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ABSTRACT 14 

Objectives: To investigate causality of the association of serum vitamin D with the risk and 15 
severity of COVID-19 infection.  16 
 17 
Design: Two-sample Mendelian randomization study. 18 
 19 
Setting: Summary data from genome-wide analyses in the population-based UK Biobank and 20 
SUNLIGHT Consortium, applied to meta-analyzed results of genome-wide analyses in the 21 
COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative. 22 
 23 
Participants: 17,965 COVID-19 cases including 11,085 laboratory or physician confirmed 24 
cases, 7,885 hospitalized cases, and 4,336 severe respiratory cases, and 1,370,547 controls, 25 
primarily of European ancestry. 26 
 27 
Exposures: Genetically predicted variation in serum vitamin D status, based on genome-wide 28 
significant single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) associated with serum vitamin D or risk of 29 
vitamin D deficiency/insufficiency.  30 
 31 
Main outcome measures: Susceptibility to and severity of COVID-19 infection, including 32 
severe respiratory infection and hospitalization.  33 
 34 
Results: Mendelian randomization analysis, powered to detect moderate effects comparable to 35 
those seen in observational studies, provided little to no evidence for an effect of genetically 36 
predicted serum vitamin D on susceptibility to or severity of COVID-19 infection. Using SNPs 37 
in loci related to vitamin D metabolism as proxies for serum vitamin D concentration, the odds 38 
ratio for a standard deviation increase in serum vitamin D was 1.04 (95% confidence interval 39 
0.92 to 1.18) for any COVID-19 infection versus population controls, 1.05 (0.84-1.31) for 40 
hospitalized COVID-19 versus population controls, 0.96 (0.64 to 1.43) for severe respiratory 41 
COVID-19 versus population controls, 1.15 (0.99 to 1.35) for COVID-19 positive versus 42 
COVID-19 negative, and 1.44 (0.75 to 2.78) for hospitalized COVID-19 versus non-hospitalized 43 
COVID-19. Results were similar in analyses that used all SNPs with genome-wide significant 44 
associations with serum vitamin D (i.e., including SNPs in loci with no known relationship to 45 
vitamin D metabolism) and in analyses using SNPs with genome-wide significant associations 46 
with risk of vitamin D deficiency or insufficiency.  47 
 48 
Conclusions: These findings suggest that genetically predicted differences in long-term vitamin 49 
D nutritional status do not causally affect susceptibility to and severity of COVID-19 infection, 50 
and that associations observed in previous studies may have been driven by confounding. These 51 
results do not exclude the possibility of low-magnitude causal effects, nor do they preclude 52 
potential causal effects of acute responses to therapeutic doses of vitamin D. Future directions 53 
include extension of this work to non-European ancestry populations, and high-risk populations, 54 
for example persons with comorbid disease. 55 
  56 
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INTRODUCTION 57 

The COVID-19 pandemic has reached every corner of the globe and continues to spread. 58 

With more than 100 million cases and 2.0 million deaths globally at time of writing,1 59 

identification of risk factors for susceptibility to SARS-CoV-2 infection and severity of COVID-60 

19 is critical. Vitamin D nutritional status is a promising modifiable risk factor, and higher 61 

vitamin D is posited to reduce the risk of SARS-CoV-2 infection and the severity of the clinical 62 

course of COVID-19. Hypothesized vitamin D effects are biologically plausible given prior 63 

evidence that vitamin D upregulates innate and adaptive immunity to fight infection and reduce 64 

inflammation,2 is associated with a reduced risk of respiratory disease mortality,3 and enhances 65 

expression of ACE2, which is hypothesized to modulate the immune system response to SARS-66 

CoV-2 infection.4,5 A recent in vitro study showed that vitamin D reduces viral load of nasal 67 

epithelial cells infected with SARS-CoV-2,6 and preliminary evidence from two small human 68 

trials suggested that vitamin D supplementation may help improve the prognosis of COVID-19 69 

in infected individuals.7,8 70 

Ecological and observational studies lend further support to the hypothesis that lower 71 

serum vitamin D concentrations are associated with both an increased risk of COVID-19 and an 72 

increased severity of the infection. Early in the pandemic, the prevalence of COVID-19 in 73 

European countries was negatively correlated with national averages for serum vitamin D 74 

concentration.9 COVID-19 mortality rates were positively correlated with latitude, a proxy for 75 

UV B exposure (higher latitude associates with lower UV B), which is required for synthesis of 76 

vitamin D in the body.10,11 More recent studies report associations of lower pre-pandemic serum 77 

vitamin D concentration or higher risk of vitamin D insufficiency with susceptibility to COVID-78 

19 infection12–14 and with severity of COVID-19 infection in hospitalized patients as indicated by 79 

elevated biological markers of the cytokine storm, increased risk of intubation or use of 80 
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supplemental oxygen, ICU admission, and death.15–18 The mounting evidence from observational 81 

studies and the known effects of vitamin D on the immune system contribute to speculation 82 

about whether a simple and immediate intervention like vitamin D supplementation might be 83 

effective in reducing risk of COVID-19 infection or severity, but sources of guidance for 84 

clinicians and the public cite a lack of evidence for a causal association.19,20 Further evidence is 85 

urgently needed. 86 

The uncertainty about the causal association of vitamin D and COVID-19 arises because 87 

of the well-known association of serum vitamin D concentration with many known risk factors 88 

for COVID-19, including age, sex, body mass index (BMI), and race/ethnicity. The largest 89 

observational study of the UK Biobank data (N = 348,598 participants) reported little to no 90 

association of serum vitamin D with risk of COVID-19 infection in multivariate models adjusted 91 

for covariates.21 In the absence of large, rigorous randomized trials, it is challenging to determine 92 

whether other reported inverse associations of vitamin D and risk of COVID-19 are causal. 93 

Given the high global prevalence of vitamin D insufficiency, estimating the true effect of vitamin 94 

D on risk of COVID-19 infection and severity is important. 95 

Mendelian randomization (MR), a study design to address causality, uses a form of 96 

instrumental variable analysis to improve causal inference and to address the biases inherent in 97 

observational studies. MR uses genetic variants that are associated with the exposure (i.e., serum 98 

vitamin D) as instrumental variables, or genetic instruments, that represent the long-term usual 99 

exposure. Following the laws of independent assortment, genetic variants are inherited from 100 

parent to offspring in a random and independent manner. An individual’s genotype therefore 101 

mimics the lifelong randomization of individuals into groups with different long-term serum 102 

vitamin D levels. Valid MR analysis depends on three key assumptions: (1) adequate strength 103 
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and validity of the genetic instruments (i.e., genetic variants that underlie vitamin D 104 

metabolism), (2) independence of the genetic instruments from any confounders, and (3) absence 105 

of direct effects of the genetic instruments on the outcome of interest (i.e., COVID-19 status). 106 

MR addresses limitations in observational data including confounding, reverse causality, and 107 

measurement error, and supports triangulation on the evidence for causality when randomized 108 

trials are either impossible to conduct or currently unavailable. Genome-wide association (GWA) 109 

studies of serum vitamin D levels identified genetic variants that are robustly associated with 110 

serum vitamin D status in different populations and ancestries.22–28 Capitalizing on this finding, 111 

researchers successfully applied MR to study associations of vitamin D with many clinical 112 

outcomes, including diseases of immune system dysregulation and inflammation.29–45 We used 113 

MR to investigate causality of the relationship of serum vitamin D status with the risk and 114 

severity of COVID-19 infection.  115 

METHODS 116 

Two-sample Mendelian Randomization with Multiple Instruments 117 

We estimated the effect of serum vitamin D levels on risk of COVID-19 infection and 118 

severity with two-sample MR.46 The associations of the genetic instruments with the exposure(s) 119 

and outcome(s) were estimated in separate, independent samples, then used to calculate the MR 120 

estimate of the effect of serum vitamin D status on COVID-19.46 We used summary data from a 121 

GWA study of serum vitamin D in the UK Biobank (sample 1)22 and genome-wide data for 122 

COVID-19 patients versus comparison groups from the COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative 123 

(sample 2) (Figure 1).47 Because of overlap between the UK Biobank and the COVID-19 Host 124 

Genetics Initiative samples, which may bias MR results toward effects estimated from traditional 125 
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observational studies,48 we replicated the analyses using summary GWAS data for serum vitamin 126 

D from the SUNLIGHT Consortium.23 We also performed sensitivity analyses to evaluate prior 127 

hypotheses about the direct effect of vitamin D deficiency or insufficiency on COVID-19 128 

outcomes using summary data from a meta-analysis of associations of vitamin D SNPs with the 129 

dichotomous outcome of vitamin D deficiency versus sufficiency.24 130 

Vitamin D Genetic Instrument(s) 131 

We constructed all genetic instruments for serum vitamin D levels based on independent 132 

genetic loci associated with serum vitamin D levels at genome-wide significance (p < 5×10-8). 133 

For the primary analysis, we used a biologically plausible genetic instrument (instrument A) 134 

consisting of SNPs in genetic loci that encode proteins in vitamin D transport and metabolism 135 

(Supplemental Figure 1), including the vitamin D binding protein (GC), 25 OH hydroxylase 136 

(CYP2R1), 7-dehydrocholesterol reductase (DHCR7), and 24-hydroxylase (CYP24A1). All SNPs 137 

included in Instrument A were associated with serum vitamin D at genome-wide significance in 138 

the UK Biobank and replicated in the SUNLIGHT Consortium.22,23 139 

In secondary analyses, we expanded the genetic instrument to include additional genome-140 

wide significant SNPs in loci with no known relation to vitamin D metabolism (Figure 1). The 141 

first expanded instrument (instrument B) included SNPs in two additional loci, Sec23 homolog A 142 

(SEC23A) and amidohydrolase domain containing 1 (AMDHD1), that were associated with 143 

serum vitamin D at genome-wide significance in both the UK Biobank and the SUNLIGHT 144 

Consortium. The second expanded instrument (instrument C) included SNPs in 63 additional loci 145 

associated with serum vitamin D at genome-wide significance in the UK Biobank (Supplemental 146 

Table 1).  147 
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Finally, we constructed separate genetic instruments for risk of vitamin D deficiency and 148 

insufficiency (defined as serum vitamin D < 50 nmol/L and <75 nmol/L, respectively) based on 149 

meta-analysis results of vitamin D SNP—risk of vitamin D deficiency/insufficiency associations 150 

in the SUNLIGHT Consortium.24 The genome-wide significant SNPs contributing to the vitamin 151 

D deficiency and insufficiency instruments were all in loci related to vitamin D metabolism, 152 

including GC, DHCR7, and CYP2R1.  153 

SNP—Vitamin D Associations 154 

We extracted summary data, including beta-coefficients, standard errors, and effect 155 

alleles and their frequencies for each SNP contributing to the genetic instruments. We primarily 156 

used summary data from a UK Biobank GWAS of serum vitamin D in participants of “white 157 

British” ancestry as defined by genotype principal component analysis (N = 401,460)22 and 158 

replicated the analyses using summary data from a SUNLIGHT Consortium meta-analysis 159 

GWAS of serum vitamin D (31 European ancestry cohorts, N = 79,366).23 For sensitivity 160 

analyses, we used data from a SUNLIGHT Consortium meta-analysis of associations of vitamin 161 

D SNPs with risk of vitamin D deficiency/insufficiency (four European ancestry cohorts, N = 162 

16,905).24 163 

Details of the UK Biobank and SUNLIGHT Consortia GWA studies of serum vitamin D 164 

and the candidate SNP—vitamin D deficiency/insufficiency meta-analysis are described 165 

elsewhere.22–24 Briefly, in the UK Biobank GWAS, serum vitamin D data were log-transformed 166 

and standardized to a mean of 0 and standard deviation of 1, and SNP–vitamin D association 167 

models were adjusted for age, sex, season of vitamin D measurement, vitamin D 168 

supplementation, genotype batch, genotype array, and assessment center (as a proxy for latitude). 169 

In the SUNLIGHT Consortium meta-analysis GWAS of serum vitamin D, serum vitamin D data 170 
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were log-transformed and SNP–vitamin D association models were adjusted for age, sex, BMI, 171 

month of sample collection, cohort-specific variables such as geographical location and assay 172 

batch, and genotype principal components.22 In the SUNLIGHT Consortium meta-analysis of 173 

SNP—risk of vitamin D deficiency/insufficiency associations, models were adjusted for age, sex, 174 

BMI, and season, and genomic control was applied to control for population stratification.24  175 

Vitamin D Instrument Strength 176 

We assessed the strength and validity of the genetic instruments for vitamin D by 177 

calculating the F-statistic,49 according to the method described by Burgess and colleagues for 178 

two-sample MR.48 First, we calculated the variance in vitamin D explained by each SNP (R2
 snp) 179 

using the equation R2
snp=2α2 MAF(1-MAF), where α = SNP–serum vitamin D association and 180 

MAF = minor allele frequency. Next, we calculated the F-statistic for each of the instruments, 181 

using the equation F=(N-K-1)/K x (R2
instrument)/(1-R2

instrument), where N = sample size, K = 182 

number of SNPs contributing to the genetic instrument, and R2
instrument = sum of R2

 snp across 183 

SNPs contributing to the instrument. We based all calculations on GWAS data from the UK 184 

Biobank22 and calculated the F-statistic for sample sizes of 10,000 and 1.3 million individuals, 185 

the approximate minimum and maximum sample sizes for the COVID-19 outcomes. We 186 

considered the MR standard of F-statistic >10 as an indicator of instrument strength.49 187 

SNP—COVID Associations 188 

We used genome-wide data for COVID-19 cases and comparison groups from the 189 

COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative, which is described elsewhere.47 Briefly, the initiative 190 

comprises a global effort to study genetic contributions to variability in COVID-19 infection and 191 

severity. Contributing studies performed genome-wide analyses for COVID-19 case and 192 
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comparison groups following an analysis plan developed by the initiative. Studies with multiple 193 

ancestries performed stratified analyses, and all analyses were adjusted for sex, age, age,2 sex × 194 

age interaction, and genotype principal components. Results were summarized across studies and 195 

ancestries by meta-analysis.  196 

The publicly available summary results were downloaded from the COVID-19 Host 197 

Genetics Initiative’s fourth data freeze and meta-analysis (https://www.covid19hg.org/results/), 198 

which were released on October 20, 2020. We considered the following five COVID-19 case 199 

versus control comparisons, using definitions provided by the initiative: (1) any COVID-19 200 

versus population controls, (2) hospitalized COVID-19 versus population controls, (3) very 201 

severe respiratory confirmed COVID-19 versus population controls, (4) any COVID-19 versus 202 

confirmed COVID-19 negative, and (5) hospitalized versus non-hospitalized COVID-19. For 203 

each COVID-19 “case” versus comparison group, we extracted summary data, including beta-204 

coefficients, standard errors, effect alleles, and effect allele frequencies corresponding to the 205 

SNPs included in the vitamin D genetic instruments. For SNPs that were not available in the 206 

public data, we identified proxy SNPs based on linkage disequilibrium (LD), using the standard 207 

MR threshold for LD proxies of r2 > 0.8.50 All LD proxy SNPs were defined using 1000 208 

Genomes European (CEU and GBR) sample data and identified through LDlink.51 Case and 209 

comparison group definitions, sample sizes, and ancestry distributions for the different 210 

comparisons are summarized in Table 1. Studies contributing to these analyses are listed in 211 

Supplemental Table 1.  212 

Summary data were available for mixed ancestry analyses for all outcomes. For the 213 

outcomes of COVID-19 versus population controls and hospitalized COVID-19 versus 214 

population controls, summary data from analyses limited to European ancestry participants were 215 
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also available. For these outcomes, we extracted summary data from both the mixed ancestry and 216 

the European ancestry analyses for comparison and to address differences in ancestry 217 

composition between vitamin D GWAS and COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative sample 218 

populations. 219 

Stratification of SNP—Vitamin D Associations by COVID-19 Risk Factors 220 

Our study design assumes that the potential effect of vitamin D nutritional status on 221 

susceptibility to and severity of COVID-19 infection is the same across different COVID-19 risk 222 

categories, including ancestry, age, sex, BMI, and smoking status. MR analysis under this 223 

assumption requires the genetic instruments for vitamin D to be robust across the COVID-19 risk 224 

subgroups. To address this assumption, we conducted stratified analyses of the SNP-vitamin D 225 

associations for all SNPs contributing to the genetic instruments using data from the UK 226 

Biobank. UK Biobank Resource data—including serum vitamin D levels, vitamin D 227 

supplementation, covariates and stratification variables, and imputed genotype dosages with 228 

reference to Haplotype Reference Consortium and UK10K haplotype resource—were obtained 229 

under Application Number 24603. The Institutional Review Board at RTI International approved 230 

the UK Biobank data use and analysis. 231 

The SNP–vitamin D associations were estimated stratified by sex (male vs. female), age 232 

group (40-50 vs. 50-60 vs. 60-70), BMI category (18.5-25 vs. 25-30 vs. 30-40 vs. >40), and 233 

smoking status (never vs. former vs. current smokers). Analyses were performed using the 234 

GENESIS R/ Bioconductor package,52 separately for European ancestry (N = 421,407) and 235 

African ancestry (N = 7,859) participants, as classified via analysis with STRUCTURE53 in 236 

comparison to the CEU, YRI, and CHB 1000 Genomes populations.54,55 Statistical models 237 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted February 1, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.29.21250759doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.29.21250759


resembled those described for SNP–vitamin D associations in UK Biobank,22 except that 238 

genotype batch was not included as a covariate and vitamin D levels were not log-transformed.  239 

Statistical Analysis for Two-Sample MR 240 

We performed two-sample MR using the inverse variance weighted (IVW) method, 241 

which assumes that pleiotropy is either non-existent or balanced (i.e., any associations of genetic 242 

instrument SNPs with phenotypes other than vitamin D are randomly positive and negative such 243 

that the mean pleiotropic effect is zero).56 We used the MR-Egger intercept test to check for 244 

evidence of directional pleiotropy, and performed sensitivity analyses using the MR-Egger, 245 

weighted-median and weighted-mode methods.57–59 The MR-Egger method relaxes the 246 

assumption of no directional pleiotropy and corrects for pleiotropy-induced bias by allowing for 247 

a nonzero intercept.56,57 The weighted-median method assumes that at least 50% of the weight of 248 

the genetic instrument comes from nonpleiotropic SNPs and produces an unbiased estimate so 249 

long as less than 50% of SNPs have pleiotropic effects.58 The weighted-mode method assumes 250 

that the most common (modal) SNP–vitamin D effect is the true effect and therefore allows for 251 

the inclusion of pleotropic SNPs without biasing the MR estimate.59 Where evidence of 252 

directional pleiotropy existed (MR-Egger intercept test P-value <0.05) we prioritized the MR 253 

estimates from the MR-Egger, mode-weighted, and median-weighted analyses, otherwise we 254 

prioritized the estimates from the IVW method. Results for our primary analysis are presented as 255 

odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals (OR, 95% CI) for COVID-19 case versus comparator 256 

per standard deviation increase in log-transformed serum vitamin D. The threshold for statistical 257 

significance was set at a P-value  < 0.05. All analyses were performed using R Studio version 258 

1.2.1335 and the “TwoSampleMR” R package (https://github.com/MRCIEU/TwoSampleMR)50. 259 
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We estimated potential bias under the null due to sample overlap between the UK 260 

Biobank vitamin D GWAS and the COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative using estimates of the 261 

vitamin D–COVID-19 associations from observational studies, the percentage of sample overlap, 262 

and the relative bias (reciprocal of the F-statistic), as previously described.48 We compared SNP-263 

vitamin D associations stratified by sex, age group, BMI category, and smoking status with 264 

Pearson’s correlation coefficients.  265 

We calculated the minimum odds ratio detectable at 80% power for each COVID-19 266 

outcome using the “mRnd” tool (https://shiny.cnsgenomics.com/mRnd/).60 Based on heritability 267 

estimates from the UK Biobank and SUNLIGHT Consortium vitamin D GWA studies,23,61 we 268 

assumed the genetic instruments accounted for 3% of the variance in serum vitamin D for all 269 

power calculations. 270 

Patient and Public Involvement 271 

We used publicly available data from several consortia including the UK Biobank, the 272 

SUNLIGHT Consortium and the COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative in this study. These 273 

consortia were not involved in any stage of the design and conduct of this research, nor were 274 

they asked to advise on interpretation or writing up of results.   No patients were involved in any 275 

stage of the research process. There are no plans to disseminate the results of the research to 276 

study participants or the relevant patient community.   277 

RESULTS 278 

Genetic Instruments for Vitamin D  279 

Characteristics of the genetic instruments for serum vitamin D, including contributing 280 

SNPs, SNP–vitamin D associations in the UK Biobank, and F-statistics, indicate that instruments 281 
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A and B clearly exceed the MR standard for instrument strength of F-statistic > 10 across the 282 

range of COVID-19 outcome sample sizes (Table 2, Supplemental Table 2). The F-statistics for 283 

instruments A, B, and C were respectively 53, 37, and 5 for the minimum sample size of 10,000 284 

participants and 6,915, 4,746, and 600 for the maximum sample size of 1.3 million participants. 285 

Instrument A, which was limited to SNPs in loci related to vitamin D metabolism 286 

(Supplementary Figure 1), had the largest F-statistics across all sample sizes, reflecting the 287 

strength of the SNP–vitamin D associations for the SNPs in loci related to the vitamin D 288 

metabolic pathway.  289 

COVID-19 Case-Comparison Groups and Power Calculations 290 

We considered multiple case definitions, sample sizes, and ancestral compositions for the 291 

COVID-19 case-control comparisons in our analysis (Table 1). Sample sizes across the analyses 292 

ranged from just over 10,000 (for hospitalized COVID-19 vs. non-hospitalized COVID-19) to 293 

over 1.3 million (for COVID-19 vs. population). The majority (>75%) of participants were of 294 

European ancestry. Non-European ancestry participants made up a much smaller fraction of the 295 

total sample. 296 

Based on the sample sizes across the COVID-19 case-control comparisons, and assuming 297 

our genetic instruments explained 3% of the variance in serum vitamin D, we calculated that this 298 

study had 80% power to detect moderate effect sizes comparable to those seen in observational 299 

studies. The minimum detectable ORs for a standard deviation increase in serum vitamin D 300 

ranged from 0.66 (hospitalized COVID-19 vs. non-hospitalized COVID-19) to 0.86 (COVID-19 301 

vs. population; Supplemental Table 3).   302 
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MR Estimates for Serum Vitamin D Effect on COVID-19 Outcomes 303 

MR estimates (odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals) for the effect of genetically 304 

predicted serum vitamin D on risk of COVID-19 outcomes, calculated separately for instruments 305 

A, B, and C, are shown in Figure 2 and Table 3. MR scatter plots and forest plots further 306 

illustrating these results are shown in Supplementary Figure 2. MR-Egger intercept tests for 307 

pleiotropy were not statistically significant (MR-Egger intercept p-values > 0.1) for all 308 

instruments and all outcomes (Table 3). Thus, we prioritized the MR estimates from the IVW 309 

analyses and found little to no evidence for an effect of vitamin D on risk of any COVID-19 310 

outcome considered. For instrument A, using SNPs in loci related to vitamin D metabolism, the 311 

odds ratio for a standard deviation increase in serum vitamin D was 1.04 (95% confidence 312 

interval 0.92 to 1.18) for any COVID-19 infection versus population controls, 1.05 (0.84-1.31) 313 

for hospitalized COVID-19 versus population controls, 0.96 (0.64 to 1.43) for severe respiratory 314 

COVID-19 versus population controls, 1.15 (0.99 to 1.35) for COVID-19 positive versus 315 

COVID-19 negative, and 1.44 (0.75 to 2.78) for hospitalized COVID-19 versus non-hospitalized 316 

COVID-19 (p-values >0.1 for all comparisons). Results were similar for instruments B and C. 317 

Results of MR analyses limited to European ancestry participants, which we were able to 318 

perform for the outcomes of COVID-19 versus population and hospitalized COVID-19 versus 319 

population, were also non-significant (Supplementary Figure 3).  320 

For all outcomes, the MR-Egger intercept test showed little to no evidence of pleiotropy 321 

(Table 3). Nevertheless, we performed sensitivity analysis to explore possible pleiotropy using 322 

the MR-Egger, weighted-median, and weighted-mode MR methods, and this analysis showed a 323 

direct association of serum vitamin D with risk of hospitalized COVID-19 versus non-324 

hospitalized COVID-19 (Supplemental Figure 4). For this outcome, MR estimates from the MR-325 
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Egger and mode-weighted analyses found that chronically higher vitamin D levels increase the 326 

odds of hospitalization in COVID-19-infected participants (OR [95% CI] for instrument A: 1.83 327 

[1.12, 2.97] for mode-weighted MR and 3.69 [1.53, 8.93] for MR-Egger). MR estimates from the 328 

MR-Egger, mode- and median-weighted MR analyses were non-significant for all other 329 

outcomes, consistent with results from the IVW analysis. 330 

Estimations of bias because of participant overlap between the UK Biobank and the 331 

COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative were negligible. For the outcome with maximum participant 332 

overlap (58% for severe respiratory COVID-19 vs. population), we estimated the bias for 333 

instruments A, B, and C to be 0.1%, 0.2%, and 1.0% respectively. We confirmed the negligible 334 

effect of participant overlap in our study by repeating the analyses using summary data for 335 

GWAS significant SNP–vitamin D associations from the SUNLIGHT consortium in place of UK 336 

Biobank data (Supplementary Table 4). Results using the SUNLIGHT Consortium data were 337 

consistent with results using the UK Biobank data; there was no evidence of pleiotropy for any 338 

outcome (MR-Egger intercept p-value >0.1), and IVW MR estimates for the effect of genetically 339 

predicted serum vitamin D on risk of COVID-19 outcomes were similar in magnitude and 340 

direction and were not statistically significant (Supplementary Table 4).  341 

MR Estimates for Vitamin D Deficiency/Insufficiency and COVID-19 Outcomes 342 

A further sensitivity analysis evaluated the effect of genetically predicted vitamin D 343 

deficiency and insufficiency on COVID-19 outcomes (Table 3, Figure 4). MR-Egger intercept 344 

tests for pleiotropy were all non-significant (p-value > 0.1), and the IVW MR estimates did not 345 

support an effect of long-term vitamin D deficiency or insufficiency on the risk of any of the 346 

COVID-19 outcomes evaluated (Table 3, Figure 4) . 347 
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Covariate Effects on SNP-Vitamin D Associations  348 

Stratified analyses of SNP-vitamin D associations evaluated the validity of the genetic 349 

instruments across known COVID-19 risk factors, including ancestry, age, sex, BMI, and 350 

smoking status. Correlations of age-, sex-, BMI-, and smoking status-specific SNP–vitamin D 351 

associations are shown separately for European (N = 421,407) and African (N = 7,859) ancestry 352 

participants in Supplemental Figure 5. For European ancestry participants, subgroup-specific 353 

SNP–vitamin D associations were strongly correlated across age, sex, BMI category, and 354 

smoking status (Pearson’s correlation coefficients ranging from 0.90 to 0.99), supporting the use 355 

of the instrument in the general European ancestry population. For African ancestry participants, 356 

the correlations among subgroup-specific SNP–vitamin D associations were less clear (Pearson’s 357 

correlation coefficients ranged from -0.95 to 0.72), suggesting that optimization of the genetic 358 

instruments for the African ancestry population may be necessary. Given the small sample sizes 359 

in the African ancestry subgroups, further research is needed to validate the instruments and their 360 

use in African and other non-European Ancestry populations. 361 

DISCUSSION 362 

We used summary data from genome-wide analysis in the UK Biobank, SUNLIGHT 363 

Consortium, and COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative to conduct the first MR study of serum 364 

vitamin D and COVID-19 outcomes. Although our study was powered to detect effects 365 

comparable to those seen in observational studies of vitamin D and COVID-19, we found little to 366 

no evidence of an effect of genetically predicted serum vitamin D levels on COVID-19 367 

outcomes, including risk of COVID-19 infection, severe respiratory infection, and 368 

hospitalization. Our results were robust to multiple genetic instruments for vitamin D and were 369 

replicated using SNP–vitamin D association data from two independent samples. Results from 370 
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sensitivity analyses evaluating the effect of genetically predicted vitamin D deficiency or 371 

insufficiency on risk of COVID-19 outcomes were similarly null. In summary, our results 372 

suggest that long-term usual vitamin D nutritional status does not have a causal effect on 373 

susceptibility to COVID-19 infection and its severity. 374 

Our results are consistent with findings from the largest observational study to date of 375 

serum vitamin D and COVID-19 infection,21 which used UK Biobank data on approximately 376 

350,000 White, Black, and South Asian participants, and found associations of pre-pandemic 377 

vitamin D levels with COVID-19 infection in univariate models, but not in models adjusting for 378 

confounding by known COVID-19 risk factors, including age, sex, race/ethnicity, BMI, 379 

socioeconomic status, smoking status, diabetes, blood pressure, chronic illness, and disability. 380 

We used the MR approach as an alternative way to address potential confounding. We 381 

instrumented long-term serum vitamin D status with genetic variants that are unlikely to have 382 

direct associations with known risk factors for COVID-19 infection. Specifically, the genetic 383 

instrument for our primary analysis (instrument A) was limited to SNPs in loci with functional 384 

links to serum vitamin D, including GC, DHCR7, CYP2R1, and CYP24A1. With this approach, 385 

we saw no evidence for an effect of genetically predicted (i.e., unconfounded) variation in serum 386 

vitamin D on risk and severity of COVID-19 infection.   387 

These results are contrary to findings from several smaller observational studies showing 388 

an association of lower vitamin D levels with higher risk of testing positive for COVID-19 in the 389 

general population12–14 and higher risk of COVID-19 related hospitalization, ICU admission, 390 

intubation and death among infected individuals.15–18 However, these studies were inconsistent in 391 

the covariates included in statistical models, and in several studies estimates of vitamin D 392 

associations with susceptibility to and severity of COVID-19 infection were attenuated with 393 
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covariate adjustment, suggesting the observed effects could be the result of residual confounding. 394 

Additionally, many of these studies were case-control or cross-sectional studies, making it 395 

difficult to rule out the possibility of reverse causality (i.e., that COVID-19 infection or its 396 

symptoms could lead to lowering of serum vitamin D). The MR approach addresses key 397 

limitations of these studies, including confounding and reverse causality, and is recognized as a 398 

method for improving causal inference in epidemiology.   399 

This study has many strengths. We used summary data from the largest GWA studies of 400 

serum vitamin D to maximize the strength and validity of the genetic instruments for vitamin D 401 

and leveraged publicly available data on nearly 1.4 million participants, including 17,965 402 

COVID-19 cases, from 38 study cohorts in the COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative. We 403 

addressed potential pleiotropy of the genetic instruments, which if present would limit the 404 

interpretation of the MR results, by comparing results across the biologically plausible and 405 

expanded instruments, testing for evidence of pleiotropy with the MR-Egger intercept test, and 406 

performing sensitivity analysis with alternative MR methods that address pleiotropy. We 407 

explored potential threshold effects using genetic instruments for vitamin D deficiency and 408 

insufficiency. Our findings were robust across all exploration, and, in triangulation with results 409 

of the largest to date observational study of vitamin D and COVID-19, the findings help to 410 

clarify the nature of the association of vitamin D with COVID-19 outcomes. 411 

As in any MR study, the valid interpretation of our results rests on the MR assumptions 412 

of adequate strength of the genetic instruments for vitamin D and absence of direct effects of the 413 

instruments on COVID-19 outcomes and potential confounders (i.e., pleiotropy). Our 414 

instruments easily met the MR standard for instrument strength (F-statistic >10) and we found no 415 

evidence of pleiotropy from the MR-Egger intercept test. Our results were consistent across the 416 
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biologically plausible and expanded genetic instruments and largely similar in sensitivity 417 

analysis using MR methods designed to address pleiotropy. While the findings in our study are 418 

unlikely to be biased by pleiotropy, exhaustive tests for pleiotropy are challenging, making the 419 

MR assumptions difficult to fully verify.  420 

We used a two-sample MR approach, using estimates of associations of the genetic 421 

instruments with vitamin D and with COVID-19 outcomes from two separate samples. This 422 

approach maximizes sample size and reduces the likelihood of bias toward estimates from 423 

observational studies46 but requires that the two samples are drawn from similar populations. In 424 

our study, the summary data for associations of the genetic instruments with vitamin D were 425 

from analyses in European ancestry participants, while the data for associations of the genetic 426 

instruments with COVID-19 outcomes were from analyses including up to 25% non-European 427 

ancestry participants. Repeating the analysis with a subgroup of European-only participants for 428 

two outcomes, COVID-19 versus population controls and hospitalized COVID-19 versus 429 

population controls, indicated minimal impact of ancestral differences on MR estimates. 430 

However, ancestry-specific data were not available for COVID-19 outcomes with larger 431 

proportions of non-European ancestry participants, and the impact of ancestral differences could 432 

not be fully explored. In sensitivity analyses using alternative MR methods that assume some 433 

pleiotropy, findings indicated an association of higher vitamin D levels with higher risk of 434 

hospitalization among COVID-19-infected individuals, the outcome with the highest proportion 435 

of non-European ancestry participants. This finding could be driven by racial/ethnic disparities in 436 

access to health care (i.e., hospitalized COVID-19 individuals may be more likely of European 437 

ancestry and therefore have higher vitamin D status). We also found evidence for racial 438 

differences in risk-factor stratified SNP–vitamin D associations. Our results suggest that SNP–439 
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vitamin D associations are strongly correlated across sex, age, BMI, and smoking subgroups for 440 

individuals of European ancestry, but not for individuals of African ancestry, although because 441 

of small sample sizes for the African ancestry subgroups we are unable to draw firm conclusions. 442 

Further research using data from ancestry-specific GWA studies of vitamin D and COVID-19 443 

outcomes is warranted to further investigate the impact of race/ethnicity on the vitamin D–444 

COVID-19 relationship. 445 

This study was not designed to evaluate the effect of acute changes in vitamin D status 446 

(i.e., from supplementation) on prevention or treatment of COVID-19. One randomized trial and 447 

one quasi-experimental trial have provided evidence for a positive effect of vitamin D 448 

supplementation around time of diagnosis on COVID-19 prognosis in infected individuals. The 449 

doses of vitamin D administered in these studies could result in an acute change in the 450 

availability of vitamin D, which may support the immune system’s response to the virus, 451 

mitigate acute lung injury, and contribute to improved prognosis. Our results, which pertain to 452 

long-term vitamin D status, do not preclude the possibility that therapeutic doses of vitamin D 453 

may be effective in preventing or treating COVID-19 infection. Larger randomized trials using 454 

diverse sample populations are needed to investigate the potential use of therapeutic doses of 455 

vitamin D supplementation for COVID-19 prevention and treatment. 456 

In conclusion, we used two-sample MR to study the associations of vitamin D with 457 

COVID-19 outcomes to address limitations of existing observational studies, including 458 

confounding and reverse causality. We found no evidence for an effect of genetically predicted 459 

variation in serum vitamin D on risk or severity of COVID-19 infection. Our findings suggest 460 

that chronic differences in serum vitamin D do not have a causal effect on susceptibility to 461 

COVID-19 infection or severity of COVID-19 among those infected, and that associations 462 
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observed in previous studies may have been driven by confounding. Future directions of this 463 

work include extension of the MR approach to non-European ancestry populations, and 464 

investigation of potential modification of genetically predicted vitamin D effects on COVID-19 465 

risk and severity by COVID-19 risk factors, including race/ethnicity, age, sex, and BMI. 466 

Randomized trials are needed to inform the question of whether acute changes in vitamin D 467 

levels (i.e., from supplementation) are efficacious in COVID-19 prevention and treatment across 468 

diverse populations. 469 

 470 

SUMMARY BOX 471 

What is already known on this topic 472 

• Observational studies report that lower vitamin D levels are associated with increased risk 473 

and severity of COVID-19 474 

• Known risk factors for COVID-19 are associated with lower vitamin D levels in blood 475 

• It is unknown whether observed associations of vitamin D and COVID-19 are causal 476 

What this study adds 477 

• This study found no evidence for associations of genetically predicted long-term vitamin D 478 

levels with risk and severity of COVID-19 infection 479 

• The findings do not support a causal effect of long-term usual vitamin D nutritional status on 480 

COVID-19 infection and its severity 481 

• These findings have implications for the potential effectiveness of low level vitamin D 482 

supplementation as a strategy for COVID-19 prevention and treatment, but do not address the 483 

therapeutic use of vitamin D in acute disease  484 

 485 
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Table 1.  Sample Description for COVID-19 case and comparison groups 

Comparison Case definition Comparison 
group definition Sample size Ancestry 

Any COVID-19 
case vs. population 
controls 

laboratory/physician 
confirmed OR self-
reported positive 

Everyone that is 
not a case (e.g., 
the population) 

17,965 cases, 

1,370,547 controls 

93.6% EUR 

3.1% EAS/SAS 

1.8% AFR 

1% ARAB 

<1% AMR 

<1% HIS 

Hospitalized 
COVID-19 cases vs. 
population controls 

laboratory/physician 
confirmed AND 
hospitalized for 
COVID-19 

Everyone that is 
not a case (e.g., 
the population) 

7,885 cases, 961,804 
controls 

93.7% EUR 

3.5% EAS/SAS 

1.1% AFR 

1.4% ARAB 

<1% AMR 

<1% HIS 

Severe respiratory 
COVID-19 cases vs. 
population controls 

laboratory confirmed 
AND hospitalized 
AND respiratory 
support or death 

Everyone that is 
not a case (e.g., 
the population) 

4,336 cases, 

623,902 controls 

99.6% EUR 

<1% AMR 

COVID-19 positive 
cases vs. COVID-19 
negative controls 

laboratory/physician 
confirmed OR self-
reported positive 

laboratory 
confirmed OR 
self-reported 
negative 

11,085 cases, 116,794 
controls 

86.5% EUR 

<1% EAS/SAS 

9.6% AFR 

3.2% HIS 

Hospitalized vs. 
nonhospitalized 
COVID-19 

laboratory/physician 
confirmed AND 
hospitalized for 
COVID-19 

Laboratory or 
physician 
confirmed 
COVID-19 

2,430 hospitalized 

8,478 nonhospitalized 

75.3% EUR 

<1% EAS/SAS 

12.6% AFR 

6.4% ARAB 

4.7% HIS 

AFR = African; ARAB = Arabic; AMR = Ad Mixed American; EAS/SAS = East Asian/South Asian; EUR = 
European; HIS = Hispanic 
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Table 2.  Characteristics of vitamin D instruments and association with measured 
vitamin D status in UK Biobank (N=401,460, Source: Manousaki et al., 2020) 

Loci SNP EA NEA EAF 
Beta-
vitD P-vitD 

F-statistic 

N=10,000 N=1,300,000 

Instrument A 53 6,915 

GC rs11723621 G A 0.29 -0.19 2.9E-1689 147 19,072 

CYP2R1 rs10832289 T A 0.41 -0.07 2.03E-266 23 4,597 

DHCR7 rs12803256 G A 0.78 0.10 1.3E-378 35 715 

CYP24A1 rs6127099 T A 0.28 -0.04 9.30E-62 5 6,915 

Instrument B 37 4,746 

SEC23A rs8018720 C G 0.82 -0.03 4.04E-36 3 391 

AMDHD1 rs10859995 C T 0.58 -0.04 7.03E-89 8 983 

Instrument C* 5 600 

*Characteristics of all SNPs in instrument C are shown in Supplemental Table 1 

Beta-vitD = beta coefficient for association of an additional effect allele with a SD change in serum vitamin D in the 
log scale; EA = effect allele; EAF = effect allele frequency; F-statistic = measure of instrument strength, calculated 
as described in the methods, shown for approximate minimum and maximum sample sizes across the COVID-19 
outcomes; NEA = non-effect allele; P-vitD = P-value for the beta coefficient; SNP = single nucleotide 
polymorphism 
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Table 3.  Mendelian Randomization (MR) estimates of effect of vitamin D on COVID-19 outcomes 

MR method 

COVID vs. 
population 

Hosp COVID vs. 
population 

Severe Resp COVID  

vs. population 

COVID pos vs.  

COVID neg 

Hosp COVID vs.  

non-hosp COVID 

OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI 

Instrument A 

IVW 1.04 0.92-1.18 1.05 0.84-1.31 0.96 0.64-1.43 1.15 0.99-1.35 1.44 0.75-2.78 

MR-Egger intercept test  p-value = 0.57 p-value = 0.19 p-value = 0.14 p-value = 0.88 p-value = 0.14 

Instrument B 

IVW 1.04 0.92-1.18 1.15 0.92-1.44 1.01 0.71-1.43 1.15 0.98-1.34 1.42 0.86-2.35 

MR-Egger intercept test  p-value = 0.62 p-value = 0.15 p-value = 0.06 p-value = 0.61 p-value = 0.14 

Instrument C 

IVW 1.02 0.90-1.15 1.12 0.92-1.37 1.05 0.82-1.34 1.05 0.92-1.20 1.23 0.85-1.77 

MR-Egger intercept test  p-value = 0.88 p-value = 0.85 p-value = 0.23 p-value = 0.12 p-value = 0.14 

Instrument of risk of vitamin D deficiency  

IVW 1.00 0.99-1.01 1.00 0.98-1.02 1.02 0.99-1.05 0.99 0.97-1.00 0.97 0.90-1.05 

MR-Egger intercept test  p-value = 0.95 p-value = 0.61 p-value = 0.92 p-value = 0.46 p-value = 0.21 

Instrument of risk of vitamin D insufficiency  

IVW 1.00 0.99-1.01 1.00 0.98-1.02 1.06 1.00-1.05 0.99 0.98-1.00 0.97 0.90-1.05 

MR-Egger intercept test  p-value = 0.87 p-value = 0.64 p-value = 0.76 p-value = 0.59 p-value = 0.22 

OR = odds ratio representing change in risk of outcome per SD increase in log-transformed serum vitamin D (Instruments A, B and C) or difference in risk of 
outcome for individuals at risk of vitamin D deficiency/insufficiency vs. individuals with sufficient vitamin D; 95% CI, 95% confidence interval 
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Figure 1) Schematic of two-sample MR study design 
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Figure 2) Inverse variance weighted MR estimates for effect of serum vitamin D on risk of COVID-
19 outcomes 
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Figure 3) Inverse variance weighted MR estimates for effect of vitamin D insufficiency or deficiency 
on risk of COVID-19 outcomes 
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