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Abstract (299 words) 26 

 27 

Mendelian randomisation (MR) is an established technique in epidemiological investigation, 28 

using the principle of random allocation of genetic variants at conception to estimate the causal 29 

linear e]ect of an exposure on an outcome. Extensions to this technique include non-linear 30 

approaches that allow for di]erential e]ects of the exposure on the outcome depending on the 31 

level of the exposure. A widely used non-linear method is the residual approach, which 32 

estimates the causal e]ect within di]erent strata of the non-genetically predicted exposure (i.e. 33 

the "residual" exposure). These “local” causal estimates are then used to make inferences 34 

about non-linear e]ects. Recent work has identified that this method can lead to estimates that 35 

are seriously biased, and a new method - the doubly-ranked method – has been introduced as a 36 

possibly more robust approach. In this paper, we perform negative control outcome analyses in 37 

the MR context. These are analyses with outcomes onto which the exposure should have no 38 

predicted causal e]ect. Using both methods we find clearly biased estimates in certain 39 

situations. We additionally examined a situation for which there are robust randomised 40 

controlled trial estimates of e]ects - that of low density lipoprotein cholesterol (LDL-C) 41 

reduction onto myocardial infarction, where randomised trials have provided strong evidence of 42 

the shape of the relationship. The doubly-ranked method did not identify the same shape as the 43 

trial data, and for LDL-C and other lipids they generated some highly implausible findings. 44 

Therefore, we suggest that until there is extensive simulation and empirical methodological 45 

work demonstrating that these methods generally produce meaningful findings use of them is 46 

suspended. If authors feel it is imperative that they report results from them there should be 47 

strong justification for this, and a number of sanity checks (such as analysis of negative and 48 

positive control outcomes) should be provided. 49 

 50 

 51 
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Introduction: 61 

 62 

Mendelian randomization (MR) is now a widely used epidemiological technique contributing  to 63 

improved causal inference in settings in which unmeasured confounding may bias estimates 64 

[1–3]. MR findings have been consistent with randomised trial data in many settings [4], and 65 

have assisted causal inference as a component of triangulation of evidence [5,6] Recently, 66 

there have been developments in MR in which attempts are made to extend causal inference 67 

from a whole population (e.g. the overall e]ect of increasing vitamin D on all-cause mortality), 68 

to strata of that population (e.g. only those with low levels of vitamin D) [7–11]. This has the 69 

potential to answer important questions around the linearity of exposure-outcome e]ects. The 70 

development of the “residual” method led to  MR studies that purported to show striking non-71 

linear e]ects [12–18], in particular with respect to vitamin D and BMI as exposures. However, 72 

recent analyses have suggested that this method may be susceptible to serious bias, including 73 

that likely related to amplification of selection bias within strata [3,19–21]. In this manuscript, 74 

we explore a number of issues that suggest caution in using non-linear approaches at present. 75 

 76 

Development of the residual method and concerns about inconsistent causal estimates 77 

 78 

In the residual method the measured levels of the exposure (e.g. Vitamin D) are regressed onto 79 

the genetic instrument (e.g. a polygenic risk score for Vitamin D). The residuals of that 80 

regression represent the IV-free exposure (sometimes referred to as the “non-genetic” portion of 81 

Vitamin D). These residuals are then split into strata (often 10, or 100 strata) ordered by the 82 

mean IV-free exposure value. Therefore, the sample in stratum 1 have the lowest level of “IV-83 

free” Vitamin D, and the sample in stratum 10 (or 100) have the highest value. MR is then run 84 

within each stratum, and estimates are combined by parametric statistical methods (such as 85 

fractional polynomials) to estimate a non-linear curve. The requirement for stratification based 86 

on the residuals rather than the exposure itself is driven by the desire to avoid collider bias [22] 87 

as this would be induced by stratification on the exposure itself.  88 

 89 

There has been a recent focus on the performance of this method. In particular, one study 90 

identified a non-linear predicted causal e]ect of Vitamin D on a number of outcomes, 91 

suggesting that increasing Vitamin D in those who were below the median level might produce 92 

considerable benefit (as opposed to the null overall causal e]ect) [23]. In some analyses, 93 

despite a precisely estimated null or harmful overall e]ect, every strata had a protective e]ect, 94 
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with some e]ects substantial. Following the journal and the authors being alerted to this [19] 95 

the authors referred to it “as a logical impossibility if all estimates have a causal 96 

interpretation”[23]  after the journal retracted the paper[24]. Several other analyses applying 97 

identical methods to the same exposure, with overlapping data and outcomes, have, 98 

unsurprisingly produced similar and likely equally spurious findings [15,16].  99 

 100 

Following the documentation that the findings were erroneous the authors of the initial non-101 

linear Vitamin D analysis [23] re-evaluated the residual method used in the study. In a recent 102 

paper [25] they showed via simulation studies that the residual method was biased under 103 

certain situations, in part relating to the “constant genetic e]ect” assumption – that the 104 

genotype-exposure e]ect is linear and thus constant across strata (i.e. the coe]icient for IV-105 

exposure remains the same across strata). For Vitamin D, the constant genetic e]ect 106 

assumption was shown not to be satisfied, with much larger genotype-exposure e]ect 107 

estimates in top strata than in the bottom strata [25]. They also noted that this heterogeneity in 108 

IV-exposure association was not identified in the residual method, and suggest that this is a 109 

flaw in the residual approach. It is not clear why this would have led to the J-shaped curve 110 

observed in the residual method, however. To address this challenge a di]erent way of 111 

stratifying the exposure was developed, called the “doubly-ranked” method [11]. 112 

 113 

In this method, the strata are developed in multiple steps (Figure 1). In the first step, the 114 

population is doubly-ranked by the level of the genetic instrument into pre-strata. Subsequently, 115 

within each pre-stratum, the participant with the lowest level of the exposure is taken and 116 

placed into the lowest final stratum. The participant with the next lowest level of the exposure in 117 

pre-strata 1 is placed into final stratum two. The same process occurs for all pre-strata. The first 118 

stratum therefore contains the first participant of every pre-strata, each of which has the lowest 119 

level of exposure in the pre-stratum. The number of pre-strata (K) to be generated depends on 120 

the number of strata desired (J) and the total sample size (N) using the formula N = J x K. That is, 121 

for a sample size of 1,000, and to generate a final desired number of strata of 10, 100 pre-strata 122 

are generated.  123 

 124 

Figure 1: A worked example of strata generation in the doubly-ranked approach. In the first step, 125 

all participants are sorted by their level of the instrumental variable (IV) into pre-strata. In the 126 

second step, participants are sorted by their level of exposure within each pre-strata. In the third 127 

step, the first participant from each pre-strata is placed in the first final strata. The second 128 
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participant in each pre-strata is placed in the second final strata, and so on. In the orange, a 129 

single participant is followed. This participant has the lowest level of IV so is placed in pre-strata 130 

1. They have the second lowest level of exposure within this pre-stratum so are placed in the 131 

second final stratum. 132 

 133 

 134 
 135 

A more detailed exposition is given elsewhere [11]. The doubly-ranked method is suggested 136 

(using simulation studies) by the authors to be insensitive to changes in the exposure to 137 

genotype association over strata, i.e. does not rely on the constant genetic e]ect assumption to 138 

generate unbiased estimates. The retracted non-linear vitamin D paper[18] – which claimed 139 

substantial non-linearity in the causal e]ect of vitamin D – has been replaced by a revised paper 140 

applying the doubly-ranked approach which suggests no meaningful non-linearity [23,24]. 141 

 142 

Despite the development of the doubly-ranked method solving some of the issues evident in 143 

both empirical and simulation studies of the residual method, there remain a number of 144 

uncertainties about the reliability of both methods to provide unbiased causal estimates.  In this 145 

paper we evaluate the residual and doubly-ranked methods using “negative control outcome 146 

(NCO) analyses [5,6,26] in UK Biobank, a large and widely researched cohort study.  NCO 147 

analyses are analyses performed on control outcomes that should lead to a null result, and 148 

where identification of a non-null estimate suggests bias. We additionally examined a situation 149 

for which there are robust randomised controlled trial estimates of e]ects - that of the e]ect of 150 

low density lipoprotein cholesterol (LDL-C) reduction on myocardial infarction, where 151 

randomised trials have provided strong evidence of the shape of the relationship [27,28]. We 152 

compared these estimates from trials with those generated by both non-linear MR methods. We 153 

present our findings in the context of a recent preprint from the principle developer of the 154 

doubly-ranked method, and draw attention to highly implausible findings in this report [29]. 155 
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Materials and Methods: 156 

 157 

Data source 158 

 159 

This study was performed in UK Biobank [30]. UK Biobank recruited around 500,000 participants 160 

between 2006-2010 from 22 sites across the UK. Participants were invited via post and had a 161 

range of interviews on recruitment to record previous life events, demographics, and medical 162 

history. Additionally, participants had blood samples taken for biochemical testing and had a 163 

range of physical and anthropometric measures performed (e.g. body mass index, blood 164 

pressure). Subsequently, participants had record linkage to electronic health record data for 165 

secondary care and national death data (for >99% of participants). 166 

 167 

We analysed data on the subset of participants who were minimally related and of White British 168 

ancestry (n = 385,290), defined by relationship analyses [31]. Specifically, we used the MRC 169 

Integrative Epidemiology Unit genetically quality controlled data, described in detail elsewhere, 170 

excluding highly related participants [31]. 171 

 172 

Exposures and data source 173 

 174 

This study focussed on Vitamin D (measured as nmol/L) BMI (measured as kg/m2), and LDL-C 175 

and triglycerides (TG) (measured as mmol/L) as exposures, as all of these were measured in 176 

participants on recruitment to UK Biobank, and have been widely used in non-linear MR 177 

analyses [17,23,29,32]. Details on measurement are available via the UK Biobank website. Our 178 

study sample for each analysis included only participants who had these values recorded 179 

successfully on recruitment to UK Biobank and had genetic data available. Sample sizes 180 

di]ered slightly due to missing values for each exposure (e.g. due to assay failure, inability to 181 

give blood, etc). For triglycerides, we also extracted data from a subsequent visit, around 2 182 

years later, for around 15,000 participants.  183 

 184 

We then identified genetic variants to use in MR for all exposures. To identify variants associated 185 

with BMI, we used a large recent meta-analysis of BMI which did not include any participants of 186 

UK Biobank [33]. We extracted all variants which were associated with BMI (p < 5 x 10-8) and then 187 

clumped them by linkage disequilibrium to include only independent variants (r2 <0.001, kb = 188 

10,000). LD clumping was performed using the TwoSampleMR package in R and was based on 189 
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LD from the European ancestry participants from the 1000 Genome’s project [34]. In total we 190 

included 68 variants (Supplementary Table S1). For Vitamin D, to match as close as possible to 191 

a previously described non-linear MR analysis, we used the same set of variants that they used 192 

[23]. These have previously identified to be associated with Vitamin D levels in meta-analysis 193 

from four well characterised genomic regions known to be involved in Vitamin D metabolism 194 

(GC, DHCR7, CYP2R1, CYP24A1)[35]. In that analysis, 21 variants were used but 3 were 195 

unavailable in our data so in total 18 variants were used to generate our polygenic risk score 196 

(Supplementary Table S2). The three missing variants were all rare (minor allele frequency 197 

<0.005) in 1000 Genomes European subset) and were therefore unlikely to substantially a]ect 198 

our instrument. For LDL-C and TG we used summary statistics from the most recent analysis of 199 

the Global Lipids Genetics Consortium (GLGC) excluding UK Biobank participants. Again, we 200 

took independent variants (p < 5 x 10-8, r2 <0.001, kb = 10,000) from across the genome. In total 201 

we included 296 variants for LDL-C and 366 variants for TG (Supplementary Table S3).  202 

 203 

To generate an individual PRS for each participant we used PLINK v2.0.4 [36], with the summary 204 

e]ect generated by summed weighted allele scores, with each allele weighted by its e]ect on 205 

the exposure.  206 

 207 

Genotyping and imputation  208 

 209 

This analysis was performed on quality controlled genetic data held within the MRC Integrative 210 

Epidemiology Unit. Full details of quality control are available elsewhere [31] but a summary is 211 

provided here. The full data release for this study contains the cohort of successfully genotyped 212 

samples (n=488,377). 49,979 individuals were genotyped using the UK BiLEVE array and 213 

438,398 using the UK Biobank axiom array. Pre-imputation QC, phasing and imputation are 214 

described elsewhere [30]. In brief, prior to phasing, multiallelic SNPs or those with MAF ≤1% 215 

were removed. Phasing of genotype data was performed using a modified version of the 216 

SHAPEIT2 algorithm [37]. Genotype imputation to a reference set combining the UK10K 217 

haplotype and HRC reference panels was performed using IMPUTE2 algorithms [38]. The 218 

analyses presented here were restricted to autosomal variants using a graded filtering with 219 

varying imputation quality for di]erent allele frequency ranges. Therefore, rarer genetic variants 220 

are required to have a higher imputation INFO score (INFO>0.3 for MAF >3%; INFO>0.6 for MAF 221 

1-3%; INFO>0.8 for MAF 0.5-1%; INFO>0.9 for MAF 0.1-0.5%) with MAF and Info scores having 222 

been recalculated on an in-house derived ‘European’ subset. Data quality control Individuals 223 
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with sex-mismatch (derived by comparing genetic sex and reported sex) or individuals with sex 224 

chromosome aneuploidy were excluded from the analysis (n=814).  225 

 226 

 227 

Degree of relatedness: 228 

 229 

Estimated kinship coe]icients using the KING toolset identified 107,162 pairs of related 230 

individuals. An inhouse algorithm was then applied to this list and preferentially removed the 231 

individuals related to the greatest number of other individuals until no related pairs remain. 232 

These individuals were excluded (n=79,448). Additionally, 2 individuals were removed due to 233 

them relating to a very large number (>200) of individuals. 234 

 235 

Outcomes and covariates 236 

 237 

Our primary outcomes for this study were age and sex for BMI and Vitamin D exposures, and 238 

myocardial infarction when LDL-C was the exposure. We chose age and sex as key negative 239 

control outcomes as these cannot be caused by the exposures in question and any non-null 240 

estimates in any strata suggest the analyses are biased [39]. However, there are well 241 

established selection e]ects relating to BMI, age, and sex into studies like UK Biobank (see e.g. 242 

[40]). It is plausible that these selection e]ects are amplified by non-linear methods and could 243 

lead to bias. This still, of course, means the apparent findings are unreliable. 244 

 245 

Myocardial infarction was extracted from the UK Biobank algorithmic definition (Data Showcase 246 

field 42000). MI outcomes were defined as prevalent (occurring before study enrolment), 247 

incident (occurring after study enrolment), or both (including both incident and prevalent 248 

cases). 249 

 250 

We extracted covariates including UK Biobank recruitment centre, smoking status (coded as 251 

current or never/ex) and the first 5 genetic principal components from UK Biobank directly. 252 

Smoking status was included for some sensitivity analyses given the known bidirectional 253 

association between smoking status and BMI [41]. 254 

 255 

Negative control outcome analysis – BMI and Vitamin D 256 

 257 
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To perform our negative control outcome analysis we first performed conventional MR then 258 

used the SUMnlmr package in R to perform both the residual and doubly-ranked method on our 259 

individual level data [42]. Conventional MR was performed using a two stage residual inclusion 260 

approach in the OneSampleMR R package [43], using both the whole cohort and then in strata 261 

of age and sex. We first tested the e]ect of vitamin D and BMI (individually) on age and sex, 262 

firstly without covariates (unadjusted), and then age (when sex was an outcome), sex (when age 263 

was an outcome), and also including  UK Biobank recruitment centre, and the first genetic five 264 

principal components. Non-linear MR was performed using the standard settings in the 265 

SUMnlmr package, with a Gaussian distribution for linear outcomes, and a binomial distribution 266 

for binary outcomes. We chose to use ten strata for most analyses; but performed sensitivity 267 

analyses using di]erent numbers of strata. 268 

 269 

For BMI, we performed an analysis stratified by smoking status as this had been performed as a 270 

key analysis in an as yet uncorrected high-profile paper using non-linear MR [17] As BMI has a 271 

bidirectional association with smoking, this could induce collider bias, but we repeated these 272 

analyses to determine if estimates were more biased when stratifying by smoking status. 273 

 274 

LDL cholesterol on myocardial infarction  275 

 276 

In a further analysis, we focussed on the role of LDL-C as an exposure and myocardial infarction 277 

as an outcome. We provide the background to this positive control analysis in Box 1.   278 

 279 

We performed two analyses. First, for completeness we replicated the negative control analysis 280 

discussed above (with age and sex as outcomes) using LDL-C as an exposure. Subsequently, we 281 

performed NLMR analyses on the e]ect of LDL-C on a) incident, b) prevalent, and c) all 282 

myocardial infarction to identify if e]ects matched randomised trial data.  283 

 284 

As non-linear MR results could be altered by statins, which have a large e]ect on LDL-C levels, 285 

we performed sensitivity analyses in a cohort including only statin users, only non-statin users, 286 

and those under the age of 50 (where statin use was rare (~5%) and therefore not likely to bias 287 

estimates). Finally, we also fitted a model adjusting for statins, age, sex, and the first five genetic 288 

principal components. We recognise that the approach of analysing only those who use/do not 289 

use statins or adjusting for statins generates collider bias[22] (as statin use is almost entirely 290 

downstream of LDL-C levels) but we included this for completeness.  291 
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Box 1: Purpose of positive control analysis and background to the relationship between LDL-C 292 

and MI 293 

The purpose of positive control analyses is to perform an analysis whereby the true result is 

already known, and a comparison can be made to the results of a presented analysis and this 

truth. In this paper, we chose the e]ect of LDL-C on myocardial infarction. 

 

We chose this example because this is a well-studied exposure outcome relationship, where 

conventional MR estimates match in direction to randomised trial estimates, although MR 

estimates are around 40% larger, presumably due to the lifelong e]ect of lipid reduction 

conferred by genotype compared to that of drugs [1,44,45]. In addition there are a large 

number of randomised trials with di]ering levels of baseline LDL-C [27]. These individual trial 

estimates have been meta-regressed to identify if the e]ectiveness of LDL-C reduction 

depends on the baseline LDL-C [27,28], so we can calculate the shape of the LDL-C and MI 

relationship. 

 

In 2010, a meta-analysis of 26 trials (largely statin vs control) identified no clear evidence of 

the e]ect of baseline LDL-C on the e]ectiveness of LDL-C therapy (on all major vascular 

events), with a summary OR of 0.78 (95% CI 0.76-0.80) per 1mmol/L reduction in LDL-C [28]. 

In a more recent 2018 meta-analysis of 34 trials which reported specific LDL-C e]ects on 

myocardial infarction [27], the overall OR per 1 mmol/L LDL-C reduction was similar (0.76  

95% CI 0.72-0.80), but in meta-regression they identified a small decrease in rate ratio (RR) of 

0.90 (95% CI 0.84-0.97) with each 1 mmol/L increase in LDL-C (i.e. the e]ectiveness of 

therapy was greater in those with higher LDL-C levels). In those with an LDL-C of more than 

4mmol/L, the OR per 1mmol/L reduction was 0.64 (95% 0.53-0.78), while in those trials with a 

baseline LDL-C of less than 2.5mmol/L, the OR was 0.85 (95% CI 0.76-0.92). The summed 

data therefore suggests a mostly linear e]ect with a moderate increase in e]ectiveness in 

those with higher LDL-C.   

 

Given the number of trials across di]erent settings and the overall sample size, we can be 

reasonably confident of the true shape of this relationship and can compare this estimate 

with that generated by other methods (e.g. non-linear MR). 

 294 

Triglycerides and cancer mortality 295 

 296 
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Finally, given a recent pre-print identifying biologically highly implausible results, we aimed to 297 

replicate an analysis of the e]ect of triglycerides on cancer mortality reported in the above 298 

preprint[29]. We used the same definitions of cancer mortality and performed non-linear MR 299 

adjusting for age, sex, age * sex, age*age, age*age*sex, and the first ten principal components. 300 

This choice of covariates was to match the prior analysis. We also – using the repeat sampling 301 

data available for around 15,000 participants – assessed the stability of strata for triglycerides, 302 

as these are known to be highly fluctuant. To do this we simply performed the doubly-ranked 303 

method at each time point (initial visit, repeat visit), and showed whether participants remained 304 

in the same strata using an alluvial plot.  305 

 306 

In line with the authors of the doubly-ranked method recommendations [11] we performed 307 

multiple replicates (20) of each doubly-ranked approach and combined estimates using Rubin’s 308 

rule. 309 

 310 

Ethics 311 

 312 

This study was performed under the UK Biobank application number 81499. UK Biobank was 313 

ethically approved by the North West Multi-centre Research Ethics Committee (MREC). 314 

 315 

Data and code availability 316 

 317 

This analysis was performed in the UK Biobank. Data can be accessed via application to the UK 318 

Biobank. We provide code used to perform our analysis in a supplement. 319 

 320 

  321 
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Results 322 

 323 

Negative control outcomes as an assessment of the potential risk of bias 324 

 325 

For our negative control outcome analysis, we generated instrumental variables (IVs) for two 326 

exposures (Vitamin D and BMI) using a summed linear score across single nucleotide 327 

polymorphisms (SNPs) and performed conventional and non-linear MR on participant age in the 328 

self-reported white British population in UK Biobank.  329 

 330 

In total, we included 351,005 participants in our analysis using Vitamin D as an exposure and 331 

383,793 participants in our analysis on BMI.  Demographics of the population are in 332 

Supplementary Table S4. 333 

 334 

Conventional MR estimates are close to the null 335 

 336 

Conventional MR estimates of the e]ect of Vitamin D on age (beta per nmol/L: 0.0028; 95% CI -337 

0.004; 0.009, p = 0.39) and sex (OR per nmol/L 1.002; 95% CI 1.000 - 1.003, p = 0.06) were close 338 

to the null. MRs estimate of the e]ect of BMI on age (beta per kg/m2: -0.019, 95% CI -0.060 - 339 

0.023, p = 0.37) and sex (OR per kg/m2 1.01; 95% CI 1.00 - 1.02, p = 0.04) were also close to the 340 

null. 341 

 342 

We also calculated the e]ect of BMI and Vitamin D on age in males and females separately, and 343 

the e]ect of BMI and Vitamin D on sex in deciles of age. These are reported in Supplementary 344 

Table S5. Estimates across subgroups were similar – accepting the play of chance – across 345 

these analyses. 346 

 347 

Non-linear MR estimates diTer substantially across strata  348 

 349 

We then used both the residual and doubly-ranked method to generate stratum-specific 350 

estimates of the e]ect of each exposure on age and sex in univariable analyses. We chose to 351 

use ten strata, although results were similar using a di]ering number of strata (data not shown). 352 

 353 

In contrast to the null estimate across the whole cohort, estimates across each stratum were 354 

markedly di]erent using either method (Figure 2). Focussing on the residual method, for the 355 
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predicted e]ect of Vitamin D on age (Figure 2A), there were positive e]ect estimates in lower 356 

strata which decreased moving from lower to upper strata for the e]ect of Vitamin D on age, 357 

leading to null e]ects. However, the uppermost strata had a positive e]ect estimate.  For BMI on 358 

age (Figure 2C), we saw a similar trend, with positive e]ect estimates in lower strata and 359 

negative e]ect estimates in higher strata. 360 

 361 

For the e]ect of BMI on sex (Figure 2D), we saw positive estimates in lower strata and  negative 362 

e]ects in upper strata, in line with a previous similar analysis we have performed, although that 363 

analyses used di]erent parameters including a di]erent instrumental variable[21]. In short the 364 

estimates would suggest that BMI increased the odds for being male in those with the lowest 365 

non-genetic BMI and increased the odds of being female in upper strata. For the e]ect of 366 

Vitamin D on sex (Figure 2B) we observed null e]ects in lower strata but modest positive e]ects 367 

in upper strata suggesting that vitamin D increases the odds of being male in those with the 368 

highest non-genetic BMI.   369 

 370 

For the doubly-ranked method, we identified largely null estimates for the e]ect of Vitamin D on 371 

age (Figure 2A). For the e]ect of Vitamin D on sex (Figure 2B), e]ect estimates were similar 372 

between the residual and doubly-ranked method, with increasingly positive e]ect estimates 373 

when moving from lower to upper strata. For the e]ect of BMI on age (Figure 2C), we saw similar 374 

estimates to the residual method, with positive estimates in lower strata and negative estimates 375 

in upper strata. For the e]ect of BMI on sex (Figure 2D), we saw marked non-null estimates with 376 

a similar trend but, in general, estimates closer to the null for the doubly-ranked relative to the 377 

residual method. We calculated Cochran’s Q to formally assess the heterogeneity of strata 378 

specific estimates. These results are reported in Supplementary Table S6.  There was evidence 379 

– extremely strong in many cases - of strata specific estimate heterogeneity across all negative 380 

control outcome analyses except the analysis of Vitamin D on age and sex using the doubly-381 

ranked method. 382 

 383 

 384 

 385 

 386 

Figure 2: The predicted causal e]ect of Vitamin D on age (A), sex (B) and BMI on age (C) and sex 387 

(D). Estimates were generated in each stratum using the residual method (blue) and the doubly-388 
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ranked method (red) and were unadjusted for covariates. The black estimate represents the 389 

conventional MR estimate generated using the whole cohort. 390 

 391 

 392 

 393 

 394 

Estimates were similar in analyses adjusted for covariates: age (for sex as an outcome), sex (for 395 

age as an outcome) and the first 5 genetic principal components (Supplementary Figure S1).  396 

Log-transforming Vitamin D (as recommended by the creators of the residual method) brought 397 

estimates from the residual model closer on average to the doubly-ranked model 398 

(Supplementary Figure S2), although these were still non-null across many strata. 399 

 400 

For our BMI analysis, we then stratified by smoking status (as was performed in a previous non-401 

linear MR analysis in BMI, producing the headline findings from the paper[17]) and re-ran 402 

analyses (Supplementary Figure S3). Smoking had been shown to have a bidirectional 403 

relationship with BMI[41] before the non-linear BMJ MR paper was published[17], and therefore 404 
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it should have been clear that this could have produced collider bias [22].  In these analyses, 405 

stratification on smoking made considerable di]erence to some strata-specific estimates, 406 

although the general shape of the association remained similar.  407 

 408 

 409 

 410 

To summarise, using both the residual and doubly-ranked method we identified non-null, 411 

stratum-specific associations between two exposures (Vitamin D and BMI) and two negative 412 

control outcomes (sex and age) across strata of the exposure in which the expected result is 413 

null.  414 

 415 

LDL cholesterol and myocardial infarction 416 

 417 

 418 

To examine both methods in a scenario where we anticipate the shape of the causal 419 

relationship we examined the association between LDL-C and a key outcome: myocardial 420 

infarction.  RCT data from >30 trials have demonstrated strong and broadly linear e]ects of LDL-421 

C reduction on both outcomes with meta-analyses identifying slightly larger e]ect estimates in 422 

those with higher levels of LDL-C at baseline, while a recent MR analysis identified the opposite 423 

e]ect (increased e]ectiveness of LDL-C reduction in those with lower LDL-C[29], see Box 1 for 424 

further background). 425 

 426 

First, as with analyses we presented above, we performed negative control outcome analyses of 427 

the e]ect of increasing LDL-C on age and sex. In conventional MR, estimates were essentially 428 

null for age (beta on age per 1mmol/L increase in LDL -0.10; 95% CI -0.23, 0.03, p = 0.15), but 429 

suggested increased LDL-C was ‘causal’ for being more female (OR 0.95; 95% CI 0.92-0.98, p = 430 

0.004). Conventional MR estimates of the e]ect of LDL-C on age were similar in men and 431 

women (Supplementary Table S6), although there was some evidence of heterogeneity of MR 432 

estimates of LDL-C on sex across strata, p value for heterogeneity 0.03). 433 

 434 

Compared to conventional MR estimates, divergence from the null was much greater in non-435 

linear MR (Figure 3), with estimates on age as high as 5.74 (95% CI 1.79 - 9.63) years per 436 

1mmol/L LDL-C increase in one strata from the doubly-ranked method, a ~50 fold increase in 437 
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bias compared to the conventional MR estimate.  In contrast to our NCO analyses above, the 438 

bias was more extreme for the doubly-ranked method than the residual method. 439 

 440 

Figure 3 The predicted causal e]ect of increased LDL-C on (A) age and (B) sex. Estimates were 441 

generated in each stratum using the residual method (blue) and the doubly-ranked method (red) 442 

and were unadjusted for covariates. 443 

 444 

  445 

We then went on to perform MR of the e]ect of increased LDL-C on myocardial infarction. For 446 

our primary analysis we included both incident and prevalent cases of MI, the e]ect on incident 447 

and prevalent MI separately are shown in Supplementary Figure 4. In conventional MR we saw 448 

the expected e]ect of LDL-C (OR for MI 1.74; 95% CI 1.61-1.87). However, in NLMR we saw 449 

unexpected e]ects, particularly with the doubly-ranked method. For the e]ect on MI (Figure 4), 450 

we saw large di]erences in e]ects across strata, with the strongest e]ect in those with the 451 

lowest LDL-C, and the weakest e]ects in those in strata 5, 6, and 8.  452 

 453 

Figure 4 The estimated causal e]ect of increased LDL-C on MI. Estimates were generated in 454 

each stratum using the residual method (blue) and the doubly-ranked method (red) and were 455 

unadjusted for covariates. 456 

 457 

 458 
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 459 

 460 

 461 

For the residual method, the e]ect of LDL-C on MI was broadly stable and positive (although the 462 

trend still suggested reduction across strata, p = 0.02). When running analyses adjusting for age, 463 

sex, and the first 5 principal components, e]ects were similar but less extreme for MI 464 

(Supplementary Figure S5), although there was still a clear negative trend (p = 0.001 for using 465 

the doubly-ranked method), with e]ect estimates much higher in those with lower LDL-C than 466 

those with higher LDL-C.  467 

 468 

We ran sensitivity analyses for LDL-C on MI that included a) adjusting for statin use as a 469 

covariate b) in statin users and non-statin users, and c) in under 50s, where statin use was rare - 470 

5.1% (Supplementary Figure S6). We recognise these estimates adjusting for statin use are 471 

highly likely to be biased due to collider bias but include these for interest. As expected, 472 

stratifying or adjusting for statin usage altered estimates dramatically. When adding statin as a 473 

covariate, estimates of LDL-C favoured protection in upper and lower strata, but were null in the 474 

middle strata (u-shaped). When analyses were performed using those only under 50, estimates 475 

seemed similar to our primary analyses but showed more variability. Similarly, analyses 476 

restricted to non-statin users looked similar to our primary analyses. Analyses in statin users 477 

had reversed estimates in most strata, with increased LDL-C associated with reduced risk of MI. 478 
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Triglycerides and cancer mortality 479 

 480 

In the recent pre-print on non-linear e]ects of lipids[29], one analysis focussed on the e]ect of 481 

triglycerides on cancer mortality. The overall e]ect was null in both univariable and 482 

multivariable MR, but the authors report  extremely implausible results: a strong positive e]ect 483 

in strata 1 (of ten): an OR of 2.57 (95% CI 1.67 to 3.96); but then a strong negative e]ect in strata 484 

2: OR 0.56 (95% CI 0.39 to 0.83). All other strata specific estimates are close to the null. We 485 

report these estimates in Figure 5. A Z-test comparing the lower two strata has a p value of 1.4 x 486 

10-7, while the overall p-value for heterogeneity is 9 x 10-4.  These results are especially 487 

implausible given the known variability in measurements of triglycerides [46,47]. Therefore we 488 

aimed to replicate this as closely as possible, using the same dataset, exposure, outcome, and 489 

covariates. In our analysis (Figure 6), we were unable to replicate this finding, despite the 490 

correlation between our strata specific mean triglyceride levels being >0.99, suggesting we are 491 

analysing the same strata.  492 

 493 

Figure 5: Estimates of the e]ect of triglycerides on cancer mortality from Yang et al [29]. Strata 494 

specific estimates generated using the doubly-ranked method.[29] 495 

 496 

  497 
498 
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Figure 6: Estimates of the e]ect of triglycerides on cancer mortality using both the doubly-499 

ranked (red) and residual method (blue). Estimates were generated adjusting for age, sex, age * 500 

sex, age * age, age * age * sex, and the first ten principle components.  501 

 502 

 503 

To further assess whether the prior analysis was unreliable, we used the repeat sampling data 504 

from UK Biobank, that was taken approximately 2 years after the original visit. Data on 505 

triglyceride levels at both time points was available for 13,535 participants. Correlation 506 

between each time point was moderate (Pearson’s R 0.60). As expected, when generating strata 507 

using the doubly-ranked method on the original and repeat sample, participants were often not 508 

classified in the same strata. In fact, only 37% of those participants originally in strata 1 remain 509 

in strata 1, with 22% of them in strata 2, and the rest in higher strata. For those participants 510 

originally in strata 2, only 20% remain in strata 2, with 22% now in strata 1, and the rest in higher 511 

strata. These results are visualised in the alluvial plot below (Figure 7).  512 

 513 

Figure 7: Classification of 13,535 participants who have repeat measurements into doubly-514 

ranked strata based on triglyceride levels. The left hand Y axis represents the original strata, the 515 

right hand Y-axis the strata at repeat sampling.  516 
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 517 

 518 

This variability is not consistent with the reported estimates from Yang et al, which would 519 

suggest those in strata 1 are at greatly increased risk of cancer mortality, and those in strata 2 at 520 

greatly reduced risk, with no e]ect elsewhere. If this were the case, more than half of the 521 

participants in the  lower two strata dramatically change their risk of cancer mortality over 2 522 

years, with some estimates flipping from greatly increased risk to protective. To present 523 

analyses which implicitly assumes this is possible is simply not credible..  524 

 525 

Discussion: 526 

 527 

Mendelian randomization has become a commonly used approach in biomedical research[3], 528 

with the original intention being to strengthen causal inference regarding the e]ect of 529 
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modifiable exposures on health outcomes [1]. Quantified estimates of various average benefits 530 

that would be seen from treatment are often presented in MR papers [2], with the more recent 531 

development of methods that allowed for estimation of the e]ect of such treatments in groups 532 

at di]ering levels of the exposure[7–10,48] . The residual method [10] is currently the most 533 

widely used approach. However recent findings have identified that this method can be 534 

seriously biased [19] leading to estimates that are inconsistent with causal interpretation. In 535 

particular, the central estimate for some outcomes was precisely estimated and close to the 536 

null, while all strata specific estimates favoured protection. The authors of this paper and the 537 

residual method accept this is not possible and referred to it “as a logical impossibility if all 538 

estimates have a causal interpretation”[23]  after the journal retracted the paper[24]  following 539 

being alerted to it being obvious seriously problematic[19]. However, whether the  recently 540 

developed doubly-ranked method also leads to biased results remains unknown, leading us to 541 

perform our negative control outcome analyses. 542 

 543 

In our negative control outcome analyses we identified that both methods showed bias, with 544 

e]ect estimates on age and sex di]ering across generated strata, when estimates should be 545 

null across all strata.  It is worth considering some of the potential reasons for the distorted 546 

estimates in our negative control outcomes. One explanation is that these relate to a form of 547 

selection bias into strata which lead to associations between the genetic variants used to proxy 548 

for the exposure in the MR analyses – the so-called “instruments” – and other factors, including 549 

age and sex. This essentially reintroduces bias in MR analyses that were advanced with the 550 

intention of producing unbiased evidence on e]ects of exposures[1,2] .  551 

 552 

For  body mass index  overall selection bias (on entering studies, not on entering strata) is 553 

known to distort estimates, and thus the non-linear analysis of this exposure may be 554 

particularly liable to bias. For example, a large (~ 3.3 million person) GWAS of chromosomal sex 555 

identified over 150 autosomal loci associated with male sex, including the body mass 556 

increasing allele at FTO (OR 1.02, P = 4.4 × 10-36) [40]. Our findings may in part reflect the strong 557 

associations between age, sex, and body mass index in the selected population of UK Biobank.  558 

This would be supported by the weaker association with Vitamin D. However, this explanation is 559 

potentially less appealing for the e]ect of LDL-C – with the most extreme non-null estimates. 560 

Although there is likely selection onto LDL-C, there is little evidence that adjusting for 561 

participant bias in UK Biobank a]ects MR estimates in LDL-C [49].  562 

 563 
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Additionally, these NCO results could represent population stratification di]ering across strata, 564 

which can be uncovered using negative controls [26]. Thirdly, these could represent methods 565 

related issues that occur on generation of the strata unrelated to selection. As we have 566 

demonstrated, stratification by both methods can lead to substantial alteration of  estimates of 567 

IV-exposure associations. Regardless of the reason for the bias, these findings support more 568 

widespread use of negative control outcomes in Mendelian randomization studies, alongside a 569 

closer look at model assumptions. 570 

 571 

Our analysis on the e]ect of LDL-C on myocardial infarction raises further concerns. The 572 

evidence base supporting the e]ectiveness of LDL-C reduction for MI is among the strongest in 573 

modern medicine, with >30 randomised trials to date showing benefit [27]. As such, meta-574 

regressions of these trials using their baseline LDL-C have confidently suggested increased 575 

benefit of LDL-C reduction in those with higher LDL-C. This is also consistent with decades of 576 

non-RCT evidence, and our understanding of the pathogenesis of atherosclerosis (see Box 1 for 577 

further background). In non-linear MR (especially with the doubly-ranked method), we identified 578 

the opposite non-linear e]ect, suggesting a decreased e]ectiveness of LDL-C reduction in 579 

those with higher LDL-C. Importantly, this bias was not ameliorated by the addition of age, sex, 580 

and genetic principal components into the model. Estimates were also similar whether using 581 

incident, prevalent, or other MI, so these results are not likely to be generated by survivorship 582 

bias. 583 

 584 

In fact, these results do not depend on our particular analytical approach and/or outcome 585 

definition. A recent preprint from the authors of the doubly-ranked method performed a similar 586 

analysis on the same dataset [29] (using coronary artery disease as an outcome, not MI), and 587 

found similar findings, and with a strong negative trend with increasing LDL-C reduction (Figure 588 

8 compares both analyses). This consistent disagreement between trial data and MR data 589 

suggests a fundamental issue with the method, or with the application of this method to this 590 

data. This may reflect selection, but importantly, estimates were broadly similar in our primary 591 

analysis (unadjusted for age, sex and genetic principal components) and their analysis (which 592 

adjusts for the above), and suggests that if selection bias is occurring, it is not fixed by adjusting 593 

for age and sex. 594 

 595 

It is therefore plausible these findings relate to other issues such as statin use (which has a 596 

large e]ect on LDL-C). However, adjusting for statins did not recover sensible estimates, nor 597 
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would this be advised as this would lead to collider bias. Even if sensible estimates were 598 

recovered, this would suggest that non-linear MR estimates require understanding and 599 

modelling of the covariate structure of the exposure and the outcome, which would bring in all 600 

the issues of traditional observational analyses that MR is designed to remove[1,2]. This 601 

particular example of LDL-C on CAD is particularly challenging for non-linear MR, as the 602 

strength of evidence supporting the e]ectiveness of conventional MR for the e]ect of LDL-C on 603 

CAD is very high, with multiple drugs having strong support from MR analyses [50].  604 

 605 

 606 

Figure 8: The e]ect of increasing LDL-C on MI (our data), and coronary artery disease (CAD, 607 

Yang et al[29]). Both estimates adjusted for age, sex, and genetic principal components and 608 

using UK Biobank participants. Red estimates from Yang et al. Both estimates using the doubly-609 

ranked method. 610 

 611 

 612 

 613 

Further implausible analyses have been generated in the same preprint with an analysis on TG 614 

and cancer mortality.  It is not possible to think of a plausible biological model where those in 615 

the bottom strata have very robustly estimated increased cancer mortality with higher 616 

triglycerides, whilst shifting into the 2nd lowest lowest strata have robustly estimated decreased 617 

cancer mortality, with there being no causal e]ect for all other participants. In addition given the 618 

considerable fluctuations demonstrated in triglyceride levels individuals would shift their 619 
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classification in one into the other strata depending on exactly when the measurement for the 620 

particular individuals were made. Importantly, we were unable to replicate the findings in this 621 

preprint[29] despite being able to generate strata specific mean estimates of TG that exactly 622 

matched theirs, and using extremely similar definitions and analytical approaches, and despite 623 

being able to replicate similar findings for the e]ect of LDL-C on MI as they report on CAD. 624 

 625 

 626 

 627 

Therefore, our findings – and the results of other, independently performed analyses - suggest 628 

that we should be cautious when applying either the residual or doubly-ranked MR methods, as 629 

both methods seem potentially more susceptible to bias in the generation of strata specific 630 

estimates than conventional MR estimates are. Whether this entirely relates to selection bias or 631 

to other methodological issues remains unknown. Corrections should be issued for papers 632 

which have produced likely misleading estimates of non-linear e]ects [20,21,24], especially 633 

when their misleading findings gained widespread publicity due to the e]orts of authors [51]. 634 

That these biases relate only to the examples of body mass index, Vitamin D, and lipid traits  is 635 

unlikely, but they remain to be demonstrated for other exposures. 636 

 637 

 638 

Limitations 639 

 640 

This paper provides an initial assessment of the doubly doubly-ranked and residual methods for 641 

performing non-linear MR. In particular, our analysis focussed on three exposures (BMI, Vitamin 642 

D and lipids) a small number of outcomes and included only one dataset (UK Biobank), which 643 

we limited to White British participants. It is possible that our findings do not extend to all 644 

exposures, or only occur in certain settings. However, nearly all published non-linear analyses 645 

use UK Biobank, so these limitations likely apply to much of the published literature. Further 646 

analyses should examine these methods on diverse datasets, exposures, and outcomes, with 647 

proof of principle examples. 648 

 649 

Conclusion: 650 

 651 

Using a negative control outcome approach, we identified bias in non-linear mendelian 652 

randomization estimates of the e]ect of BMI,  Vitamin D and LDL-C using two commonly used 653 
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methods. Estimates of the e]ect of LDL-C on cardiovascular outcomes were inconsistent with 654 

RCTs and biological understanding. Until reliable evidence is presented that the methods are 655 

generating sensible findings there should be a moratorium on the further publication of non-656 

linear MR findings using the two methods we examine in this paper.   657 

 658 

 659 

  660 
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