
Supplementary Note 

Model fi(ng for ra.os of PRSs between LDpred2 and PRS-CT 

In the context of GENESIS, which is intended for sample size projec;ons via the CT method, we 
established a model to describe the rela;onship between the effec;ve sample size (N_eff) and 
the phenotypic variance ra;os elucidated by CT and LDpred2 PRS. The effec;ve sample size was 
denoted as 𝑁!"" = 𝑁#$%! ∗ 𝑁#&'()&*/(𝑁#$%! + 𝑁#&'()&*), where 𝑁#$%! and 𝑁#&'()&*  represent 
the counts of cases and controls, respec;vely. Our training dataset was systema;cally 
downsized to seven dis;nct sample sizes, derived through combina;ons of the three EAS 
studies included in our training data, enabling us to evaluate the performance of PRS-CT and 
LDpred2 PRS at each data point. This analysis yielded seven data points depic;ng the variance 
ra;o between LDpred2 PRS and PRS-CT across a spectrum of sample sizes. For accurate 
characteriza;on, we sought models sa;sfying two condi;ons: firstly, as 𝑁!""	increases, the ra;o 
of phenotypic variance explained by the two methods will converge to 1, given that both PRSs 
approach the heritability of the gene;c effects. Secondly, this ra;o should inversely correlate 
with the increase in sample size. Addi;onally, we assumed that beyond an 𝑁!"" of 50,000, the 
variance ra;o between PRS-CT and LDpred2 PRS would converge to 1. 
 
We examined five mathema;cal models to encapsulate this rela;onship: exponen;al decay, 
power law, logis;c, Gompertz, and Weibull func;ons. Defining 𝑦 as the ra;o of phenotypic 
variance between LDpred2 and CT PRS, and 𝑛 as the EAS popula;on's effec;ve sample size, the 
models are formulated as follows: 
 
Exponen;al decay: 

𝑦 = 𝑎𝑒+,' + 𝑐, 
Power law: 

𝑦 = 𝑎𝑛+, + 1, 
Logis;c: 

𝑦 =
𝑎

1 + 𝑒+,('+#)
+ (1 − 𝑎), 

 
Geompertz: 

𝑦 =
𝑎

𝑒+,!!"#
+ 1, 

Weibull: 
 

𝑦 = 𝑎𝑒+,'# + 1, 
Here, a, b, and c represent the parameters to es;mate for each model. To determine the best 
fit, we calculated the coefficient of determina;on (𝑅/) for each model:  
 

𝑅/ = 1 −
∑ (𝑦0 − 𝑦30)0

/

∑ (𝑦0 − 	𝑦)/0
, 

 



Here 𝑦 is the mean of the observed values 𝑦0. A model with a higher 𝑅/ indicates a more 
accurate representa;on of the data.  
 
 
Each model was fiZed to the data points using nonlinear least squares regression, u;lizing the 
Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm as implemented in the 'minpack.lm' package1 within R. We 
selected ini;al parameter es;mates based on the observed range of effec;ve sample sizes and 
phenotypic variance ra;os. The performance of each model was gauged by its R-squared 
value—the propor;on of variance in the observed data that is predictable from the 
independent variables. 
 
Of the models tested, The Weibull model was iden;fied as the best fit (Supplementary Figure 
1). The finalized Weibull model was: 

𝑦 = 3.511𝑒+1.134'$.&'( + 1. 
 
This model was used to extrapolate the phenotypic variance of CT PRS to predict the variance 
for LDpred2. Finally, the projected phenotypic variance was translated into AUC values2 to 
es;mate the AUC for LDpred2 PRS at different sample sizes. 
 
 
Propor.on of gene.c variance explained by LDpred2 PRS across different sample sizes 

 

As described in the last sec;on, we es;mated the gene;c variance explained by LDpred2 PRS 

(𝜎567)!8// ) under different sample sizes. This gene;c variance is equated with heritability on a 

frailty scale, premised on the polygenic log-addi;ve model as the fundamental gene;c 

architecture. Specifically, the gene;c variance on this scale for all GWAS variants is formulated 

as 𝜎9:;<
/ = 𝑣𝑎𝑟(∑ 𝛽=𝐺=>

=?@ 	), where 𝐺= is the standardized genotype for the mth SNP, 𝛽= is 

the true log OR for the mth SNP and M is the total number of causal SNPs within the GWAS 

variants. To es;mate the frailty scale heritability for lung cancer in EAS never-smokers, we used 

the linkage-disequilibrium score regression3 to es;mate 𝜎9:;<
/  using summary sta;s;cs from 

the training dataset along with the provided EAS-specific LDscore derived from the 1000 

Genomes Project data. Consequently, the frac;on of gene;c variance aZributable to all GWAS 

variants that is explained by the LDpred2 PRS is denoted by the ra;o 𝜎567)!8// /𝜎9:;<
/ .  

 

The conversion of familial risk to gene;c variance employed the expression 𝜆%/ = 𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝜎/), 

where 𝜆% is the familial risk when a first-order sibling has the disease, and 𝜎/ is the gene;c 



variance on frailty-scale4. The familial risk of lung cancer in EAS never-smokers was reported as a 

1.84-fold increase5, correspond to a gene;c variance 𝜎/ of 1.22. Thus, the LDpred2 PRS's 

elucida;on of familial risk is quan;fied by the ra;o 𝜎567)!8// /𝜎/. 
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