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Abstract

Objective: The incidence of Crohn’s disease and gout is increasing year by year, but the correlation
is not clear, so we conducted a two-sample bidirectional mendelian randomization study to ex-
amine the association between them. Method: We selected single nucleotide polymorphisms sig-
nificantly associated with Crohn’s disease and gout as instrumental variables and analyzed them
using summary statistics from publicly available genome-wide association studies. We used mul-
tiple MR methods and performed sensitivity analyses. Results: The results revealed that Crohn’s
disease was positively associated with the risk of developing gout (Odds Ratio, OR = 1.00060493,
95% Confidence Interval, CI, 1.00013013~1.00107996, P value = 0.01251316). Sensitivity anal-
yses further corroborated the finding, with no significant heterogeneity or horizontal pleiotropy
seen. Conclusions: Our findings suggest a positive association between Crohn’s disease and gout.
This finding provides new insights into the relationship between Crohn’s disease and gout and its
pathophysiologic mechanisms, and new strategies for the prevention and treatment of gout.
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S AE— R LA AR R , R AL 2 B R AR e TR IR ok i AR Al
Hettpars, SFEURBRTE MR R LU R RS, 0 fid A Jo 38 4 0 S B 5 AL B3 [1] 9 AP 3 2 S e TR
FEFEBEER . WL M. SR, BEREARE IR GRESE . JBXURIETT RS BSR4
KB REREAT, HARFREZMIERIE, M™EPMEE ARG RE. 8RS RREME ST R WL —
Firo ARHE 2017 ERYAEEREOR FUERTIT, 4BERAH 4120 HRENEH RN, ERRIRMEET R BE A
MW AE LA 1 [2] [3] R U N Ji R AR HE AL R0 20 3.2% [4]. B ARG 77 3CB0R, i UK AR I8 a1
FERA[S]. BEE R RIRFAR LT, S f b s, I TS A TR AR A
i RUEEIR 2R AR AN 0, T 7 R R AR U AR, 4 B R R U AR ARk B e R R B
[6]o T T RICHL G AR e T SR AR, AT BE R AN SR A AE R e S R R, i 2
SSES

T % R P E LI S T B Ik S M, LR R AR ARG BT . B R
ORI 5 BV . P55 R 3 R0 8 B 28 EAE T R4, 5 BBORG B G2 80 S5 0 Bz B B Ty B 32 404
[7], HHEFEMPAIEIEIATE AT o dhdlh, 52 R RS — RIIBHNFERRE, s E T %
AR E VAL (8], XMW T AN IE D B 598 K BB AE SCHR B 4R . SR, A AR BENL
SXof HERIG O M 9T % 1R 5 % R 5 08 AL AT A DG I . R, ARt 9 B 7E 32 A8/ R BE LA 7 1,
PATRANAR 2 50 2 TR 5 8 AU TR DR B

AR BEALAG S — PR 8 AL 28 AR S B ARBE AL B TR AR, PPl 5 5 45 R 2 (R R R SC R 1)
WFFEJ715[9]. 1% 5 A A% 7k 22 25 PE(Single Nucleotide Polymorphisms, SNPs)/E AT TR 4% ) & FE X

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2024.1482221 340 I IR 22 it g


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2024.1482221
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

N

L NTTHUEE 1 H RIS PRI 7T 8 SR A TR 2% PR R AN [ FRER OG AR il R, AT 389 5 17 7T 8 F) P S R
73 A B /R BER LA 7 AEAL B TS5 A 2 D AR AL 20 TS, 077 REATLX AR s A BE L AL L AR [10] . AEAHIE T
t, BATRAH B0 5 5 B B A R A AL AR e/ E o T RAR R, DLHEWT 50 2 U i XU RS2 . I
NHIEFE 5 2 R A XU R SR o 20 4 3t AR B TR B3 30, T AR RV T Il R BE AT A JE T
AR E SR BURL A KA, AT S T R A A R DU A A 375 o

2.
FRATTE 73 A A5 P £ B A 00 T 8 T GWAS T G vh it , DRl bt AN 75 A M 0 A8 B AL o B e 175 [

G5

FRATTHI I P RE A AR BE LA PR 50 2 OB A U R R G 2 ASE B AR 2 i, i XA
Jy, AZIRIEL L PRIRERET . O T ATSERILR, AR Vs £E MR 20 Wil A2 o 4 it 2 =S R
BL(1A 2): 1) MSRHERR: IVs 5T IR R SRR S o % BIR); 2) ST PEEs: Vs 5
SO B R AN EE R AR AT H R TER; 3) HeftthBei: Vs QUBM BEEMILER, AHZEPMEIR,
AN A B AR R 4 R [11] [12].
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Figure 2. Three critical assumptions of MR
2. HIERRENILI =X

FEIXAEEFE T, AR T ok 25 22 5088 FE (FinnGen) ) 2 2 5idE . 8B 05 7 16,380,453 4
SNPs. &I FIZH 4G 807 & CLHiiZ e B BRI R #, XFHRZLI By 210,300 A FEAERS . MRl -l B A7
B R S A VTR e BEAMA A R BFF AT NG, s T A Lok,

ST R A DR ZH R U SNPs HE A IR, FRATRA T — AN SR BIE(P < 5 x 1078) A E 5 5
B R 5 A IS SNPs, B3R5 T 22 MNIXFE) SNPs. il /R BEHLAL 732 B —ANAZ 0 Ji U i T L
RN BAAEES AT, KOAE R8s Rfr. Bk, AOTRA T — AN KIS (R2 < 0.001,
RIPPEE = 10,000 kb) AL HIX 6 SNPs 2 [A] (R IEBIA-FHT K R

BATEE R IRk B 9 E A9 (UK Biobank), L35 6543 /M XU 1 456,390 ANxf I, BF 70 A
NI, ids T Byt EIIEIRIHRENE SNPs B IL T, FRATEH T 78 BT Py m R 51
(FIACHE SNPs #E4T B 48 AR5 , FATTH SNPs-% 75 Al SNPs-45 JRBEAT 1 M, FEHR 5 4567 i [R5 R (AF > 0.42)
SR T 1132 SNPs, LA LR SNPs X 5 85 (1452 10 55 H 6k 45 J) 1 5200 0 S AH 5] 0 56107 : 8]

N T RIS TETE IR R R AN 2 Y, AR T MR-PRESSO 75 i R A 36 A Rl 574 ¥ SNPs

2
[13], AR ot /RN A T T S RIS, FRATBAF =[§J A F-giit s [14], PLFASFTIE R SNPs

MUBREE. 4 FAEORT 10 I, WA 5 ) IIEYE 22 B 52 31 95 TR AR Bl i s«

AR T o b o A R B ALK 7 92 SR A W v B TR o R R R O &R, L T ZE L
(inverse-variance weighted, IVW). ANAY 47 %3 (weighted median). {4 2455 (simple mode). AU
(weighted mode) f1 MR-Egger. HH, IVW J732: 45 FE R B0 k. MPA B3 1) SNPs #3247 20 T
HAF BB, IVW 773 0] DU AL HERG A1 [9]. 4 7 98/ o R B A B i th45 SR s, JRA 1M
wWE D 50%01) T HAF R AR, KA T B A sk s 4t —BUr R BN AG T [15]. tkAk, FAiTiE
AT B A AUR R, LA MR-Egger 8] U=t AN 1 %2 2 24 (BfE P < 0.05). J/RE MR-Egger
(51 U1 K1 8 1 T ARG (R 250 SE (G T i 7782 58) , (BE BT T R AR B LI, ehfedeft—80
ity T8 L [16] o FEBATIWE 0 A 1 i /R B AT LA 7572 SR Ay - B 67 ot 2505 2 L 398 sk IR XU (14 5
W, FELLOR MR RIMGE R, N T RN EH, AL T 95%E (5 X At

B 7 BB TN, BATBEHAT T U E BRI, DAEE SRR, ok, BRAVEH
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Cochran Q fu i vt &k — A 7 BN Hs Bl SNPs 2 [A] (1) S P [17], FFAERL 1 SNP 258 Lk
55 SNP 25 SRR, A4 SR mT Ak . A, BATHET T “B—3%7 b, DIRER R RS H
FAA SNP BRZ) o fe 26, FRATTARHE LU T FRvHE AR g DR G AR I 2 3 = 1) IVW J55 1 P A/ T 0.05; 2) IVW
Jrids B AL 02 MR-Egger J7 3 46 7177 I AHIR] ;. 3) MR-Egger #fE i 3e Al MR-PRESSO 4 J& i 46

YIAREZEP >0.05).

3. R

IR R EP <5 x 10°). FAE > 10 AUEHA-F#(LD; R2 < 0.001) 1k, FATmL&e T
5B B MO 13 4~ SNPs /E R TR RE(GEE 1), TRABREMN F-Git&7E 20.949~32.155 2 [i],

¥>10, FHFATHIBETEA KT

b a7,
HESZ

)95 T HL A5 i iy A R0

Table 1. SNPs used as instrumental variables from Crohn’s disease and gout (P <5 x 107)
# 1 AERZRRABERITATERNRZERR LSNP <5x107)

SNP f.exposure  se.exposure  pval.exposure f.outcome se.outcome  pval.outcome F
rs10748781 -0.2486 0.0535 3.36597E-06  —0.00034293  0.00024781 0.17 21.592
rs10807943 —-0.63 0.1111 1.42801E-08  —0.00047638 0.0003914 0.22 32.155
rs10836059 -0.2588 0.055 2.52499E-06  0.000269067  0.00027371 0.33 22.141

rs117924169 0.3625 0.0792 4.76102E—06 0.000143667  0.00035282 0.68 20.949
rs12119179 0.2596 0.0522 6.61896E-07  0.000614142  0.0002609 0.0189998 24.733
rs12374574 0.3014 0.0648 3.33903E-06  —0.00024455  0.00036524 0.5 21.634
rs12967678 0.3949 0.08 8.06603E-07  —0.00042511  0.00037614 0.26 24.367
rs13296652 0.3297 0.0646 3.37101E-07 0.000344805  0.00029227 0.24 26.048

rs2394994 0.3473 0.064 5.79495E-08 0.000250296  0.00030042 0.4 29.448
rs62173473 0.7219 0.1551 3.23497E-06  0.000602821  0.00047451 0.2 21.664
rs7107372 0.3041 0.0621 9.69907E-07 0.000270405  0.00027508 0.33 23.98
rs7150232 0.2944 0.0608 0.000001273  1.33293E-05 0.00027535 0.96 23.446
rs7800598 0.5329 0.1055 4.43404E-07 0.000556569  0.00044346 0.21 25514

IVW 73 #r g5 R B ox, w @ B 5% K KW XK & IEAMHK(OR = 1.00060493, ClI,
1.00013013~1.00107996, P = 0.01251316). JA Hr Az #4274 [ 1) 45 - (OR = 1.00078309, ClI,
1.00014423~1.00142236, P = 0.01627687) (¥ 2). KM E P ER 7ix—FIR KR (A 3. Bl 4).

FEHEAT UK 73 HTiN), Cochran’s Q test ) P AE 34K T 0.05, 1t WA M %Z 2 W1 1) 5+ it . MR-Egger
(6] U5 23 #r AR AR E 56 W 24l T 0 (P > 0.05), MR-Presso 1% P > 0.05, X #[ %A K BLK -2 2 sz
JRPEEYE . B VR M R W () 5), ZBR4EE 1) SNPs IF, 43 Hriah SEAT a5 oA, 1t W IR SR A S A S
FEAN e ) CHRAR B IXAN . B RN TR A R (5] 6). Rz, IXELLh BRI IRA R B 2 AR
[, B BRI 2
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Table 2. The MR estimates for each method of assessing the causal effect of Crohn’s disease on the risk of gout

2. THME RS Bimxtm MR E RN 5 AR R R ITHE

MR method nSNP beta se pval Cochr_an_s Heterogeneity
Q statistic pval
MR Egger 13 0.00072944 0.00077367 0.36601702 11.77124 0.3810817
Weighted median 13 0.00078278 0.0003258 0.01627687
Inverse variance 13 0.00060475 0.00024216 0.01251316 11.80229 0.4616858
weighted
Simple mode 13 0.00087212 0.00048544 0.09760205
Weighted mode 13 0.00084179 0.00045611 0.08975691
MR Test
Inverse variance weighted / Weighted median
/ MR Egger Weighted mode
Simple mode
1e-03 -
5e-04- T ,,/—.////
° ~® —
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Figure 3. Scatter plot
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Figure 5. Leave-One-Out
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Figure 6. Funnel plot
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SR B YO I 2 EL A S AR AL 3, W T B R e R I R B O 9. AT
SRR A 5 AR AL A HT A , 5 R o0 1 5 ' LR 15 I 1 9/ s o 38 R 726 D1

BT FEF T Bl RBENUAL 7, 3 — R F 3 A28 A 0 T B AR Sk A o R FR R R (6K 1L
T 2 TR ) R 8 JR) (1 33K FL 90 ) 2 1 PR S 5 R 1 7 i JRAT TR 10 T L2 B 2 159 0 L 35 A 11
SNPs, JX% SNPs [FIEBEI 2 T et ks, G MMIE. F EANESUR T . X Bk T AR
AN, I R B2 3155 TR A R R A TR . BBURR M A0 45 SR — 2B S T AT R
Mo FATRE RILHDI0FRIERKT 2 200, XFHILE R, AT B2 2140052 B i) IR 24
K. UL, BT, AT B RN AR S AR ) T RS IR I, X R T
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WIS R 1 5% B SRR BAAE IEAH GO R, Xl Beil il 2 AL s, 35—, 7% BUR
FIYE AERIE Je B JRE SRS o 5 D B A — P S REPE N, AR AR S W T R 08 1k 9RE I L[ 7] W FE R A,
NLRP3 % M A4 R0 7= A2 (R A0 B R 1L-18 75 v 27 R 1) B O e 25 =5 A A [18] [19]. NLRP3 /2 —
RG22 4K, JE 3 NLRP3 JER IS, NLRP3 ZJEMAR R —FhE AR E &4k, I R#AIER IL-1p
AUIL-18 K, FEFEFRAEMIETI[20]. 5— 71, AR TR ERKP I i P B RORE RS, JRIR
4 vl LSS NLRP3 48 ME4A[21] [22], #90 ICAM-1 Al IL-18 25 K AE R 7 1A [23], #F— 51 R RIE X
o PRI, 5% B AR X AT REE I S SORE R AR A BB SR, MTERE I R AR S X
TR B IR OG o WK, i g R AR M) 2 ——— R BE IR DT R (SCFAS) ] LATI b 2 J& i At
Tt R Bk Az [24]. SIEFERT, SCFAs B REXTI M AEA R filln, TERE:W L FRRIR 5 &
1 ABCG2 [FRIE, VAT il IR IR L I8 FHEM[25], 2 NRE. LIRAES G & ABELZ 1k 43(GPR43)
FEAER, A BRGNS A, S SORE MRS A IL-18 P2 AE[26], (R BEE KUY i 580 e B FA T 3R
o T A A P e A B YR A U T AR R 4535 3 o0 AR FH 27 3 v 2 7 B RS 5 9 XL T 2
ERH 53— L. S5 =, JRIR T Z i IR, B DhRe 45 35 W] Re S BURBR K- ThE, AT HS 0 XU
PP o b 2 B W] R E I s 0 U D) R, TR s e BRI R Y, S T 5 e 9 XU R XU [28] [29] . SR T
XU FUORTRE AR R 2, B RIHL L 75 Bt — 20 It ST R B A

JUERATRIBE AR AL T 58 2 R 59 2 [A) o] REAEAE R R G R B0 J00EdE, (R RN, AR T A7
FE—e R IR o, RAFIRATIIBE TR AL T o 2 TR FE X2 (8] AT e A7 AE R R OC R ITEYE , (R 200K
W E A R MR, X AT RE 2 REma 45 SR I Re . TEBRATI AR BEALAL 2 AT, 5 2 S 6t o XL DR SR
K ZIM OR {H4 1.00060493, #£i T 1. IX W] e TREAEL T RS RK . NgitE X Bk, A1
RILFRAE T Je DR TN v 2 BRI AR i AU LE AR R R RS . IR B XM &, w2 B Al e F A2 i
G R AR, o SR, T A (R B 2R R YR R T VR Z RN o AR SR I S T R R K
FEARBAE AR TR E, Dt PR w P B SR R ECR. B, HABDH SNPs
FrEafENARE L, XAae PR e THESS. N7 RJuX AN e 8, AT 7S BIEP <5 % 10°9).
H=, FRATBEEM SNPs FIADNFRN A B Hf, XS A HERR I o] B 2 ot 28 B PRk . SR
M, {EAFZEIE, E2MEEREENACER S, SN A TR I R dt, 3T 2 M R BT
(VBB AT FE AR I BT KT 2 BRI A . 300, BSRIRATIFE AR R 08 AT A8 /R BENLAL 43
M, (RAnSRREAECRE TR, U RESE LA 4G T 5 B B SR B DR R o R, RSR I 5T N 1% % 18
A8 BB R HIRE A SRIGUEFRAT T A AR B e 28 T, RAERATMAR TR 81 T SR B &, (R4 n] BRAF1E
— ORI LR R AR 22, W ARV 7 IR R (BRI AE5)), 1X L8P 3 AT RS20 v 2 U AR X
AR RS . 3 AR ERAT T BRI T B AR St v gk 5 AR B R R A %, XAl Re S RAFE M 2%
HN, APRMEEYE: PAREATECRARER AR, I, wTREAREHE 2 HoAh N B .

RAEAFEXLL /R, AR SR B A 5 % B S5 A [ PR 0% R BRI 17T I L . R ki)
W IC N 1% % FE IR Le R IR, JEIHAT EIR AN HIHR R .

5. &

FEAWE T, BATED % BRI XU A0 RS 3 I o R P35 AR B . B, X RN
PRESAESRAE 1 — B AL, DUSE v e B AR TR OB XU 6 T T8 EL 22 i 2 Wi Dy o 25 R )
H X RV REA B B A R AR ) A AT R e T B XU, TSR BT EEAT T BUARYT, HESh
SO R AT TS A (5, DR Gl R R AN I AOE . HLIR, X L AT REHESH JA T
56 2 R AR DR B A ZEATL AR P B A BB AOUR I o X AT RE 2 A HOBT AR YT SRS, I PR Y
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