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Abstract

Background: Major depressive disorder (MDD) is a prevalent and debilitating disorder that has been
associated with a range of risk factors and outcomes. Causal pathways between MDD and other traits
can be studied using genetic variants as instrumental variables.

Methods: A literature review was conducted to identify 201 MDD-associated traits. For 115 traits,
there were well-powered genome-wide association study (GWAS) results available that could be used
to assess the genetic correlation with MDD. Of these, there were 89 meeting criteria for investigating
causal associations in both directions using two-sample Mendelian randomization (TSMR). Of the
traits that were not captured by GWAS, 43 could be included as outcomes of MDD using one-sample
MR (OSMR). A range of methods and sensitivity tests was applied to gauge robustness of results,
together with statistical power analyses to aid interpretation.

Outcomes: Moderate to strong genetic overlap was found between MDD and most traits. Support for
causal effects of MDD liability were found for circadian, cognitive, diet, medical disease, endocrine,
functional, inflammatory, metabolic, mortality, physical activity, reproduction, risk behavior, social,
socioeconomic, and suicide outcomes. Most associations were bidirectional, although there was less
evidence for diet, disease, and endocrine traits causing MDD risk. Results were robust across
sensitivity analyses.

Interpretation: This study provides a systematic overview of traits putatively causally related to MDD,
confirming previous findings as well as identifying new associations. Our results highlight the
importance of MDD as a risk factor cross-cutting across medical, functional, and psychosocial domains
and emphasize the need for concerted efforts at reducing this highly prevalent disorder.
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Introduction

Major Depressive Disorder (MDD) is a highly prevalent and debilitating mental disorder. It is crucial to
increase understanding in what causes MDD, but also how MDD impacts other aspects of health and
well-being. Although treatment provision has increased, prevalence is not decreasing’: one in every
three women and one in five men experience MDD at some point in their life (Our World in Data?).
MDD significantly impacts quality of life?, accounting for 4.3% of Years Lived with Disability (YLD?). It
is related to high treatment use, lower socioeconomic outcomes, and adverse clinical outcomes. Also,
it is highly co-morbid with a range of medical diseases, most notably with cardiovascular disease® and
all disease-related mortality’. Moreover, MDD is in the top 3 predictors of suicide ideation (after
previous suicide ideation and hopelessness), which in turn is a strong predictor of suicide death?®, Still,
for many outcomes, it is unclear if MDD is causal. For instance, the association with suicide is at least
in part driven by psychiatric comorbidity®. For other outcomes, there may be reverse causation, with
cardiovascular disease for instance being identified as both a risk factor for and outcome in MDD,

Many risk factors have been identified for MDD. For instance, low income, low educational
attainment, not having a romantic partner, and loneliness are important social risk factors%?,
Psychiatric and medical diseases may also predispose for MDD>*3, Diet, substance use, and metabolic
traits such as BMI are associated with MDD, too**. Childhood trauma and stressful events may be the
most robust risk factors for MDD*>®, Many risk factors may be subject to bidirectional associations,
and there may be other, non-causal pathways driving the association. For instance, the well-
established effect of stressful life events might be largely non-causal’. It is notoriously difficult to infer

causality from observational data, requiring longitudinal or within-family designs.

In contrast, genetic risk factors fixed at conception cannot be affected by reverse causation. The
heritability of MDD has been estimated at 30-50% in family-based studies>®. Genome-wide
association studies (GWAS) have been able to identify numerous common variants that contribute to

1920 explaining up to 7% of the variance?!. Using genetic variants associated with a trait

the disorder
as instruments to capture it alleviates some of the difficulty in testing causal, directional associations.
Such Mendelian Randomization (MR) analysis can support causal interpretations if instrument variants
have an effect on the outcome through their association with the risk factor, without having a
relationship with the outcome or unmeasured confounders. Previous broad-ranging MR studies in
MDD have largely focused on modifiable risk factors for MDD, or the causal link between MDD and
disease outcomes. Support has been found for causal effects in both directions between MDD and
health behaviors, cognitive measures, social behaviors, cardiovascular disease, and metabolic traitss-
s, In this study, we include traits that have been associated with MDD in previous observational
studies, for which large-scale GWAS data was available. In addition, we assess causal effects of MDD
on outcomes for which there are currently no GWAS data available (including outcomes related to
daily functioning), relying on one-sample MR techniques. This approach allows us to give a systematic
overview of putatively causal associations and will inform which traits should be targeted in

prevention and intervention of MDD and its consequences.
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Methods

We used instruments from GWAS summary statistics to assess putative causal effects between MDD
and a broad selection of traits associated to MDD in observational studies. For MDD, we used the
newest publicly available GWAS that identified 243 risk loci and explained 7% of the variability in
MDD?, We used summary statistics leaving out the UK-Biobank to limit sample overlap, with 166,773
cases and 507,679 controls. We investigated genetic correlations and one- and two-sample MR
associations with a wide range of literature-identified traits.

Trait selection

The selection of risk factors and outcomes of MDD was guided by literature search and restricted by
the availability of GWAS with sufficient sample size and power. To identify risk and outcome factors

1171526729 Eor trait groups suggested by the review papers

we relied on a selection of review papers
(e.g. gastrointestinal disease) we searched the literature additionally for specific reports of
associations (e.g., gastroesophageal reflux disease). The considered traits (164 traits), their literature
source, as well as any available corresponding GWAS sources are summarized in Table S1.
Subsequently, we searched corresponding GWAS sources for each trait, and included them if they met
the following criteria: N210,000 for continuous traits, or N cases25,000 for binary traits; 3% SNP-based
heritability; and at least 5 GW-SNPS. Though not formally pre-registered, these criteria and all
downstream methods were established before conducting any analyses. Criteria are explained in more

depth in Supplementary Information 1.

LD Score regression

SNP-based heritability (h%np), which was used as a selection criterion for the GWAS traits, was derived
using LD Score Regression®®. We used the sample prevalence as an approximation for the population
prevalence for the computation of h%ye on the liability scale for binary traits. The use of sample
prevalence as an approximation for population prevalence was deemed sufficient because we only
used h%yp as a selection criterion and were not interested in the heritability per se. Subsequently, we
used LD Score Regression to estimate the genetic correlation between MDD and each of the other
traits. To correct for multiple testing, we applied a conservative Bonferroni correction of p = 0.05/ 115
(the number of tested traits), resulting in a threshold of p < 4.4E-4. Although causal associations may
exist in the absence of genetic overlap, for polygenic traits it is expected to be accompanied by
corresponding genetic correlation®!. To investigate this, we assessed the relationship between the
genetic correlation and the MR effect estimate.

Two-Sample Mendelian Randomization (TSMR)

Next, the putative causal associations between MDD and the traits were tested using Two-Sample MR
(TSMR). We assessed the effects in both directions, with MDD as exposure and as outcome. In TSMR,
both the exposure and the outcome are proxied by GWAS summary statistics. Instruments were
created by selecting the independent (clumping at R?< 0.001, distance < 10,000 kb) genome-wide
significant SNPs (p < 5E-8) that were present in both the exposure and outcome trait GWAS. When
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there were fewer than 10 instruments remaining after this procedure, we increased the p-value
threshold until there were 10 to maximum p < 1E-5. After aligning with the outcome data the final
number of instruments could still fall below 10, but was never smaller than 5. We used the Two-
Sample MR R-package®? to conduct Inverse Variance Weighted (IVW) meta-analysis of effects, which
is the standard in the literature and is the estimate that is reported in the main text. We use a broad
selection of state-of-the-art alternative methods, sensitivity analyses, and robustness checks,
including Generalised Summary-data-based MR (GSMR), Latent Heritable Confounder (LHC) MR, and
Steiger-filtering (Supplementary Information 2).

Although it is often recommended to avoid causal language when describing results from MR analyses
(i.e., preferrable would be to say ‘liability to X causes risk for Y’) , we sometimes use causal language
for brevity and clarity throughout the paper, following previous recommendations®. Although the
scale and specific features of this study did not allow for full adherence to the STROBE checklist (a
well-established protocol developed to ensure the quality of MR reports®*), we have followed it as
much as possible throughout the analyses (Supplementary Information 3).

One-Sample Mendelian Randomization (OSMR)

Subsequently, we performed One-Sample Mendelian Randomization (OSMR) in the UK-Biobank with
MDD as exposure and electronic health record- and survey-based outcomes. The OSMR analysis is
conducted using individual-level data in two stages. First, SNPs are used as instruments to predict the
exposure. Then, the genetically predicted exposure variable is used to predict the outcome. The
advantage with respect to TSMR is that traits that have not been captured by GWAS can still be used
as outcome. The advantage compared to standard polygenic risk score analysis is that assumptions
are tested to assess if results are in line with a causal interpretation. We focus on the traits that the
literature review suggested were of importance, but could not be tested with TSMR due to the lack of
suitable GWAS sources. The selected outcomes and the MDD exposure are described in
Supplementary Information 4.1.

For the OSMR analyses we used a set of two-stage methods as well as MR methods that are also used
in the two-sample context. To create the MDD instrument, we created a polygenic risk score (PRS)
with Plink®> based on the MDD GWAS leaving out UK-Biobank to prevent bias due to sample overlap.
Effects of birth year, sex, and the first 10 principal components capturing genetic ancestry differences
were regressed out of the PRS. We used the same SNP selection criteria as for TSMR and created per-
individual weighted sum scores of these SNPs. Because this score included only a small subset of SNPs
and would have limited power, we repeated the analyses with a PRS created with LDpred23®
(Supplementary Information 4.2). For each trait, we then computed the OSMR causal estimate using
two-stage least squares (2SLS) regression as implemented in the ivreg R-package, relying on medical
records of MDD diagnosis as the observed variable (N=28,861 cases, N=103,065 controls, average birth
year M=1950, SD=8.1) and the PRSs as instrumental variables. Wu-Hausman diagnostics were used to
test endogeneity: if all regressors are exogenous, the 2SLS and OLS estimates are consistent. Thus, a
significant Wu-Hausman indicates that one or more regressors is endogenous and the 2SLS outcome
is preferrable over the OLS estimate. Instrument strength F was derived in a parallel manner as for
TSMR (Supplementary Information 4.3). As a comparison, we also derived the ordinary least squares
(OLS) regression estimates for the effect of observed MDD diagnosis on the outcomes (Supplementary
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Information 4.4). To be able to conduct sensitivity analyses including IVW, weighted median, and MR
Egger, we also computed the relationship between each instrument SNP and the outcomes in UK-
Biobank using Plink association analysis (Supplementary Information 4.5).

Power and multiple testing correction

We used power calculation to prioritize traits which were more likely to yield reliable results in the
TSMR and OSMR¥. For TSMR, we used the R-app https://sb452.shinyapps.io/power/3®¢. For OSMR, we
used the app https://shiny.cnsgenomics.com/mRnd/ 3°. To arrive at an approximation of the range of

effect sizes in observational studies, we used effect sizes as reported in the literature that we used for
trait selection. We chose a plausible effect size range of $=0.1-0.3/ OR=1.1-1.3 (based on literature
summarized in Table S1). We used our own observations of the variance explained by the instruments
(R?) in the exposure as input for the power analyses.

We used false discovery rate (Benjamini-Hochberg FDR) p-values to correct for the number of traits
tested, separately for the OSMR and TSMR analyses. For interpretation of the TSMR results, we
weighed the consistency of effect sizes across different sensitivity analyses rather than only relying on
any single p-value falling below the prpr = .05 threshold.
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Results

Trait selection

In the literature review, 201 relevant traits associated with MDD were identified (Fig. 1, Table S1). In
many cases, the associations were framed as bidirectional, such that MDD could plausibly be the
exposure as well as the outcome for the trait of interest. Of the identified traits, 133 were captured in
a publicly accessible GWAS (Table S2). The genetic correlation with MDD could be assessed for 115
traits. From those, 25 were excluded for TSMR, because they had insufficient SNP-heritability or had
too few genome-wide significant SNPs (Fig.1, Table S2. We excepted traits related to suicide which
were kept because they are pertinent outcomes of MDD (though results should be interpreted
cautiously). In the end, 89 traits were included for TSMR. Of the traits that did not meet the criteria
for TSMR, 43 were captured (in a total of 48 variables) in the UK-Biobank data and could be included
in the OSMR analysis (Table S3).
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Fig 1. Trait selection procedure with the final number of traits included in each analysis.
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Genetic correlations

In Fig. 2 the genetic correlations between MDD and the selected outcome traits are displayed. The

strongest associations (in positive or negative direction) were found for subjective health and pain-

related disease, trauma and stress, divorce, loneliness, suicide, and functional outcomes. Most other

traits showed moderate (.20-.50) levels of genetic overlap. Detailed results are in Table S4.

Preterm birth

Insomnia

Job involves night shifts
Sleep duration
Chronotype

Educational attainment
Executive function
Fluid intelligence

Fruit consumption

Zinc supplements

Fish consumption
Variation in diet

Coffee consumption
Vegetable consumption
Tea consumption
25-Hydroxyvitamin D level
Magnesium levels

Self-reported illnesses
Multisite chronic pain
Gastroesophageal reflux disease
Irritable bowel disease
Chronic sinusitis

Tinnitus

Anemia

Peripheral artery disease
Migraine

Heart failure

Coronary artery disease

HIV susceptibility

Pelvic organ prolapse
Eczema

Staphylococcus aureus
Stroke

Asthma

Amyotrophic lateral sclerosis
Crohn's disease
Inflammatory bowel disease
Severe covid 19

Atrial Fibrillation

Multiple sclerosis

Alzheimer's disease
Malignant neoplasm of breast
Ulcerative colitis

Malignant neoplasms of skin
Rheumatoid arthritis
Systemic lupus erythematosus
Adenocarcinoma

Diastolic blood pressure
Systolic blood pressure
Generalized epilepsy

Herpes simplex virus

Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease
Parkinson disease

Hypothyroidism
Contraceptive pill
Estradiol

Total testosterone levels
Age at menarche

Years ovulating

Birth weight
008 (0.03) 007

Circadian

0.26 (0.04)* 0.02
0.09 (0.03) 0.13
004 (002) 0.1

025 (002)* 016
021 (0.02)* 0.09
017 (0.05)* 0.05

Diet

025 (0.03)* 0.06
022 (0.11) 001
0.20 (0.02)* 004
0.16 (0.05) 0.06
015 (0.07) 004
006 (0.05) 009
005 (0.06) 0.04
002 (0.07) 0.06

0.31 (0.03)* 0.

0.31 (0.05)* 0.04
0.30 (0.04)* 006
0.30 (0.02)* 0.03
0.29 (0.03)* 0.04
0.25 (0.02)* 0.08
0.24 (0.04)* 007
0.21 (0.03)* 0.08
0.21 (0.04)* 0.01
0.18 (0.05) 0.06
0.16 (0.02)* 0.01
0.15 (0.03)* 0.17
0.15 (0.05) 0.5
0.14 (0.02)* 037
0.14 (0.02)* 031
0.13 (0.03)* 0.08
041 (0.02)* 0.10
0.10 (0.03)* 029
0.10 (0.05 0.05
0.10 (0.05) 0.9
008 (0.03) 027
008 (003) 024
0.04 (0.02) 023
004 (0.03) 085
004 (0.05 0.06
0.03 (0.01) 0.1
002 (0.01) 0.12
001 (0.03) 060
001 (0.17) 002
0.01 (0.03) 023
0.00 (0.04) 0.10

Endocrine

024 (0.02)* 014
0.14 (0.04)* 003
0.07 (0.04) 002
006 (0.02)* 015
005 (002) 023
0.04 (0.03) 008

Unable to work

Medication and treatment use

IL6 levels
CRP levels

Metabolic syndrome
Type |l diabetes
Triglycerides

High density lipoprotein
BMI

Cholesterol

Low density lipoprotein
Type | diabetes

Healthspan
Parental mortality
Parental longevity

Exercise (self report)
Physical activity
Oxygen uptake
Sedentary behavior
Heart rate variability

Erectile dysfunction
Age last birth

Still births

Number of children
Pregnancy terminations
Age at menopause
Offspring birth weight
Age first birth

Cannabis dependence
Externalizing

Smoking initiation

Age at smoking initiation
Maternal smoking
Alcohol abuse
Smoking cessation
Cigarettes per day
Risky behaviours
Alcohol per week
Alcohol dependence

Separation/ divorce
Loneliness
Living with partner

Financial difficulties
Household income

Infant mortality rate birth region

Management demands

Suicidal thought
Suicidal behavior
Suicide death

Childhood maltreatment
Traumatic injury
Serious accident
Death of relative

Inflammation

023 (0.05)* 005
0.16 (0.02)* 0.1

022 (0.02)* 009
0419 (0.02)* 0.05
019 (0.02)* 0.09
-0.14 (0.01)* 0.11
014 (0.02)* 021
005 (0.01)* 0.09
003 (0.01) 0.8
1003 (0.02) 003

Mortality

037 (0.03)* 0.03
023 (0.03)* 003
022 (0.05)* 005

-0.33 (0.03)* 004
0.14 (0.03)* 0.14
012 (0.03)* 0.11
002 (0.08) 0.1
001 (0.06) 0.1

Reproduction

0.37 (0.06)* 0.05
-0.33 (0.03)* 009
024 (0.09) 001
019 (0.03)* 0.06
0417 (0.05) 0.05
0.1 (0.02)* 0.17
002 (003) 009
0.01 (0.01) 006

Risk behav

039 (0.02)* 0.06
0.36 (0.02)* 0.09
031 (0.02)* 0.05
0.30 (0.03)* 0.08
029 (0.04)* 0.06
028 (0.03)* 0.05
027 (0.02)* 0.07
021 (0.02)* 0.04
008 (0.02)* 0.05
000 (0.01) 0.1

Social

0.22 (0.03)* 0.04

Socioecon

0.33 (0.02)" 0.08
017 (0.04)* 0.02
001 (0.02) 005

Suicide

Trauma

0.28 (0.05)* 001

Fig 2. Genetic correlation (standard error) between MDD and manually categorized traits. Asterisks indicate a significant

correlation at a Bonferroni-corrected p < 4.4E-4 (for 115 traits). In blue the SNP-based heritability is reported as computed

using LDSC (on the liability scale for binary traits, using sample prevalence to stand in for population prevalence). The shading
indicates the strength of the correlation, with the strongest correlations reported on top and in the darkest shade.
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Two-Sample Mendelian Randomization (TSMR)

The main results (IVW estimates) from the TSMR are summarized in Fig. 3, along with the estimated
explained variance by the instrument in the exposure R? and the statistical power. Among the 89
disorders and traits studied, we found more support for MDD having a causal effect on a trait (57
traits; average absolute effect size M=0.18, average SE=0.05) than for traits having causal effects on
MDD (24 traits, M=0.13, SE=0.06). Of the 24 traits with support for an effect on MDD there was only
one that did not also show an effect in the other direction. There was a sizable association between
the genetic correlation and the effect size from TSMR, for the analyses with MDD as exposure r=0.81
(95% confidence interval [Cl]= 0.73-0.87) and with MDD as outcome r=0.59 (Cl=0.43-0.71; Fig. S1).
Average power was 57-87% for the analyses with MDD as exposure and 64-94% with MDD as outcome
under hypothesized ‘true’ effect sizes 3=0.1-0.3 (or OR=1.1-1.3). A generalized power curve showing
which sample sizes and effect sizes would be needed to achieve sufficient power is displayed in Fig.
S2. The effect sizes should be interpreted in light of these power estimates, although there was no
clear positive relationship between power and the MR effect size (Fig. S3).

For the circadian traits, we found support for a positive bidirectional effect of MDD on insomnia, such
that genetic liability to MDD increased insomnia risk, and vice versa, while there was limited evidence
for a similar effect on sleep duration or chronotype from either direction. Likewise, in the cognition
category, there was support for a bidirectional causal negative effect for executive function and
educational attainment, whereas there was a negative effect of MDD on fluid intelligence which was
not observed in the other direction. For diet, the statistical power was mostly limited, but we still
detected small positive effects of MDD on taking zinc supplements and dietary variation. There was
evidence for a causal effect of MDD on a number of diseases, including gastrointestinal diseases,
COVID-19, chronic pain, a number of cardiovascular diseases, and others (the effects on multiple
sclerosis, HIV susceptibility and atrial fibrillation were pleiotropic and should not be interpreted).
There was little evidence for an effect on cancer or neurological disease, although power was limited
for many of these analyses. In the other direction, there was only support for a causal effect of chronic
pain, the self-reported total number of somatic illnesses, and gastroesophageal reflux disease. For
endocrine traits, MDD increased risk for hypothyroidism, and a younger age of menarche marginally
increased MDD risk. There were bidirectional causal associations with most functional outcomes. For
the inflammatory traits, there was only evidence for a causal effect of MDD liability on elevated CRP
levels. In the metabolic category, there was evidence that MDD increased the risk for all outcomes
except low-density lipoprotein and total cholesterol. In the other direction, there was evidence for an
effect of BMI and a small effect of type Il diabetes. MDD liability had a positive effect on parental
mortality. In the physical activity category, there was a negative effect of MDD on physical activity,
exercise and oxygen uptake (a measure of fitness), and a negative effect of exercise on MDD. In the
reproduction category, there was evidence for a positive effect of MDD on erectile dysfunction and
the number of children, and bidirectional effects with pregnancy terminations and a younger age at
last giving birth. There was support for a causal effect of MDD on all risk behavior outcomes except
alcohol dependence (this analysis was underpowered). In the other direction, there was evidence for
a causal effect of externalizing behavior, smoking initiation, and risky behaviors on MDD. For the 2
social traits, MDD lowered chances of living together with a partner and increased loneliness, while
loneliness had an out-of-bounds effect on MDD (IVW=2.17, SE=0.63, prpr=.003). In the socioeconomic
category, there was evidence for a bidirectional association with a lower income and a higher chance
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of experiencing financial difficulties. There were effects of MDD liability on all suicide outcomes with
an out-of-bounds effect on suicide death (IVW=1.12, SE=0.14, prpr=.2E-15, though power was 4-8%),
and smaller but significant effects of suicidal behavior and thought on MDD. Finally, MDD increased
the chances of self-reported traumatic injury, whereas traumatic injury had no effect on MDD.

The full TSMR results including all sensitivity analyses are presented in Table S5. Steiger-filtered IVW,
MR Egger, simple mode, weighted median and mode estimates were consistent with the IVW, though
sometimes significance was reached in one, and not the other. Results were more pronounced in the
GSMR and MR-PRESSO analyses (Fig. S4-S5), but confidence intervals were overlapping with the IVW
confidence intervals in all analyses. The LHC analysis, that aims to correct for heritable confounders
and sample overlap, mostly showed effects in the same direction, though with less precision. Finally,
few trait combinations showed evidence of pleiotropy, as evidenced by the MR Egger intercept
(asterisks in Fig. 3). Overall, the sensitivity analyses were in line with a causal interpretation of the
IVW.
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Figure 3. Putatively causal effects of MDD on 89 other disorders and traits (left) and vice versa with MDD as outcome (right).
The forest plots show the IVW estimate with 95% Cl. Estimates printed in black survive correction for multiple testing (psdr
<0.05). Estimates highlighted with an asterisk are significant estimates that showed evidence of horizontal pleiotropy (at a
conservative MR Egger intercept p<.05). The columns show the number of instrument SNPs for each analysis (“N”), the
percentage variance explained by the instruments in the exposure (“%R?”), the achieved level of power under an effect size
of $=0.1-0.3/ OR=1.1-1.3; “power”; estimates where the upper limit fell short of 80% printed in red), and the instrument
strength of the exposure (“F”). In the left panel, the exposure is always MDD, but R still varies somewhat due to the variation
in the number of SNPs present in the outcome summary statistics (F varied little [F=40.1-42.6] and is not shown). Note that
the estimate of the effect of loneliness on MDD was out of the range of the plot (IVW=2.17, SE=0.63). Also note that the
summary statistics for anemia, atrial fibrillation, chronic sinusitis, severe covid-19, cholesterol, alcohol dependence and
cannabis dependence were based on analyses in multi-ancestry populations (with the largest sub group being European).
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One-Sample Mendelian Randomization (OSMR)

We conducted OSMR to test the effect of MDD on 48 outcomes for which no GWAS were available.
Compared to TSMR, the statistical power of OSMR was much more limited (average 7-27% assuming
effect sizes $=0.1-0.3 or OR=1.1-1.3) because the instrument SNPs explained only minute amounts of
variance in the MDD exposure (R?>=0.08%, F=0.58). Nevertheless, the OSMR diagnostics indicated that
the MDD instrument did not suffer from weak instrument bias (for the significant findings at prpr<.05,
average weak instrument test F=39.9, average p=3.5E-6).

Despite the overall limited power in the OSMR, we found evidence that MDD has an effect on a range
of functional outcomes, increasing pain, problems with daily life, and hospitalizations, while reducing
health satisfaction (Table S6). Results are presented in Fig. 4 alongside the ordinary least squares (OLS)
regression results relying on observational data only (MDD diagnosis predicting each outcome). The
strongest OLS associations were found in the disease and functional outcomes category, with
protective effects of MDD on disease outcomes. These protective effects are not in line with previous
literature and findings from TSMR. They could be the effect of censoring in the hospital record data
or, speculatively, be driven by a lower likelihood of an MDD being diagnosed in the presence of a
medical disease that can be an alternative explanation for the observed symptoms. Regardless, the
OSMR findings suggest that the protective effects of MDD on disease are not causal, while the negative
impact on functional outcomes is. In addition, according to the OSMR results, genetic liability to MDD
decreased the likelihood of being a fruit consumer and of having an accident, increased the chance of
alcohol-related mortality, living in a socially deprived region, engaging in self-harm, and of
experiencing partner violence.

Diagnostic tests and sensitivity analyses indicated that, for most analyses, the OSMR results were
robust (Table S6). The Wu-Hausman diagnostic indicated that the data were more in line with the 2SLS
OSMR estimate (with a causal interpretation) than the OLS (non-causal; for the significant
relationships, average Wu-Hausman=20.0, p=.004; full OLS results are in Table S7). The sensitivity
analyses based on per-instrument association tests were generally in line with 2SLS, without strong
evidence for pleiotropy for the outcomes that showed a significant effect in the main OSMR analysis,
and generally consistent effects in the IVW and weighted median analysis. The 2SLS analyses using the
LDpred?2 instrument PRS showed similar results, but the causal estimates had smaller confidence
intervals, so that almost all effects reached significance (Fig. S6 and Table S6). LDpred2 results are
discussed in more detail in Supplementary Information 5.
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Figure 4. Results from the follow-up OSMR analysis for traits for which there was no GWAS available suited for TSMR. The
instrument was the polygenic risk score for MDD, the outcomes were electronic health recorded ICD-codes (marked with *)
or survey-based phenotypes from UK-Biobank. Sample size (N), the number of cases for binary phenotypes (N cases; ‘NA’ for
continuous phenotypes), explained variance by the instrument in the outcome (R2), and the achieved level of power under
an effect size of $=0.1-0.3/ OR=1.1-1.3; “power”; estimates where the upper limit fell short of 80% printed in red) are given
in the columns. NOTE: RZis used here to represent variance explained in the outcome rather than the exposure (as in the
TSMR analyses) because the exposure was the same across analyses in the OSMR. The interpretation is accordingly different,
such that it represents instrument strength in the TSMR, and effect size in the OSMR.
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Discussion

Using a literature-based selection of 115 traits captured in GWAS and 48 additional traits for which no
GWAS was available, this study assessed the genetic overlap between MDD and its risk factors and
outcomes, and applied a range of MR methods to investigate putatively causal associations. We
observed genetic overlap between MDD and traits from all categories, with the strongest correlations
observed for subjective health and pain-related disease, stress, loneliness, suicide, and functional
outcomes. In addition to such pleiotropic associations, there was also support for a causal effect of
MDD liability on circadian, cognitive, diet, disease, endocrine, functional, inflammatory, metabolic,
mortality, physical activity, reproduction, risk behavior, social, socioeconomic, suicide, and traumatic
injury. In the other direction (in the TSMR analyses only), there were fewer associations, with less
evidence for diet, disease, and endocrine traits causing MDD risk. The effects were overall robust
across sensitivity analyses and consistent in different MR methods, and, to the extent that this can be
assessed using current tools, most were robust to violation of the assumptions of MR.

Our TSMR results were more in line with a causal effect of MDD liability on other traits than vice versa,
although for 24 traits we found evidence that they act both as consequence and cause to MDD.
Especially in the medical disease category, most traits were consequences of MDD, which follows
results from an earlier report based on the UK-Biobank?*, but is contrary to other work suggesting the
relationship with medical disease is mostly bidirectional®. Potential exceptions to this pattern of
unidirectional effects of MDD on disease are liability to chronic multisite pain, number of illnesses,
and gastroesophageal reflux disease, that also had a putatively causal effect on MDD. The first two
traits were measured through self-report and may be confounded by a third variable influencing self-
report as well as MDD, such as negative recall bias, even though this is not suggested by the sensitivity
analyses (i.e., no evidence for pleiotropy). Regardless, these findings suggest that there may be
something specific about these traits that impacts MDD in a way that other disease traits do not,
potentially through psychological and health behavior mechanisms*. The OSMR results underline the
negative consequences of MDD and show a significant impact on daily functioning. The wide range of
adverse effects of MDD illustrates its universal negative impact across domains that could be mediated
through chronic stress, inflammation, and unhealthy behavior associated with the condition.

The TSMR analysis shows evidence for many more causal associations than previous studies, which is
likely due to the inclusion of a broader range of phenotypes and the use of the newest, high-powered
summary statistics for MDD as well as many other traits. For instance, to our knowledge, previous
studies have not found consistent evidence for an effect of MDD on diet or infectious disease®>?44%,
Also, by adding OSMR analyses we were able to show putatively causal effects of MDD liability on
traits that have not been (reliably) captured in GWAS. For instance, this study may be the first to use
this method to support the interpretation that MDD causally impacts quality of life. OSMR has been
little leveraged in previous studies due to the limited power associated with this method*. By relying
on a strong GWAS source and a broad range of OSMR tools, we show that OSMR can still be used to

show relative support for a causal interpretation.

Interpreting the nature of these causal associations is in many cases not straightforward. For instance,
depressive mood is a well-established symptom of hypothyroidism, but we find evidence for
hypothyroidism causing MDD, and not the other way around (opposing findings from*). This could be
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due to the phenotypes used in the source GWASs; especially in the case of MDD it has been argued
that broad, inclusive definitions may dilute the genetic signal and amplify unimportant correlations®.
Even if methodological and statistical issues are likely part of the explanation (e.g., there could be
some residual pleiotropy not picked up in the sensitivity analyses, especially given MDD’s highly
polygenic nature), this paper should be viewed as a starting point to explore such potential pathways
to further elucidate the etiology of MDD as well as its consequences.

This study has some key strengths and limitations to consider. One important strength is the wide
selection of traits, methods, sensitivity analyses, and robustness checks employed. The MR method is
continuously being expanded and improved so that a comprehensive, robust, and flexible toolbox has
become available. Another key strength is the integration of statistical power, in the selection and
creation of instruments, as well as in the interpretation of the findings. Our comprehensive, literature-
based selection of traits is a strength as it provided a broad overview of the important risk factors and
outcomes. However, it also resulted in limited space to develop hypotheses and interpretations for
each tested association, a practice that is recommended in MR research®. Likewise, we have not
triangulated our findings using different non-MR methods and observational datasets*. Our
application of stringent selection criteria for trait inclusion ensured statistical power, but has led to
the exclusion of key known risk factors for MDD, especially in the trauma category. Even in the light
of these stringent criteria, there was a power imbalance in many cases, such that the MDD GWAS was
better powered than the GWAS for the other trait, which could partly explain the pattern where we
observed more effects of MDD than vice versa. Another limitation lies in the fact that we did not
stratify outcome summary statistics for exposures that are measured only in a subset of individuals.
For instance, the effect of alcohol dependence should ideally be tested in alcohol-exposed individuals,
and the effect of ovulation should only be assessed in women (although, on the other hand,
stratification can lead to collider bias)®. Relatedly, most binary traits included in this study are
dichotomizations of underlying continuous traits. This can lead to violation of the assumption that the
instrument can only influence the outcome through the exposure: it can have an effect via the
underlying continuous trait, without changing the level of the binary variable?’. Although there is no
real solution to this issue, the interpretation of results relying on dichotomized exposures as pertaining
to the liability to this trait is still valid.

While mindful of these caveats, we conclude that this study provides evidence for putatively causal
effects of a wide range of traits on MDD liability, and vice versa. We offer support for the causal nature
of known risk factors that can provide efficient targets for prevention and intervention efforts,
including a wide range of health behaviors, loneliness, cognitive traits, pain, and gastroesophageal
reflux disease. Particularly relevant to highlight are potentially modifiable risk factors, including BMI,
loneliness, exercise, and (maternal) smoking. The evidence for a causal effect of MDD liability on a
plethora of outcomes, including disease, suicide, and mortality, emphasizes the need for better
treatment of this prevalent and debilitating disorder. Our results demonstrate the key role of MDD as
risk factor cross-cutting across medical and psychosocial domains. As such, this study provides strong
weight to the call for concerted action aimed at decreasing this highly prevalent and debilitating
disorder®,

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678; this version posted May 21, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the US National Institutes of Mental Health (RO1MH123724), the
European Union’s Horizon 2020 Research and Innovation Programme (CoMorMent project; Grant
#847776) and the European Research Council (grant agreement ID 101042183). The OSMR analyses
have been conducted using the UK Biobank Resource under Application Number 22224. They were
enabled by resources in project sens2017519 provided by the Swedish National Infrastructure for
Computing (SNIC) at UPPMAX, partially funded by the Swedish Research Council through grant
agreement no. 2018-05973, and in project 2023/5-402 provided by the National Academic
Infrastructure for Supercomputing in Sweden (NAISS) at PDC, partially funded by the Swedish
Research Council through grant agreement no. 2022-06725. JAP was funded by Forte - The Swedish
Research Council For Health, Working Life And Welfare (agreement 2022-00814), the US National
Institutes of Mental Health (R0O1MH123724), and by the Amsterdam University Medical Center
Postdoc Career Bridging grant (27527). KWC was supported in part by funding from the National
Institute of Mental Health (KOBMH127413). PFS gratefully acknowledges support from the Swedish
Research Council (Vetenskapsradet, award D0886501) and the US National Institutes of Mental Health
(RO1s MH124871, MH121545, and MH123724). YL was supported by the European Research Council
(grant agreement ID 101042183).

Data availability

All GWAS summary statistics used are publicly available. The UK-Biobank data source is accessible to
all researchers upon application. All code and scripts used for this project will be shared on
https://github.com/KI-PGl.

Conflict of interest

PFS is consultant and shareholder at Neumora Therapeutics. No other authors report potential
conflicts of interest.

16


https://github.com/KI-PGI
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678; this version posted May 21, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

References

1 Jorm AF, Patten SB, Brugha TS, Mojtabai R. Has increased provision of treatment reduced the
prevalence of common mental disorders? Review of the evidence from four countries. World
Psychiatry 2017; 16: 90-9.

2 Dattani S. What is the lifetime risk of depression? Our World in Data. 2022.

Wells KB, Stewart A, Hays RD, et al. The functioning and well-being of depressed patients.
Results from the Medical Outcomes Study. JAMA 1989; 262: 914-9.

4 Global Health Data Exchange. GBDx Results Tool. 2021. http://ghdx.healthdata.org/gbd-
results-tool (accessed Aug 2, 2021).

5 Pasman JA, Meijsen JJ, Haram M, et al. Epidemiological overview of major depressive disorder
in Scandinavia using nationwide registers. The Lancet Regional Health - Europe 2023; : 100621.

6 Bergstedt J, Pasman JA, Ma Z, et al. Distinct biological signature and modifiable risk factors
underly the comorbidity between major depressive disorder and cardiovascular disease.
medRxiv 2023; published online Sept 1. DOI:10.1101/2023.09.01.23294931.

7 Correll CU, Solmi M, Veronese N, et al. Prevalence, incidence and mortality from cardiovascular
disease in patients with pooled and specific severe mental illness: a large-scale meta-analysis
of 3,211,768 patients and 113,383,368 controls. World Psychiatry 2017; 16: 163—-80.

8 Franklin JC, Ribeiro JD, Fox KR, et al. Risk factors for suicidal thoughts and behaviors: A meta-
analysis of 50 years of research. Psychol Bull 2017; 143: 187-232.
9 Hawton K, Casafias i Comabella C, Haw C, Saunders K. Risk factors for suicide in individuals with

depression: A systematic review. J Affect Disord 2013; 147: 17-28.

10 Hare DL, Toukhsati SR, Johansson P, Jaarsma T. Depression and cardiovascular disease: a
clinical review. Eur Heart J 2014; 35: 1365-72.

11 Clayborne ZM, Varin M, Colman |. Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis: Adolescent
Depression and Long-Term Psychosocial Outcomes. J Am Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry 2019;
58: 72-9.

12 Lorant V, Croux C, Weich S, Deliege D, Mackenbach J, Ansseau M. Depression and socio-
economic risk factors: 7-year longitudinal population study. British Journal of Psychiatry 2007,
190: 293-8.

13 Katon WI. Clinical and health services relationships between major depression, depressive
symptoms, and general medical iliness. Biol Psychiatry 2003; 54: 216-26.

14 Kohler CA, Evangelou E, Stubbs B, et al. Mapping risk factors for depression across the lifespan:
An umbrella review of evidence from meta-analyses and Mendelian randomization studies. J
Psychiatr Res 2018; 103: 189—-207.

15 Otte C, Gold SM, Penninx BW, et al. Major depressive disorder. Nature Reviews Disease Primers
2016 2:1 2016; 2: 1-20.

16 Danielsdottir HB, Aspelund T, Shen Q, et al. Adverse Childhood Experiences and Adult Mental
Health  Outcomes. JAMA  Psychiatry  2024; published online March 6.
DOI:10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2024.0039.

17 Kendler KS, Gardner CO. Dependent Stressful Life Events and Prior Depressive Episodes in the
Prediction of Major Depression. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2010; 67: 1120.

18 Kendall KM, Van Assche E, Andlauer TFM, et al. The genetic basis of major depression. Psychol
Med 2021; 51: 2217-30.

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678; this version posted May 21, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

19 Howard DM, Adams MJ, Clarke T-K, et al. Genome-wide meta-analysis of depression identifies
102 independent variants and highlights the importance of the prefrontal brain regions. Nat
Neurosci 2019; 22: 343-52.

20 Major Depressive Disorder Working Group of the Psychiatric GWAS Consortium, Ripke S, Wray
NR, et al. A mega-analysis of genome-wide association studies for major depressive disorder.
Mol Psychiatry 2012; 18: 497.

21 Als TD, Kurki MI, Grove J, et al. Depression pathophysiology, risk prediction of recurrence and
comorbid psychiatric disorders using genome-wide analyses. Nat Med 2023; 29: 1832—-44.

22 Choi KW, Stein MB, Nishimi KM, et al. An Exposure-Wide and Mendelian Randomization
Approach to Identifying Modifiable Factors for the Prevention of Depression. Am J Psychiatry
2020; 177: 944-54.

23 Zheng X, Tong L, Zhang C, Zhang C, Zhang C, Wan B. Modifiable risk factors of major depressive
disorder: A Mendelian randomization study. PLoS One 2023; 18: e0289419.

24 Mulugeta A, Zhou A, King C, Hypp6nen E. Association between major depressive disorder and
multiple disease outcomes: a phenome-wide Mendelian randomisation study in the UK
Biobank. Mol Psychiatry 2020; 25: 1469-76.

25 Choi KW, Chen C-Y, Stein MB, et al. Assessment of Bidirectional Relationships Between Physical
Activity and Depression Among Adults: A 2-Sample Mendelian Randomization Study. JAMA
Psychiatry 2019; 76: 399-408.

26 Wang J, Wu X, Lai W, et al. Prevalence of depression and depressive symptoms among
outpatients: a systematic review and meta-analysis. BMJ Open 2017; 7: e017173.

27 Fekadu A, Wooderson SC, Markopoulo K, Donaldson C, Papadopoulos A, Cleare AJ. What
happens to patients with treatment-resistant depression? A systematic review of medium to
long term outcome studies. J Affect Disord 2009; 116: 4—-11.

28 Fergusson DM, Woodward LJ. Mental Health, Educational, and Social Role Outcomes of
Adolescents With Depression. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2002; 59: 225-31.

29 Kraus C, Kadriu B, Lanzenberger R, Zarate CA, Kasper S. Prognosis and Improved Outcomes in
Major Depression: A Review. Focus (Madison) 2020; 18: 220-35.

30 Bulik-Sullivan BK, Loh P-R, Finucane HK, et al. LD Score regression distinguishes confounding
from polygenicity in genome-wide association studies. 2015; 47: 291-5.

31 van Rheenen W, Peyrot WJ, Schork AJ, Lee SH, Wray NR. Genetic correlations of polygenic
disease traits: from theory to practice. Nat Rev Genet 2019; 20: 567-81.

32 Hemani G, Tilling K, Davey Smith G. Orienting the causal relationship between imprecisely
measured traits using GWAS summary data. PLoS Genet 2017; 13: e1007081.

33 Hernan MA. The C-Word: Scientific Euphemisms Do Not Improve Causal Inference From
Observational Data. Am J Public Health 2018; 108: 616—9.

34 Skrivankova VW, Richmond RC, Woolf BAR, et al. Strengthening the reporting of observational
studies in epidemiology using mendelian randomisation (STROBE-MR): explanation and
elaboration. BMJ 2021; 375: n2233.

35 Purcell S, Neale B, Todd-Brown K, et al. PLINK: a tool set for whole-genome association and
population-based linkage analyses. Am J Hum Genet 2007; 81: 559-75.

36 Privé F, Arbel J, Vilhjalmsson BJ. LDpred2: better, faster, stronger. Bioinformatics 2021; 36:
5424-31.

37 Burgess S, Davey Smith G, Davies NM, et al. Guidelines for performing Mendelian
randomization investigations. Wellcome Open Res 2020; 4: 186.

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678; this version posted May 21, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

38 Burgess S. Sample size and power calculations in Mendelian randomization with a single
instrumental variable and a binary outcome. Int J Epidemiol 2014; 43: 922-9.

39 Brion M-JA, Shakhbazov K, Visscher PM. Calculating statistical power in Mendelian
randomization studies. Int J Epidemiol 2013; 42: 1497-501.

40 Gold SM, Kohler-Forsberg O, Moss-Morris R, et al. Comorbid depression in medical diseases.
Nat Rev Dis Primers 2020; 6: 69.

41 Liu N, Tan J-S, Liu L, Wang Y, Hua L, Qian Q. Genetic Predisposition Between COVID-19 and Four
Mental llinesses: A Bidirectional, Two-Sample Mendelian Randomization Study. Front
Psychiatry 2021; 12. DOI:10.3389/fpsyt.2021.746276.

42 Davey Smith G, Hemani G. Mendelian randomization: genetic anchors for causal inference in
epidemiological studies. Hum Mol Genet 2014; 23: R89-98.

43 Zhou H, Zhu H, Wang J, Gao X, Jiang C. Association between hypothyroidism subtypes and
major depression: A two-sample Mendelian randomization study. J Affect Disord 2024; 351:
843-52.

44 Cai N, Revez JA, Adams MJ, et al. Minimal phenotyping yields genome-wide association signals
of low specificity for major depression. Nat Genet 2020; 52: 437-47.

45 Munafo MR, Smith GD. Robust research needs many lines of evidence. Nature 2018; 553: 399—
491.

46 Katikireddi SV, Green MJ, Taylor AE, Davey Smith G, Munafd MR. Assessing causal relationships
using genetic proxies for exposures: an introduction to Mendelian randomization. Addiction
2018; 113: 764-74.

47 Burgess S, Labrecque JA. Mendelian randomization with a binary exposure variable:
interpretation and presentation of causal estimates. Eur J Epidemiol 2018; 33: 947-52.

48 Herrman H, Patel V, Kieling C, et al. Time for united action on depression: a Lancet—World
Psychiatric Association Commission. The Lancet 2022; 399: 957-1022.

19


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Identified exposures/

outcomes: 201

\. /
v Y
- )
GWAS relevant and available: No GWAS, but phenotype
164 available for OSMR: 17
\_ J
v
r N

GWAS accessible: 133

Included in LDSC: 115

Included in TSMR: 89

Included in OSMR: 48



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.21.24307678
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Preterm birth

Insomnia

Job involves night shifts
Sleep duration
Chronotype

Educational attainment
Executive function
Fluid intelligence

Fruit consumption

Zinc supplements

Fish consumption
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Job involves night shifts
Age completed education
Qily fish intake

Fruit consumer

Fish consumer
Magnesium intake
Calcium intake

Iron intake
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Tinnitus*

Varicella*

Chronic sinusitis*

Stroke*

Herpes simplex infection*
Celiac disease*

Ever used contraceptive pill
Cushing's syndrome*

Age wice broke
Oestradiol levels
Pain/discomfort

Health dissatisfaction
Hospitalizations

Problems doing usual activities
Mobility problems
Self-care problems
Unable to work
Highschool drop-out
Length working week
Employment status
Subjective health rating
Alcohol-related death*
Accidents*

Pregnancy terminations
Number of stillbirths

Birth weight first child
Cannabis use disorder*
Marital separation/ divorce
Townsend deprivation index
Self-harm*

Attempted suicide
Partner violence

Exposure to war

Family relationship satisfaction
Been in serious accident
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