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Abstract
Background Pre-pandemic psychiatric disorders have been associated with an increased risk
of COVID-19. However, the underlying mechanisms remain unknown, e.g. to what extent
genetic predisposition to psychiatric disorders contributes to the observed association.
Methods The analytic sample consisted of white British participants of UK Biobank registered
in England, with available genetic data, and alive on Jan 31, 2020 (i.e., the start of the COVID-
19 outbreak in the UK) (n=346,554). We assessed individuals’ genetic predisposition to
different psychiatric disorders, including substance misuse, depression, anxiety, and psychotic
disorder, using polygenic risk score (PRS). Diagnoses of psychiatric disorders were identified
through the UK Biobank hospital inpatient data. We performed a GWAS analysis for each
psychiatric disorder in a randomly selected half of the study population who were free of
COVID-19 (i.e., the base dataset). For the other half (i.e., the target dataset), PRS was calculated
for each psychiatric disorder using the discovered genetic variants from the base dataset. We
then examined the association between PRS of each psychiatric disorder and risk of COVID-
19, or severe COVID-19 (i.e., hospitalization and death), using logistic regression models. The
ascertainment of COVID-19 was through the Public Health England dataset, the UK Biobank
hospital inpatient data and death registers, updated until July 26, 2020. For validation, we
repeated the PRS analyses based on publicly available GWAS summary statistics.
Results 155,988 participants (including 1,451 COVID-19 cases), with a mean age of 68.50

years at COVID-19 outbreak, were included for PRS analysis. Higher genetic liability forwards

psychiatric disorders was associated with increased risk of both any COVID-19 and severe
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COVID-19, especially genetic risk for substance misuse and depression. The adjusted odds
ratios (ORs) for any COVID-19 were 1.15 (95% confidence interval [CI] 1.02-1.31) and 1.26
(1.11-1.42) among individuals with a high genetic risk (above the upper tertile of PRS) for
substance misuse and depression, respectively, compared with individuals with a low genetic
risk (below the lower tertile). Largely similar ORs were noted for severe COVID-19 and similar
albeit slightly lower estimates using PRSs generated from GWAS summary statistics from
independent samples.

Conclusion In the UK Biobank, genetic predisposition to psychiatric disorders was associated
with an increased risk of COVID-19, including severe course of the disease. These findings
suggest the potential role of genetic factors in the observed phenotypic association between
psychiatric disorders and COVID-19, underscoring the need of increased medical surveillance

of for this vulnerable population during the pandemic.
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Introduction

With over 110 million infected people and 2.4 million related deaths, the coronavirus disease
2019 (COVID-19) pandemic, caused by severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2
(SARS-CoV-2) virus, has led to an unprecedented crisis worldwide'. Evidence suggest that
individuals have varying propensity for being infected with COVID-19 and that infected
patients demonstrate heterogeneous outcomes?, identification of populations with increased
susceptibility to the disease, especially ones prone to severe disease course, is critical for
optimizing preventive measures.

Previous studies have reported an increased risk of infections, including life-threatening
infections, among individuals with psychiatric disorders®*. Likewise, after the COVID-19
outbreak, accumulating evidence revealed that psychiatric disorders®, such as depression®®,
schizophrenia’, and substance abuse® were also associated with an elevated risk of COVID-19,
possibly through similar mechanisms as those leading to other infections’. Beside the immune
dysfunction as widely observed among individuals with psychiatric illness'?, other explanations
might include unfavorable lifestyle, such as smoking and physical inactivity'!. Furthermore,
one recent investigation suggested a shared genetic vulnerability to both psychiatric disorders
and infection, reporting a strong genetic association between having at least one psychiatric
diagnosis and the occurrence of infection'”. However, to our knowledge, no study has so far
explored whether the genetic predisposition to psychiatric disorders contributes to
susceptibility for COVID-19 infection and severe disease course.

Based on the results of genome-wide association studies (GWAS), a polygenic risk score

(PRS), or the sum of all risk alleles weighted by the effect size of each variant, can be generated
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and represent an individual's overall genetic risk for a given disease such as psychiatric
disorders. It can further be used to predict risk of developing a second disease outcome, and
thereby illustrate the genetic association between a disease pair!*-15,

As a continuation of our previous study that demonstrated a robust association between pre-
pandemic psychiatric disorders and COVID-19 risk?, we here aimed to explore potential
underlying mechanisms by testing whether genetic predisposition to psychiatric disorders is
associated with risk of SARS-CoV-2 infection and progressive COVID-19 illness using the UK
Biobank databases.

Methods

Study design

The UK Biobank

Our study is based on data from the large-scale prospective cohort of UK Biobank, which
enrolled 502,507 individuals aged between 40 and 69 years across the UK during 2006-2010.
The genotyping data were obtained from 488,377 blood samples collected at baseline for each
participant. They were assayed using the Applied Biosystems UK BiLEVE and UK Biobank
Axiom Array'®. After the quality control following the UK Biobank pipeline, genotype
imputation was further completed using the Haplotype Reference Consortium (HRC) and
UK 10K haplotype resource as reference panels'®. Kinship coefficient and principal components
(PCs), calculated using the KING tool, were also provided by the UK Biobank. Details about
the UK Biobank quality control pipeline and imputation methods have been described

previously'¢. The final quality controlled and imputed genotypes dataset was the basis of the

present analysis, containing more than 93 million autosomal SNPs for 346,554 individuals.
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Phenotypic data such as sex and birth year were collected at recruitment using questionnaire.
Health-related outcomes were obtained through periodically linked data from multiple national
datasets, including death registries and inpatient hospital data from across England, Scotland,
and Wales'®. After the global outbreak of COVID-19, the UK Biobank has also been linked to
Public Health England (PHE), where results of COVID-19 tests by RT-PCR (RdRp gene assay)
from oral swabs were documented since March 16, 2020"7.

The UK Biobank collected all data after written informed consent obtained from each
participant and the study has full ethical approval from the NHS National Research Ethics
Service (16/NW/0274). This present study was also approved by the biomedical research ethics
committee of West China Hospital (2020.661).

Ascertainment of psychiatric disorders and COVID-19

To keep consistent with our previous analysis of phenotypic association’, we used the same
approach for the ascertainment of psychiatric disorders and COVID-19 in the present study.
Briefly, we defined five broad diagnostic categories of psychiatric disorders, including
substance misuse, depressive disorders, anxiety disorders, psychotic disorders, and stress-
related disorders, based on hospital admissions with a diagnosis of these disorders according to
International Classification of Diseases, Tenth Revision (ICD-10) or ICD-9 codes in the UK
Biobank inpatient hospital data (Supplementary Tablel) before Jan 31, 2020. The identification
of COVID-19 was according to any positive result from the PHE dataset, the diagnosis in the
UK Biobank inpatient hospital data, or a cause of death based on the UK Biobank mortality
data (ICD codes shown in Supplementary Tablel), updated until July 26, 2020. COVID-19

cases from the latter two resources, i.e., hospitalization or death record, were considered as
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"sever cases’.

PRS for psychiatric disorders

The genetic analysis was conducted among white British UK Biobank participants who were
registered in England at recruitment, alive and trackable on Jan 31, 2020, and having available
genetic data (n=346,554). Standard GWAS quality control was performed. Briefly, we restricted
our analysis to the autosomal biallelic SNPs and removed variants with a call rate <98%, a
minor allele frequency <0.01, or deviation from Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium (P < 107¢). We
then removed individuals having genotyping rate <98% and outlier samples based on abnormal
heterozygosity level, leaving 340,632 participants for further analysis. Details of the quality
control are summarized in Supplementary Figurel.

Due to the human heterogeneity and thereby possibly limited portability of PRS between
populations, even within those with similar ancestries'®, we performed a GWAS followed by
the PRS analysis for each type of the studied psychiatric disorders by splitting the UK Biobank
data into a base and target dataset (study design in Figure 1). To avoid the influence of the
phenotypic association (e.g., between depression and COVID-19) on the identification of
genetic background for the exposure trait (e.g., depression), in the first step, we removed all
individuals with confirmed COVID-19 (n=1,451). Then performed GWAS for each trait in a
subsample of the study population, namely 50% of the participants randomly selected from the
study population (i.e., the base dataset). Second, we calculated a PRS for each exposure trait
for the remaining participants (i.e., the target dataset)'®, as the weighted sum of the risk alleles
based on the summary statistics derived from the GWAS results of the base dataset. Here, the

summary statistics referred to the effect sizes and standard errors for the variants. We computed
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the PRS under ten p value thresholds (i.e., 5 x 1075, 1 x 10,1 x 1074, 1 x 1073, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2,
0.3, 0.4 and 0.5).

Related individuals, up to the third degree (i.e., kinship coefficients >0.044)%, were
removed prior to each GWAS or PRS analysis, with the principle of prioritizing the stay of
individuals with the corresponding phenotype, if any. Furthermore, in a validation dataset
including all eligible and unrelated participants (n=287,240), we also generated PRS for the
above psychiatric disorders based on summary statistics from publicly available GWAS?!-*4,
PLINK (version 1.9) was used for GWAS and PRS calculation.

Statistical analysis

First, to validate the predictability of PRS on its each psychiatric phenotype, we used the logistic
regression model to measure the association between PRS and each psychiatric disorder
category in the base dataset, adjusting for sex, birth year, genotyping batch and significant (i.e.,
p<0.05) PCs for population heterogeneity. Second, in the target dataset, we examined the
association between PRS of a specific psychiatric disorder category and the risk of COVID-19,
as well as severe COVID-19, using odds ratios (ORs) with 95% ClIs derived from logistic
regression models, adjusting for the covariates mentioned above. In addition to considering the
standardized PRS as a continuous variable, we also divided participants into low, moderate and
high genetic risk groups based on the tertile distribution of the PRS and compared the risk of
COVID-19 outcomes using the low genetic risk group (i.e., below the lower tertile of PRS) as
a reference. The variance explained by PRS was assessed as the difference in variance, as

measured by Nagelkerke’s squared (R square) from the full model including the PRS and the

basic model adjusting for sex, birth year, genotyping batch and significant PCs. The analysis
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was repeated for ten PRSs calculated at different thresholds of p value for each psychiatric
disorder category, and the one with the highest R square of COVID-19 was reported as the main
results.

To test the robustness of our results, we repeated all the analyses in the validation dataset
using PRSs based on summary statistics from publicly available GWAS?'?*, A 2-sided p<0-05
was considered statistically significant. All the analyses were done with R software, version 4.0.
Results
In total, 340, 632 participants (Figure 1) were included for analyses with the mean age of 68.51
at the time of the COVID-19 outbreak. 154,065 (45.2%) participants were men. Among the
169,590 participants in the base dataset, there were 9,203 (5.43%), 9,015 (5.32%), 6,743
(3.98%), 483 (0.28%), and 324 (0.19%) cases of substance misuse, depression, anxiety,
psychotic disorder and stress-related disorders, respectively. The target dataset included
155,988 participants, including 1,451 COVID-19 cases and 1,059 of these cases who were
hospitalized or died due to COVID-19 (severe cases).

PRS for psychiatric disorders

Based on the base dataset, the GWAS results were summarized using Manhattan plot in
Supplementary Figure 2. In brief, except for stress-related disorders, the PRSs (as continuous
variables) were significantly associated with increased risk of the corresponding psychiatric
disorder in the target dataset (Supplementary Tables 2-6). However, the highest variance
explained by one standard deviation increase of PRSs was moderate, with ORs ranging between
1.12 (95% CI 1.09-1.15) and 1.17 (95% CI 1.14-1.20).

PRS for psychiatric disorders and COVID-19

10
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Using PRS as a proxy of genetic predisposition to a given psychiatric disorder, we examined

the association between genetic risk of a psychiatric disorder and risk of COVID-19, and severe

COVID-19, in the target dataset. Given the relatively poor accuracy of the PRS for stress-

related disorders, we did not proceed with that PRS in this analysis (Supplementary Table 6).

While different p value thresholds were used for PRS calculation, the PRS models with the

highest R square, interpreted as the ones with the largest variance explained by the specific

psychiatric disorder, were selected as main models for further analyses (Figure 2). Despite the

marginally significant association for anxiety, we obtained elevated risks of any COVID-19 in

relation to one standard deviation increase in the PRS of all studied psychiatric disorders (Table

1). After adjusting for all covariates, the most pronounced OR was observed for depression,

indicating a 10% increased risk of any COVID-19 per standard deviation increase of depression

PRS. Analysis of categorized PRS revealed similar results (Figure 3). Notably, for substance

misuse and depression, we also observed a dose-response relationship. Compared to individuals

with a low genetic risk of depression (PRS<the lower tertile), the adjusted OR was 1.03 (95%

CI 0.91-1.18) and 1.26 (95% CI 1.11-1.42) for individuals with moderate (PRS=lower-upper

tertile) and high genetic risk (PRS>the upper tertile) of depression, respectively. The

corresponding ORs for substance misuse were 1.09 (95% CI0.96-1.24) and 1.15 (95% CI 1.02-

1.31). Regarding severe COVID-19, with lower precision due to smaller case number, we

observed stronger associations. For instance, one standard deviation increase in the PRS of

depression was associated with 12% (OR, 1.12; 95% CI, 1.06-1.19) increased risk of severe

COVID-19 (Table 1). The OR was 1.29 (95% CI 1.12-1.50) among individuals with a high

genetic risk of depression, compared with those with a low genetic risk (Figure 3).
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The PRSs generated from publicly available GWAS summary statistics also yield significant
correlations with its corresponding trait in UK Biobank data. Specifically, the results indicated
better prediction accuracy for psychotic disorder but less accuracy for the other three studied
psychiatric traits, compared to those generated based on GWAS of UK Biobank data
(Supplementary Tables 2-5). The association analyses on PRS of each psychiatric disorder and
COVID-19 revealed similar risk patterns as the main analyses, with somewhat attenuated

estimates (Supplementary Table 7 and Supplementary Figure 3-4).

Discussion

Based on the large-scale prospective cohort of UK Biobank with comprehensive phenotypic
and genetic information, we confirmed that genetic predisposition to various psychiatric
disorders, including depression, substance misuse and psychotic disorder, was associated to risk
of COVID-19, especially severe COVID-19. To our knowledge, this is the first study to date
that examined the relationship of genetic basis of psychiatric disorders with COVID-19; and
our findings aid the interpretation of the reported phenotypic association of pre-pandemic
psychiatric disorders with the risk of COVID-19 by demonstrating a role of genetic underlying
mechanism in this link. The genetically driven susceptibility to COVID-19, especially to severe
and fatal COVID-19, among individuals prone to psychiatric disorders underscores the need of
heightened clinical awareness and medical care for this vulnerable population during
COVID-19 pandemic. Further studies are however still warranted to verify these findings and
to explore the functional mechanisms.

The hypothesis that a pre-existing psychiatric disorder may influence the susceptibility to

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.23.21251866
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.23.21251866; this version posted February 25, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

infectious diseases has since long been discussed. Many previous studies have consistently
reported an elevated risk of infection, including respiratory virus infections®, pneumonia?,
sepsis?’, and other life-threatening infections®, subsequent to the occurrence of psychiatric
illness, particularly stress reaction and related psychiatric disorders. The proposed mechanisms
for the observed associations include dysregulations in immune responses and inflammatory
profile?®, physiological alternations commonly accompany psychiatric presentations. Also, the
possible changes in lifestyle, such as smoking and alcohol abuse!!, following the occurrence of
psychiatric disorders may have also contributed to the altered susceptibility to infections. More
recently, a Danish national study suggested a genetic component in the association between
psychiatric disorders and infections, by demonstrating a strong genetic link between having at
least one psychiatric diagnosis and the occurrence of infection®?. Furthermore, a GWAS
analysis found that schizophrenia-associated genetic basics have important roles in immunity,
providing support for the speculated genetic link between the immune system and
schizophrenia?2.

Since the outbreak of COVID-19, accumulating evidence, including our previous work®, has
revealed that psychiatric disorders are associated with an elevated risk of COVID-19 and its
related hospitalization and death?>®, Further, an excess risk of hospitalization for other
infections was also observed at a comparable level to that of COVID-19, among individuals
with pre-existing psychiatric disorders during the COVID-19 outbreak®. Therefore, it is
reasonable to speculate that the increased susceptibility to COVID-19 and other infections may
have shared etiologies, such as immune dysfunction®. Indeed, increased cytokine levels have

been reported to be correlated with disease deterioration and fatal COVID-19?°, implying a role
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of altered immune responses in the disease progression. Our study provides supportive data
from the perspective of genetics, by indicating a genetic association between psychiatric
disorder and COVID-19. A large proportion of the general population has a history of
psychiatric disorders (17%-29%)%. The prevalence is even higher in the elderly population
(46%)3 who are also more vulnerable to COVID-19%2. The present findings highlight therefore
the necessity of improved surveillance and the need of further explorations of possible
interventions to reduce the risk of COVID-19 occurrence and disease deterioration among this
vulnerable group.

Intriguingly, contrast to similar phenotypic associations of depression (OR = 1.62) and
anxiety (OR = 1.60) with COVID-19°, the present genetic analysis revealed a differential
importance of genetic component on these associations. Compared to depression, the increased
susceptibility to COVID-19 among patients with anxiety seems to be less attributable to the
shared genetic liability, and thereby may be more behavior- or environment-related. Different
behavior and mobility patterns have indeed been reported among individuals with depression
and anxiety , during COVID-19 pandemic33, Individuals with depression or negative emotion
in response to COVID-19 outbreak tend to implement self-limiting mobility mode (i.e.,
restricting their daily mobility range)3*%, whilst individuals with anxiety were demonstrated to
be less resilient to preventive measures (e.g., wearing a face mask, hand washing, social
distancing, and self-isolation or quarantine) during the COVID-19 outbreak®®=’,

The merits of the present study include the application of PRS for identifying genetic
association between psychiatric disorder and COVID-19 in a large population, which

corroborates the previously observed phenotypic association and sheds light on the underlying

14
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mechanisms. In addition, as population heterogeneity may undermine the prediction accuracy
of PRS, not only due to the different ancestries but also differences in characteristics of
populations such as differences in sex, age or socioeconomic status'®, we used an internal base
dataset to calculate the PRS of each psychiatric disorder, and then used such PRS to test the
genetic association using a target dataset. Similar methods have been applied to investigate the
association of genetic predisposition to asthma with COVID-19. Furthermore, given that the
similar analyses based on publicly available GWAS summary statistics corroborated the results
of the main analyses, our findings seem robust to the choice of the GWAS summary statistics.
Our study has several limitations. First, the genetic profile of stress-related disorders was not
established due to limited sample size. We could therefore not examine the genetic association
between stress-related disorders and COVID-19. Second, in selecting SNPs for PRS
construction, relatively loose p-value thresholds were applied. For example, as determined by
the presence of highest R square, the threshold was 0.5, 0.1 and 0.2 for substance misuse,
depression, and anxiety, respectively, possibly resulting in noise from redundant loci and
subsequently unclear impact on the studied association. Third, the UK Biobank participants are
not representative of the general population in the UK® and our genetic analysis is further
limited to participants with white European ancestry which reduces the generalization of our
findings to the whole UK population and other populations. Last, given that the PRS contains
information from relatively common variants only, the impact of rare and low frequency genetic

variants needs further investigation.
In conclusion, in the UK Biobank population, we found genetic predisposition to psychiatric

disorders to be associated with increased risk of COVID-19, which may partially explain the
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observed phenotypic association between psychiatric disorders and COVID-19. Notably, the

gene-driven susceptibility to COVID-19 among individuals prone to psychiatric disorders

underscores the need of extra awareness and medical care for this vulnerable population.

Further studies are needed to identify particular genetic variants with the aim to understand the

underlying mechanisms, optimize risk stratification, and provide molecular targets for disease

prevention.
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Table
Tablel The association between polygenic risk scores (PRSs) for psychiatric disorders
and COVID-19*

Any COVID-19 Severe COVID-19

Psychiatric disorders No. (%0) of Odds Ratio No. (%) of Odds Ratio

All COVID- (95% confidence Severe (95% confidence

19 interval)? COVID-19 interval)?

Substance misuse 1.06 (1.00-1.11) 1.06 (1.00-1.13)
Depression 1451/155988  1.10(1.05-1.16) 1059/155988 1.12 (1.06-1.19)
Anxiety (0-93%) 1.05(0.99-1.10) (0.67%) 1.03 (0.97-1.10)
Psychotic disorder 1.05 (1.00-1.11) 1.04 (0.98-1.11)

2 0dd Ratio and 95% Cls (per standard deviation increase in the corresponding PRS) were
estimated by logistic regression models, adjusting for age, sex, genotyping array, and ancestry
principal components. * GWAS summary statistics from UK Biobank base data.

Figure legends

Figure 1 Study design

2The first COVID-19 case was diagnosed on Jan 31, 2020 in the UK

*Removed related individuals prior to each GWAS analysis, with the principle of prioritizing
the stay of individuals with the corresponding phenotype

Figure 2 Variance explained for COVID-19 by polygenic risk scores (PRSs) for
psychiatric disorder under 10 p value thresholds*

# The p value threshold with the highest variance explained was selected for subsequent
analyses. *GWAS summary statistics from UK Biobank base data.

Figure 3 The association between categorized polygenic risk scores (PRSs) for
psychiatric disorders and COVID-19 risk *

*Odd Ratio and 95% Cls were estimated by logistic regression models, adjusting for age, sex,
genotyping array, and ancestry principal components GWAS summary statistics from UK
Biobank base data.
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487.296 individuals in the UK Biobank with nhenotvpe and genotvpe data

A 4

140,742 excluded
78,411 non-white British ancestry

\ 4

16,883 died before Jan 31, 20202
15 withdrew from UK Biobank

45,433 registered in Scotland and Wales

346,554 included participants

A 4

5,922 failed to pass GWAS QC steps

340,632 participants passed QC

Excluded 53,392 related individuals

A 4

Removed COVID-19 patients

339,181 individuals without COVID-19

Randomly divided the subset into half

Y

169,590 participants

v

169,591 participants 1,451 COVID-19

Excluded 15,054 related individuals

A 4

A

y

Summary statistics
from publicly
available GWAS

Base dataset®

For generating GWAS summary statistics for the 5
studied psychiatric disorders

9,203 individuals with substance misuse

9,015 individuals with depression

6,743 individuals with anxiety

483 individuals with psychotic disorder

324 individuals with stress-related disorder

Target dataset (n=155,988)

For calculating and validating individual-level PRS for
the 5 studied psychiatric disorders, and further
investigating the association of the derived score with
COVID-19 phenotypes

Validation dataset (n=287.240)

Replication in all participants using
publicly available GWAS summary

statistics.

Figure 1 Study design

2The first COVID-19 case was diagnosed on Jan 31, 2020 in the UK

*Removed related individuals prior to each GWAS analysis, with the principle of prioritizing the stay of individuals with the corresponding phenotype
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Figure 2 Variance explained for COVID-19 by polygenic risk scores (PRSs) for psychiatric disorder

under 10 p value

thresholds*

# The p value threshold with the highest variance explained was selected for subsequent analyses
*GWAS summary statistics from UK Biobank base data
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Any COVID-19 Severe COVID-19

Level of genetic risk Number of any COVID-19  Odds Ratio Number of severe COVID-19  Odds Ratio B Any COVID-19
case,n/N(%) (95% CI) case,n/N(%) (95% CI) W Scvere COVID-19
Low (<the lower tertile) 441/51476(0.86%) Ref(1.00) 317/51476(0.62%) Ref(1.00) :
Substance misuse ~ Moderate (lower-upper tertile)  483/51476(0.94%) 1.09 (0.96-1.24)  366/51476(0.71%) 1.15(0.99-1.34) —————
High (>the upper tertile) 527/53036(0.99%) 1.15(1.02-1.31)  376/53036(0.71%) 1.15 (0.99-1.33) O —1
Low (<the lower tertile) 435/51476(0.85%) Ref(1.00) 313/51476(0.61%) Ref(1.00) :
Depression Moderate (lower-upper tertile}  452/51476(0.88%) 1.03 (0.91-1.18)  328/51476(0.64%) 1.04 (0.89-1.22) fl——
High (>the upper tertile) 564/53036(1.06%) 1.26 (1.11-1.42)  418/53036(0.79%) 1.29 (1.12-1.50) ———
Low (<the lower tertile) 454/51476(0.88%) Ref(1.00) 332/51476(0.64%) Ref(1.00) H
Anxiety Moderate (lower-upper tertile)  475/51476(0.92%) 1.04 (0.92-1.19)  344/51476(0.67%) 1.03 (0.89-1.20) T
High (>the upper tertile) 522/53036(0.98%) 1.11(0.98-1.26)  383/53036(0.72%) 1.11(0.96-1.29) P
Low (<the lower tertile) 441/51476(0.86%) Ref{(1.00) 323/51476(0.63%) Ref(1.00) :
Psychotic disorder ~ Moderate (lower-upper tertile)  497/51478(0.97%) 1.13 (1.00-1.29) 369/ 54478(0.72%) 1.15(0.99-1.33) — —
High (>the upper tertile) 513/53034(0.97%) 1.13 (1.00-1.29)  367/53034(0.69%) .11 (0.95-1.29) ]
[ [ [T |
0.5 1 1.15 1.5
OR(95%CI)

Figure 3 The association between categorized polygenic risk scores (PRSs) for psychiatric disorders and COVID-19 risk *

* Odd Ratio and 95% Cls were estimated by logistic regression models, adjusting for age, sex, genotyping array, and ancestry principal components. GWAS

summary statistics from UK Biobank base data
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