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Introductory paragraph 

Given that lumbar disc herniation (LDH) is a prevalent spinal condition that causes significant 

individual suffering and societal costs1, the genetic basis of LDH has received relatively little 

research. Our aim was to increase understanding of the genetic factors influencing LDH. We 

performed a genome-wide association analysis (GWAS) of LDH in the FinnGen project and in 

Estonian and UK biobanks, followed by a genome-wide meta-analysis to combine the results. 

In the meta-analysis, we identified 41 loci that have not been associated with LDH in prior 

studies on top of the 23 known risk loci. We detected LDH-associated loci in the vicinity of 

genes related to inflammation, disc-related structures, and synaptic transmission. Overall, our 

research contributes to a deeper understanding of the genetic factors behind LDH, potentially 

paving the way for the development of new therapeutics, prevention methods, and treatments 

for symptomatic LDH in the future. 

 

Main text 

Lumbar disc herniation (LDH) is one of the most frequent structural findings in the lumbar 

spine to cause specific symptoms. Disc herniation is a general term which includes different 

types of disc displacements such as disc protrusion, extrusion, and sequestration2. Disc 

protrusions, for instance, are rarely symptomatic, and they are prevalent even among 

asymptomatic subjects. The overall prevalence of LDH in the whole population has been 

estimated to be 14% in a large cross-sectional study, and herniations are found most frequently 

at the L4/5 and L5/S1 segments of the spine3. 

LDH has a clinical relevance if it causes radicular symptoms in the lower extremity. 

LDH is, indeed, the most frequent condition to cause lumbar radicular pain, i.e., sciatica, or 

radiculopathy4. The mechanisms deriving LDH to cause radicular pain are manifold. Radicular 

pain is partly evoked by mechanical compression of the nerve root, but inflammatory mediators 

and autoimmune responses play a considerable role there too5. When the nerve root is 

perturbed, typical symptoms include radicular pain, paresthesia, or numbness in the area of the 

nerve, and possible weakness in the muscles innervated by the affected nerve root6.  

Typically, patients with symptomatic LDH are treated conservatively, but surgery is 

required if there is a sudden or progressive neurological deficit or unmanageable pain despite 

appropriate conservative treatment6. Overall, surgery has not been proven to have superior 

outcomes in the long term, even though surgery can have better pain relief in the short term7,8. 

Most of the patients will recover from symptoms rather quickly, however some studies show 

conflicting evidence. Psychosocial factors, such as the patient’s own beliefs of recovery, can 

also have a role in prognosis9.  

Genetic influence on LDH and sciatica has been established through studies that have 

shown certain loci to be associated with these conditions using genome-wide association 

analysis (GWAS)10,11. Symptomatic LDH could be caused by factors affecting either disc-

related structures, such as collagen12, or other morphologies, such as nerve-related, 

inflammatory, or autoimmune structures5. Previous studies have associated several pathways 

with LDH pathogenesis, encompassing inflammation, chondroitin sulfation, collagen 

synthesis, and chondrogenic differentiation10,11. Some of these genes have also been associated 

with back pain and the regulation of pain sensations13–15. The etiological factors behind LDH 

are quite well understood16. However, the genetic factors behind these distinct features warrant 

more research. The aim of this study was to explore different genetic features behind LDH by 

conducting a GWAS using data from three large biobanks: FinnGen, Estonian Biobank, and 

UK Biobank.  

In the meta-analysis, we identified 41 novel (Fig. S1.1-41, Table 1, Table S1) and 

replicated 23 known loci (Fig. S2, Table S2), each containing at least one genome-wide 

significantly associated variant associated with LDH as defined by International Classification 
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of Diseases  (ICD)-10 codes M51 (M51.1-51.9, Fig, 1, Table S3). In addition, secondary signals 

at 5 of the loci were observed in the conditional analysis (Table S2).We estimated LD score 

regression-derived SNP-based heritability to be 0.08 (standard error [SE] = 0.003), suggesting 

that genetic factors account for 8% of the common variation in LDH risk. The genomic inflation 

factor lambda (1.47) suggested inflation in the test statistics. Given that the intercept value was 

1.12, inflation might be caused by a polygenic signal. In FinnGen data, SNP based heritability 

was estimated to be 14.3% [SE]=0.0083, and lambda 1.39 with intercept of 1.13. Currently, 

there are no published SNP-based heritability estimates for LDH and, therefore it would be 

important to replicate these results. 

 In two sets of sensitivity analyses conducted in FinnGen, more strict case definitions 

were used by limiting LDH cases to LDH cases with radiculopathy (M51.1) and to those who 

have undergone surgery (Table S1). No statistically significant differences in the effect sizes 

of the lead variants were observed between the original meta-analysis and the GWAS specific 

to the M51.1 endpoint. On the other hand, when comparing the original meta-analysis with the 

GWAS on LDH patients who underwent surgical treatment, differences in the effect sizes were 

observed for 9 variants (Fig. 1, Fig. S3, Table S4). In this analysis, we also identified five novel 

loci associated with LDH-related surgical operations were also found (Fig. S4, Table 1, Table 

S5). 

 

 

 
Fig. 1. Above, the Manhattan plot of the associations detected to be associated with LDH in the meta-analysis of 80 724  cases and 748 975 

controls. Previously reported loci are indicated with orange color, while 41 novel loci that we observed are highlighted in red. Candidate genes 

possibly explaining the LDH associations were used as loci identifiers. The red dashed line depicts the genome-wide significance limit 

(p<5x10⁻⁸). Below, a comparison of the effect sizes of the lead variants discovered in the original meta-analysis (ICD-10:M51 [blue]) and in 

sensitivity analyses with more strict case definitions (ICD-10:M51.1 [green] or a surgery [red]). Dots indicate effect size and vertical lines are 

the corresponding 95% confidence intervals. For effect differences statistical comparison, we used a two-tailed test, using group-specific effect 

estimates of the variants and the corresponding standard errors ((Effect_Meta-Effect_M51.1)/ 

sqrt(standarderror_Meta2+standarderror_M51.12)). A P-value <0.05 was considered the limit of a significant effect difference. * observed 

significant effect size differences and p-values of differences between the meta-analysis and surgery patients. No statistically significant effect 

differences were found between the meta-analysis and M51.1. Other variants can be seen in Fig. S3. 
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Table 1. The list of novel lead variants at the 41 genome-wide significant (p<5x10-8) loci that were associated with LDH in the meta-analysis 

(top) and five novel loci associated with LDH related surgical operations in sensitivity analysis that were performed in FinnGen (bottom).  
Locus Candidate 

gene 

CHR: POS rsid EA OA OR OR 95Cl p-value Het pval EAF Fin 

Enric. 

Meta-analysis (FinnGen, EstBB, UKBB) 

1p36.12 ALPL 1:21559185 rs150211890 G T 1,07 1,05-1,10 2.5e-08 0.178 0.05 2.6 

1p13.2 NGF 1:115310363 rs4644491 A G 0,96 0,95-0,98 6.78e-09 0.215 0.63 0.96 

1q41 TGFB2 1:218924545 rs779040 C G 0,97 0,95-0,98 7.13e-09 0.0225 0.55 1.0 

1q41 HHIPL2 1:222541797 rs35455442 A C 0,96 0,94-0,97 3.96e-13 0.539 0.33 1.3 

2q33.3 GPR1 2:206137590 rs78826721 G A 0,94 0,92-0,96 2.85e-09 0.171 0.11 1.22 

3p21.31 HYAL2 3:50380254 rs41308273 A T 0,92 0,89-0,94 1.02e-10 0.498 0.05 2.4 

3p13 PDZRN3 3:73200973 rs11914834 T C 0,97 0,96-0,98 4.85e-08 0.984 0.44 1.1 

3q21.1 ADCY5 3:123568959 rs1965290 C T 0,97 0,95-0,98 2.67e-08 0.0391 0.55 1.1 

3q22.3 NCK1 3:136490708 rs13321721 G A 1,04 1,03-1,06 4.49e-09 0.822 0.24 1.1 

3q25.32 SHOX2 3:158478549 rs5853827 ATCC A 0,96 0,95-0,98 1.55e-08 0.492 0.33 0.91 

4q22.1 IBSP 4:87779677 rs10019020 A G 1,04 1,02-1,05 4.07e-09 0.439 0.49 0.85 

5q31.3 HDAC3 5:141735121 rs5871786 G GT 0,97 0,96-0,98 4.71e-08 0.729 0.44 1.0 

5q35.1 FGF18 5:171413500 rs4302608 G A 0,97 0,95-0,98 2.61e-08 0.897 0.55 0.98 

6p22.2 TRIM38 6:26276422 rs9393692 G A 0,97 0,95-0,98 4.46e-08 0.831 0.58 1.2 

6p22.1 HLA 6:29873925 rs1611653 C G 1,04 1,03-1,06 1.98e-09 0.224 0.58 0.93 

6p21.33 HLA 6:31279637 rs2844608 T C 0,96 0,94-0,97 1.58e-13 0.0185 0.39 1.1 

6q14.3 TBX18 6:84938145 rs2224214 T C 1,04 1,03-1,06 2.33e-12 0.664 0.37 1.0 

7q11.23 ELN 7:73714641 rs10227463 T C 0,97 0,95-0,98 1.82e-08 0.768 0.41 1.2 

7q32.2 ZC3HC1 7:130023656 rs11556924 T C 1,04 1,02-1,05 3.48e-08 0.286 0.36 0.84 

7q33 STMP1 7:135418700 rs2551776 T C 0,97 0,95-0,98 2.48e-08 0.318 0.64 1.1 

9p21.3 TUSC1 9:25398495 rs7019841 G A 0,96 0,95-0,98 3.34e-09 0.696 0.54 0.96 

9q31.3 LPAR1 9:110930238 rs10980637 T C 1,05 1,03-1,06 3.28e-08 0.395 0.13 1.9 

9q34.11 DNM1 9:128236873 rs9644952 A C 1,04 1,03-1,05 3.3e-08 0.807 0.22 1.1 

10p15.1 AKR1C1 10:4989436 rs536435747 AC A 0,94 0,93-0,96 5.02e-11 0.513 0.13 1.2 

10q26.13 HTRA1 10:122475088 rs2672590 C A 0,95 0,94-0,97 1.2e-10 0.521 0.24 0.89 

11q13.3 MYEOV 11:69208032 rs144549742 A T 0,91 0,88-0,94 3.66e-11 0.469 0.04 2.8 

11q23.1 SIK2 11:111459420 rs77651758 T C 0,92 0,90-0,95 1.32e-10 0.67 0.05 2.1 

12q14.1 GLI1 12:57825898 rs871871 A G 0,96 0,95-0,97 7.98e-10 0.635 0.35 1.3 

12q24.31 KMT5A  12:123226288 rs1626703 C A 1,04 1,03-1,06 1.55e-09 0.578 0.75 1.0 

13q21.2 DIAPH3 13:59904471 rs340208 T A 1,04 1,02-1,05 3.98e-08 0.445 0.70 1.1 

17q22 CA10 17:52164544 rs59704663 A G 1,48 1,34-1,61 1.29e-08 0.156 0.003 0.12 

18q11.2 NPC1 18:23557478 rs1788760 G A 0,97 0,95-0,98 4.62e-08 0.89 0.67 1.0 

18q12.3 SETBP1 18:44571296 rs8088824 T C 0,95 0,94-0,96 3.76e-12 0.185 0.78 1.1 

18q21.2 DCC 18:53189047 rs17487130 T C 1,06 1,04-1,07 4.16e-14 0.862 0.40 0.92 

19p13.12 TECR 19:14533044 rs11671111 T C 0,96 0,95-0,98 1.56e-08 0.769 0.25 1.6 

19q13.42 LENG8 19:54471384 rs2287822 A G 1,04 1,02-1,05 1.05e-08 0.394 0.30 1.33 

21q22.11 SLC5A3  21:33662166 rs3827180 A G 1,04 1,03-1,05 2.48e-09 0.101 0.28 1.3 

Xp22.11 PCYT1B 23:24653216 rs5944665 A G 0,97 0,96-0,98 3.36e-08 0.925 0.60 NA 

Xq21.1 ITM2A 23:79455466 rs191015078 T C 1,05 1,03-1,07 4.85e-08 0.536 0.12 NA 

Xq21.1 Empty 23:82687578 rs111872003 A T 0,92 0,89-0,95 3.11e-08 0.176 0.04 NA 

Xq23 CHRDL1 23:110640115 rs7884700 G A 1,04 1,03-1,05 9.64e-12 0.438 0.40 NA 

Surgical GWAS (FinnGen) 

1p21.1 COL11A1 1:102875067 rs1318756 C T 1.10 1.07-1.13 2.41e-08 - 0.53 1.05 

2p13.3 TGFA 2:70465425 rs3732247 T C 0.88 0.85-0.92 2.69e-11 - 0.35 1.18 

7p21.1 TWIST1 7:19508326 rs6944632 G A 0.91 0.88-0.94 2.05e-09 - 0.61 0.94 

12p12.1 SOX5 12:23823019 rs11834104 T G 1.14 1.10-1.18 5.82e-09 - 0.23 0.88 

17q24.3 SOX9 17:71514369 rs7225015 C A 0.89 0.86-0.93 8.67e-10 - 0.29 0.92 

Candidate gene, a gene at a new locus the biological function of which is likely to explain the LDH association; CHR: POS, chromosome and 

position (genome build hg38); rsid; SNP markers identification number; EA, effect allele; OA, other allele; OR, odds ratio; 95% Cl, odds ratio 
95% confidence interval; p-value; Het pval, p-value for heterogeneity; EAF, effect allele frequency; Fin Enric., enrichment in Finns (calculated 

FIN AF/NFEE AF in the Genome Aggregation Database [gnomAD], FIN AF is the allele frequency in Finns and NFEE AF is the allele 
frequency in Europeans (does not include Finns or Estonians)); NA, not available 

 

As reported previously, numerous LDH-associated loci were in the vicinity of genes related to 

inflammation or disc-related structures (Table S2), indicating that these pathways play a central 

role in LDH pathogenesis. In addition, we detected novel loci near genes related to the Wnt/-

catenin pathway, such as PDZRN3 (PDZ domain containing ring finger 1, locus 3p13), 

activation of the Wnt/-catenin pathway has been found to be associated with endplate 

degeneration, increased intervertebral disc (IVD) cell senescence, and extracellular matrix 

degradation17,18. LDH associations were also observed in loci near NGF (nerve growth factor), 

DCC (DCC netrin-1 receptor), and NCK1 (NCK adaptor protein 1). These genes are involved 

in the growth and regulation of nerve axons19,20, suggesting a potential connection between 

genes affecting nerves and the nervous system and LDH pathogenesis. The dysfunction of these 

genes could lead to IVD innervation19, and increase sensation of pain. Notably, some of these 

genes have already been associated with pain sensation in previous studies13,19.  
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In addition, we observed novel LDH associations near CA10 (carbonic anhydrase 10) 

and DNM1 (Dynamin 1) that are involved in synaptic transmission. CA10 blocks the binding 

of heparan sulfate to neurexin, which possibly affects the function of neurexins21. Neurexins 

are pre-synaptic cell adhesion molecules that play a role in connecting neurons at synapses. 

Heparan sulfate has been found to potentially expand the interactome of neurexins, and they 

also play a role in fine-tuning synaptic transmission22. CA10 is expressed especially in the 

central nervous system, and it has been associated with chronic pain in previous studies13,23. 

DNM1 plays a central role in the transmitting nociceptive messages within  the nociceptive 

circuits in the dorsal horn of the spinal cord, where DNM1-mediated endocytosis of synaptic 

vesicles enables sustained neurotransmission24. While further studies are needed, the 

association of genes involved in synaptic transmission with LDH suggests that differences in 

synaptic transmission may influence differences in pain perception in patients with 

morphologically similar LDHs. Moreover, these genes could also contribute to the 

chronification of pain in patients with symptomatic LDH. The findings above underline the 

relevance of the physiological factors of the nervous system in addition to the disc-related 

structures behind symptomatic LDH. 

The MAGMA gene-based test highlighted multiple genes that we had deemed as 

potential candidate genes at the novel LDH-associated loci (Table 1, Fig. 2A), thus providing 

supportive evidence for our findings. In the MAGMA gene-set analysis (Fig. 2B), we observed 

the most significant enrichments for pathways responsible for chondrocyte differentiation. 

Significant gene-set enrichments were also observed for cartilage and connective tissue 

development pathways, as well as for pathways related to chromatin organization and 

modification. Among the gene-sets related to the nervous system, we also observed significant 

enrichments in gene-sets related to the structure and active zone organization of presynapses. 

In the MAGMA tissue expression analysis (Fig. S5), we found no tissues showing a positive 

correlation between tissue-specific gene expression profiles and LDH associations. The likely 

reason for the null result is the absence of the relevant tissues, namely cartilage and bone, in 

the Genotype-Tissue Expression (GTEx) dataset used in these analyses. 
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Fig. 2. Above, results of the MAGMA25 gene-based test in a Manhattan plot. X-axis chromosomes, y-axis -log10(p-value). Below, MAGMA 

gene-set enrichment analysis. Plot shows significantly enriched pathways (pFDR < 0.05), curated gene sets, and GO-annotations ranked by p-

value -log10(P). The size of the circles refers to the size of the gene set. Small gray <15, blue 15–100, violet 100-200, and red >200 genes. 

The analysis was done using FUMA26, and the gene sets and GO annotations included in the analysis are from MSigDB27. 
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Fig. 3. Kaplan-Meier plots for GSDMC (rs7814941, 8:129706613:G:A),CHST3 (rs4284332, 10:719741194:C:T), IGFBP3 (rs788747, 
7:45987132:G:T), SOX6 (rs9787942, 11:15673785:C:T). Age in years is on the x-axis of the graphs, and cumulative disease severity on the 

y-axis. The orange line depicts homozygotes for the effect allele, gray homozygotes for the other allele, and blue correspondingly 

heterozygotes who have one of each allele. The accumulation of diagnoses for GSDMC (rs7814941, 8:129706613:G:A) and  CHST3 
(rs4284332, 10:719741194:C:T) variants before the age of 30 can be seen in more detail in Fig. S6. 

 

For LDH-associated loci, we investigated the effect of variants on the accumulation of LDH 

diagnoses and, in addition, their effect on having to undergo surgery. As observed 

previously28,29, LDH diagnoses accumulated greatly between the ages of 40 and 50 until circa 

70 years old, after which the accumulation of diagnoses was very low (Fig. 3). The differences 

between the variants were very small on average, with a few exceptions. For some variants, the 

LDH risk-increasing effects of different alleles were more noticeable. For two variants, a 

statistically significant difference between the genotypes was observed even before the age of 

30. GSDMC (gasdermin C, Fig. 3A) differed from the variant’s other genotypes at the age of 

26 (p=0.0005). CHST3 (carbohydrate sulfotransferase 3, Fig. 3B) homozygotes became 

significantly different at the age of 25 (p=2.22e-5). For other variants, the differences became 

statistically significant at a later age, IGFBP3 (insulin like growth factor binding protein 3, Fig 

3C) at the 35 years of age (p=0.001) and SOX6 (SRY-box transcription factor 6, Fig 3D) at the 

36 years of age (p=0.03).These genes have already been associated with LDH, but this study 

is the first to observe the age at which diagnoses begin to accumulate for the variants in 

question. Otherwise, we found that the effect of the most loci was modest and followed the 

sample prevalence values (12.2% for LDH diagnoses and 2.6% for surgical patients, Table S6). 

We also repeated the analysis with only M51.1 cases, where all variants behaved identically in 

the analyses (Fig. S7). These accumulation results are only based on the analyses of the Finnish 

population (FinnGen), and these results would benefit from replication in other populations as 

well.  
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Fig. 4. Genetic correlations were calculated using LDSC-software. All traits were extracted from the GWAS database provided by the MRC 

Integrative Epidemiology Unit (IEU). Only the strongest observed (rg< -0.4 & rg> 0.45) correlations with a significant false discovery 
corrected p-value than(pFDR < 0.05) are shown in the figure. RG, genetic correlation coefficient value; pFDR, false discovery rate-corrected p-

value. Genetic correlations for all 438 phenotypes can be seen in Table S7. 

 

We found specific significant genetic correlations between LDH and 438 traits. The most 

significant positive genetic correlation in terms of smallest p-value was observed with the 

number of treatments/medications taken (Fig. 4: rg=0.52, pFDR=2.27-100), while the largest 

significant genetic correlation was observed with the diagnosis of dorsalgia (Fig. 4: rg=0.83, 

pFDR=1.23-45). LDH was also positively genetically correlated with other pain-related 

endpoints, such as neck and shoulder pain (Fig. 4: rg=0.58, pFDR=8.60-95) and knee pain (Fig. 

4: rg=0.46, pFDR=2.07-51). The most significant negative genetic correlation of LDH was with 

a higher level of education (Fig. 4: rg=-0.41, pFDR=2.10-88).  
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Fig. 5. Exposures potentially causal for LDH (above), and outcomes that LDH was potentially found to be causal for (below). The analysis 

was performed using the TwoSampleMR R library and data from the present study and MRC-IEU database. Inverse variance weighted model 

was our primary analysis, for which statistical significance was considered at false discovery rate corrected p-value (pFDR < 0.05). As a 
sensitivity analysis, we also performed analysis by using MR Egger. nsnp, number of SNP’s; OR (95% CI), odds ratio and its 95% confidence 

interval; Beta (95% CI), beta estimate and it’s 95% confidence interval; pFDR, false discovery rate-corrected p-value. 

 

In Mendelian randomization, we uncovered potential causal relationship between several 

factors and LDH (Fig. 5, Table S8, Table S9). Results suggested a causal relationship between 

being overweight and higher LDH risk (OR=1.15, pFDR=0.002, Fig. 5, Fig. S8.1). Similarly, 

a potential causal relationship was observed between lumbar spine bone mineral density 

(LSBMD) and higher LDH risk (OR=1.15, pFDR=2.29-5, Fig. 5, Fig. S8.2). Both overweight 

and LSBMD are well-known risk factors for LDH, and both have been found to cause increased 

mechanical loading on the lumbar discs and vertebral endplates, affecting the pathogenesis of 

LDH30–34. A possible causal relationship was also observed between a higher level of education 

and lower LDH risk (OR=0.34, pFDR=4.35-23, Fig. 5, Fig. S8.3). In the previous studies, 

patients with lower socioeconomic status have been found to be more symptomatic, with worse 

pain outcomes, and more depression35. People with higher education usually have a better 

income level, they tend to seek treatment at an earlier stage after the onset of LDH, and they 

often have better pain management methods and generally healthier lifestyles35,36. 

Additionally, we noted a potential causal relationship between LDH and the frequency of 

tiredness in last two weeks (beta=0.02, pFDR=0.046, Fig. 5, Fig. S9.1) and back pain 

(beta=0.05, pFDR=6.20-13, Fig. 5, Fig. S9.2). The role of LDH to cause back pain is well 

known4, and the possible causal relationship we observed between LDH, and increased 

tiredness likely arises from sleeping problems, which are commonly reported by patients 

suffering from radicular pain9. These findings should be interpreted with caution, as even 

though we did not observe pleiotropy, some causal estimates were heterogeneous. In the leave-

out analyses, all causal estimates were consistently in the same direction, so individual variants 

do not seem to drive the observed causal relationships (Fig. S10-11). 

The incorporation of data from three extensive biobanks enabled large sample size and 

facilitated discoveries of multiple genome-wide significant associations with LDH. Of note, 

our sample is limited to European ancestry only. Variations in the relative prevalence of LDH 

cases across the sample populations included in the meta-analysis, suggest potential 

discrepancies in how biobanks can identify LDH patients.  

 In conclusion, the novel LDH risk loci that we found expand the understanding of the 

hereditary causes of LDH. While changes in disc-related structures and inflammation-related 
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factors play a major role in the etiology of LDH, our results suggest that nervous system-related 

mechanisms may also be implicated. 

 

References  

 

1. Katz, J. N. Lumbar Disc Disorders and Low-Back Pain: Socioeconomic Factors and 

Consequences. 

http://journals.lww.com/jbjsjournalbyBhDMf5ePHKav1zEoum1tQfN4a+kJLhEZgbsI

Ho4XMi0hC (2006). 

2. Fardon, D. F. et al. Lumbar disc nomenclature: version 2.0. The Spine Journal 14, 

2525–2545 (2014). 

3. Zhang, J. et al. Identification of lumbar disc disease hallmarks: a large cross-sectional 

study. Springerplus 5, (2016). 

4. Dower, A., Davies, M. A. & Ghahreman, A. Pathologic Basis of Lumbar Radicular 

Pain. World Neurosurg 128, 114–121 (2019). 

5. Cosamalón-Gan, I. et al. Inflammation in the intervertebral disc herniation. 

Neurocirugia (English Edition) 32, 21–35 (2021). 

6. Patel, E. A. & Perloff, M. D. Radicular Pain Syndromes: Cervical, Lumbar, and Spinal 

Stenosis. Semin Neurol 38, 634–639 (2018). 

7. Jacobs, W. C. H. et al. Surgery versus conservative management of sciatica due to a 

lumbar herniated disc: a systematic review. Eur Spine J 20, 513–22 (2011). 

8. Liu, C. et al. Surgical versus non-surgical treatment for sciatica: systematic review and 

meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials. BMJ e070730 (2023) doi:10.1136/bmj-

2022-070730. 

9. Konstantinou, K. et al. Prognosis of sciatica and back-related leg pain in primary care: 

the ATLAS cohort. Spine J 18, 1030–1040 (2018). 

10. Bjornsdottir, G. et al. Rare SLC13A1 variants associate with intervertebral disc 

disorder highlighting role of sulfate in disc pathology. Nat Commun 13, 634 (2022). 

11. Bjornsdottir, G. et al. Sequence variant at 8q24.21 associates with sciatica caused by 

lumbar disc herniation. Nat Commun 8, 14265 (2017). 

12. Theodore, N. et al. Genetic Predisposition to Symptomatic Lumbar Disk Herniation in 

Pediatric and Young Adult Patients. Spine (Phila Pa 1976) 44, E640–E649 (2019). 

13. Johnston, K. J. A. et al. Genome-wide association study of multisite chronic pain in 

UK biobank. PLoS Genet 15, (2019). 

14. Suri, P. et al. Genome-wide meta-analysis of 158,000 individuals of European ancestry 

identifies three loci associated with chronic back pain. PLoS Genet 14, e1007601 

(2018). 

15. Naureen, Z. et al. Genetics of pain: From rare Mendelian disorders to genetic 

predisposition to pain. Acta Biomed 91, e2020010 (2020). 

16. Parreira, P., Maher, C. G., Steffens, D., Hancock, M. J. & Ferreira, M. L. Risk factors 

for low back pain and sciatica: an umbrella review. Spine J 18, 1715–1721 (2018). 

17. Wu, Z. L. et al. Role of the Wnt pathway in the formation, development, and 

degeneration of intervertebral discs. Pathology Research and Practice vol. 220 

Preprint at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prp.2021.153366 (2021). 

18. Honda, T., Yamamoto, H., Ishii, A. & Inui, M. PDZRN3 Negatively Regulates BMP-

2-induced Osteoblast Differentiation through Inhibition of Wnt Signaling. Mol Biol 

Cell 21, 3269–3277 (2010). 

19. Freemont, A. J. et al. Nerve growth factor expression and innervation of the painful 

intervertebral disc. Journal of Pathology 197, 286–292 (2002). 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 16, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.15.23296916doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.15.23296916
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


20. Li, X. et al. The adaptor protein Nck-1 couples the netrin-1 receptor DCC (deleted in 

colorectal cancer) to the activation of the small GTPase Racl through an atypical 

mechanism. Journal of Biological Chemistry 277, 37788–37797 (2002). 

21. Montoliu‐Gaya, L. et al. CA10 regulates neurexin heparan sulfate addition via a direct 

binding in the secretory pathway. EMBO Rep 22, (2021). 

22. Noborn, F. & Sterky, F. H. Role of neurexin heparan sulfate in the molecular assembly 

of synapses – expanding the neurexin code? FEBS Journal vol. 290 252–265 Preprint 

at https://doi.org/10.1111/febs.16251 (2023). 

23. Sterky, F. H. et al. Carbonic anhydrase-related protein CA10 is an evolutionarily 

conserved pan-neurexin ligand. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 114, 

(2017). 

24. Tonello, R. et al. The contribution of endocytosis to sensitization of nociceptors and 

synaptic transmission in nociceptive circuits. (2023) 

doi:10.1097/j.pain.0000000000002826. 

25. de Leeuw, C. A., Mooij, J. M., Heskes, T. & Posthuma, D. MAGMA: Generalized 

Gene-Set Analysis of GWAS Data. PLoS Comput Biol 11, e1004219 (2015). 

26. Watanabe, K., Taskesen, E., van Bochoven, A. & Posthuma, D. Functional mapping 

and annotation of genetic associations with FUMA. Nat Commun 8, 1826 (2017). 

27. Liberzon, A. et al. Molecular signatures database (MSigDB) 3.0. Bioinformatics 27, 

1739–40 (2011). 

28. Ma, D. et al. Trend of the incidence of lumbar disc herniation: Decreasing with aging 

in the elderly. Clin Interv Aging 8, 1047–1050 (2013). 

29. Roberto Vialle, L., Neves Vialle, E., Esteban Suárez Henao, J. & Giraldo, G. 

LUMBAR DISC HERNIATION. Rev Bras Ortop vol. 45 (2010). 

30. Fine, N. et al. Intervertebral disc degeneration and osteoarthritis: a common molecular 

disease spectrum. Nat Rev Rheumatol (2023) doi:10.1038/s41584-022-00888-z. 

31. Hangai, M. et al. Factors associated with lumbar intervertebral disc degeneration in the 

elderly. Spine J 8, 732–40 (2008). 

32. Videman, T., Levälahti, E. & Battié, M. C. The effects of anthropometrics, lifting 

strength, and physical activities in disc degeneration. Spine (Phila Pa 1976) 32, 1406–

13 (2007). 

33. Zhou, X. et al. Trans-ethnic polygenic analysis supports genetic overlaps of lumbar 

disc degeneration with height, body mass index, and bone mineral density. Front 

Genet 9, (2018). 

34. Livshits, G. et al. Evidence that bone mineral density plays a role in degenerative disc 

disease: The UK twin spine study. Ann Rheum Dis 69, 2102–2106 (2010). 

35. Farrell, S. F. et al. A shared genetic signature for common chronic pain conditions and 

its impact on biopsychosocial traits. doi:10.1101/2022.03.13.22272317. 

36. Olson, P. R. et al. Lumbar disc herniation in the spine patient outcomes research trial: 

Does educational attainment impact outcome? Spine (Phila Pa 1976) 36, 2324–2332 

(2011). 

37. Leitsalu, L., Alavere, H., Tammesoo, M.-L., Leego, E. & Metspalu, A. Linking a 

population biobank with national health registries-the estonian experience. J Pers Med 

5, 96–106 (2015). 

38. Mitt, M. et al. Improved imputation accuracy of rare and low-frequency variants using 

population-specific high-coverage WGS-based imputation reference panel. Eur J Hum 

Genet 25, 869–876 (2017). 

39. Howie, B. N., Donnelly, P. & Marchini, J. A flexible and accurate genotype 

imputation method for the next generation of genome-wide association studies. PLoS 

Genet 5, e1000529 (2009). 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 16, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.15.23296916doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.15.23296916
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


40. Mbatchou, J. et al. Computationally efficient whole-genome regression for quantitative 

and binary traits. Nat Genet 53, 1097–1103 (2021). 

41. Yang, J., Lee, S. H., Goddard, M. E. & Visscher, P. M. GCTA: a tool for genome-wide 

complex trait analysis. Am J Hum Genet 88, 76–82 (2011). 

42. Clark, K., Karsch-Mizrachi, I., Lipman, D. J., Ostell, J. & Sayers, E. W. GenBank. 

Nucleic Acids Res 44, D67–D72 (2016). 

43. UniProt: a worldwide hub of protein knowledge. Nucleic Acids Res 47, D506–D515 

(2019). 

44. Stanfill, A. G. & Cao, X. Enhancing Research Through the Use of the Genotype-

Tissue Expression (GTEx) Database. Biol Res Nurs 23, 533–540 (2021). 

45. Bulik-Sullivan, B. K. et al. LD Score regression distinguishes confounding from 

polygenicity in genome-wide association studies. Nat Genet 47, 291–295 (2015). 

  

Methods  

 

Study populations 

 
FinnGen 

The main goal of FinnGen (www.finngen.fi/en) is a better understanding of disease 

mechanisms by combining genomic and health data from up to over 500,000 Finns, with the 

aim of making healthcare and medical care more efficient. The aim of the studies is to find 

connections between individual genetic differences and diseases. The FinnGen project has the 

necessary ethical and prior permits for biobank research (Supplementary Note), and all persons 

who have provided a research sample are aware of the intended use of the samples and have 

given their written consent to biobank research either in connection with sample donation or 

when participating in older research projects, the materials of which have been transferred to 

Finnish biobanks with the written consent of Fimea.  

 

Tenth Revision (ICD-10) codes were used to characterize phenotype M51 (M51.0-M51.9: 

Thoracic, thoracolumbar, and lumbosacral intervertebral disc disorders, Table S1). Patients 

without a record of these ICD codes were categorized as controls. The Hospital Discharge 

Registry and the Cause of Death Registry served as patient data sources; the analysis did not 

include patients whose registration data was only available in the primary care registry. The 

FinnGen (R9-version) data used in the study contains 37 636 LDH cases and 270 964 controls.  

 

We also performed two sensitivity GWAS analyses in FinnGen using stricter case definitions. 

The first of the two additional case definitions included only LDH patients with the M51.1 

code. There were 18 857 cases and 270 964 controls in the GWAS; LDH patients who also had 

other LDH codes were excluded from the analysis (Table S1). The second additional case 

definition included LDH patients who had undergone an LDH-related operation (NOMESCO 

version 1.15, ABC07, ABC16 & ABC26); this analysis included 7347 cases and controls of 

270 964. LDH cases that had not been operated were excluded from the analysis. The same 

was done for operated cases that didn’t have a LDH diagnosis, as these patients were probably 

operated as a result of acute injury.   

 

Estonian biobank (EstBB) 
The Estonian Biobank (www.genomics.ut.ee/en) cohort is a volunteer-based sample of the 

Estonian resident adult population (aged ≥18 years)37. Estonians represent 83%, Russians 14%, and 

other nationalities 3% of all participants. The current number of participants is > 205,000 and 

represents a large proportion, > 15 % of the Estonian adult population, making it ideally suited to 
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population-based studies. General practitioners (GPs) and medical personnel in the special 

recruitment offices have recruited participants throughout the country. At baseline, the GPs 

performed a standardized health examination of the participants, who also donated blood samples 

for DNA, white blood cells and plasma tests and filled out a 16-module questionnaire on health-

related topics such as lifestyle, diet and clinical diagnoses described in WHO ICD-10. A significant 

part of the cohort has whole genome sequencing (3000), whole exome sequencing (2500), genome-

wide single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) array data (200 000) and/or NMR metabolome data 

(200 000) available. In the meta-analysis, there were 34 035 LDH cases and 66 533 controls 

from the Estonian Biobank.  

 

UK biobank  

The UK biobank (https://pan.ukbb.broadinstitute.org/) material consists of samples collected 

during the years 2006-2010. Samples were collected from hundreds of thousands of people 

aged 40–69 from all over Great Britain. We utilized the summary statistics from the PanUKBB 

project and used subset of European ancestry in the analysis that contained 9053 LDH patients 

and 411 478 controls from the UK biobank. 

 

Genotyping, imputation & quality control  

 

FinnGen 

Illumina and Affymetrix DNA microarrays were used to determine genotypes. Genotype data 

were quality controlled to exclude variants with a low Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) p-

value (<1x10-6), minor allele count (MAC) below three, and high missingness (cut-off 2%), as 

well as individuals with high genotype missingness (cut-off 5%), high levels of heterozygosity 

(4 SD), non-Finnish ancestry, and individuals whose sex did not match the genotype data. 

Samples were pre phased using Eagle 2.3.5, with the number of conditioning haplotypes set to 

20 000. Beagle 4.1 was used for genotype imputation. The reference panel was Finnish SISu 

v3, and the imputation protocol has been described at 

(dx.doi.org/10.17504/protocols.io.nmndc5e). Finally, post-imputation quality control was 

carried out to exclude variants with imputation information less than 0.6.   

 

EstBB 

For genotyping, Illumina Human CoreExome, OmniExpress, 370CNV BeadChip and GSA 

arrays were used. Quality control included filtering on the basis of sample call rate (< 98%), 

heterozygosity (> mean ± 3SD), genotype and phenotype sex discordance, cryptic relatedness 

(IBD > 20%) and outliers from the European descent based on the MDS plot in comparison 

with HapMap reference samples. SNP quality filtering included call rate (<99%), MAF (<1%) 

and extreme deviation from Hardy–Weinberg equilibrium (P < 1 × 10−4). Imputation was 

performed using SHAPEIT2 for prephasing, the Estonian-specific reference panel38 and 

IMPUTE239 with default parameters. Association testing was carried out with snptest-2.5.2, 

adjusting for 4 PCs, arrays, current age, and sex(when relevant). Individuals were excluded 

from the analysis if their call-rate was < 95% or sex defined using X chromosome 

heterozygosity estimates didn’t match phenotypic data. Variants with call-rate < 95%, MAF < 

1% or HWE p-value < 1e-4 (autosomal variants only) and indels were excluded.  

 

GWAS 

In FinnGen and in EstBB, GWAS using an additive genetic model was performed using the 

Regenie program40, adjusting each phenotype for age, sex, and the first 10 genetic principal 

components. The sensitivity analyses with stricter case definitions conducted in FinnGen were 

performed using Regenie and the same covariates as above. The goal of the sensitivity analyses 
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was to evaluate whether general degeneration of IVD has an effect on the effect estimates of 

the lead variants observed in the meta-analysis, and if the effect estimates obtained in the 

original meta-analysis differ from the ones obtained using stricter case definitions. The aim 

was also to identify variants that could underlie LDH cases requiring surgery. 

 

Meta-analysis 

A Python-based software was used for inverse-variance weighted meta-analysis 

(https://github.com/FINNGEN/META_ANALYSIS/). Variant data from the Estonian and UK 

biobanks were converted with from hg19 to hg38 prior to meta-analysis using the Picard 

liftover (http://broadinstitute.io/picard). In case of no exact match, matching was tried by 

flipping strand and or switching (EA->OA/OA->EA) for the EstBB and UKBB variants. If 

there were multiple variants in the same position, the exact match was favored. In total, there 

were 829 699 participants in the meta-analysis, of which there were 80 724 cases and 748 975 

controls. 

 

Candidate gene characterization 

We defined a  locus as a window of 2MB (± 1,000,000 bases) containing at least one variant 

associated with LDH at P<5x10-8. We also performed conditional analyzes for the loci to 

identify possible secondary signals. The analyzes were performed with the GCTA software 

package41, and the lead variants detected from the loci were used as a covariate. For those loci 

where secondary signals were detected, the analysis was repeated based on the results of the 

first conditional analysis. In the analysis, the secondary signal detected in the first round was 

used as a covariate; however, no secondary signals were found in these analyses. For the loci 

that had not been reported in association with LDH in prior studies, we determined a potential 

candidate gene with a relevant biological function with the help of literature and databases 

(Genbank42, Uniprot43, GTEx-Portal44) and identified variants affecting gene regulation 

(eQTL).  

 

Heritability 

The LDSC software45 was used to calculate the SNP-based heritability estimate. Heritability 

estimation was performed using the liability scale, with a sample prevalence of 0.097 and a 

population prevalence of 0.14 as estimated by Zhang et al. (2016)3. In FinnGen's data, the 

sample prevalence was 0.122.  

 

Functional annotations 

Functional annotations of the results of the meta-analysis were completed using FUMA26. 

Functional settings were selected for the analysis, in which case the program uses functional 

information for mapping. Positional mapping was also performed, and for that, SNP markers 

were selected for the region of exons or introns affecting post-transcriptional modifications and 

involved in gene regulation. Optional options included filtering SNP markers based on CADD 

results, which provided additional information on the possible harmful effects of SNP markers. 

In addition, filtering of SNP markers was performed based on the RegulomeDB results, and in 

turn, information was obtained based on gene expression data and epigenomics about the 

possible functions of SNP markers affecting gene regulation. In the mapping, gene expression 

data were also utilized, and eQTL mapping was performed. For this, we used whole blood 

(GTEx v8) as a tissue, and the focus was only on genes involved in protein-coding. A MAGMA 

analysis25, a functional association test, was also performed in the run, which focuses on gene-

level information, unlike GWAS, where associations are reported at the variant level. MAGMA 

uses curated gene sets and GO annotations from MSigDB27 in the analyses. A 10kb gene 
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window and selected GTEx v8 tissue variants were put into the analysis; the HLA region was 

also left out of the annotations.  

 

Survival analysis 

With Kaplan-Meier’s, our aim was to observe how the LDH diagnoses accumulate for different 

variants according to age, and to evaluate whether there are differences in the accumulation 

between variants. Of the variants where differences in the accumulation of diagnoses were 

observed on the basis of the plots, we determined the exact age when the curve of the 

homozygote increasing the LDH risk statistically differed from the curves of other two 

genotypes of the same variant. The calculation was performed with the two-tailed test by using 

the survival rates and survival rate standard errors, which were obtained with the 'survfit' 

function, which is part of the 'survival' R library. P< 0.05 was used as the statistical cut-off 

value for a significant difference. Additionally, we calculated cumulative morbidity for every 

variant to further clarify whether some variants accumulate more diagnoses. Only FinnGen 

data was used for these analyses.  

 

Genetic correlations 

Genetic correlations were calculated between LDH, and 438 other phenotypes extracted from 

the GWAS database provided by the MRC Integrative Epidemiology Unit (IEU) 

(https://gwas.mrcieu.ac.uk/). The LDSC software45 was used for these calculations. We used a 

false discovery rate (FDR)-corrected p-value (pFDR) < 0.05 as the limit for significant 

correlations.  

 

Mendelian randomization 

For Mendelian randomization, we used the Two-Sample MR R library to conduct a bi-

directional Mendelian randomization to examine the causal relationships between LDH and its 

associated risk factors. Risk factors related to lifestyle, pain, medication, and mood were 

included in the analysis (Table S10). Due to a bi-directional study approach, we were able to 

evaluate whether risk factors are causal for LDH and, consequently, if LDH is causal for risk 

factors. We obtained the LDH instruments from the FinnGen GWAS results since many of the 

GWAS data provided by the MRC-IEU are UKBB-based. This ensured that there was no 

overlap between the study populations. Variants correlated with each other were removed from 

the data so that only independent variants would be included in the analysis. For this, we used 

the default clumping settings (clumbing window 10 000kb, r2 0.001). We run our primary 

analysis using the Inverse Variance Weighted (IVW) model. In the sensitivity analyses, we 

obtained MR Egger estimates. We also performed Cochran's Q-test and the MR Egger intercept 

test to evaluate the heterogeneity and pleiotropy of the instruments. A leave-one-out analysis 

was also performed to see if there is a specific SNP driving a potentially observable causal 

relationship. 
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