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Abstract 
 
Objec&ve: We sought to evaluate whether obstruc9ve sleep apnea (OSA), and other sleep 

disorders, increase gene9c risk of developing diabetes mellitus (DM).  

 
Research Design and Methods: Using GWAS summary sta9s9cs from the DIAGRAM consor9um 

and Million Veteran Program, we developed mul9-ancestry Type 2 Diabetes (T2D) polygenic risk 

scores (T2D-PRSs) useful in admixed Hispanic/La9no individuals. We es9mated the associa9on 

of the T2D-PRS with cross-sec9onal and incident DM in the Hispanic Community Health 

Study/Study of La9nos (HCHS/SOL). We conducted a media9on analysis with T2D-PRSs as an 

exposure, incident DM as an outcome, and OSA as a mediator. Addi9onally, we performed 

Mendelian randomiza9on (MR) analysis to assess the causal rela9onship between T2D and OSA. 
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Results: Of 12,342 HCHS/SOL par9cipants, at baseline, 48.4% were normoglycemic, 36.6% were 

hyperglycemic, and 15% had diabetes, and 50.9% iden9fied as female. Mean age was 41.5, and 

mean BMI was 29.4. T2D-PRSs was strongly associated with baseline DM and with incident DM. 

At baseline, a 1 SD increase in the primary T2D-PRS had DM adjusted odds ra9o (OR) = 2.67, 

95% CI [2.40; 2.97] and a higher incident DM rate (incident rate ra9o (IRR) = 2.02, 95% CI [1.75; 

2.33]). In a stra9fied analysis based on OSA severity categories the associa9ons were stronger in 

individuals with mild OSA compared to those with moderate to severe OSA. Media9on analysis 

suggested that OSA mediates the T2D-PRS associa9on with DM. In two-sample MR analysis, 

T2D-PRS had a causal effect on OSA, OR = 1.03, 95% CI [1.01; 1.05], and OSA had a causal effect 

on T2D, with OR = 2.34, 95% CI [1.59; 3.44].  

 
Conclusions: OSA likely mediates gene9c effects on T2D. 
 
Keywords: Diabetes; Type 2 diabetes; Obstruc9ve sleep apnea; Polygenic risk score; Hispanic or 
La9no 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Introduc.on 
 
There is compelling evidence linking obstruc9ve sleep apnea (OSA) to Diabetes Mellitus (DM), a 

group of metabolic diseases marked by elevated blood glucose levels due to defects in insulin 
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secre9on and u9liza9on [1]. OSA is a common sleep-related breathing disorder characterized by 

repeated episodes of upper airway obstruc9on associated with intermiqent hypoxemia and 

fragmented sleep- mechanisms that are implicated in impaired glucose regula9on [2]. The 

poten9al pathways linking OSA and DM and evidence for a causal associa9on have been 

reported previously [3-6]. In the Hispanic Community Health Study/Study of La9nos 

(HCHS/SOL), prospec9ve analyses demonstrated that OSA was associated with an approximately 

30% increased incidence of DM [7]. In addi9on to OSA, other metrics of poor sleep, including 

chronic par9al sleep loss, have been related to DM risk [8]. Meta-analyses showed that quan9ty 

and quality of sleep, including short and long sleep dura9ons, increase the risk of development 

of type 2 diabetes [9, 10]. A study in HCHS/SOL found that those with short sleep and insomnia, 

and long sleep without insomnia had elevated odds of diabetes prevalence [11]. DM is one of 

the primary risk factors for cardiovascular diseases, which in turn, is the leading cause of 

mortality in Hispanics/La9nos individuals [26] and thus, elucida9on of the complex interplay 

between sleep and DM is par9cularly important in Hispanic/La9no popula9ons. 

 

Recent analysis in HCHS/SOL u9lized gene9c techniques to study the associa9on of OSA with a 

range of phenotypes. The study showed that a polygenic risk score for OSA was associated with 

glycemic traits [12]; on the other hand, using GWAS summary sta9s9cs to perform a two-

sample Mendelian randomiza9on (MR) analysis, there was evidence that DM and glycemic traits 

were causally associated with OSA but not the other way around. These results indicate the 

existence of a poten9al bidirec9onal associa9on between OSA and diabetes, which is consistent 

with results reported in several large cohorts [13]. However, in the manuscript that observed no 
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causal associa9on of OSA on diabetes [12], MR analysis was limited by use of results from a 

genome-wide associa9on study of OSA that was performed in a popula9on of Finnish 

Europeans and analysis of only a handful of loci obtained from analysis that did not adjust for 

BMI. Further, it is possible that there is a more complex associa9on between OSA and risk of 

diabetes. For example, OSA may modify gene9c risk of diabetes. 

 

We hypothesized that OSA interacts with gene9c risk for DM to increase DM risk. Mechanisms 

involved in intermiqent hypoxia and fragmented sleep increase the risk of DM and are possibly 

related to hormonal changes caused by insufficient sleep, metabolic imbalance, chronic 

inflamma9on, or oxida9ve stress [14-17]. Such interac9ons are consistent with recent data 

demonstra9ng interac9ons between sleep dura9on and gene9c loci in associa9ons for blood 

pressure and lipid levels; specifically, mul9ple genome-wide gene-environment studies 

iden9fied interac9ons of genomic loci with interac9on with either short or long sleep dura9on 

in rela9on to blood pressure and lipid measures [18, 19]. It is similarly possible that OSA 

increases the risk of DM also via modifica9on of gene9c effects. Polygenic risk scores (PRSs) are 

increasingly used to summarize the gene9c liability of a disease [20-29]. Given the strong 

associa9on between OSA and DM, it is important to study the risk conferred by PRS for DM 

within the context of the “biological environment” of OSA, where we assume that individuals 

with OSA have poten9ally different 9ssue physiological func9ons compared to individuals 

without OSA due to hypoxia, for example.  
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Hispanics and La9nos are of admixed origin, with three predominant ancestral popula9ons of 

European (EUR), African (AFR), and Amerindian (AMR) ancestries [30]. Thus, the genomes 

among groups of people of Hispanic and La9no background are a mosaic of genomic intervals 

each inherited from AMR, EUR, and AFR ancestries. Un9l recently, most studies of gene9c 

suscep9bility to DM have been performed in cohorts of European or Asian ancestry [31, 32], 

which may not fully represent the ancestral mosaic in Hispanic, admixed individuals. Recently, 

several large studies of gene9c suscep9bility to DM via mul9-ancestry meta-analysis have 

iden9fied hundreds of loci associated with type 2 diabetes [30, 31] and laid the founda9on for 

developing PRS that are useful across diverse popula9ons, including admixed Hispanics/La9nos. 

Thanks to the availability of ancestry-specific GWAS, here we develop new polygenic risk scores 

(PRSs) for DM that are useful for admixed individuals such as Hispanics/La9nos, and study 

whether their associa9on with DM is modified by OSA or, in secondary analysis, other poor 

sleep phenotypes.  

 

Methods 

We used summary sta9s9cs from published GWAS and individual-level data from the Mass 

General Brigham (MGB) Biobank (overview of MGB Biobank data is provided in Supplementary 

Note 1) to develop T2D-PRS in different ways. We used gene9c data to study the associa9ons 

between OSA (and, in secondary analysis, other sleep measures) and DM using data from 

HCHS/SOL. We applied a few approaches for analysis, including PRS, MR, and media9on 

analysis. Because both OSA and T2D are heavily impacted by obesity, we further considered 
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summary sta9s9cs for PRS and MR analyses based on BMI-adjusted analyses. Table 1 

summarizes the gene9c data and analyses performed. 

 

Development of polygenic risk scores for T2D 

For the primary T2D-PRS developed, we used summary sta9s9cs from two large GWAS efforts of 

T2D: the DIAGRAM consor9um [33] and the Million Veteran Program (MVP) [34], where T2D 

GWAS were not adjusted for BMI. Both sets of summary sta9s9cs were based on individuals 

from mul9ple popula9ons and gene9c ancestries. The DIAGRAM consor9um provided summary 

sta9s9cs from GWAS meta-analysis in East Asian (EAS), European (EUR), and South Asian (SAS) 

individuals. MVP provided summary sta9s9cs from analysis of White (EUR), Black (AFR), and 

Hispanic (AMR) HARE (harmonized ancestry and race/ethnicity) groups. Details are provided in 

Supplementary Table 1. We first meta-analyzed the DIAGRAM-European and MVP-White 

summary sta9s9cs using inverse-variance weighted meta-analysis implemented in GWAMA [35]. 

Next, we used PRS-CSx [36] (global shrinkage parameter 𝜙 was learnt from the data, other 

parameters lev at default) to develop ancestry-specific PRS for EUR, AFR, EAS, SAS, and AMR 

groups (now using popula9on descriptors provided by the Linkage Disequilibrium reference 

panels implemented by PRS-CSx; specifically, we used those based on the 1000 Genomes 

reference panels), focusing on HapMap SNPs (as available in the PRS-CSx provided reference 

panel data) [37]. This resulted in a list of variants and weights for each of EUR, AFR, EAS, SAS 

and AMR T2D-PRSs. Because of the specific admixture paqerns in HCHS/SOL individuals, we 

only moved forward with EUR, AFR, and AMR ancestry-specific T2D-PRSs in data analysis, as 

described laqer.  
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In secondary analysis we developed T2D-PRS based on European ancestry individuals only using 

the DIAGRAM consor9um summary sta9s9cs from a BMI-adjusted GWAS [31]. Other summary 

sta9s9cs from BMI-adjusted analyses are not available. Thus, we used PRS-CS to develop PRS 

weights from the T2D BMI-adjusted GWAS employing LD-reference panel derived from 

European UKBB individuals. We used the maximum Neff (total reported effec9ve sample size) 

reported for this data set (157,390) as the sample size, and allowed PRS-CS to learn the global 

shrinkage parameter 𝜙 from the data. All other parameters were lev at their default values. The 

posterior effect size es9mates generated by PRS-CS are the PRS weights. This PRS is referred to 

as BMIadjT2D-PRS. 

 
 
The Hispanic Community Health study/Study of La>nos 

The HCHS/SOL is a popula9on-based cohort study of Hispanic/La9no adults in the United States. 

Individuals were recruited to the study via a mul9-stage sampling design, as previously 

described [38, 39]. The study enrolled 16,415 adult par9cipants (18- to 74-year-old at baseline) 

from four geographic areas: Bronx, NY, Chicago, IL, Miami, FL, and San Diego, CA, with 

enrollment between 2008-2011 (visit 1). Individuals self-iden9fied with Hispanic/La9no 

backgrounds including Cuban, Central American, Dominican, Mexican, Puerto Rican, and South 

American. During the baseline exam (visit 1), individuals responded to various ques9onnaires, 

including sleep-related, and health measures including anthropometry, scanned medica9ons, 

and fas9ng blood samples, were collected. HCHS/SOL par9cipants were invited to par9cipate in 

a second visit (visit 2; N = 11,623), which took place from 2014-2017, on average 6 years 

following visit 1.  
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Sleep measures 

At visit 1, par9cipants underwent home sleep tes9ng with an ARES Unicorder 5.2 (B-Alert, 

Carlsbad, CA) device within a week of their exam. The device measured nasal airflow, heart rate, 

snoring, body posi9on, and oxyhemoglobin satura9on. Based on the device measurements, the 

respiratory event index (REI) was calculated as the number of respiratory events (defined as at 

least 50% reduc9on in airflow with at least 3% desatura9on for 10 seconds or more) per 

es9mated sleep hour. OSA severity was defined based on the REI, with mild OSA defined as 

15≥REI≥ 5, and moderate-to-severe OSA defined as REI≥ 15. REI<5 was considered no OSA. 

More informa9on on the sleep study is provided in [40].  

 

Other sleep phenotypes were self-reported and included insomnia, defined by the Women’s 

Health Ini9a9ve Insomnia Ra9ng Scale [41] WHIIRS ≥ 10, short sleep, defined by the average 

sleep dura9on in hours  ≤ 6, long sleep, defined by sleep dura9on > 9, excessive day9me 

sleepiness (EDS), defined by the Epworth Sleepiness Scale [42] ESS > 10. Sleep dura9on was 

assessed through ques9ons regarding typical wake and bed9mes on weekdays and weekends: 

"What 9me do you usually go to bed (on weekdays/weekends)?" and "What 9me do you usually 

wake up (on weekdays/weekends)?" The average sleep dura9on was then calculated as a 

weighted average, with weekday sleep dura9on weighted at 5/7 and weekend sleep dura9on at 

2/7.  
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DM and incident DM outcomes 

Diabetes status was ascertained based on American Diabetes Associa9on (ADA) defini9on or 

scanned medica9on (at the baseline exam) or self-reported diabetes medica9on use (at the 

second exam). ADA criteria rely on laboratory tests, either fas9ng glucose ≥126 mg/dL, or post-

OGTT glucose ≥200 mg/dL, or A1C ≥ 6.5%, or scanned/transcribed an9-diabe9c medica9on 

use. Individuals had incident DM if they did not have DM at visit 1 and had DM at visit 2.  

 
 
Genotyping, imputa>on, and PRS construc>on 

Consented HCHS/SOL individuals were genotyped using an Illumina custom array as previously 

described [30]. Quality control was performed, including checks that biological sex matched 

reported gender. As described in Conomos et al. 2016 [30], gene9c principal components (PCs) 

and kinship matrix, tabula9ng gene9c rela9onship between individuals, were computed using 

PC-AiR and PC-Relate, implemented in the GENESIS R package [43, 44]. Propor9ons of 

con9nental ancestry were es9mated as previously reported via model-based analysis using the 

ADMIXTURE sovware [45] under the assump9on of four ancestral popula9ons (West African, 

European, Amerindian and East Asian). Consequently, a few individuals with East Asian ancestry 

were removed, and the analysis was repeated with three ancestral popula9ons (excluding East 

Asian). Genome-wide imputa9on via the Michigan imputa9on server [46] was conducted using 

the TOPMed 2.0 imputa9on panel. Only variants with imputa9on quality R2 ≥ 0.8 and minor 

allele frequency ≥0.01 were used in PRS construc9on. All PRSs were constructed in HCHS/SOL 

from lists of variants, alleles, and weights, using the PRSice sovware [47], without any clumping 

and thresholding. 
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For primary analysis, we constructed in HCHS/SOL the three ancestry-specific PRSs developed 

by PRS-CSx as described earlier (EUR, AFR, and AMR). The three PRSs were standardized to have 

mean 0 and variance 1 in the dataset. Next, we created three PRSs for each individual, summing 

the three ancestry-specific PRSs in different ways: (1) gapPRSsum: a weighted sum of EUR, AFR, 

and AMR-specific standardized PRSs, weighted by an admixed individual’s es9mated 

propor9ons of global gene9c ancestry; (2) PRSsum: an unweighted sum, where the three 

standardized ancestry-specific PRSs were summed without any weights; and (3) mgbPRSsum: a 

weighted sum of the standardized ancestry-specific PRSs for each individual, where weights 

were computed as the es9mated coefficients of the three PRSs in a logis9c regression of DM 

over the PRSs, age, sex, and 10 gene9c principal components (PCs), in the Mass General 

Brigham (MGB) Biobank. MGB Biobank methods are provided in Supplementary Note 1. Aver 

summing the ancestry-specific PRS, we again standardized each resul9ng PRS measure. 

 

For performance comparison, we constructed two addi9onal T2D-PRSs from the list of effect 

variants and their respec9ve effect sizes based on mul9-ancestry T2D GWASs reported by [48] 

and [49]. The list of effect variants and their effect sizes were downloaded from the PGS catalog 

[50]. From here on we refer to them as PGS003867_PRS and PGS002308_PRS, using the PRS 

iden9fiers from the PGS catalog. These PRSs were also standardized.  

 

We compared each model’s predic9on performance based on including only standard 

covariates (age, sex, BMI, study center, and gene9c PCs) with models that included T2D-PRSs in 

addi9on to the above covariates. We computed the area under the receiver opera9ng 
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characteris9c curve (AUC) and its 95% confidence interval (CI) for each model. First, we split the 

data into a training and tes9ng set (90% and 10% respec9vely), we next fiqed the models on the 

training set only, and then applied the R built-in func9on predict on the tes9ng set. The AUC was 

measured using the auc func9on from the Metrics R library (version 0.1.4) on 500 “train/test” 

splits. We computed the mean value for the AUC and set the lower and upper bounds AUC CIs 

to the 2.5 and 97.5 AUC percen9les, respec9vely.  

 
Associa>on analysis of T2D-PRS with DM and incident DM  

We first verified that the T2D-PRSs were associated with DM by performing the associa9on test 

between T2D-PRSs with DM at visit 1. We used survey logis9c regression with DM as the 

outcome and adjusted for age, sex, BMI, field center and the first 5 principal components of 

gene9c data to account for poten9al popula9on stra9fica9on. This analysis used survey weights 

computed based on visit 1 par9cipa9on. We next es9mated the associa9on of the T2D-PRSs 

with incident DM using analysis restricted to par9cipants who did not have DM at visit 1, in the 

combined dataset and stra9fied by Hispanic/La9no background and by sleep phenotypes. Here 

we performed survey Poisson regression accoun9ng for visit 2 survey weights and using the 

9me between the baseline clinic visit and visit 2 as an offset. Otherwise, covariates were the 

same as described for the baseline DM status associa9on analysis. 

 

Associa9on analyses were performed among all available individuals and restricted to strata of 

OSA categories. In secondary analysis, we performed associa9on analyses between T2D-PRS 

and DM and incident DM, stra9fied by other categories defined by long and short sleep 
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dura9ons, insomnia, and sleepiness, and stra9fied (separately) by self-reported Hispanic/La9no 

background. To reduce the number of displayed associa9ons, secondary analyses focused on 

mgbPRSsum. We chose this PRS because global ancestry propor9ons were available only for a 

gene9cally unrelated set of individuals, reducing power, and because unweighted sums have 

been performing less well than the weighted sums in previous work [51].  

 

When it appeared that T2D-PRS associa9on differed by sleep stratum, we also performed 

interac9on analysis, and es9mated the mul9plica9ve interac9on effect between T2D-PRSs and 

the relevant sleep strata.  

 

Associa>on analysis of T2D-PRS with sleep phenotypes  

We es9mated the associa9ons of the derived mul9-ancestry T2D-PRSs with poor sleep 

phenotypes (OSA: primary, other phenotypes: secondary) using visit 1 data. To test the 

associa9on of the T2D-PRSs with sleep phenotypes, we used survey logis9c regression with 

baseline survey weights. We set sleep phenotype as the outcome and adjusted for age, sex, 

BMI, field center and the first 5 gene9c PCs.  

 
Media>on analysis of T2D-PRS as the exposure, OSA as a mediator, and incident DM as an 
outcome 
 
We performed a media9on analysis using individuals without DM at visit 1 who par9cipated in 

visit 2. Here, we set mgbPRSsum as the exposure and mild-to-severe (versus no) OSA as a 

mediator of the mgbPRSsum effect on DM. In secondary analysis, we used also BMIadjT2D-PRS 

as an exposure, and moderate-to-severe OSA versus no and mild OSA, as well as the 
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con9nuously measured respiratory event index (REI, log transformed to achieve approximate 

normality) as mediators (each separately). We used survey logis9c regression (linear, for REI) to 

fit the mediator-exposure associa9on model, and survey Poisson regression to fit the outcome-

mediator regression (here, we used the 9me between visits 1 and 2 to adjust for differences in 

follow-up dura9on). All models were adjusted for age, sex, and 5 gene9c PCs and used visit 2 

sampling weights. We used the media.on R package version 4.5.0 to fit the causal media9on 

analysis model. Because the T2D-PRSs are con9nuous, we computed percent mediated effect 

for increasing the value of the PRS from a “control” to a “treatment” value (control.value and 

treat.value in the code). For a given PRS, we computed the values of quan9les (0, 0.25, 0.5, 

0.75, and 1) and used these. Thus, we computed (for example) the propor9on of T2D-PRS effect 

on increasing DM risk, mediated via increasing risk for mild-to-severe OSA, if the T2D-PRS values 

of all individuals in the dataset changed from a “control” value of the T2D-PRS (0.25 quan9le, 

say) to a worse “treatment” value of the T2D-PRS (0.75 quan9le, say).  

 

Two-sample Mendelian randomiza>on analysis of T2D and OSA 

Using summary sta9s9cs from published GWAS (not HCHS/SOL data), we performed bi-

direc9onal Mendelian randomiza9on (MR) analysis using the TwoSampleMR r package version 

0.5.11 to es9mate the causal effect between T2D and OSA. We used BMI-adjusted and BMI-

unadjusted European ancestry GWASs for both T2D and OSA [31, 52, 53]. For each exposure-

outcome and BMI adjustment combina9ons, we selected a set of instrumental variables (IVs) 

from the exposure GWAS by: 1) taking the intersec9on of SNPs between the exposure and 

outcome GWASs; 2) filtering the resul9ng SNPs by their p-value in the exposure GWAS (p < 5x10-
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8 and, secondary, 10-7); 3) performing clumping of the SNPs that passed the p-value threshold 

using the 1000 genomes European reference panel, including only bi-allelic SNPs with MAF > 

0.01, and se~ng clumping window as kb = 10000 and r2 = 0.001. Next, we harmonized the 

exposure and outcome data for these SNPs to ensure that the effect of a SNP on an outcome 

and exposure is rela9ve to the same allele. We performed MR analysis based on these 

harmonized data. The primary method was the inverse variance weighted (IVW) random effects 

meta-analysis. We also used MR-PRESSO [54] because it allows for evalua9on of horizontal 

pleiotropy in mul9-instrument MR (we set NbDistribu.on = 10000 and SignifThreshold = 0.05), 

and MR-RAPS because it is useful when instruments are weak (e.g. p-value<10-7, rather than 

5x10-8).  

Results 
 
HCHS/SOL par>cipant characteris>cs 

Table 2 characterizes the HCHS/SOL target popula9on, overall and stra9fied by OSA severity 

categories (no OSA, mild OSA and moderate to severe OSA). Of the HCHS/SOL target popula9on, 

50.9% were females and the mean age and BMI were 41.51 (SD = 15.05) and 29.4 (SD = 6.13) 

respec9vely. At visit 1, 48.4% of the target popula9on was normoglycemic, 36.6% was 

hyperglycemic and 15% met criteria for diabetes. Focusing on the popula9on who did not have 

DM (normal or hyperglycemic) at visit 1 and par9cipated in visit 2, 8.08% of the HCHS/SOL 

target popula9on had incident DM at visit 2 (Supplementary Table 2). Characteris9cs of the 

HCHS/SOL target popula9on stra9fied by other sleep phenotype categories are provided in 

Supplementary Table 3. 
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Table 1: Outline of the analyses performed in this study. 

PRS associa&ons with DM at baseline 
Analysis GWAS PRS type PRS method Stra6fica6on categories 

T2D-PRS associa.on with DM at 
baseline: newly developed PRSs. 

BMI-unadjusted mul<-ancestry 
T2D GWASs: DIAGRAM, MVP 
BMI-adjusted European T2D 
GWAS: DIAGRAM 

mgbPRSsum 

gapPRSsum 

PRSsum 

BMIadjPRS 

PRS-CSx 
 
 

PRS-CS 

Primary: Overall dataset, OSA severity 
categories 
Secondary: stra<fied by sleep 
phenotypes categories and by 
Hispanic/La<no background 

T2D-PRS associa.on with DM at 
baseline: comparison to exis.ng 
PRSs 

BMI-unadjusted mul<-ancestry 
T2D GWASs 

PGS003867_PRS 

PGS002308_PRS 
(exis<ng) 

PRS-CSx 
PRS-CS 

 

Overall dataset 

OSA-PRS associa.on with DM at 
baseline 

BMI-adjusted and 
BMI-unadjusted mul<-ancestry 
OSA GWAS: MVP 

Genome-wide 
SNPs (LDPred2) 

LDPred2 Overall dataset 

PRS associa&ons with incident DM 
T2D-PRS associa.on with incident 
DM: newly developed PRSs. 

BMI-unadjusted mul<-ancestry 
T2D GWASs: DIAGRAM, MVP 
BMI-adjusted European T2D 
GWAS: DIAGRAM 

mgbPRSsum 
gapPRSsum 

PRSsum 
BMIadjPRS 

PRS-CSx 
 
 

PRS-CS 

Primary: Overall dataset, OSA severity 
categories 
Secondary: stra<fied by sleep 
phenotypes categories and by 
Hispanic/La<no background 

T2D-PRS associa.on with incident 
DM: comparison to exis.ng PRSs 

BMI-unadjusted mul<-ancestry 
T2D GWASs 

PGS003867_PRS 
PGS002308_PRS 

(exis<ng) 

PRS-CSx 
PRS-CS 

Overall dataset 

PRS associa&ons with poor sleep phenotypes at baseline 
T2D-PRS associa.on with poor 
sleep phenotypes 

BMI-unadjusted mul<-ancestry 
T2D GWASs: DIAGRAM, MVP 
BMI-adjusted European T2D 
GWAS: DIAGRAM 

mgbPRSsum 
gapPRSsum 

PRSsum 
BMIadjPRS 

PRS-CSx 
 
 

PRS-CS 

OSA severity categories, sleep 
phenotypes categories 

OSA-PRS associa.on with OSA BMI-unadjusted and 
BMI-adjusted mul<-ancestry 
OSA GWAS: MVP 

Genome-wide 
SNPs (LDPred2) 

LDPred2 OSA severity categories 

T2D-PRS interac&on analysis 
Interac.on between T2D-PRSs and 
OSA severity categories 

BMI-unadjusted mul<-ancestry 
T2D GWASs: DIAGRAM, MVP 

mgbPRSsum 
gapPRSsum 

PRSsum 

PRS-CSx OSA severity categories 
 

Media&on analysis 
Media.on analysis:  
T2D-PRS à OSA à incident DM  

BMI-unadjusted and BMI-
adjusted mul<-ancestry T2D 
GWASs: DIAGRAM, MVP 

mgbPRSsum 
gapPRSsum 

PRSsum 

PRS-CSx OSA, REI 

Mendelian Randomiza&on analysis 
Analysis GWAS IVs SNPs p-value 

threshold 
MR-method 

Mendelian Randomiza.on:  
T2D à OSA 

BMI-unadjusted and BMI-
adjusted European T2D and 
OSA GWASs: DIAGRAM, MVP-
White 

SNPs significantly 
associated with 

T2D 

5*10-8 

10-7 

10-5 

Primary: IVW, MR-RAPS, MR-PRESSO 
Secondary: MR-Egger, weighted median, 
simple mode, weighted mode, MR-RAPS. 

Mendelian Randomiza.on:  
OSA à T2D 

BMI-unadjusted and BMI-
adjusted European T2D and 
OSA GWASs: DIAGRAM, MVP-
White 

SNPs significantly 
associated with 

OSA 

5*10-8 

10-7 

10-5 

Primary: IVW, MR-RAPS, MR-PRESSO 
Secondary: MR-Egger, weighted median, 
simple mode, weighted mode, MR-RAPS. 

mgbPRSsum, gapPRSsum, and PRSsum were constructed as weighted sums of the standardized ancestry-specific PRSs for each individual. In 
mgbPRSsum the weights were the es<mated coefficients of the three PRSs in a logis<c regression of DM over the PRSs, age, sex, and 10 PCs in 
the MGB Biobank. In gapPRSsum the weights were individual-specific, using the individual’s es<mated propor<ons of global gene<c ancestry. In 
PRSsum the weights were all equal to 1.  
BMIadjPRS was developed based on the BMI-adjusted T2D GWAS. 
PGS003867_PRS and PGS002308_PRS were previously developed (variants and weights obtained from the PGS catalog) and used for 
performance comparison from the list of effect variants and their respec<ve effect sizes based on mul<-ancestry T2D GWASs reported by [48] 
and [49], respec<vely. 
OSA-PRS constructed based on previously-reported variants and weights.  
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Table 2: Characteris;cs of the HCHS/SOL target popula;on at baseline overall and stra;fied by OSA severity 
categories. 

Characteris.c All No OSA Mild OSA Moderate to severe OSA 

N  12,342   7,563    2,122   1,270 
Gender N (%)     
  Female   7,244 (50.9)    4,816 (55.4)   1,117 (42.4)     508 (31.9)  
  Male   5,098 (49.1)    2,747 (44.6)    1,005 (57.6)     762 (68.1)  
Age     
  Mean (SD)    41.51 (15.05)   37.87 (14.03)   50.46 (12.83)   52.62 (12.91) 
BMI     
  Mean (SD)    29.40 (6.13)   28.30 (5.66)   31.47 (6.05)   33.71 (6.25) 
DM status at baseline N (%)     
  Normoglycemic   5,090 (48.4)    3,742 (56.8)      544 (28.8)     216 (18.3)  
  Hyperglycemic   4,839 (36.6)    2,723 (33.1)    996 (46.8)     598 (47.1)  

  Diabe<c   2,413 (15.0)     1,098 (10.1)    582 (24.4)     456 (34.6)  
DM status at visit 2 N (%)     
  Normoglycemic   2,462 (22.5)     1,854 (26.9)     258 (13.6)      98 (7.5)  
  Hyperglycemic   3,891 (28.6)    2,364 (27.4)     757 (34.8)     392 (31.5)  

  Diabe<c   2,438 (14.7)     1,160 (10.5)     584 (24.0)     445 (31.0)  
  Missing DM status/ 
  did not par<cipate in visit 2   3,551 (34.2)    2,185 (35.2)    523 (27.6)    335 (30.0) 

Center N (%)     

  Bronx   3,221 (28.7)     1,965 (29.0)     530 (27.1)     292 (25.2)  

  Chicago   2,954 (15.1)     1,944 (16.6)     508 (13.9)     305 (13.8)  

  Miami   3,346 (31.8)     1,833 (27.9)     552 (34.3)     359 (36.3)  
  San Diego   2,821 (24.3)     1,821 (26.5)    532 (24.7)     314 (24.7)  
Alterna.ve healthy ea.ng 
index1      

  Mean (SD)    47.35 (7.30)   46.96 (7.19)   49.49 (7.41)   49.58 (7.55) 

ShiW work2 N (%)     

  No  10,023 (79.4)    6,076 (78.2)    1,735 (80.4)    1,063 (83.2)  

  Yes   2,319 (20.6)     1,487 (21.8)      387 (19.6)     207 (16.8)  

Total physical ac.vity3      
 Mean (SD)   712.47 (1079.68)  747.51 (1077.77)  644.78 (1002.69)  605.72 (1106.28) 

Vigorous physical ac.vity4      

  Mean (SD)    42.01 (95.75)   43.54 (94.89)   38.40 (92.85)   35.26 (92.49) 

Smoking (%)     

  Never   7,363 (60.6)    4,801 (64.9)   1,175 (53.5)     648 (52.9)  

  Former   2,468 (17.4)     1,284 (14.4)     548 (25.1)     395 (28.7)  

  Current   2,498 (22.0)     1,471 (20.7)     398 (21.4)     226 (18.4)  

Alcohol use     

  Never   2,403 (18.1)     1,444 (17.7)     389 (16.4)     244 (18.9)  

  Former   4,006 (29.7)    2,450 (29.3)     711 (30.0)     428 (33.3)  
  Current   5,929 (52.2)    3,666 (53.0)    1,022 (53.6)     597 (47.8)  

1A measure of diet quality based on foods and nutrients predic<ve of chronic disease risk [55]. 
2Shij work was considered either ajernoon, night, split, irregular, or rota<ng shij. Unemployed or dayshij is not shij work. 
3 The total amount of <me spent doing some form of physical ac<vity in a week (MET minutes/day) based on self-report. 
4The average amount of <me spent per day doing vigorous physical ac<vity (MET minutes/day) based on self-report. 
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Newly-developed T2D-PRSs are associated with DM and incident DM 
 
Here we developed three types of mul9-ancestry T2D-PRSs, including PRS constructed as 

unweighted sum, weighted sum with weights being ancestral propor9ons and weights 

es9mated from the logis9c regression based on MGB Biobank dataset (Supplementary Table 4 

provides characteris9cs of the MGB dataset and Supplementary Note 1 provides descrip9on of 

the MGB Biobank dataset). Figure 1a shows the propor9ons of individuals by DM status and the 

change in their DM status over 9me, between visit 1 and 2 (6.03 years on average), stra9fied by 

mgbPRSsum T2D-PRS quar9les. This figure demonstrates that individuals with higher values of 

the PRS tend to have worse DM profiles (e.g. DM already at V1). Supplementary Figure 1 shows 

distribu9on of the three new T2D-PRSs by DM category among visits 1 and 2 par9cipants, 

demonstra9ng that, for the three PRSs, PRS distribu9ons are shived across individuals grouped 

by DM profiles (no/normal-glycemic, pre-DM/hypergelycemic, and DM).  
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Figure 1: T2D-PRSs associa>ons with DM. 

 

Panel a) Propor;on of individuals by DM status over ;me (between clinic’s visit 1 and 2) stra;fied by T2D-PRS 
quar;les. Note: “Persistent” refers to having the same DM status in both visit 1 and visit 2; “Worsen” refers to 
change in DM status from normoglycemic at visit 1 to hyperglycemic at visit 2 or from hyperglycemic in visit 1 to 
diabe;c at visit 2; “Improve” refers to change in DM status from hyperglycemic at visit 1 to normoglycemic at 
visit 2 or from diabe;c in visit 1 to hyperglycemic or normoglycemic at visit 2. b) Es;mated OR of the T2D-PRSs 
in associa;on with DM at baseline in HCHS/SOL individuals with DM status at baseline c) Es;mated IRR of the 
T2D-PRS in associa;on with incident DM in individuals free of DM at baseline. d) Associa;on of T2D-PRSs with 
DM and incident DM in HCHS/SOL individuals stra;fied by OSA severity levels and overall dataset. OSA severity 
levels were defined based on the respiratory even index (REI): mild OSA was defined as 15≥REI≥5, moderate-
to-severe OSA was defined as REI≥15, and REI<5 was considered no OSA. 
 
All models were adjusted for age, sex, BMI, study center and 5 gene;c PCs. 
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OR: odds ra;os; IRR: incidence rate ra;os; AUC: Area Under the ROC (receiver opera;ng characteris;c) Curve; 
T2D: type 2 diabetes; PRSs: polygenic risk scores; DM: diabetes mellitus; HCHS/SOL: Hispanic Community Health 
Study/Study of La;nos; EDS: excessive day;me sleepiness; OSA: obstruc;ve sleep apnea. 

 

 

Associa9on analysis of T2D-PRSs with DM and incident DM in the overall dataset showed 

associa9ons of all newly developed T2D-PRSs. Results across the three new T2D-DM PRSs were 

roughly similar. At baseline (Figure 1b), per 1 standard devia9on (SD) increase of the PRS, 

PRSsum was associated with increased visit 1 prevalence of DM with odds ra9o (OR) = 3.13, 95% 

confidence interval (CI) [2.75; 3.56], gapPRSsum had OR = 2.77, 95% CI [2.44; 3.13], and 

mgbPRSsum had OR = 2.67, 95% CI [2.4; 2.97] for mgbPRSsum. Figure 1c shows corresponding 

results for incident DM (N = 803) among individuals with normal glycemia and hyperglycema. 

Incident rate ra9os (IRRs) ranged from 2.02 (PRSsum) to 2.15 (gapPRSsum) per 1 SD increase of 

the PRS, and all associa9ons were highly sta9s9cally significant. In contrast, while associa9ons 

with PGS002308_PRS and PGS003867_PRS (see Table 1 for descrip9on of these PRSs) were also 

sta9s9cally significant, effect sizes were substan9ally lower, with ORs of 1.55 and 1.93 for 

baseline DM, and IRRs of 1.42 and 1.48 for incident DM. Supplementary Figure 2 provides 

results from associa9on analysis of the three new T2D-PRSs with DM and incident DM stra9fied 

by self-reported Hispanic/La9no background (characteris9cs of the HCHS/SOL target popula9on 

stra9fied by background are provided in Supplementary Table 5). Here too, for each background 

group, the three PRSs had similar effect es9mates, and all associa9ons were sta9s9cally 

significant. Across groups, effect es9mates from associa9on analysis with baseline DM were 

highest for the South American group, with ORs of 4.44-5.63 (though wide confidence intervals 
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given the sample size), and for incident DM the effect size es9mates were highest for the 

Dominican group, with IRRs of 3.48-3.88.  

 

Associa9on analysis between the three T2D-PRSs with prevalent DM and incident DM stra9fied 

by OSA severity categories showed stronger associa9ons in individuals with no or mild OSA 

compared to those with moderate-to-severe OSA, for both analyses (Figure 1d; providing results 

for mgbPRSsum, Supplementary Figure 3 provides results for the three T2D-PRSs). For example, 

in individuals with no OSA, mgbPRSsum had OR=2.81, 95% CI [2.81; 3.30] for visit 1 prevalent 

DM and IRR=2.2, 95% CI [1.77; 2.73] for incident DM, while in individuals with moderate-to-

severe OSA it had OR=2.16, 95% CI [1.68; 2.78] and IRR=1.44 95% CI [1.11; 1.87] for visit 1 and 

incident DM, respec9vely. However, in interac9on analysis models that included all individuals 

and interac9ons terms for T2D-PRSs (each in a separate model) with mild and with moderate-

to-severe OSA, the interac9on terms were not sta9s9cally significant, 0.21 < p-value < 0.88 

(Supplementary Figure 4). We also report AUCs assessing the predic9ve performance of 

mgbPRSsum by comparing models with and without the PRS. While 95% ICs of the AUCs 

overlapped between models with and without the T2D-PRS, AUC values increased across all 

OSA severity strata and in the model using the complete popula9on (Supplementary Figure 5). 

For example, the AUC in models predic9ng incident DM (regardless of sleep phenotype) 

increased from 0.75 in the model without the T2D-PRS to 0.80 in the model with the PRS.  
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Figure 2: Associa>ons of T2D-PRSs with poor sleep phenotypes, es>mated media>on 
effect by OSA, causal effects of T2D on OSA and OSA on T2D. 

 

Panel a) Es;mated OR of mgbPRSsum in associa;on with poor sleep health at baseline in HCHS/SOL individuals 
with DM status at baseline. Results are stra;fied by poor sleep health categories. b) le+: Distribu;on of 
mgbPRSsum at visit 2 (horizontal dashed lines denote quan;les of the PRS values Q0 – Q4) right: Es;mated 
propor;on of media;on by mild to severe OSA in the associa;on between T2D-PRS and incident DM in 
individuals who par;cipated at the second visit to a clinic (N = 6,291). Significance codes: 0 >= ‘***’ < 0.001 >= 
‘**’ < 0.01 >= ‘*’ < 0.05 ‘ ’ < 0.1 c) Es;mated causal effect of T2D on OSA based on SNPs selected using p-value 
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threshold < 5*10-8 in BMI-adjusted and BMI-unadjusted T2D GWASs. d)  Es;mated causal effect of OSA on T2D 
based on SNPs selected using p-value threshold < 5*10-8 in BMI-adjusted and BMI-unadjusted OSA GWASs.  
 
All models were adjusted for age, sex, BMI, study center and 5 gene;c PCs. 
 
T2D: type 2 diabetes; OSA: obstruc;ve sleep apnea; IVW: inverse variance weighted; BMI: body mass index; 
AUC: Area Under the ROC (receiver opera;ng characteris;c) Curve; SNPs: Single-nucleo;de polymorphism; 
GWAS: genome wide associa;on study 

 

 

Evidence that OSA mediates the effect of gene>c determinants of T2D on DM 
 
The T2D-PRSs were associated with increased risk of OSA. Specifically, per 1 SD increase of 

mgbPRSsum, the OR for mild-to-severe OSA (versus no OSA) was 1.15, 95% CI [1.06; 1.26]. 

Associa9ons with other sleep phenotypes were not sta9s9cally significant (Figure 2a). 

Supplementary Figure 6 shows results for the es9mated associa9on between all considered 

T2D-PRS (including the one constructed based on BMI-adjusted GWAS in individuals of 

European ancestry) and other sleep phenotypes. Results were consistent with those in Figure 

2a, with the excep9on that the BMIadjT2D-PRS did not appear to be associated with mild-to-

severe OSA (OR=1.04, p-value = 0.3).  

 
 
 
In media9on analysis, OSA phenotypes mediated some of the T2D-PRS effect on DM 

development. Figure 2b (right panel) demonstrate the es9mated percent mediated effect when 

using mgbPRSsum as the exposure and mild-to-severe OSA as the mediator of incident DM 

(outcome). In the most extreme se~ng, the propor9on of media9on by mild-to-severe OSA 

versus no OSA was 4.7% when assuming that in the popula9on the mgbPRSsum value increases 

from the lowest (denoted as Q0 in the figure) to the highest (denoted as Q4) observed value in 
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the sample (see Figure 2b lev panel for a visual of the Q0-Q4 PRS values cut-off points).  

Supplementary Figure 7 provides results from media9on analyses using mgbPRSsum as 

exposure and REI and moderate-to-severe OSA as mediators, showing consistent results with 

the primary analysis, though with lower es9mated percentages of media9on. Supplementary 

Figure 8 provides results from media9on analyses using BMIadjT2D-PRS as exposure and the 

three OSA phenotypes as mediators. When using REI and mild-to-severe OSA as mediators there 

were sta9s9cally significant es9mates of percentages of mediated risk, but not when using 

moderate-to-severe OSA, poten9ally due to lower power given smaller number of individuals 

with moderate-to-severe OSA. 

 
 
 
Gene>c analysis provides evidence that T2D is a cause of OSA 
 
Given the media9on results, we es9mated the causal effect of T2D on OSA, and of OSA on T2D, 

using two-sample MR based on summary sta9s9cs from published GWAS of OSA and of T2D 

(Table 1). We iden9fied 142 and 182 SNPs that passed the filtering steps to serve as instruments 

for MR of T2D on OSA based on BMI-adjusted and BMI-unadjusted T2D GWASs. Figure 2c 

provides results from MR of T2D on OSA, showing evidence for a weak causal associa9on of T2D 

on OSA when accoun9ng for BMI via BMI-adjusted analysis: IVW OR = 1.03, 95% CI [1.01; 1.05]; 

the same effect sizes were observed in sensi9vity analyses using other MR methods. BMI-

unadjusted anlaysis suggested no causal effect: IVW OR = 0.98, 95% CI [0.95; 1].   

 

In MR analysis of OSA on T2D, we had 2 and 10 SNPs serving as instruments for MR based on 

BMI-adjusted and BMI-unadjusted primary analyses. Results are visualized in Figure 2d. BMI-
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unadjusted MR suggested causal effect of OSA on T2D (IVW OR=2.34, 95% CI [1.59; 3.44]) but in 

BMI-adjusted analysis the associa9on weakened and was no longer sta9s9cally significant. 

Supplementary Figure 9 demonstrates similar results based on an analysis that u9lized weak 

instruments (p-value<10-7 in the OSA GWAS). Supplementary Tables 6 and 7 provide complete 

lists of SNPs used in es9ma9on of causal effect of T2D on OSA and Supplementary Tables 8 and 

9 provide the same for OSA on T2D. 

 

Because MR analysis was limited by the availability of GWAS of only European ancestry 

popula9ons, and only a few strong instruments for OSA (reducing power), we also constructed 

OSA-PRSs in HCHS/SOL and (a) validated its associa9on with OSA, and then (b) es9mated its 

associa9on with DM (no9ng that the interpreta9on of such an associa9on is limited to 

predic9on rather than to causality). We constructed the OSA-PRS developed using LDPred2 [56] 

based on the mul9-ethnic GWAS of OSA in the Million Veteran Program [53], as reported in [57]. 

Supplementary Figure 10 demonstrates that the two OSA-PRSs (BMIadjOSA-PRS and 

BMIunadjOSA-PRS, based on BMI-adjusted and -unadjusted GWAS, respec9vely) were 

associated with moderate-to-severe OSA versus no-and-mild OSA, as well as with mild-to-severe 

OSA versus no OSA. Next, we es9mated the associa9ons of two OSA-PRSs with baseline DM. 

The es9mated associa9ons were similar and close to null for both BMIadjOSA and BMIunadjOSA 

PRSs (OR= 1.03, 1.02) and sta9s9cally insignificant (p-values >0.7). These results are provided in 

Supplementary Figure 11. 
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Discussion 

As a summary of the key clinical insights of this work: In a large Hispanic/La9no cohort using 

mul9-ancestry T2D-PRS designed to be powerful for individuals from admixed ancestral 

backgrounds, the data revealed that OSA is both a causal risk factor for DM and also mediates 

some of the gene9c risk for developing DM. This suggests that OSA is a modifiable risk factor for 

both exis9ng and incident cases of DM. More specifically, we developed mul9-ancestry T2D-

PRSs and used them to study the rela9onship between OSA and DM in the HCHS/SOL. T2D-PRSs 

were highly associated with DM, and, contrary to our expecta9on, their associa9on with DM 

appeared weaker in individuals with moderate-to-severe OSA compared to individuals with no 

or with mild OSA (though an interac9on test was not sta9s9cally significant). Subsequent 

analysis suggested that T2D-PRS effect on DM is mediated via an increase in OSA severity. 

Causal associa9on analysis using two-sample MR suggested that T2D is causally associated with 

increased OSA risk when adjus9ng for BMI, while OSA is causally associated with increased T2D 

risk when not accoun9ng for BMI. However, MR results are limited by the data availability: the 

strength of instruments for MR analysis and the source popula9on of summary sta9s9cs.  

 

We used the PRS-CSx package to develop ancestry-specific PRSs, which we then combined as 

sums: PRSsum, gapPRSsum, and mgbPRSsum. The three PRSs had similar performance overall 

(with small varia9ons across various analyses and stra9fica9ons) and addi9onal datasets are 

needed to poten9ally iden9fy whether one approach is beqer than other approaches. Cri9cally, 

gapPRSsum used individual-specific weights, depending on the es9mated global ancestry 

propor9ons of an individual to sum the PRSs. The number of individuals for whom gapPRSsum 
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(N = 10,258) was computed is lower than the sample sizes used in analysis with the other PRSs 

(N = 12,342), due to missing availability of es9mated gene9c ancestry propor9ons. To generalize 

the gapPRSsum to other popula9ons, one needs to have both ancestry-specific PRSs and the 

corresponding ancestry propor9on es9mates for each individual in the new popula9on. This is a 

limita9on because these may not be available, or the specific ancestry selected (or most 

appropriate) for inference for a given popula9on may not correspond to the ancestry-specific 

PRSs. Further, the same strategy may not be applicable for different ancestry specifica9ons due 

to lack of data availability. Other PRS combina9on strategies may also be limited: mgbPRSsum is 

limited due to the use of the specific MGB popula9on, which has different ancestry composi9on 

(and other demographic characteris9cs, that may impact PRS weights es9ma9on) than other 

target popula9ons. PRSsum is limited in that it places the same weight on all PRSs, while one or 

some may be substan9ally stronger than others due to the sample size in the source GWAS 

popula9on. More generally, it is plausible that different PRS combina9on weights are suitable 

for different popula9ons, just like different weights may be suitable for different individuals (as 

in gapPRSsum). The sample size in our study likely was too small to allow for reaching a 

conclusion either way, and ideally, several studies of well-defined gene9c ancestry makeup 

would be used to assess ideal weigh9ng strategies. In summary, the three PRSs had good 

performance and improved over exis9ng PRSs, and either one can be used for future research. 

 

Several earlier studies, including those conducted in Hispanic/La9no individuals, demonstrated 

evidence of the associa9on between OSA and other measures of poor sleep health with DM [7, 

8, 11, 58-61]. Here we observe a strong associa9on between T2D-PRSs and OSA. However, there 
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was no sta9s9cally significant evidence of the associa9on of T2D-PRS with insomnia, short 

sleep, long sleep, or EDS. A meta-analysis of published studies examined the associa9ons 

between OSA with pre-DM and DM, including the impact of the severity of OSA on DM. The 

results showed that OSA is associated with a higher risk of DM, and DM-related glycemic traits, 

both longitudinally [62, 63] and cross-sec9onally [64]. Furthermore, results from previous 

studies have shown a bidirec9onal associa9on between T2D and OSA [13, 15, 65, 66]. Here, we, 

too, observed a bidirec9onal associa9on of T2D and OSA demonstrated via results of causal 

associa9on in MR analysis, albeit with differences due to the effects of BMI. Our results suggest 

a media9on effect by OSA on the associa9on between T2D-PRS and incident DM, which may 

explain the weaker T2D-PRS and DM associa9on in the more severe OSA category. This is 

because an analysis restricted to individuals with mild-to-severe OSA only es9mates the por9on 

of the T2D-PRS on DM that is not mediated via mild-to-severe OSA, i.e. only the direct effect 

and not the total effect. While some earlier MR-based inves9ga9ons of the causal effect of OSA 

on T2D reported no direct causal effect by OSA [67, 68], others were able to establish an 

associa9on [69] sugges9ng the poten9al indirect impact of OSA on DM via BMI. These results 

support our findings in two-sample MR, which used published summary sta9s9cs from GWAS in 

individuals of European gene9c ancestries, rather than the HCHS/SOL dataset. In the MR 

analysis causal effect of OSA on T2D was found in BMI-unadjusted analysis but not in BMI-

adjusted analysis. BMI has a known causal effect on OSA [70] which may further explain our 

findings of the causal effect of OSA on T2D in BMI-unadjusted analysis where results may be 

largely influenced by BMI. 
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Previous publica9ons studied the associa9ons between sleep-related traits (including sleep 

dura9on and quality, insomnia, short and long sleep, morningness-eveningness chronotype, and 

others) and risk of DM. For example, [71-73] used MR analysis and established causal 

associa9on between sleep and DM. However, other studies [72, 73] found no evidence of a 

causal associa9on between sleep dura9on and the risk of DM.  Also, published analyses 

reported significant gene9c correla9ons of T2D with insomnia, and short and long sleep [74]. In 

contrast, our results, using a different analy9c approach, showed weak associa9ons between 

T2D-PRS and insomnia, and short and long sleep. However, only modest sample sizes and 

poten9al confounding with other health measures and health behaviors may have limited our 

power. For example, individuals with healthy sleep are younger individuals than others, and this 

may substan9ally affect the associa9on results. Differences in ques9onnaires and measurement 

methods used to assess sleep phenotypes may also contribute to differences in findings 

between studies. 

 

A strength of this work is that we constructed mul9-ancestry T2D-PRS that factor informa9on on 

an individual’s admixed ancestry and may be more suitable in analyses that are applied to 

samples of Hispanic/La9no individuals. Previously, it was demonstrated that PRSs are less 

effec9ve in predic9ng outcomes for individuals whose gene9c background significantly deviates 

from that of the par9cipants in the original GWAS from which the scores were calculated [75, 

76]. Thus, accoun9ng for mul9ple gene9c ancestries in the construc9on of mul9-ancestry T2D-

PRSs poten9ally enhances predic9ve power in the analysis performed on the data of 

Hispanic/La9no adults. Further, our study is based on the popula9on of diverse Hispanic/La9no 
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adults in the U.S., which is unrepresented in research. OSA was assessed via an objec9ve, 

overnight sleep study, and we used a few analy9c strategies, leveraging both individual-level 

data (PRS, media9on analyses) and summary sta9s9cs (MR) to study how DM and OSA related 

to each other (and other sleep phenotypes in secondary analyses). A limita9on in this study is 

that we treated type 1 and type 2 DMs combined as DM. We were unable to dis9nguish 

between the two types of DM because the HCHS/SOL dataset only contains informa9on on an 

DM status without specifying DM type. Nevertheless, given the low prevalence of T1D and the 

strong associa9ons of the T2D-PRSs with both baseline DM and incident DM, which is likely 

mostly T2D given that our study popula9on was, for the most part, older than age 18 years at 

baseline, we believe that the results are robust, in that T2D-PRSs are predic9ve and the 

rela9onship with OSA is well characterized. 

 

In summary, we developed PRSs for T2D u9lizing informa9on from mul9ple gene9c ancestries 

and specifically focusing on the ancestral popula9ons of admixed Hispanic/La9no individuals in 

the U.S. The mul9-ancestry T2D-PRSs had a strong associa9on with baseline DM and incident 

DM. They were also associated with OSA, providing evidence that OSA mediates some of the 

T2D risk conferred by underlying gene9c factors. This work extends our current knowledge of 

understanding the effect of OSA on the risk of developing DM later in life, given an individual’s 

gene9c predisposi9on to T2D.  
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Data availability statement 

Ancestry-specific summary sta9s9cs from GWAS of DM published in 2022 (Mahajan et al) in the 

DIAGRAM consor9um were downloaded from hqps://diagram-

consor9um.org/downloads.html. HARE-group specific summary sta9s9cs from GWAS of DM in 

MVP published in 2020 (Vujkovic et al) were downloaded by dbGaP applica9on to study 

accession phs001672. SNPs and weights for ancestry-specific T2D-PRSs are provided in the 

GitHub repository hqps://github.com/YanaHrytsenko/DM_PRS_OSA_media9on.   

 

Code availability statement  

Code used for analysis in this paper is publicly available on the GitHub repository  
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