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Abstract

Cannabis use disorder (CUD) and cannabis use (CU) are prevalent conditions cooccurring
with ADHD, but not much is known about the underlying shared genetics. Here we perform
cross-disorder GWAS meta-analyses of ADHD and CUD or CU to identify pleiotropic risk
loci and evaluate differences in the genetics of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU, and
subsequently we dissect the polygenic architecture of CUD comorbidity in ADHD in the
iPSYCH cohort.

There was a higher genetic overlap of ADHD and CUD than observed for ADHD and CU
and we found a significant direct effect of ADHD genetic risk on CUD with only a minor part
(12%) mediated by the genetics of CU. We identified 36 genome-wide significant loci for
ADHD-CUD and 10 loci for ADHD-CU, with concordant direction of effect on the
phenotypes. Three different approaches identified DRD2, which encodes the dopamine 2
receptor, as a risk gene for ADHD-CUD and, overall, ADHD-CUD risk genes were
associated with high expression across several brain tissues and brain developmental stages,
which was not observed for ADHD-CU genes. ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU demonstrated
similar genetic correlations with substance use phenotypes, while they differed significantly
with respect to substance use disorder (SUD) phenotypes. ADHD-CUD individuals had
significantly increased polygenic score (PGS) for psychiatric disorders compared to ADHD
without CUD and increased burden of rare deleterious variants. Stratifying individuals with
ADHD by their CUD-PGS revealed an absolute risk of 22% for comorbid CUD among the
20% of cases with the highest CUD-PGS, which was strikingly higher than the absolute risk
of 1.6% observed among the 20% of controls with the highest CUD-PGS. Sex-specific
analyses identified substantial differences in the absolute risk of comorbid CUD between
males and females with ADHD, with a ~10% higher CUD risk among males than females in
the high-risk CUD-PGS group (24% risk for males and 14% risk for females).
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I ntroduction

Attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) is a common neurodevelopmental
psychiatric disorder with onset in childhood. It affects around 5% of children and often
persist into adulthood where around 2.5% are affected'. The disorder is characterized by
externalizing behaviours, such as age-inappropriate levels of impulsivity, hyperactivity, and
inattention®. The genetic risk component is high with a heritability estimate of 0.74% and we
have previously demonstrated that a substantial amount of risk for ADHD can be explained
by common genetic variation (14 - 22 %)**.

Individuals with ADHD have a 10-time increased risk of developing substance use disorders
(SUD) compared to individuals without a prior diagnosis®, and the prevalence of SUD is
around 23% among individuals with ADHD®. A comorbid SUD diagnosis has a strong
negative impact on life-quality and is associated with a six- to sevenfold increased mortality
rate in individuals with ADHD compared to the general population’, stressing that comorbid
SUD is a severe, detrimental condition. One of the SUD conditions most commonly
cooccurring with ADHD is cannabis use disorder (CUD)?, and it is particularly common
among young people with ADHD; e.g., among people under 18 years of age seeking SUD
treatment in the Danish health care system, 90% reported cannabis as their main drug in
2022°.

Externalizing and impulsive behaviors associated with  ADHD might increase risk for

initiating cannabis use'®*

and subsequent CUD. The risk could be promoted by a strong
impact of the drug on individuals with ADHD, e.g. by affecting dopamine levels in the
brain'?, a neurotransmitter assumed to be dysregulated in individuals with ADHD™. Several
lines of evidence suggest that genetic risk factors are shared across ADHD and CUD; in a
large genome-wide association study (GWAS) meta-analysis of CUD we identified a
significant genetic correlation (ry) of ADHD with both CUD (ry=0.62) and cannabis use (CU,
rg=0.28)14, polygenic score (PGS) analyses have suggested genetics to be a contributor to
ADHD-CUD comorbidity™®, and structural equation modelling has found ADHD to group on
a latent genetic factor representing shared genetic variance across several psychiatric
disorders including CUD®.

Recent GWAS have found that the polygenic architecture of diagnosed SUD only partly
overlap the polygenic architecture of substance use i.e., genetic correlation analyses of
alcohol use disorder with alcohol use was 0.52"" and the genetic correlation of CUD with CU

was 0.50™. ADHD has a genetic overlap with both CUD and CU (as described above), but it
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is not known to what extent the part of the genetic architecture of CUD and CU that overlaps
with ADHD differ from one another. This study aims to characterize the shared genetics of
ADHD with CUD and CU respectively and unravel their potential similarities and
differences. This study also aims to characterize the polygenic risk component associated
with ADHD comorbid with CUD and evaluate the ability of PGSs for predicting comorbid
CUD in ADHD.

Here we perform cross-disorder GWAS of ADHD and CUD (referred to as ADHD-CUD)
and ADHD and CU (referred to as ADHD-CU) to identify shared genetic risk loci and
evaluate the extent to which the shared genetics of ADHD-CUD differ from the shared
genetics of ADHD-CU. We use Gaussian mixture modelling to estimate the total number of
common variants influencing ADHD and CUD and ADHD and CU. We investigate
differences in the polygenic architecture of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU through genetic
correlation analyses and intersecting with functional genomics data and assess ADHD-CUD
and ADHD-CU risk gene expression across brain developmental stages. Subsequently, we

focus specifically on ADHD-CUD comorbidity and use the large Danish iPSYCH'®*

case-
cohort to: (1) explore the role of rare deleterious variants in ADHD-CUD, (1) dissect the
polygenic architecture of ADHD-CUD in PGS analyses, and (I11) to predict the absolute risk

for comorbid CUD among individuals with ADHD stratified by their PGS.

RESULTS

Genetic overlap of ADHD with CUD and CU and mediation analyses

To estimate the extent to which common genetic variants are shared between ADHD, CUD
and CU we used several approaches. First we performed genetic correlation analyses using
GWAS summary statistics from meta-analysis of ADHD (38,691 ADHD; 186,843 controls)?,
CUD (42,281 CUD; 843,744 controls)® and CU (162,082 individuals)®, showing results
consistent with previous reports (ADHD vs CUD; rg= 0.57, standard error [s.e.] = 0.04;
ADHD vs CU; rg= 0.20, s.e. = 0.04; CUD vs CU; rg= 0.44, s.e. = 0.05; Supplementary Table
1). Then, we evaluated the extent to which the three phenotypes load on a shared genetic
latent factor by modelling their genetic covariance structure in a common factor model using
Genomic SEM?. All three phenotypes were significantly associated with the underlying
shared genetic latent factor, with CUD having the highest loading (~1, s.e. = 0.1), while
similar loadings were observed for ADHD (0.57, s.e. = 0.05) and CU (0.42 s.e. = 0.04)
(Supplementary Figure 1; Supplementary Table 2). We also used Genomic SEM to perform
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genetic mediation analyses and identified a significant direct effect of ADHD genetics on
CUD (effect = 0.52, P=1.58x10°) while only a minor part of the total effect of ADHD on
CUD was mediated by CU genetics (12%) (Supplementary Table 2.b; Supplementary Figure
2).

To quantify the total number of shared common variants we used univariate Gaussian
mixture modelling implemented in MiXeR® to calculate (i) the number of variants
influencing each phenotype (explaining 90% of the single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP)
heritability (h?sxp)) and (i) the number of shared variants. ADHD was influenced by ~7,300
common variants as reported previously’, CUD by ~8,300 variants and CU by ~7,700
(Supplementary Table 3). A higher number of shared variants was observed for ADHD and
CUD (~7,000 variants) than for ADHD and CU (~5,100 variants) and a larger proportion of
the shared variants showed concordant directional effects with CUD (75%) than with CU
(60%) (Supplementary Table 3).

Additionally, Mendelian randomization analyses identified a bidirectional significant causal
relationship between ADHD and CUD (ADHD -> CUD Inverse Variance Weighted (IVW)
beta = 0.31, s.e. = 0.06, P = 5.22x10""; CUD -> ADHD IVW beta = 0.52, s.e. = 0.07, P =
2.90x10™°; Supplementary Table 4 and 5), which were supported by sensitivity analyses,
especially GSMR with Heidi-outlier removal of pleiotropic variants, indicating that CUD has

a larger causal effect on ADHD than the reverse.

Cross-disorder GWAS meta-analyses of ADHD, CUD and CU

We performed two cross-disorder GWAS meta-analyses of (I) ADHD and CUD (referred to
as ADHD-CUD) and (I1) ADHD and CU (referred to as ADHD-CU) to identify shared risk
variants across the two pairs of phenotypes, using the to-date largest GWAS meta-analyses of
ADHD®, CUD? and CU* described above. We used ‘Association analysis based on
SubSETs’ (ASSET)?, to identify variants with concordant and discordant allelic direction of
effects on the phenotypes. We identified 36 genome-wide significant ADHD-CUD risk loci
with concordant direction of effect (Supplementary Table 6, Supplementary Figure 3.a), and
two loci with discordant direction of effect (Supplementary Table 7, Supplementary Figure
4.a). Two concordant loci on chromosomes 3 and 11 had independent secondary lead variants
(r* < 0.1 between the index variant and the secondary lead variant within a region of 0.5 Mb)
that remained significant after conditional analysis (two secondary lead variants on

chromosome 11 and one secondary independent lead variant on chromosome 3,
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Supplementary Table 8). All concordant index variants and independent secondary lead
variants demonstrated a high posterior probability (m-value) for both phenotypes contributing
to the observed signal (m > 0.85; Supplementary Table 6). The locus most strongly
associated in ADHD-CUD was located on chromosome 11 (downstream METTL15,
rs10835372; OR=1.06; P= 1.45x10™*®) and is also genome-wide significantly associated with
ADHD? and CUD? (Supplementary Table 6). The second most strongly associated locus was
located on chromosome 7 (in FOXP2; rs1989903, OR=1.05, P = 6.67x10™°) which is also
associated with both disorders separately®**. We identified 17 shared loci that have not been
reported for either disorder. Evaluating the concordant ADHD-CUD index variants in a
Phenome-wide association study (PheWAS) revealed that the variants are especially
associated with phenotypes within domains related to smoking, weight and cardiometabolic
diseases (Supplementary Table 11), which are domains that are also linked to the single
disorders separately®**.

We identified 13 genome-wide significant loci associated with ADHD-CU (Supplementary
Table 9; Supplementary Figure 3.b.) with concordant direction of effect, 11 of which
demonstrated a high contribution from both phenotypes (m-value > 0.85; Supplementary
Table 9). Ten loci were genome-wide significantly associated with discordant direction of
effects (Supplementary Table 10; Supplementary Figure 4.b).

Five loci were identified in both ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU GWASs with concordant
direction of effects.

Regional association plots for concordant loci can be found in Extended Data 1 and forest

plots and m-value plots in Extended Data 2.

Tissue specific expression of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU associated genes

We evaluated the expression of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU risk genes across a range of
tissues to identify affected tissues. First gene-based associations across the entire genome
were calculated using MAGMA? (including only concordant variants), second, we tested for
a relationship between the gene-based associations and tissue-specific gene expressions in 54
tissues from GTEX?®. This showed a significant association of ADHD-CUD genes with high
expression in four brain tissues including the cortex (Supplementary Figure 5.a), but no
increased expression of ADHD-CU genes in brain tissues were observed (Supplementary
Figure 5.b).
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Expresson of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU risk genes across brain developmental
stages

To further explore the differences in expression of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU genes, we
identified candidate risk genes and linked those to gene expression across brain
developmental stages. First concordant ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU genome-wide
significant risk loci with high posterior probability of contributions from both phenotypes,
were fine-mapped to identify sets of Bayesian credible variants®’, with each set most likely
(probability > 95%) including a causal variant (Supplementary Tables 12 and 13).
Subsequently, credible variants were linked to genes using the online platform FUMA? and
data on genomic position, information about expression quantitative trait loci (eQTLs) and
chromatin interaction mapping in human brain tissue (datasets selected are listed in the
Supplementary Note). We identified 195 potential risk genes for ADHD-CUD
(Supplementary Table 14) and 17 for ADHD-CU (Supplementary Table 15). The expression
of identified candidate genes was then evaluated across 12 brain developmental stages using
RNA-sequencing data of neocortex brain developmental stages from BrainSpan. ADHD-
CUD genes (167 genes with high quality data in BrainSpan) demonstrated significant
increased expression across all neocortex brain developmental stages when compared to
background genes (Supplementary Table 16). When comparing expression of ADHD-CUD
risk genes to ADHD-CU risk genes (16 genes with high quality data in BrainSpan; 4 overlap
the ADHD-CUD gene set), ADHD-CUD genes demonstrated the highest mean expression at
all brain developmental stages and significant overall mean expression when compared to the

mean expression of ADHD-CU risk genes (P=2.73x10™%;

Figure 1; Supplementary Table
16). Random down-sampling of ADHD-CUD genes 10,000 times to sets corresponding to the
size of the ADHD-CU gene set (12 genes), strongly supported the finding of ADHD-CUD
genes having significantly higher neocortical gene-expression than ADHD-CU genes no
matter which genes were randomly assembled into the subset. 95% of the 1000 down
sampled ADHD-CUD gene sets had significantly different expression than the ADHD-CU
genes and for 91% of the down sampled gene sets it was due to an over-expression of

ADHD-CUD genes compared to ADHD-CU genes (Supplementary Figure 6.a. and 6.b.).

Transcriptome-wide association studies (TWAYS)
We performed TWAS of the imputed gene-expressions to identify gene expressions
associated with ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU. This was done using S-prediXcan prediction

models trained on GTEXx® (v. 8) data for 13 brain tissues, and summary statistics including
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both concordant and discordant variants. Subsequently, individual S-prediXcan® results were
combined in a meta-analysis using S-MulTiXcan® to estimate overall association of the
genetically regulated gene-expression in brain with the phenotypes. The expression of 70
genes were significantly associated with ADHD-CUD overall in brain tissues (TWAS-
supplementary Tables 1), 36 were also exome-wide significantly associated with ADHD-
CUD in MAGMA gene-based association analysis (Supplementary Table 19), 49 were also
identified when linking credible variants to functional genomics data in FUMA
(Supplementary Table 17), and 34 genes were identified by all three methods (TWAS S-
MulTiXcan, MAGMA and FUMA; TWAS Supplementary Table 3). For ADHD-CU, 30
significant TWAS genes for association of overall brain expression with ADHD-CU were
identified (TWAS-supplementary Tables 2), only one overlapped MAGMA genes
(Supplementary Table 18) and genes identified using functional genomics data in FUMA
(Supplementary Table 15). Thus, there were larger consistency in risk genes identified across
methods and approaches for ADHD-CUD than for ADHD-CU.

SNP-heritability and genetic correlations with other phenotypes

Genetic correlation analyses were performed to evaluate the extent to which the genetics of
ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU overlap other phenotypes. We calculated the genetic
correlations (ry) of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU with 10 phenotypes related to (I)
psychiatric disorders: schizophrenia (SZ)*, autism spectrum disorder (ASD)*, major
depressive disorder (MDD)®*, SUD (alcohol use disorder [AUD]*, opioid use disorder
[OUD] *), (I1) cognition: educational attainment® (I11) substance use: smoking initiation®’,
drinks per week® and (IV) other phenotypes highly correlated with ADHD: insomnia®, age
at first birth (AFB)®). This was done using Linkage disequilibrium score regression
(LDSC)* and summary statistics only containing variants with concordant direction of effect
in the GWAS of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU. For comparison ry of ADHD with the 10
phenotypes were also calculated (Supplementary Table 19).

We identified significantly less negative ry of ADHD-CU with educational attainment (ry = -
0.19, s.e. = 0.04) and AFB (ry = -0.45, s.e. = 0.03) compared to ADHD-CUD (rgea = -0.57,
s.e. = 0.03, rgars = -0.72, s.e. = 0.03) and ADHD (rgea = -0.53, s.e. = 0.02, rgarg = -0.66, s.e.
= 0.02) (Supplementary Table 20, Figure 2). Both ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU
demonstrated a significant larger genetic correlation with SZ (rgaprp-cup = 0.42, s.e. =0.04;
ryaprp-cu = 0.33, s.e. = 0.04) than observed for ADHD (rg = 0.19, s.e. 0.03). For SUD and
substance use phenotypes, we identified a significantly higher ry of ADHD-CUD with AUD
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(rg = 0.72, s.e. = 0.04) and OUD (rq = 0.76, s.e. = 0.04) than observed for both ADHD-CU
(rgaup = 0.50, s.e. = 0.05; rgoup = 0.50, s.e. = 0.07) and ADHD (rgaup = 0.38, s.e. = 0.04;
rouo = 0.34, s.e. = 0.05), while both ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU demonstrated
significantly higher ry with substance use i.e., with drinks per week (rgapHp-cup = 0.36, s.e. =
0.04; rgapHp-cu = 0.43, s.e. = 0.04) and smoking initiation (rgapHp-cup = 0.77, s.e. = 0.02;
ryaprp-cu = 0.80, s.e. = 0.02) than observed for ADHD (rgorinks per week = 0.15, s.e. = 0.03,
lgsmoking = 0.60, s.e. = 0.02)(Supplementary Table 20). These results indicate that the shared
genetic components of ADHD with CUD and CU are similarly related to substance use
(smoking and drinks per week), while they differ with respect to SUD phenotypes where
ADHD-CUD concordant variants increase ry and ADHD-CU concordant variants decrease rq
relative to the rq observed for ADHD (Figure 2).

Load of rarevariantsin individualswith ADHD and comorbid CUD

We assessed the load of rare deleterious variants in individuals with ADHD and comorbid
CUD in exome sequencing data from the Danish iPSYCH cohort. We compared the load of
rare protein truncating variants (PTVs) and rare severe damaging missense variants
(SevereDMVs) in ADHD-CUD (N=333) to individuals with ADHD without comorbid CUD
(N=3,483) and to control individuals (N=8,951). None of the groups - ADHD-CUD, ADHD-
only or controls - included individuals diagnosed with intellectual disability (ID), bipolar
disorder (BPD), ASD, or SZ. We identified a higher overall load of rare PTVs and rare
SevereDMVs in ADHD-CUD compared to ADHD-only (P = 0.03; Figure 3; Supplementary
Table 21). In sub-analyses in sets of genes grouped by their probability of loss-of-function
intolerance, the load of rare PTVs+SevereDMVs in evolutionary constrained genes (pLI >
0.9*, 2,811 autosomal genes) in ADHD-CUD was similar to what was found for ADHD-only
(Supplementary Figure 7), however not significantly increased compared to controls,
probably due to low power. Rare PTVs+SevereDMVs in less constrained genes (0 < pLI <
0.5; 14,267 autosomal genes) were significantly higher in ADHD-CUD compared to ADHD-
only (P = 0.014; Figure 3; Supplementary Table 21). This suggests that the main rare variant
component driving the overall higher load of rare PTVs+SevereDMVs in ADHD-CUD
compared to ADHD without comorbidities are variants in genes with high tolerance to

deleterious mutations.

Dissecting the genetic ar chitecture of CUD comor bidity in ADHD using PGS
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Individuals diagnosed with ADHD are at an increased risk of developing CUD, but not much
is known about the specific genetic architecture of those that develop the comorbid condition
compared to those that do not. To explore this, we performed PGS analyses using individual
level genotype data from individuals in the Danish iPSYCH cohort'®*® with ADHD-CUD
(N=2,079) and individuals with ADHD without CUD (N = 23,466; other comorbidities are
not excluded) benchmarked against a control group (N= 37,246). Twelve PGSs were
analysed within the domains of psychiatric disorders (ADHD, ASD, SZ, MDD, BPD),
cognition (educational attainment), SUD (CUD, AUD, OUD), substance use (smoking
initiation, drinks per week, CU) (Supplementary Table 22). Comorbid ADHD-CUD
individuals demonstrated a higher PGS for all evaluated scores (except ASD) compared to
ADHD without CUD (or more negative for educational attainment) (Figure 4; Supplementary
Table 23). When comparing the PGS of females and males with ADHD-CUD no sex
differences were observed (Supplementary Figure 8, Supplementary Table 24). In summary,
individuals with both ADHD and CUD were found to have higher polygenic risk load not
only for SUD but also for a range of other psychiatric disorders and a decreased load of
variants associated with increased educational performance compared to ADHD individuals
without CUD, while no differences were observed between males and females with ADHD-
CuUD.

Risk of comorbid CUD in individualswith ADHD stratified by their PGS

IPSYCH is a population-based case-cohort including all individuals diagnosed with ADHD in
Denmark born between 1981 and 2008, with longitudinal information about comorbid
diagnoses from the Danish registries. This gives the unique possibility of estimating the
absolute risk that an individual with ADHD will develop CUD before a certain age depending
on the PGS. To do this we stratified individuals with ADHD in the iPSYCH cohort
(N=25,545) into quantiles depending on their PGS load of the 12 PGSs described above
(Supplementary Table 22). Subsequently, cox regression was performed to calculate the
cumulative absolute risk and hazard rate ratios (HRR) for developing comorbid CUD from 10
years to 30 years of age within PGS groups. For comparison the same analysis was done in
population-based controls excluding individuals with ADHD (N=37,246). We found that the
HRR of comorbid CUD generally increased with increasing PGS, and the highest HRR was
observed in the 4™ CUD-PRS quantile with a HRRy; = 1.99 (s.e. = 0.07, P = 1.7x10%)
compared to the first decile (Supplementary Figure 9, Supplementary Table 25). The highest

10
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absolute risk was observed for the smoking-PRS with the trajectory for the 4™ quantile
reaching an absolute risk of 23.2% at the age of 30 years, which was significantly higher than
the absolute risk of 12.7% reached in the lowest quantile (Supplementary Table 25). The
results were similar for the CUD-PGS with an absolute risk of 21.9% in the 4™ quantile
(Figure 5) and for the ADHD-PGS with an absolute risk of 19.9% in the 4" quantile, however
the ADHD-PGS was less able to stratify individuals into four distinguishable risk groups
(Supplementary Figure 9). For comparison, the absolute risk for CUD among population-
based controls in the high-risk smoking-PGS and CUD-PGS groups reached 1.8% and 1.6%
(Figure 5) respectively.

When estimating the risk for comorbid CUD among individuals with ADHD who have one or
both parents diagnosed with a psychiatric disorder (N= 6,999) the absolute risk increased
further to 25% in the 4™ quantile for both the CUD-PGS (Figure 5) and the smoking-PGS
(Supplementary Figure 10, Supplementary Table 26). Sex-specific analyses identified
substantial differences in the absolute risk of comorbid CUD between males (N = 17,682)
and females (N = 7,863) with ADHD, with a ~10% higher CUD risk among males than
females in both the high-risk CUD-PGS group and smoking-PGS group (PGS-CUD: absolute
risk for males 24% and 14% among females; Figure 5, Supplementary Figure 11 and 12 and

Supplementary Table 27).

Discussion

Here we dissect the shared genetic architecture of ADHD, CUD and CU through large-scale
GWAS cross-disorder analyses based on the most recent GWAS of the single disorders and
novel exome sequencing data. First, we evaluated the polygenic overlap between the
phenotypes, and identified a higher ry between ADHD and CUD (ry = 0.57) than between
ADHD and CU (ry = 0.20). This was reflected in a larger sharing of concordant influencing
variants between ADHD and CUD (7,000 variants; 75% shared and concordant directional
effect) than between ADHD and CU (5,100 variants; 60% shared and concordant), refining
the previously reported genetic overlap™ appreciably. We also found that most of the effect
of ADHD genetics on CUD is direct and only a small proportion (12%) is mediated by CU
genetics, which suggests CU to be less a risk factor for CUD than a genetic predisposition of
ADHD. MR analyses identified significant causal bidirectional relationships between ADHD
and CUD with a larger effect of CUD on ADHD than the reverse. MR analyses have

previously reported a causal effect of ADHD on CU***. The large number of shared variants
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between ADHD and CUD makes it important to address pleiotropy in the MR analyses as
pleiotropy violates MR assumptions. Even though we performed sensitivity analyses we did
not apply the exhaustive list of methods to handle, detect or control for pleiotropic
instrumental variables, and we cannot completely exclude potential biases introduced by
pleiotropy.

We identified 36 genome-wide significant loci for ADHD-CUD, with concordant direction of
effect of these 17 are novel loci i.e., they did not reach genome-wide significance in the
single disorders. The most strongly associated of these is located on the p-arm of
chromosome 3 (rs3774800, OR= 1.05, s.e. = 0.006, P = 1.79x10™"®), in a broad LD region,
containing credible variants that were linked to 69 genes through integration with functional
genomics data. The second most strongly associated new locus is located on the g-arm of
chromosome 3, intragenic in CADM2 (rs11915747, OR = 1.05, s.e.= 0.006, P = 6.93x10™).
In the cross-disorder GWAS of ADHD-CU, 23 loci were identified, 11 of them with
concordant direction of effects and strong contributions to the association signal from both
phenotypes. The most strongly associated concordant locus (rs62263912, OR = 1.06, s.e. =
0.007, P= 7.82x10™°) was also located intragenic in CADM2. CADM2 encodes the synaptic
cell adhesion molecule 1, and was previously identified in a GWAS of CU* and has also
been linked to sensation seeking®** and impulsive behaviors®.

The larger number of concordant risk loci for ADHD-CUD goes well in line with the MiXeR
analyses finding that 75% of shared variants have concordant direction of effect, and the
observation that a little less than half of the genome-wide significant loci for ADHD-CU
variants have discordant directions corresponds well with the estimate that around 40% of the

shared influencing variants have discordant effects on ADHD and CU.

Besides CADM2 four other loci were genome-wide significantly associated with both
ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU with concordant directions of effect, including an interesting
locus on chromosome 11. This locus is also associated with both CUD and CU%, and has
been linked to tobacco smoking®’ and alcohol dependence®. In the present study both index
variants were located in NCAM1, but for ADHD-CUD, three independent genome-wide
significant variants (two remained significant after conditional analyses) were observed
downstream NCAML1 representing a secondary independent locus not associated with ADHD-
CU. One of these variants is located in DRD2, and the other two variants are located
downstream DRD2 but were linked to DRD2 by functional annotations (rs6589386 is a
significant eQTL for DRD2 in the cerebellar hemisphere [P=6.5x10°] and rs2014920 is
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located in a chromatin region interacting with DRD2; see also Supplementary Table 14).
DRD2 was also one of the 34 genes identified as a risk gene for ADHD-CUD by three
different methods (gene-based magma test, by integration with functional genomics data in
FUMA and by TWAS). Identification of DRD2 as a risk gene for ADHD-CUD is of high
interest considering the role of dopamine in CUD*" and in ADHD, where ADHD symptoms
have been linked to dysfunctional dopamine regulation in the brain*. We have previously
identified a significant association of ADHD risk genes with high expression in dopaminergic
neurons®, but the present result is the first to directly link a single locus implicating a
dopamine receptor/transporter to ADHD (subgroups) based on GWAS results. The TWAS
identified an overall significantly decreased expression of DRD2 in the meta-analysis of
expression across brain regions (P= 4.8x10°, Zpen = -0.19) with the most significantly
decreased expression found in the cerebellar hemisphere (1.57x10°®, Z = -5.65), a brain
region that has been found to be involved in reward and cognitive processing®®*°.

ADHD demonstrated a significant genetic correlation with both CUD and CU, but our
analyses suggest several differences in the shared concordant genetics of ADHD and CUD
from the shared concordant genetics of ADHD and CU. ADHD-CUD associated genes have a
significant increased expression in several brain regions (Supplementary Figure 5), and a
significant increased expression across all brain developmental stages (Figure 1), which is not
observed for ADHD-CU genes. The higher expression of ADHD-CUD genes across brain
regions and developmental stages could indicate that these genes are more important for brain
development and function than ADHD-CU genes. It should be noted that GWAS of ADHD?
and CUD™ have previously linked the disorders to genes with high expression in early brain
development, while we observed increased expression of ADHD-CUD risk genes across all
brain developmental stages. Our approach was different from what was used in the single
disorder GWAS, so we cannot exclude that other approaches might link ADHD-CUD to
genes with different patters with regard to prenatal and postnatal expressions.

When evaluating genetic correlations we found that variants associated with educational
attainment, age at first birth, and SUD (AUD, OUD) contributed to differences in the
concordant polygenic architecture of ADHD-CUD from ADHD-CU. ADHD-CUD has a
significant higher ry with SUD phenotypes (ry_aup = 0.72; ry oup = 0.76) and significant lower
ry with educational attainment (ry ea = -0.58) and age at first birth (rq arg = -0.73) when
compared to those for ADHD-CU (rg aup = 0.5; rg oup = 0.5, rg ea = -0.19, rq ars = -0.45)
(Figure 2). These results are in line with previous findings suggesting that the genetic

architecture of drug use is different from that of diagnosed SUD™ including opposite
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14,17 14,17
).

genetic correlations of EA with substance use (positive rg~") and SUD (negative ry
Our results suggest that these genetic differences are also reflected in the genetics shared with
ADHD. It could be speculated that ADHD-CUD risk variants affect pathological mechanisms
shared across ADHD and SUD, while ADHD-CU associated variants influence less
detrimental biological aspects of ADHD and substance use related to sensation seeking and
risky behavior which have positive genetic correlations with educational attainment®>2,

A limitation of this study is potential heterogeneity and lack of specificity of the CU
phenotype. The phenotype definition is life-time use, and therefore includes a range of users,
from those that have used cannabis just once to those that have used it regularly and a
minority who will progress to CUD. The impact of CUD is assumed to be small as the
prevalence of CU is 22% in UK Biobank (which compose 78.2% of the samples in the CU
GWAS), and thus much higher than the prevalence of CUD in UK which is around 1.2%.
Additionally, the different samples varied regarding the age of the participants, the
prevalence of cannabis use due to different cohort ascertainments, and access to cannabis due
to differences in policy regarding cannabis use between countries. These factors may have
introduced some heterogeneity and thus reduced power to detect genetic associations, but
despite that the study identified eight genome-wide significant loci. Even though the CU
phenotype is somewhat unspecific, and could be influenced by other traits related to cannabis
use, like risky behaviour and novelty seeking, the phenotype does capture genetic aspects of
substance use, since CU demonstrate significant higher ry with substance use and SUD
phenotypes than what was found for ADHD.

We have previously found an increased load of rare loss of function variants in individuals
with ADHD compared to controls™ but very little is known about the role of rare variants in
CUD. Here we identified a significant increased load of rare PTVs+SevereDMVs in
individuals with ADHD-CUD compared to ADHD-only when considering all autosomal
genes, and in particular, in evolutionarily less constrained genes (i.e., genes with 0 < pLI <
0.5). This suggests that the genetic risk component contributing to CUD, besides what is
shared with ADHD, involves genes that are expressed in fewer tissues and are less important
for cell survival, as these features characterize less constrained genes compared to
evolutionary constrained genes**. Besides increased load of rare PTVs+SevereDMVs, PGS
analyses in the iPSYCH cohort also identified the load of common risk variants associated
with other psychiatric disorders (except ASD) and SUD to be increased in comorbid
individuals (Figure 4). Stratification of iPSYCH individuals with ADHD into PGS quantiles
found an absolute risk of 22% in the high-risk CUD-PGS group, which was strikingly higher
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than observed for controls in the high-risk CUD-PGS group, where the absolute risk of CUD
reached 1.6% (Figure 5). When evaluating the cumulative absolute risk among individuals
having one or more parents diagnosed with a psychiatric disorder the absolute risk increased
further to 24% in the high CUD-PRS group.

In the PGS analyses we did not find significant differences between males and females with
ADHD-CUD however we identified substantial sex differences in the absolute risk, with
males having almost twice the risk for comorbid CUD in all CUD-PGS groups compared to
females, also among controls. This means that given the same genetic risk load a much larger
proportion of males develop SUD, suggesting that males are more susceptible to some
environmental factors than females. Overall, our findings provide a statistically significant
basis for considering the use of PGSs in clinical settings to identify individuals with ADHD
at high risk for comorbid CUD. These predictions could be further elaborated by
incorporating other relevant information that modifies the risk, like parental diagnosis with a
psychiatric disorder or sex. For instance, targeted efforts could be envisaged towards males
with the highest CUD-PGS. This could include preventive programs and/or monitoring to
identify potential early stages of CUD for early intervention® to prevent the manifestation of
severe CUD. The use of PGS in clinical settings with such potential applications is
warranted®"®,

Overall, our results suggest that ADHD shares a larger number of concordant influencing
variants with CUD than with CU and that ADHD-CUD associated variants affect genes with
high expression across several brain tissues and developmental stages, including DRD2.
ADHD with comorbid CUD is associated with increased polygenic risk load of both common
and rare deleterious variants, and this information could potentially be incorporated into
prediction tools to identify vulnerable individuals with ADHD at high risk for CUD.

Methods

An overview of the workflow and methods are illustrated in Supplementary Figures 13-15.
The study was approved by the local scientific ethics committees and IRBs. The iPSYCH
study was approved by the Scientific Ethics Committee in the Central Denmark Region (Case
No 1-10-72-287-12) and the Danish Data Protection Agency. In accordance with Danish
legislation, the Danish Scientific Ethics Committee has, for this study, waived the need for

specific informed consent in biomedical research based on existing biobanks.

GWAS summary statistics
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This study is based on the largest available summary statistics from GWAS of ADHD, CUD
and CU, of European ancestry. The GWAS meta-analysis of ADHD?® included data on 38,691
individuals with ADHD and 186,843 controls from iPSYCH, deCODE, and ten ADHD
cohorts collected by the Psychiatric Genomics Consortium. The CUD GWAS® meta-analysis
included data 42,281 individuals with CUD and 843,744 controls from the Department of
Veterans Affairs, Million Veteran Program (MVP), iPSYCH, deCODE, Yale-Penn 3,
Partners Healthcare Biobank and 17 cohorts from the Psychiatric Genomics Consortium. The
CU GWAS meta-analysis* included data on 162,082 individuals with self-reported lifetime
cannabis use from 16 cohorts from the International Cannabis Consortium and UK Biobank.
Most of the individuals with ADHD or CUD in the published GWAS were diagnosed
according to the ICD or DSM diagnosis criteria. An overview of the cohorts included in the
GWAS, and a brief overview of the diagnostic criteria can be found in Supplementary Table
28. Detailed information about cohort ascertainment and phenotype definitions are described
elsewhere (see references in Supplementary Table 28). In the CU GWAS data were available
for all individuals on whether an individual reported having ever used cannabis during their
lifetime: yes versus no. Although phrasing of the question slightly differed between cohorts,
the answer reflected lifetime cannabis use in all the samples (a short description can be found
in Supplementary Table 28). Due to differences in recruitment strategies, cultural and
temporal differences, combined with differences in cannabis availability between countries,
there was a range in the percentage of lifetime use with a mean of 36,1% across cohorts.

The published GWAS of ADHD and CUD include analyses that evaluate potential genetic
heterogeneity across cohorts due to differences in diagnostic criteria, ascertainment strategies
or other differentiating factors. The studies found significant high genetic correlations
between cohorts in both the ADHD GWAS (rg = 0.82 — 0.92) and the CUD GWAS (ry = 0.71
- 0.87) supporting a high consistency in the polygenic architecture underlying the phenotypes
across samples. Genetic correlations between cohorts included in the CU GWAS are not
reported in the published study and we can therefore not rule out heterogeneity between
cohorts. However, the study identified eight genome-wide significant loci, which indicates
that genetic heterogeneity is not a major issue, since this would most likely lead to decreased

power.

Genetic overlap between ADHD, CUD and CU
The number of shared common variants between ADHD and either CUD or CU were

estimated using bivariate mixture modelling MiXeR%. MiXeR quantifies the polygenic

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.22.24303124
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.22.24303124; this version posted February 24, 2024. 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 .

overlap (i.e., total number of variants that explain 90% of the SNP heritability) irrespective of
the directions of effect on the two phenotypes, using summary statistics from GWAS. First
summary statistics from GWAS meta-analysis of ADHD?, CU* and CUD were prepared by
filtering out variants in the region on chromosome 6: 26000000-34000000 bases, and
prepared with the munge function from LDSC® using effective sample sizes calculated as
Net=4/(1/Ncas + 1/Ncon). The MiXeR analysis was run in two steps with default settings. First
univariate Gaussian Mixture Modelling analysis was run to determine the polygenicity
(proportion of non-zero effect SNPs) and discoverability (effect size variance) separately for
ADHD, CU, and CUD. In a second step, a bivariate analysis uses estimates from the
univariate analysis to determine the number of causal variants shared between the two
phenotypes, the number of variants specific to each of the two phenotypes and variants with
zero-effects on both phenotypes. These parameters were combined to quantify the polygenic

overlap and genetic correlations between ADHD and either CU or CUD.

Genomic SEM, mediation and M endelian randomization analyses

We used structural equation modelling implemented in Genomic SEM?# to estimate the
loadings of ADHD, CU and CUD on a shared latent genetic factor. For this we used summary
statistics of ADHD, CUD and CU and harmonized the files using the munge function in
LDSC* as described above. We applied a common factor model, where the latent factor
connecting the three phenotypes, represents the shared genetic architecture. This model was
also constructed with a user-defined model, where the model was constructed to handle a
Heywood case (i.e., a negative variance) observed for CUD, which was solved by fixing the
variance to zero. Diagonally Weighted Least Square (DWLS) was chosen as the estimation
method and the variance of the latent factor was constrained to be 1. Fit indices are not
reported as this was a fully saturated model (i.e., df = 0).

We also used Genomic SEM to test whether the common variant liability to ADHD effects
CUD directly or if the relationship is mediated through common variant liability to cannabis
use. Multivariable LD-Score regression was run to obtain the genetic covariance matrix (S)
and the corresponding sampling covariance matrix (V), where the population prevalence was
set to 0.05 for ADHD', 0.01 for CUD (the prevalence of CUD in Denmark™) and 0.44 for
CU (estimated based on information in the paper?"). LD scores and weights for the European
population were obtained from the original LD score package (see URLS).
In the model CUD (V3) was regressed on both CU (V2) and ADHD (V1), and CU (V2) was
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also regressed on ADHD (V1). This creates a path from ADHD to CUD directly and a path
from ADHD via CU to CUD. A user specified mediation model was subsequently fitted

using Genomic SEM. The mediation models were run with DWLS as the estimation method.

Mendelian randomization

MR is a method that uses genetic variants as proxy for an exposure to evaluate the extent to
which the exposure has a causal impact on an outcome. The causal relationship between
ADHD and CUD was examined using bidirectional MR analyses i.e., we tested for the causal
impact of ADHD (as exposure) on CUD (the outcome) and the reverse.

Instrumental variables in the analysis with ADHD as the exposure were genome-wide
significant index variants identified in the newest ADHD GWAS?®. The instrumental variables
for CUD as the exposure were defined as independent genome-wide significant variants
located with a distance of more than with kb > 500 kb and with a correlation (r*) < 0.001.
Before MR was run, a harmonization step was performed to ensure effects were coded
corresponding to the same reference allele in both the outcome and exposure dataset. After
harmonization, 12 instrumental variables were identified for ADHD and 20 instrumental
variables were identified for CUD. Inverse variance weighted MR was performed along with
four sensitivity analyses: simple mode MR, weighted mode MR, weighted median MR, MR
Egger regression and Generalized Summary-data-based MR method (GSMR). These
analyzes were performed to handle potential problems with horizontal pleiotropy. Moreover,
Q-heterogeneity tests, single variant analyses, leave-one (variant) -out analyses, funnel plots
and a test of the MR Egger regression intercept were performed to detect potential problems
with horizontal pleiotropy. The harmonization step, MR analyses and sensitivity analyses
were done using the R-package TwoSampleMR (see URL) with default settings, except from
the GSMR® which was implemented in GCTA®. GSMR was performed with the newest
version of the HEIDI-outlier filtering method. GSMR was run with a 1000 Genomes phase 3
European reference file and default settings.

In all MR analyses, the Q-heterogeneity tests were significant, indicating the MR analyzes
could be biased by horizontal pleiotropy. The IVW MR and the sensitivity analyzes along
with the Q heterogeneity test and the test of the MR Egger intercept were therefore rerun
without variants detected as outliers by HEIDI in the GSMR.

To ensure no bias from weak instruments we calculated F-statistics for each of the SNPs and
an overall F-statistic for ADHD and CUD. An F-statistic above 10 is recommended to avoid

problems with weak instruments. The F-statistics were estimated using the proportion of
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variance in the exposure explained by instrumental variables, also called the R% The r? for
each instrumental variable was calculated as:
r2 =2 x B%x (1 — EAF) x EAF)/(2 x B? X (1 — EAF) x EAF + 2 X SE? X N X (1 — EAF) x EAF)
Where 3 is the effect size of the exposure, SE is the standard error, EAF is the effect allele
frequency and N is the sample size.
An F-statistic was then calculated for each SNP:

2
F=- 1(1i rZZ)
An overall F statistic for the risk factor was calculated by summing the individual R? and
using the formula:

N-K-1 R?
K (1-R?

F=

Where N is sample size and K is the number of instrumental variables. Besides calculating a
F statistic for the risk factor, a lower limit of a one-sided 95 % confidence interval was

estimated for the F parameter as seen in (REF)®.

Cross-disorder GWAS meta-analyses

Two cross-disorder GWAS were performed for (1) ADHD® (38,691 with ADHD; 186,843
controls) and CUD? (42,281 with CUD; 843,744 controls) and (2) ADHD® and CU** (N=
162,082 individuals) using a fixed effect meta-analysis approach implemented in ASSET?.
Unlike traditional meta-analysis methods, ASSET takes into account the direction of effects a
variant has on multiple disorders, and outputs subsets of variants with the same directions of
effect on the analyzed phenotypes or subsets of variants whose effect sizes are in the opposite
direction on the analyzed phenotypes.

Before ASSET was run, the ADHD, CUD and CU summary statistics were harmonized and
aligned to a reference genome to ensure effect alleles and effect sizes were aligned between

the three summary statistics. The harmonization was performed with the Bioconductor

package MungeSumstats using the reference genomes
SNPlocs.Hsapiens.dbSNP144.GRCH37 and BSgenome.Hsapies.1000genomes.hs37d5 also
from Bioconductor.

ASSET was run using the h.traits() function and one-sided and two-sided meta-analyses were
conducted with default settings. The analyses were constrained to variants shared between the
ADHD summary statistics and either the CU or CUD summary statistics. We corrected for

sample overlap by including an inter-study phenotypic correlation matrix. This was derived
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by estimating the intercepts from genetic correlation analysis in LDSC* which were used as
rough estimates of sample overlap between ADHD and respectively CUD and CU.
Two datasets were created for each of the two cross-disorder GWAS. One dataset was
created based on results from the one-sided subset test, where only variants having the same
direction of effect for both phenotypes were kept (the concordant variants) and another
dataset was created from the two-sided subset test, where only variants with opposite
directions of effect on the two phenotypes were kept (the discordant variants). A P-value =
5x10" was used to declare variants genome-wide significantly associated.

Independent index variants and secondary lead variants were defined as variants with a P-
value < 5x10°® and low linkage disequilibrium (LD) between them (r* < 0.1). LD blocks of
independent variants with a distance less than 250 kb of each other were merged into one risk
locus. One genome-wide significant risk locus in the ADHD-CU GWAS and four genome-
wide significant risk loci in the ADHD-CUD GWAS had more than one independent lead
variant. COJO®® implemented GCTA v1.94.1%* was used to examine if the secondary lead
variants remained genome-wide significant after conditioning on the index variant in the
locus.

Potential heterogeneity in effect size estimates between the phenotypes included in the cross-
disorder GWAS was evaluated for all genome wide significant index variants and secondary
lead variants. Heterogeneity was quantified by estimating the posterior probabilities (the m-
value®) that the effect exists in both studies, using METASOFT®. Loci with m-values below
0.85 for one of the phenotypes were removed. METASOFT was run with an alpha set to 1.5
and sigma set to 0.4.

We performed a PheWAS, using PhennoScanner v2°%¢

(see ULRs) to evaluate associations
of ADHD-CUD index variants (and independent secondary variants) across more than 5000

GWAS studies implemented in the curated database.

Tissue specific expression of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU genes

MAGMA v1.08%* implemented in FUMA v1.4.2 (Ref.?®®) was used to perform gene-based
association analysis using the full summary statistics from the GWAS meta-analyses.
Genome-wide significance was assessed through Bonferroni correction for the number of
genes tested (CUD: P = 0.05/15,536 = 3.22x10°%; CU: P = 0.05/16,083 = 3.11x10°). The
relationships between tissue specific gene expression profiles and ADHD-gene associations

was tested using MAGMA gene-property analysis of expression data from GTEx® (54 tissue
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types) available in FUMA? (See Supplementary Information for data sets selected in

FUMA). Bonferroni correction was applied to correct for the number of tissues tested.

Mapping of risk genes and their expression across brain developmental stages

In order to identify sets of causal variants we fine-mapped each genome-wide significant
locus from both cross-disorder GWAS using three fine-mapping tools, FINEMAP v.
1.3.1(Ref. %), PAINTOR v.3.0 (Ref.”) and CAVIARBF v.0.2.1 (Ref.”), using CAUSALdb-
finemapping-pip downloaded from https://github.com/mulinlab/CAUSALdb-finemapping-

pip27.
Genetic variants within 1 million base pairs of the index variants were used as input for the
pipeline. We used a threshold 95% for the total posterior probability of the variants included
in the credible sets and only variants claimed to be within the set by all three methods were
included in the final credible set for each locus. For secondary lead variants the pipeline was
run by first removing variants with stronger association signal than the secondary
independent lead variants from the input file to get reliable results.

Credible variants were linked to genes based on genomic position and functional annotations
in FUMAZ, Protein coding genes were mapped if they were located with a distance of 10Kb
up- or downstream index variants or if a credible variant was annotated to the gene based on
eQTL data or chromatin interaction data from human brain (data sets used in the mapping can
be found in the Supplementary Note). Gene mapping was performed with functional
annotation filters set with default settings and no additional variant filtering by functional
annotation was applied in the eQTL and chromatin interaction mapping.

The expression of mapped ADHD-CUD genes (N=195) and ADHD-CU genes (N=17) across
neocortex brain developmental stages was evaluated in bulk RNA-sequencing data (v. 10)
from BrainSpan (see URLs). Following (Ref.”") we only analyzed the following neocortical
regions: dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, ventrolateral prefrontal cortex , medial prefrontal
cortex, orbitofrontal cortex, primary motor cortex, primary somatosensory cortex,
primary association cortex, inferior parietal cortex, superior temporal cortex, inferior
temporal cortex, and primary visual cortex. The different developmental stages were defined
as in the BrainSpan documentation (see URLS). Samples with poor quality were removed
(RNA integrity number (RIN) < 7). Genes were defined as expressed if the Reads Per
Kilobase of transcript per Million mapped reads (RPKM) was minimum 1 in at least 80 % of
the samples for at least one neocortical region in one major temporal epoch. The expression
data kept after filtering was log-transformed (log,[RPKM+1]). A two-sided paired t-test was
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used to test for differential expression of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU genes against a
background gene set at each developmental stage and across all developmental stages. Due to
small sample sizes for the individual developmental stages, the data was tested to see if the
assumptions for a paired t-test were met. If the assumptions of the paired t-test were not met a
Wilcoxon signed-rank test was performed instead. The background gene set included
expressed BrainSpan genes not found in either the ADHD-CUD or ADHD-CU gene set. A
two-sided paired t-test was also performed to determine differential expression between
ADHD-CUD genes and ADHD-CU genes across developmental stages. Genes shared
between the two gene sets were removed before the test (four genes). Bonferroni correction
was applied correcting for the number of brain developmental stages analyzed (12 stages).
Due to the large difference in sample size between the ADHD-CUD (167 genes) and the
ADHD-CU (16 genes) gene sets, the ADHD-CUD gene set was randomly down-sampled
10,000 times to the same size as the ADHD-CU genes and tested using paired t-test, for

difference in mean expression from the ADHD-CU genes.

Transcriptome-wide association studies (TWAS) with S-prediXcan and S-MulTiXcan
TWAS of the genetically regulated gene expression was done using S-prediXcan®. This
method use GWAS summary statistics as input and imputes the genetically regulated gene
expression based on prediction models trained on external transcriptome data and test for
association of the imputed gene expression with a phenotype. We used the and summary
statistics from GWAS of ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU including all variants, and gene
expression predictions models based on mashr trained on GTEx data (v. 8), for 13 brain
tissues: Amygdala, Anterior cingulate cortex (BA24), Caudate basal ganglia, Cerebellar
hemisphere, Cerebellum, Cortex, Frontal cortex (BA9), Hippocampus, Hypothalamus,
Nucleus accumbens basal ganglia, Putamen basal ganglia, Spinal cord cervical (c-1) and
Substantia nigra. Prior to S-prediXcan analyses, the summary statistics were prepared in a
harmonization, imputation and post-imputation step. In the harmonization step, the data was
made compatible with a 1000 Genome Phase 3 European reference panel” and updated to
Human Genome hg38 format. Next, in the imputation and post-imputation steps missing
variants in the summary statistics were imputed using the same 1000 Genomes Phase 3
reference data. S-prediXcan results for the 13 brain tissues listed above were a meta-analyzed
using S-MulTiXcan®, to calculate gene expression associations across different brain tissues
while handling potential correlations. The harmonization step, imputation step, S-prediXcan

and S-MulTiXcan were run with default settings (see URLS).
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SNP-heritability and genetic correlations

SNP-heritabilities (h’snp) and genetic correlations (ry) with 10 other phenotypes were
estimated for ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU using LDSC® and summary statistics only
containing concordant variants. The phenotypes included in the ry analyses were within the
domains of SUD (OUD, AUD), substance use (drinks per week, smoking initiation),
psychiatric disorders (ASD, MDD, SZ) or highly genetically correlated with ADHD
(insomnia, educational attainment, age at first birth) (see references in Supplementary Table
17). We applied Bonferroni correction and declared genetic correlations significantly
different from zero if the P-value was lower than P = 0.0017 (0.05/30 tests). For comparison
ry between the above-mentioned phenotypes were also estimated with ADHD?®. Block-
jackknife method” was used to test for significant differences between estimated genetic
correlations. The block-jackknife method is a resampling method, where the difference
between resampling genetic correlations is used to calculate a jackknife standard error. From
this standard error a Z-statistic is estimated and used in a two-tailed Z-test to determine if the
difference between two genetic correlations is significant different from zero. Here 200
resampling estimates were obtained, and Bonferroni correction was applied to correct for
multiple testing (P < (0.05/30) = 0.002).

All analyzes were constrained to SNPs from the 1000 Genomes Phase 3 European reference

|72

panel’“ with a MAF above 0.05, and LD scores which we calculated based on the European

Haplotype reference consortium using LDSC with a 1 centiMorgan window.

Load of rarevariantsin individualswith ADHD and comorbid CUD

We analyzed whole-exome sequencing data from iIPSYCH to evaluate the role of rare-
deleterious variants in ADHD comorbid with CUD. The sequencing data were obtained for a
subset (n=34,544) of iPSYCH cohort, which was described in details in our previous study of
the role of rare variants in childhood, persistent and late diagnosed ADHD™ including
description of data quality control (QC), functional annotation, and rare variant burden
analysis. In brief, the sequencing was executed across multiple phases — Pilotl, Wave 1,
Wave 2, and Wave 3 — using an lllumina HiSeq platform at the Broad Institute's Genomics
Platform. After stringent QC excluding individuals with low quality sequencing, related
individuals (one of each related pair with an piHAT value > 0.2 was excluded), and genetic
outliers were removed based on PCA of a set of pruned high-quality variants with maf >

0.05. After QC 28,448 individuals remained for further analysis. By cross-referencing with
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diagnoses recorded in the Danish Psychiatric Central Research Registry’ and the Danish
Patient Registry’® up to the year 2016, we categorized 333 individuals with comorbid ADHD
and CUD (ADHD-CUD; ICD-10 codes: F90.0, F90.1, F98.8 for ADHD and F12.1-9 for
CUD), 3,483 individuals with ADHD without CUD (ADHD-only), and 8,951 controls. None
of these groups included individuals diagnosed with intellectual disability (ICD10: F70, F71,
F72, F73, F78, F79), ASD (ICD10: F84.0, F84.1, F84.5, F84.8, F84.9), bipolar disorder
(ICD10: F30-F31) or schizophrenia (ICD10: F20).

We defined rare variants as those with an allele count no greater than five across our iPSYCH
dataset and the non-Finnish Europeans from non-psychiatric exome subset of the gnomAD
(N = 44,779>). PTVs were defined by being annotated as frame-shift, splice-site or stop-
gained and predicted with LOF flag by SnpEff’’. Severe damaging missense variants
(SevereDMVs) were classified based on an MPC score > 3™,

We employed logistic regression to assess the impact of rare deleterious variants (rare PTVs+
SevereDMVs) in ADHD-CUD compared to ADHD-only in all autosomal genes. Then we
proceeded to perform sub-analyses evaluating the load of rare deleterious variants (rare
PTVs+ SevereDMVs) in ADHD-CUD, compared to ADHD-only in bins of genes stratified
by their pLI score: (I) in genes with high tolerance to loss of function mutations (0 < pLI <
0.5), (1) in less constrained genes (0.5 < pLI < 0.9), and in (I11) evolutionarily constrained
genes (pLI > 0.9). In the sub-analyses we corrected for multiple testing using Bonferroni
correction and considered a P-value of 0.0167 as significant (0.05 / 3 (number of pLI bin) =
0.0167).

For comparison we also tested for the load of rare PTVs+SevereDMVs in ADHD-CUD
compared to controls and in ADHD-only compared to controls. Load of rare synonymous
variants in constrained genes (pLI > 0.9) was also tested as a sensitivity analysis as we would
expect no difference between groups for this category of variants.

Covariates included in the regression were birth year, sex, the first ten PCs from PCA
(performed after excluding non-European samples), total number of variants, number of rare
synonymous variants, percentage of exome target covered at a read depth of at least 20, mean
read depth at sites within the exome target passing VQSR and sequencing wave (one-hot

encoded).

Polygenic scor e analyses
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A PGS is a score that summarizes an individual’s polygenic load of common variants
associated with a phenotype, based on individual level genotypes. PGS analyses were
performed using individual level genotype data from individuals in the iPSYCH cohort™*.
Individuals with ADHD (ICD10 diagnosis codes: F90.0, F90.1, F98.8) and CUD (ICD10

diagnosis codes: F12.1-9) were identified in the Danish registries” "

, controls were randomly
selected population-based controls without CUD and ADHD.

Quality control and imputation of genotypes have been described in detail elsewhere (REF®).
Related individuals were removed using PLINK'™ identity by states analyses and genetic
outliers were identified using Eigensoft®® implemented in the Ricopili pipeline®. Genetic
outliers were identified in principal component analysis (PCA) using best-guess genotypes.
The principal component (PC) 1 and PC2 values from the first round of PCA were used to
define an ellipsoid with a center based on the mean values of PC1 and PC2 of a subsample.
Individuals with PC1 or PC2 values greater than six standard deviations from the center of the
ellipsoid were removed as genetic outliers. The sub-sample used to define the ellipsoid
consisted of individuals who themselves and their parents had Denmark registered as their
birthplace. Two additional PCAs were run to further filter and inspect data for genetic
outliers. After non-Europeans and related individuals were removed, the iPSYCH dataset
contained 37,246 controls, 25,545 ADHD cases, and 5,490 CUD cases.

PGSs were estimated using summary statistics from large GWAS of phenotypes related to
SUD, substance use, psychiatric disorders, and educational attainment (see Supplementary
Table 22) using LDpred2-auto® (automatic model). For studies including iPSYCH data in the
original GWAS we used results with iPSYCH excluded (MDD, Sz, CUD), or generated the
PGS as described below (for ADHD and ASD). The method automatically estimates the
sparsity p and the h%p, and thus validation data are not required to tune hyper-parameters.
We ran 30 Gibbs chains with the h’s estimate from LDSC as the initial value for h%ypand a
sequence of equally spaced and log scaled P-values between 1x10™ and 0.5. A Gibbs chain
was kept if the absolute difference between the standard deviation of the predictors and the
median standard deviation were within three median absolute deviations. The average effect
size of retained models was used to calculate PGSs in the iPSYCH sample. Only variants with
minor allele frequency MAF > 0.01 and INFO score > 0.8 (if this information was available)
in the summary statistics were used, and analyses were constrained to HapMap3+ variants as
recommended in (REF®). All generated PGSs were standardized using means and standard
deviations estimated based on individuals from the iPSYCH control sub cohort with European

ancestry.
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Due to lack of an external large ADHD GWAS and ASD GWAS, the ADHD-PGS and ASD-
PGS were partly internally derived following the approach previously described*™. In short
50 GWAS were run, where 1/50 of the individuals on turn were excluded from the training
GWAS. LDpred2 was run 50 times with these training GWASs where PGSs in each run were
estimated for the 1/50 of individuals not included in that specific GWAS. The PGSs were first
standardized in each fold by using the mean and standard deviation of the PGSs in that fold.
Next the 50 PGS-folds were combined into one sample and standardized using the mean and
the standard deviation estimated for sub cohort individuals with European ancestry.

Logistic regression models were run for each of the standardized PGSs to estimate how much
variance in the phenotype each PGS explains (ADHD vs controls and ADHD-CUD vs
controls) estimated by Nagelkerke R? and McFadden R The first 10 principal components
and a batch variable (iPSYCH1 or iPSYCH2) were included in the models. Multivariate
multivariable regression was done to evaluate the load of all PGSs in ADHD and ADHD-
CUD benchmarked against a control group without ADHD or CUD in one analysis. We
applied the multivariate multivariable regression framework, described in detail in (REF).
In short the method simultaneously run one linear regression model per PGS on the
phenotypes, while handling potential correlations between PGSs by fitting the variance-
covariance matrixes jointly. The first 10 principal components and a batch indicator for
iPSYCHL1 and iPSYCH2 were included as covariates in the model. We applied Bonferroni
correction correcting for 36 pair-wise comparisons of PGS load in the groups.

Cox regression was performed to estimate the relative HRR and the absolute risk of
developing CUD among individuals with ADHD stratified by their PGS, using an in-house
pipeline incorporating the two R-packages survival and survminer (see ULRS). Besides
the PGS, the 10 first PCs and a batch variable (iPSYCH1/iPSYCH2) were included in the cox
models. Three models were run (1) including all individuals diagnosed with ADHD
(stratified into PGS-quantiles), where the model examined the risk of developing CUD from
the age of 10 years to 30 years of age. Four PGSs (ADHD, CUD, smoking and EA) were
evaluated in the last models (2) the same model but run separately for females and males
(stratified into PGS-tertiles) (3) a model constrained to individuals (stratified into PGS-
tertiles) having at least one parent diagnosed with a psychiatric disorder (ADHD, SZ, BP,
MDD) or any substance use disorder (i.e., alcohol, opioids, cannabinoids, sedatives or
hypnotics, cocaine, stimulants, hallucinogens, tobacco, volatile solvents, or multiple drug use
and use of other psychoactive substances corresponding to ICD10 diagnoses F10-F19). Cases

of acute intoxication were excluded from the analysis (ICD10 diagnoses F1X.0). For each of
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the three models the risk of CUD among ADHD cases within each PGS group was calculated
relative to the low PGS-group and for model 1 HRRs with a P-value less than P = 0.001
(Bonferroni correction correcting for 36 pair-wise comparisons) were considered
significantly different from 1. For model 2 and 3 HRRs with a P-value less than P = 0.004
(Bonferroni correction correcting for 12 pair-wise comparisons) were considered
significantly different from 1.

For comparison we estimated the relative and absolute risk of developing CUD in the general
Danish population with European ancestry by estimating the risk of CUD in the iPSYCH sub
cohort excluding individuals with ADHD. Cox regression was done as explained above with
individuals stratified into tertiles. All graphs generated for cox regression was smoothed in R

with the geom_smooth() method “loess™ in order to obfuscate individual data points.

URLSs

Mendelian Randomization: https://mrcieu.github.io/TwoSampleMR/

M-value  calculation: METASOFT/updated software MEGASOFT: https://github.com/DGU-
CBLAB/MEGASOFT

BrianSpan: http://www.brainspan.org/static/download

BrainSpan documentation: https://www.brainspan.org/static/download.html

TWAS: https://github.com/hakyimlab/MetaXcan/wiki/Tutorial:-GTEx-v8-MASH-models-integration-
with-a-Coronary-Artery-Disease-GWAS

1000 Genome Phase 3: https://data.broadinstitute.org/alkesgroup/LDSCORE/1000G_Phase3 fra.tgz
Survival R-package: https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=survival

Survminer R-package: https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=survminer

CAUSALdb finemapping pipeline: https://github.com/mulinlab/CAUSALdb-finemapping-pip

FUMA v.1.3.7: https://fuma.ctglab.nl/.

S-PrediXcan: https://github.com/hakyimlab/MetaXcan.

LDpred2: https://privefl.github.io/bigsnpr/articles/L Dpred2.html.

MiXeR v.1.3: https://github.com/precimed/mixer.
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Figure 1. ADHD-CUD and ADHD-CU risk gene expression acr oss brain developmental
stages
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Mean expression (measured as Reads Per Kilobase of transcript per Million mapped reads
(RPKM)) on the y-axis of ADHD-CUD candidate risk genes (167 genes with high quality
data in BrainSpan) in green, and ADHD-CU genes (16 genes with high quality data in
BrainSpan) in red, across neocortex brain developmental stages in BrainSpan, on the x-axis.
Vertical lines represent standard errors and the dotted vertical line in the middle indicate pre-
or postnatal stages. *Indicate significant different expression compared to background genes
(P-values less than P = 0.05). Expression of background genes, in blue, include expressed
BrainSpan genes not in either the ADHD-CUD and/or in the ADHD-CU gene-sets. See also
Supplementary Figure 6 for results evaluating expression differences when down-sampling
the ADHD-CUD risk gene set to the same size as the ADHD-CU risk gene set.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.22.24303124
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.22.24303124; this version posted February 24, 2024. 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 .

Figure 2. Genetic correlation of ADHD-CUD, ADHD-CU and ADHD with other

phenotypes
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Genetic correlation (ry) of ADHD-CUD (marked by a triangle; N=1,150,250), ADHD-CU
(marked by a filled circle; N=387,616) and ADHD (marked by a circle with no fill; N =
225,534) with 10 other phenotypes: age at first birth (AFB), autism spectrum disorder (ASD),
alcohol use disorder (AUD), drinks per week (Drink), educational attainment (EA), insomnia,
major depressive disorder (MDD), opioid use disorder (OUD), schizophrenia (SCZ), smoking
initiation. P-values in parentheses indicate significant difference in ry of the phenotype with
ADHD-CUD compared to the rq of the phenotype with ADHD-CU. The symbols indicate rq
and the horizontal lines the standard error of rq. All pair-wise differences in ry can be found in
Supplementary Table 20.
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Figure 3. Rarevariant load in ADHD-CUD compared to ADHD without CUD
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Odds ratio (and corresponding 95% confidence intervals represented by vertical lines) on the
y-axis from logistic regression testing for the load of rare (rPTVs and rare severe damaging
missense variants (rare SevereDMVSs) in ADHD-CUD (N=333) compared to ADHD without
CUD (ADHD-only; N=3,483) in all genes (marked in black). Values next to the vertical lines
are P-values. Sub-analyses (marked in blue) of the load of rare PTVs+SevereDMVs in
ADHD-CUD vs ADHD-only in genes stratified by their pLI score: (I) genes with high
tolerance to loss of function mutations (0 < pLI < 0.5), (11) less constrained genes (0.5 < pLI
< 0.9), (I1) evolutionarily constrained genes (pLI > 0.9). For the three sub-analyses P <
0.0167 is considered significant.
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Figure 4. Multivariate PGS analysesin ADHD-CUD and ADHD without CUD
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PGS analyses of ADHD-CUD (N = 2,079) vs ADHD without CUD (ADHD; N = 23,466), on
the x-axis bench marked against controls (N = 37,246). The slope (beta) of the linear
regression (95% confidence interval [Cl]) is shown on the y-axis. Significant difference (P-
value) between beta for ADHD-CUD and ADHD without CUD is indicated with a horizontal
line with P-value above, i.e., the Wald test of equal group effect (see also Supplementary
Table 23).

NS indicate no significant difference. PGSs analysed are ADHD, autism spectrum disorder
(ASD), alcohol use disorder (AUD), bipolar disorder (BPD), CU, CUD, drinks per week
(DrkWK), educational attainment (EA), major depressive disorder (MDD), opioid use
disorder (OUD), schizophrenia (SCZ), smoking initiation (Smokini).
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Figure 5. Absoluterisk of comorbid CUD among individualswith ADHD stratified by
their CUD-PGS
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Absolute risk (95% CI) (on the y-axis) over time (on the x-axis) of CUD among individuals
stratified into quartiles (1g-4q) or tertials (1g-3q) based on their CUD-PGS in the iPSYCH
cohort. The colored values at the right on the figures indicate absolute risk of CUD at age 30
and the P-values in the parentheses indicate difference in relative risk of comorbid CUD in
each PGS group relative to quartile/tertial one (yellow line (ref)) (a) all individuals with
ADHD (N=25545) (b) among individuals with ADHD having at least one parent diagnosed
with a psychiatric disorder (N=6,999) (c) among males with ADHD (N=17,682) (d) among
females with ADHD (N = 7,863). Absolute risk (95% CI) of CUD among individuals in the
population-based sub-cohort (without ADHD) stratified into tertials based on their CUD-PGS
(N = 37,246), is shown in light blue (the blue values indicate absolute risk of CUD at age 30
and corresponding P-values indicate difference in relative risk of CUD in a tertial relative to
tertial one (ref)). In the sex-specific analyses the controls are restricted to either males (N =
18,960) or females (N = 18,607).
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