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Abstract

Celiac disease (CeD) is a heterogeneous autoimmune disorder influenced by genetic,
environmental, and socioeconomic factors. However, little is known about clinical manifestations
and genetic risks in minority populations. Using data from the All of Us Research Program, we
analyzed 3,040 CeD patients, referred to as the AoU-CeD cohort, to identify clinical and genetic
differences across racial and ethnic groups in the United States. CeD prevalence was highest
among White individuals (1.08%) and significantly lower among Hispanic (0.36%) and Black
(0.16%) populations. The mgjority of CeD patients were female (78.4%) and diagnosed between
the ages of 18 and 64. Minority groups reported poorer physical and mental quality of life (QoL)
and higher levels of pain. Ancestry-specific patterns emerged in CeD-associated conditions, with
minorities more likely to report diarrhea and non-infectious gastroenteritis but less likely to have
osteoporosis, hypothyroidism, chronic fatigue, or a family history of CeD. Compared to
previously reported data showing that over 90% of CeD patients carry the HLA-DQ2.5 haplotype,
genetic analysis revealed that only 49% of patients in the AoU-CeD cohort carried the high-risk
HLA-DQ2.5 haplotype. Additionally, 16.5% lacked known HLA-DQ risk haplotypes, suggesting
potential diagnostic or reporting inaccuracies. Minority groups exhibited higher rates of atypical
symptoms, lower frequencies of the DQ2.5 haplotype, and distinct distributions of HLA-DQ
genotypes. A long haplotype block spanning HLA-A1, B8, C7 and HLA-DQ2.5 was found in
Europeans but absent in other ancestries. A genome-wide association study (GWAS) using over
11 million variants from whole-genome sequencing data identified 1,651 significant single-
nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs), primarily within the MHC locus, with the strongest signals
observed predominantly among individuals of European ancestry. A predictive model
incorporating HLA-DQ genotype, family history, and clinical features achieved 83% accuracy for
identifying seropositive CeD. These results highlight the importance of ancestry-specific clinical

presentations and genetic featuresin CeD.
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Introduction
Celiac disease (CeD) was first described by the British pediatrician Dr. Samuel Gee in 1888 as

“the coeliac affect”*. CeD currently has a worldwide prevalence of about 1%, ranging from 0.7 to
1.4% depending on the tools used for screening®. However, the majority of CeD cases remain
undiagnosed®. Clinically, the recognition of CeD early in life would be beneficial to patients since
left undiagnosed, CeD can lead to various complications, including osteoporosis, iron deficiency
anemia, poor quality of life and even cancer*”. The only treatment available for CeD is adherence
to a gluten free diet (GFD), which is not always effective as only 67% of individuals achieve
mucosal healing after five years’. Recent advances have led to the development of additional
nomenclatures for describing the various phenotypes related to CeD, including GFD-non-
responsive CeD, persistent villous atrophy, refractory CeD, seronegative CeD, potential CeD and
gluten intolerance™ . The basis for this heterogeneity remains unclear, and the optimal clinical
management of these phenotypes is yet to be determined, highlighting the need for precision
medicine approaches to guide clinical decision-making'® .

Human genetics plays an essentia role in the development of CeD. Twin studies have shown that
genetic factors account for 70% of the overall risk of CeD™*? and CeD occurs in 10% of the first-
degree relatives of index cases. The CeD-related HLA risk haplotypes are DQ2.5
(DQA1*05:01-DQB1*02:01), DQ2.2 (DQA1*02:01-DQB1*02:02), DQ8.1 (DQA1*03:01-
DQB1*03:02) and DQ7.5 (DQA1*05:05-DQB1*03:01)'*. HLA-DQ2.5 has been central to
understanding the pathogenesis of CeD over the past few decades, as 95% of European CeD
patients carry HLA-DQ2.5 in either a cis or trans configuration'*®. HLA testing has been
recommended for first-degree relatives of individuals with CeD"". The combined frequency of
these four haplotypes is approximately 44% in the US, but CeD develops in only 1% of the
population™. Therefore, HLA-DQ haplotype alone is not determinative, and a combination of

additional factorsis required for CeD pathogenesis. In addition to HLA-typing, single-nucleotide
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polymorphism (SNP) array-based genome-wide association studies (GWAS) have genotyped
more than 100,000 CeD cases identifying other risk loci. However, these studies are mostly from
Europe, including individuals of British, Italian and Dutch descent with very few Hispanic and
Asian individuals represented™®’®. The lack of ethnic diversity in most genetic studies has
hindered the development of genomic-based tools for CeD prevention and treatment. All of Us, a
large population-based genetic study, has enrolled more than 700,000 individuals from the United
States, 46% of whom belong to underrepresented racial and minority ethnic groups. This NIH-
supported project provides an unprecedented opportunity for advancing disease prevention and
treatment and enhancing diversity in medical studies™>'. We therefore made use of the diverse

datasets from All of Usto gain insight into the clinical and genetic heterogeneity of CeD.

M ethods

Data sour ces and AoU-CeD and non-CeD cohorts

We analyzed controlled tier datasets assembled by the All of Us research program. The V7
Curated Data Repository (CDR, 2022Q4R9 versions) contains information from surveys,
electronic health records (EHRS), measurements and genomic data for 117,783 to 413,360
individuals enrolled from May 31, 2017, to June 30, 2022 (S. Table 1). This study was approved
by the All of Us Research Program Science Committee. The results are reported in accordance
with the All of Us Data and Statistics Dissemination Policy and are displayed only for groups of
a least 20 individuals. In total, 3040 patients with CeD were identified through search
Systemized Nomenclature of Medicine (SNOMED) term derived from international classification
of diseases ICD9 or ICD10 codes in the EHRs (n=1883) or self-reported in the survey (n=1789).
We refer to them as the AoU-CeD cohort. The non-CeD control cohorts were aso identified

corresponding to the group of participants without CeD with or without propensity match on age,
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sex and ethnicity. Details about cohorts and exclusion criteria are provided (Extended Data
Figurel).

Survey, quality-of-life (QoL), measur ements and phenome-wide association study (PheWAS)
We utilize the analysis pipelines and research workspaces developed by the All of Us and
adjusted them for this study®’. We analyzed 826 survey questions in total, classified into the
following categories: “The Basics’ (n=27), “Overal Hedth” (n=24), “Persona and Family
Health History” (n=606), “Lifestyle” (n=31), “Healthcare Access & Utilization” (n=57) and
“Socia Determinants of Health” (n=81). A PheWAS was performed on phecode derived from
ICD-9 and ICD-10 codes from EHRs as previously reported”?. QoL scores were calculated by

the Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information System (PROMIS) scoring method®.

Genome-wide association study (GWAS) and HL A imputation

For the analysis of genomic heterogeneity, a GWAS and HLA-typing were performed for AoU-
CeD participants based on the available whole-genome sequencing (WGS) data, with Hail
(Extended Data. Figure 1A)*. All of Us uses a high-quality standard for variant calling with a
mean coverage > 30X (Extended Data. Figure 2)*'. A total of 11,004,838 SNPs that passed
quality control were used for analysis (Extended Data. Figure 2). Wald tests were used as part of
the Hail logistic regression method. In total, 204 of the 218 CeD- associated SNPs previously
reported in the GWAS catal og passed quality control*®. Manhattan plots were generated with the
ggman package in R. Three methods were used for HLA typing: HLA genotype imputation with

attribute bagging (HIBAG)*, HLA*LA? and the tagSNPs” approach (Extended Data. Figure 3).

Statistical analysis and machine learning
We evaluated differences in key characteristics between the CeD and non-CeD cohorts, both with
or without accounting for genetic ancestry and HLA-DQ risk genotypes. For survey data,

questions were stratified into categorical, binary, numerical, and ordinal data types, with ordinal
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data treated as numerical data. “No answer” was considered as a separate category, indicating a
skipping of the question or a decision not to answer. Chi-squared tests were performed for
categorical variables, t-tests were conducted for numerical variables. False discovery rate (FDR)
correction was applied to adjust for multiple comparisons. Logistic regression analyses were
performed to identify independent genetic risks and comorbidities, with age, sex, and the
principal components of principal component analysis for genetic ancestry as covariates. The
prediction model was developed using a logistic regression framework combined with machine

learning techniques to identify the optimal feature set.

Results

Demographics and survey analysis

Overall, 89.3% of the 3040 patients in the AoU-CeD cohort were born in the United States. The
prevalence rate of CeD among All of Us participants was 0.74%, ranging from 0.31% to 1.38% in
the different states (Figure 1). Participants from Wisconsin, Massachusetts, and Pennsylvania
contributed the largest numbers of CeD cases, with the highest prevalence rate (1.1-1.4%). The
prevalence rate of CeD varied across ethnicities, with 1.08% observed in individuas of white
ethnicity, 0.37% in Hispanic individuals, and 0.16% in Black individuas. Of these patients, 2384
(78.4%) were female, and most were white (n=2557, 81.1%, Table 1). Among 1789 patients who
answered four questions relating to their CeD status, 80.7% of them were diagnosed between the
ages of 18 and 64 years, 58.3% indicated they are currently consulting a healthcare provider for
CeD, and 67.7% reported that they are not currently on prescribed medication and/or receiving
treatment. Familial clustering is common in CeD: among CeD cases, 9.7% had a sibling, 7.6% a
mother, and 5.9% a daughter with CeD, whereas for non-CeD participants, the rates were 1.3%,
0.73%, and 0.69%, respectively (S. Table 2).

CeD patients tended to have a higher level of education, and were more likely to be married, to

have better annual incomes, and to have employer or union insurance (Table 1, S. Table 3). CeD
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patients reported more severe fatigue and demonstrated high levels of confidence in the
completion of medical forms and understanding health information (S. Table 3). They visited
healthcare providers more often but 12.6% couldn’t afford a specialist, and 20.4% had delayed

care due to costs—both higher than in the non-CeD group.

Personal medical history and phenotypes associated with CeD

The All of Us surveys included questionsfor atotal of 151 diseases, 41 of which were found to be
more frequent among CeD patients (S. Table 4). We further investigated the association of CeD
with the responses to survey questions by plotting odds ratios (ORs) and FDR-adjusted p-values
on avolcano plot (Figure 2A). Those with CeD were found to be more likely to report a personal
history of anemia, hypothyroidism, osteoporosis, skin conditions (such as eczema or psoriasis),
chronic fatigue, and migraines, all of which are known to be associated with CeD*(Figure 2A).
CeD patients often had a history of irritable bowel syndrome (IBS), showing the overlap in
symptoms and the importance of screening for CeD in IBS patients, as recommended by
guidelines”. Interestingly, those with CeD were also more likely to report a personal history of
Lyme disease, anesthesia reactions (such as hyperthermia), restless leg syndrome, and autism
spectrum disorder. They were less likely to report alcohol consumption, smoking, or having "no
insurance coverage’ (Figure 2B and S. Tabled). The CeD-associated conditions had age-
dependent patterns of onset. Type 1 diabetes mellitus (T1DM) and adlergies were typicaly
diagnosed early in life, whereas anxiety and depression were noted during the teenage years.
Vitamin B and D deficiencies and hypothyroidism were more likely to be diagnosed between the
ages of 18 and 64 years (Figure 2B). We then conducted a PheWAS on 2,381 CeD and 250,295
non-CeD participants based on the available EHRs. Bonferroni-corrected p values were
significant for 11 of these phecodes (Figure 2C). Phe WAS analysis revealed that diagnoses such

as IBS, hypothyroidism, anemia, and migraine were more frequent in CeD patients, whereas
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obesity and tobacco use disorders were less common (p < 0.001, Extended Data. Figure 4). In

summary, CeD islinked to both common and rare conditions, showing its wide health impact.

Distinct clinical featuresin CeD patientswith American or African ancestry

We anayzed genetic ancestry for 1,930 CeD patients using WGS, identifying 1,648 with
European ancestry, 282 with non-European ancestry (169 admixed American [90% Hispanic], 84
American [77% Black]), and 29 with other ancestries (Table S5). Regardless of ancestry, CeD
patients had poorer physical, mental, and overall quality of life (QoL) compared to 9,457 matched
non-CeD controls (Figure 3A). About 31% of CeD patients rated their QoL as fair or poor,
compared to 23.9% of controls. Non-European CeD patients reported worse overall heath and
experienced more pain compared to those of European ancestry (Figure 3A). Both European and
non-European CeD patients had lower weight, LDL, and systolic blood pressure than controls.
European CeD patients had lower BMI, but iron and vitamin D levels were similar across
ancestries, likely due to GFD. Despite significantly elevated levels of tissue transglutaminase 2
(tTG) and deaminated gliadin peptide (DGP) antibodies observed in CeD patients, only 163
patients had tTG-IgA levels that were significantly high (>20 IU/ml). Non-European CeD
patients were more likely to have diarhea and gastroenteritis but less likely to have
hypothyroidism, osteoporosis, or chronic fatigue, or report a family history of CeD (Figure 3B).

This highlight varied CeD features across ancestries.

HLA typing and HLA-DQ risk genotypes

Among 255 HLA alleles identified through HLA typing, a significant enrichment was detected
for eighteen alleles, with the strongest association with DQA1*05:01 and DQB1*02:01 in CeD (S.
Table 6). The following HLA dleles, A*01:01, B*08:01, C*07:01, DRB1*03:01, DQA1*05:01
and DQB1*02:01 are enriched in CeD cohort. Those alleles are more common associated

together in European (S. Table7) and form the long haplotype, AH8.1'*?%, Analyzing HLA-DQ
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genotype, homozygosity for DQ2.5 was associated with the highest level of risk, followed by the
DQ2.5/DQ2.2 genotype (Figure 4A). The combination of DQ2.5 with DQ2.2 was associated with
a higher risk than DQ2.5/DQ7.5, indicating a more pronounced additive effect of the DQB1*02
alele. 49% of CeD patients were found to carry at least one copy of DQ2.5 in a cis or trans
configuration, versus 23.8% in non-CeD controls (Figure 4A). We found that 20.1% of CeD
patients carried at least one copy of DQ8.1, especialy more common in admixed American
patients. Surprisingly, 16.5% of CeD patients do not carry any of the four well-known risk
haplotypes, suggesting potential diagnostic inaccuracies or mislabeling for CeD in the EHR.

Minority populations have a higher rate of individuals who do not carry well-defined CeD risk

haplotypes.

Clinical heter ogeneity and ancestral differences associated with HL A-DQ genotypes
Based on the odds ratios of HLA-DQ genotypes, individuals were categorized into four risk

classes: high, moderate, low, or none (Figure 4A). Participants with positive CeD serology (tTG

or DGP IgG/IgA =20 1U/ml) were more likely to carry high- or moderate-risk HLA-DQ

genotypes. However, individuals of American or African descent showed a significantly lower
frequency of these high- or moderate-risk genotypes (Figure 4B). Those with high- or moderate-
risk HLA-DQ genotypes exhibited significantly elevated levels of tTG-IgA, DGP-IgA, and DGP-
IgG, highlighting a strong association between HLA-DQ genotype and the production of CeD-
specific antibodies (Figure 4C). Conversdly, individuals with low or no genetic risk had fewer
CeD-related encounters in their EHR records. Based on HLA-DQ genotype, patients were
classified into high-risk (high or moderate) and low-risk (low or none) groups. High-risk
individuals more frequently reported a familial history of CeD, anemia, or T1DM, while they
were less likely to present with IBS, diarrhea, or migraines, which are more commonly associated

with functional digestive disorders (Figure 4D). In summary, the AoU-CeD cohort demonstrates
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an ancestry-specific distribution of HLA-DQ risk genotypes. Individuals with low HLA-DQ
genetic risk are more likely to present with functional digestive disorders rather than typical CeD

symptoms.

Genome-wide association study (GWAS) on the AoU-CeD cohort

We investigated the association of CeD with 11,004,838 SNPs using a logistic regression model,
adjusting for age, sex, and genetic ancestry as covariates, after excluding related samples
(S.Figure 1). By combining participants from different ancestries, a total of 3,580 SNPs achieved
significance at p < 10 1 1, with 96.4% of these located in the MHC region, along with seven
previously reported loci'® (Figure 5A). Among these, 1,651 SNPsin the MHC locus had p values
< 1007111, with the lead SNP, rs7745636, located near the HLA-DQBL gene (p = 1.27 x 1001013,
OR = 2.85). To further explore potential haplotypes in the MHC locus, we analyzed LD among
3,452 SNPs on chromosome 6 with Tag SNPs for HLA-DQ haplotypes. rs2187668 (tag SNP for
DQ2.5) werein LD (D' > 0.7) with 2369 SNPs, 2265 SNPs for DQ8.1, and 2217 SNPs for DQ2.2.
These signals were predominantly derived from participants with European ancestry (Figure 5B).
In participants with American (n = 169) or African (n = 84) ancestry, we had 90% statistical
power to detect SNPs with MAF > 3% or 6%, respectively, and OR > 1.3 at p < 1001 71. However,
only three SNPs near the HLA-DQBL1 gene reached this significance level in participants with
American ancestry (Extended Data. Figure 5). Of 204 previously reported SNPs associated with
CeD™*%% only 20 SNPs exhibited an absolute MAF difference greater than 2%, suggesting that
while many SNPs achieve statistical significance in large cohorts, their individual effect sizes are
small (S.Table7). In conclusion, the presence of a long linkage disequilibrium block in
individuals of European ancestry suggests that additional genes near HLA-DQB1 contribute to

CeD heritability.

CeD Prediction model combining clinical and genetic factors
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To develop a prediction model for CeD, we used 252 seropositive CeD patients as the positive
control and five times as many propensity-matched non-CeD participants as the negative control .
We incorporated HLA-DQ genotypes and 51 additional features, including CeD-related chronic
conditions and QoL measurements, to identify potential predictors. Using six features: HLA-DQ
genotype (high or moderate risk), family history of CeD, thyroiditis, diarrhea, and chronic fatigue,
we built a logistic regression model achieving an accuracy of 0.83 and an area under the curve
(AUC) of 0.83 for predicting CeD (Figure 6A). Adding features such as vitamin D deficiency,
anemia, T1DM, and hypothyroidism dlightly improved the model's performance but was deemed
unnecessary for practical application. Therefore, we utilized the six-feature model to predict CeD.
2.1% of non-CeD controls were predicted to have a high chance of developing CeD, while 37%
of CeD patients were predicted to have a low probability (Figure 6B). This misclassification was
largely attributed to the fact that 80% of CeD patients with low or no-risk HLA-DQ genotypes

were predicted to have alow probability of having seropositive CeD.

Discussion

All of Us provides a comprehensive basis for analyzing the clinical and genetic heterogeneity of
CeD across varied backgrounds, integrating nationwide medical records to yield novel insights
into diagnosis and prevention. The overall prevalence of CeD was 0.74% in All of Us, varying
significantly across ethnic groups: 1.08% in White participants, 0.36% in Hispanic participants,
and less than 0.2% in Black or Asian participants. These findings align closely with prior
epidemiological studies®®*, reaffirming that CeD prevalence s influenced by ethnic and genetic
background. Socioeconomic factors also revealed significant patterns: CeD diagnoses were more
frequent in individuals with higher socioeconomic status and educational attainment. This is
consistent with findings from population-based studies in Britain and Sweden®**, which reported

that diagnosed CeD was less common in individuals with low socioeconomic status. The
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mechanisms by which socioeconomic status influences CeD development—whether through
dietary patterns, infection exposures, or environmental factors—remain to be elucidated and
warrant further investigation.

The AoU-CeD cohort highlights the clinical complexity of CeD, revealing its associations with
various medical conditions. CeD patients experience impaired QoL across both physical and
mental health domains. Notably, CeD patients of non-European ancestry report worse QoL and
higher levels of pain. Our analysis confirms well-established risk factors for CeD diagnosis, such
as anemia, T1DM, vitamin D deficiency, and osteoporosis, while aso identifying novel
associations. Interestingly, CeD patients appear to be protected from tobacco smoking, alcohol
abuse, and obesity. Atypical manifestations, including depression, anxiety disorders, fibromyalgia,
and chronic fatigue, are prevalent in CeD, with these symptoms strongly associated with
functional gastrointestinal disorders, which have a high prevalence and are independent HLA
status™.

The greatest strength of the All of Us is its extensive genetic data, enabling robust risk
stratification for CeD. By ranking HLA-DQ genotypes, we found that chronic conditions linked
to functiona gastrointestinal disorders were more common in individuals with low or no HLA-
DQ risk genotypes. These individuals also had fewer CeD-related healthcare visits and lower
antibody levels. Many diagnosed with CeD may instead have conditions such as non-celiac gluten
sensitivity (NCGS)* or functional gastrointestinal disorders®. Using a logistic model that
incorporates clinical features and HLA-DQ risk stratification, we estimated that up to 37% of the
cohort has a low probability of seropositive CeD. Key predictors for CeD include family history,
HLA-DQ genotype, diarrhea, thyroid disorders, and chronic fatigue. Prediction models for CeD
have been developed using symptoms, comorbidities®’, or polygenic risk scores®. Our simplified
model supports effective risk stratification and targeted identification of high-risk individuals.
Although no specific test exists for NCGS, HLA testing is a valuable tool for excluding CeD and

minimizing unnecessary diagnostic evaluation. Cost-effectiveness analysis showed that testing
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children with a pre-test probability =210% using both HLA typing and tTG-IgA yielded the

greatest net benefit®. HLA testing prior to tTG-IgA was the most cost-effective for predicting
CeD*®. As genetic sequencing becomes more affordable, HLA risk stratification can further

optimize population-level CeD screening™.

The HLA-DQ2.5 haplotype is prevalent in Europeans (12.1%) but less common in individuals of
American (6.5%) and African (8.1%) ancestry. Despite this, the prevalence of CeD in these
populations is four to six times lower than in Europeans, providing new insights into disease
etiology. First, our GWAS identified the MHC region as having the strongest associations with
CeD and the HLA-DQB1 gene emerging as the most significant contributor. While the DQ7.5
haplotype shares an almost identical apha chain protein sequence (coded by HLA-DQAL) with
DQ2.5, our anaysis, along with previous studies”™, found no enrichment of DQ2.2/X or
DQ7.5/X in the AoU-CeD cohort. Additionally, DQ7.5 lacks the additive effects of DQ2.2,
suggesting the HLA-DQ beta chain plays a more pivotal role than the alpha chain. Alternatively,
it raises the possibility that variants in linkage disequilibrium with DQ2.2 influence disease
penetrance. Second, LD analysis of the MHC locus revealed striking differences between
individuals of European and non-European ancestry. The haplotype (B08: CO7: DRB1-03: DQ2.5)
was identified in AoU-CeD cohort*, present in more than 70% of DQ2.5-positive individuals of
European ancestry but in less than 20% of minority groups (data not shown). Notably, while
DRB1:03 isin complete LD with DQ2.5 across different ancestries, the linkage between HLA-B8
and DQ2.5 appears critical for the full biological impact of DQ2.5, consistent with fine-mapping
results®. This highlights the importance of ancestry-specific LD patterns in modulating CeD risk.
Third, the unique genetic architecture of minority populations offers valuable opportunities to
uncover biologica determinants of CeD. For instance, CeD patients with admixed American
ancestry were more likely to carry the HLA-DQ8.1 haplotype, consistent with previous findings

that DQ8.1 is more commonly associated with CeD in the United States®. The distinct LD
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patternsin this region, coupled with comprehensive genomic data, enable the identification of key
disease modifiers. Notably, while HLA-B8 may not directly drive the strongest biological effects
on DQ2.5 penetrance, the approximately 300 genes in LD with DQ2.5 in European populations
could play significant roles. Our whole-genome sequencing data identified 70 missense variants
within this region, requiring further investigation to pinpoint the critical genes influencing
DQ2.5-mediated CeD risk.

In our analysis of the All of Us dataset, we identified individuals based on self-reported diagnoses
and ICD-9/10 codes. However, not all participants completed the survey or had EHRs available
for review. Only asmall subset of patients had serological datafor tTG and DGP antibody levels,
essential for accurately studying CeD. The dataset also lacked diet information, and the limited
availability of endoscopic and pathology records restricted comprehensive assessment. Despite
these limitations, the All of Us dataset provided an unparalleled opportunity to deepen our
understanding of the clinical and genetic heterogeneity of CeD and gluten sensitivity, offering

valuable insights to guide future research.
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Figures and Legends:

200

100
- 20
Figure 1. Geographic distribution of CeD cases from the AoU cohort across the United States.

The counts of patientsin each state are color-coded and the prevalence of CeD for AoU
participants in each state is indicated.
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Figure 2. Analysis of the survey data for six categories of factors related to health, and phenome-
wide association study based on ICD code for the AoU-CeD cohort. (A) The associations
between various factors and CeD are illustrated on the volcano plot. IBS: Irritable bowel
syndrome, PCP: primary care physician, RLS: restless leg syndrome, UC: ulcerative colitis, SLE:
systemic lupus erythematosus. (B) Bubble plot displaying the odds ratios and p-values from a chi-
square analysis comparing the frequency of CeD-associated conditions based on the initia
diagnosis. The plat highlights the age-dependent occurrence of these conditions in CeD patients
compared to non-CeD controls. (C) The genetic associations in patients with CeD are
summarized on the PheWAS plot. Triangles denote protective effects when pointing upwards and

non-protective effects when pointing downwards.
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Figure 3: Comparison of Quality of Life, clinicd Measurements, and associated chronic
conditions between European and Non-European CeD patients. (A) Demographic characteristics,
QoL metrics, and clinica measurements are compared between European (Eur) and non-
European CeD patients. DBP: Diastolic Blood Pressure; SBP: Systolic Blood Pressure; LDL:
Low-Density Lipoprotein. (B) Prevalence of various clinical conditions among European and
American/African (Amr/Afr) CeD patients. A bubble plot illustrates odds ratios and p-values for
the prevalence of clinical conditions, comparing American or African ancestry groups against
European patients. Asterisks (*) indicate suppressed percentages for conditions where n < 20. +:
For female-specific conditions, prevalence and chi-square calculations are restricted to female

patients.
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Figure 4: HLA-DQ genotype distribution is genetic-ancestry specific and associated with clinical
and laboratory differencesin CeD

(A) Distribution of HLA-DQ genotypes among CeD and non-CeD participants, categorized by
risk levels (high, moderate, low, none). (B) HLA-DQ genotype distribution among seropositive
CeD patients and across different ancestry groups (European, Admixed American, African)
within the AoU-CeD cohort. (C) Anaysis of variance (ANOVA) test comparing differences in
serological markers (tTg-IgA, DGP-IgA, DGP-IgG) and the number of clinical encounters
recorded in the electronic health records (EHR) across HLA-DQ genotype categories. Mean
values and 95% confidence intervals are plotted for each group. Blue dotted lines indicate an
arbitrary threshold value of > 20 IU/mL. (D) Frequency of comorbidities across HLA-DQ risk
categoriesin CeD patients, grouped into 'high risk' (combining high and moderate categories) and
Tow risk' (combining low and none). A bubble plot illustrates odds ratios and p-values with *high

risk category’ as the reference.
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Figure 5: Genome-wide association study on 11 million SNPs with a MAF above 0.5%. (A)
GWAS results for CeD across 11 million SNPswith MAF > 0.5%, displayed as a Manhattan plot.
The HLA region emerges as the most significant. Gene names in blue indicate previously
reported associations with p-values ranging from 10° to 10®. (B) GWAS results specific to
individuals of European ancestry. (C) Manhattan plot for the MHC locus, with genes labeled in
distinct colors. (D) D' scores between SNPs within the MHC locus and the tag SNP for DQ2.5,
with recombination rates in individuals of European ancestry represented as a line to highlight

recombination hotspots.
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Figure 6. Logistic regression to identify six predictors for seropositive CeD. A) Receiver
Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve for the model using six predictors. Coefficients of each
predictor are displayed alongside the curve. B) Probability of seropositive CeD in non-CeD
controls and the CeD cohort as determined by the logistic regression model. Violin plots

represent the distribution of individual probabilities.
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Table 1 Demographic characteristics of participants with celiac disease and the non-CeD controls

FDR-
TheBasics (n:%f(?m) (ri\l:c:{]lé,:??ZDO) ?adt?(f corrected
p value
Sex at birth 1.39E-93
Female 2,384(78.4%%) 247,181(60.2%) 240
Mae  592(19.5%)  154,577(37.7%) 0.40
Other 64(2.0%) 8,659(2.1%) 1.00
Gender identity 9.36E-
105
Femae 2,336(77.0%)  245,909(60.0%) 222
Mae  581(19.1%)  154,285(37.7%) 0.39
Non-Binary 51(1.7%) 2,093(0.5%) 333
No answer 67(2.2%) 7,289(1.8%) 125
N .28E-
Ethnicity 3 138
White 2,557(81.1%)  233,605(55.1%) 4.00
Hispanic  275(8.7%) 73,839(17.4%) 0.45
Black  136(4.3%) 82,060(19.3%) 0.19
Asian 45(1.4%) 17,035(4.0%) 0.35
MENA 34(1.1%) 4,299(1.0%) 107
None Of These 30(1.0%) 4,349(1.0%) 0.93
No answer 75(2.4%) 9,067(2.1%) 112
Insurance 1.00E-35
Employer Or union  1,349(43.6%)  142,666(36.0%) 150
Medicare  777(25.1%) 93,712(23.7%) 116
Medicaid 443(14.3) 88,666(22.4%) 0.62
Purchased  291(9.4%) 29,491(7.4%) 137
VA 85(2.7%) 13,315(3.4%) 0.86
Military 45(1.5%) 8,159(2.1%) 0.74
Other Hedlth Plan  105(3.4%) 20,192(5.0%) 0.69
Current Marital Status 8.82E-21
Married  1,547(50.9%)  174,752(42.6%) 140
Never Married ~ 649(21.3%)  101,831(24.8%) 0.82
Divorced  373(12.3%) 56,636(13.8%) 0.87
Living With Partner ~ 181(6.0%) 27,531(6.7%) 0.88
Widowed 151(5.0%) 21,535(5.2%) 0.94
Separated 54(1.8%) 13,401(3.3%) 0.54

No answer 85(2.8%) 14,634(3.6%) 0.78
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Education 6.57E-91
Advanced degree  987(32.5%)  88,120(21.5%) 176
College graduate ~ 832(27.4%)  92,406(22.5%) 1.30
Collegeyearsonetothree  747(24.6%)  103,389(25.2%) 0.97
12" gradeor GED  316(10.4%)  76,698(18.7%) 0.50
Below high-school diploma 77(2.5%) 36,355(8.9%) 0.27
No answer 81(2.7%) 13,352(3.3%) 0.81

MENA: Middle East and North Africa. VA: Veterans Affairs. GED: General Education Diploma.
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