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ABSTRACT

Background: Several risk factors for coronary artery disease (CAD) have been described, some
of which are genetically determined. The use of a polygenic risk score (PRS) could improve

CAD risk assessment, but predictive accuracy according to age and sex is not well established.

Methods: A PRScap including the weighted effects of >1.14 million SNPs associated with CAD
was calculated in UK Biobank (n=408,422), using LDPred. Cox regressions were performed,
stratified by age quartiles and sex, for incident MI and mortality, with a median follow-up of
11.0 years. Improvement in risk prediction of MI was assessed by comparing PRScap to the

pooled cohort equation with categorical net reclassification index using a 2% threshold (NRI*??)

and continuous NRI (NRI*?).

Results: From 7,746 incident MI cases and 393,725 controls, hazard ratio (HR) for MI reached
1.53 (95% CI [1.49-1.56], p=2.69¢-296) per standard deviation (SD) increase of PRScap.
PRScap was significantly associated with MI in both sexes, with a stronger association in men
(interaction p=0.002), particularly in those aged between 40-51 years (HR=2.00, 95% CI [1.86-
2.16], p=1.93e-72). This group showed the highest reclassification improvement, mainly driven
by the up-classification of cases (NRI*??=0.199, 95% CI [0.157-0.248] and NRI"°=0.602, 95%
CI [0.525-0.683]). From 23,982 deaths, HR for mortality was 1.08 (95% CI [1.06-1.09],
p=5.46¢-30) per SD increase of PRScap, with a stronger association in men (interaction p=1.60e-

6).

Conclusion: Our PRScap predicts MI incidence and all-cause mortality, especially in men aged
between 40-51 years. PRS could optimize the identification and management of individuals at

risk for CAD.

Key words: myocardial infarction; mortality; polygenic risk score; pooled cohort equation; age

and sex stratification
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INTRODUCTION

Coronary artery disease (CAD) is considered as a global health issue, responsible for a high
morbidity and mortality worldwide, especially when presenting as a myocardial infarction (MI)'.
CAD is heritable and has many recognized risk factors, several of which are genetically driven
(e.g. body mass index, LDL-cholesterol, diabetes, blood pressure) while others are related to

lifestyle or environment (e.g. smoking, nutritional behaviors, physical activity)?.

Current treatments for CAD include invasive procedures and preventive medical therapies.

Numerous new molecules have been developed or are currently evaluated in clinical studies (e.g.
PCSKO9 inhibitors, lipoprotein(a) antisense)>* in order to reverse or slow down CAD progression
through its causal risk factors. However, identifying and selecting patients who will benefit from

these therapies remains challenging, especially considering the cost of these new treatments.

During the past decades, methods to identify high-risk patients have improved. From
observational studies, several scores to quantify the risk of developing atherosclerotic
cardiovascular disease (ASCVD) were proposed>®. However, these scores do not consider
genetic components and focus only on age-related risk factors or lifestyle habits observed at a
given time point. Recent genome-wide association studies (GWAS), including data from up to
>700 000 individuals, have uncovered numerous genetic loci associated with CAD:8. These
publicly available datasets enable the development of instruments that aggregate the effect of
variants located throughout the genome. A polygenic risk score (PRS) can be estimated early in
life and identify individuals with a high genetic risk. Recent algorithms, such as the one
implemented in LDPred®, use Bayesian statistics to generate a posterior mean effect of genetic
variants by accounting for nearby polymorphisms (i.e. in linkage disequilibrium), improving the

predictive accuracy of the PRS.

To date, many PRS for CAD were proposed to establish the genetic risk profile of an
individual®>!%2¢, While independently associated with CAD, the incremental value of these PRS
to existing tools was shown to be relatively modest'®!?. However, the thresholds to define

individuals with a high polygenic risk have not been thoroughly explored in these studies. As
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shown previously, the use of a high PRS threshold could identify patients with risk similar to
rare monogenic mutations associated with CAD'>!6. The predictive accuracy of PRS for incident

CAD has also not been reported according to age and sex strata.

Here, we evaluated the accuracy of a CAD PRS (PRScap) to predict incident MI and mortality in
participants from UK Biobank followed for a median of 11.0 years. This study had three main
objectives: (1) derive a PRScap and evaluate its association with incident MI and mortality
according to age and sex, (2) compare its predictive accuracy with other CAD risk factors and
existing clinical tools and (3) propose a threshold to identify individuals at high risk who could

benefit the most from early preventive measures.

We show that PRScap is independently associated with incident MI and mortality. These
associations are stronger in men aged between 40 and 51 years. We also suggest a threshold that

could be used to identify individuals at high risk.
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METHODS

Study Population and Genetic Data

UKB is linked to Hospital Episode Statistic (HES) data, as well as national death and cancer
registries. These databases use normalized diagnostic codes from the International Classification
of Diseases (ICD)-10" revision and surgical procedure codes of OPSC-4 (Office of Population,
Censuses and Surveys: Classification of Interventions and Procedures, version 4). To define
prevalent CAD, we selected participants with ICD-10 codes for MI (121.X, 122.X, 123.X, 124.1,
or 125.2), for other acute ischemic heart disease (124.0, 124.8-9) and for atherosclerotic / chronic
ischemic heart disease (125.0-25.1, 125.5-25.9). Procedure codes for coronary artery bypass
grafting (K40.1-40.4, K41.1-41.4, K45.1-45.5), for coronary angioplasty, with or without
stenting (K49.1-49.2, K49.8-49.9, K50.2, K75.1-75.4, K75.8-75.9) were also added to the CAD
definition. We defined MI or revascularization based on MI ICD-10 codes, coronary artery
bypass grafting and angioplasty procedure codes.

For incident analyses, we used first occurrences dates for MI (data-field 131298 — 121 ICD-10)
provided by UKB until the end of June 2020. These data are retrieved from death registry,
primary care information (available for ~45% of UKB participants), hospital admission medical
reports and self-report. Dates for all-cause mortality (data-field 40000) were provided until
August 2020.

The estimation of 10-year risk of having a first ASCVD event was obtained by applying the
pooled cohort equation (PCE)°. This equation combines the following common risk factors:
ethnicity, sex, age, smoking status (current or not), HDL-cholesterol (HDL-C) levels, total
cholesterol levels, diabetes status, systolic blood pressure and treatment against hypertension.
Data collected or measured at the baseline assessment in UKB was used. In participants without
direct HDL-C measurement, levels were estimated using the Friedewald equation for individuals
with triglycerides levels <4.52 mmol/L (<400mg/dL). Otherwise, individuals with missing data

for any risk factor were excluded (n =47,735).
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Genetic data issued from UKB Phase 3 release were obtained from two genotyping arrays:
Affymetrix UK Biobank Axiom and UKBiLEVE Axiom. Quality control procedures, phasing
and imputation were centrally performed using UK 10K panel, Haplotype Reference Consortium
resource and 1000 Genomes Phase 3 panel as references?’. Samples with a call rate <95%, an
outlier heterozygosity rate, a sex mismatch, a non-white British ancestry, a third-degree relatives

excess (>10), or not used for relatedness calculation, were excluded.

Polygenic Risk Score for CAD

A polygenic score estimating the CAD genetic risk (PRScap) was built by using the LDPred
software (v1.0.08)°. Our study population was divided into two groups: a training dataset of
5,000 randomly selected participants and a validation group including the rest of the cohort
(n=403,422, Supplemental Table 1).

The LDPred algorithm uses a Bayesian approach to generate a posterior mean effect for each
variant described in a GWAS, by using information on linkage disequilibrium (LD) of variants
found in a reference panel. We used the summary statistics issued from the CAD GWAS meta-
analysis of the CARDIoOGRAMplusC4D’ consortium (including 60,801 cases and 123,504
controls). For the LD reference panel, we used data from the 503 European samples from the
1000 Genomes Project (phase 3, version 5)%.

Variants with info score R2 < 0.3 (i.e. quality of imputation), minor allele frequency (MAF) <
0.01, multi-allelic, insertion or deletions and with MAF discrepancies > 10% between all datasets
were excluded. Only SNPs included in the Phase 3 HapMap Consortium (~1.2 million) were
kept for the PRS derivation as recommended®. This computational algorithm also considers the
fraction of causal variants via a tuning parameter called rho, which is unknown for any given
trait. A range of rho values (0.1 —0.03 — 0.01 — 0.003 — 0.001 — 0.0003) were explored using the

training dataset as recommended”.

The final PRScap aggregates the re-weighted effect of 1,145,511 SNPs. From here, the PRScap

was z-score normalized for further statistical analysis.
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Statistical Analysis

To evaluate the association between PRScap and prevalent CAD and M1, logistic regressions
adjusted for age, sex and the first ten genetic principal components (PCs) were performed. We
also tested the independence between the PRScap and other CAD-related risk factors, namely
LDL-cholesterol, body mass index, systolic blood pressure, diabetes, smoking status and the

derived PCE variable.

Cox proportional hazard regression models were performed to evaluate the association of
PRScap with the incidence of a first MI and all-cause mortality. Dates of recruitment were used
as the starting time and all participants with events occurring before recruitment were excluded.
As data collection timeline differs for each outcome, we selected dates for the end of follow-up
according to the frequency distribution in time (Figure 1 and Supplemental Figures 1-2). For
incident M1, the end of follow-up date was selected within the last two years of the follow-up;
each month event frequency was screened and if there was a decrease exceeding 60% of the
mean of the previous three-month event frequency, the last day of the three-month period was
chosen as the end date (Supplemental Figure 1). For all-cause mortality, we used the last day of
February 2020 as the end of follow-up date, to avoid the subsequent sharp increase in mortality
likely secondary to the COVID-19 pandemic (Supplemental Figure 2). Schoenfeld tests were
performed as a prior to Cox regressions in order to verify proportionality assumption and
Schoenfeld residuals were visually inspected. We stratified our analysis by quartiles of age and
by sex. Models were adjusted for age, sex and the first ten genetic PCs in age-stratified analysis
and only for age and the first ten genetic PCs in sex-stratified analyses. Models including the
derived PCE variable were also tested.

To identify thresholds for a high genetic risk, we compared the individuals above the 80", 90,
95, 97.5M and 99t percentile of the PRS distribution to the rest of the validation group.

To explore survival and incidence of event probabilities, we performed Kaplan-Meier analysis.
Tertiles of PRScap were used to define genetic risk categories, as well as individuals below and
above the 90" percentile of PRScap. Statistical significance through genetic risk categories were

assessed via log-rank tests.
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The discrimination of the predictive models was assessed using Harrell’s C-statistic and 95%
confidence intervals (CI) were calculated by bootstrapping. PRScap predictive performance was
evaluated when added to PCE, using categorized net reclassification improvement (NRI), with a
risk probabilities threshold of 2% (NRI®?) obtained with Kaplan-Meier estimates for a period of
10 years. The risk threshold was selected based on the proportion of incident MI in the cohort.
Continuous NRI (NRI"?) were also calculated to assess the strength of the instrument as
suggested by Pencina et al*® and Kerr et al*. Confidence intervals (95%) for NRI’%? and NRI*?

were obtained from bootstrapping.

All statistical analyses were conducted using R (version 3.5.1) and GraphPad Prism 9. P-values

<0.05 were considered as significant.
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RESULTS

PRS cap derivation and validation in UKB

The complete dataset includes 408,422 participants from European ancestry, with a mean age of
56.9 + 8.0 years at recruitment and 54.1% of women. From Hospital Episode Statistics data, we

have identified 32,694 cases of CAD (8.00%), 14,924 cases of MI (3.65%) and 20,769 cases of

MI or revascularization (5.08%) (Supplemental Table 1).

A PRScap including 1,145,511 SNPs was calculated in the training dataset including 5,000
participants. The optimal rho value was 0.01 (Supplemental Table 2) with a corresponding odds
ratio for CAD (ORcap) per SD increase of PRScap reaching 1.48 (95% CI [1.29 to 1.70], p =
3.45e-08). The PRScap was calculated in the validation group, where it was normally distributed

(Anderson-Darling Normality Test, p = 0.1468, Supplemental Figure 3).

In the validation group, including 32,475 CAD cases and 370,947 controls, the ORcap was 1.56
(95% CI,[1.54 to 1.58, p < 10e-300) per SD increase of PRScap (Figure 2). The area under the
receiver operating characteristic curve (AUC) was 0.766 for the model including PRScap, age,
sex and the first ten genetic principal components (Supplemental Table 3). ORcap per SD
increase of PRScap was higher in men (1.62 — 95% CI [1.59 to 1.64], p <10e-300) compared to
women (1.45 —95% CI[1.42 to 1.48], p =3.65e-255; p = 1.21e-18 for interaction) (Figure 2).
Likewise, OR for MI (ORwmi) and OR for MI-Revascularization (ORmi-rEvasc) per SD increase of
PRScap were higher in men than women (p = 2.39e-06 and p = 0.003 for interaction) (Figure 2).

The association between PRScap and the cardiovascular outcomes was similar in models
adjusted for body mass index, LDL-cholesterol, HDL-cholesterol, total cholesterol, systolic
blood pressure, diabetes and smoking status (Supplemental Table 3). Similar results were
obtained when adjusting for the PCE-derived 10-year risk of first ASCVD variable
(Supplemental Table 3).
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PRScap association with incidence of M1

To determine the predictive accuracy of PRScap, we evaluated its association with the incidence
of a first MI. A total of 7,746 first MI occurred during the follow-up (median of 11.0 years)
(Table 1). There was a significant decrease in PRScap in the third and fourth age quartiles
(Supplemental Figure 4). The risk of having a first MI was positively associated with PRScap.
When including all age groups and both sexes, adjusted hazard ratios (HR) for MI (HRwmi) per SD
increase of PRScap was 1.53 (95% CI [1.49 to 1.56], p = 2.69e-296) (Supplemental Table 4).

In sex and age-stratified analyses, adjusted HRmi for women (n = 2,295 MI) varied between 1.57
(quartile 1, 95% CI [1.37 to 1.79], p =9.04e-11) and 1.40 (quartile 3, 95% CI[1.30 to 1.51],p =
7.90e-18) per SD increase of PRScap (Figure 3A and Supplemental Table 4). In men (n= 5,451
MI), a stronger association was observed in the first quartile of age, with an adjusted HRmp of
2.00 (95% CI[1.86 to 2.16], p = 1.93e-72) versus 1.48 (95% CI [1.41 to 1.54], p = 1.04e-66) for
the last quartile, per SD increase of PRScap (Figure 3B and Supplemental Table 4). Models
adding the PCE-derived variable as a covariate did not show significant modification in HRmp for
both sexes (Supplemental Table 5). Overall, there was a significant sex interaction (p = 0.002).
When stratifying by age, significant sex interactions were only observed in the first (p = 0.001)

and second (p = 0.012) quartiles.

There was an inverse correlation between PRScap and age at first incident MI, with a Pearson’s
R value of -0.094 (95% CI [-0.116 to -0.0719], p = 1.14e-16). The correlation was only
significant in men (Pearson’s R value of -0.125 (95% CI [-0.151 to -0.0992], p = 1.44e-20;
women: Pearson’s R value =-0.0162, 95% CI [-0.0571 to 0.0247], p = 0.44) (Supplemental
Figure 5).

For each category stratified by both age and sex, we also verified the impact of being in the
highest percentiles of the PRScap distribution on HRmi. Overall, the risk of incident MI
increased gradually across percentiles for all quartiles of age, although confidence intervals were
wider for higher thresholds (Figure 4). The 90™ percentile threshold corresponded to a HRmi

above 2 in both sexes while higher thresholds showed modest increases in risk (Figure 4 and
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Supplemental Table 6). At the 90" percentile threshold, the strongest associations were observed
in the first quartile of age for both sexes, with a HRmi of 2.78 (95% CI [2.01 to 3.82]) in women
and 3.45 (95% CI [2.92 to 4.09]) in men (Figure 4 and Supplemental Table 6).

Kaplan-Meier estimates of cumulative events for MI were consistent with Cox regression results.
When divided in tertiles, PRScap was significantly associated with a higher incidence, in all
individuals (Figure SA— Log-rank test, p <0.0001), but also in both women and men
(respectively Figures 5B and 5C — Log-rank test, p <0.0001). Taken together, a wider separation
was observed for cumulative events curves in men (Supplemental Figure 6). After 10 years of
follow-up, estimates of cumulative events for MI ranged between 0.62 % (low PRS) and 1.31 %
(high PRS) in women, and between 1.62 % (low PRS) and 4.21 % (high PRS) in men (Figures
5B and 5C). For individuals above the 90" percentile of PRScap, estimates of cumulative events
for MI reached 1.76% and 5.44% respectively for women and men (Supplemental Figure 7 —
Log-rank test, p <0.0001).

Discrimination was assessed in Cox regression models including various covariables using
Harrell’s C-Statistic (Table 2). The model including PCE-derived variable, PRScap and the first
ten genetic principal components (model 5) showed higher discrimination in all individuals
(0.748 - 95% CI [0.743 to 0.754]) when compared to the model including PCE only (model 4)
(0.740 - 95% CI [0.734 to 0.745]). Higher C-statistics were observed in model 5 for all age
groups in men, ranging between 0.747 (quartile 1, 95% CI [0.731 to 0.768]) and 0.654 (quartile
4, 95% CI [0.643 to 0.669]), but only in quartile 4 in women (0.673 — 95% CI [0.657 to 0.694]).

Categorized net reclassification improvement (NRI) was calculated using a threshold of 2%
(NRI%?) of predicted 10-year risk of MI. The addition of PRScap to the Cox proportional hazard
models including PCE resulted in a NRI*%2 of 0.0452 (95% CI, [0.0333 to 0.0573]), whereas
continuous NRI (NRI"?) was equal to 0.324 (95% CI [0.297 to 0.349]) (Table 3 and
Supplemental Table 7).

When sex-stratified, NRI*?? reached 0.0616 (95% CI [0.0416 to 0.0864]) for women and 0.0502
(95% CI, [0.0385 to 0.0634]) for men, while NRI"? reached respectively 0.296 (95% CI [0.235 to
0.356]) and 0.346 (95% CI 0.314 to 0.372) (Table 3 and Supplemental Table 7).
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Age-stratified analysis showed different results in women and men. First, NRI%?? was low in
women when stratified by age, likely due to an overall smaller number of cases (Table 3,
Supplemental Table 7 and Supplemental Figure 8). In men, NRI%%? was higher in the first
quartile of age (0.199 — 95% CI [0.157 to 0.248]), mainly driven by the reclassification of events
in the high-risk category (Supplemental Figure 8B), and decreased over the other quartiles (Table
3 and Supplemental Table 7). NRI™® showed at least modest improvement in all groups, ranging

from 0.271 to 0.602 (Table 3 and Supplemental Table 7).

PRS cap association with mortality

We have evaluated the impact of PRScap on all-cause mortality. 23,982 deaths have occurred
until March 2020 in the validation group. For all individuals, HR for mortality (HRMmorTALITY)
per SD increase of PRScap reached 1.08 (95% CI [1.06 to 1.09], p = 5.46e-30) (Supplemental
Table 8).

A sex interaction within all participants was observed, with a stronger association observed in
men (p = 1.65e-06, Figure 6). In women (n=9,604 deaths), HRmorTaLITY per SD increase of
PRScap was significant (1.04 - 95% CI [1.02 to 1.06], p = 3.17e-04), but when stratified by age
quartiles, only in the first and last were significant (Figure 6A and Supplemental Table 8). In
men (n = 14,378 deaths), HRmortaLITY per SD increase of PRScap were significant for all age
groups; the strongest association was observed in the youngest group (aged between 40 and 51
years) with a corresponding HR of 1.15 (95% CI [1.08 to 1.22], p = 1.64e-05) (Figure 6B and
Supplemental Table 8).

As observed for incident MI, being in the highest percentiles of PRScap was associated with a
significantly higher risk of mortality (Supplemental Figure 9 and Supplemental Table 9). In all
individuals at the 90" percentile threshold, HRmortaLiTy reached 1.18 (95% CI[1.13 to 1.23], p
= 6.86e-16), whereas in women and men, HRmorraLiTy Were respectively 1.16 (95% CI[1.09 to
1.24], p=3.76e-06) and 1.19 (95% CI [1.13 to 1.26], p =2.05e-11). When age and sex stratified,
the strongest associations were found in the first age quartile, with a corresponding HRmorTALITY
of 1.42 (95% CI [1.19 to 1.70], p = 1.35e-04) in men (Supplemental Figure 9 and Supplemental
Table 9).
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Kaplan-Meier curves showed modest but significant separation of survival curves among tertiles
of PRScap in women (Log-rank test, p = 0.02, Figure 7B), and a significant separation in
survival curves was observed in men (Log-rank test, p < 0.0001, Figure 7C).

After 10 years of follow-up, cumulative mortality estimates ranged between 3.61% (low PRS)
and 3.78% (high PRS) in women, and between 5.92% (low PRS) and 7.11% (high PRS) in men.
Individuals above the 90™ percentile threshold presented overall 10-year cumulative mortality of

4.11% and 7.41%, respectively for women and men (Supplemental Figure 10).
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DISCUSSION

We derived a polygenic risk score for CAD using a recognized Bayesian approach and evaluated
its predictive accuracy for incident myocardial infarction and all-cause mortality, in various age

and sex groups using recent data from UK Biobank.

Our study supports 4 major conclusions.

First, the association between PRScap and incident MI varies according to age and sex. Younger
men (aged between 40 and 51 years) showed significantly higher HRmi compared to the other
groups tested. Recently, sex-stratified Cox regressions using different PRScap in UKB revealed
higher HRs for incident CAD in men compared to women?>2%, although the analysis was not
performed in all age groups. Another study in UKB with a mean follow-up period of 6.2 years
showed that men with a high PRScap are at a significantly higher risk'”. The better performance
observed in men could be due to the overrepresentation of men as cases in CAD GWAS. The use
of sex-specific association data could potentially improve the predictive accuracy of PRS,
notably for women.

Our results suggest a more important genetic component in early-onset events, as the prediction
accuracy of MI incidence was the highest in the youngest quartiles of age in both women and
men. This last observation is in line with a previous study showing that a genetic risk score of
182 variants was strongly associated with early-onset CAD (before 40 years old)'>. A recent
study in the FinnGen cohort reported that using the top decile of a PRScap including >6 million
SNPs could identify 12.6% of coronary heart disease cases missed by clinical risk scores in
individuals under 55 years old, compared to only 2.5% of cases in older individuals®>. We also
report a significant inverse correlation between PRScap and age at first incident MI in men,

supporting the better performance to predict early-onset events.

Second, PRScap was significantly associated with all-cause mortality in both sexes, with a
stronger association in men. This is consistent with a recent study that showed an association
between a PRScap (207 SNPs) and all-cause mortality in men only in UKB?3. We also observed
a small but significant difference in PRScap between age groups, with older individuals having

on average a lower PRS. This finding could support a potential impact of PRScap on longevity.
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Third, PRScap brings complementary support in the identification of patients at high risk of MI,
independently of traditional risk factors and clinical scores. We observed significant continuous
NRI when adding the PRS to models including only clinical risk factors in all age and sex
groups, with a stronger improvement in younger men, corroborating recent findings?®. Our
results are also in line with observations from a recent analysis in the Malmé Diet and Cancer
Study, in which PCE-derived risk was categorized and compared with a PRScap including >6
million SNPs. The study showed a categorized NRI of 0.165 for CAD incidence over a 10-year
period?*. Our results contrast with the conclusions of two recent studies'®!°. Mosley et al'®
showed no significant improvement in reclassification with models including both PCE and a
PRScap of >6 million SNPs (versus PCE alone) in two cohorts (ARIC and MESA), even if the
PRS was associated with the incidence of coronary heart disease. The discrepancy with our
results could be in part due to the older population in these cohorts, which respectively included
individuals with a mean age at baseline of 62.9 and 61.8 years (compared to 56.9 years in this
study). The study by Elliott et al'® in UKB, with a median follow-up of 8 years, showed a modest
but significant categorized-NRI for incident CAD (risk threshold of 7.5%) when adding a
PRScap of 1 million SNPs (derived using the lassosum method). Notably, the PRS had a higher
predictive accuracy in participants <55 years, although reclassification analyses were not
performed in specific age groups. In our study, discriminative capacity and NRI were
significantly higher in the younger group of men, supporting a potential utility to predict early-
onset events. In fact, a PRS that can be measured from birth could improve the predictive
performance of clinical scores which rely heavily on age and have lower predictive accuracy in

young individuals.

Fourth, we propose the use of a threshold to identify patients at high genetic risk of MI. We
demonstrate that hazard ratios for MI for individuals in the top percentiles of the PRScap
increase gradually. Women and men above the 90" percentile of PRScap have a more than two-
fold increase in risk for incident MI and a 15 to 20% increase in risk of all-cause mortality. We
therefore suggest the 90" percentile of the distribution as a threshold to identify patients at high
risk, in line with other studies?*?2. A similar threshold was previously used to identify patients
with a high polygenic risk who benefit more from lipid-lowering treatments'>'4202! Notably, a

recent study showed that individuals with a PRScap including >6 millions of SNPs above the 90"
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percentile had a higher benefit from alirocumab, a PCSK9 inhibitor, with significant reduction of
absolute and relative risk. The data from the latter study was obtained from ODYSSEY
OUTCOME, a clinical trial including patients with a previous diagnosis of CAD?°. Similar
results were observed in statin trials for primary prevention'>!4. All in all, the 90 percentile of
PRScap could be used as a threshold to identify high-risk individuals for selection in clinical

trials and the use of more aggressive preventative measures.

Our study has limitations. First, our analyses were restricted to events occurring after the age of
40, the minimum age at recruitment in UKB. In addition, individuals with a very high genetic
risk could be underrepresented in the older groups since they are more likely to have early-onset
events. Second, this study is limited to individuals of European ancestry. Results need to be
validated in other ethnic groups. Third, the number of events was lower for women than men,
which may have decreased the power to detect significant associations. Fourth, the PCE is
validated for ASCVD and not specifically to predict MI. MI was selected as the main outcome

for incident analyses because of its severity and more robust phenotype.

In conclusion, we show that a polygenic risk score for CAD is independently associated with
incident MI and all-cause mortality, and has a better predictive accuracy in men between 40 and
51 years old. The use of a PRS threshold to identify individuals at high risk of an early-onset MI

should be considered.
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TABLES

Table 1. Characteristics of the validation group, stratified by age and sex

ot Validation Quartile 1 Quartile 2 Quartile 3 Quartile 4
Categories Catelglo;ies Group Group Group Group Group
All ‘Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men

n (%) 403,422 55,289 (54.82)| 45,567 (45.18) | 56,704 (56.22) | 44,151 (43.78) | 54,737 (54.27) | 46,118 (45.73) | 51,156 (50.72) | 49,700 (49.28)
Age,y (= SD) 56.93 (8.00) 46.29 (3.07) 46.16 (3.10) 5524(2.24) 5526 (2.24) 61.52(1.43) 61.54 (1.44) 66.83 (1.79) 66.79 (1.78)
BMI, kg/m? (£ SD) 2742 (4.76) 2649 (5.35) 27.65 (4.32) 27.11(5.30) 28.00 (4.42) 27.32(5.03) 27.96 (4.23) 27.32(4.77) 27.81(3.97)
Blood Pressure, Diastolic | 82.27 (10.11) | 79.16 (10.03) | 83.75(10.04) | 81.27(9.94) 85.23(9.97) 81.34(9.77) 84.56 (9.88) 80.85(9.83) 83.23 (9.94)
mmHg (+ SD) Systolic | 138.30(18.64)] 125.69 (15.71)] 135.08 (14.62)| 133.63 (17.89) | 139.85 (16.54) | 139.51 (18.61) | 143.38 (17.65) [ 144.60 (19.30) | 146.58 (18.41)

LDL-C 3.57(0.87) 3.34(0.77) 3.62(0.82) 3.72(0.84) 3.60 (0.85) 3.80(0.89) 3.45(0.87) 3.73(0.92) 3.28(0.87)
Blood lipids, mmol/L HLD-C 1.45(0.38) 1.55(0.37) 1.25(0.32) 1.62 (0.40) 1.27(0.34) 1.51(0.40) 1.28(0.35) 1.60 (0.40) 1.27(0.35)
(= SD) TC 5.71(1.15) 5.45(0.97) 5.65(1.07) 6.00 (1.08) 5.64 (1.11) 6.12(1.14) 5.46(1.14) 6.03 (1.19) 524(1.14)

APO-B 1.07 (0.24) 0.96 (0.22) 1.05 (0.24) 1.06 (0.23) 1.06 (0.24) 1.08 (0.24) 1.02 (0.24) 1.06 (0.25) 0.98 (0.24)
nmol/L (+ SD) Lp(a) 44.09 (49.45) | 43.11 (48.80) | 43.20 (49.49) | 4491 (49.78) | 4329 (49.28) | 45.16 (49.73) | 43.84 (49.41) | 45.50 (49.80) | 43.34 (49.19)

Hypertension, n (%) 90,542 (22.44) | 5,832 (10.55) | 7,223 (15.85) | 12,136 21.40) | 13,771 31.19) | 17,771 32.47) | 19,746 (42.82) | 22,795 (44.56) | 26,782 (53.89)
Diabetes, n (%) 20,522(5.09) | 1914 (3.46) | 2408(528) | 2.955(5.21) | 4212(954) | 3,721 (6.90) | 5651 (1225) | 4.691(9.17) | 7.556 (15.20)
Current Smoker n (%) 40,763 (10.10) | 6,398 (11.57) | 6925 (1520) | 5329 (9.40) | 5616 (12.72) | 3.998 (730) | 4.979 (10.80) | 3.138(6.13) | 4.380 (8.81)
ks ks i AREVD 839(7.66) | 1310147 | 423355 | 297205 | 903@72) | 570298 | 1447(597) | 1045@83) | 2124751
event (PCE), % (= SD)
Mean PRScap (+ SD) 6.8¢-06 (1.00) | 0.0047 (1.00) | 0.0144 (1.00) | 0.0044 (1.01) | -0.002 (0.99) | -0.0015 (1.00) | -0.0038 (1.00) | -0.003 (1.00) | -0.013 (0.99)
Incident ML n (%) 7,746 (192) | 208(038) | 681(149) | 427(075) | 1,175266) | 662(120) | 1.562(339) | 998(1.95) | 2,033 (4.09)
All-cause Mortality, n (%) 23982(594) | 830(1.50) | 1011 221) | 1,649291) | 2,182(4.94) | 2,651 (4.84) | 3906(847) | 4474(8.75) | 7279 (14.65)
Median Follow-up, y (+ IQR) 11.04(140) | 11.13(136) | 11.12(139) | 1112(1.29) | 11.10(133) | 11.05(139) | 1099 (1.44) | 1098 (1.41) | 1087 (1.56)

Continuous variables are presented with mean values + SD.

ApoB: Apolipoprotein B; ASCVD: Atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease; BMI: Body mass index; HDL-C: High density lipoprotein
cholesterol; IQR: Interquartile range; LDL-C: Low density lipoprotein cholesterol; Lp(a): Lipoprotein (a); MI: Myocardial infarction;
PCE: Pooled cohort equation; PRScap: Polygenic risk score for coronary artery disease; SD: Standard deviation; TC: Total cholesterol
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Table 2. Discrimination using Harrell’s C-statistic in Cox regression models for MI Incidence

Sex Group

Age Group

Harrell's C-Statistic

Model 1:
AGE + SEX

Model 2:
PRScap + PCs

Model 3:

PRScap + AGE + SEX + PCs

Model 4:
PCE

Model 5:
PRScap +PCE + PCs

All

(All ages) from 40 to 73

0.699 (0.723 to 0.734)

0.613 (0.607 to 0.619)

0.729 (0.724 to 0.735)

0.740 (0.734 to 0.745)

0.748 (0.743 to 0.754)

(Ql) from40to 51

0.701 (0.743 to 0.775)

0.680 (0.664 t0 0.701)

0.760 (0.746 to 0.777)

0.795 (0.782 to 0.810)

0.748 (0.733 to 0.769)

(Q2) from 52 to 58

0.672 (0.703 to 0.728)

0.625 (0.613 to 0.640)

0.717 (0.704 to 0.730)

0.745 (0.733 t0 0.757)

0.737 (0.726 to 0.752)

(Q3) from 59 to 63

0.643 (0.672 to 0.694)

0.598 (0.588t0 0.611)

0.684 (0.674 to 0.695)

0.707 (0.696 to 0.718)

0.714 (0.703 to 0.725)

(Q4) from 64 to 73

0.618 (0.653 t0 0.673)

0.607 (0.598 to 0.618)

0.664 (0.656 to 0.675)

0.671 (0.660 to 0.681)

0.698 (0.689 to 0.708)

Women

(All ages) from 40 to 71

0.668 (0.658 to 0.678)

0.601 (0.590to 0.614)

0.694 (0.685 to 0.706)

0.728 (0.718 t0 0.738)

0.718 (0.708 to 0.733)

(Q1) from 40 to 51

0.604 (0.563 to 0.641)

0.620 (0.601 to 0.672)

0.655 (0.631 to 0.705)

0.781 (0.750 to 0.815)

0.689 (0.671 to 0.750)

(Q2) from 52 to 58

0.539 (0.511 to 0.566)

0.601 (0.583 t0 0.636)

0.609 (0.592 to 0.645)

0.700 (0.671 to 0.730)

0.699 (0.678 to 0.728)

(Q3) from 59 to 63

0.514 (0.498 to 0.534)

0.598 (0.583 to 0.624)

0.599 (0.586 t0 0.627)

0.655 (0.632 to 0.676)

0.652 (0.636 to 0.682)

(Q4) from 64 to 71

0.548 (0.529 to 0.566)

0.611(0.596t0 0.633)

0.621 (0.605 to 0.641)

0.637 (0.618 to 0.655)

0.673 (0.657 to 0.694)

Men

(All ages) from 40 to 73

0.614 (0.607 to 0.621)

0.622 (0.614 to 0.630)

0.671 (0.665 to 0.678)

0.675 (0.668 to 0.682)

0.707 (0.700 to 0.714)

(Q1) from 40 to 51

0.582(0.563 t0 0.602)

0.702 (0.686 to 0.724)

0.718 (0.702 t0 0.737)

0.730(0.710 to 0.749)

0.747 (0.731 to 0.768)

(Q2) from 52 to 58

0.536 (0.519 to 0.552)

0.640 (0.626 to 0.658)

0.644 (0.631t0 0.661)

0.661 (0.644 to 0.678)

0.692 (0.679 to 0.709)

(Q3) from 59 to 63

0.523 (0.507 to 0.536)

0.604 (0.592 to 0.620)

0.608 (0.596 to 0.624)

0.635 (0.621 to 0.650)

0.657 (0.645 t0 0.671)

(Q4) from 64 to 73

0.521 (0.509 to 0.535)

0.611(0.601 to 0.625)

0.614 (0.604 to 0.629)

0.608 (0.594 t0 0.621)

0.654 (0.643 to 0.669)

95% Confidence intervals were obtained by bootstrapping

PRScap: Polygenic risk score for coronary artery disease; PCE: Pooled cohort equation; PCs: First ten genetic principal components
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Table 3. Net reclassification improvement of PRScap for MI incidence

Sex Group |Age Group Overall NRI*% Overall NRI™®

All Ages 0.0452 (0.0333 to 0.0573) 0.324 (0.297 to 0.349)

Quartile 1 0.158 (0.111 to 0.199) 0.545 (0.470 to 0.627)

All Quartile 2 0.0794 (0.0527 to 0.104) 0.349 (0.288 t0 0.413)
Quartile 3 | 0.0183 (-0.00557 to 0.0365) 0.267 (0.216 to 0.315)

Quartile 4 0.0383 (0.0200 to 0.0536) 0.302 (0.260 to 0.345)

All Ages 0.0616 (0.0416 to 0.0864) 0.296 (0.235 to 0.356)

Quartile 1 | 0.0197 (-0.0000817 to 0.0668) 0.313 (0.152 to 0.489)

Women Quartile2 | 0.0275 (0.000479 to 0.0625) 0.258 (0.144 to 0.368)
Quartile 3 | 0.0554 (0.00856 to 0.0923) 0.258 (0.158 to 0.346)

Quartile 4 0.0828 (0.0420 to 0.123) 0.299 (0.230 to 0.360)

All Ages 0.0502 (0.0385 to 0.0634) 0.346 (0.314 t0 0.372)

Quartile 1 0.199 (0.157 to 0.248) 0.602 (0.525 to 0.683)

Men Quartile 2 0.0693 (0.0263 to 0.121) 0.384 (0.315 to 0.458)
Quartile 3 0.138 (0.101 to 0.162) 0.271 (0.221 to 0.326)

Quartile 4 0.0744 (0.0540 to 0.104) 0.305 (0.257 to 0.355)

Overall net reclassification improvement (NRI) were determined for a risk threshold of 2% (NRI*?) and

using continuous values (NRI™?) from Cox regressions models including the PCE (standard model) or PCE

+ PRScap (new model) over a period of 10 years. 95% confidence intervals were calculated by

bootstrapping.

NRI: Net Reclassification Improvement; PRScap: Polygenic Risk Score for Coronary Artery Disease; PCE:

Pooled Cohort Equation.
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FIGURES LEGENDS

Figure 1: Study design for incident analyses in the validation group. Overview of participants’

selection for incident Myocardial Infarction (MI) and all-cause mortality.

Figure 2: Association between PRScap and prevalence of cardiovascular outcomes. Data are
presented as estimated odds ratios (OR) per SD increase of PRScap with their 95% confidence
intervals (95% CI) and two-sided P-values from logistic regressions, adjusted for age, sex (only
for all individuals) and the first ten genetic principal components. Significance of sex interaction
terms is indicated. CAD: Coronary Artery Disease; MI: Myocardial Infarction; MI-REVASC: MI

or Revascularisation Procedure.

Figure 3: Association between PRScap and MI incidence. Cox regression results were obtained
from models adjusted for age and the first ten genetic principal components (PCs) in women (A)
and in men (B), by quartile of age (Q1 to Q4) and for the whole group (all ages). Data are presented
as estimated hazard ratios (HR) for incident MI per SD increase of PRScap, with 95% confidence

intervals (95% CI).

Figure 4: MI incidence in individuals at high genetic risk. Cox regression results were obtained
for individuals above different percentile thresholds of PRScap (ranging between the 80™ and the
97.5™ percentile). Hazard ratios (HR) for MI incidence with their 95% confidence intervals (95%
CI) were compared in all individuals (A), and separately in women (B) and in men (C), for all ages

and each quartile of age (Q1 to Q4).

Figure 5: Event free probability for incident MI according to genetic risk. Event-free
probability curves for MI were obtained from Kaplan-Meier estimates for PRScap tertiles (low,
intermediate, high) in all individuals (A) and separately in women (B) and men (C). Only
individuals without an event before recruitment were included. The median follow-up was 11.0

years. Log-rank test, p-values <0.0001 for A, B and C.
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Figure 6: Association between PRScap and all-cause mortality. Cox regression results were
obtained from models adjusted for age and the first ten genetic principal components in women
(A) and in men (B), by quartiles of age (Q1 to Q4) and for the whole group (all ages). Data are
presented as estimated hazard ratios (HR) for mortality per SD increase of PRScap, with their 95%
confidence interval (95% CI).

Figure 7: Survival probability according to genetic risk. Overall survival probability curves
were obtained from Kaplan-Meier estimates over a median follow-up of 11.0 years, for tertiles of
PRScap (low, intermediate, high) in all individuals (A), and separately in women (B) and in men

(C). Log-rank test, p-values <0.0001 for A and C, and 0.02 for B.
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FIGURES

Figure 1. Study design for incident analyses in the validation group
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Figure 2. Association between PRScap and prevalence of cardiovascular outcomes.
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Figure 3. Association between PRScap and MI incidence
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Figure 4. MI incidence in individuals at high genetic risk
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Figure 5. Event free probability for incident MI according to genetic risk
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Figure 6. Association between PRScap and all-cause mortality
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Figure 7. Survival probability according to genetic risk
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