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Schizophrenia is a complex, polygenic disorder associated with subtle,
distributed abnormalities in brain morphology. Here, we report large
genetic overlap between schizophrenia and brain morphology, which
enabled derivation of polygenic risk scores more predictive of
schizophrenia diagnosis than the current state-of-the-art. Our results
illustrate the potential of exploiting genetic overlap in imaging genetics
studies, and how pleiotropy-enriched risk scores may improve
prediction of polygenic brain disorders.
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Schizophrenia
is
a
highly
heritable
neurodevelopmental disorder with a complex
polygenic architecture, involving numerous
common polymorphisms with small effect sizes.
While genome-wide association studies (GWAS)
have identified hundreds of genetic variants that are
significantly associated with schizophrenia, together
these explain only a fraction of its heritability.
Identifying more variants may allow for improved
prediction of schizophrenia diagnosis from genetic
data, with potential clinical value. However this is
currently not within reach, as uncovering a
significant portion of the heritability with
conventional approaches has been estimated to
require sample sizes of more than a million
individuals.
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The complexity of schizophrenia’s genetic
architecture is reflected in its association with brain
morphology. At the group level, brain imaging
studies have documented thinner cerebral cortex in
patients with schizophrenia compared to healthy
peers, particularly encompassing frontal and
temporal regions, and a mostly global, non-specific,
reduction in cortical surface area. Subcortically, the
4

disorder is associated most notably with smaller
hippocampal and amygdala volumes, as well as
larger lateral ventricles and smaller cerebellum. In
line with the clinical and genetic heterogeneity of
schizophrenia, imaging studies have documented
substantial brain structural heterogeneity, and
specific regional deviations are only shared by a few
percent of individuals.
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It is possible to boost the power of schizophrenia
genetic studies by taking advantage of genetic
overlap with related traits, such as brain
morphology. However, large-scale investigations
have surprisingly shown no or low genetic
correlations between schizophrenia and brain
structure. Substantial genetic overlap may remain
undetected by measures of genetic correlation due to
mixed directions of effects of the shared genetic
variants across the two traits cancelling each other
out. Conditional false discovery rate (cFDR)
analysis leverages overlapping SNP associations,
regardless of direction of effects, to re-rank the test
statistics in a primary phenotype conditional on the
associations in a secondary phenotype. This
approach has been shown to strongly improve
GWAS yield. Further, brain morphology genetics
may be analyzed more powerfully by using a
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multivariate approach, which capitalizes on the
shared genetic signal across brain measures by
taking into account that the brain is an integrated
unit.
14

Here we investigated whether there is significant
genetic overlap between schizophrenia and brain
morphology, and whether this overlap can be
leveraged to improve polygenic prediction of
schizophrenia. For this, we processed T1-weighted
magnetic resonance image (MRI) scans from 33,735
individuals with White European ancestry (mean age
64.3, standard deviation (SD) 7.5, 52.0% female), as
part of the UK Biobank (UKB), using the
standardized pipeline of FreeSurfer. We extracted
a total of 175 regional and global brain measures,
including surface area, cortical thickness and
subcortical volumes, see Supplementary Table 1. For
all measures, we regressed out age, sex, scanning
site, a proxy of segmentation quality (FreeSurfer´s
Euler number), and the first twenty genetic principal
components. Making use of the UKB v3 imputed
data, we performed a GWAS on all the preresidualized measures through the multivariate
omnibus statistical test (MOSTest), yielding one set
of summary statistics that captures the significance
of its association across all 175 brain morphology
measures for each SNP. We subsequently
conditioned the wave 2 summary statistics of the
Psychiatric Genomics Consortium
GWAS of
schizophrenia, (PGC2), on our brain morphology
GWAS results through the cFDR analysis, i.e. a
pleiotropy-informed approach.
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We identified 571 independent genetic loci
significantly associated with brain morphology
through our multivariate GWAS approach, see
Figure 1a.

2

Of these, 24 loci were also among the 96 loci (i.e.
25%) that were genome-wide significant in the
PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS.
Through gene-based analyses using Multi-marker
Analysis of GenoMic Annotation (MAGMA),21,22
we further found 1952 genes, of which 261 were
among the 475 genes (i.e. 55%) identified in the
PGC2 schizophrenia data. Supplementary Data 1
and 2 list all discovered loci and genes.
The cFDR analysis of the PGC2 schizophrenia
GWAS and the multivariate brain morphology
GWAS further confirmed considerable genetic
overlap, see Figure 1b. Utilizing this overlap, we
identified 295 independent significant loci, of which
201 were not reported in the original PGC2
schizophrenia GWAS, see Supplementary Figure 1
and Supplementary Data 3. Supplementary Figure 2
provides the results of additional analyses, listing the
genetic overlap between the individual univariate
brain measures and schizophrenia.
The 295 loci identified by the pleiotropy-informed
cFDR analysis were mapped onto 836 genes, which
were significantly enriched for genes with known
upregulated expression in the brain, particularly in
the cerebellum and frontal cortex, but not in other
tissues. This is contrary to the genes identified
through the brain morphology GWAS and the PGC2
schizophrenia GWAS, which showed little
specificity of gene expression for any tissue, see
Figure 2. The mapped genes were further highly
significantly overrepresented in gene sets previously
identified through GWAS of bipolar disorder,
neuroticism, cognitive ability, and intelligence, see
Supplementary Figure 4.

Figure 1. Genetic overlap between schizophrenia and brain morphology. a) Miami plot, depicting the -log10(p-values),
on the y-axis, of each genetic variant by their genomic position per chromosome on the x-axis, as identified through the
GWAS on brain morphology (top half) and schizophrenia (bottom half). The red dashed lines indicate the genome-wide
significance threshold of 5x10-8. Note, y-axis is clipped at -log10(p-value)=100. b) Quantile-quantile plot, conditioning the
PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS on the multivariate brain morphology GWAS. Successive leftward deflection from the null
distribution (dotted line) of the observed p-value distributions at more stringent significance thresholds (color-coded lines)
indicates genetic overlap between the two traits.
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Figure 2. Brain tissue-specific expression of the mapped genes. a) shows the results for the genes mapped through the
multivariate brain morphology GWAS, b) the PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS, and c) the pleiotropy-informed conditional
FDR approach. The y-axis shows the -log10(p-values) of the hypergeometric tests, testing for enrichment of the
identified genes among gene sets with tissue-specific gene expression based on the GTEX database. The x-axis shows
each of the 53 tissues, split by brain and body tissues, and sorted within these categories by the significance of the
pleiotropy-informed gene set enrichment.

We subsequently created polygenic scores to predict
schizophrenia diagnosis for participants of the
Thematically Organized Psychosis (TOP) clinical
cohort, consisting of 743 individuals with
schizophrenia and 1074 healthy individuals. We
based the polygenic scores on the PGC2
schizophrenia GWAS summary statistics (excluding
the TOP cohort), selecting the most significant lead
SNPs identified by either 1) the multivariate brain
morphology GWAS, 2) the PGC2 schizophrenia
GWAS, or 3) the pleiotropy-informed cFDR
analysis. As shown in Figure 3, the pleiotropyinformed polygenic scores were the most predictive,
outperforming the PGC2 schizophrenia-based
polygenic scores by more than 10% at each SNP
inclusion threshold. We replicated these patterns in
an independent UKB sample consisting of 576
individuals with a schizophrenia diagnosis and

317,139 individuals without schizophrenia, see
Supplementary Figure 5. We based the scores on the
number of lead SNPs rather than on significance
thresholds to allow for direct comparison between
the approaches, at equal numbers of SNPs in each
set. However, the pattern remained the same when
using common polygenic scoring significance
thresholds rather than a set number of lead SNPs, see
Supplementary Figure 6. Supplementary Table 3
lists the number of loci overlapping between the
approaches at each threshold, and Supplementary
Figure 7 shows the distribution of schizophrenia
diagnosis odds ratios and standard errors across the
SNPs that went into the scores, estimated in the TOP
sample.
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Figure 3. Prediction of schizophrenia diagnosis by polygenic scores, in the TOP sample. The x-axis indicates the
number of most significant lead SNPs that went into the polygenic scores, based on the results from the brain morphology
GWAS (blue bars), the PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS (in red), or the conditional FDR analysis (in purple). The y-axis
indicates Nagelkerke R2. The -log10(p-values) of the association between the polygenic scores and schizophrenia
diagnosis are listed above the bars.

With the present study, we provide evidence of large
genetic overlap between schizophrenia and brain
morphology, contrary to a previous report.10 In
addition to increased sample size, this may result
from the application of analysis approaches that are
more in line with the complexity of the polygenic
architecture of schizophrenia and its overlap with
brain measures. In particular, the distributed nature
of genetic signal relevant to schizophrenia across the
brain and the mixed directions of effects support the
use of multivariate approaches and measures of
genetic overlap that do not rely on globally
consistent directionality of effects.13,14 This is
exemplified by our high yield in terms of genomewide significant loci, as well as by our finding that
the variants identified were linked to brain tissuespecific gene expression.
We further show, in two independent samples, that
prediction of schizophrenia diagnosis improved by
conditioning schizophrenia GWAS on association
with brain morphology. Possibly, this enrichment
approach allows for the reduction of noise in GWAS
signal and the identification of more biologically
relevant genetic variants, leading to better out-ofsample prediction. This is conceptually similar to a

previous report that polygenic scores based on
genetic variants specific to placental tissue are more
predictive of schizophrenia than those based on nonspecific variants.23 This may provide a general
strategy to improve genetics-based prediction of
polygenic brain disorders.
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Online Methods
Participants
We made use of data from participants of the UK Biobank (UKB) population cohort, under accession number 27412. The
composition, set-up, and data gathering protocols of UKB have been extensively described elsewhere.15 After pre-processing,
as described below, our sample size for the primary neuroimaging analyses, excluding individuals with schizophrenia, was
n=33,735. This sample had a mean age of 64.33 years (SD=7.49), and 52.02% was female. For replication of the polygenic
score findings (Supplementary Figure 4) we made use of 576 individuals with a schizophrenia diagnosis (mean age 55.76
years, SD=8.39; 35.60% female) and 317,139 without schizophrenia (mean age 57.43 years, SD=8.04; 54.90% female) that
were not part of the neuroimaging sample.
We further used data from the Thematically Organised Psychosis (TOP) clinical cohort. For the polygenic scoring analyses,
we had complete genetic data available for 743 individuals with schizophrenia (mean age 32.76 years, SD=13.29; 42.80%
female) and 1074 healthy individuals (mean age 32.49 years, SD=10.00; 47.39% female). For the additional analyses of the
association of univariate brain measures with diagnosis, we had neuroimaging data available of 457 individuals with
schizophrenia (mean age 30.54 years, SD=9.47; 41.79% female) and 998 healthy individuals (mean age 33.33 years,
SD=10.26; 45.49% female).
Genetic data pre-processing
We made use of the UKB v3 imputed data, which has undergone extensive quality control procedures as described by the
UKB genetics team.20 After converting the BGEN format to PLINK binary format, we additionally carried out standard
quality check procedures, including filtering out individuals with more than 10% missingness, SNPs with more than 5%
missingness, SNPs with an INFO score below 0.8, and SNPs failing the Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium test at p=1*10-9. We
further set a minor allele frequency threshold of 0.005, leaving 9,061,072 SNPs.
TOP DNA samples obtained from blood or saliva were sent for genotyping in six separate batches between the years of 2014
and 2017 at deCODE Genetics, Reykjavik, Iceland. The samples were analyzed using Illumina Human OmniExpress12
(HOE12, first four batches), Infinium OmniExpress24 (IOE24, fifth batch) and Infinium Global Screening Array (IGSA,
sixth batch) platforms, respectively. Similar but independent procedures were followed for sample batches genotyped on
different platforms. We used PLINK to perform pre-imputation quality control, including removal of any samples with
possible contamination (heterozygosity more than five standard deviations above the mean) or too low coverage (<80%) to
enable its detection and any variants with genotyping rate lower than 95%, Hardy-Weinberg disequilibrium test p-value lower
than 10-4, high rate of Mendel errors in eventual trios or significant (FDR<0.5) batch effects (in case multiple batches were
being processed simultaneously). The quality controlled genotypes were phased using Eagle,24 and missing variants were
imputed with MaCH25 using version 1.1 of the trans-ethnic reference sample assembled by the haplotype reference
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consortium (HRC). High quality variant sets from the quality control procedure were selected to compute each individual’s
genetic principal components and to impute each individual’s sex (X chromosome variants only). Following the quality
control and imputation procedure, SNPs with an INFO score lower than 0.8 or minor allele frequency lower than 0.01 were
removed. In addition, individual genotypes imputed with less than 75% confidence were set to missing, the remaining ones
were converted to best guess hard allelic dosage calls. Finally, individuals were excluded when they had an imputation rate
lower than 95%, when there were relatives (up to third-degree) that had a better imputation rate, or when their annotated and
imputed sex differed.
Image acquisition
For the genetic analyses of neuroimaging data, we made use of MRI data from UKB released up to March 2020. T1-weighted
scans were collected from four scanning sites throughout the United Kingdom, all on identically configured Siemens Skyra
3T scanners, with 32-channel receive head coils. The UKB core neuroimaging team has published extensive information on
the applied scanning protocols and procedures, which we refer to for more details.16
For the association of brain morphology with schizophrenia diagnosis, we made use of T1-weighted data from TOP, collected
on three different scanners at the Oslo University Hospital, namely a 1.5 T Siemens Magnetom Sonata, a 3.0T General
Electric (Signa HDxt), and a 3.0T General Electric (GE750). For details on scanning protocols please see the listed
references.26,27
Neuroimaging data pre-processing
The T1-weighted scans were stored locally at the secure computing cluster of the University of Oslo. We applied the standard
“recon-all -all” processing pipeline of Freesurfer v5.3, performing automated surface-based morphometry and subcortical
segmentation.17,18 From the output, we extracted a total of 175 global, subcortical and cortical morphology measures.
Supplementary Table 1 contains all the measures included in the current study. For each of these, we included both the left
and right hemisphere measure, if applicable.
For the imaging GWAS of UKB data, we first selected all individuals with White European ancestry, as determined by a
combination of self-identification as 'White British' and similar genetic ancestry based on genetic principal components, with
good quality genetic data. We excluded anyone with an ICD10 schizophrenia diagnosis, as indicated by an ‘F2’ code in UKB
data fields 41202 or 41204. We further excluded individuals with bad structural scan quality as indicated by an age and sexadjusted Euler number (a measure of segmentation quality)19 more than three standard deviations lower than the scanner site
mean, or with a global brain measure more than five standard deviations from the sample mean. Finally, we removed one of
each genetically related pair of individuals, as defined by a threshold of 0.0625 determined by genome-wide complex trait
analysis (GCTA).
We followed the same pre-processing procedure for the association of brain measures with schizophrenia diagnosis in the
TOP cohort. White European ethnicity was based on self-report. DSM-IV diagnosis of schizophrenia was determined based
on the Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV Axis I Disorders (SCID), carried out by trained physicians or clinical
psychologists. Controls were individuals without brain damage or a lifetime history of a severe psychiatric disorder
themselves or first-degree relatives.
For both samples, separately, we regressed out age, sex, scanner site, Euler number, and the first twenty genetic principal
components from each brain measure. We further regressed out a global measure specific to each of the feature subsets: eICV
for the subcortical volumes, mean thickness for the regional thickness measures, and total surface area for the regional surface
area measures. Following this, we applied rank-based inverse normal transformation28 to the residuals of each brain measure.
Genetic analyses
The univariate GWAS on each of the 175 pre-residualized and normalized brain morphology measures were carried out using
the standard additive model of linear association in PLINK229. We further carried out multivariate GWAS on all brain
morphology measures, using the multivariate omnibus statistical test (MOSTest),14 see https://github.com/precimed/mostest.
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We made use of the summary statistics from the 2014 PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS2 to check for genetic overlap between
brain morphology and schizophrenia. We selected a version of the meta-analyzed summary statistics where the TOP sample
was left out, to prevent sample overlap in downstream analyses. This version contained 16,052,698 SNPs for 35,099
individuals with schizophrenia and 46,436 controls.
We conducted conditional false discovery rate (cFDR) analysis, conditioning the PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS on the brain
morphology GWAS, through the pleioFDR tool using default settings, see https://github.com/precimed/pleiofdr. We set an
FDR threshold of 0.01 as whole-genome significance, in accordance with recommendations.
Independent significant SNPs and genomic loci were identified from each of the resulting GWAS summary statistics in
accordance with the Functional Mapping and Annotation of GWAS (FUMA) SNP2GENE definition.22 We also used the
FUMA online platform (https://fuma.ctglab.nl/) to further process the GWAS summary statistics, including the mapping of
the lead SNPs to genes, using positional mapping (10kb to gene) and eQTL mapping, based on the eQTL catalogue. As the
raw cFDR output is incompatible with FUMA, we first identified lead SNPs according to FUMA definitions by clumping
these summary statistics at an FDR threshold of 0.01 (see https://github.com/precimed/python_convert), before uploading to
FUMA using the ‘pre-defined lead SNPs’ option.
We further carried out MAGMA-based gene analyses for the GWAS of brain morphology and schizophrenia (not for the
cFDR analysis, as this is not valid), through the application of a SNP-wide mean model and use of the 1000 Genomes Phase
3 EUR reference panel.
Hypergeometric tests were applied, through FUMA’s GENE2FUNC function, to calculate the significance of overlap
between the three sets of GWAS mapped genes and the sets of differentially expressed genes (DEG) in each of the 53 tissues
available in the GTEXv6 database. DEGs are defined as genes with log2 transformed, normalized expression values (Read
Per Kilobase per Million, zero-mean) with P-value ≤ 0.05 after Bonferroni correction and absolute log fold change ≥ 0.58 in
a given tissue.
For estimates of genetic correlation (rg), we applied cross-trait linkage disequilibrium score regression (LDSR)30. For this,
each set of summary statistics underwent additional filtering, including the removal of all SNPs in the extended major
histocompatibility complex (MHC) region (chr6:25–35 Mb). To estimate genetic overlap between each brain measure and
schizophrenia, regardless of direction of effects, we applied a causal mixture model to the GWAS summary statistics through
the bivariate MiXeR tool, see https://github.com/precimed/mixer. We calculated the Dice coefficient as a measure of genetic
overlap, based on the ratio of estimated number of causal variants with an effect on both traits to total number of variants
involved in either trait.
Polygenic scoring
We calculated polygenic scores through PRSice v2.31 For this, we first clumped each of the three summary statistics (brain
morphology, schizophrenia, and the cFDR analysis) through PLINK, using a minor allele frequency threshold of .05, a pvalue threshold of 1, an LD threshold of 0.1, and a distance threshold of 10mb. We then ran PRSice, calculating the polygenic
scores for the individuals in the TOP sample (and UKB replication sample) based on the PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS
summary statistics, using only the most significant lead SNPs from each of the three clumped summary statistics as
determined by the indicated PRS threshold. For example, we took the top 10,000 most significant lead SNPs from each of
the three pre-clumped summary statistics for the ‘10k’ threshold shown in Figure 3, and every lead SNP with a p-value < .05
for the p=.05 threshold shown in Supplementary Figure 6. Note, we took a maximum threshold of 100,000 SNPs, as this was
close to the total number of lead SNPs remaining following clumping, i.e. at p=1 (see Supplementary Figure 6).
We subsequently used logistic regression to calculate the log odds and Nagelkerke R2 of the polygenic scores at each
threshold, with schizophrenia diagnosis as outcome in the TOP and UKB cohorts separately. We included age, sex and the
first twenty genetic principal components as covariates.
Statistical analyses
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All downstream analyses were carried out in R v3.6.1. Graphs were created using ggplot2,32 and brain maps through
pysurfer https://pysurfer.github.io/. Code is available upon request to the corresponding author.
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Morphological features included
Supplementary Table 1 lists all brain morphology measures used in the analyses. We included all regional measures outputted
by the default FreeSurfer cortical processing streams; these consist of 34 regions per hemisphere, for both hemispheres, for
both cortical thickness and surface area, i.e. 136 measures. We further included the most commonly used measures from the
subcortical segmentation (‘aseg’), namely five global measures and 34 regional subcortical volumes.
Supplementary Table 1.
Brain morphology measures included in the study.
Global measures and subcortical volumes
1. Estimated intracranial volume*
2. Total surface area
3. Mean cortical thickness
4. Lateral Ventricle
5. Inferior Lateral Ventricle
6. Cerebellum White Matter
7. Cerebellum Cortex
8. Thalamus Proper
9. Caudate
10. Putamen
11. Pallidum
12. 3rd Ventricle*
13. 4th Ventricle*
14. Brain Stem*
15. Hippocampus
16. Amygdala
17. Accumbens Area
18. Ventral Diencephalon
19. Choroid Plexus
20. 5th Ventricle*
21. CC Posterior*
22. CC Mid Posterior*
23. CC Central*
24. CC Mid Anterior*
25. CC Anterior*

Note: * not bilateral

Regional cortical thickness and surface area
1. Bankssts
2. Caudalanteriorcingulate
3. Caudalmiddlefrontal
4. Cuneus
5. Entorhinal
6. Fusiform
7. Inferiorparietal
8. Inferiortemporal
9. Isthmuscingulate
10. Lateraloccipital
11. Lateralorbitofrontal
12. Lingual
13. Medialorbitofrontal
14. Middletemporal
15. Parahippocampal
16. Paracentral
17. Parsopercularis
18. Parsorbitalis
19. Parstriangularis
20. Pericalcarine
21. Postcentral
22. Posteriorcingulate
23. Precentral
24. Precuneus
25. Rostralanteriorcingulate
26. Rostralmiddlefrontal
27. Superiorfrontal
28. Superiorparietal
29. Superiortemporal
30. Supramarginal
31. Frontalpole
32. Temporalpole
33. Transversetemporal
34. Insula
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List of discovered loci
Supplementary Table 2 provides an overview of the number of whole-genome significant SNPs, independent SNPs,
independent loci, and mapped genes per approach. Supplementary Data 1 contains an overview of each of the individual loci
discovered by the multivariate brain morphology GWAS, including information on genomic location, significance, and
mapped genes, as outputted by FUMA. This table further lists their p-value as reported by the PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS.
Supplementary Data 2 lists the genes found to be significant in the brain morphology GWAS by MAGMA. Supplementary
Data 3 contains the information on the loci discovered by the cFDR approach.
Supplementary Table 2.
Number of whole-genome significant SNPs, independent SNPs, independent loci and mapped genes discovered, per
approach.
Approach
Brain morphology
Schizophrenia
cFDR

# significant SNPs
99110
15800
15422

# independent SNPs
2722
342
379

# independent loci
571
96
295

# genes mapped
2245
458
836
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Supplementary Figure 1. Manhattan plot of the conditional false discovery rate (FDR) analysis, conditioning
schizophrenia on brain morphology. The observed -log (q-value) of each SNP is shown on the y-axis, the x-axis shows the
relative genomic location grouped by chromosome, and the red dashed lines indicate the whole-genome significance FDR
threshold of 0.01.
10
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Relation between measures of genetic overlap
We estimated the genetic overlap between schizophrenia and each of the univariate brain measures, to complement the
multivariate analysis. For this, we took the same PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS summary statistics as used for the primary
analyses, excluding the TOP cohort, and each of the 175 univariate brain measure GWAS summary statistics that went into
the multivariate analysis. We calculated 1) the genetic correlation through LDSC, 2) the estimated amount of shared causal
variants, in the form of a Dice coefficient, through the MiXeR tool, and 3) the number of discovered loci when conditioning
the schizophrenia GWAS on the brain measure GWAS, through cFDR. We further ran logistic regression models, predicting
schizophrenia diagnosis from each of the brain measures, for participants of the TOP sample with T -weighted MRI scans
(N=457 individuals with schizophrenia, N=998 healthy individuals). Please see the Methods section for more details.
1

We present the overview of all genetic overlap estimates, and the relation between the brain measures and schizophrenia
diagnosis, in Supplementary Figure 2 and 3. Figure 2A-C shows each of the different measurement types on the x-axis, and
the brain measures, grouped, on the y-axis. The estimates have been rescaled such that, within each measurement type, the
lowest estimate is set to zero and the highest is set to one. For ease of visualization, we show only the left hemisphere.
Supplementary Figure 3 provides cortical brain maps, depicting all of the cortical estimates across both hemispheres in,
showing that these estimates are similar across both hemispheres. We further calculated the Pearson’s correlation, across all
brain measures, between the different measurement types, see Figure 2D. As the Dice coefficients and number of cFDR loci
are unidirectional, we first took the absolute of the genetic correlation and diagnosis (log odds) estimates before calculating
the correlation with those measurement types.
Across all brain measures, we found that the number of loci discovered through cFDR correlates stronger with schizophrenia
diagnosis (Pearson´s R=.45, p=2.9*10 ) than the genetic correlation as estimated through linkage disequilibrium score
regression (Pearson´s R=0.21, p=0.005).
-10

Supplementary Figure 2. Comparison of genetic overlap between brain measures and schizophrenia with the phenotypic
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association between brain measures and schizophrenia diagnosis. a-c) show for each brain measure, indicated on the yaxis, the estimates from different approaches to genetic overlap, in addition to the association with schizophrenia diagnosis,
indicated on the x-axis. Estimates are scaled from zero to one across all brain measures within each approach to allow for
comparison. d) shows the Pearson’s correlation between the estimates from each approach.
Note: only left hemispheres are shown for a-c) for ease of visualization. LDSC=linkage disequilibrium score regression;
cFDR=conditional false discovery rate; CC=corpus callosum.

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.03.20167510; this version posted August 4, 2020. 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 .
VAN DER MEER ET AL.

16

Supplementary Figure 3. Cortical maps depicting the genetic overlap with schizophrenia per cortical region. a) shows,
through color-coding, the number of genome-wide significant loci discovered when conditioning the schizophrenia GWAS
on the brain region GWAS, b) shows the Dice coefficient calculated from bivariate MiXeR results, i.e. the proportion of
causal genetic variants shared by schizophrenia and each brain region, c) shows the absolute genetic correlation of
schizophrenia with each region, as estimated by LD score regression, and d) shows the absolute log odds following from
predicting schizophrenia diagnosis by the brain region measures through logistic regression in the TOP sample. The top row
of each subplot shows cortical area, and the bottom row shows cortical thickness.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Enrichment of the conditional FDR-mapped genes in GWAS catalog gene sets. On the y-axis
are the gene sets identified in previous GWAS as listed in the GWAS catalog, and on the x-axis are the multiple comparisonscorrected -log10(p-values) from hypergeometric tests, testing whether the genes identified through the cFDR analysis are
enriched in these sets. Shown are the top 50 most significant gene sets, ordered by their p-value. The red, dashed vertical
line indicates the multiple-comparisons corrected significance threshold.
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Replication of polygenic scores in UK Biobank
For replication of the polygenic risk score findings, we used White Europeans in the UK Biobank without neuroimaging data,
i.e. those individuals that were not part of the brain morphology GWAS. We then carried out the polygenic scoring pipeline
identical as done for the TOP sample. The results pattern was very similar to that found in the TOP sample, as shown in
Supplementary Figure 5, with the cFDR analysis-based polygenic scores performing best at each threshold. We do note that
the Nagelkerke R is lower in this sample. This may be due to the UK biobank being a population study rather than a clinical
cohort study; individuals with a schizophrenia diagnosis participating in this study may be less severe cases than those
included in a clinical study, while the controls are not as stringently selected as in e.g. the TOP study, where anyone was
excluded whose first-degree relative had a major psychiatric condition. In addition, the age range of UK biobank may play a
role, these are relatively elderly individuals, which may further lessen the comparison with other schizophrenia studies.
2

Supplementary Figure 5. Replication of the polygenic score results in the UK Biobank cohort. The x-axis indicates the
number of most significant lead SNPs that went into the polygenic scores, based on the results from the multivariate brain
morphology GWAS (blue bars), the PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS (in red), or the conditional FDR analysis (in purple). The yaxis indicates the percent variance explained, Nagelkerke R . The -log10(p-values) of the association between the polygenic
scores and schizophrenia diagnosis is listed above each bar.
2
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Supplementary Figure 6. Polygenic scoring results using significance thresholds. A) Results for the TOP sample, B) for
the UK Biobank. The x-axis indicates the significance threshold for the SNPs going into the polygenic scores, based on the
results from 1) the multivariate brain morphology GWAS, 2) the PGC2 schizophrenia GWAS, or 3) the pleiotropy-informed
approach, conditioning the schizophrenia GWAS on the brain morphology GWAS. The y-axis indicates the percent variance
explained, Nagelkerke R . The color coding reflects the -log10(p-values) of the association between the polygenic scores and
schizophrenia diagnosis. Above each bar is listed how many SNPs went into the score.
2
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Comparison of sets of loci going into the polygenic scoring analyses
To understand the underlying reason of differences in predictive ability between the three polygenic scoring approaches, we
predicted schizophrenia diagnosis from each individual SNP that went into the three polygenic scores at the highest threshold
(100k). For this, analogous to the PRS analyses, we used logistic regression with diagnosis as outcome measure, and SNP
genotype (number of minor alleles) plus age, sex and twenty genetic components as predictors, in the TOP sample. We then
plotted the distributions of absolute log odds and standard errors of the SNP predictors found from these logistic regressions,
as shown in Supplementary Figure 7. Supplementary Table 4 shows the results of t-tests checking whether there are
significant differences in the means of these three sets of log odds and standard errors. As can be seen, there is no pattern
indicating that the pleiotropy-informed cFDR-based polygenic score, which was most predictive, contains on average SNPs
with either bigger individual effects or less noise by themselves. This suggests that it is not the individual SNPs that improve
the predictive ability, only their joint effect. We speculate that this may be in line with our interpretation of the tissuespecificity of these SNPs; as the cFDR set of SNPs show greater specificity to the brain (Figure 2), they are more likely to
act in concert, leading to greater stability across individuals in predicting schizophrenia than sets of SNPs that do not have
this biological specificity and therefore have effects scattered across many pathways.
Supplementary Table 3
Number of SNPs overlapping between the different polygenic score approaches at each threshold.
Threshold
n100
n1000
n10000
n50000
n100000

SZ vs. Brain
0
3
95
2702
16985

SZ vs. cFDR
45
385
3723
20156
42919

Brain vs. cFDR
0
12
743
10460
29929

Supplementary Figure 7. Distribution of test statistics from predicting schizophrenia by the SNPs going into the polygenic
scores for the three different approaches. A) The distribution of absolute log odds, B) the distribution of standard errors.
These are based on the SNPs that went into the 100k-thresholded PRS.
Supplementary Table 4
Results from t-tests on the distributions of log odds and standard errors obtained from logistic regressions predicting
schizophrenia diagnosis from each of the 100,000 SNPs that went into the polygenic scores of the three different approaches.
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The ‘Log odds’ and ‘Standard error’ columns indicates the mean difference between the two approaches specified in the first
column, and the p-value columns indicate the associated p-values from the t-test.

SZ - Brain
SZ - cFDR
Brain - cFDR

Log odds
0.001
0.002
0.001

P
0.11
4.7e-03
0.12
log odds

Standard error
0.017
0.017
0.001

P
0.14
0.12
0.93
SE
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Supplementary Figure 8. Plot showing the schizophrenia odds ratios of individuals binned into five groups based on their
polygenic scores, relative to the middle group. The colors indicate the approach that the polygenic risk score is based on;
the vertical lines around the dots indicate the standard errors; the black dashed horizontal line demarcates an odds ratio of
1.
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Supplementary Table 5
R on the liability scale for case-control ascertained studies, for the polygenic risk scores. For the main analyses, we presented
the Nagelkerke R of the scores, as most commonly used in polygenic scoring studies, including the PGC2 schizophrenia
GWAS, thereby allowing for easy comparison with these studies. However, Nagelkerke R is based on the disease scale rather
than a liability scale and, in addition, it is not invariant to ascertainment. Here, we present an R on the liability scale that
takes into account the schizophrenia case-control ratio in the TOP sample (p=.41) and in the general population (k=.01).
For more information, please see Lee et al. 2012.
2

2

2

2

33

# SNPs
100
1k
10k
50k
100k

Brain morphology GWAS
0.002
0.006
0.019
0.036
0.045

Schizophrenia GWAS
0.004
0.017
0.034
0.046
0.046

cFDR
0.007
0.027
0.044
0.051
0.052

