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Abstract  35 

 36 

Background: Adolescent suicide is a major health problem in the US marked by a recent 37 

increase in Black/African American youth suicide trends. While genetic factors partly account 38 

for familial transmission of suicidal behavior, it is not clear whether polygenic risk scores of 39 

suicide attempt have clinical utility in youth suicide risk classification. 40 

Objectives: To evaluate the contribution of a polygenic risk score for suicide attempt (PRS-SA) 41 

in explaining variance in suicide attempt by early adolescence. 42 

Methods: We studied N=5,214 non-related Black and White youth from the Adolescent Brain 43 

Cognitive Development (ABCD) Study (ages 8.9-13.8 years) who were evaluated between 2016 44 

and 2021. Regression models tested associations between PRS-SA and parental history of 45 

suicide attempt/death with youth-reported suicide attempt. Covariates included age, sex, and 46 

race.  47 

Results: Over three waves of assessments, 182 youth (3.5%) reported a past suicide attempt, 48 

with Black youth reporting significantly more suicide attempts than their White counterparts 49 

(6.1% vs 2.8%, P<.001). PRS-SA was associated with suicide attempt (odds ratio [OR]=1.3, 50 

95% confidence interval [CI] 1.1-1.5, P=.001). Inclusion of PRS-SA explained 2.7% of the 51 

variance in suicide attempts, significantly more than the base model including only age, sex and 52 

race, which explained 1.9% of the variance (P=.001). Parental history of suicide attempt/death 53 

was also associated with youth suicide attempt (OR=2.9, 95%CI 1.9-4.4, P<.001). Addition of 54 

PRS-SA to the model that included parental history significantly increased the variance 55 

explained from 3.3% to 4% (P=.002). 56 

Conclusions: Findings suggest that PRS-SA may be useful for suicide risk classification in 57 

diverse youth. 58 
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Contribution to the Field Statement 60 

 61 

Adolescent suicidal behavior is a major health problem, with suicide being the 2nd leading cause 62 

of death in youth. Research that improves our understanding regarding drivers of suicide risk in 63 

youth can inform youth suicide prevention strategies. Family history of suicide is an established 64 

risk factor for youth suicidal behavior. Current methods in psychiatric genetics allow calculation 65 

of polygenic risk scores that represent genetic liability to specific conditions. It is not clear 66 

whether polygenic risk score of suicide attempt can assist in risk classification, beyond family 67 

history. In this work, we show that in a sample of 5,214 youth ages 9-13, of which 3.5% reported 68 

past suicide attempt, polygenic score of suicide attempt was associated with youth suicide 69 

attempt. This association additively explained variance over and above parental history of 70 

suicide attempt/death. Findings make a case for the potential utility of incorporating polygenic 71 

risk scores as part of suicide attempt risk classification in youth, and suggest that polygenic 72 

scores may reveal genetic liability that is not captured by family history of suicide. 73 

 74 

 75 

 76 

77 
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Introduction 78 

Suicide is the second leading cause of death in US adolescents (1). The rising rates of 79 

suicide among Black or African American youth is especially concerning (2). Suicide attempt is 80 

a complex behavior driven by genetic and environmental factors (3). Clinicians often use 81 

parental history of suicide attempt/death to estimate suicide risk (4). The potential of using 82 

polygenic scores of psychiatric phenotypes to assess genetic suicide risk is uncertain (5). It is not 83 

known whether polygenic score of suicide attempts (PRS-SA) can contribute to suicide risk 84 

classification, and whether PRS-SA adds useful information beyond the commonly used risk 85 

assessment based on parental history. 86 

The Adolescent Brain Cognitive Development (ABCD) Study follows diverse genotyped 87 

US youth from ages 9-10 into adolescence (6). The study collects data on parental history of 88 

psychiatric conditions (7), including suicide attempt/death. Participants are evaluated annually 89 

for history of suicide attempts, and endorsement of suicide attempts in Black participants is 90 

significantly higher (8). Here we aimed to evaluate the contribution of PRS-SA in explaining 91 

variance in self-reported suicide attempt by early adolescence, and to determine the additive 92 

effect of this score over and above parental history of suicide attempt/death. 93 

 94 

Methods  95 

Participants 96 

We included N=5,214 non-related ABCD Study participants of African and European 97 

ancestry (based on genetic principal components (9)) that had data on parental history of suicide 98 

attempt or death (n=302 missing such data were excluded from analyses). Of the total sample, 99 

n=1,086 had African ancestry (of whom 988 [97.1%] parent-reported as Black race and 71 100 

[6.6%] parent-reported as Hispanic); and n=4,128 had European ancestry (of whom 4,093 101 

[99.2%] parent-reported as White race and 123 [3%] parent-reported as Hispanic). The ABCD 102 

Study® protocol was approved by the University of California, San Diego Institutional Review 103 

Board (IRB), and was exempted from a full review by University of Pennsylvania IRB.  104 

 105 

Variables 106 

Exposures 107 

Polygenic risk score of suicide attempt 108 

ABCD Study genotype data was processed as described before (9). Polygenic risk scores 109 

were calculated separately for African- and European-ancestry participants using PRSice-2 (10), 110 

with summary statistics from a recent genome-wide association study (GWAS) of suicide 111 

attempters that included diverse ancestries (11). We tested eight P-value thresholds (Pt): 0.0001, 112 

0.001, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, and 1. Ten within-ancestry genetic principal components were 113 

regressed out of z-scored polygenic scores. 114 

 115 

Parental history of suicide attempt 116 

Parental history was evaluated using parent reports on parents’ suicide attempt/death 117 

(variable: “famhx_ss_momdad_scd_p”).   118 

 119 

Outcome measure 120 

Self-report of suicide attempt in any of the three first ABCD Study assessments. 121 

Participants were considered controls if they denied history of suicide attempt in all three 122 

assessments. 123 
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 124 

Statistical Analyses 125 

Analyses were conducted from January-March 2022 using ABCD Study data release 4.0. 126 

Data preprocessing and analysis are detailed 127 

at https://github.com/barzilab1/ABCD_SA_genetics_FH.  128 

Mean (standard deviation [SD]) and frequency (%) were reported for descriptive 129 

purposes. Univariate comparisons were made using t-test or chi-square tests, as appropriate. We 130 

used two-tailed tests for all statistical models. We imputed age for participants who did not 131 

complete the 2-year follow-up assessment (n=21, 0.4%). We used R version 4.1.0. for data 132 

analyses. 133 

We estimated binary logistic regression models with suicide attempt as the dependent 134 

variable and PRS-SA as the independent variable, co-varying for age, sex and parent-reported 135 

race. A GWAS P-value threshold of P=0.05 was selected for the PRS-SA, to derive the highest 136 

Nagelkerke's R2 and lowest P-value of PRS-SA in association with suicide attempt. We used a 137 

permutation test to validate this selection (see figure in the online supplement). Association of 138 

PRS-SA with suicide attempt was consistent across multiple P-value threshold tested (see table 1 139 

in the online supplement). 140 

To test the additive effects of PRS-SA in explaining variance in suicide attempt, we 141 

estimated regression models with and without PRS-SA and compared the goodness of fit using 142 

the likelihood ratio test.  143 

In sensitivity analyses, to address the potential bias of PRS-SA performance in African 144 

versus European ancestry, we estimated models stratified by ancestry and then meta-analyzed the 145 

results. 146 

 147 

Results  148 

Among the 5,214 participants, 182 (3.5%) endorsed having made a suicide attempt at 149 

least once in the three ABCD Study assessments. History of suicide attempt was more frequent 150 

among Black youth (66 of 1,087, 6.1%) than among their White counterparts (116 of 4,127, 151 

2.8%, Chi-square P<.001). No age or sex associations were observed. Participants who endorsed 152 

suicide attempt had more parental history of suicide attempt/death (14.8% versus 5.5%, 153 

respectively, Chi-square P<.001). Table 1 includes univariate comparisons between participants 154 

with and without history of a suicide attempt. 155 

PRS-SA was significantly associated with suicide attempt in the full sample (odds ratio 156 

[OR]= 1.3, 95% confidence interval [CI] 1.1-1.5, P=.001, co-varying for demographics: age, sex, 157 

parent-reported race, and accounting for ten within-ancestry genetic principal components). This 158 

model explained 2.7% of the variance (Nagelkerke's R2=0.027), significantly more than the base 159 

model that only included covariates (Nagelkerke's R2=0.019, likelihood ratio Chi-square test, 160 

P=.001). Figure 1 illustrates the association between PRS-SA and suicide attempt rate. 161 

Parental history of suicide attempt/death was associated with youth’s history of suicide 162 

attempt (OR=2.9, 95%CI= 1.9-4.4, P<.001). Adding PRS-SA to this model increased the 163 

variance explained from 3.3% to 4% (likelihood ratio chi-square test, P=.002). The improvement 164 

in model performance (∆R2=0.7%) obtained when adding SA-PRS was on the order of 50% of 165 

the ∆R2 obtained from adding parental history to the base model (∆R2=1.4%, from 1.9% to 166 

3.3%). Statistics for all models are detailed in Table 2. 167 
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Finally, sensitivity analyses estimating the above models stratified by ancestry (African 168 

or European) and meta-analyzed yielded similar results in direction and statistical significance 169 

(see table 2 in the online supplement).  170 

  171 

Discussion 172 

We present evidence suggesting clinical utility of a polygenic score explaining suicide 173 

attempt in Black and White US youth. Two main strengths of this work are noteworthy. First, the 174 

focus on suicide attempt highlights the clinical significance of the findings.  Notably, most 175 

research in this age range lumps ideation and attempt together (12–14), even though most 176 

ideators do not make an attempt (3,15). Second, the inclusion of Black youth in the current work 177 

is critical to address racial disparities in psychiatric genetics research (16). This disparity is 178 

especially concerning in the field of youth suicide, where Black US youth are particularly 179 

vulnerable (2,17). Our findings extend recent ABCD Study results showing associations of 180 

depression polygenic risk score with suicide attempt in an analysis limited to European ancestry 181 

(18) and schizophrenia polygenic risk score with suicide attempt reported in the baseline ABCD 182 

Study assessment in admixed population with substantially fewer suicide attempt participants (64 183 

versus 182 in the current analysis) (19). 184 

We found that PRS-SA additively explains variance in suicide attempt beyond parental 185 

history of suicide attempt/death. From a clinical perspective, assessment of family history is 186 

common practice for clinicians to help their risk classification. We believe that clinicians can 187 

intuitively appreciate the value of PRS-SA when it is compared to this benchmark of clinical 188 

good practice. From a research perspective, considering skepticism in the field toward 189 

incorporating PRS in multivariable predictive algorithms in psychiatry (5), our findings provide 190 

support for incorporation of genetic scores, including that of suicide attempt, in suicide risk 191 

prediction (20).  192 

One key limitation should be noted. The variance explained by addition of PRS-SA to 193 

models of parental history is still relatively small. We believe that with growing power/ sample 194 

sizes of GWAS in more diverse samples, the added value of PRS will increase, especially in 195 

diverse populations.  196 

 197 

Conclusions 198 

In this cohort of young adolescents, PRS-SA was associated with suicide attempts and 199 

significantly improved models explaining variance over and above parental history of suicide 200 

attempt/death, which is commonly used in clinical settings to assess suicide risk. Findings 201 

suggest that PRS-SA may be useful for suicide risk classification in both Black and White youth. 202 

 203 

  204 
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Tables and Figure  322 

 323 

Table 1- Sample characteristics 324 

 Total sample Control Suicide attempt P-value 

  N=5 214 n=5 032 n=182   

Age, years, mean (SD) 12.04 (0.65) 12.04 (0.65) 12.09 (0.66) 0.325 

Female sex, No. (%) 2 408 (46.2) 2 319 (46.1) 89 (48.9) 0.501 

Race Black, No. (%)              1 087 (20.8) 1 021 (20.3) 66 (36.3) <0.001 

Parent suicide attempt/death, No. (%) 306 (5.9) 279 (5.5) 27 (14.8) <0.001 

Suicide attempt PRSa, mean (SD) 0.00 (0.95) -0.01 (0.95) 0.21 (0.89) 0.001 
a PRS after standardizing the raw PRS produced at a GWAS P-value threshold of 0.05 and then 325 

regressing out the first ten within-ancestry genetic principal components. 326 

Abbreviations: PRS= polygenic risk score; GWAS= Genome wide association study. 327 

 328 

 329 

Figure 1- Polygenic risk score for suicide attempt (PRS-SA) and suicide attempt in Black 330 

and White youth. 331 

 332 
Scatter plots and regression lines show estimated probabilities of suicide attempt in 5 214 333 

adolescents obtained from a binary logistic regression model with PRS-SA, age and sex as 334 

independent variables. X-axis represents PRS-SA score (after standardizing the raw PRS produced 335 

at a GWAS P-value threshold of 0.05 and then regressing out the first ten within-ancestry genetic 336 

ancestry principal components). Y-axis represents predicted probability of suicide attempt. 337 
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Table 2- Association of suicide attempt PRS, parental history of suicide attempt/death and suicide attempt. 

 

 Model 1 Model 2a Model 3b Model 4c 

Predictors OR 95% CI P OR 95% CI P OR 95% CI P OR 95% CI P 

Age 1.01 0.99 – 1.03 0.225 1.01 0.99 – 1.03 0.201 1.01 0.99 – 1.03 0.237 1.01 0.99 – 1.03 0.202 

Female sex 1.12 0.83 – 1.50 0.468 1.11 0.83 – 1.50 0.473 1.13 0.84 – 1.52 0.423 1.13 0.84 – 1.52 0.424 

Black race 2.25 1.64 – 3.06 <0.001 2.3 1.67 – 3.12 <0.001 2.23 1.62 – 3.03 <0.001 2.28 1.66 – 3.11 <0.001 

Suicide attempt PRSd 
   1.3 1.11 – 1.53 0.001    1.29 1.10 – 1.52 0.002 

Parental suicide riske        2.91 1.86 – 4.40 <0.001 2.84 1.81 – 4.29 <0.001 

Observations  5,214 5,214 5,214 5,214 

Nagelkerke R2  0.019 0.027 0.033 0.04 

Binary logistic regression models with age, sex, race, PRS and parental history of suicide attempt/death as independent variables and 

self-reported suicide attempt as the dependent variable 
a Model 2 significantly explains more variance than Model 1 (likelihood ratio chi-square test, P = 0.001168) 
b Model 3 significantly explains more variance than Model 1 (likelihood ratio chi-square test, P = 1.157e-05) 
c Model 4 significantly explains more variance than Model 3 (likelihood ratio chi-square test, P = 0.001845) 
d PRS after standardizing the raw PRS produced by PRSice-2 at a GWAS P-value threshold of .05 and then regressing out the first ten 

within-ancestry genetic ancestry principal components 
e Suicide attempt/death 

Abbreviations: PRS= polygenic risk score; GWAS= Genome wide association study. 
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