
Polygenic Health Index, General Health, Pleiotropy, Embryo1

Selection and Disease Risk — Supplementary Information2

Erik Widen, Louis Lello, Timothy G. Raben,
Laurent C. A. M. Tellier, Stephen D. H. Hsu

3

Contents4

1 Data set 15

1.1 Phenotype definitions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

1.2 Test set demographics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27

2 Predictor Specifics 38

2.1 Individual Predictor Construction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39

2.2 AUC evaluation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 610

3 Additional Selection Experiments 611

3.1 Selection experiments in genetic trios . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 612

3.2 Sex bias adjusted health index . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 613

3.3 Non-European ancestry . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 814

1 Data set15

1.1 Phenotype definitions16

The disease definitions used various UKB-fields to define case and control status, where an17

individual with any of the diagnoses or data fields filled was counted as a case for that disease.18

The definitions used the ICD9, ICD10 and OPCS4 codes in UKB-fields 41271, 41270, 41272;19

self-reported non-cancer codes from UKB-field 20002 and cancer codes in UKB-field 20001.20

Additionally, some diseases were specifically included in the intake questionnaire or otherwise21

used other UKB-fields, which also are listed below.22

Most definitions did not use all possible fields such that the UKB was partly underused,23

i.e., there are cases that incorrectly passed as controls for many of the diseases. There might24

thus be some quantitative performance gains should the predictors be retrained and validated25

on more comprehensive phenotype definitions.26

Furthermore, training and evaluation of the predictors used different data updates from27

UKB as more data successively become available. The UKB-trained predictors used a down-28

load date of April 2019, whereas the evaluation used data from a download date of April29

2021 (AFib and CAD were exceptions using the evaluation data also in training). The latter30

download date had significantly more cases for some of the diseases and it is these numbers31

that are reported in the paper. The following disease defintions were used:32
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Alzheimer’s Disease ICD10: F000-F009, G300-G30933

Asthma non-cancer codes: 111134

Atrial fibrillation non-cancer codes: 1471, 1483; ICD10: I48, I480-I484, I489; ICD9:35

4273; OPCS4: K571, K621-K62436

Basal cell carcinoma cancer codes: 106137

Breast cancer cancer codes: 100238

Coronary artery disease non-cancer codes: 1075; ICD9: 410, 4109, 412, 4129; ICD10:39

I21, I210-I214, I219, I21X, I22, I220, I221, I228, I229, I23, I230-I236, I238, I241,40

I252; OPCS4: K401-K404, K411-K414, K451-K455, K491, K492, K498, K499, K502, K751-K754,41

K758, K75942

Diabetes type I ICD10: E100-E10943

Diabetes type II ICD10: E110-E11944

Gout non-cancer codes: 146645

Heart attack non-cancer codes: 107546

Hypercholesterolemia non-cancer codes: 147347

Hypertension non-cancer codes: 106548

Inflammatory bowel disease ICD10: K500-K509, K510-K51949

Ischemic stroke ICD10: I630-I63950

Major depressive disorder ICD10: F320-F329, F330-339, F340-F349, F380-F389, F390-F39951

Malignant melanoma cancer codes: 105952

Obesity UKB-field 2100 where a (weight and height based) BMI over 30 counts a case.53

Prostate cancer cancer codes: 104454

Schizophrenia ICD10: F220-F209; UKB-field: 20544 having coding 2.55

Testicular cancer cancer codes: 104556

1.2 Test set demographics57

The test data set consisted of 39,913 self-reported white individuals, 23,110 females and 16,80358

males, with mean age 70.4 years at data download (2021) and a standard deviation of 7.359

years. A plot of the age histograms can be found in Figure 1.60

The disease prevalences in the test set are shown in the same figure, to the right. The61

UKB population is generally healthier than the general U.S. white population. Furthermore,62

the disease prevalence in the data set is only an approximation for the lifetime risks, as most63

participants still may develop any of the conditions in the future. The non-comprehensive64
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Figure 1: Age histograms and lifetime∗ risks of the test set. Left: The age histograms of
the test set for males and females. Most participants are late in life. ∗ Many diseases have late
onset however and the UKB lifetime risks are therefore underestimates. Similarly, the evaluations are
measuring case status up to data collection without taking age or censoring into account. Right:
The ratio between UKB lifetime risk estimates and lifetime risks for the white U.S. population, i.e.,
the lifetime prevalence up to data collection in UKB divided by literature estimates of lifetime risks
in the white U.S. population. The ratios are generally much smaller than the reference line at ratio
1.0. The absolute values of both UKB and U.S. prevalences are shown in Figure 2.

disease definitions used also undercount the number of cases in UKB. For the sake of the65

index construction, we used literature values for the lifetime risks ρd. Figure 1 shows to the66

right the UKB prevalences relative to the general white U.S. population. The absolute values67

for both lifespan impact weights ld and the lifetime risks ρd used in the index can be found68

in Figure 2.69

Note that the frequently used metric RRR is dependent on the prevalence in a selection70

experiment. This is shown in Figure 3 for theoretical RRR based on a predictor with AUC71

0.64. The RRR resulting from a selection experiment decreases with higher prevalence. The72

precise RRR values are therefore dependent on the absolute prevalences in the population an73

index is evaluated on.74

The index construction also includes the related lifetime risks ρd as parameters. We chose75

literature estimates for the general white U.S. population for these, rather than using the76

UKB prevalences as estimates.77

2 Predictor Specifics78

2.1 Individual Predictor Construction79

Most of the predictors used in this paper were trained with the LASSO algorithm on the UK80

Biobank, using the methods described in Lello et al. [67, 68]. Several other disease conditions81

were trained using the PRS-CS package [69, 70] and the EUR 1000 Genomes reference panel82

coupled with a publicly available GWAS. For these traits, GWAS were selected that specifically83

excluded the UK Biobank participants in the GWAS to prevent inflated performance metrics.84

The GWAS were pruned by filtering down to markers which are present in the UK Biobank85

calls before running PRS-CS with the 1000 Genomes EUR LD panels. In addition to LASSO86
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Figure 2: The weights ld, average number of life years lost due to the disease, and the
lifetime∗ risks ρd used to construct the index. Left: The weights ld in the main text equation
(1) are estimates of life years lost due to having a disease as compared to the general population
lifespan, as deduced from literature studies [1–66]. Right: The lifetime disease risks for the UKB
data compared to the U.S. general white population. The UKB numbers are the lifetime prevalence
up to data collection are hence underestimates. The risks were averaged over the sexes except for BC,
PC and TC. We used the values for the white U.S. population in the index construction in main text
equation (1). The ratio between UKB and U.S. risks are also shown to the right in Figure 1
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model. The metric varies with disease prevalence with lower RRR for more common diseases. This
example used the fairly typical AUC of .64.
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and PRS-CS, we used a publicly available schizophrenia predictor which was then filtered to87

markers which overlap the UK Biobank imputed set and filtered for p-value < 0.05 resulting88

in 24,387 markers. We now list the construction methods and data sources for each predictor89

along with the AUC on the testing set described in 1.2.90

Alzheimer’s Disease GWAS [71] + PRS-CS [69, 70] - 21,982 European ancestry cases,91

41,944 European ancestry controls; retreived from [72]. AUC: .686± .00492

Asthma UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 48,875 cases, 369,158 controls. Hyperpa-93

rameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .626± .00494

Atrial fibrillation UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 29,206 cases, 388,670 controls.95

Hyperparameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .623± .00496

Basal cell carcinoma UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 3,795 cases, 414,238 con-97

trols. Hyperparameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .618± .01198

Breast cancer UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 9,459 cases, 216,339 controls. Hy-99

perparameter selection on 100 cases and 100 controls. AUC: .594± .008100

Coronary artery disease UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 27,172 cases, 390,704101

controls. Hyperparameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .616± .005102

Diabetes type I UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 2,345 cases, 415,688 controls.103

Hyperparameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .627± .015104

Diabetes type II UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 18,097 cases, 399,936 controls.105

Hyperparameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .616± .004106

Gout UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 5,712 cases, 412,321 controls. Hyperparam-107

eter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .654± .011108

Heart attack UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 9,455 cases, 408,578 controls. Hy-109

perparameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .580± .008110

Hypercholesterolemia UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 53,603 cases, 364,430111

controls. Hyperparameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .616± .003112

Hypertension UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 110,893 cases, 307,140 controls.113

Hyperparameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .635± .003114

Inflammatory bowel disease GWAS [73] + PRS-CS [69, 70] - 12k cases + 21k controls -115

retrieved from [74]. AUC: .647± .003116

Ischemic stroke GWAS [75] + PRS-CS [69, 70] - 67,162 cases and 454,450 controls, retrieved117

from [76]. AUC: .541± .002118

Major depressive disorder GWAS [77] + PRS-CS [69, 70] - 45,396 cases and 97,250 con-119

trols - retrieved daner_PGC_MDD_noUKB_no23andMe.txt from [78]. AUC: .534± .001120

Malignant melanoma UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 2,911 cases, 415,122 con-121

trols. Hyperparameter selection on 500 cases and 500 controls. AUC: .573± .016122
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Obesity UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 417,687 continuous measurements from123

field 2100 with 1,000 used for hyperparameter selection. Predictor then evaluated on124

the test set using the Obesity definition. AUC: .669± .002125

Prostate cancer UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 3,275 cases, 189,560 controls.126

Hyperparameter selection on 100 cases and 100 controls. AUC: .636± .015127

Schizophrenia The schizophrenia predictor was obtained using the results from [79]. Re-128

trieved the file scz2.prs.txt.gz from [80]. The predictor was filtered to SNPs which129

overlap the UKB imputed set and filtered for p-value < 0.05 resulting in 24,387 SNPs.130

The beta value was calculated as the log(OR). AUC: .673± .029131

Testicular cancer UK Biobank LASSO [67, 68] - trained on 650 cases, 192,185 controls.132

Hyperparameter selection on 100 cases and 100 controls. AUC: .612± .041133

2.2 AUC evaluation134

The uncertainties in AUC for each predictor in Table 1 in the main text were computed via135

the following algorithm. Case/control numbers and mean PRS were computed in the test set136

and a theoretical PRS-distribution was defined, according to equation (2) in the main text.137

The same numbers of cases and controls that were in the test set were sampled from the case138

and control parts of the PRS-distribution, respectively. An AUC was computed based on the139

sampled PRS and the procedure was repeated 30 times. The standard deviation from these140

repeated computations is the error reported next to the AUC.141

3 Additional Selection Experiments142

3.1 Selection experiments in genetic trios143

The full RRR and index gain plots for the index selection among genetic trios are shown in144

Figure 4. Note that the error bars are very large and most disease RRR and index gains are145

inconclusive in this experiment. We also display a comparison of total index gain in DALY146

for pairs and trios of both siblings and unrelated individuals in Figure 5.147

3.2 Sex bias adjusted health index148

The index is defined with sex specific parameters ld and ρd and includes different diseases for149

males (PC, TC) and females (BC). Consequently, the health index distributions are somewhat150

different for the two sexes. The effect is small but existant, as can be seen in Figure 6. The151

selection experiments are sensitive to this and the larger the group size the stronger is the152

dependence on the right tails, i.e., on the distribution differences for the highest health index153

values. As can be seen to the left in the figure, there is a larger proportion of females than154

males in the test set with very high health index as compared to the intermediate or lower155

index value regions. This is a result of the particular choice of index and test set but comports156

well in both direction and scale of general life expectancy differences. As a result, however,157

direct selection on the health index leads to an over-representation of women in the selected158

set. We defined a minimal non-linear transformation of the male and female health index159

6
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Figure 4: Index selection between 969 trios of genetic siblings. Left: The RRR result is
inconclusive for most diseases, as is seen by the theoretical error bars (using 95% C.I. from Wilson
score interval applied to the selected prevalences); the figure is cropped at RRR = ±1. The small
sample size of trios is enough only to statistically determine non-zero RRR for HCL and Obes, while
HTN and T2D borders to significance. All these are positive. Right: The index gain from the
selection among the trios shows no strong negative components. No error bars were computed but
the uncertainties are naturally very large for the trios also in this metric.
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Figure 5: Index gain in DALY from
selection among pairs and trios of
siblings and unrelated individuals.
Selection among siblings retains most of
the gain for both sibling pairs and trios,
as compared to selection among unre-
lated individuals. The sibling/unrelated
ratios are .73 and .71 for pairs and trios,
respectively. The error bars for the
unrelated individuals are 95% C.I. es-
timates from 25 selection experiments.
No error bars were computed for the
sibling results but the uncertainties are
larger than for the selection among un-
related individuals.
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Figure 6: The health index histograms for males and females, before and after sex-
adjustment. Left: The health index histograms for females and males are plotted on the positive
y-axis, while the sex-adjusted histograms are plotted on the negative axis. There were more females
(23,110) in the test set than males (16,803). The adjustment is minor but with noticeable effect on
the tails; the corresponding densities (normalizing by total number of females/males) are practically
identical after the sex adjustment. Right: A QQ-plot of the female and male health index distributions
before and after sex-adjustment. The plotted dots correspond to percentiles but with extra focus on
the tails; the 0-3 percentiles and 97-100 percentiles are split into 40 equidistant points each such
that the tail behaviors are shown clearly. The sex-adjusted distributions agree almost exactly, with
a regression R2 of 0.99 (affected only by the extreme outlier at 0.075th percentile). As such, a sex
adjusted health index could therefore be used to compare the health of males to females without
preference to either, as both are measured relative to their respective cohorts.

values mapping them to their mean distribution for a sex neutral health index. The result is160

plotted on the negative y-axis in Figure 6, with the resulting QQ-plot to the right. Selecting161

on the sex-adjusted index kept the females-to-males ratio among the selected equal to the162

total test set ratio. This had minor measurable effects on the index performance and the163

results for group size five are shown in Figure 7.164

3.3 Non-European ancestry165

The main part of this paper dealt exclusively with a data set of European ancestry. All166

predictors were trained on such a cohort and it is a well-established fact that predictor per-167

formance declines with the genetic distance between two populations (typically linearly when168

measured in R2, see for example [81]). Nevertheless, some of the performance of the Euro-169

trained predictors is retained when applied to other ancestries and we demonstrate here that170

even a composite health index has non-trivial performance for people of South Asian (SAS),171

East Asian (EAS), and African (AFR) ancestry. Based on self-reported ancestry in UKB, we172

created test sets with 9,438 (SAS), 1,493 (EAS), and 7,614 (AFR) samples, withheld from all173

training and hyperparameter tuning.174

We used the same type of index construction but excluded basal cell carcinoma and ma-175

lignant melanoma because these are close to non-existant diseases in these test sets and major176

depressive disorder because its poor individual predictor performance.177

For each test set, we used ancestry specific weights and population risks ld, ρd. The178

individual disease RRR and index component gains for SAS are shown in Figure 8 for selection179
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Figure 7: The RRR and index gain for selection on the sex-adjusted health index for
group size of five. Left: The RRR values are generally similar when selecting on the sex-adjusted
health index. As in the main document, the case numbers are listed just above the x-axis. The error
bars are 95% C.I. estimates from 25 selection experiments. Right: The index gain is also just slightly
affected with no qualitative differences. Since the sex-adjustment is a non-linear transformation, it is
no longer technically possible to interpret the gain in life years. The error bars are again bootstrap
estimates of the 95% C.I. from 25 selection experiments.

among groups of size 5, while the total index gains are shown for EAS and AFR in Figure180

9. The RRR result is overwhelmingly positive also for South Asian ancestry, again reaching181

over or about 40% for a couple of traits (AD, HA). Notably, the Alzheimer’s disease risk was182

reduced more for SAS than EUR in these experiments even taking the large error bars into183

account. This is based on only 34 SAS AD cases, however. The case numbers are always184

included above the x-axis in the plots for this reason. Another observation is the differences185

in type II diabetes. Although still with a strong relative risk reduction of 18%, the SAS result186

is about half the RRR of the EUR index. The SAS RRR for IBD is also worse and appears to187

have a borderline statistically significant negative mean value. As seen in Figure 10 below, the188

IBD predictor trained in EUR has more negative pairwise correlations with other disease PRS189

when applied to SAS. In particular BC, SCZ, T1D and T2D, with their much stronger index190

weights, may counter the predicted IBD risk for SAS. To be clear, the PRS correlations in the191

SAS data sets still refer to the predictors trained in the EUR data set and the differences may192

be due to distinct linkage disequilibrium patterns in general; it is still unknown what the PRS193

correlations would be using a training set of SAS ancestry. Lastly, we note that MDD still194

has a significant positive RRR despite the fact that there was no direct MDD PRS included195

in the South Asian health index.196

The SAS index gains for the components are overwhelmingly positive and dominated by197

CAD, heart attack, hypertension, major depressive disorder, obesity, and type II diabetes.198

Again, we note that MDD is contributing a lot — due to its high prevalence and strong199

impact — despite not being in the index directly. There was no statistically significant200

negative contributions to the SAS index.201

The index gain from selection among EAS and AFR also performs well, as seen in Figure202

9. We detect a measurable attenuation from the EUR result, as is expected due to the genetic203

distance from the European training population. Yet, there is a consistent and strongly204

significant positive gain for both EAS and AFR when using the EUR-trained predictors and205

9
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Figure 8: The RRR and index gain for selection on a South Asian health index among
unrelated groups of size five. In both figures, the error bars are 95% C.I. estimates from 25
selection experiments. Left: The RRR from the index selection is overwhelmingly positive also in
the SAS test set. The borderline statistically significant negative RRR for IBD is the most notable
difference from the EUR result and can be traced to IBD’s more negative PRS-correlations with other
predictors in SAS as compared to EUR (see Figure 10). Note again that the PRS is computed by the
EUR trained predictor applied to SAS and may reflect population differences in linkage disequilibrium
rather than underlying biology in SAS. Right: The component-wise index gain is also predominantly
positive. The possibly negative RRR for IBD has almost no impact at all on the index due to its
small weight and low prevalence.

ancestry specific parameters in the index construction.206

The phenotypic and genetic correlation characterization of the diseases and predictors in207

the South Asian test set is shown in Figure 10.208
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