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Transcriptome — wide Mendelian randomization analysis identifies

causal genes for frailty
Abudunaibi Wupuer*, WANG Jie, PENG Xing, LI Yi —han, YAN Shi — kang,
Kaidiriyan Kuerbanjiang, YANG Lei
" School of Public Health, Xinjiang Medical University, Urumgqi, Xinjiang 830017, China

Abstract: Objective ~ To identify causal genes associated with frailty, a significant global health issue whose genetic
mechanisms remain poorly understood, by integrating multi — tissue gene expression data. Methods  This study integrated
expression quantitative trait loci ( eQTL) data from 49 human tissues and employed summary data — based Mendelian
randomization (SMR) to analyze causal associations between gene expression and frailty. Genetic colocalization of signals was
used to validate significant genes, followed by sensitivity analysis using two — sample Mendelian randomization, with MR -
Egger regression and Cochran’s Q test to control for pleiotropy and heterogeneity. Gene Ontology (GO) enrichment analysis
was performed for genes identified through SMR, colocalization, and sensitivity analyses. Results  Twenty causal genes (80
significant associations) linked to frailty were identified across 27 tissues. The top five genes showing multi — tissue causal
associations included LRPPRC, RBM6, TTC12, RNF123, and CPS1. The final 20 causal genes were primarily enriched in
mitochondrial function regulation, nuclear — mitochondrial signaling, and redox metabolic processes. Conclusion The causal
genes identified in this study may influence the occurrence and development of frailty through mitochondrial function and
nuclear signaling pathways.
Keywords: Frailty; Summary - data — based Mendelian randomization ( SMR); Colocalization analysis; Mendelian

randomization

EHENBFIARLG AL, RN ZRGEHGE RIS HARITRE ) T, LBk R 15 10%
~24% FLIEAF I 1 3 , 18 o0 583 A8 2K E BB TR
B TR MR 2022 4R RHIFR 8 242 (030102012502) B A A TG RS 4 TR L

RS TS . PRI o Ny
R B S5 1420 Bl e PR BB , (09 28 0 PB4

BEEE %7, E - mail; yanglei_616@ xjmu. edu. cn




- 4208 -

PRAR T BT B2 2% 2025 4456 52 #5545 22 #]  Modern Preventive Medicine, 2025, Vol. 52, NO.22

1A% 2 ( Deoxyribonucleic Acid, DNA) 2875 1 2 I
W B A2 G RIS PR AR R T = 8% B2 ( Adenosine
Triphosphate , ATP) 5 WAL 3 T W& DL S oAk A= 9 &
TS TE BRAILTR 25 T4, 3 26 U AN AL i JIL P 21, 3
W B2 YW R G RS M R G =
MR IEIRAS R A BT 2525 4 DNA #4518 K RE )
TREAEDLRIIN S 5 59 Y R A R, SR R iU A
opL T

A% R 2R TR R AR Y 6% ~45% T
WA 4 H A 4 LB W98 ( Genome — wide association
study , GWAS) B HH 224~ 5 FE 55 A1 SC A s AZ A A
{H I SR 7 B2 R BR' . B G, 18 48 GWAS B 58
SRR AL S U2 M), ME LURS 7 o2 3 1E A9 2
FEREIN T U, AT BRI A7 AR b 3 1 21 SR S
PRI T A Y LI TS = AR N NS I 2N T 5 7
B PE S L LN DR ST, AN ) 2H 2 rh A [ 5 PR 110 338
AP MK B E LR LG R LT
LU, JOTEMER A 2% 2H SRS S R 10 35 14 550
Lo XAk JRy R ) 24 1 DA E A% O Ik 1) 20
WL AR 1) TR B AT, BELA: 3 580 i 1 I 27 SR 114
E o

BT BR B R AR I 2 HA R IR E
MR A 45 (cis — expression quantitative trait loci, cis
— eQTL) %4k A S 45 4 1 o5 75 K Bl ALK ( Summary
data — based Mendelian randomization , SMR ) Dk V&R
GBI ARl 2 55 S AR DG 1 PR BRI ik b 2H 21
ot L TP . X —BE AL RE S 5T
kA% gt GWAS 1Y Jay FR4: , 85 0 2 1) 2 BB S Sy B 2 55
(122 U AL B BB BB AE SR, T R A
[6] FRA TG 7 SRS S L 18 A~k Al

1 #REIE

L1 Brygait AR 2B B i ks R
FHN BRI GEHZEPHARLER, (1) BSG
Genotype - Tissue Expression ( GTEx ) ¢ 8 49 Ff 2 21
55 eQTLGen Il cis — eQTL %4, i i SMR J7 3k
STEERI IR (FRER ) 555 (45 )R)) B R R HERT; (2) D
W7 5 A8 S5 BT 36 TiE e = AR S S 3R (PP HA >
0.80); (3) PiAEA da 7 /K Bl HL 4k ( Mendelian
randomization , MR) SURSA: 3B 42 i 22 R0 1 0 S o 12k 5
(4) XT3 o BURAE 73 B 09 B PR AT GO Ja g = 4, 48
ARHAEYERLH . PR BOHRARTE ULE 1,

L4 cis-eQTL

. 31684 B HE
¢  VosaU etal 2021

o

14 cis-eQTL

1 The eQTLGen ; b v do frmms

*  Consortium, G. Science. 2020

HKEGTEx (V8)TiH :

HABH AR T32706 15[

g

4R

M owas iR [

UK Biobank and TwinGene
(Atkins, et al.2021)

I 175,226 Z M B 5%

UK Biobank

+ 164,610 LB 5% (4FlEN 64.1 £ 2.8, 51.3% N tk)

-
!

*+ 10,616 %5 5% (FEHEAS58.3 £ 7.9, 52.5% A tk)

_______________________________________________

1
1
'| SMR il HEIDI {4 Fese b o

1| o TH%E: 5E SNPP<SE-S

| [:> [ P4 Ff) 747 SNP

! o BELS: PPHA>0S8
1

o BFHE45%: P_FDR<0.05,
P_HEIDI > 0.05

o TARE. 54 5SNPLTii#100 KBt

BURME T
» THAE.: SNPsP<SE-8, F4iit& > 10
|:|'> v e

4% P_IVW<0.05,P_FDR<0.05
o LRSS, PRI M95%CI, P_MR Egger > 0.05

o REERR: Q P IVW > 0.05, Q P_MR Egger >

________________________________________________

| GO T |

1 scis — eQTL I Fe 3k 1 f R AL 1 s GTEx : JEFI A — 213K 501 H ; GWAS ; 2 FE R 21 SC R Y ; SMR . L B 5 9 19 o 78 /K B ML AL s HEIDT £
o« 57 B M KV IO T LS A 56 SNP . BT R 2 251 s P_FDR 451 R B ; P_HEIDI . HEIDI 358 P {8 ; PP. H4 . 3158 (L5047 J5 S A3 P_IVIV . i
Jr ZMANE P A P_MR Egger:MR Egger % P {t; Q_P_IVW fl Q_ P_MR Egger: 5 FitERBE5 R P ;GO BT SR AMIS £
E1 #wRmiE
Fig.1 Study procedure



PRARTH B 22 24 2025 4E56 52 545 22 ] Modern Preventive Medicine, 2025, Vol. 52, NO.22

- 4209 -

1.2 HERR

1.2.1 cis - eQTL ¥ A[RIHLH cis — eQTL 3§
PR A GTEx 0 H 55 8 JiL, i wi B H AR i DX L0 1l 4
S5 49 T AR (FEAFLIE .73 ~706) o [ 90A
eQTLGen Consortium &1k (1 1fil Y& ZH 2R cis — eQTL %
i 2B SRS 37 WMo Lt 31 684 R N HE
S IMAEARSEIN Fak L T B . MOCER Ik
BUERINR : (1) GTEx 2414 cis — eQTL I A A .
( https;//yanglab. westlake. edu.
eQTLsummarydata) ; (2) eQTLGen IfiL & cis — eQTL %%
% : (https://eqtlgen. org/cis — eqtls. html) ,

1.2.2 5880 GWAS $dli  ABFFU R Atkins 45
WEFEE AT BRI A 2 55 5 40 GWAS 2524318
P (GWAS ID: ebi — a — GCST90020053 ) %), %A 5%
A YL AW AT (UK Biobank ,n =164 610) 5 35
KIBA %1 ( TwinGene, n =10 616) P4 S it 37 BA %) . UK
Biobank 44 A 60 ~ 70 % it 2 AF HE R (2t 4 b
51.3% ) ,TwinGene 78 35 41 ~87 B 4FE I Ex NFE (Lot
07 L 52. 5% ), T 32 4 28 7 A T e A A Ry RN
MG, IO 35147 SR BrE . A R BEHLAL
Al R 55 48 50 GWAS Bt atist e T HA &,
DA S VE AT 45 SRy A 7 LR A B 3B o

1.3 SMR 547 HEF @8R BEALILREE, FI ] SMR
(Windows 1. 3. 1) Jy k% & 22 2H SR PR 3 3R B8 e
S9TE L GWAS il A7 LA oA A0 3R (1) T RS &
i  EHED cis PH42E IR ( £ 1 Mb) PEIHR 5 B Rk
AP IR i 35 (P <5 x 107%) 1y SNP {24 T A A8
I, (2) BRERBONAG T 7R A 447 v T BRI Tk
7 SMR 43 #F ( https://yanglab. westlake. edu. cn/
software/smr/#Overview ) , (3) £ B/ 5 K 1E: % H
Benjamini — Hochberg 3% i B 4% 1% & ¥ 3R ( False
Discovery Rate,FDR) , & E/ 307K o =0. 05 %1t
PR E B, LA SR B R4 R L XK . (4) 5
Jo P A 56 R S K PR T HL AR A
( Heterogeneity in Dependent Instruments test, HEIDI)
WAL S R AR AR , HEBR i 1 A P17 sl 2 85 S 3
(B AP OCIE , HEIDT 4556 LA P_HEIDI > K %6 7K #E o
(0.05) LA i o J 3k, X4 P_SMR < #5355 /K fE «
(0.05) \P_FDR < ¥a%5 /K #E o (0. 05) H P_HEIDI > £
B KAE o (0. 05) B, IZHE RN = 55 B PRURFE I . 7R
ARWFFE, PERZOG A 9 2200 -

Bswp - 5

cn/ software/smr/#

Batmgkr - w5 =
SEETEE S Bave -stmeiskor

Bt st — o BT 3 B IR 2 157K - % 32 55
TR RE K /N, e Bsnp - sz kor RoRAH TR &
(SNP) Xf 4 [H 26 1K A A5 2808 KN, Bowe - e T2

TS5 (SNP) X 555 IR T80 R/

1.4 EEAfanpdr T DU A7 s HriE 4L, DA
HiI SNP JyH o 42 B0 + 100 kb 5 PRI 2H X 8, Ji i R
W coloc FFAU (v 5.1.0) TR BN R IK 5wt
SRR R AR, e AL B T LR
B s o PR — 3 55 O I ph ] — PSR A S A 3, DU
GWAS 5 eQTL 55 b 78 5 PR 41 Jry 08 IX il 222 90 25 i) —
vk S AL AT PR AL T AR S IR AR
(PP) : (1) HO, 32K PR JA8 5 i PR e 38 7 % 55 34 6 Bk
(PP.HO ); (2) HI, X f7 76 B [ & 3k LB (5 5
(PP. H1) ;(3) H2, {UAF7E 3 55 KBk AF 5 (PP. H2)
(4)H3, B PR 3 1k 5 502 55 SC It A [w) 2 57 28 S 3K 3y
(PP. H3) ;(5) H4, B R ik 5 3 g5 L 2 fm] — P SR A%
s+ (PP. H4) . ¥7E PP. H4 > 0. 80 120 SCHp 3L A 3R ik
550 55 0GB H [ — 384528 S BIK Sl 5 1) I A

L5 MM HIRUEEET SMR () RR k45
F AR I LAT Bk 4 B2 (1) T H AR B 1
KRN B E P <SE -8 ik 5 B EN
FAHKH SNPs, IFLL F Geitid > 10 RhrifERIBR 55 T
A, RIS A REE NP F giita, DI
it TR AR B R (AR B il 2 i P /R BE LA A S
B I b 55 T B AR B faj 5 (2) A1 ] TwoSampleMR
RERAFAL (v 0.5.6) $047 300 J7 22 fin AL (Tnverse
Variance Weighting, IVW) 434, 7% IVW {147 FDR
I ; (3) dl i MR Egger [l P4l K F- 22 vk (U
WA B S I 95% EAFIX[A]) 5 (4) K Cochran Q £
Bt A e e o 8 A SRR 3 B ) R PR A R 5 1Y
PRI DR, SR btz g« (1) TVW 55 SMR 23
Jr 1) —3H P_FDR <0.05;(2) J& . 3% Z XM (P
_MR Egger >0.05) ; (3) S BrtEAb T al #5325 Fl (Q_P
_IVW >0.05,Q_P_MR Egger >0.05) ,

1.6 GO g &L Nfibr ey R 0y 4P
ML, ASBF 58 Xl i SMR &g 5 PEKE 56 (P_FDR <0. 05
. P_HEIDI >0.05) .45z i % 4% (PP. H4 >0.80) H.
TRURRAE 53 BT 5 TR R {14 {0 B 5 PR A 7 B LA AR ( Gene
Ontology ,GO) THREEE 443071, GO & &/ M e k(R
TEL - A b 4T . GO B4R 40 BT AL 35 A W 5
BP ). 4 ffd A 4> ( Cellular

component , CC) 143 T I §8 ( Molecular function, MF)
=N,

( Biological process,

2 5 R

2.1 SMR %#F SMR 458 @75 356 N ELH - 555
KB EA G i12¢ & X (P_FDR <0.05 H P_HEIDI >
0.05) . XKEAEALT 69 AL, /A 78 48 4141
H(E3) . ZAHE D 5o 55 478 KR OCHR Y A



- 4210 -

PRAR T BT B2 2% 2025 4456 52 #5545 22 #]  Modern Preventive Medicine, 2025, Vol. 52, NO.22

AL 45 RBM6 . LRPPRC . TTC12 . RNF123 #il CPSI
RBMO6 7£ 45 A~ 41 20 55 3 55 47 48 PSR I, JCHK I
SR AYLH LN M (B = — 0. 024, P_FDR =0. 001, P_
HEIDI =0.215) , LRPPRC 7£ 38 A~41 41 5 3 5547
PRI OG B, G B AR 5 A A S0 I W (Ba =
~0.054,P_FDR =0.003,P_HEIDI =0.399) , TTC12
FE 30 AN LU 55 3 55 77 A PR SR G BE, S I f ok 1 40
YUR M (Boye =0. 038, P_FDR =0. 003, P_HEIDI =

0.106) ., RNF123 7£ 20 N 5@ 557 76 R ¢
156, S HK f 5 1) 2 4R K2 B BB W5 (Bgug = 0. 057, P _
FDR =0.003,P_HEIDI =0.189) , CPSI 7£ 16 /4141
5 32 55 A A DR SR S, R i o i 4L 800 2 T IR Wi
(Bsyr =0. 034, P_FDR =0.004,P_HEIDI =0.487) .
B2 s 5 55 19 69 A PRI JE I, 43 A 7 48 -4 40
i

RBM6 [ ] ....:...O.. 000000000 000OCOQCOGOOOSEST OOOO
LRPPRC [ 3 000000 0000O0OCGCOOGS ® 0000000 000 0O
TTC12 @ @ 000 O0000O0O e o _ o 00O o o o
RNF123 ® e O 0000 o000 L = N ] ®
CPS1 ® L ® ® £
CRLF3 @ € { N ] @ L ] ®
cisD2 @ @ oo
PABPC4 @ @ e ®
MST1R ® (N X J ® L] o
T™MOD2 @ @ ®
GMPPB { X J o000 o000 o ®
NDUFAF1
NMT1 @ ® ( & L N ] ®
ANKK1 ® ®
DCBLD1 [ J ®
GRPEL1
LANCL1 @ ® @ [ J
UBA ® ® L J
CHP1 ®
APEH ® ® L]
ATAD5 @
FADS1
MMAB
NUDT18 [ ] ® ®
NUSAP1
TMOD3 7S e o [ ) Py
UBE2D3
EXOC4 ~logso(P_FDR)
LIME1 30
MSANTD1 ®
RCOR1 @ ®
SEMA3F
TEFM L ] ® 25
ADAP2 ®
B Aks3 @
AREL1
BBOX1 20
C1Q
CDHR4 ®
DPYD
GLRA1 15
GLT8D1 ®
HPD
HR L
HTT ®
KCNC2 ®
KCTD10 ®
KLF7 @
LEO1 L]
MST1 )
MVi ®
MYO1H
NME7
OoIP5 @
PBX3 ®
PPP6C
RABEPK
RGS12
SCAI ®
SERTAD4
STK3f
TADA2B
TEX29 ®
TMEM106B
TMEM258
UBN1
WBP2NL
ZBTB46
ZNF24 @

4 WS PS Vo SIS EH TS QUREER GO~ s FELY &Y & Iy A & o
SAYELSI o BETH T & s S ; AR S (7R & A
SOEETEETHNSEFEVSIGECH 8 CLELERTFEST BT T EV G L8 €
K e G ye S S & NES & * » LT & £ S

9 §& # & & & &4 888 & &
2 P& & & & ¥ So& @&@/ & &
& o & - 2 Lo o A A
¢ § E LA 77/ LA é
@ § £&¢ &
B3
an
. N TPy vrom .
F: = LoglO(P_FDR) : %t FDR {45 () P {EEA T4 BOHARI T I
B2 PR EE A

Fig.2 Causal genes for frailty

2.2 ErAigodr HOEN TSR BR 48 NS
H1 280 NI - R E SR 5 FR A% PP. H4 > 0.8,
FE A B S P L R e 5 1Y R A el ) — At A
SO R RS XA KRB B 51T AN, B/ 3 BoR
I e LA HT R 51 ANFE R K PP. H4 ff

2.3 BRMESAT BURMES PRI B, 80 3
- ORI AR AE 27 2L ORI 7 20 A3
K, 2R 2 55 52 55 47 40 IR DGR 9 56 K 4 331

/& LRPPRC, RBM6, TTC12, RNF123 #1 CPSI,

LRPPRC 1 18 20 41t 5 52 55 77 75 PR SCHE, SC Ik
Hc3 I 4100 BRI (B = - 0.051, P_FDR =
5.35E -16) . RBM6 7£ 12 Ffi 2 41 5 5 55 47 75 A 2R
ORI, I ik B A LUN IR B K (B = — 0041, P_
FDR =4.02E - 19), TTCI2 f& 12 FZH b 555
FEAE R R OGBSIk stk B 20 200 0 H (B = 0. 017,
P_FDR =1.50E - 11), RNF123 7£ 7 FheH 41 5%
SR RROCHK , G ik LU BE T R R (B =
0.063,P_FDR =2.51E -20), CPSI f£ 4 F£H 4]



IRACTH BT B 27 2025 4757 52 455 22 #]  Modern Preventive Medicine, 2025, Vol. 52, NO. 22

- 4211 -

e Y 2y Y A=} N . ) Y = e oy =1
SRS AR R R OCHR DGR A s W ZH S UN AL I ar 4 5 O 20 MR 7E fe o 3 A0 40 IVW L 2 200 MEF 2
AL (B =0.027,PLFDR =2.59E-16), [ 4 FIlE  {ERILH.

RElls 00000 00000000000 00000 0000000000000 000CFOCGOGOGS (XXX
LRFFRC 0 0000 0000000000 0000000000000 ® 00 00 000000
11C12 9@ ® 0000000 0000 00 000 000 00 o [T X}
RIF123 @@ 0 _© (1] 0000 0O < ® o o ®
rs1 900 © 00060 @ 200 ® o000
PAEPC4 @ @000 000® _© [ 1]
USTIR @@ ® ® [ X' 1] ® ® ] ® o
CISD2 @@ ®o000O® @ O ®
NUT1 ® ( 1] ® 000 o0
T X T ) ® ® ®
LANCL] ©@® @ ® e o
GRPEL] @@ @@ ® ®
DCELD1 @ o0 o ® ®
THoD2 @ @ ® )
ANKK1 e o ® ® ®
UBE2D3 ® ° ®
M @ L ] [ ]
FADS1 ® ® <@
CRLF3 PP P ® ®
APEH PP.H4
THOD3 i) ®
SEMA3F ® ®
RCOR1 [ ] ® -
EX0C4 ® < 0.95
= CHP1 ° [ 1 ]
& INF24
* 7BTB46 @ 0.90
WEP2NL L
UBN1 ® 0.85
TEN29 ® aL
STK36
RABEPK ®
PPP6C ®
PEX3 )
NMET el
MYO1H ®
UVE ®
NST1 @
MSANTD1 L]
LEO1 ®
KCTD10 ®
KCNC2 ®
HPD L
GLT8D1 ®
GLRAL &
DPYD ®
CDHR4 @
BBOX1 ®
AREL1 ®
ANKS3 <
ADAP2 ®

VPP HA S (TR R BEK Ha

B

B3 s RS R A e L e

Fig.3 Results of colocalization analysis of causal genes for frailty

2.4 FHHH i SMR 04T I Ao M S AU
P BT i) 20 A RSO R . S5 R BN, Y
REAR T I, T AR BT [ ORI Y E A A R B
[ SRR E AL B R PR A s, IL AN 7 B AL & W 7
A A R RGP SF A A S R B
(IE16A) o ZHIIZH 5377 T, HE A 35 B 6 T A% A~ (4oL
W™ LIRSS A0 A — SR AR 2548 (151 6B) .
Iy T IIRESMAT AR, XU ARG M SR S A
A AR TSR PR AR DG 2% H A 12 25 4 (18 6C) o
P, S 22 LR R T REJH Y AR - Sokr
TRA5 S 16 T LU AR AR 2

it i

it
ABFFE I i SMR 23 A1 5 67 70 A LI Bk
PRI = B BEbi 8, U 80 AN JEPY - 5255 B35 ¢

3

W, Z LD 5 85 (FTE R OCHR I T 5 > AR A
A RBM6 . TTC12 . LRPPRC, RNF123 f CPS1, GO &
I ITAE R W R BE R B SRR SORLAR T RE Y 40 i A%
o YIS RS s YOS &R R Y AW By
ARG K BL, RBMO6 11 12 Ff 2 21 v 1§ 3 171 [ 34
P g KA HARS RN ] BB 5 A4 5L DR 2 Ao Ve 2
PIAASG . Kravvariti S BIF57 3 K 9056 55 A FF A1 Jo) ofi 2
%40 M B9 DNA 3 4%E W7 22 ( Double — Strand Breaks,
DSBs) K- 1. 3 5 T 559 ABE "> . DSBs 2 DNA
PR 2 —, SR ORS00 5 A i &
H, AR ROR HIE AR R, (HA W
J2, RBM6 L #IE S8 1 ] 48 e 6 14 B FE AL ) 41 2 (]
PR HE 41145 (Homologous Recombination Repair, HRR)
IR PR 5 1 B SR AR A1 i, DTG 48 i 400 it X DSBs
s fE S o SERTIIST & R SR A5 XUk i 4



« 4212 - PRAR T BT B2 2% 2025 4456 52 #5545 22 #]  Modern Preventive Medicine, 2025, Vol. 52, NO.22

iR B ik Beta (95% CI) P FDR V¥ F&il&
Jiti ANKKI IVW  -0.05 (-0.07 ~-0.04) —— : 6.24e-11 4772
LA ea il APEH  IVW 009 (-0.11 ~-0.07) <@ : 5.40e-16 4635
LRI BBOX1 IVW  -0.03 (-0.05~-0.02) ——t E 2.33e-05 6224
AL AT 4 CISD2  IVW  0.10(0.07 ~0.13) : b—796c-11 5322
AL AT Y i CPSI  IVW  0.03(0.02~0.03) E 2] 2.59%-16  65.14
N DCBLDI IVW  0.03 (0.02 ~ 0.04) E =B~ 72le-12 5501
EH EXOC4 IVW  0.02(0.01 ~0.02) i 2.42e-09 7432
il FADSI IVW  0.02(0.01 ~0.02) i " 5.96e-12  76.83
AL Y GRPELI IVW  0.08 (0.06 ~0.11) i ——b766c-11  54.79
4 [f(GTEx) HPD VW  0.03(0.02 ~0.04) E == 3.22¢-08  82.83
LRI LRPPRC IVW  -0.05 (-0.06 ~ -0.04) == E 535¢-16  65.59
4 [f(GTEx) MVK ~ IVW  -0.04 (-0.05 ~-0.03) - | 4.92¢-10  46.07
BREL R NMTI VW  0.05(0.03 ~0.07) E —f=—i 1.40e-08  54.26
Lt qneayiadi)i) PABPC4 IVW  -0.05 (-0.06 ~-0.03) — i 3.78¢-09  69.24
izazifiie RBM6 IVW  -0.04 (-0.05 ~-0.03) -0 f 4.02-19 71.18
-aNEii] RNFI123 VW  0.06 (0.05 ~ 0.08) i —8—  25le-20 78.03
EH TEX29 IVW  0.04(0.03 ~0.04) e 7.84¢-18  60.01
LE TTCI2 IVW  0.02(0.01 ~0.02) i [ 1.50e-11  79.17
JEH R A ibE E)UBAT  IVW  -0.08 (-0.09 ~ -0.06) ——t i 1.14e-14  60.84
22 WBP2NL IVW  0.02 (0.01 ~ 0.03) E o o) 4.19¢-07  75.89
-(l).l -0.‘05 (l) 0.(‘)5 0.|1
AR IEAESE

1 IVW 38005 22 AL ; Beta: 3305 22 AL Y beta {8 ; P_FDR . W7 25 AL P H AR &Z PR ;95% C1.95% B 5 X [A],
4 FLRFER B EHL T IVW 455

Fig.4 IVW resulis of genes in the most significant tissues

ALY FEHE BT (95%CD P SRR P MR Egger FFMEKLY P IVW

Jie ANKK1 -0.011 (-0.031 ~ 0.009) @@l 0.391 MR Egger 0455 VW 0.432
1

HEAL AT A APEH  0.005 (-0.009 ~ 0.019) i@t ().529 MR Egger  0.929 VW 0.930

FOR M BBOX1 0.013 (-0.007 ~ 0.033) -—5—0—00.429 MR Egger  0.561 VW 0.385

HAL AT AE AT CISD2  -0.002 (-0.019 ~ 0.016) e 0.859 MR Egger  0.829 VW 0.937
1

HA AT 4 AT CPSI  -0.000 (-0.008 ~ 0.008) [ ] 0.951 MR Egger  0.395 VW 0.488

B R DCBLD1-0.007 (-0.018 ~ 0.005) o—o—i—o 0.312 MR Egger  0.889 VW 0.832

N EXOC4 -0.002 (-0.010 ~ 0.007) o—o-i—t 0.707 MR Egger  0.954 VW 0.974

il FADS1  0.009 (-0.004 ~ 0.023) (238 MR Egger  0.728 VW 0.554
1

FEA BT 44 GRPELI1 0.003 (-0.007 ~ 0.013) bt (.564 MR Egger  0.969 VW 0.967

Ao (GTEx) HPD  -0.001 (-0.016 ~ 0.014) o—o{—c 0.875 MR Egger  0.728 VW 0.881

AR M LRPPRC -0.004 (-0.014 ~ 0.006) o—o—i—o 0.460 MR Egger 0473 IVW 0.517

41l (GTEx) MVK  -0.001 (-0.015 ~ 0.013) —_—— 0.877 MR Egger  0.648 VW 0.775
1

HRE NMTI  -0.002 (-0.030 ~ 0.025) .- 0.891 MR Egger 0212 VW 0.449

HEAG AT A PABPC4 0.009 (-0.010 ~ 0.028) t—i—o—oo.sso MR Egger  0.838 VW 0.647

JE Ik RBM6  -0.002 (-0.009 ~ 0.006) —r— 0.680 MR Egger  0.138 VW 0.171
1

B R RE M RNF123 0.008 (-0.007 ~ 0.022) b @$().379 MR Egger  0.555 VW 0.534

EH TEX29  0.005 (-0.002 ~ 0.013) -:—o—c 0.205 MR Egger  0.598 VW 0.509

LH TTCI2 -0.001 (-0.013 ~0.011) -—Q:—c 0.872 MREgger 0464 VW 0.570

JEFAERE Ek Ik E) UBAT -0.008 (-0.022 ~ 0.006)  @rmmmmmi@mmmetmet 0476 MR Egger  0.669 VW 0.511
1

JEpz WBP2NL 0.002 (-0.009 ~ 0.014) ——@—4  (.725 MREgger 0.680 VW 0.817

1 I |
-0.02 0 0.02

P AT MR Egger I P {8 P_MR Egger: 5 JRIEARETR P (8 P_IVW: AT EE R P H;95% C1.95% BAFIX .
B S RN e o A h 2 MR T R B 45 AR

Fig.5 Results of pleiotropy and heterogeneity tests for genes in the most significant tissues
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