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Supplementary Fig. 1. Overview of genome-wide association study for mosaic loss of Y chromosome (mLOY) in Million
Veteran Program (MVP) participants. Three MVP individual ancestries were meta-analyzed, then replicated in two external cohorts.
BMI, body mass index; mtCOJO, multi-trait-based conditional & joint association analysis; PGS, polygenic score; eQTL, expression
quantitative trait loci; GSEA, gene set enrichment analysis; mLRR-Y, mean logarithm of R ratio in chromosome Y; MVMR

multivariable Mendelian randomization.
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Supplementary Fig. 2. Cell fraction of mLOY across groups. (a) Cell fraction of mLOY in Million
Veteran Program participants by ten-year age bins, stratified by ancestry. Boxplots show first decile,
first quartile, median, third quartile, and last decile; dots indicate mean. (b) Cell fraction of mLOY,
stratified ancestry and by current, former, and never smoking status. Error bars indicate 95%
confidence intervals.
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Supplementary Fig. 3. Manhattan and quantile-quantile plots of Million Veteran Program participants by ancestry. Manhattan
plots (left) show the -log10(P) for associations of genetic variants with mLOY across 22 autosomal chromosomes plus chromosome X for
(a) European ancestry, (b) African ancestry, and (¢) Hispanic ancestry. Novel mLOY index variants and variants within £ 50 Kb are high-
lighted in red. The red line indicates the genome-wide significance threshold (P<5x108). Grey dotted lines represent a transition from
linear to log-scale on the y-axis. Quantile-quantile (QQ) plots (right) show observed versus expected distributions of P-values. (d) QQ
plot of the multi-ancestry meta-analysis (Manhattan plot in Fig. 1d).
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Supplementary Fig. 4. Effect comparisons between cohorts. Scatter plots comparing effect sizes (logarithm of odds ratios and
95% confidence interval) of genome-wide significant conditionally independent hits. (a) UK Biobank (Thompson et al. 2019) versus
Million Veteran Program (MVP) European (EUR), indicating previously reported loci (blue) and novel loci (pink). (b) MVP-EUR
versus MVP African ancestry (AFR), indicating previously reported loci, novel loci, and novel loci exclusive to EUR or AFR. (¢) MVP-
EUR versus MVP Hispanic ancestry (HIS), where all HIS signals were also found in EUR. (d) MVP multi-ancestry meta-analysis
versus Biobank Japan (Terao et al. 2019), indicating variants that were genome-wide significant in both studies or only in MVP.
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Supplementary Figure 5. Forest plots and regional Manhattan plots for most significant mosaic loss of Y associations. a,
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Right: Regional Manhattan plots for the MVP ancestry in which the SNP was most significant.
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Supplementary Fig. 6. AFR-specific novel loci. Regional Manhattan plots showing variant-level
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Supplementary Fig. 8. Admixed African individual ancestral tract Manhattan and quantile-quantile (QQ) plots. Manhattan plots
(left) show the -log10(P) for associations of genetic variants for a, African tract and b, European tract. QQ plots (right) show observed
versus expected distributions of P-values.
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Supplementary Fig. 9. Supporting evidence for local ancestry association analysis. a, Admixed African (AFR) chromosome 20
Manhattan plot for conventional GWAS (top) and AFR tract (bottom). b, EUR regional Manhattan plot for BCL2L 1 in conventional GWAS.
c, At 18q12 (SETBP1), we observed complex LD structure. This complex structure was resolved by separating the d, AFR and e, EUR
tracts. f, Regional Manhattan plot for SETBP1 in conventional EUR genome-wide association study (GWAS).
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Supplementary Fig. 12. Gene set enrichment of mLOY multi-ancestry GWAS meta-analysis. (a) For all genes positionally mapped
to significant mLOY multi-ancestry meta-analysis loci, -log, (P) for enrichment of GTEXx tissue types. (b) For all genes positionally
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Supplementary Fig. 13. Genomic enrichment of mLOY risk variants in open chromatin regions across human cell types. (a-
b) Enrichment of mLOY risk variants in cell-specific open chromatin regions from (a) main human body lineages and (b) blood
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gene features from TWAS (bottom). Plots show TWAS results for a, Blood (STARNET) and b, ACAT tissue meta-analysis. 17
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Supplementary Figure 15. Correlation of gene expression across tissues from transcriptome-wide association study
(TWAS). Values represent Pearson correlation coefficient for imputed expression changes.
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Supplementary Fig. 16. UpSet plot showing overlap between gene transcript association methods. Genes are derived from
eQTLs with single cell RNA-seq (scRNA-seq) data across different immune cell populations, STARNET Blood transcriptome-wide
association study (TWAS), dorsolateral prefrontal cortex TWAS, Summary Mendelian Randomization (SMR), and ACAT TWAS meta-
analysis. Bonf., Bonferroni-corrected significance; FDR, false discovery rate.
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Supplementary Fig. 17. Multi-trait meta-analysis (mtCOJO) conditional analysis on smoking. (a) Scatterplot of -log(P)
from conditioning on cigarettes-per-day with mtCOJO (LPc) vs. -log(P) from standard mLOY GWAS (LP) in MVP European ancestry
(EUR) demonstrates the region containing the CHRNAS gene (chr15:78,711,000-79,258,000), a known smoking locus, was
primarily affected by conditioning. Red dashed lines indicate genome-wide significance at P<5x%10%. (b) Regional Manhattan plot for
CHRNAS in MVP EUR. (c) Regional Manhattan plot for CHRNAS in MVP EUR after conditioning mLOY on cigarettes-per-day.
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Exposure OR P (RE IVW) Egger int. P

Sodium (urinary) —— 0.68 0.01 0.97
Mean corpuscular hemoglobin concentration —— 0.79 1.8E-03 0.18
Triglycerides HH 0.80 4.6E-15 0.82
Body mass index =i 0.87 2.3E-04 0.19
Lymphocyte percentage —— 0.88 0.04 0.20
Basophill percentage —a— 0.89 0.1 0.09
Urate HEH 0.89 5.4E-04 0.02
Urea — 0.91 0.04 0.84
Basal metabolic rate —— 0.94 0.23 0.57
Creatinine — 0.95 0.13 0.60
Low-density lipoprotein (LDL) il 0.95 0.12 0.50
Cystatin C HEH 0.96 0.08 0.06
Angina pectoris HIH 0.96 0.03 0.64
Reticulocyte percentage il 0.97 0.32 0.37
Alanine aminotransferase —— 0.98 0.60 0.27
Myocardial infarction HEH 0.98 0.30 0.39
Haematocrit (red cell volume) percentage —— 0.99 0.82 0.03
Eosinophill percentage —— 1.01 0.80 0.37
Mean sphered cell volume —a— 1.01 0.82 0.44
Type 2 diabetes HEH 1.02 0.32 0.05
Prostate cancer HEH 1.02 0.26 0.43
Monocyte percentage —— 1.03 0.50 0.44
Apoliprotein A —i 1.05 0.12 0.10
Vitamin D —— 1.08 0.11 0.12
Red blood cell (erythrocyte) distribution width i 1.11 2.1E-03 0.73
Neutrophill percentage —a— 1.11 0.09 0.44
Total testosterone =i 1.12 2.9E-04 0.88
White blood cell (leukocyte) count —— 1.13 0.02 0.81
High-density lipoprotein (HDL) =i 1.13 4.6E-06 0.06
Plateletcrit —— 1.23 6.5E-05 0.04
Cigarettes smoked per day —— 1.23 2.6E-05 0.85
Sex hormone-binding globulin —— 1.25 1.3E-03 0.20

[ I I I 1

06 038 1 12 14
QOdds ratio mLOY £ 95% ClI

Supplementary Fig. 18. Forward Mendelian Randomization (MR) for all exposure
traits. Forest plots showing random effects inverse-variance weighted (RE VW) MR for
32 exposure traits on mLOY outcome in Million Veteran Program Europeans. Lighter box
color denotes P (RE IVW)<0.05/32 and P MR-Egger intercept (int.)=0.05. OR, odds ratio;
Cl, confidence interval.
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Supplementary Fig. 19. Reverse Mendelian Randomization (MR) for mLOY
exposure on all trait outcomes. Forest plots showing random effects inverse-variance
weighted (RE IVW) MR for mLOY exposure on 32 trait outcomes in Million Veteran
Program Europeans. Lighter box color denotes P<0.05/32 and P MR-Egger intercept

(int.)=0.05. CI, confidence interval.
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Supplementary Fig. 20. Rejected chromosome X associations. Two genome-wide signficant variants on chromosome X, (a)
rs2857319 and (b) rs306890, near the borders of PAR1 and PAR2, respectively, were found to be likely false positives. Plotting the
percentage of participants with each genotype across cell fraction bins reveals a heterozygous dropout in higher cell fractions,
suggesting genotyping error.
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