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Abstract 

Myopia is a leading cause of visual impairment worldwide, whose pathogenesis remains poorly 

understood. We comprehensively performed phenome-wide Mendelian randomization analysis 

(MR-PheWAS) to explore causal factors and potential therapeutic targets for myopia in 

participants from the UK Biobank study. The analysis revealed that 55 robust associations (1 

disease, 2 employment, 3 cognitive functions, 4 sex-specific factor, 4 mental health, 5 lifestyle and 

environment, 10 sociodemographic, 12 physical measures and 14 ocular measures/conditions 

phenotypes) were significantly causally correlated with myopia. The results indicate that myopia 

may be influenced by several factors, such as serum metabolic traits, fatty acids intake, fat-related 

indexes, mental health, as well as some previously acknowledged risk factors. Future clinical trials 

are needed to verify our results. 
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1. Introduction 

Myopia, characterized by progressive and irreversible axial length elongation 1, is becoming a 

prominent eye disease worldwide. It is estimated that 50% of the global population suffers from 

myopia, with a continuously increasing number in 2050, imposing a substantial economic burden 

of as much as $1.7 trillion.2 Besides blurred vision caused by optical myopic defocusing, the 

continuous growth of the axial leads to high myopia, which is believed to be associated with a 

high risk of irreversible visual impairments, including glaucoma, macular degeneration, and 

retinal detachment.3 Myopia is becoming a significant global health concern, but effective 

methods of myopia control remain limited because of its complicated pathogenesis. 

      The pathogenesis of myopia is highly complex and multifactorial, involving an interaction 

between genetic and environmental factors.4, 5 Variations in almost 100 genes and mutations in 

more than 20 chromosomal locis have been reported to be associated with myopia.6, 7 In addition 

to genetic factors, environmental factors are linked to the risk of myopia, including near work, 

screens of computers and handheld devices, educational stress, family income, and living 

environments.8, 9 However, most evidence has come from observational studies, which are subject 

to bias and may not confirm causal effects. 

     Phenome-wide Mendelian randomization (MR) is now widely used to look for the 

comprehensive causality between exposures and disease outcomes using hypothesis-searching.10, 

11 The method is typically less prone to residual confounding and reverse causation than 

observational studies,12 which are used as an alternative to randomized clinical trials. In this study, 

we performed a phenome-wide MR study to investigate the relationship between myopia and 

more than six thousand exposure variables. 

 

2. Methods 

2.1 Study design and data sources 

The overall study design is outlined in Figure 1. We first conducted an MR-phenome-wide 

association study (MR-PheWAS) to explore the potential factors for myopia in the UK Biobank 

study. The UK Biobank is a large prospective population-based cohort study that recruited over 

500,000 participants aged between 40 and 69 years across the United Kingdom between 2006 and 

2010.13 The myopia phenotype GWAS summary dataset of the UK Biobank was acquired from the 

MRC Integrative Epidemiology Unit (IEU) OpenGWAS database (https://gwas.mrcieu.ac.uk/).14 

The basic features and the detailed quality control procedures of phenotype data are described 

Table S1.  

2.2 Genetic instrument selection 

We acquired all the available GWAS datasets in the IEU GWAS platform from inception to 

May. 06. 2023. During the selection process, the datasets analyzed only in European participants 

were kept. In order to control the quality of the datasets, those with a sample size less than 3000 or 

SNPs less than 10E+6 were also excluded for further analyses. 'ukb-a' associated traits were 

excluded since the new version 'ukb-b' was available.  

2.3 Phenome-wide MR analysis 

Then, the traits were classified into the following 19 categories according to their features: 

fMRI, proteins, metabolites, physical measures, diseases, lifestyle and environment, ocular 

measure/condition, treatment/medication, family factor, sociodemographics, health conditions, 

mental health, smoking, alcohol drinking-associated, employment, gut microbiota abundance, 
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cognitive function, sex-specific factor and others. All selected SNPs met the following criteria: 1) 

P values < 5E-8; 2) linkage disequilibrium (LD) clumping was performed with the PLINK 

(version 1.9)15 to find independent SNPs (r2 < 0.001 within 10Mb), and the 1000 Genomes 

Project Phase 3 (EUR) was utilized as the reference panel; 4) those with lowest P values were 

retained when duplicated SNPs were found; 5) the proxy SNPs (r2 > 0.8) were used when the 

SNPs were not found in the outcome's dataset. In the end, 103433 IVs for 6481 traits were kept for 

further MR investigations (See Table S2.). As some traits may be associated or even duplicated, 

the management of these traits is a problem. Since there was no consensus on selecting a perfect 

representing trait, they were all included in the analyses. Finally, a conservative Bonferroni-

corrected P threshold was applied to verify the findings. After harmonizing the data of exposures 

and outcome, the MR investigations were successfully performed on 6273 valid exposure traits 

(See Table S3.). 

2.4 Statistical analysis 

In summary, in the MR analyses between various phenotypical traits and myopia, the Wald 

ratio (for single IV) and inverse-variance-weighted (IVW, for IVs ≥ 2 SNPs) methods were 

introduced as the primary analytical tools. When the IVW analysis was conducted, complementary 

analyses such as the simple mode, weighted median, weighted mode, and MR-Egger regression 

were introduced to assess the robustness of identified causality between the exposures and 

outcome. The analyses were conducted with R package TwoSampleMR (version 0.5.6)14, 

plinkbinr (version 0.0.0.9000), ieugwasr (version 0.1.5), gwasglue (version 0.0.0.9000). The 

statistically significant P threshold was set at the Bonferroni-corrected level whenever applicable. 

 

Figure 1. The overall study design of the current study.   

 

3. Results 

3.1 PheWAS Analyses Identified 852 Factors Spanning 19 Categories as Causal Influencers 

on Myopia 

After the MR analyses, a total of 852 traits showed significant casual effect on myopia 

(Figure 2 and Table S4.), including 389 positive and 463 negative associations. Among them, 204 
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were fMRI-associated traits. The others included 145 proteins, 99 metabolites, 71 physical 

measures, 70 diseases, 51 lifestyle and environment, 33 ocular measures/conditions, 33 

treatment/medications, 23 family factors, 17 sociodemographics, 13 health conditions, 12 mental 

health, 12 smoking, 10 Alcohol drinking-associated, 9 employment, 8 gut microbiota abundance, 5 

cognitive functions, and 4 sex-specific factor (and Table S4.).  

Figure 2. Overview of risk factors. There were 852 factors from 19 categories included. 

 

3.2 Robust factors 

To clarify factors which has the most significant effect on myopia, we performed phenotype 

screening using a P < 0.05/6273 as cut-off. As shown in Fig. 3 and Table S5., the most robust 

findings were found for 55 traits, including 1 disease, 2 employment, 3 cognitive functions, 4 sex-

specific factor, 4 mental health, 5 lifestyle and environment, 10 sociodemographic, 12 physical 

measures and 14 ocular measures/conditions phenotypes. 
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Figure 3. 55 robust phenotypes demonstrate remarkable causal impact myopia. Those with P 

values less than the Bonferroni-corrected level were highlighted. 

 

3.3 Metabolites associated with myopia risk 

In the 99 serum metabolic associations identified as potential causal effects (see Table S6.), 

33 were potentially risk and 66 were protective factors for myopia. These serum metabolic traits 

included fatty acids, lipids, lipoproteins, cholesterol, glycerides, and phospholipids measures, 

amino acids, ketone bodies, glycolysis-related metabolites, and circulating protein.  

As shown in Figure 4. and Table S7., we further analyzed the most significant factors 

associated with myopia using the MR approach based on Bayesian model averaging (MR-BMA). 

The top 10 individual risk factors in terms of marginal inclusion probability are eicosapentaenoate 

(EPA), urate acid, glutaroyl carnitine, albumin, free cholesterol to total lipids ratio in very small 

VLDL, free cholesterol to total lipids ratio in very large VLDL, acetoacetate, 1-oleoylglycerol (1-

monoolein), phospholipids to total lipids ratio in very large VLDL, and phospholipids to total 

lipids ratio in medium VLDL. (See Table S7.)  
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Figure 4. The plot illustrating the correlations between the beta values for the metabolites 

considered in our Mendelian randomization Bayesian model averaging (MR-BMA) analysis for 

myopia. 

 

3.4 Diseases impacting myopia risk 

Seventy disease traits were associated with genetically predicted myopia, with 28 being risk 

factors and 42 being protective factors (See Table S8.). Disease phenotypes/groups with five 

highest positive causal effect on myopia included glaucoma (Beta=0.126199576, P=1.38E-05), 

macular degeneration (Beta=0.262906638, P=0.000136162), bilateral inguinal hernia without 

obstruction or gangrene (Beta=3.343691183, P=0.000181818), type 2 diabetes 

(Beta=0.003737744, P=0.00041539) and early age-related macular degeneration 

(Beta=0.003899109, P=0.000589795). Traits with the highest negative causal impact were 

gastroesophageal reflux disease (Beta=-0.021679083, P=7.58E-18), osteoarthritis of the hip or 

knee (Beta=-0.011080809, P=0.000528061), meniscus derangement (Beta=-0.469568121, 

P=0.001390964), other joint disorders (Beta=-0.326926084, P=0.00162895) and hallux valgus 

(Beta=-0.865267706, P=0.002337164). 
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Figure 5. Disease phenotypes with significant causal influences on myopia risk. 

 

3.5 Lifestyle and Environment 

The outdoor time in summer, the time and frequency of physical activity (walking, moderate 

to vigorous activity) were negatively associated with the risk of myopia, and intake of red wine, 

beer plus cider, oily fish, vitamin B6, decaffeinated coffee, and variation in diet reduced the risk of 

myopia (See Figure 6. and Table S9.). Interestingly, we found that the time spent watching 

television had a significantly negative correlation with myopia. This is supported by the 

observation of a long-term follow-up RCT study that those who spent more time watching 

television were less likely to develop myopia than those who watched television <3 hours daily. 16 

Positive correlations were also observed, such as time spent using a computer, the usual side of the 

head for mobile phone use, the usual walking pace, particulate matter and nitrogen dioxide air 

pollution. 
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Figure 6. Other phenotypes causally associated with myopia risk. 

 

3.6 Physical Measures 

As shown in Figure 6. and Table S10., numerous physical measures showed causal effects on 

myopia, such as body stature traits, fat-related traits and immunophenotypes. Of the body stature 
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traits, height, standing, and sitting height were positively correlated with myopia, while body mass 

index, waist circumference, hip circumference, and weight were significantly negatively 

correlated with myopia. Regarding the body composition parameters, the percent liver fat, trunk, 

and leg fat-free mass, and whole body fat-free mass were positively associated with myopia, while 

the leg fat percentage, body fat percentage, leg fat mass, arm fat percentage, arm fat mass, whole 

body fat mass, trunk fat percentage, trunk fat mass, and pancreas fat were negatively correlated 

with myopia (See Figure 6. and Table S10.).  

In terms of immunophenotypes, anti-Merkel cell polyomavirus IgG seropositivity, IgD- 

CD27- B cell %lymphocyte, CD19 on IgD+ CD24+ B cell, FSC-A on CD8+ T cell, CD19 on IgD- 

CD38dim B cell, CD19 on switched memory B cell, CD19 on B cell were positively associated 

with myopia (See Figure 6 and Table S10.). And IgD on IgD+ CD38- B cell, IgD on unswitched 

memory B cell, HLA DR++ monocyte %leukocyte, HLA DR on CD14+ CD16- monocyte, HLA 

DR on CD14+ monocyte, CD27 on memory B cell, CD45RA- CD28- CD8+ T cell %T cell, CD27 

on unswitched memory B cell and Terminally Differentiated CD4+ T cell %T cell were positively 

associated with myopia. Other factors positively associated with increased myopia risk included 

lung function traits, such as forced vital capacity, fluid expiratory volume and peak expiratory 

flow, and brain intracranial volume. 

3.7 Sociodemographics Traits 

As expected, educational phenotypes including college or university degree, college 

completion, years of schooling, and age completed full-time education were significantly 

positively causally correlated with myopia (See Figure 6. and Table S11.), whereas year ended 

full-time education was negative. Moreover, birthplace and residential environment were strongly 

associated with myopia; born or resident in the east region of the UK were positive, whereas born 

or resident in the north area of the UK, rent in local authority local council housing association 

were negatively correlated with myopia. Average total household income before tax was positively 

correlated with myopia.  

3.8 Other factors 

Of note, other traits such as mental health, smoking-related phenotypes, alcohol phenotypes, 

sex-specific factors, and treatment/medications demonstrated causal impacts on myopia (See 

Figure 6. and Table 12-16.). Bipolar disorder showed significant positive correlations with myopia. 

Experiencing mood swings, mood swings, depressed affect, major depressive disorder, 

neuroticism, feeling fed-up, neuroticism, anxiety nerves, or generalized anxiety disorder were 

causally negative with myopia. Notably, age at first sexual intercourse and age at first live birth 

were positively associated with a higher risk of myopia. 

 

4. Discussion 

To our knowledge, this is the first study to comprehensively evaluate the causality between 

a wide array of risk factors and myopia by integrating genetic, clinical, behavioral, environmental, 

sociodemographic and health information data comprising 6273 traits. Overall, 852 traits showed 

significant causal effects on myopia, which 55 met the stringent our criteria of a Bonferroni-

corrected approach. Therefore, our study has offered a novel perspective to understand the 

mechanism of myopia and provides important insights for the prevention and treatment of myopia.  

Metabolic factors play important roles in the pathogenesis of myopia. Based on Bayesian 

network averaging analysis, we found that eicosapentaenoate (EPA), urate acid, glutaroyl carnitine, 
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albumin, free cholesterol to total lipids ratio in very small VLDL, free cholesterol to total lipids 

ratio in very large VLDL, acetoacetate, 1-oleoylglycerol (1-monoolein), phospholipids to total 

lipids ratio in very large VLDL, and phospholipids to total lipids ratio in medium VLDL were 

directly related to myopia. EPA, an ω-3 C20-polyunsaturated fatty acid with a wide range of 

functions in biological systems, was robustly associated with myopia. The detected effect size 

highlighted that genetic liability to increasing serum EPA levels is protective of myopia (beta=-

0.060657022, P value= 0.000434288). Intriguingly, the intake of EPA was recently demonstrated 

to delay the development of myopia in experimental animals significantly.17 Uric acid (UA), a 

protective substance against oxidative damage in the central nervous system, was found to be at 

significantly lower in primary open-angle glaucoma patients versus controls.18 Recently, one case-

control study observed that uric acid was closely correlated with pathological myopia.19 

Additionally, enhanced levels of albumin were observed in the aqueous humor of patients with 

high myopia.20 The direct evidence on the associations between the other 7 factors and myopia is 

limited. Thus, more relevant studies are warranted to verify our findings. 

Genetic correlation analyses indicate that myopia shares genetic liability with several 

diseases, such as eye disease, metabolic disease, neurological disease, osteoarticular disorders, 

digestive system diseases, and immune-related diseases. The strongest associations in eye disease 

were glaucoma and macular degeneration. 21-23  A recent MR study indicates that there is a solid 

bidirectional genetic causality between myopia and primary open-angle glaucoma and IOP is the 

major mediator.24 The result is consistent with our study. Our study first demonstrates the causality 

between myopia and AMD. Previous study on the association between myopia and type 2 diabetes 

mostly came from cohort studies and cross-sectional studies. The changes of hyperglycemia in 

lens are recognized to cause myopia.25-27 Similarly, our study suggested diabetes was to be a risk 

factor of myopia. Furthermore, diseases such as hallux valgus, osteoarthritis, hernia, diverticular 

disease/diverticulitis, joint disorders, ventral hernia, Stickler syndrome, Donnai-Barrow syndrome, 

and diverticular disease/diverticulitis were also found to have causal impacts on myopia.28 To our 

knowledge, they were rarely reported to be associated with myopia. These factors may be 

worthwhile to investigate in further myopia studies. 

Lifestyle factors were widely acknowledged to play a vital role in one's susceptibility to 

myopia. In our study, life habits, including sports, dietary habits, time spent outdoors in summer, 

and use of computers, mobile phones, and television, are observed to be related to myopia risk. It 

is not unexpected that the increased use of computers and mobile phones was positively associated 

with the risk of myopia, which is in line with previous studies.29 Interestingly, a negative 

correlation between the time spent watching television and myopia was observed in this study, 

which is in accordance with the observation of a 23-year follow-up RCT study that those who 

spent more time watching television were less likely to have myopia than those who watched 

television <3 hour daily.16  Our study supports the findings of previous research that outdoor time 

in summer, the time and frequency of physical activity (walking, moderate to vigorous activity) 

were negatively associated with the risk of myopia. Increasing outdoor time was shown to be 

effective in reducing the risk of myopia onset and myopic progress in several large RCTs.30-32 

Debate exists over the relationship between physical activity and the risk of myopia.33 A recent 

systematic overview with 62 unique studies reported that physical activity presented no effect on 

myopia.34 Similarly, no significant association was observed between physical activity and myopia 

in the study of a Danish child cohort.35 In contrary, our reported association of physical activity 
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with myopia risk, supporting findings from an observational study with a 1443 child cohort, that 

lower physical activity was associated with higher odds of myopia,35 highlighting the importance 

of increasing physical activity as a way for myopia prevention. 

The association between dietary habits and myopia has been previously reported.36 In this 

study, we discovered that the high intake of oily fish may decrease the risk of myopia. Oily fish is 

the primary dietary source of omega (ω)-3 long-chain polyunsaturated fatty acids; 

supplementation with ω-3 long-chain polyunsaturated fatty acids has been indicated to inhibit 

myopia progression in animal and human studies, which was in accordance with our study.17 Other 

nutrient-related traits, including vitamin B6, decaffeinated coffee, salt, alcohol, red wine, beer plus 

cider, and variation in diet were also identified to reduce the myopia risk. Although the protective 

effects of vitamin B6 have been demonstrated in age-related macular degeneration (AMD) and 

diabetic retinopathy (DR),37, 38 its role in myopia has not yet been explored. Resveratrol, as the 

major substance in red wine, can improve microcirculation and is considered to prevent glaucoma, 

AMD, and DR. However, the association between red wine and myopia has not yet been 

reported.39  

Meanwhile, our study found that several sociodemographic factors are associated with the 

risk of myopia, which agreed with the common views of previous investigations. Studies over the 

past hundred years have established the influence of education on myopia risk. We observed that 

education (including traits such as years of schooling, age completed full-time education, and 

college/university degree) is a causal risk factor for myopia. Consistently, previous literature has 

indicated that higher education was associated with more severe myopia.40-42 Education is 

universally identified as the most important environmental risk factor for myopia, and the rate was 

about 4 times higher in college graduates than in persons with primary schooling.5 The age-

standardized prevalence of myopia in persons with primary, secondary, and higher education was 

respectively 25.4%,29.1%, and 36.6%.40 Longer near-work time is required for a higher level of 

education, which is hypothesized to be responsible for the progression of myopia.43, 44Studies have 

shown that the effect of the myopia gene may be influenced by education. Aside from 

conventional myopia-related genes, like MMP1 and MMP10,45 , people with genetic variants near 

education-associated genes (e.g. GJD2, RBFOX1, LAMA2, KCNQ5, and LRRC4C) were 

confirmed susceptible to myopia.46 Whether the education-myopia interaction was mediated by 

these genes is an interesting question that requires further investigation.  

The relationship between socioeconomic status and myopia has been the subject of debate. 

Financially constrained individuals have been shown to be more prone to suffer from myopia in 

the Generation R study.47 Further, a recent study in Shanghai showed that higher family income 

was negatively correlated with the risk of myopia in children.48 However, other studies 

demonstrated that the population with higher socioeconomic status has a greater prevalence of 

myopia.49  Our results show that household income positively contribute to the myopia risk. We 

speculated that increased parental enthusiasm for education in high-income households may be 

responsible for the high myopia incidence, resulting in their kids being forced to spend more time 

near homework. 

Our findings support that height, weight, and BMI play important roles in myopia 

pathogenesis. Multiple investigations have confirmed that taller height was associated with higher 

myopia.50, 51 Myopic males were found to be 1.9 cm taller than nonmyopic males in a Finnish 

study.52  Another Danish study showed that myopes were 0.8 cm taller than emmetropes.53 
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However, a study with 106,926 adults in Israel found no relationship between height and 

myopia.54 The inconsistent research findings may be a result of race/ethnic differences. In South 

Korea, a study of 33,355 Koreans identified that weight was positively associated with myopia in 

children. However, there is no correlation between weight, waist circumference, BMI, and myopia 

prevalence in adults.51 Our results show a positive association between height and myopia, while a 

negative association between weight、BMI, and myopia. 

This study has several strengths. Firstly, we used a PheWAS approach to comprehensively 

evaluate the causality between multiple phenotypes and myopia, which is less constrained by prior 

assumptions based on an incomplete understanding of disease mechanisms and less susceptible to 

reverse causality than traditional observational studies. Furthermore, the analysis presented here is 

based on the combined large-scale GWAS from the well-represented cohorts. Due to the 

exploratory nature of this research project, some potential limitations of this study deserve 

consideration. A major limitation is that MR cannot fully recapitulate a clinical trial. Second, the 

true risk factors on myopia are likely to vary by life stage and be more complex than indicated by 

our study. Third, the analyzed dataset with participants majorly being European may only partially 

represent the general population. Therefore, it is warranted that the current findings should be 

validated in additional larger samples. Fourth, due to the updated access policy of IEU GWAS 

platform, a large scale in-parallel PheWAS analysis was not possible anymore, thus, the exposure 

traits analyzed were only from inception to May. 06. 2023. Fifth, myopia was analyzed only as 

outcome in the PheWAS, thus, potential bidirectional causal relations were not revealed in the 

current work.  

 

5. Conclusion  

This preliminary study used a phenome-wide MR study of several thousand exposure 

variables to identify putative risk and protective factors for myopia. Our results advanced the 

understanding of myopia pathogenesis and may provide a potential novel prevention and treatment 

targets for the disease.  

 

 

Author Contributions:  

Conception, supervision and administration: Zenan Lin and Qi Zhang; Data curation: Junhong 

Jiang and Di Hu; Investigation: Junhong Jiang, and Di Hu; Methodology: Zenan Lin and Qi Zhang; 

Writing – original draft: Junhong Jiang and Di Hu; Writing – review & editing: Zenan Lin and Qi 

Zhang. 

 

Funding:  

No fund was obtained for this work. 

 

Conflict of Interest: 

The authors declare no conflict of interests. 

 

Ethics Approval: 

The used GWAS data were publicly available and approved by their original institutions. An ethics 

approval for the current work is not required.  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

Availability of data and material: 

The used GWAS data were publicly available and their links were described appropriately in the 

paper. The codes and detailed information required to replicate the results in this work are 

available from the corresponding authors upon reasonable request.  

 

Consent for publication: 

Not applicable. 

 

Acknowledgement: 

The authors appreciate the efforts of the participants and investigators who made the GWAS 

datasets publicly available. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 

 

Reference: 

1. Baird PN, Saw SM, Lanca C, et al. Myopia. Nat Rev Dis Primers 2020;6(1):99. 

2. Holden BA, Fricke TR, Wilson DA, et al. Global Prevalence of Myopia and High Myopia and 

Temporal Trends from 2000 through 2050. Ophthalmology 2016;123(5):1036-42. 

3. Ohno-Matsui K. WHAT IS THE FUNDAMENTAL NATURE OF PATHOLOGIC MYOPIA? 

Retina 2017;37(6):1043-8. 

4. Mutti DO, Zadnik K, Adams AJ. Myopia. The nature versus nurture debate goes on. Invest 

Ophthalmol Vis Sci 1996;37(6):952-7. 

5. Morgan I, Rose K. How genetic is school myopia? Prog Retin Eye Res 2005;24(1):1-38. 

6. Tideman JW, Fan Q, Polling JR, et al. When do myopia genes have their effect? Comparison of 

genetic risks between children and adults. Genet Epidemiol 2016;40(8):756-66. 

7. Hysi PG, Wojciechowski R, Rahi JS, Hammond CJ. Genome-wide association studies of 

refractive error and myopia, lessons learned, and implications for the future. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 

2014;55(5):3344-51. 

8. Morgan IG, French AN, Ashby RS, et al. The epidemics of myopia: Aetiology and prevention. 

Prog Retin Eye Res 2018;62:134-49. 

9. Wu PC, Huang HM, Yu HJ, et al. Epidemiology of Myopia. Asia Pac J Ophthalmol (Phila) 

2016;5(6):386-93. 

10. Yuan S, Wang L, Zhang H, et al. Mendelian randomization and clinical trial evidence supports 

TYK2 inhibition as a therapeutic target for autoimmune diseases. EBioMedicine 2023;89:104488. 

11. Shen X, Howard DM. A phenome-wide association and Mendelian Randomisation study of 

polygenic risk for depression in UK Biobank. 2020;11(1):2301. 

12. Sanderson E, Glymour MM, Holmes MV, et al. Mendelian randomization. Nat Rev Methods 

Primers 2022;2. 

13. Sun BB, Chiou J. Plasma proteomic associations with genetics and health in the UK Biobank. 

2023;622(7982):329-38. 

14. Hemani G, Zheng J. The MR-Base platform supports systematic causal inference across the 

human phenome. 2018;7. 

15. Purcell S, Neale B, Todd-Brown K, et al. PLINK: a tool set for whole-genome association and 

population-based linkage analyses. Am J Hum Genet 2007;81(3):559-75. 

16. Pärssinen O, Kauppinen M, Viljanen A. The progression of myopia from its onset at age 8-12 to 

adulthood and the influence of heredity and external factors on myopic progression. A 23-year follow-

up study. Acta Ophthalmol 2014;92(8):730-9. 

17. Pan M, Zhao F, Xie B, Wu H. Dietary ω-3 polyunsaturated fatty acids are protective for myopia. 

2021;118(43). 

18. Li S, Shao M, Li D, et al. Association of serum uric acid levels with primary open-angle glaucoma: 

a 5-year case-control study. Acta Ophthalmol 2019;97(3):e356-e63. 

19. Tang YP, Zhang XB. Vitreous metabolomic signatures of pathological myopia with complications. 

2023;37(14):2987-93. 

20. Duan X, Lu Q, Xue P, et al. Proteomic analysis of aqueous humor from patients with myopia. Mol 

Vis 2008;14:370-7. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


21. Corbelli E, Parravano M, Sacconi R, et al. Prevalence and Phenotypes of Age-Related Macular 

Degeneration in Eyes With High Myopia. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 2019;60(5):1394-402. 

22. Wang SK, Guo Y, Liao C, et al. Incidence of and Factors Associated With Myopia and High 

Myopia in Chinese Children, Based on Refraction Without Cycloplegia. JAMA Ophthalmol 

2018;136(9):1017-24. 

23. Foo LL, Xu L, Sabanayagam C. Predictors of myopic macular degeneration in a 12-year 

longitudinal study of Singapore adults with myopia. 2023;107(9):1363-8. 

24. Chong RS, Li H, Cheong AJY, et al. Mendelian Randomization Implicates Bidirectional 

Association between Myopia and Primary Open-Angle Glaucoma or Intraocular Pressure. 

Ophthalmology 2023;130(4):394-403. 

25. Wu SY, Yoo YJ, Nemesure B, et al. Nine-year refractive changes in the Barbados Eye Studies. 

Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 2005;46(11):4032-9. 

26. Li SM, Lin C, Wan Y, et al. Five-year refractive changes in a rural Chinese adult population and 

its related factors: the Handan Eye Study. 2018;46(8):873-81. 

27. Peled A, Raz I, Zucker I, et al. Myopia and Early-Onset Type 2 Diabetes: A Nationwide Cohort 

Study. 2022;107(2):e663-e71. 

28. Mégarbané A, Hanna N, Chouery E, et al. Marfanoid habitus, inguinal hernia, advanced bone age, 

and distinctive facial features: a new collagenopathy? Am J Med Genet A 2012;158a(5):1185-9. 

29. Enthoven CA, Polling JR, Verzijden T, et al. Smartphone Use Associated with Refractive Error in 

Teenagers: The Myopia App Study. Ophthalmology 2021;128(12):1681-8. 

30. He X, Sankaridurg P, Wang J, et al. Time Outdoors in Reducing Myopia: A School-Based Cluster 

Randomized Trial with Objective Monitoring of Outdoor Time and Light Intensity. Ophthalmology 

2022;129(11):1245-54. 

31. Li SM, Ran AR, Kang MT, et al. Effect of Text Messaging Parents of School-Aged Children on 

Outdoor Time to Control Myopia: A Randomized Clinical Trial. JAMA Pediatr 2022;176(11):1077-83. 

32. Wu PC, Chen CT, Lin KK, et al. Myopia Prevention and Outdoor Light Intensity in a School-

Based Cluster Randomized Trial. Ophthalmology 2018;125(8):1239-50. 

33. Suhr Thykjaer A, Lundberg K. Physical activity in relation to development and progression of 

myopia - a systematic review. 2017;95(7):651-9. 

34. Karthikeyan SK, Ashwini DL, Priyanka M, et al. Physical activity, time spent outdoors, and near 

work in relation to myopia prevalence, incidence, and progression: An overview of systematic reviews 

and meta-analyses. Indian J Ophthalmol 2022;70(3):728-39. 

35. Lundberg K, Suhr Thykjaer A, Søgaard Hansen R, et al. Physical activity and myopia in Danish 

children-The CHAMPS Eye Study. 2018;96(2):134-41. 

36. Chong YS, Liang Y, Tan D, et al. Association between breastfeeding and likelihood of myopia in 

children. Jama 2005;293(24):3001-2. 

37. Agrón E, Mares J, Clemons TE, et al. Dietary Nutrient Intake and Progression to Late Age-

Related Macular Degeneration in the Age-Related Eye Disease Studies 1 and 2. Ophthalmology 

2021;128(3):425-42. 

38. Ruamviboonsuk V, Grzybowski A. The Roles of Vitamins in Diabetic Retinopathy: A Narrative 

Review. 2022;11(21). 

39. Bola C, Bartlett H, Eperjesi F. Resveratrol and the eye: activity and molecular mechanisms. 

Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol 2014;252(5):699-713. 

40. Mountjoy E, Davies NM, Plotnikov D, et al. Education and myopia: assessing the direction of 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


causality by mendelian randomisation. Bmj 2018;361:k2022. 

41. Morgan IG, Wu PC, Ostrin LA, et al. IMI Risk Factors for Myopia. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 

2021;62(5):3. 

42. Lee SS, Mackey DA. Prevalence and Risk Factors of Myopia in Young Adults: Review of 

Findings From the Raine Study. Front Public Health 2022;10:861044. 

43. Verhoeven VJ, Buitendijk GH, Rivadeneira F, et al. Education influences the role of genetics in 

myopia. Eur J Epidemiol 2013;28(12):973-80. 

44. Chen YP, Hocking PM, Wang L, et al. Selective breeding for susceptibility to myopia reveals a 

gene-environment interaction. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 2011;52(7):4003-11. 

45. Wojciechowski R, Yee SS, Simpson CL, et al. Matrix metalloproteinases and educational 

attainment in refractive error: evidence of gene-environment interactions in the Age-Related Eye 

Disease Study. Ophthalmology 2013;120(2):298-305. 

46. Clark R, Pozarickij A, Hysi PG. Education interacts with genetic variants near GJD2, RBFOX1, 

LAMA2, KCNQ5 and LRRC4C to confer susceptibility to myopia. 2022;18(11):e1010478. 

47. Tideman JWL, Polling JR, Hofman A, et al. Environmental factors explain socioeconomic 

prevalence differences in myopia in 6-year-old children. Br J Ophthalmol 2018;102(2):243-7. 

48. Cheng P, Zhang X, Zhou W, et al. Prevalence and related factors of children myopia in Pudong 

New Area, Shanghai: a cross-sectional study. 2023;13(12):e079330. 

49. Shimizu N, Nomura H, Ando F, et al. Refractive errors and factors associated with myopia in an 

adult Japanese population. Jpn J Ophthalmol 2003;47(1):6-12. 

50. Wong TY, Foster PJ, Johnson GJ, et al. The relationship between ocular dimensions and refraction 

with adult stature: the Tanjong Pagar Survey. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci 2001;42(6):1237-42. 

51. Rim TH, Kim SH, Lim KH, et al. Body Stature as an Age-Dependent Risk Factor for Myopia in a 

South Korean Population. Semin Ophthalmol 2017;32(3):326-36. 

52. Teikari JM. Myopia and stature. Acta Ophthalmol (Copenh) 1987;65(6):673-6. 

53. Teasdale TW, Goldschmidt E. Myopia and its relationship to education, intelligence and height. 

Preliminary results from an on-going study of Danish draftees. Acta Ophthalmol Suppl (1985) 

1988;185:41-3. 

54. Rosner M, Laor A, Belkin M. Myopia and stature: findings in a population of 106,926 males. Eur 

J Ophthalmol 1995;5(1):1-6. 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Sex-s
p

o

Alco
hol d

rin
kin

g−ass
ocia

ted

Cognitiv
e fu

ntio
n

A
bs

ol
ut

e 
va

lu
e 

of
 b

et
a

0
1

2
3

4

Dise
ase

Employm
ent

Family 
facto

r
fM

RI

Gut m
icr

obiota abundance

Health
 co

nditio
ns

Life
sty

le and Envir
onment

Mental h
ealth

Metabolite
s

Ocu
lar m

easu
re/co

nditio
n

Phys
ica

l M
easu

res

Proteins

ecif
ic 

facto
r

Smokin
g

S cio
demographics

Treatm
ent/m

edica
tio

n
Others

Categories

Total=852

Categories

fMRI
proteins
metabolites
Physical Measures
Disease
Lifestyle and Environment
Ocular measure/ condition
Treatment/medication
Family factor
Sociodemographics
Health conditions
Mental health
Smoking
Alcohol drinking-associated
Employment
Gut microbiota abundance
Cognitive funtion
Sex-specific factor
Others
Total

9
8
5
1

Number of tratis

204
145
99
71
70
51
33
33
23
17
13
12
12
10

33
852

    range
(7532, 8427)
(3301,  393193)
(3427, 431167)
(3112, 681275)
(6881, 655666)
(6934, 462630)
(15090, 460536)
(444211, 463010) 
(63775, 455503)
(95427, 766345)
(5473, 461857)
(33425, 453071)
(33229, 607291)
(31506, 235645)
(70119, 458079)
(8956, 14306)
(149051,462302)
 (170498,418758)
(8956, 463010)
(3112, 766345)

         Sample size 
median 
7532 
3301         
115078           
345665         
399417             
360895             
97465         
462933         
399793 
458079         
455085             
365845     
128188         
117880             
91149             
14306           
269867              
401898          
448858          
48898         

23.94%  fMRI
17.02%  proteins
11.62%  metabolites
8.33%  Physical Measures
8.22%  Disease
5.99%  Lifestyle and Environment
3.87%  Ocular measure/ condition
3.87%  Treatment/medication
2.70%  Family factor
2.00%  Sociodemographics
1.53%  Health conditions
1.41%  Mental health
1.41%  Smoking
1.17%  Alcohol drinking-associated
1.06%  Employment
0.94%  Gut microbiota abundance
0.59%  Cognitive funtion
0.47%  Sex-specific factor
3.87%  Others

4

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385doi: medRxiv preprint 

junho
矩形

junho
删划线

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


0

10

20

30

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 12 13 14 16 18 19

Fluid intelligence score

Intelligence

Cognitive performance

Gastroesophageal reflux disease

Job involves heavy manual or physical work

Job involves mainly walking or standing

Time spent using computer

Usual walking pace

Time spent watching television

Age started wearing glasses or contact lenses

6mm strong meridian (left)
6mm  strong meridian (right)

Leg fat percentage (left) 

Leg fat percentage (right)

Qualifications: None of the above

Home location at assessment -north co-ordinate

Place of birth in UK - north co-ordinate

Years of schooling

Qualifications: College or University/degree

Qualifications: A levels/AS levels or equivalent

Place of birth in UK - east co-ordinate

Age completed full time education

Age first had sexual intercourse

Time spend outdoors in summer

Usual side of head for mobile phone use: Left

Major depressive disorder

Mood swings
Experiencing mood swings

Reason for glasses/contact lenses: 
• For 'astigmatism'
• For 'amblyopia'
• For 'strabismus'

Leg fat mass (right)
Arm fat percentage (left)

Arm fat mass(right) 
Overall health rating 
Whole body fat mass 
Standing height
Arm fat percentage(right) 
Forced vital capacity

Average total household income before tax

Home location at assessment:east co-ordinateAge at first birth
Depressed affect

40
-L

og
10

(p
)

Age at first sexual intercourse

Age at first live birth
Bonferroni-corrected P

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385doi: medRxiv preprint 

junho
线条

junho
线条

junho
线条

junho
线条

junho
矩形

junho
线条

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
ebi-a-GCST90002412
ebi-a-GCST90012102

ieu-a-789
met-a-373
met-a-419
met-a-682
met-a-699
met-c-844
met-c-845
met-c-847
met-c-848
met-c-851
met-c-922
met-c-941

met-d-Acetoacetate
met-d-Albumin
met-d-ApoB

met-d-ApoB_by_ApoA1
met-d-Clinical_LDL_C

met-d-IDL_C
met-d-IDL_CE
met-d-IDL_FC

met-d-IDL_FC_pct
met-d-IDL_L
met-d-IDL_P
met-d-IDL_PL

met-d-L_HDL_FC_pct
met-d-L_HDL_PL_pct

met-d-L_LDL_FC
met-d-L_VLDL_C_pct

met-d-L_VLDL_CE_pct
met-d-L_VLDL_TG_pct

met-d-LDL_FC
met-d-LDL_size
met-d-M_HDL_L

met-d-M_HDL_PL
met-d-M_VLDL_C

met-d-M_VLDL_C_pct
met-d-M_VLDL_CE

met-d-M_VLDL_CE_pct
met-d-M_VLDL_FC_pct
met-d-M_VLDL_PL_pct
met-d-M_VLDL_TG_pct

met-d-MUFA_pct
met-d-non_HDL_C

met-d-PUFA_by_MUFA
met-d-PUFA_pct
met-d-S_HDL_C

met-d-S_HDL_CE
met-d-S_HDL_FC
met-d-S_HDL_L
met-d-S_HDL_P
met-d-S_HDL_PL

met-d-S_LDL_CE_pct
met-d-S_LDL_FC
met-d-S_LDL_PL

met-d-S_LDL_PL_pct
met-d-S_LDL_TG_pct
met-d-S_VLDL_C_pct

met-d-S_VLDL_CE_pct
met-d-S_VLDL_FC_pct
met-d-S_VLDL_PL_pct
met-d-S_VLDL_TG_pct

met-d-Unsaturation
met-d-VLDL_C

met-d-VLDL_CE
met-d-XL_HDL_FC

met-d-XL_VLDL_C_pct
met-d-XL_VLDL_CE_pct
met-d-XL_VLDL_FC_pct
met-d-XL_VLDL_PL_pct
met-d-XL_VLDL_TG_pct

met-d-XS_VLDL_C
met-d-XS_VLDL_C_pct

met-d-XS_VLDL_CE
met-d-XS_VLDL_FC

met-d-XS_VLDL_FC_pct
met-d-XS_VLDL_L
met-d-XS_VLDL_P
met-d-XS_VLDL_PL

met-d-XS_VLDL_TG_pct
met-d-XXL_VLDL_L

met-d-XXL_VLDL_TG

eb
i-a
-G
C
ST

90
00
24
12

eb
i-a
-G
C
ST

90
01
21
02

ie
u-
a-
78
9

m
et
-a
-3
73

m
et
-a
-4
19

m
et
-a
-6
82

m
et
-a
-6
99

m
et
-c
-8
44

m
et
-c
-8
45

m
et
-c
-8
47

m
et
-c
-8
48

m
et
-c
-8
51

m
et
-c
-9
22

m
et
-c
-9
41

m
et
-d
-A
ce
to
ac
et
at
e

m
et
-d
-A
lb
um

in
m
et
-d
-A
po
B

m
et
-d
-A
po
B_

by
_A

po
A1

m
et
-d
-C
lin
ic
al
_L
D
L_
C

m
et
-d
-ID

L_
C

m
et
-d
-ID

L_
C
E

m
et
-d
-ID

L_
FC

m
et
-d
-ID

L_
FC

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-ID

L_
L

m
et
-d
-ID

L_
P

m
et
-d
-ID

L_
PL

m
et
-d
-L
_H

D
L_
FC

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-L
_H

D
L_
PL

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-L
_L
D
L_
FC

m
et
-d
-L
_V

LD
L_
C
_p
ct

m
et
-d
-L
_V

LD
L_
C
E_

pc
t

m
et
-d
-L
_V

LD
L_
TG

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-L
D
L_
FC

m
et
-d
-L
D
L_
si
ze

m
et
-d
-M
_H

D
L_
L

m
et
-d
-M
_H

D
L_
PL

m
et
-d
-M
_V

LD
L_
C

m
et
-d
-M
_V

LD
L_
C
_p
ct

m
et
-d
-M
_V

LD
L_
C
E

m
et
-d
-M
_V

LD
L_
C
E_

pc
t

m
et
-d
-M
_V

LD
L_
FC

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-M
_V

LD
L_
PL

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-M
_V

LD
L_
TG

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-M
U
FA

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-n
on
_H

D
L_
C

m
et
-d
-P
U
FA

_b
y_
M
U
FA

m
et
-d
-P
U
FA

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-S
_H

D
L_
C

m
et
-d
-S
_H

D
L_
C
E

m
et
-d
-S
_H

D
L_
FC

m
et
-d
-S
_H

D
L_
L

m
et
-d
-S
_H

D
L_
P

m
et
-d
-S
_H

D
L_
PL

m
et
-d
-S
_L
D
L_
C
E_

pc
t

m
et
-d
-S
_L
D
L_
FC

m
et
-d
-S
_L
D
L_
PL

m
et
-d
-S
_L
D
L_
PL

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-S
_L
D
L_
TG

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-S
_V

LD
L_
C
_p
ct

m
et
-d
-S
_V

LD
L_
C
E_

pc
t

m
et
-d
-S
_V

LD
L_
FC

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-S
_V

LD
L_
PL

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-S
_V

LD
L_
TG

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-U
ns
at
ur
at
io
n

m
et
-d
-V
LD

L_
C

m
et
-d
-V
LD

L_
C
E

m
et
-d
-X
L_
H
D
L_
FC

m
et
-d
-X
L_
VL

D
L_
C
_p
ct

m
et
-d
-X
L_
VL

D
L_
C
E_

pc
t

m
et
-d
-X
L_
VL

D
L_
FC

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-X
L_
VL

D
L_
PL

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-X
L_
VL

D
L_
TG

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-X
S_

VL
D
L_
C

m
et
-d
-X
S_

VL
D
L_
C
_p
ct

m
et
-d
-X
S_

VL
D
L_
C
E

m
et
-d
-X
S_

VL
D
L_
FC

m
et
-d
-X
S_

VL
D
L_
FC

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-X
S_

VL
D
L_
L

m
et
-d
-X
S_

VL
D
L_
P

m
et
-d
-X
S_

VL
D
L_
PL

m
et
-d
-X
S_

VL
D
L_
TG

_p
ct

m
et
-d
-X
XL

_V
LD

L_
L

m
et
-d
-X
XL

_V
LD

L_
TG

-1

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.24.24309385
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


-2.5 -2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0

Gastroesophageal reflux disease 
Osteoarthritis of the hip or knee 

Meniscus derangement 
Other joint disorders

Hallux valgus (Acquired) 
Osteoarthritis (Self-reported) 

Ventral hernia without obstruction or gangrene
Umbilical hernia

Duodenitis
Diseases of the musculoskeletal system and connective tissue 

 Gonarthrosis unspecified 
Small cell lung carcinoma 

Alzheimer's disease 
Alzheimer's disease (Late onset) 

Malignant melanoma
Melanoma skin cancer 

Eczema
Other disorders of eyelid
Other disorders of eyelid 

Eczema/dermatitis 
Ischaemic Stroke excluding all haemorrhages 

Knee osteoarthritis
Rheumatology

Uterine fibroids
Rheumatoid arthritis unspecified (Site unspecified)

Ulcerative colitis NAS 
Ear nose and throat (ENT) 

Carpal tunnel syndrome 
Personal history of diseases of the circulatory system 

Cancer of skin 
Malignant neoplasm of skin 

Osteoarthritis
Stress incontinence

Observation for suspected myocardial infarction
Lung cancer 

Hyperlipidaemia unspecified
Melanocytic naevi

Tinnitus severity/nuisance
LRTI 

Hearing difficulty/problems with background noise 
Malignant non-melanoma skin cancer 

URTI 

Decreased risk of myopia
0 1 2 3 4

Glaucoma (Eye problems/disorders) 
Macular degeneration 
Bilateral inguinal hernia, without obstruction or gangrene
Type 2 diabetes
Early age-related macular degeneration 
Malignant neoplasm of bladder 
Upper-outer quadrant of breast 
Glaucoma (Multi-trait analysis)
Chemotherapy session for neoplasm 
Glaucoma (Self-reported)  
Diabetes (Self-reported) 
Type 2 diabetes (Self-reported)   
Diabetes (Diagnosed by doctor)  
Malabsorption/coeliac disease
Diverticular disease/diverticulitis
Age-related hearing impairment (MTAG)
Cerebral infarction
Benign mammary dysplasia
Ischemic stroke (cardioembolic) 
Sigmoid colon 
Without complications
Rectal polyp 
Diverticular disease of intestine, part unspecified, without perforation or abscess
Disorders of continuity of bone
Knee and hip osteoarthritis
Hip osteoarthritis
ER- Breast cancer (Survival)
Membranous nephropathy

Increased risk of myopia
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