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Abstract

Therole of gene-environment (GXE) interaction in disease and complex trait architecturesis
widely hypothesized, but currently unknown. Here, we apply three statistical approachesto
guantify and distinguish three different types of GXE interaction for a given disease/trait and E
variable. First, we detect locus-specific GXE interaction by testing for genetic correlation (rg) <1
across E bins. Second, we detect genome-wide effects of the E variable on genetic variance by
leveraging polygenic risk scores (PRS) to test for significant PRSXE in a regression of
phenotypes on PRS, E, and PRSXE, together with differences in SNP-heritability across E bins.
Third, we detect genome-wide proportional amplification of genetic and environmental effects as
afunction of the E variable by testing for significant PRSXE with no differencesin SNP-
heritability across E bins. Simulations show that these approaches achieve high sensitivity and
specificity in distinguishing these three GxE scenarios. We applied our framework to 33 UK
Biobank diseased/traits (average N=325K) and 10 E variables spanning lifestyle, diet, and other
environmental exposures. First, weidentified 19 trait-E pairs with ry significantly < 1 (FDR<5%)
(average r4=0.95); for example, white blood cell count had rg=0.95 (s.e. 0.01) between smokers
and non-smokers. Second, we identified 28 trait-E pairs with significant PRSXE and significant
SNP-heritability differences across E bins; for example, type 2 diabetes had a significant PRSXE
for acohol consumption (P=1e-13) with 4.2x larger SNP-heritability in the largest versus
smallest quintiles of alcohol consumption (P<1e-16). Third, we identified 15 trait-E pairs with
significant PRSXE with no SNP-heritability differences across E bins, for example, triglyceride
levels had a significant PRSXE effect for composite diet score (P=4e-5) with no SNP-heritability
differences. Analyses using biological sex as the E variable produced additional significant
findings in each of the three scenarios. Overall, we infer a substantial contribution of GXE and
GxSex effects to disease and complex trait variance.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certific:-:l-'d by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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43  Introduction

44

45 Although gene-environment (GxE) interactions have long been thought to impact the

46  genetic architecture of diseases and complex traits'™, the overall contribution of these effects
47  remains unclear. Previous studies have detected GXE at a limited number of specific loci®”

48  (including studies that associated genotype to phenotypic variance without knowing the

49  underlying E variable® ). Previous studies have also proposed variance components methods
50 for detecting genome-wide contributions of GXE to disease heritability™>™%, but these methods
51  have not been applied at biobank scale across abroad range of disease/traits. Thus, the overall
52  contribution of GXE to disease/trait architectures is currently unknown. In addition, the relative
53  importance of different types of GXE (e.g., locus-specific GXE, genome-wide effects of E on

54  genetic variance, genome-wide effects of E on both genetic and environmental variance) is

55  currently unclear. Studies of GxSex interaction face similar challenges'®?*,

56

57 Here, we apply three statistical approaches to quantify and distinguish three different

58 typesof GXE interaction for a given disease/trait and E variable. First, we detect locus-specific
59  GxE interaction by testing for genetic correlation® (rg) < lacross E bins. Second, we detect

60 genome-wide effects of the E variable on genetic variance by leveraging polygenic risk

61  scores”®?’ (PRS) to test for significant PRSXE?®? in aregression of phenotypes on PRS, E, and
62  PRSXE, together with differencesin SNP-heritability*>>* across E bins. Third, we detect

63  genome-wide proportional amplification of genetic and environmental effects as a function of the
64 E variable by testing for significant PRSXE with no differences in SNP-heritability across E bins.
65 We analyze 33 diseases/traits from the UK Biobank™® (average N=325K), quantifying the

66  contributions of each type of GxE effect across 10 E variables spanning lifestyle, diet, and other
67  environmental exposures, as well as contributions of GxSex effects.

68

69 Results

70

71 Overview of methods

72

73 We aim to detect genome-wide GXE, i.e., GXE effects aggregated across the genome. We

74  consider three potential scenarios that give rise to genome-wide GxE for a given disease/trait and
75 Evariable (Figure 1a). In thefirst scenario (Imperfect genetic correlation), there is an imperfect
76  genetic correlation across E bins due to different SNP effect sizes in different E bins. In the

77  second scenario (Varying genetic variance), there are differences in SNP-heritability across E
78  binsdueto uniform amplification of SNP effect sizes across E bins; the environmental variance
79 may either remain constant or vary across E bins. In the third scenario (proportional

80 amplification), the genetic and environmental variance vary proportionately across E bins dueto
81  proportionate scaling of SNP effect sizes and environmental effect sizes across E bins, so that
82  SNP-heritability remains the same across E bins. We conceptualize these three scenarios as

83 acting at different levelsin a hierarchy that leads from genetic variants to pathways to disease
84  (seeDiscussion).

85

86 The three scenarios can be formalized under the following mode!:

87
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yj = injﬁi + Z Yixi;E; + z ExiiBiE; + & + g E; , #(1)
l l 4
88
89  wherey; denotes the phenotype for individual j, x;; denotes the genotype of individual j at SNP
90 i, B; denotesthe effect size of SNP, y; denotes SNP-specific GXE effects, E; denotesthe E
91 variablevauefor individua j, ¢ quantifies the amplification of genetic effects across E values,
92 & denotes environmental effects, and  quantifies the amplification of environmental effects
93  across E values. In Scenario 1, y; will be nonzero. In Scenario 2, ¢ will be nonzero. In Scenario
94 3, ¢ andn will be nonzero and equal.
95
96 In this study, we apply three statistical approaches to UK Biobank data to detect genome-
97 wide GxE, analyzing 33 diseased/traits (average N=325K) and 10 environmental variables as
98 well ashiological sex (Figure 1b). First, we detect Imperfect genetic correlation (Scenario 1) by
99 edtimating the genetic correlation of effect sizes between sets of individuals binned on their E
100 variablesusing cross-trait LD Score regression® (LDSC) (M ethods). For non-binary E
101  variables, we estimate the genetic correlation between the most extreme quintiles of the E
102 variable; for binary E variables, we estimate the genetic correlation between individuals in each
103 E bin. Second, we employ PRSXE regression®?, defined as a regression of the phenotype on the
104  PRS®? multiplied by the E variable across individuals, to detect both Varying genetic variance
105  (Scenario 2) and Proportional amplification (Scenario 3) (Methods); we note that PRSXE
106  regression isnot sensitive to changes in environmental variance only (M ethods). We use PRS
107  computed by PolyFun-pred®’ for al analyses involving PRS. We do not standardize the E
108 variables, and we correct for main and interaction effects of several covariates (M ethods).
109  Finaly, we distinguish between Scenario 2 and Scenario 3 by estimating the SNP-heritability
110  within each E bin using BOLT-REML* and testing for significant differences between E bins
111 (most extreme quintiles for non-binary E variables; each bin for binary E variables).
112
113 We assign atrait-E pair to Scenario 1if it has a genetic correlation across E bins< 1
114  (regardiess of whether it differsin SNP-heritability or has a significant PRSXE regression term);
115 weassign atrait-E pair to Scenario 2 if it has both a significant PRSXE regression term and a
116  significant difference in SNP-heritability across E bins; finally, we assign atrait-E pair to
117  Scenario 3if it has a significant PRSXE regression term with no significant difference in SNP-
118 heritability across E bins (Figur e 1c). We note that for some trait-E pairs, we detected both
119  locus-dependent GXE (Scenario 1) and non-locus-dependent GXE (Scenario 2 or Scenario 3). We
120 estimate the excess disease/trait variance explained by genome-wide GxE as follows. In Scenario
121 1, wetransform the estimate of genetic correlation across E bins to the variance scale (M ethods;
122  Supplementary Note). In Scenario 2 and Scenario 3, we approximate the relative amount of trait
123 variance explained by GXE effects (relative to the genetic variance) asthe trait variance
124  explained by PRSXE effects divided by the trait variance explained by the PRS; this
125  approximation isvalid under amodel in which the PRSXE effects are proportional to the GxE
126  effects (Methods). All reported variances are transformed to the liability scale for disease traits.
127  We have released open-source software implementing the above approaches (see Code
128  Availahility), aswell asther output from this study (see Data Availability).
129
130  Smulations
131
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132 We performed simulations of the three Scenarios to evaluate the properties of the three
133  statistical approaches. We assigned individuals to one of two E bins and simulated genetic

134  effectsat 10,000 causal SNPs based on the Scenario and E bin. We simulated sample sizes

135  specific to each statistical approach to match our real data analyses (see below). In Scenario 1,
136  we set the SNP-heritability to 25% and varied the genetic correlation from 99% to 94%. In

137  Scenario 2, we set the genetic correlation to 100%, set the SNP-heritability to 25% in one E bin,
138  and varied the SNP-heritability from 26% to 30% in the other E bin. In Scenario 3, we amplified
139  the (genetic and environmental components of) phenotypesin one E bin by arange of values
140 from 1.025 to 1.1. In each Scenario, we report the proportion of significant tests (P<0.05, which
141  isfairly smilar to our significance threshold for real traits; see below) for each of our three

142  approaches: Genetic correlation (N=67K individuals per E bin), PRSXE regression (training

143  N=337K, testing N=49K), and SNP-heritability by E (N=67K individuals per E bin). Because
144  linkage disequilibrium (LD) does not impact GXE effects, we simulated genotypes without LD.
145  We adjusted the methods used in our simulations accordingly. For Genetic correlation, we used
146  cross-trait LD score regression in the special case of no LD%. For PRSXE regression, we used a
147  simple shrinkage estimator in the special case of no LD to compute PRS. For SNP-heritability by
148  E, we estimated SNP-heritability using LD score regression in the special case of no LD

149  Further details of the smulation framework are provided in the M ethods section.

150

151 In Scenario 1, the Genetic correlation approach reported a significant test in 93% of

152  simulations when the true genetic correlation was 97% or smaller, whereas the PRSXE regression
153  and SNP-heritability by E approaches were well-calibrated (Figur e 2a and Supplementary

154 Tablel). In Scenario 2, the PRSXE regression approach reported a significant test in 88% of

155  simulations when the SNP-heritability difference was 4% or larger, and the SNP-heritability by E
156  approach reported a significant test in more than 88% of simulations when the SNP-heritability
157  difference was 2% or larger, whereas the Genetic correlation approach was well-calibrated

158 (Figure2b and Supplementary Table 1). In Scenario 3, the PRSXE regression approach

159  reported a significant test in 88% of simulations when the proportional amplification was 1.075
160  or larger, whereas the Genetic correlation and SNP-heritability by E approaches were well-

161 calibrated (Figure 2c and Supplementary Table 1). In null smulations (heritable trait with no
162  GxE), dl three statistical approaches were well-calibrated (Supplementary Figure 1).

163

164 We compared our framework with GXEMM®®, a variance components-based framework
165 that implements two GXE tests: 1) atest for polygenic GXE under homoskedasticity (GXEMM-
166 Hom), and 2) atest for polygenic GXE under heteroskedasticity (GXEMM-Het). We note that
167 GxEMM-Hom and GXEMM-Het do not precisely map to the 3 scenarios that we study here. In
168  addition, because GXEMM is a variance components-based framework, it is currently unable to
169  scaleto biobank-sized datasets. We evaluated the performance of GXEMM on a sample size of
170 10,000 individuals, asin the simulations of ref. *°. We evaluated our statistical approaches using
171  matched sample sizes, with 5,000 individuals per binary E bin and 10,000 test individuals for
172 PRSXE regression. We kept the training data set size the same asin our main ssmulations

173 (N=337K). In Scenario 1, the GXEMM-Hom test reported a similar proportion of significant tests
174  asthe Genetic correlation approach, whereas the GXEMM-Het test reported roughly half as many
175  dSignificant tests (Supplementary Figure 2). In Scenario 2, the GXEMM-Het test was less

176  powerful than the PRSXE regression and SNP-heritability by E approaches, whereas the

177 GXEMM-Hom test was well-calibrated (Supplementary Figure 2). In Scenario 3, the GXEMM-
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178  Het test was less powerful than the PRSXE regression approach, whereas the GXEMM-Hom test
179  waswell-calibrated (Supplementary Figure 2). Thus, at sample sizes that permit computational
180 tractability, GXEMM is generally less powerful than our framework (and cannot distinguish

181  Scenario 2 and Scenario 3).

182

183 Our framework also estimates the excess disease/trait variance explained by GxE effects,
184  beyond what is explained by additive effects (for brevity, we refer to this as variance explained).
185  We determined that estimates of disease/trait variance explained were accurate in each of

186  Scenario 1 (regression slope = 0.98; Supplementary Figure 3a), Scenario 2 (regression slope =
187  0.85; Supplementary Figure 3b), and Scenario 3 (regression slope = 1.05; Supplementary

188  Figure 3c). We note that in both Scenario 2 and Scenario 3, G effects are correlated with GXE
189  effects, asacorrelation between genetic variance (G?) and the E variable implies a correlation
190 between G and GXE. Current variance components methods do not account for this correlation
191  and may therefore produce biased estimates of variance explained by GxE; we have verified this
192 insimulations (Supplementary Table 2). Here, we report the difference in variance explained
193 by amodd including an interaction term (PRS+PRSXE terms) over a base model (PRS only) that
194  does not include an interaction term, which is robust to this correlation (M ethods and

195  Supplementary Figure 3).

196

197 In summary, our simulations indicate that our statistical approaches attain high senstivity
198  and specificity in classifying trait-E pairsinto the distinct scenarios of GXE considered here and
199  produce accurate estimates of excesstrait variance explained by GxE.

200

201  Identifying gene-environment interactions across 33 diseases/complex traits and 10 E variables
202

203 We analyzed individual-level datafor N=384K unrelated European-ancestry individuals
204  from the UK Biobank®. We sdlected 33 highly heritable (z-score for nonzero SNP-heritability®
205 > 6) and relatively independent (squared genetic correlation® < 0.5) diseases and traits

206 (Supplementary Table 3). In addition, we selected 10 relatively independent E variables

207  spanning lifestyle, diet, and other environmental exposures (r? < 0.1; primarily from ref. *#;

208  Supplementary Figure 4; see M ethods). We note that these E variables are all significantly

209 heritable, although the heritability tends to be low (mean SNP-heritability = 6%, max SNP-

210 heritability = 15%; Supplementary Table 4). We assessed statistical significance using a

211 threshold of FDR<5% acrosstraits and E variables for a given statistical test (see M ethods); in
212 practice, this FDR threshold corresponded to a P-value threshold of ~0.01, whichisfairly

213 similar to our smulations.

214

215 Trait-E pairs assigned to Scenario 1 (Imperfect genetic correlation) are reported in Figure
216  3aand Supplementary Table 5. Weidentified 19 trait-E pairs with genetic correlation

217  dignificantly lessthan 1 (FDR<5%; average genetic correlation: 0.95), implicating 12 of 33 traits
218 and 9 of 10 E variables tested. The implicated traitsincluded 9 blood cell and biochemistry traits,
219 aswadl as height, BMI, and asthma. On average, these interactions explained 0.27% of

220 diseaseftrait variance across al traits analyzed. The lowest significant genetic correlation was
221 0.85(se=0.06) for asthma x time spent watching television, explaining 1.5% of trait variance.
222 Thesignificant GXE interaction for BMI and smoking status (explaining 0.4% of trait variance)
223 was consistent with results from ref. *. Trait-E pairs assigned to Scenario 2 (Varying genetic
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variance) are reported in Figure 3b and Supplementary Table 5. We identified 28 trait-E pairs
with significant PRSXE interaction (FDR<5%) and a significant SNP-heritability by E test
(FDR<5%), implicating 13 of 33 traitsand 9 of 10 E variables tested. On average, these
interactions explained 2.6% of disease/trait variance across all traits analyzed; the variance
explained by GXE effects was larger for binary traits than for quantitative traits (see Discussion).
Because standard interaction tests can be anti-conservative due to unmodeled
heteroskedasticity*’, we repeated our PRSXE interaction analysis using Huber-White variance
estimators® (M ethods). We determined that results were highly concordant with our primary
PRSXE interaction analysis (mean Pearson correlation in p-values for interaction across trait-E
pairs: 97%; Supplementary Table 6), suggesting that our findings are not driven by unmodeled
heteroskedasticity. Trait-E pairs assigned to Scenario 3 (Proportional amplification) are reported
in Figure 3c and Supplementary Table 5. Weidentified 15 trait-E pairs with significant PRSXE
interaction (FDR<5%) but a non-significant SNP-heritability by E test (FDR<5%), implicating
11 of 33 traitsand 9 of 10 E variables tested. On average, these interactions explained 0.13% of
disease/trait variance across al traits analyzed.

We checked whether any trait-E pairs were assigned to more than one Scenario. We
determined that 2 trait-E pairs were assigned to both Scenario 1 and Scenario 2 (BMI x acohol
consumption and BMI x Townsend deprivation index); O trait-E pairs were assigned to both
Scenario 1 and Scenario 3; and O trait-E pairs were assigned to both Scenario 2 and Scenario 3
(which is not possible based on their definition). We also identified 108 trait-E pairs with a
significant SNP-heritability by E test but non-significant PRSXE interaction (Supplementary
Table 7); our primary interpretation is that thisis due to changes in environmental variance
rather than GXE interaction (M ethods), but we cannot exclude the possibility that thisis due to
GXE interaction that we have incomplete power to detect.

Examples of trait-E pairs assigned to each scenario are reported in Figure 4 and
Supplementary Table 8. First, white blood cell count x smoking status was assigned to Scenario
1 (Figure 4a). The Genetic correlation approach estimated a genetic correlation between
smokers and non-smokers of 0.95, which issignificantly less than 1 (P=6.7e-7; FDR < 5%),
explaining 0.5% of the variance of white blood cell count (vs. SNP-heritability of 30%). On the
other hand, the PRSXE regression approach (P=0.46) and SNP-heritability x E approach (P=0.39)
produced non-significant results. We note that smokers had 0.09 s.d. higher mean white blood
cell count than non-smokers (T-test P<le-16), as previously reported®. Second, type 2 diabetes x
alcohol consumption was assigned to Scenario 2 (Figur e 4b). The PRSXE regression approach
(P=1e-13) and SNP-heritability x E approach (SNP-heritability (liability scale) of 0.45 for
highest E quintile vs. 0.38 for lowest E quintile; P<le-16) both produced significant results
(FDR < 5%), explaining 18% of the variance of type 2 diabetes (vs. SNP-heritability of 35%).
On the other hand, the genetic correlation approach produced a non-significant result (P=0.15).
We note that the prevalence of type 2 diabetes varied with alcohol consumption (6% in highest E
quintile vs. 3% in lowest E quintile; P<2e-16), as previously reported™. Third, WHRadjBMI x
time spent watching television (TV time) was assigned to Scenario 3 (Figur e 4c). The PRSXE
regression approach produced a significant result (P=5e-3; FDR < 5%), explaining 0.95% of the
variance of WHRadjBMI. On the other hand, the genetic correlation approach (P=0.29) and
SNP-heritability x E approach (P=0.08) produced non-significant results. We note that
WHRadiBMI and TV time were correlated (r = 0.08, P<le-16).
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In summary, we detected GXE interaction in each of the three scenarios across the 33
diseaseg/traits and 10 E variables analyzed. We estimate that these GXE effects explain 3.0% of
disease/trait variance across al traits analyzed (s.e. 1.5% across traits), compared to SNP-
heritability of 29% (s.e. 3% across traits).

| dentifying gene-sex interactions across 33 diseases/complex traits

We analyzed the same 33 diseases/traits for GxSex interaction using the same 3 statistical
approaches. Traits assigned to Scenario 1 (Imperfect genetic correlation) are reported in Figure
5a and Supplementary Table 9. We identified 22 traits with cross-sex genetic correlation
significantly less than 1 (FDR<5%; average genetic correlation: 0.92), consistent with previous
results”?. On average, these interactions explained 2.6% of trait variance across al traits
analyzed. The lowest significant genetic correlation was 0.66 for WHRadjBM 1%, explaining
17% of trait variance. Traits assigned to Scenario 2 (Varying genetic variance) are reported in
Figure 5b and Supplementary Table 9. We identified 12 traits with significant PRSxSex
interaction (FDR<5%) and a significant SNP-heritability by Sex test (FDR<5%). On average,
these interactions explained 1.4% of trait variance across al traits; the variance explained by
GxSex effects was larger for binary traits than for quantitative traits (see Discussion). The
largest PRSxSex interaction was for type 2 diabetes, explaining 0.39% of trait variance. Traits
assigned to Scenario 3 (Proportional amplification) are reported in Figur e 5¢ and
Supplementary Table 9. Weidentified 8 traits with significant PRSxSex interaction (FDR<5%)
but a non-significant SNP-heritability by Sex test (FDR<5%). On average, these interactions
explained 0.05% of trait variance across all traits analyzed (a very small contribution). Of the 30
traits implicated across three scenarios, we identified 7 traits assigned to both Scenario 1 and
Scenario 2, and 5 traits assigned to both Scenario 1 and Scenario 3 (Supplementary Table 9).
We also identified 2 traits with a significant SNP-heritability x Sex test but non-significant
PRSxSex interaction (Supplementary Table 10); our primary interpretation is that thisis due to
changes in environmental variance rather than GxSex interaction (M ethods).

Examples of traits with significant GxSex assigned to each Scenario are reported in
Figure 6 and Supplementary Table 11. First, neuroticism was assigned to Scenario 1 (Figure
6a). The Genetic correlation approach estimated a cross-sex genetic correlation of 0.90, whichis
significantly lessthan 1 (P=3.5e-9; FDR < 5%), explaining 5.0% of the variance of neuroticism.
On the other hand, the PRSxSex regression approach (P=0.58) and SNP-heritability by Sex
approach (P=0.45) produced non-significant results. We note that males had lower prevalence of
neuroticism than females (1.6% vs. 2.3% in top score for neuroticism, P<le-16), as previousy
reported™. Second, All autoimmune disease was assigned to Scenario 2 (Figur e 6b). The
PRSxSex regression approach (P=2e-15) and SNP-heritability by Sex approach (SNP-heritability
(liability scale) of 23% for males and 18% for females; P<le-16) both produced significant
results (FDR < 5%), explaining 4.9% of the variance of All autoimmune disease (vs. SNP-
heritability of 19%). On the other hand, the genetic correlation approach produced a non-
significant result (P=0.03). We note that males had lower prevalence of All autoimmune disease
than females (7.2% vs. 16%, P<1e-16), as previously reported®. Third, HDL cholesterol was
assigned to Scenario 3 (Figur e 6¢). The PRSxSex regression approach produced a significant
result (P<2e-16; FDR < 5%), explaining 0.4% of the variance of HDL cholesterol. On the other
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hand, the SNP-heritability by Sex approach (P=0.09) was not significant. However, the genetic
correlation approach estimated a cross-sex genetic correlation of 0.93, which is significantly less
than 1 (P=5e-6; FDR < 5%), explaining 3.5% of the variance of HDL cholesterol (Scenario 1);
thisimplies that multiple types of GxSex interaction impact HDL cholesterol. We note that
males had 0.83 s.d. lower HDL cholesterol than females (P<1e-16).

In summary, we detected GxSex interaction in each of the three scenarios across the 33
diseased/traits analyzed. We estimate that these GxSex effects explain 4.0% of disease/trait
variance across all traits analyzed (s.e. 1.1% across traits), compared to SNP-heritability of 29%
(s.e. 3%).

Discussion

We have applied three statistical approaches to detect, quantify, and distinguish the genome-
wide contributions of three different types of GXE interaction (Figure 1a) across 33 UK Biobank
diseased/traits, analyzing 10 E variables spanning lifestyle, diet, and other environmental
exposures as well as biological sex. We determined that GXE interactions (involving these E
variables) and GxSex interactions each explained a significant fraction of phenotypic variance,
representing an appreciable contribution to diseasel/trait architectures. It is possible that GXE
interactionsinvolving E variables not studied here could explain even more phenotypic variance.

Our finding of digtinct explanations underlying GxE interactions (Figur e 1a) motivates a
unified model cons stent with this finding. We propose a model in which GxE occurs at different
levels of ahierarchy that |eads from genetic variants to pathways to disease (Supplementary
Figure5). In thismode, Scenario 1 (Imperfect genetic correlation) occurs when an E variable
modifies the effects of individual variants (or sets of variants), differentially impacting different
parts of the genome; Scenario 2 (Varying genetic variance) occurs when an E variable modifies
all of the pathways underlying genetic risk, uniformly impacting genetic variance; and Scenario
3 (Proportional amplification) occurs when an E variable modifies all aspects of disease biology,
proportionately impacting both genetic and environmental variance. Under thismodel, an E
variable can modify any point along the hierarchy from genetic variants to pathways to disease.
Further investigation and validation of this model is adirection for future research.

Our study represents an advance over previous studies investigating genome-wide GxE.
First, we distinguish three different types of GXE interaction: Imperfect genetic correlation,
Varying genetic variance, and Proportional amplification (Figure 1a; also see Supplementary
Figure5). Second, most variance components methods for detecting genome-wide GxE** 21718
cannot detect genome-wide GxE unless SNP-heritability varies across E bins (Scenario 2). An
exception is GXEMM®, which detects other types of GXE by explicitly modeling genetic and
environmental variance that varies with the E variable; however, GXEMM isless
computationally tractable and generally less powerful than our framework (Supplementary
Figure 2). Third, variance components methods that assume independence between G and GxE
effects are susceptible to biasif G and GXE effects are correlated, but our statistical approaches
are robust to this possibility (Supplementary Figure 3. Fourth, previous methods have not been
applied at biobank scale across a broad range of disease/traits; the statistical approaches that we
propose are computationally scalable to very large data sets (see M ethods), enabling our
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362  biobank-scale analyses implicating 60 trait-E pairs with significant GXE and 30 traits with

363  significant GxSex. Fifth, arecent study reported that GxSex acts primarily through

364 amplification® (Scenario 2 and Scenario 3), but our analyses of GxSex determined that

365 Imperfect genetic correlation (Scenario 1) explained alarger proportion of trait variance than
366 amplification; in addition, ref. % did not estimate contributions to trait variance and did not

367  distinguish between Scenario 2 and Scenario 3, as we do here.

368

369 Our study has several implications. First, our results narrow the search space of disease/traits
370 and E variables for which genome-wide association studies of GXE interactions are most likely to
371  befruitful; in particular, trait-E pairs with substantial trait variance explained by Scenario 1

372  (Imperfect genetic correlation) (Supplementary Table 5) should be prioritized for locus-specific
373  analyses, in preference to trait-E pairs with trait variance explained by Scenario 2 or Scenario 3.
374  Second, our results imply that there is broad potential to improve polygenic risk scores (PRS) by
375 leveraging information on E variables in training and/or test samples™. Third, thereis broad

376  potentia to prioritize individuals for which alifestyle intervention to modify an E variable would
377 bemost effective based on their genetic profile. Fourth, previous work has suggested that

378  population-specific causal effect sizesin functionally important regions may be caused by

379  GxE™, motivating efforts to partition the imperfect genetic correlations across E bins that we
380 haveidentified across functionally important regions. Fifth, the significant contribution of GXE
381 todisease/trait architectures—even when restricting to the limited set of E variables that we

382  analyzed here—implicates GXE effects as a factor in “missing heritability”, defined as the gap
383  between estimates of SNP-heritability®® and estimates of narrow-sense heritability® (e.g. from
384  twin studies”); although GXE effects are not included in the definition of narrow-sense

385 heritability, they can inflate twin-based estimates of narrow-sense heritability, analogous to GxG
386  effects®. All of theseimplications motivate directions for future research.

387

388 Our study has severa limitations. First, our analyses assess GXE and GxSex interaction for
389 binary traits on the observed scale (and then transform estimates to the liability scale), consistent
390  with prevailing approaches for variance component analysis of binary traits™*. This approach
391 leadsto much larger variance explained by GXE and GxSex for binary traits vs. quantitative traits
392 in Scenario 2 (Supplementary Table 12; also see Figure 3b and Figure 5b). These statistical
393 interactions may not be indicative of biological interactions, as previously noted in the context of
394  both GXE interaction? and GxG interaction®. Directly modeling GXE interaction on the liability
395  scale®® isanimportant direction for future research, and may produce different findings.

396  Second, the E variables that we analyzed comprise an extremely limited subset of the set of E
397 variablesthat may contribute to GXE effects (and their values may be subject to measurement
398 error); even when GxE effects are detected, the implicated E variable may be tagging an

399 unmeasured causal E variable with larger GXE effects. Third, our use of PRSXE regression to
400 detect GXE islimited by the accuracy of PRS and may require larger training sample sizes

401  (enabling more accurate PRS) to be well-powered, particularly for less heritable diseased/traits.
402  Theaverage accuracy of the PRS across traitsin the held-out set of 49K individuals was 9.2%, as
403  measured by r? between predicted and true phenotypes (Supplementary Table 3). Fourth, our
404  estimates of the trait variance explained by GxE effects detected via PRSXE analyses assume that
405 PRSXE effects extrapolate linearly to GxE effects (M ethods); we believe that thisis a reasonable
406  assumption, but we cannot formally exclude the possibility that genetic effects captured by PRS
407  interact differently with an E variable than genetic effects not captured by PRS. Fifth, most of the
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408 E variablesthat we study are weakly heritable (Supplementary Table 4), raising the possibility
409  of GxG (rather than GXE) effects; we consider GxG to be an unlikely explanation given the E
410 variables low SNP-heritabilities, but we cannot formally exclude this possibility. Sixth, our use
411  of PRSXE regression to detect GXE may be anti-conservative due to unmodel ed

412  heteroskedasticity®’; however, we obtained nearly identical results using Huber-White variance
413  estimators (also known as robust regression®**%) (Supplementary Table 6), suggesting that this
414  does not impact our findings. We note that we observe many instances of differencesin trait
415  variance across E variables (Supplementary Table 7), but these alone are not indicative of GXE
416  interactions. Seventh, our use of PRSXE regression to detect GXE may produce false positives if
417  thereisanonlinear relationship between E and trait value; we included an E? term in PRSXE
418  regressionsto ameliorate this possibility but determined that inclusion or exclusion of the E?
419 term had little impact on our results (Supplementary Table 13), suggesting that nonlinear

420 effects do not greatly impact our findings. Eighth, we have analyzed British-ancestry samples
421  from the UK Biobank, but an important future direction is to extend our analyses to cohorts of
422  diverse genetic ancestry®>**, which may differ in their distributions of E variables, tagging of
423  causa E variables by measured E variables, and/or causal GXE effects (analogous to differences
424  inmain G effects™>*). Eighth, we do not analyze GxAge interaction (and we note the limited age
425  variation in UK Biobank samples; age = 55 + 8 years), but we highlight GxAge interaction and
426 longitudinal data asimportant directions for future research®->>*°. Despite these limitations, our
427  work quantifies and distinguishes three different types of GXE interaction across a broad set of
428  diseased/traitsand E variables.

429

430 Code Availability

431

432  Crosstrait LDSC: https://github.com/bulik/ldsc

433  BOLT-LMM: https://alkesgroup.broadinstitute.org/BOLT-LMM/downloads/

434  PRSXE regression: Will be added upon publication.

435  Codeto reproduce analysis: Will be added upon publication.

436

437  Data Availability

438

439  Wewill make the results of the three statistical approaches we use here publicly available upon
440  publication.
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454

455  We used data from the UK Biobank in all our analyses. For polygenic score-based analyses that
456  required atraining and testing dataset, we used a set of 337K unrelated white British individuals
457  for training®’. For testing, we used a set of 49K European individuals who are unrelated to each
458  other and to the training cohort®’. Note that while “testing” typically refers to a setting where the
459  ultimate goal isto assess PRS accuracy, here we use it to refer to the set of samples wein which
460 werun aregression of phenotype on PRSXE and covariates. We used polygenic scores generated
461 by ref. #’. We used the linear scoring function in Plink v1.9°" to compute polygenic scores in the
462  set of 49K test individuals.

463

464  Choice of diseases/traits and environmental variables

465

466  We chose a set of 33 diseases/traits with SNP heritability Z scores > 6 and squared genetic

467  correlation lessthan 0.5 (Supplementary Table 3, Supplementary Table 4). We chose a set of
468 10 E variables, including 5 previously analyzed E variables from ref. ** and 5 additional E

469  variables (Air pollution, time spent napping, sleeplessness, Diet, wheat consumption)

470 (Supplementary Figure4).

471

472  To compute the Diet variable, we performed PCA on a covariance matrix consisting of several
473  diet variables: cooked vegetable intake, salad intake, fresh fruit intake, processed meat intake,
474  poultry intake, beef intake, pork intake, coffee intake (Supplementary Figure 6). We used the
475  function prcomp in R and extracted the first PC.

476

477  Genetic correlation approach to detecting GXE

478

479  We performed GWAS using BOLT-LMM? within bins of E variables. Then, we used bivariate
480 LD Score regression™ to estimate the genetic correlation between the top and bottom quintiles of
481 Evariables, for binary E variables, we estimated the genetic correlation between individuals in
482  each E bin. We used imputed SNPs with MAF > 0.01% and used the --no-intercept option to
483  increase our power. Computed a Z score testing against the null hypothesis that the genetic

484  correlationisl as:

485
7=
se

486

487  PRSXE regression approach to detecting GxE

488

489  Our PRSXE regression takesthe following form:

490

Y=PRS+E+PRS*E+C#

491

492  whereY isthetrait value, PRSisthe polygenic score for the trait (see Data sources and

493  preprocessing), E isthe environment variable, and C is a set of covariates. For all analyses, we
494  correct for the following covariates: age, sex, 10 genetic PCs computed in the held-out set, the
495  squared E variable: E? , age*sex, E*age, E*sex. We carried out this regression using the Python
496  package statsmodels v0.14. We also compute a ‘base’ model, which is the same regression

11
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497  without the PRSXE term. We use the p-value associated with the PRSXE term in the interaction
498 mode to assess significance.
499
500 Totest whether our results were driven by heteroskedasticity, we performed the same analysis
501 using robust standard errors as implemented in statsmodels using the ‘H1' covariance matrix
502 (Supplementary Table 12).
503
504 We note the PRSXE regression test is not expected to produce asignificant finding if the
505 environmental variance changes as afunction of E but the genetic variance does not change as a
506 function of E, because the PRS does not measure changes in environmental variance.
507
508 SNP-heritability by E approach to detecting GXE
509
510 Weused BOLT-REML* v2.3.6 to compute heritability in bins of E variables.
511 Totest for asignificant differencein heritability between two bins, we computed a Z score as:
512

S hi-n
Joi + o}
513 where 1 and 2 index the E bins.
514
515 False Discovery Rate (FDR) control
516
517 Wechose a’5% FDR control separately for each statistical approach (Genetic correlation, PRSXE
518  regression, and SNP-heritability by E) using the qvalue R package™®. We ensured our one-sided
519 test against anull genetic correlation of 1 did not produce a skewed P-value distribution, which
520  could indicate improper choice of aone-sided test. We chose to control the FDR separately for
521  GXxE and GxSex analyses because we expected the proportional of truly null tests to be different
522  between GXE and GxSex. In particular, we expected to find more truly positive GxSex tests
523  given previous studies®®®. Consistent with this, we found the qvalue procedure for estimating
524  theproportion of truly null hypotheses failed in the GxSex analyses and we had to set the
525  proportion of true null tests (rr,) to 1, which is equivalent to the Benjamini-Hochberg
526  procedure™. Story and Tibshirani® argue this is much more conservative than the qvalue
527  procedure. Our choice to control each E variable together is conservative, but accounts for non-
528  zero correlations between E variables.
529
530 Classification of trait-E pairsinto Scenarios
531
532  We combined the results of the three statistical approachesto classify trait-E pairsinto 3 distinct
533  scenarios. We classified trait-E pairsinto Scenario 1 if the Genetic correlation was significantly
534 lessthan 1. We classified trait-E pairsinto Scenario 2 if the SNP-heritability by E and PRSxE
535  regression approaches were significant. We classified trait-E pairsinto Scenario 3 if the PRSXE
536  regression approach was significant but the SNP-heritability by E approach was not significant.
537 Itispossiblethat the SNP-heritability by E approach is significant but the PRSXE regression
538 approach isnot significant, which should not be viewed as an instance of GXE because the SNP-
539 heritability difference may be driven by changes to the environmental variance rather than the
540 genetic variance. In addition, it is possible for trait-E pairs to be classified into both Scenario 1

12
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541  and Scenario 2, or both Scenario 1 and Scenario 3, but not both Scenario 2 and Scenario 3

542  because significance or non-significance of the SNP-heritability by E approach are mutually
543  exclusive.

544

545  Scalability of statistical approaches

546

547  We consider the scalability of the three statistical approaches we use here. First, thereisthe

548 computational cost of producing the input to our statistical approaches. For the genetic

549  correlation test, this consists of running GWAS in bins of E variables. There are many scalable
550  approaches for this, including BOLT-LMM?, regenie®, and fatGWA®2. For PRSXE regression,
551  thisconsists of computing PRS wel glhts. There are many scalable approaches for this including
552  BOLT-LMM?, PRScs®, SBayesR™, and LDpred2®. SNP-heritability by E does not require
553  generating additional input. In these analyses, we use BOLT-LMM for GWAS, which hasa
554  runtime that scales with O(MN), where M isthe number of SNPsand N is the sample size of
555  individuals. For PRSXE regression we use weights computed by Weissbrod et al 2022%, who did
556  not publish an analysis of runtime. Second, there is the computational cost of the statistical

557  approaches themselves. For genetic correlation, we use cross-trait LDSC?, which runsin

558  seconds (< 30sfor the SNP sets that we analyze here). For PRSXE regression, we use a multiple
559  regression, which aso runsin seconds (< 30s for the sample size that we analyze here). For SNP-
560 heritability by E, we use BOLT-REML®, which has a runtime that scales with O(MN).

561

562  Simulations

563

564  Totest the power of each approach, we simulated 1,000 replicates of each scenario. In all cases,
565 we simulated two E bins and varied the parameters according to the respective generative

566  models. For each replicate, we simulated M=10,000 causal SNPs with effect sizes drawn from a
567  specified distribution. We generated unlinked genotypes with binomial sampling from an allele
568  frequency of 0.5.

569

570 Wesimulated causal effect sizes for each scenario as follows:

571
572  Scenario 1l

b1 0 a';/M y/M

=~ ol ;

B2 o'{y/M o5 /M
573
574 Wesimulated agz = (.25 and varied y to produce genetic correlations
575 1, €{1,0.99,0.98,0.97,0.96,0.95,0.94}.
578

576
B, 01 [ 62./M 040, /M
AR <[o]'lagfagz/M o2,/M D
579

577  Scenario 2
580 Wesimulated ,=0.25 and set g, to produce adifferencein heritability:
581 {0,0.01,0.02,0.03,0.04,0.05} . Our choice of covariance ensures the genetic correlation is one.
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582
583 Scenario 3
584
ﬁl]NN [0] O'gz/M O'E/Ml
B 0l"|e%/M o5 /M
585

586 Weset g/ = 0.25. To simulate proportional amplification, we multiplied the phenotypes for
587 individualsin environment 2 by a constant: {1.0,1.025,1.05,1.075,1.1}.

588
589 Usingthe simulated causal effect sizes, we simulated GWAS effect size estimates as:
_ (1—-h3)/M
Bi~ N, ——)
590
o _R2
591 Bz ~ N(B,, S22
592

593  where 1 and 2 index the environments and N denotes GWAS sample size. We estimate h; from
594  thesimulated causal effect sizes by first computing the y2statistic (y2 := N * 2), then
595  computing hj = %E[)(Z — 1], where E' denotes the mean computed over the independent

596  SNPs™.
597 We compute the genetic correlation as:

_ BB
fﬂhfj'l *"h?
598

599  where T denotes the transpose. We compute standard errors for the estimates using ajackknife
600 over SNPs, where we leave out one SNP at atime because they are independent.

601

602 Tosimulate PRSXE, we first simulated causal effect sizes for 10,000 independent SNPs. Then,
603  we compute PRS weights analytically as:

604

2o\

Brrs = S M .
hg + N

605

606  Thissimple shrinkage estimator can be interpreted as the posterior mean causal effect size under

607 anormal prior (in the special case of no LD), and is similar to the posterior mean causal effect

608 sizeunder apoint-normal prior (in the special case of no LD) when the genetic architectureis

609  highly polygenic®, as smulated here.

610

611 Weestimate hg without knowledge of the E bins, mimicking estimation of SNP-heritability

612  acrossthe 337K individuals; we estimate hj as the sum of squared standardized effect sizes

613  (averaged across E bins).
614
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615 Wealso evaluated the performance of GXEMM in detecting GXE in Scenarios 1, 2, and 3. We
616  followed the ssmulation framework in the original publication and simulated 1,000 causal SNPs
617 and 10,000 individuals. We simulated a binary E variable and drew SNP effects according to
618 each Scenario. We performed two tests within the GXEMM framework: 1) 11D versus Hom,

619  which tests for polygenic GXE under homoscedasticity, and 2) Free versus Hom, which test for
620  polygenic GXE allowing for heteroskedasticity. We performed a Wald test asimplemented in
621 GxEMM and compared the point estimates of heritability in the free model to the simulated

622  heritability in each of the environments. We performed 100 simulation replicates.

623

624  To compare GXEMM with our tests, we simulated data under the same framework with matched
625 sample sizes. Specifically, for genetic correlation and SNP-heritability x E, we simulated 5,000
626  individual per E bin (total N=10,000). For PRSXE, we used atraining set sample size of 337K,
627  which matchesthe real data, and aheld out set of N=10,000.

628

629  Estimation of trait variance explained

630

631 For trait-E pairsin Scenario 1, we compute the trait variance explained by GxE as (1 — 1) /2 for
632  binary E variables (whererg isthe genetic correlation between the two E bins) (Supplementary

633  Note) and % for continuous E variables (whererg is the genetic correlation between the top

634  and bottom quintiles of E values). To obtain the transformation for continuous E variables, we
635  used our simulations (see above) to examine the relationship between estimated genetic

636  correlation and the variance explained by GxE. We found when we binned the E variableinto 5
637 binsand computed the genetic correlation between the top and bottom bins, the transformation

638 % produced accurate estimates of the variance explained by GxE. For trait-E pairsin Scenarios

639 2 or 3, wedivide the variance explained by the PRSXE regression term by the variance explained
640 by the PRS and multiply by the SNP-heritability. We verified these scaling procedures produce
641  accurate estimates of the excess variance explained by GxE in simulations (Supplementary

642  Figure S3). For Scenario 1, we simulated a continuous E variable with mean 0 and variance 1
643  for 337K individuals. We simulated main genetic effects drawn from anormal distribution with
644  mean 0 and variance 0.25 and environment interaction effects from anormal distribution with
645 mean 0 and variance across a range of parameters (1le-1 to 1e-5) for 5,000 SNPs. We binned

646 individualsinto 5 bins and ran a GWAS in the top and bottom bins and compute the genetic

647  correlation between the bins. Then, we scaled the estimates according to the formula above

648 (Supplementary Figure S3a). For Scenarios 2 and 3, we simulated 1,000 causal SNPsfrom a
649  normal distribution with mean 0 and variance 0.25. We simulated a continuous E variable with
650 mean 0 and variance 1 for 49K individuals. We set the amplification parameter to 0.1 and

651  generated phenotypes according to Eq. 1 (Overview of methods). We performed GWAS and

652  estimated PRS weights as in the Smulations section. Then, we ran the PRSXE test and computed
653  thevariance explained. We then compared thisto the true variance explained (Supplementary
654  Figure S3b, S3c). This scaling assumes that PRSXE effects linearly extrapolate to GXE effects.
655  Wedo not usethe estimates of differencesin SNP-heritability by E to estimate the variance

656  explained by GXE. When reporting average variance explained per trait, we computed the R?for
657 eachtrait using amodel including all marginally significant (FDR < 5%) interaction terms for
658  that trait (Supplementary Table 14).
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660 Figurel. Overview of 3 GXE Scenarios and statistical approachesto detect and distinguish
661 between them. (a) Relative values of genetic (blue) and environmental (orange) variance in each
662  Scenario. (b) Statistical approaches to detect and distinguish between each Scenario. (c) Flow
663  chart for classifying results into Scenarios.
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664
665  Figure 2. Detecting and distinguishing between 3 Scenarios of GXE interaction in

666  simulations. Rows denote 3 Scenarios (1-3), and columns denote 3 statistical approaches. (a)
667  Proportion of significant tests for Scenario 1 (Imperfect genetic correlation) across 3 statistical
668  approaches. (b) Proportion of significant testsfor Scenario 2 (varying genetic variance) across 3
669  statistical approaches. (c) Proportion of significant tests for Scenario 3 (proportional

670 amplification) across 3 statistical approaches. Error bars denote standard deviations across 100
671  simulation replicates. Numerical results are reported in Supplementary Table 1.
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672
673  Figure 3. Detecting, quantifying, and distinguishing between 3 Scenarios of GXE

674 interaction across 33 diseased/traits and 10 E variables. Diseases/traits are reported on the y-
675  axisand estimates of excess variance explained by GxE are reported on the x-axis. Only

676  Significant resultsare reported (FDR < 5% across traits and E variables, computed separately for
677  each Scenario). For diseases/traits with multiple significant E variablesin agiven Scenario,

678  resultsfor each significant E variable are reported separately using bars with smaller thickness.
679 (@) Resultsfor trait-E pairsin Scenario 1: Imperfect genetic correlation. (b) Results for trait-E
680 pairsin Scenario 2: Varying genetic variance; we note that BMI has significant GXE for

681  Townsend deprivation (red), physical activity (purple), and alcohol consumption (black). (c)
682  Resultsfor trait-E pairsin Scenario 3: Proportional amplification. Numerical results are reported
683 in Supplementary Table Sb.
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684
685  Figure4. Examples of 3 Scenarios of GXE interaction. (a) White blood cell count x smoking

686  statusisconsistent with Scenario 1. Imperfect genetic correlation. (b) Type 2 diabetes x alcohol
687  consumption is consistent with Scenario 2: Varying genetic variance. (¢) Waist-to-hip ratio
688 adjusted for BMI x Time spent watching TV is consistent with Scenario 3: Proportional

689  amplification. Numerical results are reported in Supplementary Table S8.
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694  Figure5. Detecting, quantifying, and distinguishing between 3 Scenarios of GxSex
695 interaction across 33 diseased/traits. Diseased/traits are reported on the y-axis and estimates of
696  excess variance explained by GxSex are reported on the x-axis. Only significant results are
697 reported (FDR < 5% across traits, computed separately for each Scenario). () Resultsfor traits
698 in Scenario 1: Imperfect genetic correlation. (b) Resultsfor traitsin Scenario 2: Varying genetic
699 variance. (c) Resultsfor traitsin Scenario 3: Proportional amplification. Numerical results are
700 reported in Supplementary Table SO.
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703
704  Figure6. Examples of 3 Scenarios of GxSex interaction. (a) Neuroticism x Sex is consistent

705  with Scenario 1: Imperfect genetic correlation. (b) All autoimmune disease x Sex is cons stent
706  with Scenario 2: Varying genetic variance. (c) HDL Cholesterol x Sex is consistent with

707  Scenario 1 and Scenario 3. Numerical results are reported in Supplementary Table S11.
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Figure S1 Results of 3 statistical approachesfor detecting GXE in null smulationswith no
GXE. (@) Proportion of significant tests for genetic correlation across 3 scenarios. (b) Proportion
of significant tests for PRSXE regression across 3 scenarios. () Proportion of significant tests for
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Figure S2 Comparison of three statistical approachesfor detecting GXE to EXEMM in
simulations. a) Scenario 1 with varying true genetic correlation across E, b) Scenario 2 with
varying heritability in the second environment, ¢) Scenario 3 with phenotypic amplification
across E bins.
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867
868  Figure S3 Accuracy of estimates of excesstrait variance explained by GXE interaction in

869 simulations. a) genetic correlation in Scenario 1, b) PRSXE in Scenario 2, and ¢) PRSXE in

870  Scenario 3. For al plots, the black line corresponds to the y=x line and the x and y axes are both
871 onalogscale.

872
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873
874  Figure $4 Phenotypic correlations between E variables. X denotes non-significant

875  comparisons at a p-value threshold of 0.05/11.
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876
877  Figure S5 Conceptual model linking three scenarios of GXE. Scenario 1 can be

878  conceptualized as E variables modifying the effects of independent loci. Scenario 2 can be

879  conceptualized as modifying pathways which aggregate the genetic effects of many loci,

880  resulting in ascaling of genetic effects. Finally, Scenario 3 can be conceptualized as modifying
881 thetotal genetic liability.

882
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883
884  Figure S6 Phenotypic correlations of diet variables used to construct a composite Diet

885 variable. Each cdl in the heatmap shows the correlation between the measured diet variable on
886 the X axisand the measured diet variable on the Y axis. All correlations are significant at a
887  Bonferroni corrected p-value threshold of 0.05.

888

889  Supplementary Table 1 Numerical results of Detecting and distinguishing between 3

890 Scenariosof GXE interaction in simulations. For each statistical approach and scenario, we
891  report the proportion of significant tests and standard deviation across replicates.

892

893  Supplementary Table 2 Simulations showing biasinduced by correlated G and GxE effects.
894  Wetested theimpact of correlated G and GXE effects on variance component estimates when
895 assuming that G and GXxE effects are not correlated. We set the true variance of G effectsto 0.1
896 and thetrue variance of GXE effectsto 0.1. We varied the correlation of the G and GxE effects
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897 and smulated values for 100,000 individuals. We estimate the variance explained by G and GxE
898 using ANOVA in R and report the bias (estimated effect - true effect).

899

900 Supplementary Table 3 Description of the 33 UK Biobank traits analyzed. For each trait we
901 report adetailed name, the GWAS sample size (including number of cases for binary traits), the
902  SNP-heritability (liability scale for binary traits), and the PRS accuracy (R observed scale for
903  binary traits).

904

905 Supplementary Table 4 SNP-heritability of E variables studied here. We estimated SNP-
906 heritability using LDSC. For the composite diet variable, we report the SNP-heritability for each
907  of the underlying variables that make up the composite diet variable. P-values test against a null
908  of zero SNP-heritability.

909

910 Supplementary Table5 Numerical results of Detecting, quantifying, and distinguishing
911  between 3 Scenarios of GXE interaction across 33 diseaseg/traitsand 10 E variables. For
912 eachtrait-E pair (A, B), wereport (C) the excess variance explained by PRSXE and (D) the

913  associated g value, (E) the differencein heritability between the top and bottom bins of the E
914 variables and (F) the associated g value, (G) the genetic correlation between the top and bottom
915  bin of the E variable and (H) the associated q value. We also assign each trait-E pair to the three
916  scenarios (I, J, K).

917

918 Supplementary Table 6 P-values using robust regression in PRSXE regression analysis

919 compared to P-value from the main PRSXE regression analysis. For each trait-E pair, we
920 report (A) p-value and (B) effect size for the main PRSXE regression and (C, D) using the Huber-
921  White variance estimator (robust regression).

922

923  Supplementary Table 7 SNP-heritability differencesfor trait-E pairswith no PRSxE

924  interaction. For each trait-E pair with a significant difference in SNP-heritability and no

925 gignificant PRSXE interaction we report the SNP-heritability difference and g-value at 5% FDR
926  control.

927

928  Supplementary Table 8 Numerical results of Examples of 3 Scenarios of GXE interaction.
929  Wereport detailed resultsfor 3 trait-E pairs reported in Figure 4. For each trait-E pair (A, B), we
930 report (C) the genetic correlation and (D) p-value, (E) PRSXE regression coefficient and (F) p-
931 value, (G, H, I, J, K) SNP-heritability across bins of the E variable with associated standard error
932 and (L) the p-valuetesting for a difference between the top and bottom bins of the E variable.
933

934  Supplementary Table 9 Numerical results of Detecting, quantifying, and distinguishing
935 between 3 Scenarios of GxSex interaction across 33 diseased/traits. For each trait (A, B), we
936 report (C) the excess variance explained by PRSxSex and (D) the associated q value, (E) the
937 differencein heritability between males and females and (F) the associated q value, (G) the

938  genetic correlation between males and females and (H) the associated g value. We also assign
939 eachtrait-E pair to the three scenarios (1, J, K).

940

941  Supplementary Table 10 SNP-heritability differencesfor trait-sex pairswith no PRSxSex
942  interaction. For each trait-sex pair with a significant difference in SNP-heritability and no
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943  dgignificant PRSxSex interaction we report the SNP-heritability difference and g-value at 5%

944  FDR control.

945

946  Supplementary Table 11 Numerical results of Examples of 3 Scenarios of GxSex

947 interaction. We report detailed results for 3 trait-sex pairs reported in Figure 4. For each trait (A,
948 B), wereport (C) the genetic correlation and (D) p-value, (E) PRSXE regression coefficient and
949 (F) p-value, (G, H, I, J, K) SNP-heritability across sex with associated standard error and (L) the
950 p-vauetesting for adifference between the top and bottom bins of the E variable.

951

952  Supplementary Table 12 Average variance explained by binary and quantitative traits. For
953  each scenario, we report the average trait variance explained by binary, quantitative, and all traits
954  for both GXE and GxSex interactions.

955

956 Supplementary Table 13 PRSXE regression resultsincluding a non-linear E term. For each
957  trait-E pair, we report (A) P-value and (B) effect size including E? as a covariate and (C, D) not
958 including E? asacovariate.

959

960 Supplementary Table 14 Trait variance explained by GxE interactions with multiple E

961 variables. For traits with multiple marginally significant E variable interactions, we report the
962  variance explained by ajoint model with all marginally significant E variables.

963

964  Supplementary Notefor “ Distinct explanations underlie gene-environment interactionsin
965 the UK Biobank”
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