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Abstract.

In order to summarized the polygenic background of psychiatric diseases, polygenic risk
scores (PRS) have been developed. Recently, PRS have been use to predict patients with
higher comorbidities in psychiatric diseases, like dual diagnosis. PRS are principally derived
in analysis of Caucasian and Asian populations, we are not aware of how this PRS could be
applied in populations with high admixture. In order to explored this, the present work has the
aim to analyzed if previous calculated PRS for psychiatric diseases could predict dual
diagnosis in Mexican population, and also, if PRS calculation could be influenced by Mexican
Amerindian (MA) global ancestry. We performed PRS calculation, using PRSice, with
summary genome-wide association statistics previously published for psychiatric diseases,
and also, performed Nagelkerke correlation test in order to established if PRS are correlated
with dual diagnosis. We found that dual diagnosis could be predicted by major depressive
disorder polygenic risk score. Nevertheless, schizophrenia polygenic risk score is highly
correlated with global MA ancestry, independently of the schizophrenia diagnosis. Our results
reinforced the notion that PRS calculation could be deviated by the MA global ancestry,
nevertheless analysis on larger sample sizes are required in order to clarified this issue.
Keywords: Mexican Amerindian, Dual diagnosis, polygenic risk scores, psychiatric diseases,
bipolar disorder, schizophrenia, substance use disorder.

1. Introduction

Psychiatric disorders are complex diseases affected for multiple risk factors [1,2] . In the last
decade, the discovery of genetic factors affecting these disorders has increased fast,
principally by techniques like genome-wide association studies (GWAS) [3-6] . GWAS have
identified multiple locus associated to psychiatric disorders. In order, to summarize and
applied this multiple disease-associated locus as diagnostic tool, some measures like the

Polygenic risk scores (PRS) have been developed [7,8] . PRS could be briefly explained, as
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the summary, on one patient, of the effect of the large number of diseases associated
variants for a particular disease identified by GWAS [9] . Principally PRS as diagnostic tools,
have been centered into find how much two different complex diseases shared a polygenetic
background and if this PRS could predict a subtype or another trait inside individuals' groups
with the same diagnose [10,11] . Nevertheless, if we analyzed the ancestry of the individuals
included in the GWAS of psychiatric disorders, most of them have Caucasians or Asians
ascendance, with small number of individuals of other populations like African-Americans or
Latinamerican populations. In some studies exploring the application of PRS to population
different of the Caucasian has exposed that the ancestry could be deviating factor. Otto et al
found that the Caucasian PRS could not be used to predict nicotine dependence in individuals
of Native American population [12] .

In some epidemiological analysis, psychiatric disorder has showed to have a high comorbidity
with substance use [13,14] . The comorbidity between psychiatric disorders and substance
use is so high that even this comorbidity has been named dual diagnosis [15] . Dual
diagnosis in psychiatric disorders have been associated with multiple negative physical and
psychosocial outcomes, like a poorer quality life, and a higher rate of relapse [16-18] . Even
when the etiologic mechanisms underlying the dual diagnosis has not been stablished, some
discoveries have found that the PRS for psychiatric diseases could have a high impact in
substance use disorder [19] .

Mexican population has been previously found to shared genomic background with three
main populations: African, Caucasian and Mexican Amerindian (MA) [20] . Regarding the
ancestry component, the Mexican population could be considered a population with a unique
admixture and the best of our knowledge the application of PRS in psychiatric disorders has
not been explored previously. Due to this, our aim is to explore the role that plays PRS

calculated form previously performed GWAS for psychiatric diseases on dual diagnosis in
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Mexicans individuals diagnosed with schizophrenia and bipolar disorder, and also, to explored
if the global MA ancestry could have some impact in the calculation of PRS.

2. Material and Methods.

2.1. Sample population.

All individuals were evaluated with the Diagnostic Interview for Genetic Studies [21] .
Diagnosis where performed using the criteria of DSM-5 for bipolar disease, schizophrenia and
for substance use disorder. As inclusion criteria, all the individuals were Mexican ascendants,
with father and mother of Mexican ascendance, also, their grandparents where born in
Mexico. To be 18 years old or more. Whereas that for the subjects of the healthy group,
subjects with presence of depression, substance use disorders, anxiety or suicide behavior
were excluded. As well, subject with relatives with a psychiatric disease diagnosed.

A total of 192 Mexican ascendance individuals were included in the analysis. First, we
include 125 patients with psychiatric disease. 53 patients diagnose with bipolar disorder (25
male, 28 female) and 72 patients diagnoses with schizophrenia (49 male, 23 female).
Whereas that for the control group we included 67 subjects. The prevalence of lifetime
substance use disorders (dual diagnosis) in the group of the patients with schizophrenia were
54.71% (n=29), whereas that for bipolar disorder were of 43.78 % (n=29). An overview of
some sociodemographic characteristics of the sample are reported in Table 1.

The protocol was approved by the ethic and investigation committees of the National
Institute of Genomic Medicine under the approval number 23/2015/1. All the subjects were
informed by the aims of the study and gave their informed consent before inclusion in the

study. All the protocols where performed under the Helsinki declaration.
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Table 1. Summary of sociodemographic data.

Bipolar Disorder (n = 53) Schizophrenia (n = 72) Control (n = 67)
Age (years, = SD) 37.58 (14.03) 33.53 (9.98) 34.37 (12.51)
Scholarship (years, + SD) 12.49 (4.03) 10.53 (3.54) 13.16 (5.22)
Gender
Male (n, %) 25 (47.17) 49 (68.06) 26 (38.81)
Female (n, %) 28 (52.83) 23 (31.94) 41 (61.19)
Dual diagnosis
Dual Diagnosis 29 (57.72) 29 (40.28) 0 (0.00)
No SUD (n, %) 24 (45.28) 43 (59.72) 67 (100.00)
Alcohol (n, %) 23 (43.40) 21 (29.17) 0 (0.00)
Tobacco (n, %) 29 (54.72) 29 (40.28) 0 (0.00)
Cocaine (n, %) 8 (15.09) 1(1.39) 0 (0.00)
Cannabis (n, %) 5(9.43) 9 (12.50) 0 (0.00)
Inhalants (n, %) 3(5.66) 1(1.39) 0 (0.00)
Stimulants (n, %) 3 (5.66) 1(1.39) 0 (0.00)

Dual diagnosis was considered if a patient has a psychiatric disease diagnosis (BD or SCZ), and also, a substance use diagnosis (SUD).
SD: standard deviation, No SUD: patients without dual diagnosis.

2.2. Genotyping and imputation.

DNA was extracted from peripheral leucocytes using a salting-out commercial protocol,
with specifications established by the provider (Quiagen, USA). Genotyping was performed
using the whole-genome genotyping platform PsychArray BeadChip (lllumina, USA) with the
protocol and conditions established by the provider. PsychArray, includes approximately 560
000 polymorphisms distributed in the whole-genome, and also, some variants previously
associated to diverse mental psychiatric disorders.

After the genotyping process, we performed an imputation using Beagle software and
as reference, the 1000 genomes database was utilized [22—-24] . For next analysis steps, we
included only the single-nucleotide polymorphisms (SNP) with a chi-square test p-value for a
Hardy-Weinberger equilibrium (HWE) higher than 0.00001, a minor allele frequency (MAF)
higher than 0.05 and an allelic R? higher than 0.4 [25] . After imputation and QC filter, we
obtained a total of 4,835,917 SNP's.

2.3 Statistical Analysis.
2.3.1 Polygenic risk score calculation.
Polygenic risk score, is a measured developed to reduce the polygenicity of complex

diseases to a more and simple manageable score. For the calculation of individual PRS, we
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implemented the calculation with summary statistics based in previous published GWAS from
the psychiatric genomic consortium in PRSice [9] . For PRS the best estimates of the models
are reported, also, all the models were adjusted by age, gender and the first five principal
components of global ancestry. The estimation of global ancestry was performed with
principal components analysis implemented in the GCTA software [26] , using a panel of 200
ancestry informative markers (AIM's) previously reported to accomplished ancestry
estimations in American populations [27] . Also, for global ancestry estimations, a
clusterization analysis was performed with ADMIXTURE [28] , with the same AIM's panel.
For ancestry calculation, the following populations were used as reference, Utah residents
with northern and western European ancestry (CEU) and Yoruba in Ibadan from Nigeria
population (YRI) reported in the 1000 Genomes project [24] , and also, a total of 25
individuals of Mexican Amerindian (MA) ancestry genotyped with Multi-Ethnic genotyping
Array (lllumina, San Diego, CA, USA).

2.3.2. Calculation of Substance Use Disorder correlation with Psychiatric Diseases polygenic
risk scores.

In order to search which psychiatric polygenic risk score (ADHD, ASD, MDD, SCZ and BD) is
more correlated with the SUD phenotype, we performed Nagelkerke correlation test
implemented in PRSice and using the summary statistics previously reported [29] . In this
correlation tests we recoded the phenotype of dual diagnosis as cases and individuals without
SUD diagnoses and healthy controls where considered as controls. Also, for this analysis we
utilized the best models. After finding which psychiatric disease was more correlated with
SUD, we performed pair-wise T-Student comparison of this PRS, between the patients
diagnosed with only a psychiatric disease and the patients with dual diagnosis (BD or SCZ
and SUD) and considered a statistically significant p-value lower than 0.05.

2.3.3. PRS ancestry dependence estimation.
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In order to establishes if the Mexican Amerindian ancestry component has some
influences with the PRS that reach significant correlation with dual diagnosis, we performed
Spearman correlation test implemented in R [30] . We compared the global ancestry
principal component 1 (PCA1) and principal component 2 (PCA2), with the PRS. We only
included PCA1 and PCA2 because these two global ancestry principal components could
separate individuals in the main populations. The comparison of PCA1 and PC2 with PRS
was performed with Spearman correlation tests and considered a correlation with PRS and
global ancestry component if the p-value was lower than 0.05. Also, we performed an
stratification of the samples based in 20% of global MA ancestry proportions calculated by
Admixture. Once individuals stratified on this arbitrary classification we performed comparison
between all the groups with pair-wise Mann-Whitney test. We considered statistically
significant a p-value threshold lower than 0.05.

3. Results.

3.1. Schizophrenia and major depression polygenic risk scores are correlated with dual
diagnosis in Mexican patients.

In order to establishes who much of the multiple locus previously associated to psychiatric
diseases (ADHD, ASD, BD, SCZ and MDD) are correlated with dual diagnosis in Mexican
population we performed PRS calculation and Nagelkerke correlation tests. Attention Deficit
and Hyperactivity Disorder, Autism Spectrum Disorder and Bipolar Disorder polygenic risk
scores correlation with dual diagnosis did not reach statistical significance, ADHD (p-value =
0.1570), ASD (p-value = 0.0538), BD (p-value = 0.1585). In contrasts, SCZ and MDD
polygenic risk scores reach statistical significance with correlation with dual diagnosis, SCZ
(Nagelkerke Psuedo-R? = 2.83%, p-value = 0.0423, n = 8058 SNP's) and MDD (Nagelkerke
Pseudo-R? = 4.51%, p-value = 0.0118, n = 334 SNP's) which explained a higher variance.

Once identified that MDD and SCZ PRS are correlated with SUD, we performed pair-wise
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comparison of the individual PRS in patients with dual diagnosis and patients without dual
diagnosis. In this analysis, patients diagnosed with dual diagnosis in the bipolar disease
diagnosed group have a higher MDD-PRS score compared with bipolar disorder diagnosed
patients without dual diagnosis, and this difference reach statistical significance (p-value <
0.05) (Figure 1). At difference when we compared this MDD-PRS in dual diagnose in patients
with schizophrenia, patients with dual diagnosis did not have difference when compared with
patients without dual diagnosis. In this sense, when we compared the SCZ-PRS in patients
with dual diagnosis and without, in the schizophrenia and bipolar diagnosed groups, we found
that this PRS did not have differences between the groups. The results for the pairwise

comparisons are in the Table S1.

8 O Disgrosis
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Figure 1. Comparisions of schizophrenia (SCZ) and major depressive (MDD) polygenic risk score in Dual Diagnosis. (a) Comparison of
major depressive polygenic risk score. In patients with Bipolar Disorder (BD), the difference between the MDD-PRS in patients with dual
diagnosis was statistically significant compared to patients without dual diagnosis (p-value = 0.0005). At difference, in patients with
schizophrenia (SCZ) was not significant. (b) Comparison of schizophrenia polygenic risk score. In this analysis the SCZ-PRS differences
were not significant in either of the two groups.

3.2 Ancestry Dependence of MDD and SCZ polygenic risk score.

One of the particularities of the global ancestry of Mexican population is their influence
of three main populations, which make a particular population. In order to explored if this
global ancestry differences could influence the PRS, we performed a compassion with global

ancestry. First on the global ancestry PCA plot performed with the present sample (Figure 2)
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we can see the separation of the main population that we used to performed the ancestry
calculations, being CEU population in the upper (blue), YRI population in the right corner
(orange) and MA population on the left corner (red) of the plot. Also, it is notoriously when we
analyzed the MA global ancestry in the sample included in the analysis (green) that an
inversed gradient of MA and CEU global ancestry could be seen. Individuals with high global
MA ancestry are grouped closer to the left corner, were the MA individuals could be found,
and individuals with higher global CEU ancestry are more grouped in the upper. Also, to find
the proportion of the main population global ancestry we performed an ancestry clusterization
analysis. In this analysis we found that the analyzed Mexican population sample has an
average YRI ancestry proportion of 6.67% (SD + 4.85%), CEU ancestry proportion of 38.10%
(SD £ 18.16%) and an average MA proportion of 55.23% (SD + 19.10%). After this, we
performed an arbitrary classification of the subjects based in 20% of the global MA ancestry
proportion. In Table S2, is reported the number of individuals by diagnosed and ancestry
proportions. Almost the 50% of the total sample (45.83%, n = 88) have a global MA ancestry
proportion of 40 to 60%, which reinforced the notion that the Mexican population have a great

degree of admixture.

.
4
e

Figure 2. Principal component analysis of the Mexican population sample included. In red are
represented the individuals of Mexican Amerindian ancestry (MA), in blue are the Utah residents with
northern and western European ancestry (CEU) individuals, in orange the individuals from Yoruba in
Ibadan from Nigeria population (YRI) and in green the analyzed sample. In this graph it is clear that the
individuals from Mexican population (green) have a high degree of admixture, from those with high
Caucasian ancestry to those with high MA ancestry.
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As, MDD and SCZ, polygenic risk scores where the only correlated with dual diagnosis,

we performed correlation tests with all the individuals included in the analysis (SCZ, BD and
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healthy controls) of the individual-PRS and the global ancestry principal components (PCAl
and PCAZ2), to search if PRS calculations could have an ancestry-dependent deviation. In the
analysis, both MDD (PC1: rho=-0.20, p-value=0.01; PC2: rho=-0.19, p-value=0.01) and SCZ
(PC1: rho=-0.61, p-value=2.2e-16; PC2: rho=-0.61, p-value=2.2e-16) polygenic risk scores,
where correlated with PCA1 and PCA2. Nevertheless, SCZ-PRS have a higher correlation
with global ancestry components. In Figure 3, the comparisons between the SCZ-PRS and

MDD-PRS, and the principal components could be seen.
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Figure 3. Comparison of the global ancestry principal components with schizophrenia (SCZ) and major depressive disorder (MDD) polygenic
risk scores (PRS). The polygenic risk scores are represented in the gradient scales, meanwhile in the x-axis the global ancestry PCA1 and in
the y-axis the global ancestry PCA2 are represented. The colors in the gradient represent the polygenic risk score, with higher values
represented by red and lower values represented by blue color, meanwhile, in green color are closer to mean value of PRS. In triangle are
represented the individuals diagnosed with bipolar disorder (BD), in square the healthy controls (CTR) and in circle the patients diagnosed
with schizophrenia (SCZ). (a) SCZ-PRS shows a clear increased based in the MA global ancestry component. (b) MDD-PRS does not show
the ancestry dependence.

Once we found that the PRS were correlated with the MA ancestry component, we
performed an evaluation if individuals with higher global MA ancestry could have differences
in MDD or SCZ polygenic risk scores. To accomplished this, we performed pairwise
comparison between the average of the PRS in the global MA ancestry classification
(individuals grouped by 20% of global MA ancestry) independently of the diagnosis. The
comparisons of the SCZ-PRS and MDD-PRS, between the groups in this stratified analysis
based in the global MA ancestry is presented in Figure 4. In this analysis the MDD-PRS in
groups did not differed between groups. The p-values for each pairwise group comparison is

reported in Table S3. At difference, when we analyzed the SCZ-PRS we found that this PRS
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differed significantly between each group, the groups high grade of admixture. But was not
significant when we compared the groups with higher global MA ancestry (100% to 79.9%
compared with 80% to 59.9% of global MA ancestry) and the groups with lower global MA
ancestry (0% to 20% compared with 20% to 39.9% of global MA ancestry). Based in these
results it is clear that the SCZ-PRS and not the MDD-PRS could have a global Mexican

Amerindian ancestry dependent bias.

Schizoprenia Poiygenic Risk Score

Major Depressive Disorder Polyganic Risk Score

MA Gloal Ancestry Stratfication

(@) (b)
Figure 4. Comparisions of the major depressive disorder (MDD) and the schizophrenia (SCZ) polygenic risk (PRS) in the Mexican
Amerindian (MA) ancestry stratification groups. In red are groups with higher MA ancestry, in green the individuals with high degree of
admixture and in blue individuals with low MA ancestry (but high CEU ancestry). (a) MDD-PRS comparison, none of the pairwise comparison
where statistically significant. (b) SCZ-PRS, the pairwise comparison between the individuals with higher admixture where the only
significant.

4. Discussion.

Evidence suggests that dual diagnosis is highly heritable [31,32] . In this sense, dual
diagnosis has been related with increased severity and poorer outcomes for various
psychiatric disorders, which increased the need to have a tool that could predicted this
phenotype [33] . Concerning that, polygenic risk scores (PRS) were developed in order to
measure polygenetic risk and due to it became an important tool in uncovering some
phenotypes inside a main diagnosis [34,35] . To begin, we conducted an analysis in order to
evaluate the possible correlation between dual diagnosis, in patients diagnosed with
schizophrenia and bipolar disorder, and polygenic background of ADHD, ASD, BD, SCZ and
MDD. In this analysis, findings revealed that MDD and SCZ polygenic risk scores were
correlated to dual diagnosis. Nevertheless, only MDD-PRS could differentiated patients

diagnosed with bipolar disorder (BD) and dual diagnosis from patients diagnosed with BD and
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without dual diagnosis. In the same way our outcomes are in agreement with the study of
Andersen A et al., where they suggest that shared genetic susceptibility contributes to MDD
and alcohol dependence (AD) comorbidity, hence the individuals with elevated polygenic risk
for MDD have elevated rates of AD [36] .

In the other hand, due to Mexican population is an admixed genetic population and we could
be able to find individuals with different grades of this admixtures in the general population. In
relation to this we consider important to address the ancestry dependence of the PRS,
principally with the Mexican Amerindian global ancestry. When we evaluated the ancestry
dependence, the SCZ-PRS shows a link with the Mexican Amerindian ancestry. The
difference in the PRS based in the demographic history has been previously explored
[37,38] . Martin et al., performed an evaluation of 8 trait PRS in the 1000 Genome Project
panel and they found that the SCZ-PRS is deviated based in the main population's ancestry.
In this analysis they also reported that how the PRS could change based in the ancestry still
be unpredictable [38]. Reinforcing the notion of this PRS unpredictability based in the
ancestry, we reported that only the SCZ-PRS is deviated by MA ancestry, but not the MDD-
PRS. Nevertheless, this deviation could be influenced by others factors still unknown like the
socioeconomic status or unrevealed correlation between genetic markers analyzed by the
GWAS [39,40] . Even though, because these findings are derived from a small sample size,
this result have to be considered as preliminary, and it is necessary to increase the sample
size in order to have more solid this relationship. However, we consider that this preliminary
finding is significant because in order to established the validity of PRS as a risk prediction
tool and their utility has to be validated in all populations. Nevertheless, our findings are a first
view of the involvement of polygenic risk in dual diagnosis in Mexican population.

5. Conclusions.

The results of the present study could be considered as preliminary, which can help reduce
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disparities in what is known about the polygenic risk scores in dual diagnosis in populations

with high admixture, like the Mexican population.

Supplementary material.

Supplementary material. Compilation of the supplementary Tables S1, S2 and S3.
Acknowledgment.

This work was supported by the Instituto Nacional de Medicina Genomica with grant to
Humberto Nicolini (Grant number: 23/2015/I). We want to thank all the participants of the
present study. We are grateful to Samuel Canizales-Quinteros for the critical revision of the
manuscript. José Jaime Martinez-Magafa is a doctoral student from the Doctorado en
Ciencias Biomédicas, Universidad Juarez Autondma de Tabasco (UJAT) and was supported
by CONACYT.

Author contribution.

JIMM performed the statistical analysis. JJMM and TBGC wrote the first versions of the
manuscript. CATZ, IJR, ESU, NL and ME performed the sample recruitment and critically
revised the manuscript versions. JJMM, ADGM and HN design the work, work in the
interpretation of data and revised the versions of the manuscript. All authors read and
approved the last version of the manuscript.

Conflict of interests.

The authors declared no conflict of interests.

d0i:10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1


http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 12 September 2018 d0i:10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

References

1. Mitchell, K. J. What is complex about complex disorders? Genome Biol. 2012, 13, 237,
doi:10.1186/gb-2012-13-1-237.

2. Avramopoulos, D. Genetics of psychiatric disorders: Methods: Molecular approaches.
Psychiatr. Clin. North Am. 2010, 33, 1-13, do0i:10.1016/].psc.2009.12.006.

3. Large-scale genome-wide association analysis of bipolar disorder identifies a new
susceptibility locus near ODZ4. Nat. Genet. 2011, 43, 977-983, doi:10.1038/ng.943.

4, Stahl, E.; Forstner, A.; McQuillin, A.; Ripke, S.; Ophoff, R.; Scott, L.; Cichon, S,
Andreassen, O. A.; Sklar, P.; Kelsoe, J.; Breen, G. Genomewide association study
identifies 30 loci associated with bipolar disorder. bioRxiv 2017.

5. Meta-analysis of GWAS of over 16,000 individuals with autism spectrum disorder
highlights a novel locus at 10g24.32 and a significant overlap with schizophrenia. Mol.
Autism 2017, 8, 21, doi:10.1186/s13229-017-0137-9.

6. Ritter, M. L.; Guo, W.; Samuels, J. F.; Wang, Y.; Nestadt, P. S.; Krasnow, J.;
Greenberg, B. D.; Fyer, A. J.; McCracken, J. T.; Geller, D. A.; Murphy, D. L.; Knowles,
J. A.; Grados, M. A.; Riddle, M. A.; Rasmussen, S. A.; McLaughlin, N. C.; Nurmi, E. L.;
Askland, K. D.; Cullen, B.; Piacentini, J.; Pauls, D. L.; Bienvenu, J.; Stewart, E.; Goes,
F. S.; Maher, B.; Pulver, A. E.; Mattheisen, M.; Qian, J.; Nestadt, G.; Shugart, Y. Y.
Genome Wide Association Study (GWAS) between Attention Deficit Hyperactivity
Disorder (ADHD) and Obsessive Compulsive Disorder (OCD). Front. Mol. Neurosci.
2017, 10, 83, doi:10.3389/fnmol.2017.00083.

7. Schork, A. J.; Brown, T. T.; Hagler, D. J.; Thompson, W. K.; Chen, C.-H.; Dale, A. M;
Jernigan, T. L.; Akshoomoff, N. Polygenic risk for psychiatric disorders correlates with
executive function in typical development. Genes. Brain. Behav. 2018, €12480,
doi:10.1111/gbb.12480.

8. Wang, T.; Zhang, X.; Li, A.; Zhu, M.; Liu, S.; Qin, W.; Li, J.; Yu, C.; Jiang, T.; Liu, B.
Polygenic risk for five psychiatric disorders and cross-disorder and disorder-specific
neural connectivity in two independent populations. Neurolmage. Clin. 2017, 14, 441—
449, doi:10.1016/j.nicl.2017.02.011.

9. Euesden, J.; Lewis, C. M.; O'Reilly, P. F. PRSice: Polygenic Risk Score software.
Bioinformatics 2015, 31, 1466—1468, doi:10.1093/bioinformatics/btu848.

10. Lewis, C. M.; Vassos, E. Prospects for using risk scores in polygenic medicine.
Genome Med. 2017, 9, 96, doi:10.1186/s13073-017-0489-y.

11. Vassos, E.; Di Forti, M.; Coleman, J.; lyegbe, C.; Prata, D.; Euesden, J.; O'Reilly, P.;


http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 12 September 2018 d0i:10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

Curtis, C.; Kolliakou, A.; Patel, H.; Newhouse, S.; Traylor, M.; Ajnakina, O.; Mondelli, V.;
Marques, T. R.; Gardner-Sood, P.; Aitchison, K. J.; Powell, J.; Atakan, Z.; Greenwood,
K. E.; Smith, S.; Ismail, K.; Pariante, C.; Gaughran, F.; Dazzan, P.; Markus, H. S
David, A. S.; Lewis, C. M.; Murray, R. M.; Breen, G. An Examination of Polygenic Score
Risk Prediction in Individuals With First-Episode Psychosis. Biol. Psychiatry 2017, 81,
470-477, doi:10.1016/j.biopsych.2016.06.028.

12. Otto, J. M.; Gizer, I. R.; Bizon, C.; Wilhelmsen, K. C.; Ehlers, C. L. Polygenic Risk
Scores For Cigarettes Smoked Per Day Do Not Generalize To A Native American
Population. Drug Alcohol Depend. 2016, 167, 95-102,
doi:10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2016.07.029.

13. Wong, C. C. Y.; Schumann, G. Genetics of addictions: strategies for addressing
heterogeneity and polygenicity of substance use disorders. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B
Biol. Sci. 2008, 363, 3213-3222, doi:10.1098/rsth.2008.0104.

14. Mabher, B. S.; Marazita, M. L.; Zubenko, W. N.; Kaplan, B. B.; Zubenko, G. S. Genetic
segregation analysis of alcohol and other substance-use disorders in families with
recurrent, early-onset major depression. Am. J. Drug Alcohol Abuse 2002, 28, 711-731.

15. Buckley, P. F.; Brown, E. S. Prevalence and consequences of dual diagnosis. J. Clin.
Psychiatry 2006, 67, e01.

16. Gattamorta, K. A.; Mena, M. P.; Ainsley, J. B.; Santisteban, D. A. The Comorbidity of
Psychiatric and Substance Use Disorders Among Hispanic Adolescents. J. Dual Diagn.
2017, 13, 254-263, d0i:10.1080/15504263.2017.1343965.

17. Taukoor, B.; Paruk, S.; Karim, E.; Burns, J. K. Substance use in adolescents with
mental illness in Durban, South Africa. J. Child Adolesc. Ment. Health 2017, 29, 51-61,
d0i:10.2989/17280583.2017.1318395.

18. Wilton, G.; Stewart, L. A. Outcomes of Offenders With Co-Occurring Substance Use
Disorders and Mental Disorders. Psychiatr. Serv. 2017, 68, 704-709,
doi:10.1176/appi.ps.201500391.

19. Hartz, S. M.; Horton, A. C.; Oehlert, M.; Carey, C. E.; Agrawal, A.; Bogdan, R.; Chen,
L.-S.; Hancock, D. B.; Johnson, E. O.; Pato, C. N.; Pato, M. T.; Rice, J. P.; Bierut, L. J.
Association Between Substance Use Disorder and Polygenic Liability to Schizophrenia.
Biol. Psychiatry 2017, 82, 709-715, doi:10.1016/j.biopsych.2017.04.020.

20. Silva-Zolezzi, |.; Hidalgo-Miranda, A.; Estrada-Gil, J.; Fernandez-Lopez, J. C.; Uribe-
Figueroa, L.; Contreras, A.; Balam-Ortiz, E.; del Bosque-Plata, L.; Velazquez-
Fernandez, D.; Lara, C.; Goya, R.; Hernandez-Lemus, E.; Davila, C.; Barrientos, E.;
March, S.; Jimenez-Sanchez, G. Analysis of genomic diversity in Mexican Mestizo
populations to develop genomic medicine in Mexico. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A.
2009, 106, 8611-8616, doi:10.1073/pnas.0903045106.


http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 12 September 2018 d0i:10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

21. Nurnberger, J. I. J.; Blehar, M. C.; Kaufmann, C. A.; York-Cooler, C.; Simpson, S. G;
Harkavy-Friedman, J.; Severe, J. B.; Malaspina, D.; Reich, T. Diagnostic interview for
genetic studies. Rationale, unique features, and training. NIMH Genetics Initiative. Arch.
Gen. Psychiatry 1994, 51, 844-849.

22. Browning, B. L.; Browning, S. R. Genotype Imputation with Millions of Reference
Samples. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 2016, 98, 116-126.

23. Browning, S. R.; Browning, B. L. Rapid and accurate haplotype phasing and missing-
data inference for whole-genome association studies by use of localized haplotype
clustering. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 2007, 81, 1084-1097, doi:10.1086/521987.

24. Auton, A.; Brooks, L. D.; Durbin, R. M.; Garrison, E. P.; Kang, H. M.; Korbel, J. O,
Marchini, J. L.; McCarthy, S.; McVean, G. A.; Abecasis, G. R. A global reference for
human genetic variation. Nature 2015, 526, 68—74, doi:10.1038/nature15393.

25. Verma, S. S.; de Andrade, M.; Tromp, G.; Kuivaniemi, H.; Pugh, E.; Namjou-Khales, B.;
Mukherjee, S.; Jarvik, G. P.; Kottyan, L. C.; Burt, A.; Bradford, Y.; Armstrong, G. D.;
Derr, K.; Crawford, D. C.; Haines, J. L.; Li, R.; Crosslin, D.; Ritchie, M. D. Imputation
and quality control steps for combining multiple genome-wide datasets. Front. Genet.
2014, 5, 370, doi:10.3389/fgene.2014.00370.

26. Yang, J.; Lee, S. H.; Goddard, M. E.; Visscher, P. M. GCTA: a tool for genome-wide
complex trait analysis. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 2011, 88, 76-82,
doi:10.1016/j.ajhg.2010.11.011.

27. Galanter, J. M.; Fernandez-Lopez, J. C.; Gignoux, C. R.; Barnholtz-Sloan, J;
Fernandez-Rozadilla, C.; Via, M.; Hidalgo-Miranda, A.; Contreras, A. V; Figueroa, L. U.;
Raska, P.; Jimenez-Sanchez, G.; Zolezzi, I. S.; Torres, M.; Ponte, C. R.; Ruiz, Y.;
Salas, A.; Nguyen, E.; Eng, C.; Borjas, L.; Zabala, W.; Barreto, G.; Gonzalez, F. R.;
Ibarra, A.; Taboada, P.; Porras, L.; Moreno, F.; Bigham, A.; Gutierrez, G.; Brutsaert, T.;
Leon-Velarde, F.; Moore, L. G.; Vargas, E.; Cruz, M.; Escobedo, J.; Rodriguez-
Santana, J.; Rodriguez-Cintron, W.; Chapela, R.; Ford, J. G.; Bustamante, C,
Seminara, D.; Shriver, M.; Ziv, E.; Burchard, E. G.; Haile, R.; Parra, E.; Carracedo, A.
Development of a panel of genome-wide ancestry informative markers to study
admixture throughout the Americas. PLoS Genet. 2012, 8, e1002554,
doi:10.1371/journal.pgen.1002554.

28. Scheet, P.; Stephens, M. A fast and flexible statistical model for large-scale population
genotype data: applications to inferring missing genotypes and haplotypic phase. Am. J.
Hum. Genet. 2006, 78, 629-644, doi:10.1086/502802.

29. PGC Available online: https://www.med.unc.edu/pgc/results-and-downloads (accessed
on Sep 10, 2018).

30. Team, R. D. C. R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Dev. Core


http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 12 September 2018 d0i:10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

Team 2008.

31. Kendler, K. S.; Prescott, C. A.; Myers, J.; Neale, M. C. The structure of genetic and
environmental risk factors for common psychiatric and substance use disorders in men
and women. Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 2003, 60, 929-937, doi:10.1001/archpsyc.60.9.929.

32. Kendler, K. S.; Myers, J.; Prescott, C. A. Specificity of genetic and environmental risk
factors for symptoms of cannabis, cocaine, alcohol, caffeine, and nicotine dependence.
Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 2007, 64, 1313-1320, doi:10.1001/archpsyc.64.11.1313.

33. Carey, C. E.; Agrawal, A.; Bucholz, K. K.; Hartz, S. M.; Lynskey, M. T.; Nelson, E. C,;
Bierut, L. J.; Bogdan, R. Associations between Polygenic Risk for Psychiatric Disorders
and Substance Involvement. Front. Genet. 2016, 7, 149,
doi:10.3389/fgene.2016.00149.

34. Dzafic, I.; Burianova, H.; Periyasamy, S.; Mowry, B. Association between schizophrenia
polygenic risk and neural correlates of emotion perception. Psychiatry Res.
Neuroimaging 2018, 276, 33—40, doi:10.1016/j.pscychresns.2018.04.005.

35. Poletti, M.; Raballo, A. Polygenic Risk Score and the (neuro)developmental
ontogenesis of the schizophrenia spectrum vulnerability phenotypes. Schizophr. Res.
2018.

36. Andersen, A. M.; Pietrzak, R. H.; Kranzler, H. R.; Ma, L.; Zhou, H.; Liu, X.; Kramer, J.;
Kuperman, S.; Edenberg, H. J.; Nurnberger, J. I. J.; Rice, J. P.; Tischfield, J. A.; Goate,
A.; Foroud, T. M.; Meyers, J. L.; Porjesz, B.; Dick, D. M.; Hesselbrock, V.; Boerwinkle,
E.; Southwick, S. M.; Krystal, J. H.; Weissman, M. M.; Levinson, D. F.; Potash, J. B;
Gelernter, J.; Han, S. Polygenic Scores for Major Depressive Disorder and Risk of
Alcohol Dependence. JAMA psychiatry 2017, 74, 1153-1160,
doi:10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2017.2269.

37. Martin, A. R.; Gignoux, C. R.; Walters, R. K.; Wojcik, G. L.; Neale, B. M.; Gravel, S.;
Daly, M. J.; Bustamante, C. D.; Kenny, E. E. Human Demographic History Impacts
Genetic Risk Prediction across Diverse Populations. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 2017, 100,
635-649, doi:10.1016/j.ajhg.2017.03.004.

38. Curtis, D. Polygenic risk score for schizophrenia is more strongly associated with
ancestry than with schizophrenia. bioRxiv 2018.

39. Vilhjalmsson, B. J.; Yang, J.; Finucane, H. K.; Gusev, A.; Lindstrom, S.; Ripke, S.;
Genovese, G.; Loh, P.-R.; Bhatia, G.; Do, R.; Hayeck, T.; Won, H.-H.; Kathiresan, S.;
Pato, M.; Pato, C.; Tamimi, R.; Stahl, E.; Zaitlen, N.; Pasaniuc, B.; Belbin, G.; Kenny, E.
E.; Schierup, M. H.; De Jager, P.; Patsopoulos, N. A.; McCarroll, S.; Daly, M.; Purcell,
S.; Chasman, D.; Neale, B.; Goddard, M.; Visscher, P. M.; Kraft, P.; Patterson, N.;
Price, A. L. Modeling Linkage Disequilibrium Increases Accuracy of Polygenic Risk
Scores. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 2015, 97, 576-592, d0i:10.1016/j.ajhg.2015.09.001.


http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 12 September 2018 d0i:10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

40. Florez, J. C.; Price, A. L.; Campbell, D.; Riba, L.; Parra, M. V; Yu, F.; Duque, C,;
Saxena, R.; Gallego, N.; Tello-Ruiz, M.; Franco, L.; Rodriguez-Torres, M.; Villegas, A;
Bedoya, G.; Aguilar-Salinas, C. A.; Tusie-Luna, M. T.; Ruiz-Linares, A.; Reich, D.
Strong association of socioeconomic status with genetic ancestry in Latinos:
implications for admixture studies of type 2 diabetes. Diabetologia 2009, 52, 1528-
1536, doi:10.1007/s00125-009-1412-x.


http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201809.0206.v1

