernels across ancestries, and 2)

Percentage of AAPRS variance attributable to ancestry.

An implicit assumption of the post hoc ancestry adjustment methods is that ancestry variation is
a “nuisance variable” so that a complete overlap of ancestries would generate a valid portable
PRS for each person. The overlapping area among the kernel density estimates of AAPRS for the
five ancestries was calculated by the boot.overlap() function in the ‘overlapping’ package

(version 2.1) in R 4.2.17% 7,

The percentage of PRS variance attributable to ancestry and to Biotype, with and without
ancestry adjustment, was assessed by two-way Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) with interaction

effect estimated, using the aov() function in R 4.2.1.

12
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An “overfitting” question applies to the Khera method™?, where the healthy control individuals in
the target dataset are used to train the linear regression model in the first step of the adjustment.
This might generate overfitting when applying the model to the entire target dataset. To test for
overfitting, two-fold cross-validation was used to recompute the AAPRS and overlap statistics
between the five ancestries. Specifically, we began by randomly dividing the B-SNIP dataset
into two equal splits: split 1 serves as the training set and split 2 as the test set. We then reversed
the roles of the two splits in a second analysis. To calculate the Khera AAPRS, we trained the
Khera model on the training set and then applied it to the test set. The calculated Khera AAPRSs
in two splits were then combined to calculate the overlap statistic. We compared this overlap
statistic with the initial overlap statistic of Khera AAPRS to determine whether the overfitting

exists.

Comparison of PRSs and AAPRSs among Biotypes.

To have uniform scales for PRSs across ancestries, percentile transformation was performed on
the PRSs and AAPRSs. Wilcoxon tests were then performed on the percentile transformed PRSs
or AAPRSs to assess whether there are significant PRS differences between healthy controls and
Biotypes, as well as among the three different Biotypes. Bonferroni correction for six tests (N =

6) was set for statistical significance (P < 8.33e-03).

Gene expression, mRNA isoform and splicing TWASs in adult and fetal brains.
TWAS was performed for Biotypes both within and across ancestries. The PsychENCODE

multi-ancestry-based adult brain®® 67 and fetal brain® eQTL model results were used for gene-

13
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level TWAS. The isoform prediction database for isoform-level TWAS was obtained from Arjun
Bhattacharya, et al.?°. The data used to construct this prediction model were adult brain cortex
tissue from 2,365 individuals compiled and processed from the PsychENCODE Consortium®
and the Accelerating Medicines Partnership Program for Alzheimer’s Disease (AMP-AD)?!.
GTEx version 8 elastic net model-based sQTL results in frontal cortex™ %% ¢ in adult brains were
used for splicing-level TWAS. Detailed information about the PredictDB databases used in this
study was shown in Table S4.

Using MetaXcan>>: 68

, we first imputed transcriptome, isoform and spliceome data for B-SNIP
individuals. Next, the genetically regulated expression (GReX) of 14,188 genes in adult brain,
7,024 genes in fetal brain, 34,169 isoforms in adult brain, and 7,425 splicing events in adult brain
were imputed for each person. Each gene/isoform/splicing in adult or fetal brain imputed GReX
component was then tested for association with case (including all the three Biotypes) vs.
control, SCZ (including SCZ and SAD) vs. control, BD vs. control, SCZ vs. SAD, SCZ vs. BD,
SAD vs. BD, Biotype vs. control, Biotype vs. Biotype, and within and across ancestries, using a
logistic regression model with the first five genotype PCs as covariates. Multiple testing
significance thresholds for TWAS associations were Benjamini & Hochberg (BH)®? FDR
correction (FDR < 0.05).

8-85 we used two methods to

To consider possible inflation in the different TWAS models
evaluate our TWAS results: 1) Genomic inflation factor /ambda, and 2) Bayesian method-based

estimated inflation using the empirical null distribution®. The calculations were implemented by

‘QCEWAS’ and ‘bacon’ packages in R 4.2.1. The first five genotype PCs of B-SNIP individuals

14
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were used as covariates in our main TWAS association analysis. Inflation was tested for the
association analysis results under the different TWAS models with and without genotype PCs as
covariates. Quantile-Quantile (Q-Q) plots and the two inflation statistics were used for

visualizing and analyzing the inflation based on the observed P values in TWAS results.

Causal analysis of candidate risk genes for psychosis Biotypes and psychosis disorders.

We applied the Mendelian Randomization - Joint Tissue Imputation (MR-JTI)3¢ approach to test
for putatively causal genes of psychosis Biotypes and diagnoses from TWAS results. Although
MR analysis of disease is a test of causality, it is calculated as a test of the relative strength of
direct and indirect associations between an event (G in Figure S2) and a [disease] outcome (D in
Figure S2). The alternative to a direct association is an indirect association of G on disease
outcome D, detected by a stronger association of G to another event (such as an IP) that itself is
strongly associated with D. That is, the effect of G on D is indirect when the G association with
the other event is stronger than the association of G with the disease (D). The relative strengths
of the associations are measured as in the diagram. Bonferroni corrections are used for multiple

testing of genes.

When concluding there is a causal association between events G and D, there is no conclusion on
the relative strength of this causal event vs. other causal events that are not measured or reported,
such as trauma or societal stresses. Nor is there a biological mechanism proven by the

association, although one might be implied by the nature of the genetic association.

Biological pathway enrichment analysis.
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We did biological pathway enrichment analysis for candidate genes using Reactome®’

(https://reactome.org/).

Resampling for robustness.

Resampling was used to test the robustness of the findings from PRS and TWAS analyses of
psychosis Biotypes, due to the lack of external psychosis Biotype data. Specifically, we
randomly selected 80% of the whole sample for 10 times, and each time we performed all the
PRS and TWAS analyses. We then evaluated the robustness of our findings by comparing the

results from resampling and from our main analyses.

Results

1. Polygenic Risk Scores

Similar prediction accuracy for case-control status from both AAPRS methods.

In the combined multi-ancestry sample, the unadjusted PRS gave 0.606 (95% CI: 0.580, 0.631)
for AUC and 0.043 (95% CI: 0.021, 0.062) for Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R? on case-control status.
The Ge method gave 0.619 (95% CI: 0.594, 0.644) for AUC and 0.053 (95% CI: 0.028, 0.075)
for Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R?, and the Khera method gave 0.607 (95% CI: 0.582, 0.632) and 0.044
(95% CI: 0.021, 0.063) respectively. Thus, these two AAPRS methods performed comparably to
the unadjusted PRS on both AUC and Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R? for case-control status in the
combined multi-ancestry sample and in each of the five ancestries separately (Figure 2, Table

S5).

On PRS overlap across ancestries, the Khera AAPRS gives greater improvement.
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Overlap of PRS density kernels across different ancestries is one of the portability metrics for the
AAPRS evaluation. The unstated assumption in reducing overlap is that there are no true

differences between ancestry PRSs, and they should overlap completely.

The estimated overlap of unadjusted PRSs among the five ancestries was 0.914 (95% CI: 0.902,
0.926). The estimated overlap of the Ge AAPRS and the Khera AAPRS was 0.962 (95% CI:
0.955, 0.969) and 0.974 (95% CI: 0.966, 0.982) respectively. Both AAPRS methods improved
overlap compared to that of unadjusted PRS, and the improvement was greater with the Khera
adjustment than with the Ge adjustment, while complete overlap was not observed in our data

(Figure 3).

The Khera method shows smaller ancestry contribution than the Ge method to the
variance of AAPRS.

Two-way analyses of variance (ANOVA) of the combined sample were performed to assess PRS
variance contributions of Biotype, Ancestry, and residuals. As expected, the method that yielded
the greatest PRS density kernel overlap among five ancestries (Khera) showed the smallest
contribution of ancestry to AAPRS (Figure 4, Table S6). Even there, we found ancestry
contributions to AAPRS. With the Khera method, ancestry accounted for 1% (P = 4.37e-04) of
AAPRS variance versus 14% (P = 3.03e-70) for Ge. There were no significant interactions
between Biotype and ancestry in either Ge AAPRS or Khera AAPRS (Figure 4, Table S6). The
Khera result thus more closely fits the unstated assumption of ancestry as a nuisance variable

(this assumption is discussed below).
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No overfitting observed with the Khera ancestry adjustment method.

The question of overfitting in the Khera method is raised by its use of its own healthy controls
for training its linear regression model. To address this question, we determined whether it
matters if the training group is inside the total sample or not. For this question, we did two-fold
cross-validation, where the data was randomly divided into two equal parts, called “folds”, and

used for training and testing separately.

With two-fold cross-validation, the estimated overlap of the Khera AAPRS density kernels
among the five ancestries was 0.969 (95% CI: 0.960, 0.978). No significant overfitting was

observed compared to the initial overlap statistic of Khera AAPRS 0.974 (95% CI: 0.966, 0.982).

The three Biotypes show no significant differences in SCZ AAPRS:s.
Wilcoxon tests showed significant differences between each Biotype and healthy controls in SCZ
AAPRS:S in the combined multi-ancestry sample, but no significant differences among the three

Biotypes (Figure 5, Table S7).

SCZ- and BD- GWAS summary statistics give similar AAPRSs across Biotypes within
EUR ancestry.

To see whether these three psychosis Biotypes share a polygenic risk for both SCZ and BD, we
calculated PRS and AAPRS for EUR individuals in B-SNIP dataset using PGC EUR GWAS
summary statistics from two different diagnoses, SCZ and BD. We studied only EUR ancestry
B-SNIP participants because ancestry-specific BD GWAS summary statistics are currently

available only for EUR ancestry.
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Cross-diagnosis and within-diagnosis case-control prediction accuracy of unadjusted PRS and
AAPRS was first evaluated by AUC and Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R?, as described in Materials and
methods. The SCZ AAPRS performed slightly better than BD AAPRS on both Nagelkerke’s
Pseudo-R? and AUC in the combined diagnosis sample. SCZ AAPRS had good prediction
accuracy for cross-diagnosis case-control status (that is, for BD persons). However, BD AAPRS
had less cross-diagnosis prediction accuracy (that is, for SCZ persons). Integrating the two sets
of GWAS summary statistics (EUR SCZ and EUR BD) into a combined psychosis AAPRS gave
better prediction accuracy of case-control status for BD persons and the most consistently

improved prediction accuracy for the combined diagnoses (BD and SCZ persons) (Figure 6).

Two-sample Wilcoxon tests were used to determine whether there are differences among the
three distinct Biotypes on both SCZ AAPRSs and BD AAPRSs within EUR ancestry. Results
showed no significant differences among the three Biotypes, but each of the three Biotypes
exhibited significant differences from healthy controls (Wilcoxon test, Bonferroni-corrected P <
8.33e-03) in the combined diagnostic persons in SCZ AAPRSs (Figure S3a), BD AAPRSs
(Figure S3b), or psychosis AAPRSs (Figure S3c). In other words, the three psychosis Biotypes

shared a polygenic risk based on both SCZ and BD GWAS summary statistics.

2. Molecular Associations

TWASSs on imputed adult and fetal brain gene expression, mRNA isoforms, and RNA

splicing identify 12 associations with Biotypes.
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We first evaluated overall case-control, SCZ-control, BD-control, SCZ-SAD, SCZ-BD, and
SAD-BD associations in TWASs (gene-expression in both adult and fetal brain, isoforms in adult
brain, and splicing events in adult brain), which would be broader than specific Biotype

associations. However, no significant associations were detected.

We proceeded to perform separate TWAS analyses of each Biotype, comparing them with each
other and with healthy controls. Twelve gene and isoform associations with Biotypes in adult or
fetal brain were detected with multiple testing corrections (BH FDR < 0.05) applied (Table 1).

No significant splicing event associations with Biotypes were detected.

Mendelian Randomization (MR) detected seven putatively causal genes of Biotypes.

Based on the twelve significantly Biotype-associated genes and transcripts (nine unique genes),
we did a causal (mediation) exploration using MR-JTI. With Bonferroni correction, seven unique
genes (four genes TMEM 140, ARTN, Clorfl115, CYREN, and three transcripts
ENSG00000272941, ENSG00000257176, ENSG00000287733) showed significant potential

causal relationships with psychosis Biotypes (Table 2).

The seven putatively causal genes of psychosis Biotypes are enriched (P < 0.05) in the biological
pathways of Rearranged during Transfection (RET) signaling, Neural Cell Adhesion Molecule 1

(NCAM1) interactions, and NCAM signaling for neurite out-growth (Figure 7).

Discussion

Non-portability of PRSs across different ancestries is well-known*#-3% 323488 T¢ be useful for

multi-ancestry medical care, an AAPRS must satisfy requirements of accuracy and portability.
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Post-hoc ancestry adjustments in multi-ancestry samples have recently been proposed to satisfy
these requirements, as an alternative to meta-analysis by ancestry. We evaluated two methods of

post hoc ancestry adjustment of PRS2 53

. In our comparative analysis in the B-SNIP dataset, the
Khera method>? adjustment had better portability among ancestries, and the two methods had
comparable accuracy. We also examined possible overfitting in the Khera method since part of
the target data is used to fit the model to the entire target dataset and found no overfitting by

cross-validation analysis. The Khera method was then chosen for analysis of the B-SNIP data, a

multi-ancestry dataset which is the only existing dataset with psychosis Biotypes and genotypes.

The Biotypes are an innovation in diagnosis of psychosis disorders, as they are based on
neurobiological measures as opposed to reported symptoms*> 3%, In a previous study>> %,
Biotypes 1 and 2 had poorer scores on cognition and two other Biofactors (Intermediate
Phenotypes) than Biotype 3 and healthy controls. On other Biofactors, Biotype 1 or Biotype 2
were more different from healthy controls than Biotype 3. We hypothesized that similar
differences might exist in the overall polygenic risk of SCZ, with Biotype 3 closer to controls.
However, we found no significant differences in AAPRSs among the three Biotypes, although
each Biotype had higher AAPRS than healthy control, as expected. The PRS and AAPRS for the
above analysis incorporated SCZ GWAS summary statistics from multiple ancestries using the
PRS-CSx program. We also found that the Biotype AAPRS results were preserved in the
polygenic risk of BD in EUR ancestry using EUR BD GWAS summary statistics. BD GWAS

summary statistics from other ancestries were not available.
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Interestingly, we found that in EUR ancestry, AAPRS based on SCZ GWAS summary statistics
had comparable prediction accuracy for case-control status for BD persons, while AAPRS based
on BD GWAS summary statistics had comparable (although smaller) prediction accuracy of
case-control status for SCZ persons. Integrating the two sets of GWAS summary statistics (EUR
SCZ and EUR BD) improved the prediction accuracy of case-control status for BD persons and

for the combined diagnoses.

By projecting B-SNIP samples onto the 1KG PC space and using Random Forest (RF) to classify
individuals into the five super populations, more genetically homogeneous groups can be
identified for further analysis, while still retaining typically underrepresented groups. However,
this approach is limited by the populations in the reference panel, which may not adequately
represent certain samples or admixtures in the target data®. Specifically, the 1KG reference
panel underrepresents admixed ancestry, as its AMR group predominantly reflects Latin
American individuals, whose genetic profiles may not align with those of the admixed
individuals in B-SNIP. As a result, RF may misclassify admixed individuals by favoring larger

or more distinct ancestry groups.

In the data analyzed here, there is close correspondence between self-reported race and the three
categories (EUR, AFR and ASN) derived by RF analysis, except for AMR ancestry, in which the
concordance rate was only 16% (Table S1), due to the possible reasons mentioned above. The
ancestry-specific TWAS results in this study are based on ancestry categories, where the AFR

and EUR ancestry categories closely correspond to self-reported race. The number of EAS and
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SAS individuals is much smaller and gave us less confidence in those TWAS associations. No

significant TWAS associations were found in AMR ancestry.

In the PRS analyses, since two alternative methods are available for PRS adjustment in multiple
ancestries, we assessed the two methods. The Khera method is more successful than the Ge
method in adjusting the PRS for effects of ancestry. Before adjustment, 40% of the PRS is
attributable to ancestry by ANOVA analysis. After adjustment with the Ge method, there is still
14% variance attributable, but after adjustment with the Khera method there is 1% variance
(Table S6). This difference may be due to the target sample projection onto the 1KG PC space in
the Ge method, whereas the Khera method uses only the PCs of the actual sample. This
illustrates another limitation of using the 1KG ancestries as a reference and supports the use of

Khera method for PRS adjustment.

Additionally, PRS adjustment procedures did not completely erase the contributions of ancestry
to AAPRS, although it was assumed that PRSs can be adjusted to have identical distributions
across ancestries. Larger samples and optimized AAPRS methods to be developed may be
needed to determine if ancestry effects can ever be eliminated. An alternative possibility exists,
that ancestry-related differences exist in psychosis disorders that prevent identical PRS
distributions across populations. For example, gene-environment interaction might limit PRS

portability, which remains to be investigated.

Comprehensively delineating environment and gene-environment interactions in the estimation

of psychiatric disease risk is a hefty task and is beyond the scope of the present work. However,
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it should be acknowledged that genetic ancestry differences are likely due to environmental
influence. Environmental factors are numerous and themselves inter-related, and differentially so
across ancestry groups. Ancestry groups overlap substantially with socially constructed racial
group identities that tend to delineate disparities in how such factors are experienced.
Specifically, the experience is generally one of the disadvantages for those identifying/identified
as Black or African American. The B-SNIP sample is comprised of mostly individuals self-
identifying as White or Black/African American and living in the United States. It is likely these
groups experienced differential healthcare system quality and access, stress associated with
racism, intergenerational trauma, and even biases potentially contributing to diagnoses despite
efforts at standardization, among many other interrelated factors. Socioeconomic status and other
variables share substantial variance with racial group identity and delineate key impactful

environmental experiences.

Genomic and genetic associations with Biotypes might be influenced by the socially
environmental components, either as confounding variables or by gene-environment interactions.
We cannot conclude that the observed PRS association with Biotypes is purely genetically
determined. Social environmental components or their interactions with the genetic factors might
contribute to the variation of Biotypes. These interactions regarding case-control differences
could be investigated in future studies by adding socio-environmental variables to the linear
models for analysis of genetic, genomic, and ancestry variation among Biotypes. This type of
analysis was recently reported for MDD in Nepal, where demographic variables and
environmental exposures explained a far greater proportion of variance in liability to lifetime

MDD, while the depression PRS was not strongly associated with MDD
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Inflation can exist in TWAS analysis mainly due to the polygenicity of the target trait, especially
with a large sample size, as discussed recently®3-%3. We found some obvious inflation in TWAS
results (lambda: 1.19 ~ 3.6 in gene-level TWAS in adult brain, 1.08 ~ 4.07 in gene-level TWAS
in fetal brain, 1.16 ~ 4.18 in isoform-level TWAS in adult brain, and 1.24 ~ 5.16 in splicing-level
TWAS in adult brain) in the combined multi-ancestry sample when we did not include genotype
PCs in the association analysis. The inflation was successfully addressed (all lambdas close to 1)
by including the first five genotype PCs as covariates in a logistic regression model. No inflation
existed in the various ancestry-specific and combined multi-ancestry genotype PC-corrected
TWAS results (Tables S8-S11). A representative Q-Q plot illustrated the inflation effect in the
association analysis results with and without genotype PC correction (Figure 8). We applied

genotype PC correction to all the TWAS results.

Twelve TWAS gene/isoform associations were found in Biotypes versus healthy control (Table
1). No significant associations were found in case-control, SCZ-control, BD-control, SCZ-SAD,
SCZ-BD, or SAD-BD omics comparisons. This implies that association signals might be buried
when using only traditional diagnosis, because there is genomic heterogeneity among Biotypes.
Molecular, pharmacological, and genetic studies of Biotypes, as well as environmental factors,
may be useful for disentangling at least part of the etiological and pathophysiological

heterogeneity of psychosis.

Several Biotype-associated genes found in our study have been reported to be associated with

psychosis disorders or neuropsychiatric disorders by previous genetic or genomic studies.
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Clorfl15 was found to be differentially expressed when comparing SCZ, MDD, and ASD
patients to healthy controls in multiple brain regions®> 3. Clorf115 was also in GWAS
associated (P = 3e-6) with response to antipsychotic therapy®*. DNAAF?2 was found to be
differentially expressed in BD and MDD frontal cortex®?. TMEM 140 was reported as a down-
regulated (logFC = -0.15, FDR g-value = 0.004) gene in first-episode psychosis patients in
blood”. TMEM140 is also associated with the prognosis of glioma by promoting cell viability
and invasion’®. CYREN, as known as C7orf49, was reported to be associated with Alzheimer's
disease (AD) and Parkinson's disease (PD)?’. TMEM140 and C70rf49 were reported to be
associated with ADHD on the epigenomics®®. ARTN was reported to be significantly associated
(P=1.6e-09) with SCZ and ADHD by meta-analyzing the common variant associations with
SCZ and ADHD using Multi-marker Analysis of GenoMic Annotation (MAGMA)®. ARTN was

reported to be down-regulated in patients with MDD in a current depressive state in blood!.

Seven of the twelve associated genes and isoforms are putative causal genes of Biotypes based
on MR analysis, although causality here has the limitations associated with MR analyses, which
do not account for complex interactions with other factors contributing to psychosis illnesses.
Nonetheless, these observations are relevant. These seven genes are enriched in psychosis and
neuropsychiatric disorder-related biological pathways via RET signaling, NCAMI interactions,
and NCAM signaling for neurite out-growth (Figure 7). RET signaling is activated by glial cell
line—derived neurotrophic factor (GDNF) ligands!?!. RET signaling was reported to function in
motor neurons!®?, including dopaminergic (DA) neurons'®, and associated with various diseases,
such as PD!%, Tt was also reported to be associated with vitamin D deficiency which increases

the risk of SCZ!'%°, The NCAM was reported to play important roles in neurite outgrowth, long-
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term potentiation in the hippocampus and synaptic plasticity!'%

in both the developing and adult
brains!?’. As a synaptic plasticity marker, NCAM1 was reported to be differentially altered in
SCZ!98:19 and BD!'? patients, and the SNPs within NCAMI1 contribute to the risk of both SCZ
and BD possibly through alternative splicing of the gene!!?. The NCAM1 gene set was also

reported to be linked to depressive symptoms!!!,

To validate the three biological pathways in Figure 7 and suggest additional pathways, we
relaxed the TWAS significance threshold to Benjamini & Hochberg (BH) FDR < 0.1, thus
including 11 additional suggestive gene/transcript/splicing associations with Biotypes (Table
S12), besides the 12 significant associations in Table 1. We then did the causal analysis for all
the 23 associations (19 unique genes) using MR-JTI program, and 14 unique genes are
suggestively causal genes (because of the relaxed TWAS significance threshold) of Biotypes or
psychosis disorders. These 14 suggestively causal genes are enriched in 31 additional biological
pathways using a threshold BH FDR < 0.1 (Table S13), and in the three biological pathways
shown in the Main text Figure 7. Some of these additional biological pathways, such as
Nonsense Mediated Decay (NMD) related pathways!!% 13, response of EIF2AK4 (GCN2) to
amino acid deficiency'!4, signaling by NTRK3 (TRKC)!!'>!17 axon guidance!'®, and nervous
system development!!?, are reported to be therapeutic targets or play important roles in psychosis

disorders.

To interrogate the robustness of PRS and TWAS findings, we performed analyses based on
resampling ten times, since no other data of Biotypes can be used for replication. Resampling

results are consistent showing that the Khera method provided better portability and comparative
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accuracy in SCZ AAPRS, and the three Biotypes share a polygenic risk of psychosis disorders.
Resampling also showed the TWAS results of eleven genes and transcripts (except for

ENSG00000287733) replicated 1 to 4 times (Table S14).

Despite the resampling results, we note that gene associations with psychosis Biotypes found in
samples of Asian (EAS or SAS) ancestry have a much smaller sample size than the other
ancestries. These results, although statistically significant, are offered as tentative conclusions.
The three associated genes found in SAS ancestry would require further support. We did not find
any genes that are significantly associated with EAS ancestry. In short, the genes associated with

Biotypes in Asian ancestry should be viewed with caution.

In the PRS analyses, including or excluding Asian ancestry did not significantly affect SCZ
prediction accuracy, ancestry adjustments, or Biotype comparisons. There was no significant
change in prediction performance or ancestry adjustment results with or without Asian SCZ
GWAS data or Asian samples from the target dataset (B-SNIP) (Figures 2, S4). Additionally, no
significant differences in SCZ AAPRSs were found among the three Biotypes, regardless of
whether including or excluding Asian SCZ GWAS data or Asian samples from the target dataset

data (B-SNIP) (Table S7).

The eQTL, sQTL, and isoQTL models used for TWAS analyses in this study are mainly based
on EUR samples. This might cause lowered prediction accuracy of GReX components for other
ancestry individuals in the B-SNIP dataset, resulting in low power of detecting associations in

other ancestries.
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In conclusion, our results suggest that the three psychosis Biotypes share comparable polygenic
risks based on PRS calculated from both SCZ and BD GWAS summary statistics. Furthermore,
different Biotypes have specific psychosis risk genes, some of which are putatively causal genes
with specific biological pathways. The molecular associations with Biotypes in this research
suggest that pharmacological clinical trials and biological investigations might benefit from
analyzing results separately by Biotypes as well as the usual analysis by diagnosis. That is,

Biotypes may become a component of personalized diagnosis and treatment.

Data availability

B-SNIP data could be obtained from the NIMH Data Archive (https://nda.nih.gov; NDAR ID:

2274, respectively). The 1000 Genomes phase 3 genotype data are available at https://www.cog-

genomics.org/plink/2.0/resources#phase3_1kg. Other data sources used in this study are

provided in the Materials and methods section and Tables S3-S4.

Code availability

PRS-CSx implementation script is available at https://github.com/getian107/PRScsx. PRS-CS

implementation script is available at https://github.com/getian107/PRScs. Ancestry assignment

script is available at https://github.com/Annefeng/PBK-QC-pipeline. PLINK 2.0 is available at

https://www.cog-genomics.org/plink/2.0/.

Acknowledgments

This research was supported by several NIH grants:

Tamminga: MH096913, MH077851

29


https://www.cog-genomics.org/plink/2.0/resources#phase3_1kg
https://www.cog-genomics.org/plink/2.0/resources#phase3_1kg
https://github.com/getian107/PRScsx
https://github.com/getian107/PRScs
https://github.com/Annefeng/PBK-QC-pipeline
https://www.cog-genomics.org/plink/2.0/
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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-ND 4.0 International license .

Pearlson: MH096957, MH077945

Keshavan: MH096942, MH078113

Keedy: MH103368, MH124804, MH127162

Clementz: MH124803, MH126398, MH096900, MH124806, MH103366, MH124802,
MHI127172

Parker: NIH/NIMH ROIMH117315 and NIH/NCATS UL1TR002378, TL1TR002382
Liu: UO1 MH122591, 1TUOIMH116489, IROIMH110920, ROIMH126459

Gershon: MH103368, MH124804, MH127162

This research was also supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants
Nos. 82022024), and the science and technology innovation Program of Hunan Province
(2021RC4018, 2021RC5027). Innovation-driven Project of Central South University (Grant No.

2020CX003).

The authors gratefully acknowledge support from the Christopher Eklund family and the Geraldi

Norton Foundation.

We thank Drs Tian Ge and Hailiang Huang for their correspondence and support about PRS post

hoc ancestry adjustment.

This work was completed in part with resources provided by the University of Chicago’s

Research Computing Center.

30


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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-ND 4.0 International license .

Author contributions

ESG, CL and CX conceived and designed the study. ESG, CL and CC supervised the study and
helped interpreting of data. CX did the formal analyses and drafted the manuscript. NAR did the
B-SNIP genotype preprocessing (imputation and quality control) analysis. CW and RD built the
PsychENCODE fetal brain predict.db. ESG, CL, CC, CX, NAR, CAT, MSK, GDP, SKK, BC,

JEM, DP, RL, SKH, JRB, EIl, CW, and RD reviewed, edited, and approved the final version of

the manuscript.

Competing interests

Cuihua Xia: None.

Ney Alliey-Rodriguez: None.

Carol A. Tamminga: B-SNIP Diagnostics, Board of Managers; Kynexis, Scientific Advisory
Board and retainer; Merck DSMB; Neuventis, Board, own stock.

Matcheri S. Keshavan: B-SNIP Diagnostics, Board of Managers; Advisor to Alkermes.
Godfrey D. Pearlson: B-SNIP Diagnostics, Board of Managers.

Sarah K. Keedy: B-SNIP Diagnostics, Board of Managers.

Brett A. Clementz: B-SNIP Diagnostics, Board of Managers; Kynexis Corporation, Scientific
Advisory Board.

Jennifer E. McDowell: B-SNIP Diagnostics, Board of Managers.

David A. Parker: None.

Rebekka Lencer: None.

S. Kristian Hill: None.

Jeffrey R. Bishop: None.

31


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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-ND 4.0 International license .

Elena I. Ivleva: B-SNIP Diagnostics, Board of Managers.
Cindy Wen: None.

Rujia Dai: None.

Chao Chen: None.

Chunyu Liu: None.

Elliot S. Gershon: B-SNIP Diagnostics, Board of Managers; Consultant: Kynexis Corporation.

Ethics approval and consent to participate

All methods were performed in accordance with the relevant guidelines and regulations. B-SNIP
recruitment sites were in Athens GA (University of Georgia and Augusta University Medical
College of Georgia), Baltimore MD (Maryland Psychiatric Research Center), Boston MA (Beth
Israel Deaconess Medical Center), Chicago IL (University of Illinois-Chicago and University of
Chicago), Dallas TX (UT Southwestern Medical Center), Detroit MI (Wayne State University),
and Hartford CT (Institute of Living). All recruitments, interviews, and laboratory data
collections were completed at those locations. The Institutional Review Board at participating

institutions approved the projects; participants provided informed consent prior to involvement.

References

1. Reilly JL, Frankovich K, Hill S, Gershon ES, Keefe RS, Keshavan MS et al. Elevated
antisaccade error rate as an intermediate phenotype for psychosis across diagnostic
categories. Schizophr Bull 2014; 40(5): 1011-1021.

2. Hill SK, Reilly JL, Keefe RS, Gold JM, Bishop JR, Gershon ES et al.
Neuropsychological impairments in schizophrenia and psychotic bipolar disorder:
findings from the Bipolar-Schizophrenia Network on Intermediate Phenotypes (B-SNIP)
study. Am J Psychiatry 2013; 170(11): 1275-1284.

32


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

10.

11.

12.

13.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Keshavan MS, Morris DW, Sweeney JA, Pearlson G, Thaker G, Seidman LJ et al. A
dimensional approach to the psychosis spectrum between bipolar disorder and
schizophrenia: the Schizo-Bipolar Scale. Schizophr Res 2011; 133(1-3): 250-254.

Meda SA, Ruano G, Windemuth A, O'Neil K, Berwise C, Dunn SM ef al. Multivariate
analysis reveals genetic associations of the resting default mode network in psychotic
bipolar disorder and schizophrenia. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S 4 2014; 111(19): E2066-
2075.

Khadka S, Meda SA, Stevens MC, Glahn DC, Calhoun VD, Sweeney JA et al. Is
aberrant functional connectivity a psychosis endophenotype? A resting state functional
magnetic resonance imaging study. Biol Psychiatry 2013; 74(6): 458-466.

Shinn AK, Pfaff D, Young S, Lewandowski KE, Cohen BM, Ongur D. Auditory
hallucinations in a cross-diagnostic sample of psychotic disorder patients: a descriptive,
cross-sectional study. Compr Psychiatry 2012; 53(6): 718-726.

Ethridge LE, Hamm JP, Pearlson GD, Tamminga CA, Sweeney JA, Keshavan MS et al.
Event-related potential and time-frequency endophenotypes for schizophrenia and
psychotic bipolar disorder. Biol Psychiatry 2015; 77(2): 127-136.

Hamm JP, Ethridge LE, Boutros NN, Keshavan MS, Sweeney JA, Pearlson GD ef al.
Diagnostic specificity and familiality of early versus late evoked potentials to auditory
paired stimuli across the schizophrenia-bipolar psychosis spectrum. Psychophysiology
2014; 51(4): 348-357.

Anttila V, Bulik-Sullivan B, Finucane HK, Walters RK, Bras J, Duncan L ef al. Analysis
of shared heritability in common disorders of the brain. Science 2018; 360(6395).

Cross-Disorder Group of the Psychiatric Genomics C, Lee SH, Ripke S, Neale BM,
Faraone SV, Purcell SM et al. Genetic relationship between five psychiatric disorders
estimated from genome-wide SNPs. Nat Genet 2013; 45(9): 984-994.

Maier R, Moser G, Chen G-B, Ripke S, Absher D, Agartz | ef al. Joint Analysis of
Psychiatric Disorders Increases Accuracy of Risk Prediction for Schizophrenia, Bipolar
Disorder, and Major Depressive Disorder. The American Journal of Human Genetics
2015; 96(2): 283-294.

Cross-Disorder Group of the Psychiatric Genomics Consortium. Electronic address
pmhe, Cross-Disorder Group of the Psychiatric Genomics C. Genomic Relationships,
Novel Loci, and Pleiotropic Mechanisms across Eight Psychiatric Disorders. Cell 2019;
179(7): 1469-1482 el411.

Gandal MJ, Haney JR, Parikshak NN, Leppa V, Ramaswami G, Hartl C ef al. Shared

molecular neuropathology across major psychiatric disorders parallels polygenic overlap.
Science 2018; 359(6376): 693-697.

33


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Andreassen OA, Hindley GF, Frei O, Smeland OB. New insights from the last decade of
research in psychiatric genetics: discoveries, challenges and clinical implications. World
Psychiatry 2023; 22(1): 4-24.

Bigdeli TB, Voloudakis G, Barr PB, Gorman BR, Genovese G, Peterson RE et al.
Penetrance and pleiotropy of polygenic risk scores for schizophrenia, bipolar disorder,
and depression among adults in the US veterans affairs health care system. JAMA
psychiatry 2022; 79(11): 1092-1101.

Kember RL, Merikangas AK, Verma SS, Verma A, Judy R, Abecasis G et al. Polygenic
risk of psychiatric disorders exhibits cross-trait associations in electronic health record
data from European ancestry individuals. Biological psychiatry 2021; 89(3): 236-245.

Visscher ISCMpPSMspmhebWNRSJL, Michael C. 6 Visscher Peter M. 5
PasWNRMSSPscmhedSPFOD, Gurling H, Blackwood DH, Corvin A, Craddock NJ et

al. Common polygenic variation contributes to risk of schizophrenia and bipolar disorder.
Nature 2009; 460(7256): 748-752.

Tamminga CA, Pearlson G, Keshavan M, Sweeney J, Clementz B, Thaker G. Bipolar and
schizophrenia network for intermediate phenotypes: outcomes across the psychosis
continuum. Schizophr Bull 2014; 40 Suppl 2(Suppl 2): S131-137.

Clementz BA, Parker DA, Trotti RL, McDowell JE, Keedy SK, Keshavan MS et al.
Psychosis Biotypes: Replication and Validation from the B-SNIP Consortium. Schizophr
Bull 2022; 48(1): 56-68.

Sanches M, Bauer IE, Galvez JF, Zunta-Soares GB, Soares JC. The management of
cognitive impairment in bipolar disorder: current status and perspectives. American
journal of therapeutics 2015; 22(6): 477.

Tripathi A, Kar SK, Shukla R. Cognitive deficits in schizophrenia: understanding the
biological correlates and remediation strategies. Clinical Psychopharmacology and
Neuroscience 2018; 16(1): 7.

McCleery A, Nuechterlein KH. Cognitive impairment in psychotic illness: prevalence,
profile of impairment, developmental course, and treatment considerations. Dialogues in

clinical neuroscience 2022.

McCutcheon RA, Keefe RS, McGuire PK. Cognitive impairment in schizophrenia:
aetiology, pathophysiology, and treatment. Molecular psychiatry 2023: 1-17.

Sheffield JM, Karcher NR, Barch DM. Cognitive deficits in psychotic disorders: a
lifespan perspective. Neuropsychology review 2018; 28: 509-533.

34


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Wolf A, Ueda K, Hirano Y. Recent updates of eye movement abnormalities in patients
with schizophrenia: a scoping review. Psychiatry and clinical neurosciences 2021; 75(3):
82-100.

Obyedkov I, Skuhareuskaya M, Skugarevsky O, Obyedkov V, Buslauski P,
Skuhareuskaya T et al. Saccadic eye movements in different dimensions of schizophrenia
and in clinical high-risk state for psychosis. BMC psychiatry 2019; 19(1): 1-10.

Lyu H, St Clair D, Wu R, Benson PJ, Guo W, Wang G ef al. Eye movement
abnormalities can distinguish first-episode schizophrenia, chronic schizophrenia, and
prodromal patients from healthy controls. Schizophrenia Bulletin Open 2023; 4(1):
sgac(076.

Huang L, Wei W, Liu Z, Zhang T, Wang J, Xu L et al. Effective schizophrenia
recognition using discriminative eye movement features and model-metric based features.
Pattern Recognition Letters 2020; 138: 608-616.

Perrottelli A, Giordano GM, Brando F, Giuliani L, Mucci A. EEG-based measures in at-
risk mental state and early stages of schizophrenia: a systematic review. Frontiers in
psychiatry 2021; 12: 653642.

Manchanda R, Norman R, Malla A, Harricharan R, Takhar J, Northcott S. EEG
abnormalities and two year outcome in first episode psychosis. Acta Psychiatrica
Scandinavica 2005; 111(3): 208-213.

de Bock R, Mackintosh AJ, Maier F, Borgwardt S, Riecher-Rossler A, Andreou C. EEG
microstates as biomarker for psychosis in ultra-high-risk patients. Translational
psychiatry 2020; 10(1): 300.

Murphy M, Stickgold R, Ongiir D. Electroencephalogram microstate abnormalities in
early-course psychosis. Biological Psychiatry: Cognitive Neuroscience and
Neuroimaging 2020; 5(1): 35-44.

Gordillo D, da Cruz JR, Chkonia E, Lin W-H, Favrod O, Brand A et al. The EEG
multiverse of schizophrenia. Cerebral Cortex 2023; 33(7): 3816-3826.

Earls HA, Curran T, Mittal V. A meta-analytic review of auditory event-related potential
components as endophenotypes for schizophrenia: perspectives from first-degree
relatives. Schizophrenia Bulletin 2016; 42(6): 1504-1516.

Clementz BA, Trotti RL, Pearlson GD, Keshavan MS, Gershon ES, Keedy SK et al.
Testing psychosis phenotypes from bipolar—schizophrenia network for intermediate
phenotypes for clinical application: biotype characteristics and targets. Biological
Psychiatry: Cognitive Neuroscience and Neuroimaging 2020; 5(8): 808-818.

35


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Committee PGCC. Genomewide association studies: history, rationale, and prospects for
psychiatric disorders. American Journal of Psychiatry 2009; 166(5): 540-556.

Trubetskoy V, Pardifias AF, Qi T, Panagiotaropoulou G, Awasthi S, Bigdeli TB et al.
Mapping genomic loci implicates genes and synaptic biology in schizophrenia. Nature
2022; 604(7906): 502-508.

Stahl EA, Breen G, Forstner AJ, McQuillin A, Ripke S, Trubetskoy V et al. Genome-
wide association study identifies 30 loci associated with bipolar disorder. Nature genetics
2019; 51(5): 793-803.

Mullins N, Forstner AJ, O’Connell KS, Coombes B, Coleman JR, Qiao Z et al. Genome-
wide association study of more than 40,000 bipolar disorder cases provides new insights
into the underlying biology. Nature genetics 2021; 53(6): 817-829.

Visscher PM, Wray NR, Zhang Q, Sklar P, McCarthy MI, Brown MA et al. 10 years of
GWAS discovery: biology, function, and translation. The American Journal of Human
Genetics 2017; 101(1): 5-22.

Middeldorp CM, Wray NR. The value of polygenic analyses in psychiatry. World
Psychiatry 2018; 17(1): 26.

Lewis AC, Perez EF, Prince AE, Flaxman HR, Gomez L, Brockman DG ef al. Patient
and provider perspectives on polygenic risk scores: implications for clinical reporting and
utilization. Genome Medicine 2022; 14(1): 114.

Choi SW, Mak TS-H, O’Reilly PF. Tutorial: a guide to performing polygenic risk score
analyses. Nature protocols 2020; 15(9): 2759-2772.

Martin AR, Kanai M, Kamatani Y, Okada Y, Neale BM, Daly MJ. Clinical use of current
polygenic risk scores may exacerbate health disparities. Nature genetics 2019; 51(4):
584-591.

Majara L, Kalungi A, Koen N, Tsuo K, Wang Y, Gupta R ef al. Low and differential
polygenic score generalizability among African populations due largely to genetic
diversity. Human Genetics and Genomics Advances 2023; 4(2).

Kim MS, Naidoo D, Hazra U, Quiver MH, Chen WC, Simonti CN et al. Testing the
generalizability of ancestry-specific polygenic risk scores to predict prostate cancer in
sub-Saharan Africa. Genome biology 2022; 23(1): 1-16.

Mars N, Kerminen S, Feng Y-CA, Kanai M, Léll K, Thomas LF et al. Genome-wide risk

prediction of common diseases across ancestries in one million people. Cell genomics
2022; 2(4).

36


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Kullo 1J, Dikilitas O. Polygenic risk scores for diverse ancestries: Making genomic
medicine equitable. vol. 76. American College of Cardiology Foundation Washington
DC2020, pp 715-718.

Duncan L, Shen H, Gelaye B, Meijsen J, Ressler K, Feldman M et al. Analysis of
polygenic risk score usage and performance in diverse human populations. Nature
communications 2019; 10(1): 3328.

Kachuri L, Chatterjee N, Hirbo J, Schaid DJ, Martin I, Kullo 1IJ et al. Principles and
methods for transferring polygenic risk scores across global populations. Nature Reviews
Genetics 2023: 1-18.

Ruan Y, Lin YF, Feng YA, Chen CY, Lam M, Guo Z et al. Improving polygenic
prediction in ancestrally diverse populations. Nat Genet 2022; 54(5): 573-580.

Khera AV, Chaffin M, Zekavat SM, Collins RL, Roselli C, Natarajan P et al. Whole-
Genome Sequencing to Characterize Monogenic and Polygenic Contributions in Patients
Hospitalized With Early-Onset Myocardial Infarction. Circulation 2019; 139(13): 1593-
1602.

Ge T, Irvin MR, Patki A, Srinivasasainagendra V, Lin YF, Tiwari HK et al. Development
and validation of a trans-ancestry polygenic risk score for type 2 diabetes in diverse
populations. Genome Med 2022; 14(1): 70.

Lennon NJ, Kottyan LC, Kachulis C, Abul-Husn NS, Arias J, Belbin G et al. Selection,
optimization and validation of ten chronic disease polygenic risk scores for clinical
implementation in diverse US populations. Nature Medicine 2024: 1-8.

Gamazon ER, Wheeler HE, Shah KP, Mozaffari SV, Aquino-Michaels K, Carroll RJ et
al. A gene-based association method for mapping traits using reference transcriptome
data. Nature genetics 2015; 47(9): 1091-1098.

Bykova M, Hou Y, Eng C, Cheng F. Quantitative trait locus (xQTL) approaches identify
risk genes and drug targets from human non-coding genomes. Human Molecular
Genetics 2022; 31(R1): R105-R113.

Ng B, White CC, Klein H-U, Sieberts SK, McCabe C, Patrick E et al. An xQTL map
integrates the genetic architecture of the human brain's transcriptome and epigenome.

Nature neuroscience 2017; 20(10): 1418-1426.

Weinberger DR. On the plausibility of “the neurodevelopmental hypothesis™ of
schizophrenia. Neuropsychopharmacology 1996; 14(1): 1-11.

Feinberg 1. Schizophrenia: caused by a fault in programmed synaptic elimination during
adolescence? Journal of psychiatric research 1982; 17(4): 319-334.

37


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Rakic P, Bourgeois J-P, Goldman-Rakic PS. Synaptic development of the cerebral cortex:
implications for learning, memory, and mental illness. Progress in brain research 1994;
102: 227-243.

Keshavan MS, Anderson S, Pettergrew JW. Is schizophrenia due to excessive synaptic
pruning in the prefrontal cortex? The Feinberg hypothesis revisited. Journal of
psychiatric research 1994; 28(3): 239-265.

Insel TR. Rethinking schizophrenia. Nature 2010; 468(7321): 187-193.

Weinberger DR. From neuropathology to neurodevelopment. 7he Lancet 1995;
346(8974): 552-557.

Wen C, Margolis M, Dai R, Zhang P, Przytycki PF, Vo DD et al. Cross-ancestry atlas of
gene, isoform, and splicing regulation in the developing human brain. Science 2024;
384(6698): eadh0829.

Birnbaum R, Weinberger DR. The genesis of schizophrenia: an origin story. American
Journal of Psychiatry 2024; 181(6): 482-492.

Gandal MJ, Zhang P, Hadjimichael E, Walker RL, Chen C, Liu S ef al. Transcriptome-
wide isoform-level dysregulation in ASD, schizophrenia, and bipolar disorder. Science
2018; 362(6420): eaat8127.

Wang D, Liu S, Warrell J, Won H, Shi X, Navarro FC et al. Comprehensive functional
genomic resource and integrative model for the human brain. Science 2018; 362(6420):
caat8464.

Barbeira AN, Dickinson SP, Bonazzola R, Zheng J, Wheeler HE, Torres JM et al.
Exploring the phenotypic consequences of tissue specific gene expression variation
inferred from GWAS summary statistics. Nature communications 2018; 9(1): 1825.

Barbeira AN, Bonazzola R, Gamazon ER, Liang Y, Park Y, Kim-Hellmuth S ef al.
Exploiting the GTEx resources to decipher the mechanisms at GWAS loci. Genome
biology 2021; 22: 1-24.

Tamminga CA, Ivleva EI, Keshavan MS, Pearlson GD, Clementz BA, Witte B et al.
Clinical phenotypes of psychosis in the Bipolar-Schizophrenia Network on Intermediate

Phenotypes (B-SNIP). American Journal of psychiatry 2013; 170(11): 1263-1274.

Das S, Forer L, Schonherr S, Sidore C, Locke AE, Kwong A et al. Next-generation
genotype imputation service and methods. Nat Genet 2016; 48(10): 1284-1287.

Das S, Forer L, Schonherr S, Sidore C, Locke AE, Kwong A et al. Next-generation
genotype imputation service and methods. Nature genetics 2016; 48(10): 1284-1287.

38


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

&3.

&4.

85.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Manichaikul A, Mychaleckyj JC, Rich SS, Daly K, Sale M, Chen W-M. Robust
relationship inference in genome-wide association studies. Bioinformatics 2010; 26(22):
2867-2873.

Consortium GP. A global reference for human genetic variation. Nature 2015;
526(7571): 68.

Ge T, Chen C-Y, Ni Y, Feng Y-CA, Smoller JW. Polygenic prediction via Bayesian
regression and continuous shrinkage priors. Nature communications 2019; 10(1): 1776.

Nagelkerke NJ. A note on a general definition of the coefficient of determination.
biometrika 1991; 78(3): 691-692.

Liidecke D, Ben-Shachar MS, Patil I, Waggoner P, Makowski D. performance: An R
package for assessment, comparison and testing of statistical models. Journal of Open
Source Software 2021; 6(60).

Pastore M, Calcagni A. Measuring Distribution Similarities Between Samples: A
Distribution-Free Overlapping Index. Front Psychol 2019; 10: 1089.

Pastore M. Overlapping: a R package for Estimating Overlapping in Empirical
Distributions. Journal of Open Source Software 2018; 3(32): 1023.

Bhattacharya A, Vo DD, Jops C, Kim M, Wen C, Hervoso JL et al. Isoform-level
transcriptome-wide association uncovers genetic risk mechanisms for neuropsychiatric
disorders in the human brain. Nature Genetics 2023: 1-12.

Vialle RA, de Paiva Lopes K, Bennett DA, Crary JF, Raj T. Integrating whole-genome
sequencing with multi-omic data reveals the impact of structural variants on gene
regulation in the human brain. Nature neuroscience 2022; 25(4): 504-514.

Benjamini Y, Hochberg Y. Controlling the false discovery rate: a practical and powerful

approach to multiple testing. Journal of the Royal statistical society: series B
(Methodological) 1995; 57(1): 289-300.

van Iterson M, van Zwet EW, Consortium B, Heijmans BT. Controlling bias and inflation
in epigenome-and transcriptome-wide association studies using the empirical null

distribution. Genome biology 2017; 18: 1-13.

de Leeuw C, Werme J, Savage JE, Peyrot WJ, Posthuma D. On the interpretation of
transcriptome-wide association studies. PLoS Genetics 2023; 19(9): e1010921.

Liang Y, Nyasimi F, Im HK. On the problem of inflation in transcriptome-wide
association studies. bioRxiv 2023: 2023.2010. 2017.562831.

39


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

86.

87.

88.

9.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Zhou D, Jiang Y, Zhong X, Cox NJ, Liu C, Gamazon ER. A unified framework for joint-
tissue transcriptome-wide association and Mendelian randomization analysis. Nature
genetics 2020; 52(11): 1239-1246.

Milacic M, Beavers D, Conley P, Gong C, Gillespie M, Griss J ef al. The reactome
pathway knowledgebase 2024. Nucleic acids research 2024; 52(D1): D672-D678.

Lennon NJ, Kottyan LC, Kachulis C, Abul-Husn N, Arias J, Belbin G ef al. Selection,
optimization, and validation of ten chronic disease polygenic risk scores for clinical
implementation in diverse populations. medRxiv 2023: 2023.2005. 2025.23290535.

Clementz BA, Sweeney JA, Hamm JP, Ivleva EI, Ethridge LE, Pearlson GD et al.
Identification of Distinct Psychosis Biotypes Using Brain-Based Biomarkers. Am J
Psychiatry 2016; 173(4): 373-384.

Peterson RE, Kuchenbaecker K, Walters RK, Chen C-Y, Popejoy AB, Periyasamy S et
al. Genome-wide association studies in ancestrally diverse populations: opportunities,
methods, pitfalls, and recommendations. Cell 2019; 179(3): 589-603.

Choi KW, Tubbs JD, Lee YH, He Y, Tsuo K, Yohannes MT et al. Genetic architecture
and socio-environmental risk factors for major depressive disorder in Nepal.
Psychological Medicine 2024: 1-9.

Xia C, Ma T, Jiao C, Chen C, Liu C. BrainEXP-NPD: a database of transcriptomic
profiles of human brains of six neuropsychiatric disorders. bioRxiv 2021: 2021.2005.
2030.446363.

Vastrad BM, Vastrad CM. Screening of the Key Genes and Signaling Pathways for
Schizophrenia Using Bioinformatics and Next Generation Sequencing Data Analysis.
bioRxiv 2023: 2023.2010. 2024.563759.

Aberg K, Adkins DE, Bukszar J, Webb BT, Caroff SN, Miller DD et al. Genomewide
association study of movement-related adverse antipsychotic effects. Biological
psychiatry 2010; 67(3): 279-282.

Leirer DJ, Iyegbe CO, Di Forti M, Patel H, Carra E, Fraietta S et al. Differential gene
expression analysis in blood of first episode psychosis patients. Schizophrenia research
2019; 209: 88-97.

Li B, Huang M-Z, Wang X-Q, Tao B-B, Zhong J, Wang X-H et al. TMEM140 is
associated with the prognosis of glioma by promoting cell viability and invasion. Journal
of hematology & oncology 2015; 8: 1-11.

Kim YH, Beak SH, Charidimou A, Song M. Discovering new genes in the pathways of

common sporadic neurodegenerative diseases: a bioinformatics approach. Journal of
Alzheimer's Disease 2016; 51(1): 293-312.

40


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Hubers N, Hagenbeek FA, Pool R, Déjean S, Harms AC, Roetman PJ ef al. Integrative
multi-omics analysis of genomic, epigenomic, and metabolomics data leads to new
insights for Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder. American Journal of Medical
Genetics Part B: Neuropsychiatric Genetics 2024; 195(2): €32955.

Reay WR, Cairns MJ. Pairwise common variant meta-analyses of schizophrenia with
other psychiatric disorders reveals shared and distinct gene and gene-set associations.
Translational psychiatry 2020; 10(1): 134.

Otsuki K, Uchida S, Watanuki T, Wakabayashi Y, Fujimoto M, Matsubara T et al.
Altered expression of neurotrophic factors in patients with major depression. Journal of
psychiatric research 2008; 42(14): 1145-1153.

Kawai K, Takahashi M. Intracellular RET signaling pathways activated by GDNF. Cell
and tissue research 2020; 382(1): 113-123.

Rhymes ER, Tosolini AP, Fellows AD, Mahy W, McDonald NQ, Schiavo G. Bimodal
regulation of axonal transport by the GDNF-RET signalling axis in healthy and diseased
motor neurons. Cell Death & Disease 2022; 13(7): 584.

Pertile RA, Cui X, Hammond L, Eyles DW. Vitamin D regulation of GDNF/Ret
signaling in dopaminergic neurons. The FASEB Journal 2018; 32(2): 819-828.

Mahato AK, Sidorova YA. RET receptor tyrosine kinase: role in neurodegeneration,
obesity, and cancer. International journal of molecular sciences 2020; 21(19): 7108.

Cui X, McGrath JJ, Burne TH, Eyles DW. Vitamin D and schizophrenia: 20 years on.
Molecular Psychiatry 2021; 26(7): 2708-2720.

Gnanapavan S, Giovannoni G. Neural cell adhesion molecules in brain plasticity and
disease. Multiple Sclerosis and Related Disorders 2013; 2(1): 13-20.

Ditlevsen DK, Kolkova K. Signaling pathways involved in NCAM-induced neurite
outgrowth. Structure and Function of the Neural Cell Adhesion Molecule NCAM 2010:
151-168.

Keshri N, Nandeesha H. Dysregulation of synaptic plasticity markers in schizophrenia.
Indian Journal of Clinical Biochemistry 2023; 38(1): 4-12.

Piras F, Schiff M, Chiapponi C, Bossu P, Miihlenhoff M, Caltagirone C ef al. Brain
structure, cognition and negative symptoms in schizophrenia are associated with serum
levels of polysialic acid-modified NCAM. Translational psychiatry 2015; 5(10): e658-
€658.

41


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.

116.

117.

118.

119.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Atz ME, Rollins B, Vawter MP. NCAMI1 association study of bipolar disorder and
schizophrenia: polymorphisms and alternatively spliced isoforms lead to similarities and
differences. Psychiatric genetics 2007; 17(2): 55-67.

Petrovska J, Coynel D, Fastenrath M, Milnik A, Auschra B, Egli T et al. The NCAMI1
gene set is linked to depressive symptoms and their brain structural correlates in healthy
individuals. Journal of psychiatric research 2017; 91: 116-123.

Jaffrey SR, Wilkinson MF. Nonsense-mediated RNA decay in the brain: emerging
modulator of neural development and disease. Nature Reviews Neuroscience 2018;
19(12): 715-728.

Howe MP, Patani R. Nonsense-mediated mRNA decay in neuronal physiology and
neurodegeneration. Trends in Neurosciences 2023.

Zhai T. Druggable genome-wide Mendelian randomization for identifying the role of
integrated stress response in therapeutic targets of bipolar disorder. Journal of affective
disorders 2024; 362: 843-852.

Otnaess MK, Djurovic S, Rimol LM, Kulle B, Kdhler AK, Jonsson EG et al. Evidence for
a possible association of neurotrophin receptor (NTRK-3) gene polymorphisms with
hippocampal function and schizophrenia. Neurobiology of disease 2009; 34(3): 518-524.

Athanasiu L, Mattingsdal M, Melle I, Inderhaug E, Lien T, Agartz I ef al. Intron 12 in
NTRK3 is associated with bipolar disorder. Psychiatry research 2011; 185(3): 358-362.

Feng Y, Vetro A, Kiss E, Kapornai K, Dardczi G, Mayer L ef al. Association of the
neurotrophic tyrosine kinase receptor 3 (NTRK3) gene and childhood-onset mood
disorders. American Journal of Psychiatry 2008; 165(5): 610-616.

Wang Z, Li P, Wu T, Zhu S, Deng L, Cui G. Axon guidance pathway genes are
associated with schizophrenia risk. Experimental and therapeutic medicine 2018; 16(6):
4519-4526.

Owen MJ, O'Donovan MC. Schizophrenia and the neurodevelopmental continuum:
evidence from genomics. World Psychiatry 2017; 16(3): 227-235.

Figures and Figure legends

42


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.05.24318404; this version posted December 8, 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-ND 4.0 International license .

Polygenic Risk Results
Data Sources Score Construction
Evaluation of AAPRS
e summa..ry S Methods: Ge 2022, Khera 2019
PGCJ . . Metrics: Accuracy: AUC, Pseudo-R?;
ST Polygenlc R|Sk Score Portability: Overlap achieved, Variance
PGC 3 SCZ AFR (PRS) explained by ancestry minimized
PGC 3 SCZ ASN

PGC 3 BD EUR

Risk Score Associations
with Biotypes

Transcriptome/Spliceome
Reference Data

Ancestry-Adjusted PRS

P s & IGTEX (AAPRS) Generation by »
PoVhENCODE et b ) Post Hoc Ancestry _ _
e SAdE e vonte Coton ) (ST Adjustment Transcriptome Wide
Associations with Biotypes
B-SNIP Dataset - (TWAS )
(Target Data) Adult/Fetal Brain GReX . .
= . ene-level (adult and fetal brain)
JE-SNIP Imputation Isoform-level (adult brain)
Genotypes (Gene-/Isoform-/Splicing- Splicing-level (adult brain)
Ancestries: EUR, AFR, AMR, EAS, SAS Levels)

Diagnoses: SCZ, SAD, BD, HC

Biotypes: BT1, BT2, B3 Causal Analysis

Method: MR-JTI

Figure 1. Overview of the study workflow. GWAS = Genome Wide Association Study, PRS =
Polygenic Risk Score for SCZ, AAPRS = Ancestry-Adjusted Polygenic Risk Score for SCZ, TWAS =
Transcriptome Wide Association Study. PGC = The Psychiatric Genomics Consortium, B-SNIP = The
Bipolar and SCZ Network for Intermediate Phenotypes consortium, GTEx = The Genotype-Tissue
Expression project. SCZ = Schizophrenia, SAD = Schizoaffective Disorder, BD = BD with psychotic
features, HC = Healthy Control. BT1 = Biotype 1, BT2 = Biotype 2, BT3 = Biotype 3. EUR = European,
AFR = African, AMR = Admixed American, EAS = East Asian, SAS = South Asian. GReX =

Genetically Regulated eXpression.
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Figure 2. Prediction accuracy of PRSs for case-control status before and after ancestry adjustment
within and across 5 ancestries. All the PRSs are calculated based on EUR, AFR and Asian SCZ GWAS
summary statistics. (a) The area under the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve (AUC) of PRSs.
(b) The proportion of the case-control variance (Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R?) explained by PRSs. Lines for
Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R? in (b) correspond to 95% confidence intervals calculated via 1000 bootstrapping.
The five ancestries were assigned by Random Forest inferred method based on 1KG reference. EUR =
European, AFR = African, AMR = Admixed American, EAS = East Asian, SAS = South Asian, ALL =
Combined multi-ancestry individuals of all the five ancestries. “Unadjusted” risk scores are the --meta
option results from PRS-CSx prior to post hoc ancestry adjustment, and “Adjusted” refers to AAPRS
(Ancestry-Adjusted Polygenic Risk Score) with post hoc ancestry adjustment of Khera or Ge. We find no

overall advantage in prediction accuracy of case-control status for either adjustment method.
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Figure 3. Effects of post hoc ancestry adjustment on the overlap of PRS-CSx (meta option)
distributions among 5 ancestries. Figure shows the overlaps of density kernels of PRSs between
different ancestries before and after ancestry adjustment. ‘estOV’ = estimated overlapping area of risk
scores between different ancestries. Standard error of estOV is calculated by 1000 bootstrap draws
(meaning 1000 iterations with bootstrapping), and the labelled error bar of upper and lower values is
estOV +/- SE. Between the two PRS post hoc ancestry adjustment methods, Khera adjustment gave
greater PRS overlap (97% vs. 96%) between different ancestries, both significantly higher than the

overlap (91%) of unadjusted PRSs.
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Figure 4. Percentage of SCZ AAPRS variance explained by each factor in two-way Analysis of
Variance (ANOVA). “Unadjusted” is PRS-CSx meta PRS before post hoc ancestry adjustment.
“Adjusted” refers to Ancestry-Adjusted Polygenic Risk Scores (AAPRSs) with post hoc ancestry
adjustment of Khera or Ge. Minimal ancestry variance is desirable for AAPRS in a combined multi-
ancestry sample. The residual variance would be the effect of SNPs on the PRS. Ideally, this would take
up the largest share of the PRS variance, and the effects of the other variables would be minimized, as
seen in the Khera AAPRS. With the Khera method, ancestry accounted for 1% of AAPRS variance (P =
4.37e-04) and Biotypes significantly accounted for 4% (P = 2.20e-17) vs. 14% (P = 3.03e-70) and 3% (P

= 3.08e-17) for Ge. There were no significant interactions between Biotype and ancestry in either

adjustment method (Table S6).
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Figure 5. Biotype differences on SCZ AAPRS. AAPRS refers to Ancestry-Adjusted Polygenic Risk
Score with post hoc ancestry adjustment of Khera. The differences of AAPRS among Biotypes in the
combined multi-ancestry dataset are shown by violin plot. Wilcoxon tests were used for the comparison.
Bonferroni-corrected significance threshold over 6 two-sample Wilcoxon tests is P-value < 8.33e-03.

Only significant comparison results are labeled with asterisks. *** indicates P-value < 1.67e-04.
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Figure 6. Prediction accuracy of EUR SCZ and BD GWAS-summary-statistics-based PRSs for

case-control status for different diagnostic groups within EUR ancestry before and after ancestry

adjustment. (a) The area under the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve (AUC) of PRSs. (b)

The proportion of the case-control variance (Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R?) explained by PRSs. Lines for

Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R? in (b) correspond to 95% confidence intervals calculated via 1000 bootstrapping.

PGC EUR SCZ and EUR BD GWAS summary statistics were used for PRS construction. “based” refers

to the diagnosis of the GWAS summary statistics used to generate the PRS.
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Figure 7. Histogram of significantly (P < 0.05) enriched biological pathways for the seven Biotype
causal genes in Table 2. Legend: RET = Rearranged during Transfection, NCAM = Neural Cell

Adhesion Molecule.
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Figure 8. Representative Quantile-Quantile (Q-Q) plot of gene-level TWAS results in adult brain
for Biotype 1 versus Healthy Control in the combined sample of the five ancestries. (a) QQ plot of
TWAS results without covariates. (b) QQ plot of TWAS results with the first five genotype principal
components (PCs) as covariates. Each blue dot represents for a gene. Results show that the inflation was

successfully addressed by including the genotype PCs in the logistic regression model in the association

test.
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Tables

Table 1. Imputed gene expression and mRNA isoforms associated with Biotypes.

Developmental Effect

Gene Id Gene Name Comparison Stage Transcriptome Ancestry Size SE Z-score P-value FDR
ENSG00000165506 ~ DNAAF2 HC-BT2 adult gene-level SAS 572 089 6.46 3.32E-07 0.005
ENST00000608819 Eiifi?fiﬁogﬁlfffé g‘g%rm HC-BT3 adult isoform-level  AFR 095 0.8 508 2.40E-07 0.008
ENST00000481410  CYREN HC-BT3 adult isoform-level  AFR 089 018 495 1.23E-06 0.016
ENST00000487774  CYREN HC-BT3 adult isoform-level  AFR 088 018 483 2.12E-06 0.016
ENST00000466307  TMEM140 HC-BT3 adult isoform-level  AFR 08 022 484 2.05E-06 0.016
ENST00000275767 ~ TMEM140 HC-BT3 adult isoform-level  AFR 059 012 482 2.28E-06 0.016
ENST00000670978 ?2?&?&200287733‘ Novel HC-BT3 adult isoform-level ~ AFR 029 006 471 3.64E-06 0.021
ENSG00000257176 y,:\lle Transcript, antisense to HC-BT3 fetal gene-level AFR 074 016 475 3.08E-06 0.022
ENSG00000162817  Clorf115 HC-BT1 adult gene-level SAS 404 072 5.63 238E-06 0.034
ENST00000414809  ARTN HC-BT2 adult isoform-level  SAS 187 031 6.01 1.18E-06 0.04
ENSG00000287733 Novel Transcript HC-BT3 fetal gene-level AFR 1.03 0.23 445 1.19E-05 0.042
ENSG00000275476  T\ovel Transcript, antisense to HC-BT3 fotal gene-level AFR 213 049 433 1.97E-05 0.046

FAR2

Legend: HC = Healthy Control, BT1 = Biotype 1, BT2 = Biotype 2, BT3 = Biotype 3. AFR = African

American, SAS = South Asian. Multiple testing significance thresholds for TWAS associations were

Benjamini & Hochberg (BH) FDR correction (FDR < 0.05).

Table 2. MR-JTI significant (Bonferroni corrected) results of the candidate genes/transcripts in

Table 1.

Gene Developmental
Gene Id Transcriptome  Comparison Ancestry beta beta CI_lower beta_CI_upper CI_significance
Name Stage
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Novel
Transcript,
ENSG00000272941 adult gene-level Case-HC EUR -0.21 -0.43 -0.03 sig
antisense
to C7orf49
Novel
Transcript,
ENSG00000257176 adult gene-level BT1-BT2 EUR 0.16 0.04 0.43 sig
antisense
to FAR2
ENSG00000146859 TMEM140 fetal gene-level Case-HC AFR 0.26 0.02 0.51 sig
Novel
ENSG00000287733 fetal gene-level Case-HC AFR 0.15 0.04 0.39 sig
Transcript
ENSG00000117407 ARTN fetal gene-level BT1-HC AFR 0.18 0.01 0.36 sig
ENSG00000146859 TMEM140 fetal gene-level BT1-HC AFR 0.33 0.16 0.50 sig
Novel
Transcript,
ENSG00000272941 adult gene-level BT2-HC AFR 0.24 0.01 0.54 sig
antisense
to C7orf49
ENSG00000117407 ARTN fetal gene-level BT2-HC AFR 0.22 0.04 0.46 sig
ENSG00000146859 TMEM140  adult gene-level BT3-HC AFR -022 -0.46 -0.02 sig
ENSG00000146859 TMEM140 fetal gene-level BT3-HC AFR 0.34 0.08 0.55 sig
ENSG00000162817 Clorfl15 adult gene-level BT1-BT3 AFR 0.28 0.07 0.62 sig
ENSG00000162817 Clorfl15 fetal gene-level BT1-BT3 AFR -0.18  -0.42 -0.01 sig
ENSG00000146859 TMEM140 fetal gene-level BT2-BT3 AFR 0.28 0.09 0.56 sig
ENSG00000162817 Clorfl15 fetal gene-level Case-HC ASN -0.29  -0.50 -0.04 sig
ENSG00000162817 Clorfl15 fetal gene-level BT1-HC ASN -0.38  -0.69 -0.09 sig
ENSG00000122783 CYREN adult gene-level BT3-HC ASN -0.35  -0.70 -0.09 sig
ENSG00000162817 Clorfl15 fetal gene-level BT3-HC ASN -0.34  -0.67 -0.05 sig

Legend: Case = all the three Biotypes included, HC = Healthy Control, BT1 = Biotype 1, BT2 = Biotype
2, BT3 = Biotype 3. EUR = European ancestry, AFR = African American, ASN = Asian ancestry (East
Asian + South Asian). beta: Point estimate of the effect size; beta CI lower: Bonferroni adjusted
confidence interval (CI), lower; beta CI_upper: Bonferroni adjusted CI, upper; CI_significance:
Significant if the CI does not overlap the null hypothesis (i.e. 0); “sig” (Bonferroni correction for the nine
unique genes tested) in “Cl_significance” column suggests a potential causal effect from the gene to the

trait.
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