SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

Cohort description

Data came from the Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents and Children (ALSPAC), a prospective,
longitudinal birth cohort of children born to mothers who were living in the county of Avon
England (120 miles west of London) with estimated delivery dates between April 1991 and
December 1992 ALSPAC was designed to identify the determinants of health across the
lifespan, with an emphasis on genetic and environmental factors. The initial number of
pregnancies enrolled is 14,541 (for these at least one questionnaire has been returned or a
“Children in Focus” clinic had been attended by 19/07/99). Of these initial pregnancies, there
was a total of 14,676 fetuses, resulting in 14,062 live births and 13,988 children who were alive
at 1 year of age. When the oldest children were approximately 7 years old, an attempt was made
to bolster the initial sample with eligible cases who had failed to join the study originally,
resulting in an additional 913 children being enrolled. As such, the total sample size for analyses
using any data collected after the age of seven is therefore 15,454 pregnancies, resulting in
15,589 fetuses. Of these 14,901 were alive at 1 year of age. The ALSPAC website contains
details of all the data that is available through a fully searchable data dictionary and variable

search tool: www.bristol.ac.uk/alspac/researchers/our-data/. Ethical approval for the study was

obtained from the ALSPAC Ethics and Law Committee and the Local Research Ethics
Committee. Informed consent for the use of data collected via questionnaires and clinics was
obtained from participants following the recommendations of the ALSPAC Ethics and Law

Committee at the time.

Genotyping, quality control, and imputation



We performed standard quality control measures to exclude youths on the basis of gender
mismatch, minimal or excessive heterozygosity, individual genotyping call rates < 97%,
insufficient sample replication (IBD<0.8), cryptic relatedness (IBD>0.1), and non-European
ancestry (assessed using multidimensional scaling analysis and compared to HapMap 11, release
22). For the current analyses, we further excluded 21 youths who self-reported as non-whites.
We excluded genotyped SNPs based on the following criteria: minor allele frequency <1%;
missing rate >5%; and significant deviation from Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium (p<le-7). We
conducted imputation using Impute V2.2.2 against the 1000 genomes reference panel (Phase 1,
version 3), with 2,186 reference haplotypes including non-Europeans (Abecasis et al., 2012;

Marchini, Howie, Myers, McVean, & Donnelly, 2007).

Confirmatory factor analysis of the growth mixture modeling with structured residuals

As noted in the main text, we used confirmatory factor analysis to combine information across
all questionnaire items into a single factor score estimate representing the latent cause of their
shared variability, which we interpreted as depressive symptoms (Hawrilenko, Masyn, Cerutti, &
Dunn, 2020; Kline, 2015). Preliminary measurement invariance analyses revealed that some
items changed over time due to non-depression-related factors, suggesting scalar non-invariance.
We accounted for this scalar non-invariance by combining items into parcels (meaning, the
averaged subsets of items) with internally consistent patterns of scalar non-invariance; we also
released scalar constraints on the non-invariant waves, allowing the non-invariant parcels to
contribute to factor score information within each wave, but not to changes in factor scores
across waves (Little, Cunningham, Shahar, & Widaman, 2002). Standardized factor loadings

were moderate to strong for items representing emotional difficulties (range: 0.61 to 0.81) and in



the moderate range for peer difficulties (range: 0.39 to 0.55). Full details of the measurement

invariance analyses can be found in the technical supplement for Hawrilenko and colleagues,

2020 (Child Development).

Polygenic risk score (PRS) generation and selection

Prior to score construction, we performed additional genomic quality control procedures by
removing imputed SNPs with imputation quality metric score <0.8, MAF <1%, call rate <95%,
and HWE p<le-6. SNPs were then pruned for linkage disequilibrium using p-value informed
clump-based pruning in PLINK v1.90 (r?=0.25 within a 250kb window). We created the PRS in
PLINK v.1.07, using methods described by Purcell et al., where the PRS for each youth was the
sum of the risk alleles (0, 1, or 2) for each SNP at a given p-value threshold weighted by the
logarithm of its odds ratio (OR) for MDD in the PGC GWAS (Purcell et al., 2007). Using Pthe
summary statistics from Howard et al., 2019 (PGC-MDD2, UK Biobank, 23andme) as the
discovery sample and the ALSPAC cohort as the training sample, we selected independent
subsets of SNPs from GWAS summary data at 10 GWAS significance thresholds (pr), 0.0001,
0.001, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, and 1. We standardized all PRS prior to analysis so that
all reported ORs could be interpreted as a one standard deviation increase in the score. As the
PRS with pr<0.1 explained the most phenotypic variance in the analytic sample compared to the
other scores (Wald omnibus value = 45.8; Chi-squared p-value < le-4; Figure S6), we focused

on the results from this ‘best model fit’ score.

Modal class assignment in the MAGMA analysis

Modal class assignments were used in the gene-level MAGMA analysis, as to our knowledge, no



existing software tools currently exist to account for measurement error/classification uncertainty
inherent to GMM in genome-wide analyses. To this end, participants were assigned to latent
classes based on posterior probabilities of their membership in each latent class, calculated from
their observed data and the latent class model parameters. Each youth had probabilities summing
to 100%, reflecting their probability of assignment to each of the 6 latent classes. To assign a
modal class to each individual, we selected the latent class with the highest probability. Using
this approach, the average modal class probability (i.e., the highest probability class for each
individual) across all individuals was 76% (SD = 18%; Figure S2). With this approach, the
number of youths assigned to each trajectory class was estimated as follows: 4,146 minimal
symptoms (56.7%), 182 adolescent spike (2.5%), 222 late childhood peak (3%), 440 childhood
decrease (6%), 423 high/reversing (5.8%), and 1,895 high/renitent (25.9%). Although modal-
class assignment may lead to lower standard errors to or overly-optimistic inferential tests, point
estimates remained unbiased (Vermunt, 2017). We also note that modal class proportions are
slightly different from the model-estimated proportions reported in Figure 1, as they do not take
into account the “second place” and “third place” class assignments for each individual

(Hawrilenko et al., 2020).

Sensitivity analyses of class assignment in the MAGMA analyses

We performed additional analyses in MAGMA using trajectories classes. First, we performed a
case/control analysis on individuals in the high/renitent and minimal symptoms class who had a
modal class probability equal to or greater than 80%. This threshold resulted in 786 youths in the
high/renitent class and 2,258 youths in the minimal symptoms class (Figure S9). Second, we

performed an analysis on continuous probabilities for the high/renitent class across all



individuals (0-100%) (Figure S8).
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SUPPLEMENTAL TABLES

Table S1. Summary of the analytical subsample from the ALSPAC cohort

Sex
Males
Females
Race
Non-white
White
Age of Mother at Child's Birth
Ages 15-19
Ages 20-35
Age 36+
Parental Social Class
Professional
Managerial and technical
Skilled, non-manual
Skilled, manual
Semi-skilled, manual
Unskilled, manual/other
Number of previous pregnancies
0
1
2
3+
Birth weight (g)
<3000
3000 - 3499
3500 - 3999
>= 4000
Maternal Education
less than O-level
O-level
A-level
Degree or Above
Maternal Marital Status
Never Married

Original Sample

(N=15445)
n (%)

7542 (51.3)
7152 (48.7)

611 (5.1)
11488 (94.9)

650 (4.6)
12363 (88.4)
968 (6.9)

1419 (9.6)
4288 (29.0)
2623 (17.8)
909 (6.2)
270 (1.8)
5254 (35.6)

5800 (44.7)
4550 (35.0)
1860 (14.3)
772 (5.9)

3649 (24.8)
4924 (33.5)
4382 (29.8)
1735 (11.8)

3735 (30.0)
4303 (34.6)
2795 (22.5)
1603 (12.9)

2522 (19.2)

Analytic Sample

(N=7,308)
n (%)

3707 (50.7)
3601 (49.3)

0 (0)
6639 (100.0)

142 (2.0)
6281 (89.8)
575 (8.2)

942 (12.9)
2583 (35.3)
1456 (19.9)
438 (6.0)
125 (1.7)
1764 (24.1)

3045 (44.9)
2480 (36.6)
921 (13.6)
330 (4.9)

1572 (21.5)
2446 (33.5)
2338 (32.0)
952 (13.0)

1575 (23.3)
2366 (35.1)
1724 (25.5)
1084 (16.1)

950 (13.9)

Original vs.
Analytic
x2 p-value

0.151

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001



Widowed/Divorced/Separated 787 (6.0) 364 (5.3)
Married 9838 (74.8) 5529 (80.8)



Table S2. Means, standard deviations, and correlations for study variables

n
(% non-

Variable missing) M SD Min/Max 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. Dep. 3.9 years 6054 (82.8) 075 030 013188 — o
2. Dep. 6.8 years 5644 (772) 076 035 005199 079 T T T
3. Dep.8.1 years 5414(74.1) 083 036 0.072.05 071 0%
4. Dep.9.6 years s632(77.1) 075 038 000200 063 08 087
5. Dep.11.7 years 5275(72.2) 073 039 006217 054 075 0.78 083 -
6. Dep.13.1 years 5099 (69.8) 073 040 0.04/220 0.54 073 074 079 085 - -
7. Dep. 16.5 years 4167(57.0) 074 040 0.02224 051 0.65 069 0.68 072 0.77 -
8. Child PRS 7308 (1000 000 1.00 424348 006 009 0.09 0.09 0.0 010 0.10

Note. M = Mean. SD = Standard Deviation. Dep = Depression. PRS = Polygenic Risk Score. Participants were

included in the count of non-missing if they had at least one complete parcel of the SDQ or SMFQ. *Child PRS was

non-missing by definition, as all participants with missing PRS were excluded.



Table S3. Growth parameters for the unconditional six-class growth mixture model with structured residuals

Latent Class

Late
Adolescent Childhood Childhood High and High and
Symptoms Peak Decrease Reversing Renitent
Parameter Estimate (SE)  Estimate (SE) Estimate (SE) Estimate (SE) Estimate (SE)  Estimate (SE)
Means
Intercept 0.61 (0.008) 0.78 (0.03) 0.68 (0.03) 1.03 (0.03) 0.84 (0.05) 0.91 (0.02)
Slope -0.23 (0.04) -0.28 (0.19) 0.90 (0.19) 0.09 (0.18) 0.62 (0.17) 0.68 (0.06)
Quadratic 0.59 (0.12) 1.81(0.97) -3.30 (0.80) -2.39 (0.48) -0.22 (0.84) -0.89 (0.23)
Cubic -0.70 (0.14) -3.01 (1.20) 4.82 (0.80) 2.45(0.48) -0.74 (1.03) 0.39 (0.25)
Quartic 0.26 (0.05) 1.41(0.43) -2.01 (0.34) -0.69 (0.16) 0.41 (0.36) -0.06 (0.09)

Structured Residual
Area under the curve

Variances*

Intercept
Linear Slope

0.43 (0.04)
0.87 (0.004)

0.42 (0.17)
1.27 (0.03)

0.042 (0.002)
0.013 (0.001)

0.042 (0.002)
0.013 (0.001)

-0.49 (0.05) 0.15 (0.09) -0.41 (0.03) 0.87(0.01)
1.34 (0.02) 1.09 (0.01) 1.44 (0.02) 1.61 (0.006)

0.042 (0.002)  0.042 (0.002) 0.042 (0.002) 0.042 (0.002)
0.013 (0.001) 0.013(0.001) 0.013 (0.001) 0.013(0.001)

Note. *Linear time was coded as months divided by 100 and higher order time transformations were based off of that. Variances

were constrained equal across latent classes. Quadratic and higher order variances were constrained to zero within each class.



Table S4. Sensitivity analysis examining difference in PRS effects when controlling for mother's PRS score

Child PRS Only

Model Includes Mother PRS Scores

Difference Between

Comparison (N =5311) (N =5311) Models
Child Effects Child Effects Mother Effects
Changein ~ Change in
Alternative Log Log Log child log child log
Reference Category Category Odds SE Odds SE Odds SE odds (raw)  odds (%)
Minimal Symptoms Adolescent Spike 0.14 0.11 0.13 0.12 0.03 0.10 | -0.02 -10%
Minimal Late Childhood
Symptoms Peak 0.21% 0.10 0.15 0.12 0.12 0.13 | -0.06 -30%
Childhood
Minimal Symptoms Decrease 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.09 0.02 0.09 | -0.01 -14%
Minimal High and
Symptoms Reversing 0.22% 0.08 0.16 0.10 0.12 0.08 | -0.06 -28%
Minimal High and
Symptoms Renitent 0.24* 0.05 0.16* 0.06 0.16 0.06 | -0.08 -35%
Late Childhood
Adolescent Spike Peak 0.07 0.15 0.02 0.16 0.09 0.16 | -0.05 -70%
Childhood
Adolescent Spike Decrease -0.06 0.13 -0.06 0.15 -0.01 0.13 | 0.00 -6%
High and
Adolescent Spike Reversing 0.07 0.13 0.03 0.15 0.09 0.12 | -0.05 -62%
Adolescent Spike High and Renitent 0.10 0.12 0.03 0.13 0.13 0.11 | -0.07 -69%
Late Childhood Childhood
Peak Decrease -0.13 0.12 -0.08 0.14 -0.11 0.14 | 0.05 -39%
Late Childhood High and
Peak Reversing 0.01 0.13 0.01 0.14 -0.01 0.14 | 0.00 0%
Late Childhood
Peak High and Renitent 0.03 0.11 0.01 0.13 0.04 0.13 | -0.02 -69%
Childhood High and
Decrease Reversing 0.14 0.11 0.09 0.12 0.10 0.11 | -0.05 -36%
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Childhood High and
Decrease Renitent 0.16* 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.14 0.09 | -0.07 -45%

High and Reversing High and Renitent 0.03 0.09 0.00 0.11 0.04 0.09 | -0.02 -96%

Note. Comparisons that were statistically significant in the original analysis are bolded for ease of interpretation. Log odds are shown
rather than odds ratios because the model is linear in terms of log odds, which facilitates comparisons between parameters in
percentage terms. The N is smaller than the N for the original model because 1997 participants with child genetic data did not also
have mother genetic data, and they were listwise deleted to facilitate direct comparisons in changes across models. *FDR<0.05;

p<0.05, but FDR>0.05.
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Table S5. Summary of gene-based hits using MAGMA.

Gene Chr Start Stop # of SNPs R? P-value Association
GABRA4 4 46920917 46996424 218 0.0069 6.84¢> HR vs MS
LRR1 14 50065415 50081390 43 0.0045 4.71e® HRvs MS
SIX5 19 46268043 46272497 3 0.0029 9.16e® AUC
DMPK 19 46272975 46285815 17 0.0030 4.97¢° AUC
DKK1 10 54074041 54077417 5 0.0023 9.23¢° AUC

SIX5 19 46268043 46272497 3 0.0033 5.56e® Intercept
DMPK 19 46272975 46285815 17 0.0042 1.05¢> Intercept
SMDT1 22 42475695 42480288 6 0.0033 2.31e® Intercept
DMWD 19 46286264 46296060 17 0.0041 9.79¢®  Intercept

*HR = high/renitent class; MS = minimal symptoms class; AUC = cumulative burden of

depressive symptoms; intercept = onset of depressive symptoms
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Table S6. Child and mother characteristics stratified by latent class
Adolescent

n
Mother's age at birth (%)
Ages 15-19
Ages 20-35

Age 36+
Marital status (%)
Never Married

Widowed/ Divorced/
Separated
Married

Parent SES (%)
Professional
Managerial and technical
Skilled, non-manual
Skilled, manual
Semi-skilled, manual
Unskilled, manual/other

Mother's education (%)
Less than O-level
O-level
A-level
Degree or above

Child sex (%)
Female

Male

Overall

7308

142 (2.0)
6281 (89.8)

575 (8.2)

950 (13.9)
364 (5.3)

5529 (80.8)

942 (12.9)
2583 (35.3)
1456 (19.9)
438 (6.0)
125 (1.7)
1764 (24.1)

1575 (23.3)
2366 (35.1)
1724 (25.5)
1084 (16.1)

3601 (49.3)
3707 (50.7)

Minimal
Symptoms

4146

71 (1.8)
3568 (89.9)

332 (8.4)

516 (13.3)
203 (5.2)

3167 (81.5)

561 (13.5)
1456 (35.1)
823 (19.9)
245 (5.9)
69 (1.7)
992 (23.9)

873 (22.8)
1360 (35.6)
1000 (26.2)
588 (15.4)

1976 (47.7)
4145 (52.3)

Spike

182

1 (0.6)
160 (90.4)

16 (9.0)

15 (8.6)
7 (4.0)

152 (87.4)

21 (11.5)
75 (41.2)
47 (25.8)
1(0.5)
2(1.1)
36 (19.8)

27 (15.4)
63 (36.0)
54 (30.9)
31 (17.7)

120 (65.9)
62 (34.1)

Late

Childhood

Peak
222

4(1.8)
194 (89.4)

19 (8.8)

18 (8.5)
9 (4.2)

186 (87.3)

33 (14.9)
91 (41.0)
44 (19.8)
13 (5.9)
3 (1.4)
38 (17.1)

43 (19.9)
66 (30.6)
62 (28.7)
45 (20.8)

111 (50.0)
111 (50.0)

Childhood
Decrease

440

10 (2.3)
389 (89.4)

36 (8.3)

58 (13.6)
19 (4.4)

350 (82.0)

63 (14.3)
156 (35.5)
91 (20.7)
27 (6.1)
8 (1.8)
95 (21.6)

94 (22.0)
147 (34.4)
102 (23.9)
84 (19.7)

188 (42.7)
252 (57.3)

High and
Reversing

423

7(1.7)
365 (90.1)

33 (8.1)

59 (14.9)
27 (6.8)

310 (78.3)

61 (14.4)
155 (36.6)
82 (19.4)
25 (5.9)
4(0.9)
96 (22.7)

85 (21.4)
131 (33.0)
104 (26.2)
77 (19.4)

231 (54.6)
192 (45.4)

High and
Renitent

1895

49 (2.7)
1605 (89.5)

139 (7.8)

284 (16.3)
99 (5.7)

1364 (78.1)

203 (10.7)
650 (34.3)
369 (19.5)
127 (6.7)
39 (2.1)
507 (26.8)

453 (26.4)
599 (35.0)
402 (23.5)
259 (15.1)

975 (51.5)
920 (48.5)

X2 p-
value

0.73

0.02

0.035

0.01

<0.001
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Previous preganancies (%)
0
1
2
3+
Birthweight
<3000
3000 - 3499
3500 - 3999
>= 4000

3045 (44.9)

2480 (36.6)
921 (13.6)
330 (4.9)

1572 (21.5)
2446 (33.5)
2338 (32.0)
952 (13.0)

1631 (42.5)

1481 (38.6)
538 (14.0)
191 (5.0)

850 (20.5)
1382 (33.3)
1355 (32.7)
559 (13.5)

81 (47.1)

59 (34.3)

29 (16.9)
3(1.7)

39 (21.4)
61 (33.5)
57 (31.3)
25 (13.7)

100 (46.7)

79 (36.9)

31 (14.5)
4(1.9)

48 (21.6)
76 (34.2)
58 (26.1)
40 (18.0)

199 (46.8)

151 (35.5)
58 (13.6)
17 (4.0)

78 (17.7)
170 (38.6)
142 (32.3)
50 (11.4)

191 (48.6)
128 (32.6)
50 (12.7)
24 (6.1)

102 (24.1)
135 (31.9)
127 (30.0)
59 (13.9)

843 (48.7)

582 (33.6)

215 (12.4)
91 (5.3)

455 (24.0)
622 (32.8)
599 (31.6)
219 (11.6)

0.006

0.063

Note. Participant characteristics were determined by assigning each individual to their most likely latent class. SES = Socioeconomic

status. PRS = Polygenic risk score.

15



SUPPLEMENTAL FIGURES

15,454 participants

15,589 live births

l

14,901 alive at 1 year

|

9,912 with genetic data 11,641 with one depressive symptom measure (age 4-16)
PRS
| | -
8,082 post-QC 7,308 with depressive symptoms measure + genetic data
l N MAGMA
6,041 in minimal symptoms or high/renitent classes (onset, cumulative
AN burden)
MAGMA
(class)

Figure S1. Flowchart of ALSPAC sample selection. Of the eligible participants after 1 year
(14,901), two subsamples were selected: those with genetic data (9,912) and those with at least
one measure of depressive symptoms from age 4-16 (11,641). Following quality control
measures, the genetic subsample was reduced to 8,082 individuals. The overlap between these
two samples was 7,308 individuals, which we defined as the analytical sample for the polygenic
risk score (PRS) analyses of depressive symptom trajectories, as well as gene-level associations
with depressive symptom onset and cumulative burden using MAGMA. The analytical sample
was further subset to 6,041 individuals for the trajectory class-based MAGMA analysis, which
focused solely on youths classified as high/renitent or minimal symptoms for the depressive

symptom trajectories.
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Figure S2. Probability of class assignment for individuals within their assigned latent class.
Each individual was assigned to the trajectory class reflecting their highest probability of
assignment across all classes (which ranged from 0-100). Within each class, the probability of
highest assignment ranged from 0.3 to 1. The percentage of youths assigned to each trajectory
class was estimated as follows: 4,146 minimal symptoms (56.7%), 182 adolescent spike (2.5%),
222 late childhood peak (3%), 440 childhood decrease (6%), 423 high/reversing (5.8%), and

1,895 high/renitent (25.9%).
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Figure S3. The PRS with pT<0.1 was the ‘best fit’ polygenic risk score. Using the Wald
omnibus test of parameter constraints, we show that the polygenic risk score (PRS) generated
with the p-value threshold of p<0.1 (green) explained the most variance in the depression

trajectories.
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Minimal symptoms - Childhood Decrease A —i.—

I

Minimal symptoms - High/reversing 1 E ——
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I
|
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Figure S4. Polygenic risk scores identified differences in membership to classes of
depressive symptom trajectories. Odds ratios (OR) were calculated to determine the odds of
membership of each class versus the referent given a one unit increase in polygenic risk score
(PRS). While five contrasts were significant (p<0.05), only four remained significant after

multiple test correction at an FDR<0.05 (high/stable vs minimal symptoms; high/stable vs

childhood decrease; high/unstable vs minimal symptoms).
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High/Renitent VS Minimal Symptoms
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Figure S5. Quantile-quantile (QQ) plots of gene-level genome-wide associations show good
model fit of the MAGMA analysis. A) The QQ plot of the high/stable (HS) and minimal
symptoms (MS) classes of depressive symptoms trajectories showed good model fit, with a slight
downward skew. B) The QQ plot of depressive symptom persistence across age 4-16, defined as
the area under the curve (AUC) of the trajectory was slightly skewed upward, but showed good
model fit. C) The QQ plot of depressive symptom onset, defined by the intercept of the

trajectory, was also slightly skewed upward and showed good model fit.
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A) High/Renitent VS Minimal Symptoms
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Figure S6. Depressive symptom developmental features showed nominal gene-level
associations. A) The contrast of high/renitent (HR) and minimal symptoms (MS) classes showed
two nominal associations (GABRA4, LRR1). B) Depressive symptom cumulative burden (AUC)
showed three nominal associations (SIX5, DPMK, DKK1). C) Depressive symptom onset
(intercept) showed four nominal associations (SIX5, DPKM, SMDT1, DMWD). Genome-wide

significance was set at 2.93e-6 (red) and the nominal threshold was set at 1e-4 (blue).
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Proportion

Minimal  Adolescent Late Childhood ~ Highand  High and
Symptoms Spike Childhood Decrease Reversing Renitent
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Risk Score I -2sD | Average +2 SD

Figure S7 shows the model-estimated proportion of individuals in each latent class across low (-
2 SD) average and high (+2 standard deviation) polygenic risk scores. For example, about 60%
of participants with a risk score 2 standard deviations below the average would be expected to be
in the Minimal Symptoms class, whereas only 40% of participants with a risk score 2 standard

deviations above average would be expected to be in the Minimal Symptoms class.
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Continuous HR vs MS
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Figure S8. MAGMA analysis of the probability of assignment to the high/renitent class.

MAGMA was performed using all 7,308 individuals and their probability of being assigned to

the high/renitent class was used to identify gene-level associations. No genes reached the

genome-wide significance threshold (p<2.93e-7; red line in B), but one gene reached the nominal

threshold of p<le4 (blue line in B; results shown in C).
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A) Threshold 0.8 HR vs MS
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Gene Chr_Start Stop # of SNPs  R2 P-value
CTLA4 2 204732511 204738683 5 0.0086 8.17e¢
OVOS 12 9613794 9725776 14 0.0092 8.58e%®
ABHDI13 13 108870763 108886403 38 0.0097 4.82e°

Figure S9. MAGMA analysis of youths in the high/renitent vs minimal symptoms class
class. MAGMA was performed using youths in the high/renitent (HR) or minimal symptoms
(MS) classes that had 80% probability of class assignment (2258 MS vs 786 HR). No genes
reached the genome-wide significance threshold (p<2.93e-7; red line in B), but three genes

reached the nominal threshold of p<le4 (blue line in B; results shown in C).
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