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67  Abstract

68 Introduction

69 Increased vitamin D levels, as reflected by 250HD measurements, has been proposed
70 to protect against Covid-19 disease based on in-vitro, observational, and ecological
71  studies. However, vitamin D levels are associated with many confounding variables and
72 thus associations described to date may not be causal. Vitamin D MR studies have
73  provided results that are concordant with large-scale vitamin D randomized trials. Here,
74  we used two-sample MR to assess the effect of circulating 250HD levels on Covid-19
75  susceptibility.

76

77  Methods

78  Genetic variants strongly associated with 250HD levels in a 443,734-participant
79  genome-wide association study (GWAS) were used as instrumental variables. GWASs
80  of Covid-19 susceptibility and severity from the Covid-19 Host Genetics Initiative were
81 used to test the effect of 250HD levels on these outcomes. Cohorts from the Covid-19
82  Host Genetics Initiative GWAS included up to 966,395 individuals of European ancestry.
83

84  Results

85  Genetically increased 250HD levels by one standard deviation on the logarithmic scale
8 had no clear effect on susceptibility but tended to increase the odds ratio of
87  hospitalization (OR = 2.34; 95% CI: 1.33, 4.11) and severe disease (OR = 2.21; 95% CI:
88 0.87,5.55). Extensive sensitivity analyses probing the assumptions of MR provided
89  consistent estimates.

90

91  Conclusion

92  These findings do not support a protective role of increased 250HD levels on Covid-19
93 outcomes and may suggest harm. At present, individuals should not use vitamin D
94  supplements to protect against Covid-19 outcomes, and on-going supplementation trials

95  should closely monitor for signals of harm.
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96 Introduction

97  SARS-CoV-2 infection has killed hundreds of thousands of individuals and has led to the
98 largest economic contraction since the Great Depression®. Vaccines are many months
99  away and their resultant immunity is unknown?. Therefore, therapies are required to treat
100 severe Covid-19 disease and to prevent its complications. Therapeutic development, in
101  turn, requires well-validated drug targets to lessen Covid-19 severity.

102

103  Recently, vitamin D status, as reflected by 25-hydroxy-vitamin D (250HD) level has
104  been identified potentially actionable drug target in the prevention and treatment of
105  Covid-19%. As the pre-hormone to the biologically active calcitriol, 250HD has been
106  epidemiologically linked to many health outcomes®*”. Given calcitriol’s recognized in-vitro
107  immunomodulatory role®, as well as observational and ecological studies on measured
108  250HD blood levels and Covid-19”®, the vitamin D pathway might be a biologically
109 plausible target in Covid-19. This could be of public health importance, given that the
110  prevalence of vitamin D insufficiency is high in most countries, and that more than 37%
111 of elderly adults in the USA take vitamin D supplements’. Further, 250HD
112  supplementation is inexpensive and reasonably safe—thus providing a potential avenue
113  to lessen the burden of the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic.

114

115 However, observational studies on 250HD are prone to confounding and reverse
116  causation bias. Confounding happens when the relationship between exposure (250HD)
117 and the outcome (Covid-19) is influenced by an unobserved, or improperly controlled
118 common causes. Reverse causation happens when the outcome itself is a cause of the
119  exposure. Likewise, conclusions drawn from in-vitro may not be applicable in-vivo.
120  Accordingly, randomized controlled trials (RCTs) on 250HD supplementation have been
121 undertaken to test their effect on disease outcomes where observational studies have
122 supported a role for 250HD level. However, across endocrinology, respirology,
123 cardiology, and other specialties, these trials have most often have failed to show clinical
124  benefits'®*?. Some RCTs have even shown detriment to 250HD supplementation®>. In
125  the field of infectious diseases, a trial of 250HD supplementation showed increased risk
126 of upper respiratory infection in the intervention arm', and a recent trial on sepsis
127  obtained a numerically higher mortality rate in patients who received 250HD
128  supplementation®®. However, while RCTs can control for confounding and provide
129  unbiased estimates of the effect of 250HD supplementation in Covid-19, they require
130  considerable time, as well as financial and human resources.

131

132 Presently, there are more than 15 registered on-going RCTSs testing the effect of vitamin
133 D on Covid-19 outcomes on clinicaltrials.gov. Given difficulties recruiting Covid-19
134  patients into trials and the probability that epidemiological estimates of vitamin D effects
135 are likely to be confounded, data are urgently needed to assess the causal role of
136  vitamin D on Covid-19 outcomes.

137

138  Mendelian randomization (MR) is a genetic epidemiology method that uses genetic
139  variants as instrumental variables to infer the causal effect of an exposure (in this case
140  250HD level) on an outcome (in this case, Covid-19 susceptibility and severity)*®. MR
141  overcomes confounding bias since genetic alleles are randomized to the individual at
142  conception, thereby breaking associations with most confounders. Similarly, since
143  genetic alleles are always assigned prior to disease onset, they are not influenced by
144  reverse causation. In the case of vitamin D, MR has been able to provide causal effect
145  estimates consistently in line with those obtained from RCTs'*'""?!, and would therefore
146  support investments in 250HD supplementation trials in Covid-19, if a benefit was
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147  shown. Further, since MR results can be generated rapidly, such evidence may provide
148 interim findings while awaiting RCT results.

149

150 However, MR relies on several core assumptionszz. First, genetic variants must be
151  associated with the exposure of interest. Second, they should not affect the outcome
152 except through effects on the exposure (also known as lack of horizontal pleiotropy).
153  Third, they should not associate with the confounders of the exposure-outcome
154  relationship. Of these, the most problematic is the second assumption. Yet, in the case
155  of 250HD, many of its genetic determinants reside at loci that harbour genes whose
156  roles in 250HD production, metabolism and transport are well known?. Leveraging this
157  known physiology can help to prevent the incorporation of genetic variants that could
158 lead to horizontal pleiotropy.

159

160 Here, we used genetic determinants of serum 250HD from a recent genome-wide
161  association study (GWAS) and meta-analysis of more than 443,734 participants of
162  European ancestry** in an MR study to test the effect of increased 250HD level on
163  Covid-19 susceptibility and severity.

164

165 Methods

166  We used a two-sample MR approach to estimate the effect of 250HD levels on Covid-19
167  susceptibility and severity. In two-sample MR?, the effect of genetic variants on 250HD
168 and on Covid-19 outcomes are estimated in separate GWASs from different populations.
169 This allows for increased statistical power by increasing the sample size in both the
170  exposure and outcome cohorts.

171

172 Choice of 250HD genetic instruments

173 To find genetic variants explaining 250HD levels*, we used a GWAS from our group,
174  which is the largest published GWAS of 250HD levels. We selected SNPs whose effect
175 on 250HD level was genome-wide significant (P<5x10®), minor allele frequency was
176  more than 1%, and which were identified using conditional and joint (COJO) analysis®.
177  COJO identifies conditionally independent SNPs and allows for the addition of more
178  genetic instruments without generating falsely narrow confidence intervals due to genetic
179  linkage disequilibrium. For SNPs that were not available in the outcome GWAS or with
180  palindromic alleles of intermediate frequency (between 42% and 58%), we used the
181  LDlink tool*’ to find genetic proxies in the European 1000 Genomes dataset using
182  linkage disequilibrium threshold (r?) of 90%.

183

184  Covid-19 outcome definitions and GWASs

185  We used the Covid-19 Host Genetics Initiative (Covid-19 HGI) phenotype definitions and
186 GWAS summary statistics for Covid-19 susceptibility, hospitalization, and severe
187 disease outcomes®®. We meta-analyzed summary statistics from cohorts of European
188  ancestry to obtain the effects of the 250HD-associated genetics variants on Covid-19
189  outcomes. Fixed effect meta-analysis models were used to combine summary statistics,
190  with the METAL package®.

191

192  The susceptibility phenotype compared confirmed Covid-19 cases, defined as laboratory
193  confirmed of SARS-CoV-2 infection based on RNA or serology tests, or by electronic
194  health records (using International Classification of Diseases or physician notes), with
195  controls defined as laboratory tested negative for SARS-CoV-2 infection (for all tests if
196  multiple were performed) or self-reported test negative. The hospitalized phenotype
197 compared cases defined as hospitalized patients with Covid-19, and controls as Covid-
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198 19 positive non-hospitalized individuals. The severe disease phenotype cases were
199 defined as hospitalized individuals with Covid-19 and requiring respiratory support.
200 Respiratory support was defined as intubation, CPAP, BIiPAP, continuous external
201  negative pressure, or high flow nasal cannula. Controls were also non-hospitalized
202  Covid-19 infected individuals. Details of the three phenotypes are found in Table 1 and
203  Supplement 1. Details of the UKB GWAS are found in Supplement 2.

204

205  Primary MR analysis

206  The effect of 250HD level on Covid-19 outcomes was obtained for each SNP by using
207 the Wald ratio method. The effect of each SNP was given in standardized log-
208 transformed 250HD level. Each estimate was first meta-analyzed using the IVW
209 method, and then using MR Egger to provide an estimate of directional pleiotropic
210 effects. Allele harmonization and computations were performed using the
211 TwoSampleMR package®.

212

213 Horizontal pleiotropy sensitivity analysis

214  We undertook extensive analysis to assess the risk of horizontal pleiotropy (in violation
215  of the second MR assumption). First, we used MR Egger methods. MR Egger allows for
216  an additional intercept (alpha) term which provides an estimate of directional horizontal
217  pleiotropy.

218

219  Second, we restricted our choices of SNPs to those whose closest gene is directly
220 involved in the Vitamin D pathway. These genes have an established role in vitamin D
221 regulation through its synthesis (DHCR7/NADSYN1 and CYP2R1), transportation (GC),
222 and degradation (CYP24A1) (Figure 1). This decreases the risk of selecting a genetic
223 variant that effects Covid-19 outcomes independent of their effect on 250HD levels.

224

225  Third, we used the Phenoscanner tool**? on the remaining SNPs to check for variants
226  associated (at a genome-wide significant threshold of p=5x10®) with phenotypes at risk
227  of affecting Covid-19 outcomes independent of 250HD, making them at higher risk of
228  horizontal or vertical pleiotropy. Note that vertical pleiotropy, which happens when the
229  Covid-19 outcome is influenced by a phenotype directly in the causal pathway between
230  250HD level and Covid-19 outcome, does not violate MR assumptions.

231

232  Extended Phenotypes

233  Finally, we also used an extended susceptibility, an extended hospitalized, and an
234  extended severe disease phenotype whereas controls were defined as all nhon-cases in
235 the included cohorts. MR analyses were performed as described above. Details of these
236  phenotypes and the MR results are found in Supplement 2.

237

238  Research Ethics

239  Each cohort included in this study received their respective institutional research ethics
240  board approval to enroll patients. All information used for this study are publicly available
241  as deidentified GWAS summary statistics.

242

243  Results

244  Choice of 250HD genetic instruments

245  We obtained our 250HD genetic instruments from our previously published GWAS* on
246  circulating 250HD levels in 401,460 white British participants in the UK Biobank (UKB)®,
247  which was meta-analyzed with a GWAS on 250HD levels of 42,274 participants of
248  European ancestry®*. From this, we used single nucleotide variants (SNPs) from the
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249  conditional and joint (COJO) analysis®. Of the 138 reported conditionally independent
250  SNPs (explaining 4.9% of the 250HD variance), 100 had a minor allele frequency of
251  more than 1%. These explained 3.9% of the variance in 250HD serum levels.

252

253  Covid-19 outcome definitions and GWASs

254  Using the Covid-19 Host Genetics Initiative (Covid-19 HGI) results restricted to cohorts
255  of European ancestry, we used a total of 3,432 cases and 41,285 controls to define
256 Covid-19 susceptibility, 867 cases and 2,229 controls to define Covid-19 hospitalization,
257  and 293 cases and 607 controls to define Covid-19 severe disease. Table 1 summarizes
258  the definition and sample size of both the exposure and outcome GWASSs. Since the
259  UKB was used in the two phases of the MR study, some overlap between the exposure
260  and the outcome GWASs was unavoidable (Supplement 1).

261

262  For the susceptibility and severe disease phenotypes, 98 of the 138 conditionally
263  independent SNPs influencing 250HD level were available in the outcome GWAS. For
264  the severe disease outcome, 97 SNPs were available in the outcome GWAS. There was
265  a total of 4 palindromic alleles with intermediate frequencies. Genetic proxies (linkage
266  disequilibrium r* > 90%) found in the European sub-cohort of the 1000 Genomes dataset
267  were also unavailable in the outcome GWAS, and no proxies were used for the analyses
268  below. Table 2 shows the total number of SNP instruments used for each analysis.

269

270  Primary MR analysis

271  We first used inverse-weighted variance (IVW) meta-analysis to combine effect
272  estimates from each genetic instrument. For a standard deviation increase in log-
273  transformed 250HD level, we observed no clear effect upon odds of susceptibility (OR =
274  0.88; 95% CI: 0.69, 1.11; P = 0.26). However, we observed an increased risk of
275  hospitalization per standard deviation increase in log-transformed 250HD (OR = 2.34;
276 95% CI: 1.33, 4.11; P = 0.003) and trend towards increased risk of severe disease (OR

277 = 2.21; 95% CI: 0.88, 5.55; P = 0.09) (Table 2). Figure 2 shows the result of these
278  analyses.
279

280  Horizontal pleiotropy sensitivity analysis

281  While MR Egger has less statistical power to detect an effect than IVW meta-analysis,
282  we still found similar effect estimates for increased 250HD levels on susceptibility (OR =
283 0.61; 95% CI: 0.37, 1.01; P=0.7), hospitalization (OR = 1.97; 95% CI. 0.66, 5.84;
284  P=0.24) and severe disease (OR = 7.68; 95% CI: 1.35, 43.5; P=0.03). MR Egger did not
285  show evidence of directional pleiotropic effects for these analyses.

286

287  Then, we restricted SNPs which reside close to the four genes directly involved in
288  250HD metabolism. This left 24 SNPs, explaining 2.7% of 250HD variation. Using these
289 SNPs, each standard deviation increase in log-transformed 250HD was not associated
290  with a clear effect on Covid-19 susceptibility (OR = 0.90; 95% CI: 0.64, 1.27; P = 0.55).
291  However, we again observed a trend towards increased odds of hospitalization for each
292  standard deviation increase in 250HD levels on the logarithmic scale (OR = 2.52 [95%
293 Cl: 1.28, 4.95]; P = 0.007) and severe disease (OR = 3.04; 95% CI. 1.06, 8.76; P =
294  0.04). For the three phenotypes, the intercept term confidence interval crossed the null,
295 again suggesting a lack of directional horizontal pleiotropy.

296

297  Lastly, we used the Phenoscanner®**? tool to check if the SNPs used in the MR study
298 were associated with other phenotypes. Using Phenoscanner, rs11723621 was
299  associated with white blood cell level, and rs6127099 was associated with glomerular
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300 filtration rate. In both cases, the effect on each phenotype was mild compared to their
301 effect on 250HD level, as rs11723621 explained less than 0.03% of the variance in
302  white blood cell counts, and rs6127099 explained less than 0.001% of the glomerular
303 filtration rate variance®>*®. Removing these SNPs from the 24 SNPs above further
304 decreased the proportion of 250HD variance explained to 1.6%. While confidence
305 intervals widened, effect estimates when restricting our analysis to these 22 SNPs
306 remained similar for susceptibility (0.77; 95% CI: 0.48, 1.23; P=0.27), hospitalization
307 (2.89; 95% CI. 1.18, 7.06; P=0.02), and severe disease (2.52; 95% CI: 0.63, 10.0;
308 P=0.19).

309

310 Extended Phenotypes

311  Next, we used an extended definition for all three outcomes, where controls were
312 defined as all non-cases in each cohort, regardless of whether the Covid-19 status was
313  known or not. For these we obtained 6,182 cases and 960,186 controls for the extended
314  susceptibility phenotype, 2,710 cases and 813,234 controls for the extended
315 hospitalization phenotype, and 540 cases and 366,840 controls for the extended severe
316  disease phenotype. MR analysis using the extended phenotypes showed similar results
317  for Covid-19 susceptibility (Supplement 2), but their confidence intervals and effect
318 estimates were closer to the null in the extended hospitalization phenotype. For
319 example, for the analysis restricted to genes directly involved in vitamin D metabolism,
320 we obtained a much smaller OR (1.08; 95% CI: 0.69, 1.69; P = 0.74). However, the three
321 extended severe disease analyses showed worse outcome with increasing 250HD
322 levels.

323

324  Discussion

325 In this large-scale MR study, we found that genetically increased 250HD levels did not
326  protect against Covid-19 susceptibility, or severity, and in some analyses was
327  associated with worsened outcomes. These findings therefore do not support vitamin D
328  supplementation to prevent Covid-19 outcomes. These results provide guidance on the
329  use of vitamin D supplementation, given that a large proportion of the elderly population
330 currently takes vitamin D supplements. Further, these results should inform the design of
331  vitamin D supplementation trials, which should include attempt to identify signals of harm
332  ininterim analyses.

333

334  These results are not consistent with those reported in observational studies on vitamin
335 D and Covid-19 outcomes. The discrepancy between our results and traditional
336 epidemiological studies on Covid-19 and 250HD can likely be explained by the fact that
337 250HD is a highly confounded variable. It is consistently associated with an older, more
338 vulnerable, and more socially isolated population, all strong determinants of Covid-19
339 disease susceptibility and severity. Therefore, even when using advanced statistical
340 adjustments, observational epidemiological studies will likely obtain biased estimates of
341  the effect of vitamin D on Covid-19 in favor of increased 250HD level. These same
342  limitations may explain the discrepancy between 250HD observational epidemiology
343  outcomes and RCTs of vitamin D supplementation for common diseases, such as
344  coronary heart disease, cancer, fracture and type 2 diabetes. Further, while vitamin D
345  deficiency has been associated with enhanced inflammation and cytokine release®’, the
346 concept of “cytokine storm” in sepsis is poorly defined, and is currently being
347  reconsidered, including in the case of Covid-19%,

348

349  Most importantly, 250HD MR studies have given results consistent with RCTs in the
350  colorectal cancer’®'?*, diabetes''®, bone density and fractures®***° coronary artery
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351 disease’®?, and many other health outcomes. Our study would also be consistent with a

352 2015 RCT on 250HD supplementation in the prevention of respiratory tract infection’,
353  which showed more upper respiratory tract infections and longer duration of symptoms
354  in those randomized to 250HD supplements. While this RCT was not powered for more
355  severe outcomes and may not apply to the case of the Covid-19 pandemic, this further
356  highlights the potential role of MR studies to guide future 250HD supplementation trials.

357

358 To date, there are more than 15 trials registered on clinicaltrials.gov assessing the role
359  of 250HD supplementation in Covid-19, with a wide variety of study designs and primary
360 outcomes. The two largest RCTs are both placebo-controlled trial but have not yet
361 started recruitment. The first will be trial of a 2,414 participants, for which
362  supplementation will be given to healthy Canadian healthcare workers*', while the
363 second is planned for 1,265 participants in Argentina admitted for Covid-19, but who
364 have not yet developed severe disease®. The two trials’ primary outcome therefore
365  corresponds to our susceptibility and severe disease phenotypes, and our results should
366  be able to better inform their design and ensure their participants’ safety.

367

368  Our findings also have important implication for large proportion of the elderly population
369 who are already taking 250HD supplements’. As the evidence for 250HD
370  supplementation is growing weaker for many other diseases, and with potential adverse
371  events during the Covid-19 pandemic, official public health recommendations should be
372  adjusted to discourage liberal use of 250HD supplements to protect against Covid-19
373  outcomes.

374

375  Our study has limitations. First, we obtained discrepant results in the hospitalization and
376  extended hospitalization phenotypes. That is, the extended hospitalization MRs did not
377  show any increased risk from a genetically higher 250HD level. However, hospitalization
378 is a “softer”, more subjective outcome than severe disease, and we expect large
379 variations in hospitalization criteria between cohorts, given differences in admission
380 criteria by country. Further, by extending the hospitalization control definition to all
381 individuals without a record of Covid-19 (including those who did not have a test or
382 whose result is unavailable), we expect that the cohorts included in the extended
383  hospitalization phenotype were even more heterogeneous. Hence, the extended
384  hospitalization phenotype results were likely biased towards the null. Nevertheless, our
385 results did not show any benefit from increasing 250HD levels, and our concerns about
386  vitamin D supplementation remain valid for severe disease outcomes. Second, the UKB
387 was the largest case contributor in the hospitalization phenotype, and the only
388  contributor of the severe disease phenotype. Therefore, for these phenotypes, our MR
389 analyses were closer to one-sample MRs. This distinction is important in analyses
390 suffering from weaker genetic instruments, as the estimate will be biased. In two-sample
391 MR, this bias is towards the null hypothesis. However, in one-sample MR, the bias is in
392 the direction of the epidemiologic association?®. Yet, univariate epidemiological
393  association studies between 250HD and Covid-19 severe disease have demonstrated a
394  slight benefit to higher 250HD levels in the UKB cohort*®***. Therefore, if the one-sample
395 MR design introduced any bias, it would be to pull our results closer towards the
396  beneficial effects. Nevertheless, in the extended severe disease phenotype, which
397 incorporated data from an additional cohort with 327 cases, and the results were similar
398 to the severe disease phenotype from UKB with a severe disease odds ratio of 2.39
399 (95% CI: 1.15, 4.96; P = 0.02) for every standard deviation increase in log transformed
400  250HD (for the analysis restricted to genes directly involved in the 250HD metabolism).

401
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402  Third, we were only able to include individuals of European ancestry, and it remains
403  possible that 250HD levels might have different effects on Covid-19 outcomes in other
404  populations. However, previous RCTs on vitamin D supplementation have given similar
405  results in populations of various ancestries®*. Our study did not consider frank vitamin
406 D deficiency, and it remains possible that vitamin D supplementation may remain
407  beneficial in this population. Nevertheless, most proposed RCTs of vitamin D
408  supplementation for Covid-19 (including the largest two) do not target deficient
409  populations***2. Lastly, while we performed multiple sensitivity analyses to attempt to
410  detect horizontal pleiotropy, this source of potential bias cannot be entirely excluded.

411

412 In conclusion, using a method that has consistently replicated RCT results for 250HD
413  outcomes in large sample sizes, we find no evidence to support a protective role for
414  vitamin D supplementation in Covid-19 outcomes. Our findings also suggest that all on-
415 going RCTs studying vitamin D supplementation should have mechanisms in place to
416  detect early signs of worsened outcomes, and that public health recommendations
417  should advise more caution about taking 250HD supplements.
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Phenotype

Source of genetic variants

Cohort

Participants

250HD circulating levels

Manousaki et al**

Meta-analysis of two 250HD GWAS:
- 401,460 adult white British participants form the UKB**®
- 42,274 from an international consortium of adult individuals of European ancestry**

Covid-19 susceptibility

Susceptibility

Meta-analysis of 6 GWAS performed in individuals of European ancestry from 4 countries:
- Cases: 3,432 individuals with Covid-19 by laboratory confirmation, chart review, or self-
report
- Controls: 41,285 individuals without Covid-19 by laboratory confirmation or self-report

Covid-19 severity

Hospitalized

Meta-analysis of 3 GWAS performed in individuals of European ancestry from 3 countries:
Cases: 867 hospitalized individuals with Covid-19
Controls: 2,229 non-hospitalized individuals with Covid-19

Severe Disease

GWAS from white British UKB participants:

- Cases: 293 Covid-19 infected hospitalized individuals who died or required respiratory
support (intubation, CPAP, BiPAP, continuous external negative pressure, high flow
nasal cannula).

- Controls: 607 non-hospitalized individuals with Covid-19

Table 1: Sources of data for the analysis. Covid-19 susceptibility and severity outcomes are taken from the Covid-19 HGI*®. See Supplement 1 for
details on cohorts of Covid-19 susceptibility and severity phenotypes.
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Outcome

| NSNPs | IVW OR (95% CI) | IVW p-value | Egger alpha

| Alpha p-value

| Egger OR (95% CI) | Egger p-value

250HD primary analysis

Susceptibility 96 0.88 (0.69, 1.11) 0.26 | 0.005 (-0.006, 0.02) 0.39 | 0.79 (0.57, 1.10) 0.16
Hospitalization | 95 2.34(1.33, 4.11) 0.003 | -0.005 (-0.03, 0.02) 0.70 | 2.61 (1.18, 5.78) 0.02
Severe disease | 96 2.21 (0.88, 5.55) 0.09 | -0.03 (-0.07, 0.02) 0.27 | 3.78 (1.01, 14.1) 0.05
250HD sensitivity analysis restricted to genes in the vitamin D pathway

Susceptibility 21 0.90 (0.64, 1.27) 0.55 | 0.04 (-0.0001, 0.08) 0.07 | 0.61 (0.37,1.01) 0.07
Hospitalization | 21 2.52 (1.28, 4.95) 0.007 | 0.02 (-0.06, 0.11) 0.58 | 1.97 (0.66, 5.84) 0.24
Severe disease | 21 3.04 (1.06, 8.76) 0.04 | -0.09 (-0.21, 0.04) 0.20 | 7.68 (1.35, 43.5) 0.03
250HD sensitivity analysis after removal of SNPs identified by Phenoscanner

Susceptibility 19 0.77 (0.48, 1.23) 0.27 | 0.06 (0.01, 0.10) 0.02 | 0.38 (0.19, 0.75) 0.01
Hospitalization | 19 2.89 (1.18, 7.06) 0.02 | 0.0005 (-0.10, 0.10) 0.99 | 2.87 (0.64, 12.9) 0.19
Severe disease | 19 2.52 (0.63, 10.0) 0.19 | -0.14 (-0.29, 0.006) 0.08 | 17.1 (1.50, 195) 0.04

Table 2: MR results. nNSNPs: number of SNPs retained for this analysis. Cl: confidence interval.
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Figure 1: Vitamin D synthesis pathway.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.08.20190975
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Susceptibility Hospitalized Severe Disease
Cases: 3,432 Controls: 41,285 Cases: 867 Controls: 2,229 Cases: 293 Controls: 607
1 1 1
: : :
1 1 1
Primary analysis - - S B m— ———
1 1 1
i : :
1 1 1
Restricted - — | —— :
: : :
1 1 1
: | :
1 1 1
Restricted-Phenoscanner g i . —
1 1 1
: : :
O.lO 0.I5 1.IO 1 .IS 2:0 (I] é 43- é O.IO 2:5 5:0 7.I5 1d.O

Figure 2: Odds ratio point estimates and 95% confidence intervals for a one standard deviation increase in 250HD levels on Covid-19 susceptibility
and severity. Restricted: analysis restricted to SNPs near the 4 genes involved in known vitamin D metabolic pathways. Restricted-Phenoscanner:
restricted analysis, with SNPs identified to have other associations in Phenoscanner removed.
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