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Supplementary Figure 1: Details of data analysis workflow and quality control filters applied
to each AML GWAS. SNPs with a call rate < 98% or showing significant deviation from Hardy-
Weinberg (P < 1073) were excluded. SNPs that showed significant differences (P < 107) between
genotype batches and with significant differences (P < 0.05) in missingness between cases and
controls were also excluded. Samples were excluded due to low call rate (< 95%), ancestry (principal
components analysis), relatedness (m > 0.1875) or heterozygosity (mean £3xSD). Imputed SNPs
with information score < 0.6 or MAF < 0.01 were excluded.



(A) (B)

o | o AMLcases ™ | o AMLcases )
g —{ © AMLcontrols ' 8 | o AMLcontrols ’
o EUR o EUR
N _[° EAS g | o EAS
o AFR o AFR
S g
g S o S
54k -
S | S e
[aN]
o | I
o S _|
! 9
T T T T T
-0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 ! ! ! ! '
-0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03
PC1
PC1
(©)
Ie2) o AMLcases
g — o AMLcontrols ’
o EUR
o |- EAS
o AFR
—
O_ —
o o
O o
o g8 |
o
N
S _|
o
[
I I I I [
-0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03
PC1

Supplementary Figure 2: Principal component analysis (PCA) plots of ethnicity structure
in (A) GWAS 1 (B) GWAS 2 (C) GWAS 3. The first two principal components are shown
here. European (EUR), East Asian (EAS) and African (AFR) individuals from 1000 genomes project
are plotted in green, purple and orange, respectively. AML cases are plotted in red and controls are
plotted in blue. PC1, principal component 1; PC2, principal component 2.
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Supplementary Figure 3: PCA
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Supplementary Figure 4: PCA in GWAS 2. (A) PC1 and PC2. (B) PC3 and PC4. (C) PC5 and

PC6. (D) PCT7 and PC8. (E) PC9 and PCI0.
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Supplementary Figure 5: PCA in GWAS 3. (A) PC1 and PC2. (B) PC3 and PC4. (C) PC5 and
PC6. (D) PCT and PCS. (E) PCY and PC10.
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Supplementary Figure 6: Quantile-Quantile plots of observed P values versus expected P
values from association results for all AML in (A) GWAS 1 (B) GWAS 2 (C) GWAS 3.
Association P values (observed versus expected) on imputed genotype data (MAF > 0.01, INFO
> 0.6) are plotted for all AML cases.
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Supplementary Figure 7: Quantile-Quantile plots of observed P values versus expected P
values from association results for cytogenetically normal AML in (A) GWAS 1 (B)
GWAS 2 (C) GWAS 3. Association P values (observed versus expected) on imputed genotype
data (MAF > 0.01, INFO > 0.6) are plotted for cytogenetically normal AML cases.
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Supplementary Figure 8: Manhattan plot from meta-analysis of 3 genome-wide association

studies for all AML (A) and cytogenetically normal AML (B). Manhattan plots show

negative logg (fixed effects meta P values, Y-axis) over 22 autosomal chromosomes. Horizontal red line

denotes the threshold for statistical significance in a genome-wide association study (P < 5.0 x 107%).
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Supplementary Figure 9: Principal component analysis (PCA) plots of ethnicity structure
in GWAS 4. The first two principal components are shown here. European (EUR), East Asian
(EAS) and African (AFR) individuals from 1000 genomes project are plotted in green, purple and
orange, respectively. AML cases are plotted in red and controls are plotted in blue. PC1, principal
component 1; PC2, principal component 2.
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Supplementary Figure 10: PCA in GWAS 4. (A) PC1 and PC2. (B) PC3 and PC4. (C) PC5 and
PC6. (D) PCT and PCS. (E) PCY and PC10.
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Supplementary Figure 11: Quantile-Quantile plots of observed P values versus expected P
values from association results for all AML (A) and cytogenetically normal AML (B)
in GWAS 4. Association P values (observed versus expected) on imputed genotype data (MAF
> 0.01, INFO > 0.6) are plotted.
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Supplementary Figure 12: Regional association and linkage disequilibrium plots for associ-
ation analysis conditioning on the top variant at the chromosome 11q13 susceptibility
locus for AML. Regional association plot showing the chromosome 11q13 AML susceptibility locus
conditioning on rs4930561. SNP coordinates based on genomic build b37/h19 are shown on the x-axis
and —logyo (P values) on the y-axis. SNPs are coloured according to their linkage disequilibrium
(pairwise r?) with the lead SNP (annotated) based on the 1000 Genomes European panel. Reference
genes in the region are shown in the lower panel, with arrows indicating transcript direction, dense
blocks representing exons and horizontal lines representing introns.
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Supplementary Figure 13: Regional association and linkage disequilibrium plots for associ-
ation analysis conditioning on the top variant at the chromosome 6p21.32 susceptibility
locus for cytogenetically normal AML. Regional association plot showing the chromosome
6p21.32 AML susceptibility locus conditioning on rs3916765. SNP coordinates based on genomic build
b37/h19 are shown on the x-axis and —log; (P values) on the y-axis. SNPs are coloured according to
their linkage disequilibrium (pairwise r?) with the lead SNP (annotated) based on the 1000 Genomes
European panel. Reference genes in the region are shown in the lower panel, with arrows indicating
transcript direction, dense blocks representing exons and horizontal lines representing introns.
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Supplementary Figure 14: Regional association and linkage disequilibrium plots for associ-
ation analysis conditioning on the top variant at the chromosome 1p31.3 susceptibility
locus for AML. Regional association plot showing the chromosome 1p31.3 AML susceptibility locus
conditioning on rs10789158. SNP coordinates based on genomic build b37/h19 are shown on the x-axis
and —logyo (P values) on the y-axis. SNPs are coloured according to their linkage disequilibrium
(pairwise 7?) with the lead SNP (annotated) based on the 1000 Genomes European panel. Reference
genes in the region are shown in the lower panel, with arrows indicating transcript direction, dense
blocks representing exons and horizontal lines representing introns.
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Supplementary Figure 15: Regional association and linkage disequilibrium plots for asso-
ciation analysis conditioning on the top variant at the chromosome 7q33 susceptibility
locus for cytogenetically normal AML. Regional association plot showing the chromosome 7q33
AML susceptibility locus conditioning on rs17773014. SNP coordinates based on genomic build
b37/h19 are shown on the x-axis and —log; (P values) on the y-axis. SNPs are coloured according to
their linkage disequilibrium (pairwise r?) with the lead SNP (annotated) based on the 1000 Genomes
European panel. Reference genes in the region are shown in the lower panel, with arrows indicating
transcript direction, dense blocks representing exons and horizontal lines representing introns.
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Supplementary Figure 16: SNP effects on AML overall survival (OS) by study. (A) rs4930561
(B) 13916765 (C) rs10789158 (D) rs17773014. Study cohorts (UK1, UK2, Germany and Hungary),
number of AML cases (cases), events, effect (Eff) and reference (Ref) allele, effect allele frequencies
(EAF) and estimated hazard ratios (HR). The vertical line corresponds to the null hypothesis (HR=1).
The horizontal lines and square brackets indicate 95% confidence intervals (95% CI). Areas of the
boxes are proportional to the weight of the study. Diamonds represent combined estimates for
fixed-effect and random-effect analysis. Cochran’s () statistic was used to test for heterogeneity such
that Pypr > 0.05 indicates the presence of non-significant heterogeneity. The heterogeneity index, I?
(0-100) was also measured which quantifies the proportion of the total variation due to heterogeneity.
Overall survival was defined as the time from diagnosis to the date of last follow-up or death (event)

from any cause. Cox regression analysis was used to estimate allele specific hazard ratios and 95%
Cls.
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Supplementary Figure 17: SNP effects on AML relapse-free survival (RFS) by study. (A)
rs4930561 (B) rs3916765 (C) rs10789158 (D) rs17773014. Study cohorts (UK1, UK2, Germany),
number of AML cases (cases), events, effect (Eff) and reference (Ref) allele, effect allele frequencies
(EAF) and estimated hazard ratios (HR). The vertical line corresponds to the null hypothesis (HR=1).
The horizontal lines and square brackets indicate 95% confidence intervals (95% CI). Areas of the
boxes are proportional to the weight of the study. Diamonds represent combined estimates for
fixed-effect and random-effect analysis. Cochran’s () statistic was used to test for heterogeneity such
that Pypr > 0.05 indicates the presence of non-significant heterogeneity. The heterogeneity index, 12
(0-100) was also measured which quantifies the proportion of the total variation due to heterogeneity.
Relapse-free survival was defined as the time from first remission to the date of last follow-up or
relapse (event). Cox regression analysis was used to estimate allele specific hazard ratios and 95%

Cls.
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Study No/  ciRef EAF Weight ~ HR[95%CI]  Study No/  ciRef EAF Weight  HR [95% CI]
events events

UK1 89/80 GI/C 0.79 HE 47.08% 0.80[0.56, 1.12] UK1 89/80 A/G 049 +—E— 35.76% 0.96 [0.69, 1.35]
UK2 70/29 G/C 078 +———-——f 10.37% 1.41[0.67, 2.94] UK2 70/29 A/G 060 +H—=—+-—1 12.34% 1.08[0.61, 1.92]
Germany 104/41 G/C 0.79 —=— 18.67% 1.07 [0.62, 1.86] Germany 104/41 A/G 0.53 —=—— 18.75% 0.78 [0.49, 1.25]
Hungary 106/64 G/C 0.83 +——=— 23.87% 1.14[0.70, 1.86] Hungary 106/64 A/G 0.52 +—@— 33.15% 0.86 [0.61, 1.23]
Random-effect (p=8.21e-01) > 0.97[0.77, 1.23] Random-effect (p=3.38e-01) - 0.91[0.74, 1.11]
Fixed—effect (p=8.21e-01) > 100.00% 0.97 [0.77, 1.23] Fixed—effect (p=3.38e-01) - 100.00% 0.91 [0.74, 1.11]
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Supplementary Figure 18: SNP effects on AML overall survival (OS) by study in cyto-
genetically normal AML. (A) rs4930561 (B) rs3916765 (C) rs10789158 (D) rs17773014. Study
cohorts (UK1, UK2, Germany and Hungary), number of AML cases (cases), events, effect (Eff)
and reference (Ref) allele, effect allele frequencies (EAF) and estimated hazard ratios (HR). The
vertical line corresponds to the null hypothesis (HR=1). The horizontal lines and square brackets
indicate 95% confidence intervals (95% CI). Areas of the boxes are proportional to the weight of the
study. Diamonds represent combined estimates for fixed-effect and random-effect analysis. Cochran’s
() statistic was used to test for heterogeneity such that Pggr > 0.05 indicates the presence of
non-significant heterogeneity. The heterogeneity index, I? (0-100) was also measured which quantifies
the proportion of the total variation due to heterogeneity. Overall survival was defined as the time
from diagnosis to the date of last follow-up or death (event) from any cause. Cox regression analysis
was used to estimate allele specific hazard ratios and 95% Cls.
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Study NO/  Erimef EAF Weight HR [95% CI] Study No/ et EAF Weight HR [95% CI]
events events

UK1 33/28 A/G 050 —a—— 31.30% 0.78[0.45, 1.34] UK1 33/28 A/G 0.091 ——i———Hf 30.88% 0.93[0.35, 2.47]
UK2 5221 AIG 053 F———i 29.65% 1.24[0.71,2.18]  UK2 52/21 AIG 0.067 —=—— 31.83% 0.78[0.30, 2.04]
Germany 98/34 A/G 052 —@— 39.05% 0.85[0.52,1.39] Germany 98/34 A/G 0.091 —W——— 37.29% 1.09 [0.45, 2.65]
Random-effect (p=6.31e-01) - 0.93[0.68, 1.26] Random-effect (p=8.12e-01) ~— 0.94 [0.55, 1.61]
Fixed—effect (p=6.31e-01) - 100.00% 0.93 [0.68, 1.26] Fixed-effect (p=8.12e-01) - 100.00% 0.94 [0.55, 1.61]
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rs4930561;11:67931761_G_A (phe=0.458; 1>=0%) 153916765;6:32685550_G_A (Ppe=0.882; 1°=0%)
(C) (D)
Study No/  eiRef EAF Weight ~ HR[95%CI]  Study No/  ciRef EAF Weight  HR [95% CI]
events events

UK1 33/28 G/C 0.89 t=— 25.31% 0.65[0.26, 1.64] UK1 33/28 A/G 050 +—®— 38.83% 0.89[0.53, 1.50]
UK2 52/21 GIC 077 +——-y 21.79% 2.80 [1.04, 7.56] UK2 52/21 AIG 059 ——i— 20.85% 0.79[0.39, 1.62]
Germany 98/34 G/C 0.79 HE— 52.90% 1.30[0.69,2.45] Germany 98/34 A/G 051 +—B—— 40.32% 1.08 [0.64, 1.80]
Random-effect (p=4.66e-01) - 1.31[0.64, 2.69] Random-effect (p=7.02e-01) - 0.94[0.68, 1.30]
Fixed—effect (p=2.82e-01) P 100.00% 1.29[0.81,2.05]  Fixed—effect (p=7.02e-01) - 100.00% 0.94[0.68, 1.30]
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Supplementary Figure 19: SNP effects on AML relapse-free survival (RFS) by study in
cytogenetically normal AML. (A) rs4930561 (B) rs3916765 (C) rs10789158 (D) rs17773014. Study
cohorts (UK1, UK2, Germany), number of AML cases (cases), events, effect (Eff) and reference (Ref)
allele, effect allele frequencies (EAF) and estimated hazard ratios (HR). The vertical line corresponds
to the null hypothesis (HR=1). The horizontal lines and square brackets indicate 95% confidence
intervals (95% CI). Areas of the boxes are proportional to the weight of the study. Diamonds represent
combined estimates for fixed-effect and random-effect analysis. Cochran’s () statistic was used to
test for heterogeneity such that Pypr > 0.05 indicates the presence of non-significant heterogeneity.
The heterogeneity index, I? (0-100) was also measured which quantifies the proportion of the total
variation due to heterogeneity. Relapse-free survival was defined as the time from first remission
to the date of last follow-up or relapse (event). Cox regression analysis was used to estimate allele
specific hazard ratios and 95% Cls.
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Supplementary Figure 20: Forest plots for HLA-DQB1*03:02 and HLA-DQA1*03:01 asso-
ciations with cytogenetically normal AML. Effect allele frequencies (EAF) and estimated odds
ratios (OR) for HLA-DQB1*03:02 (A) and HLA-DQA1*03:01 (B). The vertical line corresponds
to the null hypothesis (OR= 1). The horizontal lines and square brackets indicate 95% confidence
intervals (95% CI). Areas of the boxes are proportional to the weight of the study. Diamonds represent
combined estimates for fixedeffects and randomeffects analysis. Cochran’s ) statistic was used to
test for heterogeneity such that Pypr > 0.05 indicates the presence of non-significant heterogeneity.
The heterogeneity index I? (0-100) was also measured which quantifies the proportion of the total

EAF

Study Eff/Ref Case/Con Weight  OR [95% Cl]
GWAS1 P/A  0.066/0.11 —.— 30.62% 0.60 [0.44, 0.82]
GWAS2 P/A  0.062/0.1 —_— 13.61% 0.57 [0.36, 0.91]
GWAS3 P/A 00450004 13.65% 0.45[0.28, 0.71]
GWAS4 P/A  0.076/0.1 — 42.12% 0.74[0.57, 0.96]

0.62 [0.50, 0.75]
Fixed-effect (p=8.9e-08) 100.00% 0.63 [0.53, 0.74]

Random-effect (p=1.59e-06) -
.
T

[ I I |
02 04 06 08 1
HLA-DQB1*03:02,6:32631060 (ppe=0.289; [>=20%)

EAF

Study Eff/Ref Case/Con Weight  OR [95% CI]
GWAS1 P/A 0.16/0.21 —— 32.68% 0.72[0.57, 0.90]
GWAS 2 P/A 0.15/0.19 |—-—4 14.68% 0.74[0.53, 1.04]
GWAS 3 P/A 0.12/0.17 I 11.59% 0.54[0.37,0.78]
GWAS 4 P/A 0.17/0.2 ——— 41.05% 0.91[0.75, 1.11]
Random-effect (p=3.15e-03) - 0.74 [0.61, 0.90]
Fixed—effect (p=4.91e-05) - 100.00% 0.77 [0.68, 0.87]

L

0.2 0.6 1 12

HLA-DQA1*03:01,6:32608305 (py=0.0868; 1°=54%)

variation due to heterogeneity. P, present; A, absent; Eff, effect; Ref, reference.
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rs4930561 (chr. 11)

Sanger
GWAS sequencing
genotype (from reverse
primer)
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Supplementary Figure 21: Representative genotype results for rs4930561. Sanger sequencing
was successful for 124 AML cases with 100% (124/124) concordance between GWAS genotyping
and Sanger sequencing. Primer sequences for rs4930561 were 5’CCGATTCTTCTGGGGCTTGT3’

(forward) and 5" TCTGCAGCATGATTGGAGCA3’ (reverse).

rs3916765 (Chr. 6)
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Supplementary Figure 22: Representative genotype results for rs3916765. Sanger sequencing
was successful for 139 AML cases with 100% (139/139) concordance between GWAS genotyping and
Sanger sequencing. Primer sequences for rs3916765 were 5’ TTGGTACCTGGGGTATGCTGAASZ’

(forward) and 5" TGGAGGCTGCCTTGAGATACTAS3 (reverse).
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rs10789158 (Chr. 1)
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GWAS sequencing
genotype (from reverse
primer)
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Supplementary Figure 23: Representative genotype results for rs10789158. Sanger sequencing
was successful for 130 AML cases with 98.5% (128/130) concordance between GWAS genotyping
and Sanger sequencing. Primer sequences for rs10789158 were 5’ AGCACGTTACAGACTATGCCT3’
(forward) and 5’AGCTCAAAGACATGGGGCAA3’ (reverse).

rs17773014 (Chr. 7)

Sanger
GWAS sequencing
genotype (from reverse
primer)
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Supplementary Figure 24: Representative genotype results for rs17773014. Sanger sequencing
was successful for 120 AML cases with 99.2% (119/120) concordance between GWAS genotyping
and Sanger sequencing. Primer sequences for rs17773014 were 5" TGTATAACCAAGGGACCGCACS’
(forward) and 5’CACCCCGTCCCATATCCAATG3’ (reverse).
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