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ABSTRACT

Background: Type 2 diabetes and atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease share several risk factors.
However, it is unclear whether the effect of these risk factors on liability to atherosclerotic cardiovascular

disease is independent of their effect on liability to type 2 diabetes.

Methods: We performed univariate Mendelian randomization to quantify the effects of continuous risk
factors from the IEU OpenGWAS database on liability to three outcomes: type 2 diabetes, coronary artery
disease, and peripheral artery disease, as well as the effects of liability to type 2 diabetes on the risk
factors. We also performed two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation to estimate the mediating
pathways between the risk factors, liability to type 2 diabetes, and liability to the atherosclerotic

cardiovascular disease outcomes where possible.

Results: We found evidence for 53 risk factors as causes of liability to coronary artery disease, including
eight which were causes of liability to type 2 diabetes only and four which were consequences only. Except
for fasting insulin and hip circumference, the direct and total effects from the two-step Mendelian
randomization were similar. This suggests that the combination of these risk factors with liability to type 2
diabetes was unlikely to alter liability to coronary artery disease beyond their individual effects. We also
found 13 risk factors that were causes of liability peripheral artery disease, including six which were causes
of liability to type 2 diabetes only and four which were consequences only. Again, the direct and total

effects were similar for these ten risk factors apart from fasting insulin.

Conclusions: Most risk factors were likely to affect liability to atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease
independently of their relationship with liability to type 2 diabetes. Control of modifiable risk factors
therefore remains important for reducing atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease risk regardless of patient

liability to type 2 diabetes.
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RESEARCH IN CONTEXT

What is already known about this subject?
e Type 2 diabetes, coronary artery disease and peripheral artery disease, share several risk factors
e Type 2 diabetes is also one of the strongest independent risk factors for both coronary and

peripheral artery disease

What is the key question?
e Which risk factors for atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease are mediated by liability to type 2

diabetes and which are independent?

What are the new findings?

e Among 108 risk factors in this study, there was evidence to support: 10 risk factors as causes, 23
risk factors as consequences, and 34 risk factors as both causes and consequences of liability to
type 2 diabetes

e In addition, we found evidence for 53 risk factors as causes of liability to coronary artery disease
and 42 risk factors as causes of liability to peripheral artery disease

e Using two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation, we found most risk factors for

atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease were likely to act independently of liability to type 2 diabetes

How might this impact on clinical practice in the foreseeable future?
e Our findings support continued control of modifiable risk factors as this is likely to reduce

atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease, regardless of patient liability to type 2 diabetes
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INTRODUCTION

Type 2 diabetes and atherosclerotic cardiovascular diseases, coronary artery disease and peripheral artery
disease, share several risk factors, such as obesity and hypertension (1-3). In addition, type 2 diabetes is
one of the strongest independent risk factors for both coronary and peripheral artery disease (4,5).
Primary prevention strategies for both diabetes and atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease focus on
lifestyle modification to improve the shared set of cardiometabolic risk factors including obesity,
hypertension, and dyslipidaemia. (6,7) However, despite the shared links between cardiometabolic risk
factors, diabetes, and atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease, the effects of risk factors on liability to
atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease, both through and independent of liability to type 2 diabetes, has

not been systematically assessed.

Mendelian randomization uses genetic variants associated with an exposure — referred to as an
‘instrument’ — as a proxy for that exposure. (8) Mendelian randomization can be used to estimate the
causal effect of an exposure on an outcome free from bias due to non-genetic confounding and reverse
causality if its assumptions hold (Supplementary Text 1). (9) Two-step Mendelian randomization for
mediation analysis is an extension to this method, which incorporates the causal effect of a mediator, to
estimate the direct (independent of the mediator) and indirect (via the mediator) effects of an exposure on
an outcome. (10,11) Furthermore, this approach can be applied using summary statistics from multiple
genome-wide association studies (GWASs) with non-overlapping samples. (12) This removes the need for

individual level data from a single study containing information on all the risk factors.

Mendelian randomization has previously been used to individually estimate the effect of several risk
factors on liability to our three disease outcomes of interest: type 2 diabetes, coronary artery disease, and
peripheral artery disease. (4,13—-17) Mendelian randomization for mediation has also been conducted to
investigate the effect of a selected set of obesity-related markers (genetically predicted BMI and waist-hip
ratio) on liability to coronary artery disease, peripheral artery disease and stroke, mediated by genetically
predicted systolic blood pressure, liability to type 2 diabetes, lipid risk factors and smoking. (18) However,
systematic assessment of a wide range of risk factors using Mendelian randomization to separate their
effects on liability to atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease from liability to type 2 diabetes has not yet

been conducted.
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In this study, we implemented a standardized univariate Mendelian randomization framework and follow-
up analyses with two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation to interrogate the association of a
broad range of continuous risk factors with liability to our three disease outcomes: type 2 diabetes,
coronary artery disease, and peripheral artery disease. The aim of this study was to separate the direct
effects of the risk factors on atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease from those mediated by liability to type

2 diabetes.

METHODS

Study design

Our study consisted of two stages, which are summarised in Figure 1. First, we used univariate Mendelian
randomization to estimate the effects of 108 continuous risk factors (see: Risk factor selection) on liability
to three disease outcomes: type 2 diabetes, coronary artery disease, and peripheral artery disease. In
addition, we used univariate Mendelian randomization to estimate the effect of liability to type 2 diabetes
on the 108 continuous risk factors. This allowed us to remove risk factors that had a bidirectional
association with liability to type 2 diabetes, which may indicate interaction of the phenotypes and violate
the assumptions required for the subsequent mediation stage. Based on the evidence from stage 1, we
implemented stage 2: two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation, which assumes no interaction
between the exposure and the mediator. Using this approach, we estimated the direct (i.e., the effect
independent of liability to type 2 diabetes) and indirect effects (i.e., the effect mediated via liability to type

2 diabetes) of the risk factors on the atherosclerotic cardiovascular diseases of interest.

Risk factor selection

Risk factors were selected from the IEU OpenGWAS database by implementing a selection procedure to
retain the largest, minimally adjusted GWAS for each continuous biological trait that had been studied in
both men and women of European or mixed ancestry (Supplementary Figure 1). (19) Sample overlap was

permitted between risk factors and so the majority of GWAS included participants from UK Biobank. (20)

Outcome phenotypes

We obtained the GWAS for liability to type 2 diabetes in European ancestry from the DIAMANTE

consortium. (21) The GWAS for liability to coronary artery disease and liability to peripheral artery disease
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were obtained from the CARDIOGRAM consortium and Million Veteran Program respectively. (22—24) As
noted above, sample overlap was permitted between risk factors, however GWAS were obtained from

distinct samples for liability to type 2 diabetes, coronary artery disease, and peripheral artery disease.

Univariate Mendelian randomization

Instruments for each risk factor were defined using the genome-wide significant (p<5e-8) genetic variants
from the corresponding GWAS to satisfy the first instrumental variable assumption of relevance. For the
univariate Mendelian randomization analyses, instruments were clumped using a 10Mb window and R
squared linkage disequilibrium (LD) threshold of 0.001 against the 1000 genomes reference panel for the
European super-population, which was filtered to include only bi-allelic variants with minor allele
frequencies greater than 0.01. Instruments consisting of less than 10 variants were removed, before
harmonization with the outcome data to represent an increase in the exposure. Mendelian randomization

was then performed using the inverse variance weighted method.

We repeated the above univariate Mendelian randomization analyses using the simple mode, weighted
median, weighted mode, and MR-Egger methods as a sensitivity analysis to examine estimate consistency.
We also derived heterogeneity statistics to examine the consistency of estimates across the variants
included in each analysis and performed a leave-one-out analysis to determine whether certain variants
were driving the observed effects. We included an MR-Egger intercept test to assess if directional
pleiotropy was likely to have affected our results. (25) Finally, to assess the no measurement error

assumption for MR-Egger, we calculated the 12y statistic as a measure of potential attenuation bias. (26) All

univariate analyses and associated sensitivity analyses were implemented using the TwoSampleMR

package for R. (27)

Two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation

For risk factors with both (i) evidence of a unidirectional association with liability to type 2 diabetes (in
either direction) and (ii) evidence of an effect on liability to at least one atherosclerotic cardiovascular
outcome of interest, multivariable Mendelian randomization was applied using the risk factor and liability
to type 2 diabetes as exposures. As noted previously, evidence of a unidirectional association with liability
to type 2 diabetes is necessary, as two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation assumes no

interaction between the exposure and the mediator, which we cannot rule out when a bidirectional
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association between a risk factor and liability to type 2 diabetes is observed. An arbitrary false discovery
rate (FDR) of 5%, calculated according to the Benjamini and Hochberg method, was used as an indicator of

supportive evidence of an association between risk factors and liability to type 2 diabetes. (28)

Based on the direction of the effect between the risk factor and liability to type 2 diabetes, multivariable
Mendelian randomization allowed us to estimate either (i) the effect of the risk factor, independent of
liability to type 2 diabetes, on the liability to atherosclerotic cardiovascular outcome of interest (Figure 1,
panel B) or (ii) the effect of liability to type 2 diabetes, independent of the risk factor, on the liability to
atherosclerotic cardiovascular outcome of interest (Figure 1, panel C). These effects are often referred to
as ‘direct’ effects. Where appropriate, we also derived either (i) the effect of the risk factor, through
liability to type 2 diabetes, or (ii) the effect of liability to type 2 diabetes, through the risk factor, on liability
to the atherosclerotic cardiovascular outcome of interest. These effects are often referred to as ‘indirect’
or ‘mediated’ effects. For these analyses, we multiplied the estimate for the effect of the exposure of
interest on the mediator obtained from the univariate Mendelian randomization by the direct effect of
mediator on the outcome obtained from the multivariable Mendelian randomization (where the exposure
of interest and mediator were both used as exposures). Confidence intervals were derived using the sum

of squares method.

Instruments for this analysis were clumped against either the risk factor or liability to type 2 diabetes
(whichever GWAS had the smallest instrument) using a 10Mb window and R squared LD threshold of 0.001
against the 1000 genomes reference panel for the European super-population, which was filtered to
include only bi-allelic variants with minor allele frequencies greater than 0.01. Harmonisation was
performed with variants aligned to represent an increase in the exposure prior to analysis. We calculated
conditional F statistics to test instrument strength for each exposure in our analysis. We also calculated a
modified form of Cochran's Q statistic that has been developed to measure heterogeneity in causal effect
estimates from multivariable Mendelian randomization. Multivariable Mendelian randomization estimates
and these statistics were obtained using the MVMR package for R. (29) The non-collapsibility of odds ratios
can pose a problem when using summary statistics from logistic regression for binary mediators and
outcomes in multivariable Mendelian randomization. To assess whether this is likely to have impacted our
results, we repeated our analyses using a GWAS of liability to type 2 diabetes based on a linear (instead of

a logistic) model (Supplementary Text 2).
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Code availability

All analyses were conducted in R version 4.0.2. The associated code is available from:

https://github.com/venexia/T2DMediationMR.

RESULTS

The results of this analysis are presented in four parts. First, the selection of risk factors from the IEU
OpenGWAS database. (19) Second, the results of the univariate Mendelian randomization analyses to
interrogate the effect of each risk factor on liability to type 2 diabetes and the effect of liability to type 2
diabetes on each risk factor. Third, the results related to liability to coronary artery disease from both the
univariate Mendelian randomization and two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation. Fourth, and
finally, results related to liability to peripheral artery disease from the univariate Mendelian randomization

and two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation.

Risk factor selection

We identified 108 risk factors from the IEU OpenGWAS database for inclusion in our analysis. (19) Details
of both the risk factor and outcome GWASs are provided in Supplementary Table 1. The majority of the
risk factor GWASs were conducted in UK Biobank by the Neale lab. (30) Twelve of the selected GWASs
were from other sources: adiponectin (31); alcoholic drinks per week (32); body fat (33); body mass index
(34); cigarettes per day (32); fasting glucose (35); fasting insulin (35); heart rate (36); neuroticism (37); total

cholesterol (38); urinary sodium-potassium ratio (39); and waist-to-hip ratio (40).

Causes and consequences of liability to type 2 diabetes

Estimates from bidirectional univariate Mendelian randomization of each risk factor and liability to type 2
diabetes found evidence for: 10 risk factors as causes, 23 risk factors as consequences, 34 risk factors as
both causes and consequences, and 41 risk factors as neither causes nor consequences of liability to type 2
diabetes at an FDR threshold of 5% (Supplementary Figures 2 and 3; Supplementary Table 2). Sensitivity
analyses using alternative Mendelian randomization methods were consistent with the inverse variance
weighted estimates (Supplementary Figures 4 and 5; Supplementary Table 2). The MR-Egger intercept
test found intercepts between -0.15 (body fat on liability to type 2 diabetes) and 0.07 (fasting glucose on

liability to type 2 diabetes) (Supplementary Table 3). Finally, the 12 statistic was over 0.93 for all MR
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Egger results (Supplementary Table 4). When taken as an estimate of the attenuation bias in these
analyses, this corresponds to less than 7% relative bias towards the null. Based on the findings from these
bidirectional univariate Mendelian randomization analyses, 33 of the 108 risk factors were eligible for the
two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation analyses for liability to atherosclerotic cardiovascular

disease that followed.

Causes of liability to coronary artery disease

Using univariate Mendelian randomization, we found evidence for 53 of the 108 risk factors as causes of
liability to coronary artery disease at the FDR threshold of 5%. Twelve of these risk factors also had a
unidirectional association with liability to type 2 diabetes and so were eligible for two-step Mendelian
randomization for mediation (Supplementary Figures 6 and 7; Supplementary Tables 2 and 5). Using the
risk factor as the exposure and liability to type 2 diabetes as the mediator for the eight risk factors
identified as causes of both liabilities to type 2 diabetes and coronary artery disease, we found similar
direct and total effects for most risk factors: Apolipoprotein B, aspartate aminotransferase, diastolic blood
pressure, standing height, total cholesterol, and trunk fat percentage (Figure 2; Supplementary Table 6).
The exceptions were fasting insulin and hip circumference, where the effects indicated partial mediation
by liability to type 2 diabetes. For the remaining four risk factors (mean corpuscular haemoglobin, mean
sphered cell volume, testosterone, urate), we used liability to type 2 diabetes as the exposure and the risk
factor as the mediator as they had been identified as consequences, rather than causes, of liability to type
2 diabetes. In this analysis, we found similar direct and total effects in all cases, suggesting that the risk
factor and liability to type 2 diabetes were likely to have independent effects on liability to coronary artery
disease (Figure 3; Supplementary Table 6). The conditional F statistics for the multivariable Mendelian
randomization component of these analyses ranged from 9 to 87 (Supplementary Table 6), indicating good
instrument strength. Meanwhile, the modified Cochran's Q statistic exceeded the critical value for the X?
distribution at the 5% level for all analyses. This indicated that the chosen SNPs predicted both the risk
factor and liability to type 2 diabetes in the data. Taken as a whole, the analyses concerning liability to
coronary artery disease suggest that the effects of the risk factors are likely independent of the effects of

liability to type 2 diabetes for the most part.

Causes of liability to peripheral artery disease

We found evidence for 42 risk factors as causes of liability to peripheral artery disease at the FDR threshold

of 5% using univariate Mendelian randomization. We performed two-step Mendelian randomization for
9
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mediation on 10 of these 42 risk factors with evidence to support a unidirectional association with liability
to type 2 diabetes (Supplementary Figures 8 and 9; Supplementary Tables 2 and 5). Using the risk factor
as the exposure and liability to type 2 diabetes as the mediator for the six risk factors (Apolipoprotein B,
diastolic blood pressure, fasting insulin, hip circumference, total cholesterol, and trunk fat percentage)
identified as causes of both liability to type 2 diabetes and liability to coronary artery disease, we found
similar direct and total effects in most cases (Figure 4; Supplementary Table 6). Fasting insulin was again
identified as an exception with effects that indicated partial mediation by liability to type 2 diabetes. For
the other four risk factors (alcohol intake frequency, cigarettes per day, sodium in urine, and urate), we
used liability to type 2 diabetes as the exposure and the risk factor as the mediator and found similar direct
and total effects in all cases (Figure 5; Supplementary Table 6). The conditional F statistics for the
multivariable Mendelian randomization component of these analyses again indicated good instrument
strength, ranging from 9 to 86 (Supplementary Table 6). We also found the modified Cochran's Q statistic
exceeded the critical value for the X? distribution at the 5% level for all liability to peripheral artery disease
analyses. Similar to the results concerning liability to coronary artery disease, these analyses suggest that
the effects for the majority of risk factors on liability to peripheral artery disease are likely to be

independent of the effects of liability to type 2 diabetes.

DISCUSSION

This study found evidence for the causal effects of multiple risk factors on liability to our three outcomes of
interest: type 2 diabetes, coronary artery disease, and peripheral artery disease, using univariate
Mendelian randomization. Common risk factors for liability to these outcomes included glycaemic traits,
such as glucose (type 2 diabetes: OR = 3.34, 95% Cl = 2.41 to 4.63; coronary artery disease, OR = 1.25, 95%
Cl=1.11to 1.41; peripheral artery disease: OR = 1.26, 95% Cl = 1.10 to 1.44) and anthropometric traits,
such as body fat percentage (type 2 diabetes: OR = 2.78, 95% Cl = 2.32 to 3.32; coronary artery disease: OR
=1.52,95% Cl = 1.33 to 1.73; peripheral artery disease: OR = 1.92, 95% Cl = 1.68 to 2.19). We also
identified specific risk factors for each outcome. For instance, there were five risk factors with evidence to
support an effect on liability to type 2 diabetes (whole body fat-free mass, whole body water mass, peak
expiratory flow, lymphocyte count, IGF-1) but not liability to coronary or peripheral artery disease; as well
as twelve and eight risk factors with specific effects on liability to coronary and peripheral artery disease
respectively. These findings support continued control of the modifiable risk factors studied, independent

of the diabetes control, to reduce the risk of these outcomes.

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.05.21261658
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.05.21261658; this version posted August 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Using two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation analysis, this study found that the effects of most
of the eligible risk factors were likely to be independent of the effects of liability to type 2 diabetes. There
are several reasons why a mediating effect may not have been identified in this analysis. Firstly, there
could be no true mediating effect, so our findings reflect reality. Secondly, we may lack power to detect a
mediating effect as the power requirements for multivariable Mendelian randomization are greater than
univariate approaches and the number of risk factors considered in this study comes with a high multiple
testing burden. Alternatively, the phenotypic complexity of liability to type 2 diabetes may be obscuring
effects if, for example, a risk factor acts on a certain component of liability to type 2 diabetes that does not
have a causal effect on liability to atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease. Partial mediation was observed
for two risk factors: fasting insulin, which is difficult to separate from the clinical definition of type 2
diabetes, and hip circumference, though this particular risk factor was only an exception for the outcome
liability to coronary artery disease. Several of the risk factors tested, including body mass index and waist-
hip-ratio, were identified as both causes and consequences of liability to type 2 diabetes and so were not
studied using two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation, even if the magnitude of the effects
heavily favoured a direction. Despite this, the strong causal effects observed for these risk factors on
liability to coronary and peripheral artery disease, without consideration of liability to type 2 diabetes,
indicate that they remain important risk factors for reducing the risk of atherosclerotic cardiovascular

disease outcomes.

Four risk factors included in this study may be considered as part of the clinical definition of type 2
diabetes: fasting glucose, fasting insulin, glucose, and glycated haemoglobin (HbAlc). Except for fasting
insulin, which was found to be a cause but not a consequence of liability to type 2 diabetes, these risk
factors were deemed to have bidirectional relationships with liability to type 2 diabetes when interpreted
using the arbitrary 5% FDR threshold selected for this study. Given the interrelated nature of these
glycaemic risk factors with liability to type 2 diabetes, this is perhaps unsurprising and highlights the
difficultly in disentangling these effects. Nonetheless, these risk factors were important to include in our
analysis given our aim of systematically assessing the effects of risk factors on liability to atherosclerotic

cardiovascular disease risk.

Our study has some limitations. Mendelian randomization requires several assumptions to hold for valid
estimates to be obtained. (8,9) Except for relevance, these assumptions cannot be tested. However, where
possible, we have performed sensitivity analyses and falsification tests. A further concern is the

assumption of no interaction between risk factors and liability to type 2 diabetes that is necessary for the

11
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two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation. We cannot readily test this assumption using summary
data, so the impact of any violation is difficult to quantify. For this reason, we were conservative in our
approach to the analysis and did not perform two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation on any risk
factors that had a bidirectional relationship with liability to type 2 diabetes at the 5% FDR threshold. This
should help to minimize the possibility of model misspecification. Our study may also be biased due to the
non-collapsibility of odd ratios, which can impact estimates as a result of summary statistics from logistic
regression being used for binary mediators (such as liability to type 2 diabetes) and outcomes (such as
liability to coronary and peripheral artery disease). (11) We assessed this possibility by repeating our
analyses with summary statistics from a novel GWAS that used a linear model for liability to type 2
diabetes and found little difference in the Mendelian randomization estimates we obtained
(Supplementary Text 2; Supplementary Figure 10). This indicates that non-collapsibility of odds ratio is
unlikely to have impacted our results. In addition, our study may be affected by horizontal pleiotropy. We
used MR-Egger estimators to investigate whether our results were sensitive to assumptions about the
structure of pleiotropy and found some evidence that a small number of risk factors may have horizontally
pleiotropic effects. Finally, our study was restricted to individuals of European or mixed ancestry due to the
broad range of GWAS required for the analysis. Consequently, the generalizability of the findings from this

study is limited to comparable European or mixed ancestry populations.

In conclusion, we have used a Mendelian randomization framework to separate the effects of continuous
risk factors from liability to type 2 diabetes and aid our understanding of their relationships with liability to
coronary and peripheral artery disease. Our analysis suggests that some key risk factors — including
diastolic blood pressure and hip circumference — act independently of liability to type 2 diabetes.
Therefore, control of the modifiable risk factors included in this study is likely to reduce atherosclerotic

cardiovascular disease, regardless of patient liability to type 2 diabetes.
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Figure 1: lllustration of the two-stage study design (panel A) and the two-step Mendelian randomization

for mediation models used for stage 2 (panels B and C)

(A) Stage 1 Stage 2
UVMR evidence for Two-step MR
T2D > risk factor for mediation
limited (B)
supportive (C)

(B)

Variants with a direct

— i
effect on the risk factor Risk factor
Variants with direct
effects on both the risk
factor and liability to T2D
Variants with a direct R o Liability to
effect on liability to T2D > Liability to T2D e ASCVD
()
Variants with a direct . Liability to
> —
effect on the risk factor Risk factor ASCVD

Variants with direct
effects on both the risk
factor and liability to T2D

Variants with a direct
effect on liability to T2D

v

Liability to T2D

Panel A summarizes how evidence from univariate Mendelian randomization (UVMR) analyses of the risk
factor, liability to type 2 diabetes (T2D), and liability to atherosclerotic cardiovascular diseases (ASCVD) is
assessed in stage 1. Here, estimates that met the arbitrary false discovery rate threshold of 5% were
deemed to have ‘supportive’ evidence, while all other estimates were deemed to have ‘limited’ evidence.
Stage 1 then informs the analysis models used in stage 2 for the two-step Mendelian randomization (MR)
for mediation. These models are described in panels B and C, where the red arrows represent the direct (i.e.
independent of the mediator) effect and the blue arrows represent the indirect (i.e. via the mediator) effect.
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Figure 2: Two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation estimates for the total, indirect (mediated by
liability to type 2 diabetes) and direct (independent of liability to type 2 diabetes) effects of the indicated

risk factors on liability to coronary artery disease

Apoliprotein B

Total, OR: 1.80, 95% CI: 1.60 to 2.02 u
Indirect, OR: 0.98, 95% CI: 0.89 to 1.08 L
Direct, OR: 1.55, 95% CI: 1.40 to 1.71 u

Aspartate aminotransferase

Total, OR: 1.20, 95% CI: 1.07 to 1.34 u
Indirect, OR: 1.02, 95% CI: 0.92t0 1.13 |
Direct, OR: 1.15, 95% CI: 1.02 to 1.31 u

Diastolic blood pressure

Total, OR: 1.79, 95% CI: 1.54 to 2.08 u
Indirect, OR: 1.03, 95% CI: 0.91 to 1.17 m
Direct, OR: 1.63, 95% CI: 1.41 to 1.87 L]

Fasting insulin

Total, OR: 2.26, 95% CI: 1.47 to 3.50 =
Indirect, OR: 1.58, 95% CI: 0.71 to 3.53 | u
Direct, OR: 1.53, 95% CI: 1.05 to 2.24 u

Hip circumference
Total, OR: 1.14, 95% Cl: 1.03 to 1.26 =
Indirect, OR: 1.07, 95% CI: 0.91 to 1.26 Im
Direct, OR: 1.06, 95% CI: 0.96 to 1.18 Im

Standing height

Total, OR: 0.81, 95% CI: 0.77 t0 0.86 u
Indirect, OR: 0.99, 95% CI: 0.92 to 1.06 |
Direct, OR: 0.78, 95% CI: 0.71 t0 0.85 u

Total cholesterol

Total, OR: 1.52, 95% CI: 1.37 to 1.69 u
Indirect, OR: 0.98, 95% CI: 0.88 to 1.09 u
Direct, OR: 1.52, 95% CI: 1.39 to 1.67 u

Trunk fat percentage

Total, OR: 1.27, 95% Cl: 1.13 to 1.43 u
Indirect, OR: 1.11, 95% CI: 0.94 to 1.32 | =
Direct, OR: 1.25, 95% CI: 1.10 to 1.42 u
0.5 1.0 2.0 4.0

Odds ratio and 95% confidence interval for the effect of
the risk factor on liability to coronary artery disease,
mediated by liability to type 2 diabetes
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Figure 3: Two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation estimates for the total, indirect (mediated by
the indicated risk factor) and direct (independent of the indicated risk factor) effects of liability to type 2

diabetes on liability to coronary artery disease

Mean corpuscular haemoglobin

Total, OR: 1.17,95% Cl: 1.12to 1.21 u
Indirect, OR: 1.00, 95% CI: 0.92 to 1.09 L]
Direct, OR: 1.17, 95% Cl: 1.13 to 1.21 u

Mean sphered cell volume

Total, OR: 1.17,95% Cl: 1.12to 1.21 u
Indirect, OR: 1.00, 95% CI: 0.92 to 1.10 u
Direct, OR: 1.16, 95% ClI: 1.12 to 1.20 u
Testosterone
Total, OR: 1.17,95% Cl: 1.12to 1.21 ]
Indirect, OR: 1.01, 95% CI: 0.82 to 1.23 u
Direct, OR: 1.22, 95% CI: 1.16 to 1.27 |
Urate
Total, OR: 1.17,95% Cl: 1.12to 1.21 u
Indirect, OR: 1.01, 95% CI: 0.89to 1.14 u
Direct, OR: 1.16, 95% CI: 1.12t0 1.20 u
0.5 1.0 2.0 4.0

Odds ratio and 95% confidence interval for the effect of
liability to type 2 diabetes on liability to coronary artery disease,
mediated by the risk factor
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Figure 4: Two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation estimates for the total, indirect (mediated by
liability to type 2 diabetes) and direct (independent of liability to type 2 diabetes) effects of the indicated

risk factors on liability to peripheral artery disease

Apoliprotein B

Total, OR: 1.17, 95% CI: 1.08 to 1.26 u
Indirect, OR: 0.97, 95% CI: 0.89 to 1.07 u
Direct, OR: 1.34, 95% CI: 1.22 to 1.48 u

Diastolic blood pressure

Total, OR: 1.27,95% Cl: 1.11to 1.44 u
Indirect, OR: 1.05, 95% CI: 0.93t0 1.18 im
Direct, OR: 1.20, 95% CI: 1.06 to 1.35 u

Fasting insulin

Total, OR: 2.51, 95% CI: 1.42 to 4.46 u
Indirect, OR: 1.91, 95% CI: 0.86 to 4.25 | u
Direct, OR: 1.32, 95% CI: 0.92 to 1.89 ! u

Hip circumference

Total, OR: 1.31, 95% CI: 1.19t0 1.45 u
Indirect, OR: 1.10, 95% CI: 0.93 to 1.29 | =
Direct, OR: 1.26, 95% CI: 1.13 to 1.40 u

Total cholesterol

Total, OR: 1.15, 95% CI: 1.05t0 1.26 u
Indirect, OR: 0.97, 95% CI: 0.88 to 1.08 u
Direct, OR: 1.19, 95% Cl: 1.11 to 1.28 L

Trunk fat percentage

Total, OR: 1.68, 95% CI: 1.49 t0 1.89 u
Indirect, OR: 1.15, 95% CI: 0.98 to 1.37 (.
Direct, OR: 1.40, 95% CI: 1.23to 1.59 |

0.5 1.0 2.0 4.0
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Figure 5: Two-step Mendelian randomization for mediation estimates for the total, indirect (mediated by
the indicated risk factor) and direct (independent of the indicated risk factor effects of liability to type 2

diabetes on liability to peripheral artery disease

Alcohol intake frequency

Total, OR: 1.24, 95% CI: 1.20 to 1.29 u
Indirect, OR: 1.02, 95% CI: 0.86 to 1.20 u
Direct, OR: 1.23, 95% Cl: 1.16 to 1.29 u

Sodium in urine

Total, OR: 1.24, 95% CI: 1.20 to 1.29 u
Indirect, OR: 1.01, 95% CI: 0.80 to 1.27 ]

Direct, OR: 1.24, 95% CIl: 1.18 to 1.29 |

Urate

Total, OR: 1.24, 95% CI: 1.20 to 1.29 a8
Indirect, OR: 1.01, 95% CI: 0.89to 1.15 ]

Direct, OR: 1.22,95% CIl: 1.18 t0 1.26 o
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