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Abstract 

Background: Idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis (IPF) is a fibrotic lung disorder of unknown cause, 

affecting about three million people worldwide. Being a multifactorial disease, complex genetic 

and environmental factors contribute to its susceptibility. Therefore, we conducted a two-staged 

systematic literature search and meta-analyses of published genetic association studies on IPF. 

Methods: The first search was performed using PubMed and Web of Science, retrieving a total 

of 5642 articles, of which 57 publications were eligible for inclusion in the first stage. The 

Second search was performed using PubMed, Web of Science and Scopus for all genetic 

variants, identified from the first search, with 2 or more studies. Thus, six variants [rs35705950 

(MUC5B), rs2736100 (TERT), rs2609255 (FAM13A), rs2076295 (DSP), rs12610495 (DPP9) 

and rs1800470 (TGF-β1)] from this search qualified for meta-analyses. Additionally, the 

epidemiological credibility of these six variants was evaluated using the Venice criteria.  

Results: In this systematic review, 291 polymorphisms were found to be associated with IPF 

susceptibility. Meta-analyses findings revealed significant (p <  0.05) risk association of 

rs35705950 [T vs C; OR = 3.85(3.24-4.47)], rs2609255 [G vs T; OR = 1.37(1.27-1.47)], 

rs2076295 [G vs T; OR = 1.31(1.00-1.63)], rs12610495 [G vs A; OR = 1.29(1.21-1.37)] and 

rs1800470 [T vs C; OR = 1.08(0.82-1.34)] and protective association of rs2736100 [C vs A; 

OR = 0.70(0.61-0.79)] with IPF susceptibility. Cumulative epidemiological evidence was 

graded as strong for rs35705950, moderate for rs2736100, rs2609255 and rs12610495, and 

weak for rs2076295 and rs1800470.  

Conclusions: Our findings present the most prominent IPF-associated genetic risk variants 

involved in alveolar epithelial injuries (MUC5B, TERT, FAM13A, DSP, DPP9) and epithelial-

mesenchymal transition (TGF-β1), providing genetic and biological insights into IPF 

pathogenesis.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 

Idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis (IPF) is one of the most common and life-threatening form of 

interstitial lung disease (ILD), mainly characterised by irreversible lung scarring occurring in 

the lung interstitium.1 It is an age-related disease with most patients older than 60 years at the 

time of diagnosis. IPF is associated with progressive decline in lung function leading to 

respiratory failure with a median survival of 3-5 years after diagnosis.2,3,4 IPF patients show 

high mortality due to the unavailability of effective medical treatment options, with only two 

food and drug administration approved drugs available (Pirfenidone and Nintedanib), both 

decelerating disease progression.5 As the name suggests, the aetiology of IPF is unknown and 

is currently proposed to result from repetitive micro-injury of alveolar epithelium coupled with 

an aberrant repair process which leads to excessive accumulation of extracellular matrix (ECM) 

that subsequently remodels the lung architecture.6  

Being a complex genetic disorder, IPF is believed to result from a complex interaction between 

multiple genes with environmental factors. Initial proof favouring the hypothesis that genetic 

factors can contribute to IPF development comes from initial investigations that PF can also 

occur with several rare genetic disorders,7,8 familial clustering of the disease, and evidence 

showing that individuals with similar environmental exposures present considerable differences 

in the risk of pulmonary fibrosis.9,10 Genetic studies conducted have successfully identified 

genetic risk factors, contributing to IPF risk like telomerase-related genes (TERT, TERC, 

RTEL1), surfactant-associated genes (SFTPA, SFTPC), mucin-related genes (MUC5B, MUC2), 

cell adhesion molecules (DSP, DPP9), immune response and inflammation-related genes 

(TGFB1, IL1RN, TLR3, IL8, HLA, TOLLIP), cell-cycle progression related genes (CDKN1A, 

TP53) and many more.11–17 Biological pathways implicated in genetic studies include several 

IPF susceptibility factors, such as telomere maintenance, host defense, cell-cell adhesion, 

epithelial integrity, and DNA repair. Discovery of these disease-associated genetic variants has 

shed light on inherited risk factors influencing disease risk.  

This study was undertaken given the increasing number of genetic association studies 

in IPF and the necessity of replicability of genetic variants to identify variants truly associated 

with IPF risk. Meta-analysis is a useful quantitative approach for determining the true effect of 
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the single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) with greater statistical power minimizing between-

study heterogeneity. Thus we attempted to perform a comprehensive systematic review and 

meta-analyses and to the best of our knowledge, this is the largest and most comprehensive 

assessment of currently available literature on genetic association studies in IPF. This study is 

an attempt to evaluate the genetic basis of IPF in understanding the pathophysiology as well as 

in determining the role of genetics in disease risk. 

 

2. METHODS 

 

This study was performed based on Human Genome Epidemiology Network for systematic 

review of genetic-association studies and it has been conducted based on the Preferred 

Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines 

(Supplementary Table S1).18,19 This study has been registered on PROSPERO [registration 

number: CRD42022297970]. 

 

2.1. Search for publications 

A systematic two-stage literature search was conducted on electronic databases to identify 

relevant studies (Supplementary Fig. S1). Articles were selected and assessed by two authors 

(PS and DG) individually. In case of any discrepancy, it was resolved by consensus or the 

involvement of a third author (RK). The first literature search was done on PubMed and Web 

of Science to retrieve all articles that discuss the genetic association of IPF until November 30, 

2021, using standard medical subject heading (MeSH) terms related to “idiopathic pulmonary 

fibrosis”, “genetic variants” with AND/OR Boolean operators (Supplementary Table S2). A 

manual search was done on the bibliography of finally selected articles for additional 

references. This search yielded 5642 publications, which were screened by title/abstract and 

later by full text to identify publications that met our inclusion criteria. Detailed inclusion and 

exclusion criteria are described in Supplementary file S1. The second targeted literature search 

was performed on PubMed, Web of Science and Scopus databases independently for “gene” 

OR “genetic variant” with IPF, for the genes/genetic variants identified from the first 

systematic search which were replicated in two or more studies. These articles were retrieved 

until December 25, 2021, using the MeSH terms (Supplementary Table S2). Finally, the 

bibliography of all included articles was screened for additional studies.  
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2.2. Data extraction and quality assessment 

Data extraction and quality assessment were done by one author (PS) and checked by a second 

author (DG). A third investigator (RK) was consulted on every conflicting opinion. Data 

concerning the demographic and clinical characteristics of the included studies were extracted. 

Detailed information is provided in Supplementary file S2. 

 Quality assessment of studies included in meta-analyses was assessed using modified 

Newcastle-Ottawa scale (NOS) for case-control studies of genetic association.20 Quality 

assessment was done based on 3 criteria – Selection, Comparability and Exposure. Studies 

scoring a score of ≤3, 4-6 and ≥7 out of 9 were deemed poor, moderate and of high quality, 

respectively.21  

 

2.3. Statistical analysis 

Statistical analysis and data visualization were performed with STATA16.0 software 

[StataCorp LP, College Station, TX, USA] and R Studio version 3.4.2 [R Project for Statistical 

Computing]. The overall pooled odds ratio (OR) and their corresponding 95% confidence 

interval (CI) were calculated to estimate the strength of association of SNP with IPF 

susceptibility. Only those SNPs that have been investigated in at least three studies were 

included in the meta-analysis. For the remaining SNPs that didn’t qualify for a meta-analysis, 

a pooled OR estimate has been calculated. Meta-analyses were performed for six SNPs 

[rs35705950 (MUC5B), rs2736100 (TERT), rs2609255 (FAM13A), rs2076295 (DSP), 

rs12610495 (DPP9) and rs1800470 (TGF-β1)]. The pooled OR was calculated using the fixed-

effect and random-effects model according to heterogeneity. Heterogeneity was assessed by 

Cochran Q statistics and Higgins I2 test statistics.22,23 Fixed-effect model (inverse variance) 

was used when lack of significant heterogeneity was indicated (p > 0.10 and I2 < 50%); 

otherwise, the random-effects model (restricted maximum likelihood) was used.24 The 

significance of the pooled OR was assessed by z-test, and p < 0.05 was considered statistically 

significant. Only allelic model of OR assessment is reported as for many publications raw data 

to calculate pooled OR in other models was unavailable. Potential publication bias was 

assessed by visually inspecting the asymmetry of funnel plots of effect sizes (OR) versus 

standard errors. Egger’s test was used to assess publication bias statistically.25 The significance 

of the publication bias was assessed by z-test, and p < 0.10 was considered statistically 
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significant. Subgroup analysis was performed to evaluate ethnicity-specific (Europeans and 

Asians) effects for polymorphisms. Sensitivity analysis was performed by excluding a single 

study each time to understand the impact of the removal of respective studies and to check the 

stability of the significant results. 

 

2.4. Assessment of cumulative evidence 

Venice criteria were applied to all significant associations identified by meta-analysis, to 

evaluate the epidemiological credibility of each of the associations.26 The grading criteria 

included three categories: the amount of evidence, replication, and protection from bias, which 

were rated as A, B, or C, detailed description was given in table S3. Based on these ratings, 

credibility was defined as strong (if all three grades were A), moderate (if all three grades were 

A or B), or weak (if any grades were C). 

 

3. RESULTS 

 

3.1. Literature search and study selection 

A total of 5642 (PubMed, N = 2687; Web of Science, N = 2955) articles were obtained from 

our first systematic literature search. 1508 articles were removed when screened for duplicates. 

On screening the remaining 4134 articles by title and abstract, based on the pre-determined 

inclusion and exclusion criteria, 3834 and 198 articles were excluded for each title and abstract 

screening step, respectively. Detailed reasoning for the same is included in Supplementary file 

S3. Finally, full texts of the remaining 102 articles were screened resulting in the further 

exclusion of 46 articles. One additional article was added from cross-references of the included 

studies. Thus, finally, 57 studies investigating the role of genetic variants in IPF susceptibility 

were included. The flow diagram of this search and study selection strategy is shown in 

Supplementary Fig. S2. Out of 106 significantly associated genes with IPF risk, ten SNPs 

[rs35705950 (MUC5B), rs2736100 (TERT), rs2609255 (FAM13A), rs2076295 (DSP), 

rs12610495 (DPP9) and rs1800470 (TGF-β1), rs7934606 (MUC2), rs1278769 (ATP11A), 

rs6793295 (LRRC34), rs111521887 (TOLLIP)] were replicated in two or more studies and 

were included for second literature search, independently. Systematic literature search for 

MUC5B, TERT, FAM13A, DSP, DPP9, TGF-β1, MUC2, ATP11A, LRRC34 and TOLLIP with 

their respective genetic variants obtained from the first search yielded 3812, 2275, 212, 779, 
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51, 6214, 2727, 53, 8, 87 articles, respectively. Followed by title, abstract and full-text 

screening of these articles based on inclusion/exclusion criteria. Articles were excluded if they 

were grey literature (review, systematic review, meta-analysis), do not report case-control 

studies in humans, discuss IPF with some other comorbid condition, or unavailability of 

sufficient data for conducting meta-analysis. Articles from cross-references were also 

included. Finally, articles having sufficient data for conducting meta-analysis were included. 

Meta-analyses was performed for six SNPs [rs35705950 (MUC5B), rs2736100 (TERT), 

rs2609255 (FAM13A), rs2076295 (DSP), rs12610495 (DPP9) and rs1800470 (TGF-β1)] 

having three or more independent studies. The individual study selection is represented by the 

PRISMA flow diagram (Fig. 1). 

 

3.2. Characteristics of the studies 

All the 57 included studies from the first search strategy adapted a common case-control study 

design, of which five were genome-wide association studies (GWAS)11,12,15,16,27 and 52 were 

candidate gene association studies. The characteristics of the included studies and 

genotypic/allelic distributions of the polymorphisms are shown in Supplementary Table S4. A 

total of 16483 patients with IPF and 45510 controls were included in our systematic review. 

The mean age of all the included subjects was 67.12 (range, 54.6-74) years for IPF cases and 

55.64 (range, 34.5-71.4) years for controls. The ratio of male to female was 2.16 and 1.49 in 

cases and controls, respectively. The recruited cohort was of European (45.22%), Asian 

(44.08%), and American (10.70%) origin. In the included studies, cases were defined as 

patients diagnosed with sporadic IPF, i.e. no family history of IPF. Except in two studies, one 

included seven familial IPF cases in a total of 155 cases28 and the other included fibrotic 

idiopathic interstitial pneumonias as cases.12 The IPF patients were diagnosed based on 

American Thoracic Society/ European Respiratory Society guidelines (2000, 2001, 2002, 

2011, 2013, 2018).29–34 Except in two studies, in the first study, the diagnostic criteria was 

BTS/Thoracic society of Australia/New Zealand and Irish Thoracic Society ILD guideline 

200835,36 and in the second study, IPF patients were evaluated with a medical history, physical 

examination, chest radiograph, pulmonary function tests, and lung biopsy.37 On elaborate 

systematic analysis of published literature, 291 polymorphisms were found to be significantly 

associated with IPF susceptibility.  
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3.3. Quality assessment  

Quality assessment scores were obtained by modified NOS (Supplementary Table S5) and only 

those studies which had high and moderate-quality were included in the meta-analysis. All the 

included studies in this meta-analysis were deemed to be of good quality except one study38 

which is of poor quality and thus was excluded from the meta-analysis. 

 

3.4. Meta-analyses results  

Meta-analyses were done for six SNPs in six candidate genes (MUC5B, TERT, FAM13A, DSP, 

DPP9, TGF-β1). The average sample size analysed per polymorphism was 13308 (range, 1564-

24907) combining cases and controls and were combined from 6.8 studies (range, 3-17). The 

most frequently analysed genes were MUC5B,11,12,15,39–52 TERT, 12,16,28,41,43,49,53 and TGF-β1. 

40,54–58 

 

3.4.1. rs35705950 (MUC5B) and IPF susceptibility 

Seventeen studies11,12,15,39–52 investigating the association of rs35705950 (MUC5B) in IPF risk 

were included (Fig. 1a, Table 1). Out of these seventeen studies, thirteen11,12,15,39,41–44,48–52 

included individuals of European origin, three40,46,47 of Asian population and one study45 was 

conducted in both European and Asian. Included IPF patients (N = 7101) and controls (N = 

17806) had a mean age of 62.05 (range, 54.6-70) and 55.23 (range, 34.5-67.7) years, 

respectively. On performing meta-analysis based on random-effects model [I2 = 81.85%; p < 

0.1], rs35705950 revealed strong association with risk of IPF [T vs C; OR = 3.85; 95% CI = 

3.24-4.47; p < 0.05] (Table 2, Fig. 2a). Subgroup analysis by ethnicity indicated significant 

results among Europeans [OR = 3.97; 95% CI = 3.52-4.60; p < 0.05; I2 = 81.93%; p < 0.1 for 

heterogeneity]. Whereas among Asians, pooled OR for risk allele was lower as compared to 

overall pooled OR [OR = 2.54; 95% CI = 0.78-4.31; p < 0.05; I2 = 17.97%; p > 0.1 for 

heterogeneity] (Supplementary Table S6).  Thus, Asian carriers of the risk allele (T) are at lower 

risk of developing IPF than Europeans. 

 

  

3.4.2. rs2736100 (TERT) and IPF susceptibility 

Seven case-control studies12,16,28,41,43,49,53 (4741 cases and 10968 controls) investigating 

association between rs2736100 (TERT) and IPF susceptibility were included (Fig. 1b, Table 1). 
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IPF cases with a mean age of 67.06 (range, 63.4-74) years and controls with a mean age of 

54.86 (range, 34.5-67) years were included in the analysis. Out of these seven included studies, 

five studies12,41,43,49,53 investigated European subjects and two16,28 were performed on Asian 

subjects. For calculating pooled OR, random-effects model was used as significant 

heterogeneity was observed [I2 = 70.44%; p < 0.1] among the studies (Table 2). rs2736100 

revealed a strong association with IPF risk [C vs A; OR = 0.70; 95% CI = 0.61-0.79; p < 0.05] 

(Table 2, Fig. 2b). In the subgroup analysis by ethnicity, among Asians C allele is more 

protective [OR = 0.56; 95% CI = 0.46-0.65; p < 0.05; I2 = 0.00%; p > 0.1 for heterogeneity] as 

compared to Europeans [OR = 0.74; 95% CI = 0.70-0.79; p < 0.05; I2 = 0.00%; p > 0.1 for 

heterogeneity] (Supplementary Table S6). Thus, Asian carriers of the C allele may have 

increased protection against IPF. 

 

3.4.3. rs2609255 (FAM13A) and IPF susceptibility 

Four studies12,43,53,59 on the relationship between rs2609255 (FAM13A) and IPF susceptibility 

were included in the meta-analysis (Fig. 1c, Table 1). 2815 IPF cases with a mean age of 65.92 

(range, 63.4-67.9) and 7153 controls with a mean age of 52.63 (range, 34.5-67) were included. 

Out of these four studies, three12,43,53 included patients of European origin and one59 of Asian 

population. Meta-analysis based on fixed-effect model [I2 = 35.31%; p > 0.1] revealed a 

significant association between rs2609255 and IPF susceptibility [G vs T; OR = 1.37; 95% CI 

= 1.27-1.47; p < 0.05] (Table 2, Fig. 2c). Stratification by ethnicity indicated significant 

associations among both, Europeans [OR = 1.36; 95% CI = 1.27-1.47; p < 0.05; I2 = 16.35%; 

p > 0.1 for heterogeneity] and Asians [OR = 2.01; 95% CI = 1.22-2.80; p < 0.05] 

(Supplementary Table S6). 

 

3.4.4. rs2076295 (DSP) and IPF susceptibility 

Four studies11,12,15,53 involving 3738 IPF cases with a mean age of 66.78 (range, 63.4-70) and 

10655 controls with a mean age of 63.35 (range, 58.4-67) were included in the analysis (Fig. 

1d, Table 1). All four studies included IPF patients and controls of European origin. The 

random-effects model was used for calculating pooled OR [G vs T; OR = 1.31; 95% CI = 1.00-

1.63; p < 0.05] as significant heterogeneity was observed [I2 = 93.16%; p < 0.1] among the 

studies (Table 2, Fig. 2d).  
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3.4.5. rs12610495 (DPP9) and IPF susceptibility 

Three studies11,12,43 (3269 cases and 10035 controls) were included in the meta-analysis (Fig. 

1e, Table 1). IPF cases and controls included in the analysis were Europeans and had a mean 

age of 66.72 (range, 63.4-70) and 52.62 (range, 34.4-65) years, respectively. Fixed-effect model 

was used for calculating pooled estimate as non-significant heterogeneity [I2 = 0.00%; p > 0.1] 

was present among studies (Table 2). Significant associations between rs12610495 and IPF risk 

were observed [G vs A; OR = 1.29; 95% CI = 1.21-1.37; p < 0.05] (Table 2, Fig. 2e).  

 

 3.4.6. rs1800470 (TGF-β1) and IPF susceptibility 

Six studies40,54–58 involving 725 IPF cases with a mean age of 62.54 (range, 59.3-66) and 839 

controls with a mean age of 54.25 (range, 30.8-65.3) were included in the analysis (Fig. 1f, 

Table 1). On performing meta-analysis on six included studies based on random-effects model 

[I2 = 56.34%; p < 0.1], rs1800470 revealed strong association with risk of IPF [T vs C; OR = 

1.07; 95% CI = 0.84-1.31; p < 0.05] (Table 2, Fig. 2f). In the subgroup analysis pooled OR for 

risk allele did not change significantly from overall pooled estimate in both, Asians [OR = 1.07; 

95% CI = 0.76-1.39; p < 0.05; I2 = 57.32%; p < 0.1 for heterogeneity] and Europeans [OR = 

0.95; 95% CI = 0.62-1.29; p < 0.05] was observed (Supplementary Table S6). 

 

3.5. Sensitivity analysis 

Sensitivity analyses were done for six variants which are significantly associated with IPF risk 

(Supplementary Table S7). The sequential exclusion of each study from the sensitivity analysis 

did not significantly alter the pooled estimates for any of the variants.  

 

3.6. Publication bias 

Publication bias was assessed statistically by Egger’s test or visually by inspecting Begg’s 

funnel plot. Egger’s test indicated significant publication bias (p < 0.10) for two variants 

(rs2076295 and rs1800470) (Table 2). Supplementary Fig. S3(a-f), shows the funnel plot for all 

six variants under the allelic model. 

 

3.7. Cumulative epidemiological evidence 

Out of six SNPs having a significant association with IPF risk in meta-analyses, one variant 

(rs35705950) received A grades for all three criteria and can therefore be regarded as having 
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strong cumulative epidemiological evidence of an association with IPF risk. Three variants 

(rs2736100, rs12610495 and rs2609255) received a grade of either A or B in all three criteria 

and were thus scored as having moderate evidence of an association. And two variants 

(rs2076295 and rs1800470) received a grade of C in protection from bias and were thus scored 

as having weak evidence of an association (Table 2). 

 

4. DISCUSSION  

 

This systematic meta-analysis is the most comprehensive assessment of available 

literature on the genetic architecture of IPF susceptibility conducted till date. Here we have 

performed an extensive two-stage literature search of genetic variants with IPF risk. In stage 

one search we performed a systematic review identifying 57 articles reporting association of 

291 polymorphisms with IPF susceptibility. Subsequently retaining the genetic variants, 

obtained from stage one and performing a targeted search in stage two for each of six SNPs 

with IPF susceptibility. Meta-analyses were performed for six SNPs located in six different 

genes [rs35705950 (MUC5B), rs2736100 (TERT), rs2609255 (FAM13A), rs2076295 (DSP), 

rs12610495 (DPP9) and rs1800470 (TGF-β1)] showing significant association with IPF. Four 

variants (rs35705950, rs2736100, rs12610495 and rs2609255) showed moderate to strong 

cumulative epidemiological evidence for true association with IPF risk. Whereas, the remaining 

two variants (rs2076295 and rs1800470) provided weak evidence of association. To the best of 

our knowledge till now out of these six SNPs, the previous meta-analyses had been published 

only for MUC5B.60,61 Also our meta-analysis for MUC5B involves about 2.5 times as much 

data as in previous meta-analyses. Thus, this systematic meta-analysis provides the most 

exhaustive and systematic assessment so far of the relevance of these six SNPs to IPF 

susceptibility and our results may provide a holistic view of the genetic architecture of IPF 

predisposition.  

 The most notable findings to emerge from this meta-analyses revealed genes involved 

in alveolar epithelial injuries (MUC5B, TERT, FAM13A, DSP, DPP9) and epithelial-

mesenchymal transition (EMT) (TGF-β1) to play a role in IPF development (Fig. 3). This meta-

analysis revealed the strongest association of MUC5B promoter variant rs35705950 (T) with 

IPF risk [OR = 3.85]. MUC5B gene encodes mucin 5B, a respiratory tract mucin glycoproteins 

playing role in mucociliary clearance (MCC) and host defense.62 In IPF lesions MUC5B was 
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highly expressed and rs35705950 (T) is known to induce MUC5B expression in lung tissue of 

IPF patients. Studies in mice demonstrated that mucin overproduction leads to the 

accumulation of thick mucus layer thereby affecting MCC and mucosal defense.63 This thick 

mucus layer entraps inhaled substances and inflammatory particles which can cause repetitive 

micro-injury and increased inflammation in the distal airway and bronchoalveolar junction. 

Such changes embark abnormal activation of alveolar epithelial cells (AEC), followed by the 

development of pro-fibrotic phenotypes and finally fibrosis.63 Second, MUC5B hypersecretion 

might elevate endoplasmic reticulum stress signalling in the distal lung, which may ultimately 

cause apoptosis, chronic inflammation and fibrosis.64,65 Thus, dysregulated MUC5B expression 

might contribute to IPF development. In line with previous findings,60,61 our meta-analysis had 

also shown that when studies were stratified by ethnicity, the strength of association between 

rs35705950 and IPF risk in Europeans was stronger than that in Asians. 

Telomerase gene polymorphisms have been reported to be associated with IPF in recent 

studies. Our finding shows a negative association of the “C” allele of TERT intronic 

polymorphism (rs2736100) (OR = 0.70) with IPF risk and is found to be more protective in 

Asians than Europeans. Studies have shown that IPF patients have short telomere versus healthy 

individuals66 and rs2736100 (C) is associated with longer telomere length.67,68 Deficiency of 

TERT which encodes telomerase reverse transcriptase, can lead to short telomere which results 

in fibrosis exacerbation by impairing the repair process and enhanced apoptosis specifically in 

AEC.69,70 Whereas it is shown that fibroblast cells of both IPF patients and mice model of 

bleomycin-induced pulmonary fibrosis (PF) have enhanced telomerase activity which can 

promote fibrosis by enhancing fibroblast proliferation and resisting apoptosis of fibroblast and 

differentiated myofibroblast.71 These pieces of evidence point to the cell-specific role of 

telomerase genes in IPF development and suggest the importance of telomerase, telomere 

length and early cell senescence in IPF. 

 Our results implicated significant association of variants in cell adhesion molecules 

(DSP and DPP9) with IPF susceptibility. DSP intronic variant rs2076295 (G) (OR = 1.31) and 

DPP9 intronic variant rs12610495 (G) (OR = 1.29) shows strong association. DSP gene 

encodes desmoplakin, a component of desmosomes (a cell-cell adhesion complex) enabling 

tissues to resist mechanical stress. DSP is known to regulate cell-cell adhesion, epithelial 

barrier function, wound repair and structural integrity of epithelial cells. Prior evidence that 

loss of AEC integrity and epithelial barrier dysfunction leads to dysregulated repair process 
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and altered epithelial-mesenchymal communication with subsequent progressive fibrosis, has 

pointed to the role of cell adhesion molecules in IPF pathogenesis.72 DSP is shown to be 

localized in various lung epithelial cell types relevant for IPF like bronchial epithelial cells and 

AEC. DSP intronic variant was associated with reduced DSP expression in both IPF and 

control lung tissue.12,73 In vitro studies have shown that loss of DSP can lead to decreased 

cellular integrity, enhanced EMT and expression of ECM genes.73 Another cell adhesion-

related gene, DPP9 encodes dipeptidyl peptidase 9 which is expressed in epithelia and has a 

role in cell adhesion, migration and apoptosis.74 Studies have shown that there was nominal 

DPP9 overexpression in IPF lung versus healthy lung,12 but rs12610495 was not found to be 

associated with DPP9 expression.12 Thus, dysregulated expression of cell adhesion molecules 

could contribute to IPF, but the molecular mechanism remains poorly understood. 

 The risk allele ‘G’ of FAM13A intronic variant rs2609255 (OR = 1.37) shows a 1.37-

fold increased risk of IPF. FAM13A is reported to be expressed in the lung, especially in 

mucosal cells, club cells, airway epithelial cells and AEC.75,76 Studies have shown that 

FAM13A was downregulated in bleomycin-induced PF in mouse lungs and in FAM13A 

deficient mice, PF was exacerbated by enhancing EMT.77 FAM13A was known to increase β-

catenin degradation by enhancing its phosphorylation.76 Thus, loss of FAM13A can exaggerate 

bleomycin-induced PF potentially through activating the β-catenin pathway which is known to 

accelerate EMT.77 

 In the present meta-analysis, the coding variant rs1800470 in TGF-β1 (transforming 

growth factor-beta1), a gene involved in EMT (OR = 1.07) is nominally associated with IPF. 

TGF-β1 is a multifunctional cytokine that might play an important role in IPF as its 

overexpression was reported in both fibrotic human lung and animal models of PF. Cellular 

sources of TGF-β1 during PF development include alveolar macrophages, bronchial 

epithelium and AEC type II. Various studies had reported that TGF-β1 can promote PF by 

promoting EMT, AEC apoptosis, protecting myofibroblasts against apoptosis and increasing 

ECM production.78,79 In addition to this, it also reduces the breakdown of ECM by inhibiting 

the generation of matrix metalloproteinases and plasminogen activators, as well as by 

enhancing the expression of tissue inhibitors of metalloproteases and plasminogen activator 

inhibitor-1. Thus, overexpression of TGF-β1 might induce PF development. 

Several limitations should be considered while interpreting our results. Firstly, our 

literature search was limited to English articles and articles whose full text is available, it is 
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possible that some studies might have been overlooked. However, non-English articles 

represent a small proportion of studies. Thus, their inclusion might not have a significant 

influence on the main results. Second, in this meta-analysis heterogeneity across studies was 

common. Although subgroup analysis based on ethnicity was done to possibly remove some 

variability, other sources of heterogeneity were not examined due to limited data. Third, the 

calculation of pooled estimate in meta-analyses is based on allelic contrasts only. As for most 

complex disease genes, the underlying mode of inheritance is unknown. Allele counts and 

unadjusted estimates of effect were used, rather than adjusted estimates of the association. We 

consider our approach to be a reasonable compromise between loss in power and practicality.  

In summary, our study represents the first and only comprehensive systematic meta-

analyses of the current literature on the genetic architecture of IPF susceptibility. Our findings 

provide useful data for designing future studies and may serve as an ideal resource for selecting 

the most prominent genetic risk variants to include in future risk prediction models in an effort 

to improve risk stratification and the cost-effectiveness of screening campaigns. 
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TABLES 

 

Table 1: Characteristics of included studies for assessment of association between genetic variants- a) rs35705950 (MUC5B), b) rs2736100 

(TERT), c) rs2609255 (FAM13A), d) rs2076295 (DSP), e) rs12610495 (DPP9), f) rs1800470 (TGF-β1) and IPF susceptibility. 

 

SI. 

No. 

Author 

(Year) 

Diagnostic 

criteria 
Population 

Case Control 

Risk 

allele 
OR 

Lower 

CI 

Upper 

CI 

p-

value 

Genotyping 

method 
NOS M 

(N) 

F 

(N) 

Total 

(N) 

Age 

[Mean ± 

SD/ 

Mean 

(Range)

] 

M 

(N) 

F 

(N) 

Total 

(N) 

Age 

[Mean 

± SD/ 

Mean 

(Range

)] 

rs35705950 (MUC5B) 

1 

Bonella 

et al. 

(2021)39 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2018 

European 43 8 62 
63.5±

11 
37 13 50 

42.0±

2.0 
T 5.36 2.46 

11.6

9 
<0.0001 

TaqMan 

SNP 

Genotyping 

Assay 

7 

2 

Deng et 

al. 

(2019)40 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

Han 

Chinese 

17

0 
83 253 

65.4±11

.1 
84 41 

12

5 

65.3±

10.8 
T 4.84 1.12 

20.9

4 
0.018 

Ion Torrent 

Proton 
7 

3 

Dressen 

et al. 

(2018)41 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 
11

19 
391 1510 

67.29±7

.9 

50

7 

13

67 

18

74 

56.38±9.

3 
T 4.99 4.41 5.65 <0.0001 

Illumina 

X10 

sequencers 

7 

4 

Allen et 

al. 

(2017)*1

1 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

European 
43

3 
179 612 

70.0 

[Age 

availa

ble for 

602 

23

56 

10

10 

33

66 
65.0±5.5 T 5.64 4.72 6.73 

3.99 × 

10–81 

Affymetrix 

Axiom UK 

BiLEVE 

array 

(cases); 
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ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

UK 

cases] 

Affymetrix 

Axiom UK 

BiLEVE 

array and 

Affymetrix 

Axiom UK 

Biobank 

array 

(controls) 

5 

Petrovsk

i et al. 

(2017)42 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European - - 183 - - - 
34

2 
- T 3.96 2.86 5.47 

3.1 × 

10–17 

Illumina 

HiSeq 2000 

or 2500 

sequencer 

6 

6 

Kishore 

et al. 

(2016)43 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2000, 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 
12

5 
40 165 

67.8±11

.6 
45 51 96 34.5±8.9 T 5.23 3.06 8.94 

1.80 

×10-11 

Sequenom 

MassARRA

Y platform 

integrating 

iPLEX® 

SBE 

reaction and 

MassARRA

Y® 

technology 

(Agena 

Bioscience, 

San Diego, 

CA, USA) 

based 

MALDI-

TOF MS 

assay 
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7 

Van der 

Vis et al. 

(2015)44 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 

and ATS/ERS 

criteria 2013 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 97 18 115 
63.5±11

.0 
- - 

24

9 
- T 3.63 2.37 5.55 

5.0×1

0−10 

TaqMan 

SNP 

genotyping 

assay (PCR) 

6 

8 

Horimas

u et al. 

(2015)45 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 

Japanese 35 9 44 
67.5±

1.6 

25

5 
55 

31

0 

50.6±

0.4 
T 4.34 1.02 

18.4

9 
0.031 PCR 

6  
German 51 20 71 

67.6±

1.2 
15 20 35 

44.3±

2.3 
T 

11.0

5 
3.30 

36.9

9 

<0.00

1 
PCR 

9 

Jiang et 

al. 

(2015)46 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 

Han 

Chinese 

13

8 
49 187 

69.7±

4.3 

17

2 
78 

25

0 

67.7±

7.3 
T 1.93 1.32 2.82 

0.000

7 

Allele 

specific PCR 

system and 

TaqMan 

SNP 

genotyping 

assay-allelic 

discriminati

on method 

8 

10 

Wang et 

al. 

(2014)47 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

Chinese 
10

1 
64 165 

61.8±12

.7 

52

5 

48

8 

10

13 

58.6±12.

7 
T 4.33 

1.99

2 
9.41 0.001 

PCR-RFLP 

and TaqMan 

probe-based 

SNP 

genotyping 

8 

11 

Coghlan 

et al. 

(2014)48 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 98 34 132 
54.6±

9.2 
99 93 192 

60.2±

8.1 
T 2.67 1.78 4.01 

<0.00

01 

Next 

generation 

sequencing 

using the 

Illumina 

Genome 
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Analyzer/ 

MiSeq 

platform 

12  

Noth et 

al. 

(2013)15 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2000 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European-

American 

(617) & 

non-

European-

American 

(16) 

38

5 
157 542 

67.0 

(61.0-

73.0) 

- - 
54

2 

63.0 

(40.0-

70.0) 

T 1.64 1.25 2.14 
6.31 

×10-6 

Genome-

Wide 

Human SNP 

6.0 Array 

6 

  ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2000 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European-

American 

26

2 
108 544 

65.0 

(59.0-

70.0) 

39

3 

29

4 

68

7 

56.0 

(46.0-

65.0) 

T 3.6 2.94 4.43 
2·50 

×10-40 

iPLEX 

Gold™ 

platform 

68 22 324 

68.0 

(63.0-

72.0) 

49

7 

20

5 

70

2 

62.0 

(55.0-

68.0) 

T 2.75 2.00 3.78 
5.14 

×10-16 

iPLEX 

Gold™ 

platform 

13 

Fingerlin 

et al. 

(2013)*1

2 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 
NHW 

10

00 
515 1515 66.0 

22

95 

23

88 

46

83 
- T 4.51 3.99 5.09 

1.14 × 

10–128 

Human 

660W Quad 

Beadchip 

array 

7 

14 

Wei et 

al. 

(2013)4

9 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 

American 

whites 

(Chicago 

whites) 

55 29 84 
64.4±7.

7 

36

0 

32

9 

68

9 

55.7±

13.2 
T 3.20 2.21 4.63 

1.16 × 

10–10 

TaqMan 

SNP 

genotyping 

assay (PCR) 

6 

15 

Stock et 

al. 

(2013)50 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2000 

and ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 

European 79 31 110 

64.6 

(45.0-

85.0) 

- - 
41

6 
- T 5.06 3.54 7.22 

2.04×

10−17 

TaqMan 

probe-based 

SNP 

genotyping 

6 

16 

Borie et 

al. 

(2013)51 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 

European 

(European-

82%; North 

11

6 
26 142 

69.8±8.

9 
- - 

13

83 
- T 5.21 3.99 6.81 

2.0×1

0−44 

Allele 

specific PCR 

system and 
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African-

14%; 

Black-4%) 

TaqMan 

SNP 

genotyping 

assay-allelic 

discriminati

on method 

17 

Zhang et 

al. 

(2011)52  

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 
NHW 

16

3 
83 246 

67.4±

9.0 
71 95 

16

6 

48.7±

16.1 
T 4.19 2.83 6.20 

<0.00

01 

TaqMan 

assay 

6  ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 
NHW 75 20 95 

69.2±

8.4 

36

5 

27

1 

63

6 

53.7±

14.1 
T 4.44 3.14 6.26 

<0.00

01 

TaqMan 

assay 

                

rs2736100 (TERT) 

1 

Guzmán

-Vargas 

et al. 

(2021)53 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2018 

Mexican 70 23 93 

67.0 

(60.0–

72.0) 

11

8 
56 

17

4 

67.0 

(63.0–

73.0) 

G 0.52 0.34 0.80 
0.002

8 
qPCR 8 

2 

Arimura

-Omori 

et al. 

(2020)28 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

Japanese 
11

3 
42 

155 

[incl

udes 

7 

fami

lial 

IPF] 

74.0 

(69-

78) 

28

3 
96 

37

9 

58.0 

(48-

65) 

A 1.75 1.31 2.33 
0.000

1 

RT-PCR 

using 

TaqMan 

fluorescent 

probes 

8 

3 

Dressen 

et al. 

(2018)41 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 
11

19 
391 1510 

67⋅29

±7⋅98 

50

7 

13

67 

18

74 

56⋅38

±9⋅32 
C 0.75 0.68 0.83 

<0.00

01 

Illumina 

X10 

sequencers 

7 

4 

Kishore 

et al. 

(2016)43 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2000, 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 

and 

European 
12

5 
40 165 

67.9±

11.60 
45 51 96 

34.5±

8.94 
G 1.23 0.86 1.76 0.28 

Sequenom 

MassARRA

Y platform 

integrating 

iPLEX® 
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ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

SBE 

reaction and 

MassARRA

Y® 

technology 

(Agena 

Bioscience, 

San Diego, 

CA, USA) 

based 

MALDI-

TOF MS 

assay 

5 

Wei et 

al. 

(2013)49 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 

American 

whites 

(Chicago 

whites) 

55 29 84 
64.4±

7.7 
- - 

68

6 
- A 1.08 0.78 1.49 0.636 

Taqman 

SNP 

genotyping 

assay (PCR) 

6 

6 

Fingerlin 

et al. 

(2013)12 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 
NHW 

10

90 
526 1616 

65.5±

9.5 

22

89 

23

94 

46

83 
- C 0.73 0.67 0.79 

4.05 × 

10–7 

Illumina 

Human 

660W Quad 

BeadChip 

7 

 

59

9 
277 876 

63.4±

9.7 

90

7 

98

3 

18

90 

58.4±

9.7 
C 0.76 0.67 0.85 

1.71 × 

10–19 

Multiplex 

(Sequenom) 

iPLEX and 

uniplex 

(TaqMan) 

assays 

7 

Mushiro

da et al. 

(2008)16 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 
Japanese 

18

3 
59 242 

67.0 

(42-

87) 

94

8 

52

1 

14

69 
- A 1.81 1.46 2.24 

2.9 × 

10–8 

Illumina 

HumanHap3

00 Bead 

Arrays and 

multiplex-
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PCR based 

Invader 

assay3 or 

TaqMan 

assay 

(Applied 

Biosystems, 

Foster City, 

CA) 

rs2609255 (FAM13A) 

1 

Guzmán

-Vargas 

et al. 

(2021)53 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2018 

Mexican 70 23 93 

67.0 

(60.0–

72.0) 

11

8 
56 

17

4 

67.0 

(63.0–

73.0) 

G 1.69 1.11 2.57 0.01 qPCR 8 

2 

Hirano 

et al. 

(2016)59 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 
Japanese 55 10 65 

65.8±

9.9 

25

5 
55 

31

0 

50.6±

7.8 
G 2.01 1.37 2.95 

0.000

4 
PCR 6 

3 

Kishore 

et al. 

(2016)43 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2000, 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 
12

5 
40 165 

67.9±

11.6 
45 51 96 

34.5±

8.9 
G 1.09 0.73 1.64 0.68 

Sequenom 

MassARRA

Y platform 

integrating 

iPLEX® 

SBE 

reaction and 

MassARRA

Y® 

technology 

(Agena 

Bioscience, 

San Diego, 

CA, USA) 

based 
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MALDI-

TOF MS 

assay 

4 

Fingerlin 

et al. 

(2013)12 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 
NHW 

10

90 
526 1616 

65.5±

9.5 

22

89 

23

94 

46

83 
- G 1.32 1.20 1.45 

5.27 × 

10–6 

Illumina 

Human 

660W Quad 

BeadChip 

7 

59

9 
277 876 

63.4±

9.7 

90

7 

98

3 

18

90 

58.4±

9.7 
G 1.46 1.28 1.66 

2.56 × 

10–7 

Multiplex 

(Sequenom) 

iPLEX and 

uniplex 

(TaqMan) 

assays 

rs2076295 (DSP) 

1 

Guzmán

-Vargas 

et al. 

(2021)53 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2018 

Mexican 70 23 93 

67.0 

(60.0–

72.0) 

11

8 
56 

17

4 

67.0 

(63.0–

73.0) 

G 0.69 0.54 1.06 0.08 qPCR 8 

2 

Allen et 

al. 

(2017)*1

1 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 
43

3 
179 612 70.0a 

23

56 

10

10 

33

66 

65±5.

5 
G 1.66 1.47 1.87 

8.81 

×10-16 

Affymetrix 

Axiom UK 

BiLEVE 

array 

(cases); 

Affymetrix 

Axiom UK 

BiLEVE 

array and 

Affymetrix 

Axiom UK 

Biobank 

array 

(controls) 
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3 

Noth et 

al. 

(2013)*1

5 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2000 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 

American 

35

5b 

145
b 

541 68.0 
24

0c 

27

0c 

54

2 
63.0d G 1.19 1.00 1.42 0.044 

Genome-

Wide 

Human SNP 

Array 6.0 

(Affymetrix) 

6 

4 

Fingerlin 

et al. 

(2013)12 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 
NHW 

10

90 
526 1616 

65.5±

9.5 

22

89 

23

94 

46

83 
- G 1.44 1.33 1.56 

1.14 × 

10–16 

Illumina 

Human 

660W Quad 

BeadChip 

7 

59

9 
277 876 

63.4±

9.7 

90

7 

98

3 

18

90 

58.4±

9.7 
G 1.51 1.35 1.69 

6.28 × 

10–5 

Multiplex 

(Sequenom) 

iPLEX and 

uniplex 

(TaqMan) 

assays 

rs12610495 (DPP9) 

1 

Allen et 

al. 

(2017)*1

1 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 
43

3 
179 612 70.0a 

23

56 

10

10 

33

66 

65.0±

5.5 
G 1.37 1.20 1.57 

3.91 

×10-6 

Affymetrix 

Axiom UK 

BiLEVE 

array 

(cases);  

Affymetrix 

Axiom UK 

BiLEVE 

array and 

Affymetrix 

Axiom UK 

Biobank 

array 

(controls) 
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2 

Kishore 

et al. 

(2016)43 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2000, 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 

and 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

European 
12

5 
40 165 

67.9±

11.6 
45 51 96 

34.5±

8.9 
G 1.15 0.77 1.72 0.54 

Sequenom 

MassARRA

Y platform 

integrating 

iPLEX® 

SBE 

reaction and 

MassARRA

Y® 

technology 

(Agena 

Bioscience, 

San Diego, 

CA, USA) 

based 

MALDI-

TOF MS 

assay 

4 

3 

Fingerlin 

et al. 

(2013)12 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 
NHW 

10

90 
526 1616 

65.5±

9.5 

22

89 

23

94 

46

83 
- G 1.26 1.16 1.37 

9.57 × 

10–9 

Illumina 

Human 

660W Quad 

BeadChip 

7 

59

9 
277 876 

63.4±

9.7 

90

7 

98

3 

18

90 

58.4±

9.7 
G 1.33 1.17 1.50 

3.94 × 

10–5 

Multiplex 

(Sequenom) 

iPLEX and 

uniplex 

(TaqMan) 

assays 

rs1800470 (TGF-β1) 

1 

Deng et 

al. 

(2019)40 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

Han 

Chinese 

17

0 
83 253 

65.4±

11.1[a
84 41 

12

5 

65.3±

10.8 
A 1.47 1.08 2.00 0.013 

Ion Torrent 

Proton 
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ge of 

onset] 

2 

Zhang et 

al. 

(2015)54 

ATS/ERS/JRS/

ALAT 

guidelines 2011 

Han 

Chinese 
45 57 102 

59.3±

9.9 
- - 

26

6 
- T 1.02 0.74 1.41 0.89 PCR 6 

3 

Son et 

al. 

(2013)55 

ATS/ERS 

guidelines 2002 
Korean 55 30 85 

61.0±

8.0 
55 30 85 

59.0±

8.0 
T 1.34 0.87 2.07 0.18 PCR-RFLP 7 

4 

Alhamad 

et al. 

(2013)56 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2002 

Saudi 

Arabian 
33 27 60 

61.1±

12.9 
75 75 

15

0 

30.8±

9.6 
T 1.42 0.92 2.19 0.11 PCR 6 

5 

Xin-xia 

et al. 

(2011)57 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2000 

Han 

Chinese 
68 17 85 

62.4±

9.5 
68 17 85 

61.9±

9.4 
T 0.66 0.41 1.07 0.09 PCR-RFLP 8 

6 

Xaubet 

et al. 

(2003)58 

ATS/ERS 

criteria 2000 

White 

subjects 

from Spain 

75 65 140 
66.0±

10.0 
76 52 

12

8 
- T 0.95 0.68 1.35 0.79 PCR 4 

 

Legend: All studies include sporadic IPF cases only except Fingerlin et al. 201312 which include fibrotic IIPs as cases and Arimura-Omori 

et al. 202028 which contains 7 familial cases.  

Age represents age at diagnosis except for Deng et al., 201940 where age means age at onset.  

M, male; F, female; N, number; OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; HWE, Hardy Weinberg equilibrium; NOS, Newcastle Ottawa scale; 

NHW, non-Hispanic whites; ATS, American Thoracic Society; ERS, European Respiratory Society; JRS, Japanese Respiratory Society; 

ALAT, Latin-American Thoracic association; PCR, polymerase chain reaction.  
GGenome wide association study.  

*data taken from Allen et al. 2020.  
a Age available for 602 UK cases.  
b Sex only available for 500 Chicago cases.  
cSex only available for 510 Chicago controls.  
dAge only available for 103. 
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ATS/ ERS guidelines 2000.80 

ATS/ERS guidelines 2002.81 

ATS/ERS/JRS/ALAT guidelines 2011.82 

ATS/ERS/JRS/ALAT guidelines 2018.83 
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Table 2: Pooled odds ratios (OR) for studies exploring association of genetic variants- rs35705950 (MUC5B), rs2736100 (TERT), rs2609255 

(FAM13A), rs2076295 (DSP), rs126104959 (DPP9), rs1800470 (TGF-β1), rs7934606 (MUC2), rs1278769 (ATP11A), rs6793295 

(LRRC34), rs111521887 (TOLLIP) with IPF susceptibility. 

 

SI. 

No

. 

Gene Variant 

Ris

k 

all

ele 

Number 

of 

studies 

(N) 

Ethnici

ty 

Number of 

participants 
IPF risk 

Heteroge

neity 

Model 

Test for 

publication 

bias Venice 

criteria 

grade 

Cumulative 

evidence of 

associations Cases 

(N) 

Contr

ols 

(N) 

Tota

l (N) 

OR 

(95% 

CI) 

p-

valu

e 

I2(

%) 

p-

valu

e 

Egger's test 

Z-

scor

e 

p-

valu

e 

1 MUC5B rs35705950 T 
1711,12,1

5,39–52 

Europe

an and 

Asian 

7101 17806 
2490

7 

3.85 

(3.24-

4.47) 

0.00 
81.

85 
0.00 R 1.51 0.13 AAA +++ 

2 TERT rs2736100 C 
712,16,28,

41,43,49,53 

Europe

an and 

Asian 

4741 10968 
1570

9 

0.70 

(0.61-

0.79) 

0.00 
70.

44 
0.00 R 1.48 0.14 ABA ++ 

3 FAM13A rs2609255 G 
412,43,53,

59 

Europe

an and 

Asian 

2815 7153 9968 

1.37 

(1.27-

1.47) 

0.00 
35.

31 
0.19 F 1.17 0.24 ABA ++ 

4 DSP rs2076295 G 
411,12,15,

53 

Europe

an 
3738 10655 

1439

3 

1.31 

(1.00-

1.63) 

0.00 
93.

16 
0.00 R 

-

2.04 
0.04 ABC + 

5 DPP9 rs12610495 G 311,12,43 
Europe

an 
3269 10035 

1330

4 

1.29 

(1.21-

1.37) 

0.00 
0.0

0 
0.66 F 0.02 0.98 ABA ++ 

6 TGF-β1 rs1800470 T 640,54–58 

Europe

an, 

Asian 

and 

725 839 1564 

1.08 

(0.82-

1.34) 

0.00 
56.

34 
0.05 R 2.57 0.01 BBC + 
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Legend: Bold characters highlight significantly associated alleles with respective p-values.  

OR, Odds ratio; CI, Confidence interval; R, Random effect model (maximum likelihood method); F, Fixed effect model (inverse-variance 

method); N, Number.  

All calculations were done using Stata/MP 16.0.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Saudi 

Arabia 

7 MUC2 rs7934606 T 212,43 
Europe

an 
2657 6669 9326 

1.53 

(1.43-

1.63) 

0.00 
21.

55 
0.27 F 1.60 0.11 - - 

8 ATP11A rs1278769 A 212,43 
Europe

an 
2657 6669 9326 

0.79 

(0.73-

0.85) 

0.00 
0.0

0 
0.98 F 

-

0.19 
0.85 - - 

9 LRRC34 rs6793295 C 212,43 
Europe

an 
2657 6669 9326 

1.34 

(1.24-

1.43) 

0.00 
39.

01 
0.19 F 

-

1.34 
0.18 - - 

10 TOLLIP rs111521887 G 215,53 
Europe

an 
1503 2105 3608 

1.27 

(0.89-

1.65) 

0.00 
84.

92 
0.00 R 0.78 0.43 - - 
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FIGURE LEGEND: 

 

Fig. 1: PRISMA flow diagram showing step-wise selection of studies for meta-analysis. 

Flow diagram for the inclusion and exclusion of studies exploring the role of genetic variants- 

a) rs35705950 (MUC5B), b) rs2736100 (TERT), c) rs2609255 (FAM13A), d) rs2076295 (DSP), 

e) rs12610495 (DPP9), f) rs1800470 (TGF-β1), in IPF risk. The number of studies excluded on 

each step is represented as N. 

 

Fig. 2: Forest plots showing OR with 95 % confidence intervals (CI) from individual 

studies and pooled data, for association between a) T allele of rs35705950 (MUC5B); b) C 

allele of rs2736100 (TERT); c) G allele of  rs2609255 (FAM13A); d) G allele of rs2076295 

(DSP); e) G allele of rs12610495 (DPP9); f) T allele of rs1800470 (TGF-β1), in the overall 

population. The square and horizontal lines correspond to the study- specific OR and 95% 

confidence interval (CI). The area of the square refers to the study specific weight (inverse of 

variance). The diamond represents the summary of OR and 95% CI. 

 

Fig. 3: Proposed patho-genetic mechanism of IPF highlighting the role of the genes (or 

proteins) in the disease pathogenesis. Repetitive micro-injury of epithelial cells in genetically 

susceptible individuals causes abnormal activation of alveolar epithelial cells (AEC), releasing 

inflammatory mediators. This leads to increased migration of inflammatory cells in the lungs 

and enhanced production of pro-fibrotic mediators. This induces fibroblasts migration, 

proliferation and differentiation into myofibroblasts, resulting in aberrant extracellular matrix 

(ECM) deposition, lung tissue remodelling and scarring.  

MUC5B: Mucus accumulation due to the overproduction of mucins (MUC5B) will result in 

altered mucociliary clearance (MCC) and entrapment of inhaled particles. Micro-injury caused 

by these trapped irritants may cause abnormal activation of AEC. Additionally, overexpression 

of MUC5B in AEC can activate unfolded protein response, elevating endoplasmic reticulum 

(ER) stress. These can lead to AEC apoptosis, chronic inflammation and fibrosis. 

DSP: Loss of DSP, a cell adhesion molecule, can lead to altered AEC integrity and epithelial 

barrier dysfunction. Its loss can cause increased production of pro-fibrotic mediators (TGF-β1), 

altered epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT), increased cellular migration and fibrotic gene 

expression. 

DPP9: altered expression of DPP9 can lead to impaired epithelial barrier function as it is 

involved in cell adhesion 

TERT: Deficiency of TERT can lead to short/dysfunctional telomere, which results in 

exacerbation of fibrosis by impairing the repair process and enhanced apoptosis specifically in 

AEC.  

FAM13A: Loss of FAM13A can accelerate the EMT process through activating the β-catenin 

pathway. 

TGF-β: a profibrotic mediator, can induce EMT and increased ECM production. Also, it can 

promote pulmonary fibrosis through AEC apoptosis and by protecting myofibroblasts against 

apoptosis. 
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MUC5B, mucin5b; FAM13A, family with sequence similarity member 13A; TGF-β, 

transforming growth factor-beta; DSP, desmoplakin; DPP9, dipeptidyl peptidase 9; TERT, 

telomerase reverse transcriptase; MCC, mucociliary clearance; EMT, epithelial-mesenchymal 

transition; ER, endoplasmic reticulum; UPR, unfolded protein response; ECM, extracellular 

matrix. 
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Fig. 1: 
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Fig. 2 – 
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Fig. 3 – 
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