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Causality between Smoking and DNA Methylation Supplementary Information

Supplementary Methods

In this study, we analyzed data from the Netherlands Twin Register (NTR)* to examine the causal
influences between smoking status and blood DNA methylation (DNAm) using MR-DoC models?3. In
the current analyses, we included data from European-ancestry adult twins with both genotypic and
DNAm data, comprising 2,577 individuals (67% female).

Genotypic Data, Principal Components Analysis, and Ancestry Outlier Pruning

The DNA samples included in the current study were genotyped on 3 SNP (single nucleotide
polymorphism) microarray platforms: Affymetrix 6.0 (N= 2,399), Affymetrix Axiom (N= 83), and
Illumina GSA NTR array (N= 95). Genotype calling was done following the manufacturer’s protocols.
Sample and variant quality control (QC), imputation, genetic principal component analysis (PCA), and
ancestry assignment have been previously described®. Briefly, after QC and harmonizing variants across
the three platforms, the data were aligned to the positive strand of Genome Reference Consortium Human
Build 37 (GRCh37) and then imputed against the European (EUR) super-population of the 1000 Genomes
Project Phase-3 (KGP3)®, the Haplotype Reference Consortium (HRC)® 1.1 (Ega version), and the
Genome of the Netherlands Consortium (GoNL)’ reference panels. Using SmartPCA in EIGENSTRATS,
the first 20 PCs for the genotypic data were calculated in the KGP3 data, and the NTR samples were then
projected onto the PC space based on the SNP weights. Samples identified as outliers in the PC space
were then excluded.

Smoking Assessment at Blood Sampling

At the time of blood sampling for DNAmM assessment, the participants answered the following
guestions about smoking in Dutch. The English translations are described in the main Methods section.
Rookt u? 1. Ja la: hoelang rooktual? ...................c..... jaar
1b: hoeveel sigaretten/ shagjes per dag?
................................... sigaretten/ shagjes
2. Nee, wel in het verleden | 2a: hoelang is dat geleden?............cc.cccenee. jaar
2b: hoeveel jaren heeft u gerookt?............... jaar
2¢: hoeveel rookte u per dag (max)?
.................................... sigaretten/ shagjes

3. Nooit
Gerookt binnen 1. Ja
laatste uur voor 2. Nee
bloedafname? 3. Nvt

Polygenic Risk Score of Smoking

The PRS of smoking was based on the European-ancestry summary statistics from the genome-
wide association study (GWAS) of smoking initiation (lifetime regular smoking) by GSCAN (GWAS &
Sequencing Consortium of Alcohol and Nicotine use)®, excluding the NTR from the meta-analysis.

As described in a previous study using the same PRS in the NTR?, the post-imputation SNPs
from the merged best-guess three-platform data were QCed to satisfy the following criteria: MAF >0.01,

4
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HWE p >0.00001, Mendel error rate < 1%, and genotype call rate over 98%. Furthermore, the imputation
info for the three platforms needed to be above 0.10, and the allele frequency between platforms after
imputation could not differ more than 2%, leaving a total of 7,551,860 post-QC SNPs for analysis. The
PRS was calculated using LDpred v0.9°, with HRC+GoNL as the LD (linkage disequilibrium) reference
panel. For estimating the target LD structure, we used a subset of unrelated individuals and a set of well-
imputed variants in the NTR. The parameter 1d_radius was set by dividing the number of variants in
common (from the output of the coordination step) by 12000. For the coordination step, the median
sample size was used as the input value for N. For the LDpred step, we applied the following thresholds
for the fraction of variants with non-zero effects (in addition to the default infinitesimal model): --
pPsS=0.5,0.3,0.2,0.1,0.05,0.01.

To determine the LDPred threshold that yielded the PRS with the highest predictive power for the
variables of interest (current vs. never and former vs. never smoking), we fitted logistic regression models
in R (v4.3.2) to estimate incremental R? on a liability scale. We first fitted a null logistic regression model
using the g1m () function with family=binomial (1ink="logit"') and a standard set of
covariates comprising age (linear and quadratic), sex, SNP microarray platform (dummy variables), and
the first ten genetic PCs (without including the PRS). Then, we fitted a full model with the PRS as an
additional independent variable. We estimated the liability-scale R? in both models and then the
difference in the two R? estimates as the variance in the outcome variable explained by the PRS
(controlling for the covariates). For both outcome variables (current and former smoking), the PRS with
the highest incremental R? was based on a threshold of 0.1 and thus retained for further analyses. The
PRS was residualized for the SNP microarray platform and the first ten genetic PCs using linear
regression models. The residuals were then standardized to have a mean of zero and an S.D. of one before
using it as an IV in the MR-DoC models.



141 Supplementary Figures

142 Figure S1
143 QQ Plot of MR-DoC1 models (with unique environmental confounding, rE) of Current Smoking =
144  DNAm at 411,169 epigenome-wide CpGs (Bayesian genomic inflation factor, 1 = 1.09).
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146  Figure S2

147  QQ Plot of MR-DoC1 models (with unique environmental confounding, rE) of Current Smoking =
148  DNAm at 16,940 smoking-associated CpGs (Bayesian genomic inflation factor, 1 = 1.20).
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150  Figure S3
151  QQ Plot of the Current Smoking = DNAm causal estimates in MR-DoC2 models across 11,124 smoking-
152  associated CpGs (Bayesian genomic inflation factor, 1 = 1.20).
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154  Figure S4

155  QQ Plot of the DNAm - Current Smoking causal estimates in MR-DoC2 models across 11,124 smoking-
156  associated CpGs (Bayesian genomic inflation factor, 1 = 1.01).
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159  Figure S5
160  Bidirectional Causal Estimates at the 64 CpGs with Robust Evidence of the Causal Effects of Current
161  Smoking on DNA methylation
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168  Figure S6
169  Upset plot of the intersection of CpGs with statistically significant Current Smoking = DNAm effects
170  after Bonferroni correction in each of the three MR-DoC models
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176  Figure S7
177  Upset plot of the intersection of CpGs with statistically significant DNAm - Current Smoking effects
178  after Bonferroni correction in each of the three MR-DoC models
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192

Figure S8
19 CpGs with potential bidirectional causal effects between current smoking and DNA methylation
Suggestive Bidirectional Causal Effects between Smoking and DNAm at 19 CpGs
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Note. Three CpGs had more robust evidence of Current Smoking = DNAm causal effects than vice versa.
One CpG had more robust evidence of DNAm - Current Smoking causal effects than vice versa. The rest
15 CpGs had only suggestive evidence (consistent, nominally significant estimates across models) in both
directions. Please refer to Supplementary Tables S1-S4 for the corresponding data.
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Figure S9
Top Enriched Ontology Clusters in Metascape’s Gene Annotation and Functional Enrichment Analyses
of the 525 CpGs (outside the MHC region) with Potential Current Smoking - DNAm effects

GO0:0030097: hemopoiesis

GO0:0045596: negative regulation of cell differentiation
G0:0000902: cell morphogenesis

G0:0071345: cellular response to cytokine stimulus

] hsa05166: Human T-cell leukemia virus 1 infection

| G0:0009792: embryo development ending in birth or egg hatching
] G0:0006954: inflammatory response

] R-HSA-5663202: Diseases of signal transduction by growth factor receptors and second messengers
] G0:0051960: regulation of nervous system development

] G0:0051090: regulation of DNA-binding transcription factor activity
] G0:0010720: positive regulation of cell development

| G0:0001501: skeletal system development

] G0:0008285: negative regulation of cell population proliferation

| R-HSA-449147: Signaling by Interleukins

] G0:0030855: epithelial cell differentiation

] hsa04015: Rap1l signaling pathway

] G0:0045936: negative regulation of phosphate metabolic process

] R-HSA-9675108: Nervous system development

] G0:0030335: positive regulation of cell migration

| G0:0051338: regulation of transferase activity

-log10(P)

Note. The “NearestGene” IDs from Supplementary Table S1 were used as the input data for Metascape?.
Please refer to Supplementary Tables S5-S6 for the corresponding annotation and enrichment results.
As detailed in the Metascape manuscript??, the program first identified all significant ontology terms,
including GO/KEGG terms, canonical pathways, and hallmark gene sets. The significant terms (based on
hypergeometric p-value <0.01 and >1.5-fold enrichment) were then clustered into a hierarchical tree
based on Kappa-statistical similarities among their gene memberships. The tree was then cast into term
clusters based on a threshold of 0.3 kappa score. The enrichment clusters and their underlying terms are
marked as “Summary” and “Membership”, respectively, under the column GrouplD in Supplementary
Table S24. The “Summary” terms provide an overview of enriched, non-redundant ontology terms.
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Figure S10

Enrichment Results for Gene-Ontology (GO) Processes in Metascape’s Gene Annotation and Functional
Enrichment Analyses of the 525 CpGs (outside the MHC region) with Potential Current Smoking -

DNAm effects
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G0:0042592:
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developmental process
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growth
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localization

homeostatic process

rhythmic process

biological process involved in intraspecies interaction between organisms

Note. The “NearestGene” IDs from Supplementary Table S1 were used as the input data for Metascape®.
Please refer to Supplementary Table S6 for all enrichment results.
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221  Figure S11
222  Top 100 Ontology Terms in Metascape’s Gene Annotation and Functional Enrichment Analyses of the

223 525 CpGs (outside the MHC region) with Potential Current Smoking - DNAm effects

GO0:0030097: hemopoiesis
G0:0045596: negative regulation of cell differentiation
G0:0000902: cell morphogenesis
GO0:0071345: cellular response to cytokine stimulus
1 hsa05166: Human T-cell leukemia virus 1 infection
G0:0009792: embryo development ending in birth or egg hatching

G0:0006954: inflammatory response
| R-HSA-5663202: Diseases of signal transduction by growth factor receptors and second messengers
1 GO0:0051960: regulation of nervous system development
1 G0:0051090: regulation of DNA-binding transcription factor activity
1 G0:0010720: positive regulation of cell development
| GO0:0001501: skeletal system development
1 G0:0008285: negative regulation of cell population proliferation
1 R-HSA-449147: Signaling by Interleukins
| G0:0030855: epithelial cell differentiation
| hsa04015: Rapl signaling pathway
1 G0:0045936: negative regulation of phosphate metabolic process
| R-HSA-9675108: Nervous system development
1 GO0:0030335: positive regulation of cell migration
1 GO0:0051338: regulation of transferase activity
| R-HSA-8878159: Transcriptional regulation by RUNX3
1 GO0:0007507: heart development
| G0:0030029: actin filament-based process
| G0:0090257: regulation of muscle system process
| M195: PID CMYB PATHWAY
| G0:0048568: embryonic organ development
1 G0:0071625: vocalization behavior
| GO0:0034405: response to fluid shear stress
| G0:0001944: vasculature development
1 G0:0001775: cell activation
| GO0:0090066: regulation of anatomical structure size
1 GO0:0051301: cell division
| G0:0048736: appendage development
| GO0:0007167: enzyme-linked receptor protein signaling pathway
I — G0:0032496: response to lipopolysaccharide

R-HSA-372790: Signaling by GPCR

R-HSA-2559583: Cellular Senescence

G0:0007423: sensory organ development

—
G0:0002697: regulation of immune effector process
I —— G0:0042063: gliogenesis
— hsa05203: Viral carcinogenesis
WP5098: T cell activation SARS CoV 2
—— G0:0030851: granulocyte differentiation
M101: PID HDAC CLASSI PATHWAY

——
hsa04658: Thl and Th2 cell differentiation
I | WP5158: Urotensin Il mediated signaling pathway
G0:0042311: vasodilation
M219: PID HEDGEHOG GLI PATHWAY
GO0:0035655: interleukin-18-mediated signaling pathway

——
G0:0003170: heart valve development
I | R-HSA-9006931: Signaling by Nuclear Receptors
GO0:0060322: head development
G0:0051129: negative regulation of cellular component organization
I | R-HSA-76002: Platelet activation, signaling and aggregation
hsa04810: Regulation of actin cytoskeleton
WP236: Adipogenesis
I — G0:0080135: regulation of cellular response to stress
G0:0050778: positive regulation of immune response
WP3888: VEGFA VEGFR2 signaling
G0:0070848: response to growth factor
R-HSA-9703465: Signaling by FLT3 fusion proteins
G0:0046328: regulation of JNK cascade
G0:0042060: wound healing
WP5366: NF1 copy number variation syndrome
G0:0032102: negative regulation of response to external stimulus
GO0:0042593: glucose homeostasis
WP5224: 2937 copy number variation syndrome
G0:1902532: negative regulation of intracellular signal transduction
R-HSA-9020702: Interleukin-1 signaling
R-HSA-9679506: SARS-CoV Infections
WP138: Androgen receptor signaling pathway
G0:0031329: regulation of cellular catabolic process
G0:0048863: stem cell differentiation
G0:0090398: cellular senescence
— G0:0001818: negative regulation of cytokine production
GO0:0071875: adrenergic receptor signaling pathway
GO0:0042246: tissue regeneration
—— G0:0002685: regulation of leukocyte migration
GO0:0051046: regulation of secretion
G0:0043068: positive regulation of programmed cell death
G0:0097193: intrinsic apoptotic signaling pathway
GO0:0030031: cell projection assembly
— G0:0030033: microvillus assembly
G0:0032925: regulation of activin receptor signaling pathway
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G0:0001570: vasculogenesis
GO0:0060976: coronary vasculature development
G0:0072659: protein localization to plasma membrane
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— G0:0045639: positive regulation of myeloid cell differentiation
GO0:0097306: cellular response to alcohol
hsa05414: Dilated cardiomyopathy
— G0:0002065: columnar/cuboidal epithelial cell differentiation
G0:0098657: import into cell
I G0:0009612: response to mechanical stimulus
GO0:0045165: cell fate commitment
WP3981: miRNA regulation of prostate cancer signaling pathways
I R-HSA-8848021: Signaling by PTK6
G0:1905954: positive regulation of lipid localization
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225  Note. The “NearestGene” IDs from Supplementary Table S1 were used as the input data for Metascape®?.
226  Please refer to Supplementary Table S6 for all enrichment results.
227
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Causality between Smoking and DNA Methylation Supplementary Information

228  Figure S12
229  eFORGE analyses of overlap between gene-regulatory chromatin states and the 525 CpGs (outside the MHC region) with potential Current

230  Smoking - DNAm effects

231
DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-chromatin15state-all Sites_with_Consistent_Effects_of_Smoking_on_DNAm_in_All_3_Models
232
233
234 Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S7 for the corresponding data.
235

16



236  Figure S13

237  eFORGE analyses of overlap between histone-mark modifications and the 525 CpGs (outside the MHC region) with potential Current Smoking 2
238  DNAm effects

239

DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2—H3-all Sites_with_Consistent_Effects_of _Smoking_on_DNAm_in_All_3 Models
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242  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S8 for the corresponding data.
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244  Figure S14
245  eFORGE analyses of overlap between DNase hypersensitivity (DHS) sites and the 546 CpGs with potential Current Smoking = DNAm effects

246
DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-DHS Sites_with_Consistent_Effects_of_Smoking_on_DNAm_in_All_3 Models
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249  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S9 for the corresponding data.
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Causality between Smoking and DNA Methylation Supplementary Information

251  Figure S15
252 64 CpGs with potential DNAm - Current Smoking effects, based on consistent, nominally significant
253  estimates across models

CpGs with Consistent Estimates of the Effects of DNAm on Current Smoking
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255  Note. These CpGs were used for the follow-up enrichment analyses with eFORGE™ and Metascape®?.

256  None of these sites are in the MHC region. Please refer to Supplementary Table S3 for the
257  corresponding data.
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Figure S16
Top Ontology Clusters in Metascape’s Gene Annotation and Functional Enrichment Analyses of the 64
CpGs with Potential DNAm - Current Smoking effects

| |hsa05142: Chagas disease

| G0:0050864: regulation of B cell activation

| R-HSA-9614085: FOXO-mediated transcription

| G0:0016125: sterol metabolic process

| GO0:0015748: organophosphate ester transport
| GO0:0015711: organic anion transport

| G0:0009410: response to xenobiotic stimulus

| R-HSA-211859: Biological oxidations

-log10(P)

Note. The “NearestGene” IDs from Supplementary Table S3 were used as the input data for Metascape®2.
None of the ontology terms were significant after multiple-testing correction. Please refer to
Supplementary Tables S10 and S11 for all annotation and enrichment results.

Figure S17
Enrichment Results for Gene-Ontology (GO) Processes in Metascape’s Gene Annotation and Functional
Enrichment Analyses of the 64 CpGs with Potential DNAm - Current Smoking effects

| G0:0002376: immune system process

| G0:0008152: metabolic process

| G0:0048519: negative regulation of biological process
| G0:0051179: localization

| G0:0040007: growth

| G0:0032501: multicellular organismal process

| G0:0050896: response to stimulus

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
-log10(P)

Note. The “NearestGene” IDs from Supplementary Table S3 were used as the input data for Metascape’?.
None of the ontology terms were significant after multiple-testing correction. Please refer to
Supplementary Table S11 for all enrichment results.
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Supplementary Information

Causality between Smoking and DNA Methylation

Figure S18

277
278

eFORGE analyses of overlap between gene-regulatory chromatin states and the 64 CpGs with potential DNAm - Current Smoking effects

_on_Smoking_in_All_3_Models

—chromatin15state—-all Sites_with_Consistent_Effects_of _DNAm

DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2
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Note. Please refer to Supplementary 'i'able S12 for the corresponding data.
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282  Figure S19
283  eFORGE analyses of overlap between histone-mark modifications and the 64 CpGs with potential DNAm = Current Smoking effects

DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-H3-all Sites_with_Consistent_Effects_of DNAm_on_Smoking_in_All_3 Models
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286  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S13 for the corresponding data.
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288  Figure S20
289  eFORGE analyses of overlap between DNase hypersensitivity (DHS) sites and the 64 CpGs with potential DNAm = Current Smoking effects

DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-DHS Sites_with_Consistent_Effects_of DNAm_on_Smoking_in_All_3 Models
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292  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S14 for the corresponding data.
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DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-chromatin15state—all CpGs_Enriched_for_Fetal_Brain_Enhancers_and_Effects_on_Smoking

Follow-up eFORGE analyses of overlap between gene-regulatory chromatin states and the 21 CpGs enriched for overlap with Enhancers in the “Fetal Brain

Male” sample in Figure S10/Table S5

Figure S21
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Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S15 for the corresponding data.
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303  Figure S22

304  Follow-up eFORGE analyses of overlap between histone-mark modifications and the 21 CpGs enriched for overlap with Enhancers in the “Fetal Brain Male”
305  sample in Figure S10/Table S5

DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-H3-all CpGs_Enriched for_Fetal Brain_Enhancers_and_Effects_on_Smoking
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308  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S16 for the corresponding data.
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311  Figure S23
312  Follow-up eFORGE analyses of overlap between DNase hypersensitivity (DHS) sites and the 21 CpGs enriched for overlap with Enhancers in the “Fetal Brain

313  Male” sample in Figure S10/Table S5
DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-DHS CpGs_Enriched_for_Fetal_Brain_Enhancers_and_Effects_on_Smoking
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316  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S17 for the corresponding data.
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319 Figure S24
320  Follow-up eFORGE analyses of overlap between DNase hypersensitivity (DHS) sites and the 17 CpGs enriched for overlap with H3K4me3 modifications in the

321 “Fetal Brain Female” samples in Supplementary Figure S14/Table S9
DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-DHS CpGs_Enriched_for_Fetal_Brain_H3K4me3_and_Effects_on_Smoking
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324  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S20 for the corresponding data.
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325 Figure S25

326  Estimated DNAm - Current Smoking effects at the 17 CpGs showing highly specific enrichment for overlap with gene-
327  regulatory elements in the brain in Figure 7

328

Estimated Effects of DNAm on Current Smoking
At 17 CpGs Showing Enrichment for Functional Elements in the Brain
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330  Note. The Y-axis shows the probe ID and the “Nearest Gene”. For the corresponding data, please refer to Supplementary

331 Table S3.
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333  Figure S26
334  eFORGE analyses of overlap between gene-regulatory chromatin states and the 18 CpGs underlying the enriched overlap with Enhancers in the “Lung” sample

335 in Figure S10/Table S5

DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-chromatin15state—all CpGs_Enriched_for_Lung_Enhancers_and_Effects_on_Smoking

'
" L)
IR P, .

.
;
1 B H — H v
P ' 0 .
vibeei bt Yot

-log10 binomial p-value

[
oo
[ L

336
337
338  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S21 for the corresponding data.
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341
342
343

Figure S27

eFORGE analyses of overlap between histone-mark modifications and the 18 CpGs underlying the enriched overlap with Enhancers in the “Lung” sample in

Figure S10/Table S5

344
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Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S22 for the corresponding data.
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348  Figure S28
349  eFORGE analyses of overlap between DNase hypersensitivity (DHS) sites and the 18 CpGs underlying the enriched overlap with Enhancers in the “Lung” sample

350 in Figure S10/Table S5
351
DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-DHS CpGs_Enriched_for_Lung_Enhancers_and_Effects_on_Smoking
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354  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S23 for the corresponding data.
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358  Figure S29
359  eFORGE analyses of overlap between gene-regulatory chromatin states and the 18 CpGs underlying the enriched overlap with Enhancers in the “Primary B cells

360  from cord blood” sample in Figure S10/Table S5

DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2—chromatin15state-all CpGs_Enriched_for_PrimaryBCellsCordBlood_Enhancers_and_Effects_on_Smoking
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363  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S24 for the corresponding data.
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366
367 Figure S30

368  eFORGE analyses of overlap between histone-mark modifications and the 18 CpGs underlying the enriched overlap with Enhancers in the “Primary B cells from
369  cord blood” sample in Figure S10/Table S5

DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-=H3-all CpGs_Enriched _for_PrimaryBCellsCordBlood _Enhancers_and_Effects_on_Smoking
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377  Figure S31

378  eFORGE analyses of overlap between DNase hypersensitivity (DHS) sites and the 18 CpGs underlying the enriched overlap with Enhancers in the “Primary B
379  cells from cord blood ” sample in Figure S10/Table S5

380

DMPs analyzed across samples for erc2-DHS CpGs_Enriched_for_PrimaryBCellsCordBlood_Enhancers_and_Effects_on_Smoking
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383  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S26 for the corresponding data.
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387
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389
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391
392
393
394

Figure S32
Upset plot of the intersection of CpGs with statistically significant (FDR <0.05) Former Smoking - DNAm effects in

each of the three MR-DoC models
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Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S27 for the corresponding data.
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395 Figure S33
396  Upset plot of the intersection of CpGs with statistically significant (FDR <0.05) DNAm - Former Smoking effects in

397  each of the three MR-DoC models
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400  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Table S29 for the corresponding data.
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403  Figure S34
404  Estimated DNAm - Former Smoking effects at the two former-smoking-associated CpGs that showed robust evidence of
405  DNAm - Current Smoking effects
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Putative Effects of DNA Methylation on Current Smoking
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409  Note. Please refer to Supplementary Tables S3 and S29 for the corresponding data.
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421

Figure S35
Prior EWAS association statistics of smoking-associated CpGs stratified by whether the CpG was identified as having an
mQTL allelic score with F-statistic >10 in the current study

EWAS Meta-Analysis Association Statistics of Smoking-Associated CpGs
With and Without an mQTL Allelic Score with F-statistic >10

40 4

30+

20 4 O

-log10(FDR) from EWAS of Current vs. Never Smoking

mQTL- mQTL+

On the X-axis, “mQTL-" indicates the CpGs without an mQTL allelic score with F >10 (5,816 CpGs), and “mQTL+"
indicates the CpGs with an mQTL allelic score with F >10 (11,124 CpGs). The Y-axis shows the -log10(FDR) values of
the association results from the previous EWAS meta-analysis of current vs. never smoking®. The “mQTL-" CpGs were
not tested for DNAm — Smoking causal effects in the current study.
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