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Participants and Genotype Data
We used summary statistics from the largest and most diverse published prostate cancer genome-wide association study (GWAS) to date to train the genome-wide polygenic risk scores (GW-PRS) models. These summary statistics were based on 107,247 cases and 127,006 controls from European (85,554 cases and 91,972 controls), African (10,368 cases and 10,986 controls), East Asian (8,611 cases and 18,809 controls), and Hispanic (2,714 cases and 5,239 controls) populations1. The GW-PRS models were tested in African ancestry men from the California Uganda Study (CA/UG Study; 1,586 cases and 1,047 controls) and European ancestry men from the UK Biobank (8,046 cases and 191,825 controls). Participants from the CA/UG Study were genotyped using the Illumina H3 Africa array and imputed using Phase 3 of the 1000 Genomes Project2. Participants from the UK Biobank were genotyped using the Affymetrix UK Biobank Axiom Array and the Affymetrix UK BiLEVE Axiom Array and imputed using the Haplotype Reference Consortium (HRC), UK10K, and 1000 Genomes Project panels3. Quality control and study sample details have been previously described in detail1.
Additional validation was performed using men from the Million Veteran Program (MVP). Participants were men aged 40 years or older recruited between 2011 and 2017 and included 19,996 cases and 263,576 controls, of which 13,643 cases and 210,214 controls were of European ancestry and 6,353 cases and 53,362 controls were of African ancestry, as determined using the harmonized ancestry and race/ethnicity (HARE) algorithm that uses both genetically inferred ancestry and self-identified race/ethnicity to assign population categories4. Cases were men with a confirmed prostate cancer diagnosis from the VA’s Central Cancer Registry, while controls were men with no evidence of prostate cancer at their last prostate specific antigen (PSA) test. Participants were genotyped on a customized Affymetrix Axiom Biobank Array augmented to include variants specific to the VA populations, particularly African American and Hispanic populations5, and GWAS data were imputed using Phase 3 of the 1000 Genomes Project2. Details regarding MVP participant recruitment and genomic quality control have been previously described5.

Polygenic Risk Scores
We evaluated three GW-PRS approaches: 1) LDpred26, an extension of the Bayesian LDpred method7 that modifies variant effect estimates based on LD between variants; 2) PRS-CSx8, an extension of the Bayesian PRS-CS approach9 that integrates GWAS summary statistics from multiple ancestry groups to improve cross-population polygenic modeling; and 3) EB-PRS10, an Empirical Bayes method that leverages effect size distributions across variants to improve prediction accuracy. LDpred2 was evaluated using the “auto”, “grid”, and infinitesimal (“inf”) options, and the best performing method (“grid”) was the focus of primary results reported in the manuscript, with all results reported in the supplemental material. PRS-CSx was evaluated with the meta=TRUE option in order to generate a single multi-ancestry PRS applied to all populations, with population-specific weights generated from the same model used to for population-specific PRS. GW-PRS models included the 1.1 million HapMap3 panel variants11, as recommended by these approaches. The HapMap3 variants were selected based on stringent quality control metrics and are limited to autosomal SNPs with rsIDs that map to a unique genomic location that had a missingness of <5%, Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium >1.0x10-6, and <3 Mendelian errors within the diverse HapMap3 populations11. As such, these variants are typically imputed with high quality and offer good coverage of the whole genome. Of our 269 PRS variants, 44 autosomal variants were included among the HapMap3 variants, while all other 217 autosomal variants were within 800 kb and correlated with a median r=0.99 (ranging from 0.31-1.00 in any given population) of at least one of the 1.1 million HapMap3 variants (Table S1). 
LDpred2 and PRS-CSx both require LD reference panels, which were based on participants from the 1000 Genomes Project2 (Table S2). For each approach, GW-PRS were trained using both multi-ancestry marginal weights and population-specific marginal weights (European ancestry weights for the UK Biobank and European ancestry men from MVP and African ancestry weights for the CA UG Study and African ancestry men from MVP; Table S2). 
	For comparison, genome-wide significant PRS were constructed from 269 previously reported variants identified in a large and diverse GWAS and fine-mapping investigation (PRS269)1. For each testing and validation sample, the PRS269 was constructed using previously reported multi-ancestry conditional weights, calculated by meta-analyzing ancestry-specific conditional effects using a Z-score weighted fixed-effects meta-analysis, and ancestry-specific conditional weights (European ancestry weights for the UK Biobank and European ancestry men from MVP and African ancestry weights for the CA UG Study and African ancestry men from MVP)1. In the UK Biobank and CA UG Study, 267 of the 269 variants were present for PRS construction, while all 269 were present in MVP.

Statistical Analyses
Each PRS was evaluated as a continuous variable standardized by the mean and standard deviation within each population. PRS were also evaluated using an indicator variable splitting the PRS into the following categories: [0-10%], (10-20%], (20-30%], (30-40%], (40-60%], (60-70%], (70-80%], (80-90%], and (90-100%]. An additional analysis was performed splitting the top decile into two categories to evaluate the highest PRS percentile: (90-99%], (99-100%]. PRS category cutoffs were determined using PRS distributions in controls. Prostate cancer odds ratios for each PRS category were calculated using logistic regression models including covariates for age and principal components of ancestry, using the 40-60% PRS category as the reference for categorical PRS analyses. A P-value<0.05 was considered statistically significant.
Area under the curve (AUC) was used to evaluate the discriminative ability of the PRS. AUCs were calculated using logistic regression for 1) a base model with age and principal components of ancestry and 2) a full model with age, principal components, and the continuous PRS. All analyses were performed separately in each self-reported ancestral population.
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Table S2. Genome-wide PRS models constructed. Each row represents a unique model.
	Method
	LD Reference
	Input Weights
	Output Weights

	LDpred2
	1KGP EUR
	Multi-ancestry
	Multi-ancestry

	
	1KGP EUR
	European
	European

	
	1KGP AFR
	Multi-ancestry
	Multi-ancestry

	
	1KGP AFR
	African
	African

	PRS-CSx
	1KGP EUR, 1KGP AFR, 1KGP EAS
	European, African, East Asian, Hispanic
	Multi-ancestry, European, African, East Asian, Hispanic

	EB-PRS
	--
	Multi-ancestry
	Multi-ancestry

	
	--
	European
	European

	
	--
	African
	African
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Figure S1. Comparison of prostate cancer OR for each PRS category in the CA UG Study and the UK Biobank testing data. Prostate cancer OR for each PRS category are relative to the 40-60% PRS category in men of A) African and B) European ancestry.
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Figure S2. Comparison of prostate cancer OR for each PRS category in the MVP validation data. Prostate cancer OR for each PRS category are relative to the 40-60% PRS category in men of A) African and B) European ancestry.
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