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Introductory paragraph

Over 100 million people worldwide suffer from lumbar spinal stenosis (LSS) with increasing
incidence with ageing population, yet little is known about the LSS genetic background. Given
the high cost of treating LSS, a deeper understanding of LSS pathogenesis may eventually
result in the development of novel preventative and treatment methods, potentially leading to
reductions in related societal costs. Our aim is to gain a better understanding of the genetic
components underlying LSS. In the FinnGen, Estonian, and UK biobanks, we conduct a
genome-wide association study (GWAS) of LSS and merge the results in the genome-wide
meta-analysis. In addition to the seven known risk loci, our meta-analysis reveals 47 loci that
have not been associated with LSS in previous studies. Many downstream analyses and
multiple candidate genes discovered from the LSS-associated loci suggest that spinal
degeneration plays a major role in the pathogenesis of LSS.

Main text

Lumbar spinal stenosis (LSS) narrows the lumbar central spinal canal or foramina causing
symptoms mainly to buttocks and lower extremities'>. Term central stenosis is used if the
whole central spinal canal is compressed, and foraminal or lateral stenosis if the single nerve
root exiting the neural foramina is compressed'. LSS usually develops with ageing when
lumbar structures degenerate, including changes in intervertebral discs, facet joints,
ligamentum flavum, and vertebrae. In addition, spondylolisthesis can cause or aggravate LSS,
Even though the majority of LSS cases have a degenerative origin, in a smaller subgroup of
patients, LSS arises from developmental or congenital factors>*. Naturally, developmental LSS
can predispose individuals to degenerative LSS as they age®. Developmental causes include a
congenitally small central canal and Paget disease, which leads to atypical bone growth'-.

The prevalence of LSS has been estimated to be around 11% in the general population
and 20% among people over 60 years, varying greatly with age, and with the majority of cases
being asymptomatic'*. LSS becomes clinically significant when it causes symptoms affecting
daily life. The main symptoms include discomfort, pain, fatigue, paresthesia, and/or numbness
in the lower extremities or the buttocks, which exacerbate during activities such as walking,
frequently called as neurological claudication'**. Low back pain can be present or absent?. The
symptoms are typically relieved during sitting or forward flexion'. Diagnosis is based on
patient history and symptoms, and clinical examination, with confirmation through imaging,
usually magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) or computed tomography (CT)!. Non-surgical
management, such as physiotherapy, oral medication, and activity modification, is usually the
first-line treatment. Surgical treatment is warranted if the symptoms are severe or non-surgical
care does not improve the symptoms enough!~.

In this study, we used the International Classification of Diseases (ICD)-10 code M48.0
to characterize LSS in the genome-wide meta-analysis. Data from FinnGen, the Estonian
Biobank, and the UK Biobank were analyzed, comprising 30 269 cases and 739 414 controls
(Table S1). A total of 54 loci with at least one genome-wide significant (P<5x10®) variant were
associated with LSS in the meta-analysis. Forty-seven of the loci were previously unreported
(Table 1, Supplementary Data), and we also successfully replicated seven loci previously
associated with LSS (Fig. 1A, Table S2-S4 Fig. S1)>”7. However, 17 of the newly identified
loci had been previously associated with highly related phenotypes, such as back pain (BP) or
lumbar disc herniations (LDH) (Table 1). In the conditional analysis, we also detected
secondary signals at four loci (Table S2). At locus 12p11.22, we observed several secondary
signals, and the association signal extended beyond the 2MB window used to define loci
(Supplementary Data 29).
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We estimated LD score regression-derived SNP-based heritability to be 0.18 (standard
error [SE] = 0.0098), suggesting genetic factors account for 18% of the common variation in
LSS risk. The genomic inflation factor lambda (1.40) suggested inflation in the test statistics.
Considering the observed intercept value of 1.11, the inflation is likely attributed to a polygenic
signal and residual population stratification not fully controlled by principal component
adjustments®. Based on FinnGen data alone, heritability was estimated to be 21% [SE]=0.0141,
lambda 1.34, intercept 1.13. Our heritability estimates were considerably higher compared to
the previous SNP-based heritability estimate of 10.1% [SE]=0.0412, lambda 1.03, intercept
0.99 (https://nealelab.github.io/UKBB_Idsc/h2_summary M13_SPINSTENOSIS.html), also based
on FinnGen. Our estimates were calculated using a larger sample, which is likely the main
reason for the difference.

In the sensitivity analysis performed at FinnGen, focusing on LSS patients requiring
surgical treatment, we identified 20 genome-wide significant loci (Fig. 1A, Table 2). The
surgical cases were required to have procedure codes of Nomesco viI.15: ABC36, ABC56,
ABC66, ABC99, NAG61, NAG62, NAG63, NAG66, NAG67, and NAGI9 (see details in
Table S1). We compared the original meta-analysis with the sensitivity analysis on LSS
patients requiring surgery and observed differences in the effect estimates for seven variants,
indicating larger effect estimates in the surgical cohort (Fig. 1B, Fig. S2, Table S5).
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Fig. 1. A) Above, the Manhattan plot of the associations detected to be associated with LSS in the meta-analysis of 30 269 cases and 739 414
controls. Previously reported loci are indicated with orange color, while 47 novel loci that we observed are highlighted in red. Candidate genes
possibly explaining the LSS associations were used as loci identifiers. The red dashed line depicts the genome-wide significance limit
(p<5x107*). Below, the Manhattan plot of the associations identified in the surgical GWAS conducted in FinnGen (8627 LSS cases requiring
surgery and 270 773 controls). B) A comparison of the effect estimates of the lead variants discovered in the original meta-analysis (Meta-
analysis, ICD-10:M48.0 [green]) and in sensitivity analysis with patients requiring surgery (Surgical GWAS, Nomesco v1.15: ABC36, ABC56,
ABC66, ABC99, NAG61, NAG62, NAG63, NAG66, NAG67, and NAGY9 [red]). Significant differences (p<0.05) in the effect estimates
were observed for 7 variants. Dots indicate effect size and vertical lines are the corresponding 95% confidence intervals. For effect differences
statistical comparison, we used a two-tailed test, using group-specific effect estimates of the variants and the corresponding standard errors
((Effect_Meta-Effect_Surg)/ sqrt(standarderror Meta’+standarderror_Surg?)), p-value=2*(1-diff). The effect size comparisons of all
variants are given in Table S5, with a graphical illustration shown in Fig. S2.
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Table 1. The lead variants at 47 novel LSS-associated (p<5x107*) loci. In the meta-analysis, there were a total of 30 269 cases and 739 414
controls from FinnGen, the Estonian Biobank, and the UK Biobank. All genome-wide significantly associated loci observed in the meta-
analysis are presented in Table S2.

Meta-analysis (FinnGen, EstBB, UKBB)

1p36.11 RUNX3 1:24894533 159438857 | G | A 0.90(0.88-0.92) = 4.92e08 | 031  0.005  0.86
1p13.2 NGF 1:115287365 16327 T C 093091095  54el6 047 026 106  LDH’
1921.2 OTUD7B  1:149934520 | 1511205303 ~ C T  0.92(0.90-094) = 1.76e-19 038 068  0.75
19213 ZNF687 11151032308 15147042690 T C  121(L14-127)  85e-09 001 069 343
1g32.1 PTPRC 1:198819354 1572739729  C G 091(0.88:0.93) = 21815 0.5 074 119  LDH%!
0
2935 USP37 2218486683 1560362609 G C  0.94(0.92-0.96)  147e-08 061 071 098
3p21.31 DAG! 3149498696 15138073019 TT T  0.95(0.93-0.97)  9.31e-09 035 = 084 148 LD,
TA BP'!
4p15.33 RAB2S 4:12893286 153057070 A AG  092(0.90-0.94)  322e15 024 044 108
AG
5p13.1 DAB2 539844572 15148346348 | AT = A L.08(L.05-1.10) = 7.56e-10 0.7 = 022 129
AT
G
5q11.2 ITGA2 5:53038840 511747379 A € 1.08(1.05-1.10)  92le-1l 0.8 068 107  BPS
59333 EBFI 5159017122 15200608668 = G | GC = 1.06(1.04-1.09) = 3.28e-08 022 094  0.66
6p24.3 BMPS 6:7797607 1510498672 G C 108 (L06-L.11)  9.09%-14 020 082 124  SP”
6p22.2 TRIM38 6:26239176 189358913 | G | A 0.94(093-0.96) 87210 032 041 162 LDH
6p22.1 HLA 6:30106665 1562390186 A T 0.94(0.920.96)  3.99e-08 0.8 007 18  LDH’
6p21.33 HLA 6:31133806 154294047 A | G 091(0.880.93) = 29313 0.1 020 197  LDH
6p21.32 HLA 6:32634706 517205170 T G 0.92(0.90-094)  333e13 020 068 134  LDH’
6p21.1 CDCSL 6:44479182 157770012 A | C  1.07(L05-1.08) = L0212 053 021 = 099 = LDH",
OPLL"
14
6921 LIN28B 6:105005542 15314261 C A 1.05(1.03-1.07) 21808 057 055  1.03
69232 EYA4 6:132913577 152764217 | A | G 1.06(1.05-1.08) = 1.36e-10 = 043 097 = 097
7p22.1 FOXK1 7:4638590 1528658109  C T  093(0.91-096)  1.08e-08  0.19 045 135
7p21.1 TWISTI 7:19488615 152390116 T C  095(093-097) = 293¢08 049 043 097  LDH"!
0
7pl5.1 JAZFI 7:28156794 15849135 A G 095(093097) 732e09 049 051 0.0
7q11.22 Empty 7:69064281 | 15139203647 G | GT | 1.08(L05-L11) = 1.0le08 0.5 068 122
10p12.1 MKX 10:27612430 152637326 T G 1.06(L.05-1.08) 34412 047 010 073  LDH
0
lpl4.l | MPPED?  11:30788512 15607165 C | T  105(104-1.07)  194e09 044 085  LI9
12p12.1 50X5 12:23821470 1512308843  C G 1.08(1.06-1.10)  33e15 027 065 128  LDH%!
0 BPIS
12p1122 | CCDC91 12:27844985 157958415 T | C  093(091-0.95)  1.07e13 | 035 = 097 072  OPLL®
14
12q14.1 GLII 12:57749071 152069506 A C  0.94(093-0.96)  1.56e09 033 040 119  LDH’
12q14.1 USP15 12:62218131  1s11174377 A G 1.07(1.05-1.10) = 247e09 | 0.7 069 097
122431 ZCCHCS  12:122480161 1510846978 ~ C T  1.06(1.04-1.09)  4.49-08 077 048 107
13q14.11 | TNFSFII  13:42423131 159594751 | T | C  095(093-0.97)  3.09e08 025 = 013  LI3
14q11.2 MMP14 14:22843385 151042704 A G 093(091-096)  4.02e-10 022 077  1.00
1493233 GPRI32 | 14105137078 | 151022431 A C  091(0.88-095) = 3.76e08 = 0.09 = 0.67  0.78
15213 ALDHIA2  15:58050948 154646570  C G 1.06(1.05-1.08)  547e12 049 086  1.07
15q22.31 PPIB 15:64138226 15148027154 A | T  1.28(1.20-1.37) = 3.52e08  0.006 020  5.12
15q25.3 PDESA 15:84986797 1511629962 T C  094(0.92:096)  2.36e08 025 029  L14
1623.2 GAN 16:81482778 152966084 G | A 0.94(092:096)  43ell 069 078 095
17q12 socs7 17:38474030  rs113353816  C T  1.06(1.04-1.09) 42508 083 030  0.90
17q24.1 AXIN2 17:65278900 1516961974 ~ C T | 1.06(1.04-1.07)  275¢08 028 046  1.05
17q24.3 Empty 17:71476022 1512941198  C A 1.06(1.04-1.08)  3.6e08 078 025  1.02
18212 DCC 18:53220821 156508210 | C | A L08(1.06-1.09) = 2.64e-16 052 049 085  LDH’,
11,15,
BP
19p133  CACTIN 19:3537186 1577733715 G A L14(1.09-1.18)  1.44e-08 003 042 524
19p13.11 CRLFI 19:18616479 52074177 G A 0.93(091-095)  1.03e-12 025 = 038  1.05
20p13 DDRGK 20:2800795 1511697820 T € 0.95(0.93-0.96)  5.5e-10 058 040 098
21q22.2 ETS2 21:39183865 | rs111901809 T TA = 1.05(1.03-1.07)  3.94e-08 049 = 0.8 132
GA
GG
GG
CA
GG
GG
GC
G
22q12.2 osM 22:30026719 152285645 T C  0.83(0.78:0.89) 41912 002 095 150
Xq23 CHRDLI | X:110450046 | rs67648651 =~ C T | 1.05(1.04-1.07) = LI3e-1l 040 049 087  LDH’

Candidate gene, a gene at a novel locus the biological function of which is likely to explain the LSS association; CHR: POS, chromosome and
position (genome build hg38); rsid; SNP markers identification number; EA, effect allele; OA, other allele; OR, odds ratio; 95% Cl, odds ratio
95% confidence interval; EAF, effect allele frequency; Het pval, p-value for heterogeneity; Fin Enr., enrichment in Finns (calculated FIN
AF/NFEE AF in the Genome Aggregation Database [gnomAD, v.3.1.2], FIN AF is the allele frequency in Finns and NFEE AF is the allele
frequency in Europeans (does not include Finns or Estonians)); Ref., reference article in which a back related disease association other than
LSS was observed +/- 1 Mb in the vicinity of the lead variant, BP=back pain, LDH=lumbar disc herniation, OPLL= ossification of the posterior
longitudinal ligament, SP=spondylosis
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Table 2. The lead variants at 20 loci associated (p<5x10~*) with LSS requiring surgical treatment. The surgery GWAS involved patients with
LSS who had undergone surgery (NOMESCO version 1.15, ABC36, ABC56, ABC66, ABC99, NAG61, NAG62, NAG63, NAG66, NAG67,
and NAG99). A total of 8627 cases and 270 773 controls were included in the surgery GWAS. LSS cases that lacked documentation of the
surgical codes were excluded from the analysis. Patients who had undergone surgery but did not have a LSS diagnosis were excluded, as they
likely had an acute injury.

Surgery GWAS (FinnGen)

1p13.2 NGF 1:115287365 1s6327 T C 0.90 (0.87-0.93) 0.47 5.54e-12 5.40e-16
1921.2 OTUD7B 1:149934520 rs11205303 C T 0.89 (0.86-0.92) 0.33 8.88e-12 1.76e-19
1q32.1 PTPRC 1:198821974 rs7537080 G A 0.89 (0.84-0.93) 0.16 2.69¢-08 2.74e-15
2pl13.3 GFPTI 2:69358044 1s6724567 G A 0.89 (0.86-0.93) 0.55 2.09e-12 1.09e-24
2pl13.3 GFPTI 2:70358644 rs10192480 C T 0.91 (0.87-0.94) 0.30 8.10e-09 1.04¢-07
2pl13.2 GFPTI 2:71726556 1s6749644 T G 0.91 (0.88-0.94) 0.61 4.07e-08 6.15¢-07
4p15.33 RAB28 4:12915441 rs1861418 A G 0.88 (0.84-0.92) 0.25 7.96¢-12 4.03e-15
6p24.3 BMP6 6:7792936 rs4371882 G A 1.15 (1.12-1.19) 0.22 9.85e-15 1.55e-13
6p22.2 TRIM38 6:26295698 rs9393698 A G 0.91 (0.88-0.94) 0.42 1.05e-09 1.33e-07
6p22.1 HLA 6:30107095 rs7383537 T C 0.91 (0.88-0.94) 0.51 6.60¢e-09 3.97¢-07
6p22.1 COL1041 6:115984474 1s12662901 C T 0.91 (0.88-0.94) 0.60 9.31e-09 1.34e-04
7p21.2 AGMO 7:15344063 1s75674922 G A 1.14 (1.10-1.18) 0.17 4.87e-11 6.72¢-12
12p11.22 CCDCY1 12:28121303 rs5797253 C CT 0.89 (0.85-0.92) 0.25 1.03¢-10 NA
12q14.1 GLI1 12:57723862 rs701008 C T 0.88 (0.84-0.94) 0.41 1.61e-08 9.03e-09
13q14.11 FOX01 13:40132854 rs12872985 T C 1.11 (1.08-1.14) 0.46 9.33¢-11 5.91e-07
13q14.11 TNFSF11 13:42423131 1s9594751 T C 0.91 (0.87-0.94) 0.27 3.74e-08 3.09¢-08
15q21.3 ALDHI1A2 15:58050948 rs4646570 C G 1.11 (1.08-1.14) 0.49 3.99¢-11 5.47e-12
15922.33 SMAD3 15:67078051 rs12901071 G A 0.90 (0.87-0.94) 0.37 1.10e-09 3.63e-28
22ql2.2 OSM 22:29236519 rs371011194 T C 0.77 (0.68-0.86) 0.04 2.09e-08 2.31e-06
22q12.2 OSM 22:30243756 rs192914111 A G 0.71 (0.61-0.81) 0.03 1.52e-11 2.78e-11

Candidate gene, a gene at a novel locus the biological function of which is likely to explain the LSS requiring surgery association; CHR: POS,
chromosome and position (genome build hg38); rsid; SNP markers identification number; EA, effect allele; OA, other allele; OR, odds ratio;
95% Cl, odds ratio 95% confidence interval; EAF, effect allele frequency; p-value (meta), lead variants p-value in meta-analysis, NA, not
available (CCDC91 variant detected only in FinnGen, as meta-analysis consists only about variants that have been detected in at least two of
the study populations)

LSS is suggested to be caused by degenerative changes in the spine!’, and we identified several
potential genes that may account for these degenerative changes. In our PheWAS analysis, we
found that variants at LSS-associated loci were also associated with numerous other spine-
related diseases, such as spondylosis and lumbar disc herniations (Table S3).

Of particular interest was the locus close to BMP6 (bone morphogenetic protein 6).
BMP6 has previously been associated with spondylosis'? and osteoarthritis'® and has been
found to play an important role in bone and cartilage formation and repair'®. At this locus, the
effect estimate was significantly larger in the LSS surgery GWAS compared to the primary
LSS meta-analysis (Fig. 1B). Other examples of interesting LSS-associated loci include the
ones near CDC5L (cell division cycle 5 like) and CCDC91 (coiled-coil domain containing 91),
which have previously been associated with the ossification of the posterior longitudinal
ligament (OPLL)"*!*. OPLL is characterized by ectopic bone formation within the posterior
longitudinal ligament in the spinal canal. OPLL may also contribute to the pathogenesis of
LSS, as ossified ligament can compress the spinal cord or nerve roots?>?!. Another interesting
LSS-associated locus is the one near MMP14 (matrix metallopeptidase 14). The lead variant is
a missense variant (rs1042704, p.D273N) known to significantly reduce collagen catabolism??,
which might have an impact on spinal degeneration, where modifications in collagen structures
are often observed®’. However, based on our PheWAS results (Table S3) and the previously
reported associations with Dupuytren contracture®* and adhesive capsulitis®’, the MMP14 gene
may not be a suitable target for translational research, as the rs1042704 variant appears to
protect from LSS while increasing the risk of the aforementioned disorders.

The loci we observed in surgical GWAS were largely overlapping with the loci we
observed in the meta-analysis. Only the locus near FOXO!1 (forkhead box O1) was specific to
the surgical GWAS (Table S3).
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Fig. 2. A) Results of the MAGMA?® gene-based test in a Manhattan plot. X-axis chromosomes, y-axis -log10(p-value). B) MAGMA gene-set
enrichment analysis. The plot shows significantly enriched pathways (pFDR < 0.05), curated gene sets, and GO-annotations ranked by
significance (-log10(P-value)). The circle size refers to the size of the gene set. Small gray <15, blue 15-100, violet 100-200, and red >200
genes. The analysis was done using FUMA?, and the gene sets and GO annotations included in the analysis are from MSigDB?. C)
Colocalizations between LSS GWAS and eQTL signals were estimated with approximate Bayesian factor analyses, implemented with the
‘coloc.abf” function available in the ‘coloc’ R-library (Table S7). The 'biomaRt' R-library was used to extract genes from Emsembl archives®
within a 1 MB (£ 500000 bases) window surrounding each lead variant. Colocalizations were investigated for 754 genes that were available
in GTEx. Variant-gene expression associations for selected tissues (whole blood, cultured fibroblasts, tibial nerve, and cervical spinal cord)
were downloaded from GTEx v8. Colocalizations with posterior probabilities > 0.8 for the variant were considered significant®. Only genes
with at least two significant colocalizations are shown in the plot; all significant colocalizations are listed in Table S7.
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Multiple genes that we identified as potential candidate genes at the novel LSS-associated loci
were also highlighted by the GCTA-fastBAT analysis and the MAGMA gene-based test (Table
1, Fig. 2A, Table S6). The pathway responsible for sequence-specific DNA binding showed
the most significant enrichments in the MAGMA gene-set analysis (Fig. 2B). Gene-set analysis
also highlighted pathways associated with ossification and pathways controlling biosynthetic
processes and differentiation. Additionally, enrichments were found in many gene-sets related
to the nervous system, such as the pathway related to the binding of neurotrophin receptors.
There were no tissues identified in the MAGMA tissue expression analysis (Fig. S3) that
exhibited a positive correlation between associations with LSS and tissue-specific gene
expression profiles. The lack of the relevant tissues— namely bone and cartilage—in the
Genotype-Tissue Expression (GTEx) dataset utilized for these analyses is likely the reason for
the null result.

Colocalizations between LSS GWAS and gene expression signals (eQTL) were
observed in each selected tissue, namely whole blood, cultured fibroblasts, tibial nerve, and
cervical spinal cord. We found evidence of the colocalization of the expression of the 85 genes
and LSS signals in at least one tissue (posterior probability [PP] for the shared variant > 0.8,
Table S7), and 20 colocalizations were observed in at least two or more of the tissues
investigated (Fig. 2C). For example, significant colocalizations between LSS association
signals and BRWD1-AS2 (BRWDI antisense RNA2), HCG20 (HLA complex group 20) and
METTL21B (EEF1A lysine methyltransferase 3, also known as EEFIAKMT?3) in all studied
tissues (Fig. 2C, Table S7).

LSS usually manifests later in life'. Before our study, an age-of-onset analysis for
genetic variants was not possible since the genetic background of the LSS has not been
investigated extensively and there have been limitations in the availability of large, longitudinal
datasets. At each locus associated with LSS, we examined the differences in the cumulative
incidences between homozygotes for the lead variants and calculated the cumulative incidence
of LSS diagnoses. Around age 40, the number of LSS diagnoses started to accumulate, with
the majority of diagnoses occurring between the ages of 50 and 70. All lead variants showed a
similar trend in terms of the accumulation of LSS diagnoses, with the lead variant genotypes
showing only slight variation and cumulative morbidities following the sample prevalence
value (6.5% for LSS in FinnGen, Table S8). We observed that for five LSS-associated variants
the cumulative incidence differed between homozygotes already at the age of 40 (Table S8).
These lead variants located near the OTUD7B (OTU deubiquitinase 7B), USP37 (ubiquitin
specific peptidase 37), CDCS5L (cell division cycle 5 like), SOX5 (SRY-box transcription factor
5) and SMAD3 (SMAD family member 3) genes (Fig. S4). With the majority of the other
variants, the difference in the cumulative LSS diagnoses between homozygotes manifested at
a later age, but with some variants no significant difference was observed at all (Table S8). We
carried out the same analysis in the Estonian Biobank and discovered that diagnoses were
accumulating for the variants in a similar manner to that observed in FinnGen (Fig. S4).
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Group Trait RG (95 % Cl) pFDR
Diagnoses 1
ICD10: M54 Darsalgia Il id:ukb-a-569 —— 0.75(0.62 t0 0.88) 7.40e-29
ICD10: M25 Other joint disorders, not elsewhere classified Il id:ukb-d-M25 —— 0.72 (0.50 t0 0.95) 1.21e-09
ICD10: T84 Complications of internal orthopaedic prosthetic devices Il id:ukb-d-T84 L 0.49 (0.32 t0 0.65) 5.54e-08
ICD10: K30 Dyspepsia Il id:ukb-b-14814 P— 0.47 (0.25 to 0.69) 1.00e-04
ICD10: 120 Angina pectoris || id:ukb-a-532 — 0.44 (0.30 to 0.59) 6.50e-09
ICD10: RO7 Pain in throat and chest Il id:ukb-a-581 HE 0.44 (0.35 to 0.53) 1.56e-20
ICD10: G56 Mononeuropathies of upper limb Il id:ukb-a-528 - 0.41 (0.31 t0 0.51) 4.39e-14
ICD10: R10 Abdominal and pelvic pain Il id:ukb-a-582 P 0.41 (0.30 t0 0.52) 3.85e-12
ICD10: K29 Gastritis and duodenitis Il id:ukb-a-547 ' —_ 0.40 (0.27 to 0.54) 1.36e-08
General Health :
Long-standing illness, disability or infirmity Il id:ukb-b-13764 - 0.44 (0.38 t0 0.49) 3.39e-58
Overall health rating Il id:ukb—b-6306 o @ 0.40 (0.36 to 0.45) 2.25e-65
Medication H
Taking other prescription medications Il id:ukb-b-20292 = 0.45 (0.39 to 0.51) 6.10e-49
Number of treatments/medications taken Il id:ukb-b-3656 ' - 0.43 (0.39 t0 0.48) 4.26e-69
Medication: Laxatives Il id: ukb-b-11461 = 0.40 (0.31 to 0.49) 1.05e-17
Medication: No medication |l id:ukb-b-11085 - . -0.42 (-0.47 to -0.37) 2.02e-62
Mood
Major Depressive disorder (probable) Il id:ebi-a-GCST005903 —- 0.44 (0.33 to 0.54) 8.26e-16
Operations :
Number of operations, self-reported Il id:ukb-b-4733 [ 0.46 (0.40 to 0.51) 5.38e-57
Had major operations Il id:ukb-b-9937 - 0.43 (0.33 to 0.53) 3.13e-16
Pain
Pain type(s) experienced in last month: Back pain Il id:ukb-b-9838 - 0.60 (0.55 to 0.66) 5.05e-109
Leg pain on walking Il id:ukb-b-10387 - 0.57 (0.48 to 0.65) 1.89e-35
Pain type(s) experienced in last month: Hip pain Il id:ukb-b-7289 = 0.55 (0.48 to 0.61) 1.24e-57
Back pain for 3+ months Il id:ukb-b-8463 H — 0.50 (0.39 t0 0.61) 6.79e-18
Neck/shoulder pain for 3+ months Il id:ukb-b-16118 b 0.45 (0.33 to 0.58) 5.56e-12
Pain type(s) experienced in last month: Neck or shoulder pain |l id:ukb-b-18596 - 0.45 (0.40 to 0.51) 1.97e-53
Chest pain or discomfort walking normally Il id:ukb-b-11578 == 0.43 (0.32 to 0.54) 6.08e-14
Pain type(s) experienced in last month: Pain all over the body Il id:ukb-a-477 - 0.41 (0.31t0 0.51) 1.08e-14
Pain type(s) experienced in last month: None Il id:ukb-b-9130 - : 1 -0.51 (-0.56 to -0.46) 7.48e-76

T T T
-1 =05 0 05 1

Negative correlation Positive correlation
Fig. 3. Genetic correlations were calculated using LDSC-software®3!. All traits were extracted from the GWAS database provided by the
MRC Integrative Epidemiology Unit (IEU). Only the strongest observed (rg< -0.4 & rg> 0.4) correlations with a significant false discovery
corrected p-value (prpr < 0.05) are shown in the figure. RG, genetic correlation coefficient value; pFDR, false discovery rate-corrected p-
value. Genetic correlations for all 517 phenotypes can be seen in Table S9.

Significant genetic correlations were found between 517 traits and LSS (Fig. 3, Table S9). Back
pain (rg=0.60, pFDR=5.05"1%") showed the most significant positive genetic correlation in
terms of the lowest p-value, and the diagnosis of M54 Dorsalgia (rg=0.75, pFDR=7.40"%")
showed the largest significant genetic correlation. There was also a positive genetic correlation
between LSS and many pain-related endpoints, including leg pain on walking (rg=0.57,
pFDR=1.89¢-35). Positive genetic correlations were also observed for general health- and
mood-related traits, such as overall health rating (rg=0.40, pFDR=2.25"°) and probable major
depressive disorder (rg=0.44, pFDR=8.261%).
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A

Method Exposure nsnp OR (95% CI) pFDR
IVW '
Whole body fat-free mass Il id:ukb—b—-13354 481
Body mass index (BMI) Il id:ukb—-b-19953 387
Hip circumference Il id:ukb—-b-15590 369
Whole body fat mass Il id:ukb—b-19393 383

1.78 (1.59 to 1.99) 2.22e-21
1.55 (1.42t0 1.70) 2.22e-21
1.51 (1.38t0 1.64) 2.62e-18
1.48 (1.35t0 1.63) 2.82e-15
MR Egger
Whole body fat-free mass Il id:ukb—b—-13354 481
Body mass index (BMI) Il id:ukb—-b-19953 387
Hip circumference Il id:ukb—-b-15590 369
Whole body fat mass Il id:ukb—b-19393 383

B o 1 2 3

1.53 (1.17 10 2.00) 4.07e-03
1.60 (1.26 t0 2.03) 3.76e-04
1.60 (1.26 t0 2.03) 4.49e-04
1.66 (1.28t0 2.16) 4.62e-04

NN

Method Outcome nsnp Beta (95% Cl) pFDR
VW i
Back Pain Il id:ukb-b-9838 33 . 0.02 (0.01t0 0.03) 0.0001
MR Egger '
Back Pain Il id:ukb-b-9838 33 = 0.03 (-0.02 to 0.07) 0.581
\ | |
-1 0 1

Fig. 4. A) Exposures potentially causal for LSS, and B) outcomes that LSS was potentially found to be causal for. The analysis was performed
using the TwoSampleMR R library and data from the present study and MRC-IEU database. The inverse variance weighted (IVW) model was
our primary analysis, for which statistical significance was considered at false discovery rate corrected p-value (pFDR < 0.05). We also
performed a sensitivity analysis using MR Egger. nsnp, number of SNPs; OR (95% CI), odds ratio and its 95% confidence interval; Beta (95%
CI), beta estimate and its 95% confidence interval; pFDR, false discovery rate-corrected p-value.

In Mendelian randomization, we uncovered potential causal relationships between several
factors and LSS (Fig. 4A, Fig. S5.1-4, Table S10, Table S11). The most significant potential
causal relationships were observed between whole body fat-free mass and higher LSS risk
(OR=1.78, pFDR=2.22e-21, Fig. S5.1) and between body mass index (BMI) and higher LSS
risk (OR=1.55, pFDR=2.22¢-21, Fig. S5.2). The only outcome for which we found LSS to be
potentially causal was back pain (Beta=0.02, pFDR=0.0001, Fig. 4B, Fig. S6, Table S10). Pain
is the main reason for seeking care and often also the main symptom?. Although pleiotropy was
not observed, some causal estimates were heterogeneous (Table S10), so these results should
be interpreted cautiously. It appears that individual variants do not drive the observed causal
relationships, as all causal estimates in the leave-out analyses consistently point in the same
direction (Fig. S7.1-4, Fig. S8).

Our study has strengths and limitations. Multiple genome-wide significant associations
with LSS were discovered, facilitated by integrating data from three large biobanks, which
resulted in a substantial sample size. Divergences in the proportional frequency of LSS cases
among the sample groups incorporated in the meta-analysis indicate possible inconsistencies
in the ability of biobanks to recognize patients with LSS. It is also important to note that only
people with European ancestry were included in our study. Both the frequency of LSS surgical
treatment and the type of surgery performed can differ greatly between countries®. In our
research, we have used surgical codes that are used in Finland for the surgical treatment of LSS
patients®2. The eQTL analyses would benefit from incorporating bone and cartilage data, which
are crucial tissues in LSS pathogenesis. Since our work only uses computational methods,
future functional studies would enhance our results.

In conclusion, by identifying a significant number of novel loci and performing multiple
downstream analyses, we were able to expand the current understanding of the genetic basis of
LSS. Our findings highlighted the significance of spinal degeneration as a major risk factor for
lumbar spinal stenosis. Since we found that the number of diagnoses for LSS increased only
after the age of 50, our study's age-of-onset analyses lend credence to the notion that LSS is an
age-related condition. However, our analysis of cumulative LSS incidence patterns revealed
variants that significantly impact the risk of LSS morbidity as early as 40 years of age.
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Additionally, numerous loci associated with LSS requiring surgery underlined pathways that
can lead to a more severe LSS. Taken together, our work contributes to our understanding of
the genetic origins of LSS and may open the door to future research into novel therapies and
preventative strategies for LSS.
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Methods

Study populations

FinnGen

FinnGen strives to advance our understanding of disease mechanisms and the efficacy of
medical care. The studies aim is to identify links between individual genetic differences and
diseases. The FinnGen project has the necessary ethical and prior permits for biobank research
(Supplementary Note), and all persons who have provided a research sample are aware of the
intended use of the samples and have given their written consent to biobank research either in
connection with sample donation or when participating in older research projects, the materials
of which have been transferred to Finnish biobanks with the written consent of Fimea. We used
The International Classification of Diseases Tenth Revision (ICD-10) code M48.0 and Ninth
Revision (ICD-9) codes 7230A, 7240A, and 7240B (Table S1) to characterize cases in
FinnGen. Patients without a record of these ICD codes were classified as controls, and
participants who were diagnosed with other dorsopathies were excluded (M40-M54, M76).
Patient data were obtained from the Hospital Discharge Registry and the Cause of Death
Registry however, patients whose registration data was only available in the primary care
registry were excluded from the analysis. The FinnGen (R9-version) data used in the study
included 18 989 LSS cases and 270 964 controls.

Estonian Biobank (EstBB)

The Estonian Biobank cohort is a volunteer-based sample of the Estonian resident adult
population (aged >18 years)**. Estonians represent 83%, Russians 14%, and other nationalities
3% of all participants. The current number of participants is > 205,000 and represents a large
proportion, > 15 % of the Estonian adult population, making it ideally suited to population-based
studies. General practitioners (GPs) and medical personnel in the special recruitment offices have
recruited participants throughout the country. At baseline, the GPs performed a standardized health
examination of the participants, who also donated blood samples for DNA, white blood cells and
plasma tests and filled out a 16-module questionnaire on health-related topics such as lifestyle, diet
and clinical diagnoses described in WHO ICD-10. A significant part of the cohort has whole
genome sequencing (3000), whole exome sequencing (2500), genome-wide single nucleotide
polymorphism (SNP) array data (200 000) and/or NMR metabolome data (200 000) available. In
the meta-analysis, 72 679 participants from the Estonian Biobank were included; 6019 of these
were LSS cases, and 65 258 were controls.

UK Biobank
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The UK biobank®* cohort comprises of samples acquired between 2006-2010. Hundreds of
thousands of people aged 40-69 from across Britain provided samples. In our research, we used
a subset of European ancestry, consisting of 5134 LSS patients and 401 917 controls from the
UK biobank, more precisely summary statistics from the PanUKBB project.

Genotyping, imputation & quality control

FinnGen

Genotyping was performed using [llumina and Affymetrix DNA microarrays. Genotype data
were quality controlled to exclude variants with a low Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) p-
value (<1x10%), minor allele count (MAC) below three, and high missingness (cut-off 2%), as
well as individuals with high genotype missingness (cut-off 5%), high levels of heterozygosity
(£4 SD), non-Finnish ancestry, and individuals whose sex did not match the genotype data.
Eagle 2.3.5 was used in prephasing, were 20000 was used as a threshold of conditioning
haplotypes. Genotype imputation was done with Beagle 4.1 (version 08Junl7.d8b), and
Finnish SISu v3 was used as a reference panel. Whole imputation protocol has been described
at doi.org/10.17504/protocols.io.nmndc5e. For post-imputation quality control, we excluded
variants with imputation information less than 0.6.

EstBB

[llumina Human CoreExome, OmniExpress, 370CNV BeadChip and GSA arrays were used
for genotyping. Individuals were excluded from the analysis if their call-rate was < 95% or sex
defined using X chromosome heterozygosity estimates didn’t match phenotypic data. Quality
control included filtering on the basis of sample call rate (< 98%), heterozygosity (> mean +
3SD), genotype and phenotype sex discordance, cryptic relatedness (IBD > 20%) and outliers
from the European descent based on the MDS plot in comparison with HapMap reference
samples. SNP quality filtering included call rate (<99%), MAF (<1%) and extreme deviation
from Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium (P < 1 x 10—4). SHAPEIT2 was used for prephasing, while
the imputation was performed with the Estonian-specific reference panel®> and IMPUTE23¢
with default settings. Association testing was carried out with snptest-2.5.2, adjusting for 4
PCs, arrays, current age, and sex (when relevant). Variants with call-rate < 95%, MAF < 1%
or HWE p-value < le-4 (autosomal variants only) and indels were excluded.

GWAS

The Regenie (version 2.2.4) program®’ was used to conduct GWAS using an additive genetic
model in FinnGen and EstBB, modifying each phenotype for age, sex, the first 10 genetic
principal components and genotyping arrays. The sensitivity analysis was performed using
Regenie and the same covariates as above.

FinnGen-based sensitivity analysis on surgical LSS

Additionally, we conducted sensitivity analysis in FinnGen, with the aim of identifying
genomic regions associated with more severe LSS that required surgical treatment. The
sensitivity analysis was done using patients with LSS who had undergone surgery (NOMESCO
version 1.15, ABC36, ABC56, ABC66, ABC99, NAG61, NAG62, NAG63, NAG66, NAG67,
and NAG99)*, with the control group defined similarly to the meta-analysis. A total of 8627
cases and 270 773 controls were included in this analysis. LSS cases that lacked documentation
of studied surgical codes were not included in the analysis. The same policy was followed in
cases of patients who underwent surgery but did not have a LSS diagnosis because it is likely
that these patients had an acute injury.

Meta-analysis (FinnGen, EstBB, UKBB)
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The inverse-variance weighted meta-analysis was carried out using Python software
(https://github.com/FINNGEN/META ANALYSIS/). Variant data from the Estonian and UK
Biobanks were converted from hgl9 to hg38 before being meta-analyzed using the Picard
liftover (http://broadinstitute.io/picard). Meta-analysis data consists only SNPs that have been
observed in at least two of the datasets. In total, there were 769 683 participants in the meta-
analysis, of which there were 30 269 cases and 739 414 controls.

FinnGen+EstBB meta-analysis

The METAL software®® was used to do an inverse variance-weighted fixed-effect meta-
analysis of the GWAS results from FinnGen and EstBB. Prior to the meta-analysis, variant data
from the Estonian Biobank were converted from the hg19 to the hg38 prior to the meta-analysis.
Summary statistics from the FinnGen+EstBB meta-analysis results were used in the Mendelian
randomization, in order to increase statistical power for detecting potential causal relationships.

Candidate gene characterization

A locus was defined as a window of 2MB (£ 1,000,000 bases) that contains at least one variant
associated with LSS at P<5x107®. Using literature and databases (Genbank*°, UniProt*’, GTEx-
Portal*!), and identified a potential candidate gene with a relevant biological function for the
loci that had not been reported in association with LSS in previous studies.

Conditional analyses

With help of GCTA software (1.93.0 beta Linux)**, we performed conditional analyzes for the
loci to identify possible secondary signals. We used lead variants observed from the loci as a
covariate and utilized FinnGen as the reference sample to estimate linkage disequilibrium (LD)
corrections. The associations were first conditioned on the most significant variant at each
locus using the --cojo-cond option with the default settings. For those loci where secondary
signals were detected, the analysis was repeated using the first conditional analysis results.
Conditioning was continued until no variant reached genome-wide significance (p < 5x10-8).

Downstream analyses

Heritability

The LD score regression-derived SNP-based heritability estimate was computed using LDSC
software (version 1.0.1)%. Heritability estimation was performed using the liability scale, with
a sample prevalence of 0.039 and a population prevalence of 0.11 as estimated by Jensen et
al. (2020)*. For heritability estimation we used the HapMap3, a European-only reference panel
provided by Alkes Price’s group (https://alkesgroup.broadinstitute.org/L DSCORE/). Summary
statistics included 1202708 SNPs, and after merging with the LD reference panel 1177076
SNPs remained. FinnGen data showed a sample prevalence of 0.065. The reference panel
remained unchanged; 1191433 SNPs were included in the FinnGen summary statistics, and
after merging with the LD reference panel, 1168512 SNPs remained.

Functional annotations

FUMA?’ was used for the functional annotations that were performed based on the meta-
analysis summary statistics. We selected that the analysis would use functional information for
the mapping. Positional mapping was also carried out, with SNP markers chosen from regions
of exons or introns that affect post-transcriptional modifications and are involved in gene
regulation. Gene expression data were also used for mapping, as well as eQTL mapping. We
used whole blood, cultured fibroblasts, tibial nerve, and cervical spinal cord cervical (GTEx
v8) tissues in the analysis, and the focused on the protein-coding genes only. MAGMA
analysis®®, a functional association test, was also performed, it focuses on gene-level
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information, unlike GWAS, where associations are reported at the variant level. MAGMA uses
curated gene sets and GO annotations from MSigDB?® in the analyses. We used 10kb gene
window and selected GTEx v8 tissue variants in the analysis. We also used fastBAT from the
GCTA software package (1.93.0 beta Linux)** for gene prioritization. re calculates the
association p-value for a set of SNPs from an approximated distribution of the sum of y2-
statistics over the SNPs at gene regions using LD correlations between SNPs from a reference
sample with individual-level genotypes and summary data from GWAS*. We utilized FinnGen
as a LD reference and used 2MB window for the loci. For LD pruning 0.9 r2 threshold was
used alongside default methods. We considered results with pfastBAT<5x10® and
pGWAS<5x1078 significant*. Lead variants that located in the HLA region were left out from
the annotation analyses.

eQTL Colocalizations

We investigated eQTL colocalizations between LSS association signals and gene expression
using the 'coloc.abf' function from the R-library 'coloc' (version 5.2.3)*. The 'biomaRt' (version
2.58.2) R-library was used to extract genes from Emsembl archives® within a 1 MB (+ 500000)
window surrounding each lead variant. Colocalizations were investigated for 754 genes that
were available in GTEx. We chose tissues relevant to LSS for analysis, including the tibial
nerve, cervical spinal cord, and whole blood. For the selected tissues, data on variant-gene
expression associations (GTEx v8) were downloaded from GTExportal*!. Colocalizations with
a posterior probability of > 0.8 for the variant were deemed significant’.

Survival analysis

Our aim was to observe how the LSS diagnoses accumulate for different variants according to
age and to evaluate whether there are early onset variants, by exploring the cumulative events
We determined the diagnosis age in years when the curve of the effect allele (EA) homozygotes
statistically differed from the curve of other allele (OA) homozygotes of the same variant, of
the variants where significant differences in the accumulation of diagnoses were observed. The
calculation was performed with the two-tailed test by using the survival rates and survival rate
standard errors obtained with the 'survfit' function, which is part of the 'survival'

(https://github.com/therneau/survival, version 3.2-7) R library. The equation used was:
diff=(‘survival rate EA/EA - ‘survival rate OA/OA’)/sqrt(‘se_survival rate EA/EA2’+’se_survival rate_ OA/OA2’),

p=2*(1-diff). A significant difference was defined as a P-value < 0.05. Furthermore, we calculated
cumulative morbidity for each variant to determine whether some variants result in more
diagnoses.

Genetic correlations

Genetic correlations were calculated between meta-analysed LSS summary statistics and 517
other phenotypes extracted from the GWAS database provided by the MRC Integrative
Epidemiology Unit (IEU) (https://gwas.mrcieu.ac.uk/). These calculations were performed
using the LDSC software (version 1.0.1)33!. We set the threshold for significant correlations at
a false discovery rate (FDR)-corrected p-value (pFDR) < 0.05. Genetic correlations were
performed using HapMap3 European-only reference panel provided by Alkes Price’s group
(https://alkesgroup.broadinstitute.org/L DSCORE/). For genetic correlations, we used our LSS
summary statistics and the GWAS summary statistics that were similar to those that have been
previously available in LDhub (https://Idsc.broadinstitute.org).

Mendelian randomization
In order to investigate the causal relationships between LSS and its associated risk factors, we
used the Two-Sample MR (version 0.5.8) R library to perform a bi-directional Mendelian
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randomization. Risk factors related to body composition, pain, and inflammation were included
in the analysis (Table S11). We were able to assess if LSS is causal for risk factors and,
conversely, if risk factors are causal for LSS due to a bi-directional study approach. To ensure
that there was no overlap between the study populations. We obtained the LSS instruments
from the FinnGen+EstBB meta-analysis results since many of the GWAS data provided by the
MRC-IEU are UKBB-based. Variants that were correlated were removed from the data,
leaving only independent variants for analysis. We used the default clumping settings in the
analysis (clumping window 10 000kb, r* 0.001). The principal analysis method we employed
was the Inverse Variance Weighted (IVW) model. In the sensitivity analyses, we obtained MR
Egger estimates and performed Cochran's Q-test and the MR Egger intercept test to evaluate
the heterogeneity and pleiotropy of the instruments. In order to determine whether a particular
SNP is responsible for a potentially detectable causal relationship, a leave-one-out analysis was
also carried out.

Data availability

The individual-level data are available under restricted access for legal and ethical reasons.
Formal approval for the researchers 1is needed to access the data: please
see https://www.finngen.fi/en/access_results for more details. Individual-level data access and
genotype data is managed by the Finnish Biobank Cooperative at the Fingenious portal
[https://site.fingenious.fi/en/]). We will make the summary statistics of this study available
through the NHGRI-EBI GWAS Catalog upon publication.

Code availability
The citations and URLs listed in the Methods section contain the code for every tool used in
the analyses. All tools used in our study were open source.
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