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Abstract 
We propose an extension of the Mendelian randomisation (MR) paradigm (‘MR-Fish’) in 

which the confounded disease association of an index protein (‘the bait’) is harnessed to 

identify the causal role of different proteins (‘the catch’) for the same disease.  Using C-

reactive protein (CRP) as the bait, cis-MR analyses refuted a causal relationship of CRP with 

a wide range of diseases that associate with CRP in observational studies, including type 2 

diabetes (T2DM) and coronary heart disease (CHD), suggesting these associations are 

confounded. Using ‘MR-Fish’, and leveraging large-scale proteomics data, we find evidence 

of a causal relationship with multiple diseases for several proteins encoded by genes that are 

trans hits in genome wide association analysis of CRP. These include causal associations of 

IL6R and FTO with CHD and T2DM; as well as ZDHHC18 with several circulating blood 

lipid fractions. Among the proteins encoded by genes that are trans-for-CRP we identified 28 

that are druggable. Our findings point to a general approach using MR analysis with 

proteomics data to identify causal pathways and therapeutic targets from non-causal 

observational associations of an index protein with a disease.  
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Introduction 
Observational studies have identified associations between many circulating biomarkers and 

diseases.1 Proteins represent an important subcategory of circulating biomarkers because they 

are the effector molecules in biology and the targets of most drugs.  For example, in a recent 

umbrella review, a higher circulating concentration of the inflammatory biomarker C-reactive 

protein (CRP) was consistently found to associate with a higher risk of coronary heart disease 

(CHD), type 2 diabetes, certain cancers, dementia and several other adverse health 

outcomes.2  

However, observational associations between a biomarker and disease may not be causal but 

arise due to a confounder: a measured, unmeasured, or unknown factor that associates 

causally with both the biomarker and disease of interest (Fig. 1). For example, in the 

association of CRP with CHD, potential confounders include smoking, blood pressure, 

obesity, diabetes, and other agents of the inflammatory response such as interleukin-6. All are 

associated with CRP, and some, e.g. blood pressure and diabetes, are proven causes of CHD.2  

Statistical adjustment can be made for measured confounders in observational studies but 

residual confounding remains a problem because not all confounders are known, and many 

are measured imperfectly meaning they cannot be fully adjusted for.3,4 A randomised 

controlled trial of a selective drug intervention, in the current example to reduce the 

concentration or block the effects of CRP,5 would distinguish causal from confounded 

associations of CRP with a given disease. However, drug development for a single protein 

target is costly6,7 and extending this approach to the many thousands of protein-disease 

associations is impractical. 

A scalable alternative to prioritising therapeutic targets is to use genetic variants that 

influence the expression or action of a protein to estimate its causal effect on a disease.8 The 

genetic effect estimate should be unbiased (provided certain assumptions are met) because, 

analogous to treatment allocation in a clinical trial, genetic variation is determined by a 

randomised allocation at conception (Mendelian randomisation; MR) which reduces 

confounding.9–12 

A genome-wide association study (GWAS) of protein levels can identify genetic variants 

associated with protein expression, and these variants can be used as instruments in MR 

analysis to model the effect of targeting the protein with a drug. The instruments employed 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 11, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.11.24310200doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.11.24310200
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


could be selected from within or around the encoding gene (said to be acting in cis) or from 

throughout the genome (genome-wide), including variants located outside the encoding gene 

(acting in trans) (Fig. 1, Mathematical appendix Table A1).13,14  We have argued 

previously that variants acting in cis are more likely to fulfil critical assumptions of the MR 

approach than are variants acting in trans, making cis-MR the preferred analytical approach 

where a protein is the biomarker of interest (see Mathematical appendix Table A1).13,15 The 

reason, based on Crick’s Central Dogma, is that the effect of a cis acting genetic variant is 

most likely to be mediated through rather than independently of the encoded protein of 

interest, upholding the so-called exclusion restriction assumption. This assumption states that 

the genetic instrument used in an MR analysis should be associated with disease only through 

the exposure of interest.16 In contrast, a genetic variant that is trans to the protein of interest 

has the potential to affect disease risk directly, through the protein encoded by the gene at 

that locus or via a pathway that may bypass the protein of interest, a phenomenon referred to 

as horizontal pleiotropy (Fig. 1, Mathematical appendix Table A1).13,15 

Confounding in observational epidemiology and horizontal pleiotropy are two views on the 

same phenomenon. The former compromises causal inference in observational studies and 

the latter in MR analysis. To illustrate the point using horizontal pleiotropy as an example, 

variants in the IL6R gene encoding the interleukin-6 receptor associate with CRP 

concentration (in trans) and with CHD,17 whereas variants in the CRP gene (which are cis-

for-CRP expression), and which also associate with CRP concentration, do not associate with 

CHD.18 This suggests that CRP itself is not causal for CHD and that the interleukin-6 

receptor plays a causal role in CHD through pathways that are independent of CRP. Using 

IL6R variants to infer a causal effect of CRP on CHD using MR would therefore be 

misleading. We refer to this type of problematic analysis, which runs a high risk of spurious 

causal inference as a trans-MR analysis of CRP on CHD to distinguish it from a cis-MR 

analysis of CRP that utilises genetic instruments from the CRP locus itself (Fig. 1, 

Mathematical appendix Table A1). The demonstration of an effect of variants in IL6R on 

both CRP and CHD suggests that interleukin-6 is one confounder of the observational 

association between CRP and CHD (Fig. 1, Mathematical appendix Table A1).  

We use this logic to propose and test an extension of the MR paradigm which, for 

convenience, we term ‘MR-Fish’, emphasising that MR-Fish is a concept not an analytical 

tool. In ‘MR-Fish’, the disease association of an index protein (‘the bait’), demonstrated to be 
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due to confounding through cis-MR analysis, is then harnessed to identify the causal role of 

different proteins (‘the catch’) for the same disease. ‘MR-Fish’ requires an observational 

association between the bait protein and disease (even if this is confounded); and the presence 

of both cis- and trans- acting genetic variants for the bait protein, which are discovered using 

a GWAS. We illustrate the MR-Fish approach using CRP as a bait protein. CRP provides a 

useful example because it has been associated with a wide range of diseases in observational 

studies, which suggests that either CRP is causal for these outcomes, or there are factors that 

confound the associations that are the true causes of disease, many of which remain to be 

identified. Moreover, several large GWAS of circulating CRP concentration have been 

conducted which have identified variants located throughout the genome that are associated 

with CRP concentration,19,20 some of which are cis- and some trans-for-CRP, providing the 

requisite genetic tools for the MR-Fish approach.    
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Results 

 

Overview of the workflow 

We first contrasted the findings from MR analysis of CRP using the two most employed 

approaches cis-MR and genome-wide MR. As outcomes, we examined 24 biomarkers and 22 

disease outcomes reported to be associated with CRP in prior observational studies.2 We took 

cis-MR analysis as the gold-standard approach to assess the causal relevance of CRP for 

these conditions, with genome-wide MR analysis being used to scope the potential for 

proteins other than CRP to play a causal role for the same set of diseases and therefore to 

confound the association of CRP with these endpoints. Next, we used variants identified by 

GWAS as trans-for-CRP and employed them as instruments in individual cis-MR analyses of 

the proteins encoded by those genes. We weighted the effects of these cis-acting variants by 

the expression of the encoded protein itself, when the required summary effect estimates were 

available from a GWAS of proteins measured using the Somalogic proteomics platform, 

and/or by the expression of the corresponding mRNA in circulating blood cells. We refer to 

these analyses, where the weighting variable is the product of the encoded gene, as ‘cis-

weighted cis-MR analysis’ (reduced to ‘cis-MR analysis’ for convenience). However, in all 

cases it was also possible to weight the effect of these trans-for-CRP genetic variants by 

CRP, because all loci were initially identified through a GWAS of CRP concentration. We 

refer to this type of analysis as ‘trans-weighted cis-MR analysis’.  It is important to 

emphasise that in this type of analysis that although the weighting variable is a different 

protein (CRP; hence trans-weighted) the causal inference relates to the protein encoded by 

the gene where the genetic instruments are located, not CRP (Fig. 2) We provide further 

discussion regarding interpretation and empirical validation of the approach in the separate 

Mathematical appendix. 

Comparison of cis- and genome-wide MR analysis of CRP 

To evaluate the extent to which horizontal pleiotropy could bias any causal inference from 

genome-wide MR analysis of CRP on a variety of disease outcomes, we first compared effect 

estimates from cis-MR analysis of CRP with those from genome-wide MR analysis, which 

includes instruments that are trans-for-CRP. All analyses used CRP as the exposure of 

interest (based on summary statistics from the CRP GWAS of Lighart et al.)19. GWAS 
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summary statistics for 22 disease endpoints and 24 other biomarkers associated with CRP in 

previous observational analyses2,21–44 were used as outcomes.   

At a multiplicity-corrected significance threshold p<0.001 (0.05/46 outcomes), cis-MR 

analysis indicated that higher CRP was causally associated with eight biomarkers or disease 

endpoints (higher HDL-C concentration, monocyte count, FEV1, and FVC, as well as lower 

neutrophil count, and lower risk of CKD, bone fractures, and PBC). By contrast, genome-

wide MR analysis of CRP using the IVW method yielded 32 significant associations at the 

multiplicity-corrected significance threshold p<0.001; 13 associations with disease endpoints 

and 19 with other biomarkers. As the aim of this analysis was to scope the potential for 

horizontal pleiotropy, the cis-MR analysis incorporated multiple genetic instruments in the 

vicinity of the CRP gene, selected using an algorithm that removed overinfluential variants 

(see Methods), whereas the genome-wide analysis of CRP utilized the ‘inverse variance 

weighted’ (IVW) rather than pleiotropy robust genome-wide MR methods.  

We used statistical tests for interaction to identify outcomes for which the findings from cis-

MR analysis of CRP and genome-wide MR analyses differed significantly (using a 

Bonferroni corrected significance threshold of p<0.05/46 tests, Extended Data Fig. 1). Note, 

the individual MRs do not have to be significant for this test. This identified 15 outcomes 

with significantly differing estimates. Three categories of discordance were observed 

(Supplementary Table 1): (i) for two diseases (Alzheimer’s disease and CHD) and five 

biomarkers (apolipoprotein (Apo)B, cognitive function, FEV1, HbA1c, and low density 

lipoprotein cholesterol (LDL-C)), the MR estimate from one source (cis-for-CRP or genome-

wide) was significant (at p<0.05) but the other was not; (ii) for two diseases (CKD, PBC) and 

two biomarkers (FVC, HDL-C), both MR estimates were significant with the same effect 

direction, but differed in magnitude; and (iii) for four biomarkers (bone mineral density 

(BMD), FEV1/FVC ratio, leukocyte and neutrophil counts), both MR estimates were 

significant but with opposite effect directions.  

Identification of protein-disease relationships independent of CRP 

Overall, the discordance and excess of associations from genome-wide compared to cis-MR 

analysis, suggested causal effects for genes (and their encoded proteins) that are trans-for-

CRP (rather than CRP itself) on a range of biomarkers and disease outcomes.    
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To investigate this directly, we conducted individual cis-weighted cis-MR-analyses in turn 

for each of the 49 such proteins on the 46 evaluated outcomes that were previously associated 

with circulating CRP concentration through observational analysis19. In cis-MR analysis the 

effect of the genetic instruments selected at each locus can be weighted by their effects on 

circulating level of the encoded protein. However, such analyses are contingent on the 

requisite effect estimates being available from proteomic or transcriptomic GWAS.  

Alternatively, they could be weighted by the expression of the corresponding mRNA but this 

involves making a choice on the relevant tissue. However, in all cases, an alternative is to 

conduct cis-MR analysis weighted by CRP (i.e., trans-weighted cis-MR analysis; Fig. 2d). In 

all three approaches, the causal inference remains on the protein encoded by the gene where 

the instruments are located, not on CRP. 

Trans-weighted cis-MR analysis of proteins encoded by genes that are trans-for-
CRP 

Figure 3 illustrates the summary findings from the trans-weighted cis-MR analysis of the 49 

loci identified from the GWAS of CRP on 46 disease endpoints or biomarker outcomes. The 

analyses generated evidence of associations of FTO (encoding FTO alpha-ketoglutarate 

dependent dioxygenase) with glucose, T2DM, CHD, heart failure and atrial fibrillation45–47; 

IL6R (encoding the interleukin-6 receptor) with stroke and CHD17; and NLRP3 (encoding 

NLR family pyrin domain containing 3), CD300LF (encoding CMRF35-like molecule 1) and 

IL1F10 (encoding IL-38) with white blood cell counts, in keeping with their role in the 

inflammatory response.48,49 However, we also noted evidence for a causal link between 

FDFT1 and ApoA1, triglycerides, T2DM, and systolic and diastolic blood pressure; and 

ZDHHC18 with several lipid measures.   

Consistency between trans- and cis-weighted cis-MR analyses 

We were able to check for consistency between trans-weighted cis-MR analysis using CRP-

weighted estimates from Ligthart et al and the UKBB, and cis-weighted cis-MR analysis for 

six of 49 proteins assayed using the Somalogic platform from the deCODE proteomics 

GWAS,50 as well as 25 of 49 proteins using whole blood eQTL data from the Genotype-

Tissue Expression database (GTEX)51 (Fig. 4 and Extended Data Fig. 2). Proteins were 

considered to demonstrate a direct causal effect on an outcome if a significant p value 

(p<0.0048; see Methods) was replicated for at least two of the four possible analyses. Likely 

causal associations were identified for IL6R with ApoA1 and monocyte count, and LEPR 
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with neutrophil counts and BMD across all four analyses. A significant causal effect was 

observed for IL6R on most outcomes evaluated, particularly immune, autoimmune, 

cardiovascular, and endocrine and metabolic traits. For example, genetic variants at the IL6R 

locus, that are trans-for-CRP, showed a causal association with lower ischaemic stroke risk 

based on cis-MR analysis, both when cis-weighted by higher circulating s-IL6R 

concentration, which is an index of reduced signalling through the interleukin 6 receptor (OR 

0.98, 95% CI 0.97, 0.98) and also when trans-weighted by higher circulating CRP 

concentration, an index of increased signalling through the interleukin 6 receptor (OR 1.39, 

95% CI 1.24, 1.55; Extended Data Fig. 3).  

Deconvoluting high-profile observational associations of CRP with common diseases  

Associations of higher circulating CRP levels with several high-burden diseases have been 

consistently reported by non-genetic observational studies, including with T2DM, CHD, 

Alzheimer’s disease and age-related macular degeneration (AMD).24,27,38,52 Several MR 

analyses have followed, many of which have employed genome-wide rather than cis-MR 

analyses of CRP yielding inconsistent findings, as reviewed recently by Markozannes et al.2  

For T2DM, we found that the cis-MR estimate for the causal effect of CRP itself on T2DM 

was not significant but that there was evidence from trans-weighted cis-MR analysis of a 

causal association of two CRP-associated proteins FTO and hepatocyte nuclear factor-4 alpha 

(HNF-4α), the product of HNF4A with T2DM (Fig. 4). The observational association 

between T2DM with CRP is therefore likely to be confounded by proteins such as FTO or 

HNF-4α, which are associated with both CRP and T2DM.   

We also show that observational associations of CRP with CHD and Alzheimer’s disease are 

likely to be explained by other proteins that confound these associations, including lipase A, 

lysosomal acid type (encoded by LIPA) for CHD and apolipoprotein C1 (encoded by APOC1) 

and membrane spanning 4-domains A4A (encoded by MS4A4A) for Alzheimer’s disease 

(Fig. 4). Similarly, we found no evidence for a causal association between circulating CRP 

and age-related macular degeneration (AMD) using cis-MR analysis. However, trans-

weighted cis-MR results suggest potentially causal roles for zinc-finger protein 644 (encoded 

by ZNF644), serpin family A member 1 (encoded by SERPINA1) and ribosomal protein S6 

kinase B1 (encoded by RPS6KB1, Fig. 4). 
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Potential therapeutic targets identified by MR-Fish 

Of the 49 studied trans-for-CRP genes, 28 were predicted to encode potentially druggable 

proteins, of which 12 are targeted by existing licensed or unlicensed compounds 

(Supplementary Table 2 and Supplementary Table 3). Some of the drug-target-indication 

relationships which were ‘rediscovered’ by applying cis-MR with trans weights include 

anakinra (IL1 receptor antagonist) for rheumatoid arthritis and lapaquistat (a squalene 

synthase inhibitor) for cholesterol lowering. Potential drug repurposing opportunities were 

also revealed in other cases, such as metreleptin (recombinant human leptin, which binds 

leptin receptor encoded by LEPR) for BMD, and alverine (HNF4A activator)53 and bisantrene 

(alpha-ketoglutarate-dependent dioxygenase FTO inhibitor) for T2DM.54 
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Discussion 

 
Using the circulating protein biomarker CRP as an example, we have shown that confounding 

in observational epidemiology and horizontal pleiotropy in MR analysis can be used to 

identify novel disease pathways and treatment targets. The MR Fish approach we illustrate 

here is a general one, applicable to any protein-disease association for which genetic variants 

are available that index the level of the protein of interest, some acting in cis and others in 

trans. 

We selected CRP as an example to illustrate the approach because the assay of this protein is 

robust, there are numerous disease and biomarker associations of CRP identified in previous 

observational studies, and genetic instruments are available in cis and trans.2  Based on MR 

analysis using genetic variants located within or around the CRP gene (cis-MR), we found 

evidence of only eight causal associations, five with other biomarkers (neutrophil and 

monocyte counts, HDL-C concentration, FEV1, and FVC) and three with disease endpoints 

(CKD, PBC and bone fractures). The numerous observational associations of CRP, but few 

causal associations in cis-weighted cis-MR analysis is consistent with widespread 

confounding in non-genetic observational analysis, whereby a third factor associates with 

both CRP and the outcome of interest.  

In observational epidemiology, much effort is spent on adjusting for rather than discovering 

confounders. Similarly, in the MR analysis of non-protein exposures (e.g. blood pressure or 

BMI) the selection of instruments from throughout the genome aims to balance the effects of 

horizontal pleiotropy (the hope being that positive effects at the locus are offset by negative 

effects at others). However, this cannot be relied on. Therefore, pleiotropy robust methods for 

MR analyses were developed (e.g. MR Egger) but these rely on further assumptions that may 

not be met.55–58  By considering proteins as a special category of exposure and using genetic 

instruments acting in cis, the risk of horizontal pleiotropy is substantially reduced, and cis-

MR can be used reliably to separate causal from confounded associations.13,15 However, 

confounders in observational epidemiology and horizontal pleiotropy in MR analysis reflect 

causal disease pathways and could be regarded as of interest in biomedical research, rather 

than as a nuisance. Where such confounders are proteins, they could provide new therapeutic 

targets for the diseases concerned. However, until recently, there has been no systematic way 

to identify confounders in observational epidemiology. The approach exemplified here, 

which we term ‘MR-Fish’ for convenience, uses cis-MR analysis of the index or bait protein 

to interrogate confounding in the association between the bait and a disease. Where evident, it 
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then harnesses the horizontal pleiotropy of genetic instruments that are trans for the index 

protein and uses them in cis-MR analyses of the proteins encoded by these genes. In so doing, 

the approach identifies other proteins (the ‘catch’), which are causal for the disease of 

interest, and which confound the association of the bait protein with disease.  

For cis-MR analyses, we weighted the effect of the genetic instruments by the expression of 

the corresponding mRNA or the encoded protein itself (where such measures were available). 

We term this cis-weighted cis-MR analysis. For example, we were able to identify a causal 

association of genetic variants at the IL6R locus that are trans-for-CRP with a lower 

ischaemic stroke risk based on cis-MR analysis weighted by circulating s-IL6R 

concentration. Where measures of the expression of the corresponding mRNA or encoded 

protein are unavailable, or even when they are, it is possible to weight the effects of these 

genetic instruments by the original index protein (in this case CRP). In these analyses, which 

we term trans-weighted cis-MR, inference remains on the proteins encoded by the genes in 

which the instruments are located, rather than on CRP.  For example, prior MR analysis of 

IL6R on ischaemic stroke weighted the effect of instruments at the IL6R locus by CRP but 

identified an effect on ischaemic stroke consistent with the trans-weighted cis-MR result 

identified here.17 

A combination of either cis-weighted cis-MR or trans-weighted cis-MR analysis identified 

several other likely casual associations between CRP-associated proteins and a range of 

outcomes (Fig. 3 – 5, Extended Data Fig. 2 & 3). For example, we refuted a causal 

relationship of CRP on Alzheimer’s disease in a cis-MR analysis, despite previous reports of 

an observational association,59 which was suggested to be causal in a prior genome-wide MR 

analysis of CRP on Alzheimer’s disease (although not when excluding a single pleiotropic 

variant near the APOE gene).60 Instead, using trans-weighted cis-MR analysis, we found 

evidence for a causal association with Alzheimer’s disease for proteins encoded by genetic 

variants that are trans for CRP at the APOE/C1 locus and the MS4A4A locus. The association 

of ApoE with Alzheimer’s disease is well established,61 and variants in the MS4A4A gene 

region are associated with soluble TREM2 concentrations in cerebrospinal fluid, which is 

associated with late-onset Alzheimer’s disease.62–64 Similarly, while our results suggested that 

CRP does not modulate AMD risk, there was evidence that various CRP-associated proteins 

may be causal for AMD, including those encoded at ZNF644 and SERPINA1. Mutations in 

ZNF644 are associated with high myopia which carries a high risk of myopic choroidal 

neovascularisation, a condition similar to neovascular AMD.65 Patients with high myopia 
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may furthermore be at increased risk of developing neovascular AMD.66 SERPINA1 encodes 

the serine protease inhibitor alpha-1-antitrypsin (AAT). Defects in this gene can cause alpha-

1-antitrypsin disease, characterised by emphysema and liver disease (OMIM 613490). 

Interestingly, a proteomic study found upregulation of AAT in vitreous samples from eyes 

with AMD67 and AAT was shown to attenuate M1 microglia-mediated neuroinflammation in 

a mouse model of retinal degeneration.68 There is furthermore a well-described gene-

environment interaction between SERPINA1 and smoking,69–71 an important modifiable risk 

factor for AMD development and progression.72 Using cis-MR analysis of CRP, we also 

found evidence that the observational associations of CRP with T2DM are likely to be 

confounded. In this case, the genome-wide MR analysis also indicated a null effect because 

of balanced horizontal pleiotropy (Fig. 4). However, trans weighted cis-MR analysis using 

variants at the FTO and the HNF4A loci that are trans for CRP indicated a causal effect on 

T2DM of the proteins encoded by these genes. The effect of FTO variants on diabetes is 

likely through fat mass and insulin resistance.  Inactivating mutations in HNF4A are a known 

cause of maturity onset diabetes of the young, the commonest monogenic form of diabetes. 

The associations we identified through trans-weighted cis-MR analysis of FDFT1 with 

ApoA1, triglycerides, T2DM, and systolic and diastolic blood pressure; and ZDHHC18 with 

several lipid measures are plausible because FDFT1 (also named squalene synthase) is the 

first specific enzyme in the mevalonate pathway involved in cholesterol biosynthesis,73 and 

ZDHHC18 is an enzyme in the Golgi apparatus that supports palmitoyl transferase activity.  

In trans-weighted cis-MR analysis there is the same degree of protection from horizontal 

pleiotropy as in cis-weighted cis-MR analysis. However, an important difference is that 

effects on outcomes in trans-weighted cis-MR analysis are expressed in terms of the effect on 

the bait protein (CRP in the current example), rather than in terms of the effect of the protein 

encoded by the gene in which the instruments reside. trans-weighted cis-MR analysis 

provides a valid test of the null hypothesis, but the effect estimates may be biased up or down 

depending on the relative effects of the genetic instruments used on the bait protein and, 

independently, on the disease (see Mathematical appendix).  

This study has several strengths. We evaluated a broad range of CRP-outcome associations, 

while minimizing the risk of false discoveries by appropriately accounting for multiple 

testing. Nevertheless, the results from any MR study should not be interpreted in isolation, 

but rather considered in the context of pre-existing evidence. Compelling findings from a 
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high-throughput MR analysis such as this may then serve as a useful tool to prioritize pursuit 

of new biological and therapeutic hypotheses.  

The MR analyses drawing on transcriptomic and proteomic data were restricted to blood 

eQTL and pQTL data. This limits the ability to detect causal associations for certain proteins 

where expression is localised within specific cells and tissues. By excluding variants located 

outside the gene of interest, instruments for cis-MR may be underpowered in comparison to 

genome-wide MR. To address the issue of reduced power, we adopted a less stringent p-value 

threshold for cis-MR instrument selection with LD clumping of variants and modelling 

residual correlation using external reference data. This approach has previously been shown 

(analytically) to improve performance13,74,75 and any potential weak-instrument bias 

introduced by the inclusion of ‘null variants’ (i.e. variants that are not causally associated 

with the exposure) on average, attenuates results towards the null in two-sample MR.76 Using 

instruments in cis for MR analysis reduces but does not completely eliminate the risk of 

horizontal pleiotropy. The local correlation of genetic variants can undermine cis-MR 

analysis when a genetic variant employed as an instrument marks a nearby variant that 

influences disease risk through an adjacent gene and protein rather than the gene or protein of 

interest. Horizontal pleiotropy in cis-MR could also arise, in theory, if two adjacent genes 

were coregulated by the same genetic variant. In the current analysis, we ascribed effects to 

loci nominated by the authors of the CRP GWAS. However, the analytic pipeline we used 

incorporates assessment of horizontal pleiotropy arising due to linkage disequilibrium by 

identifying outlying variant associations with disease (that could indicate horizontal 

pleiotropy) when it favours use of pleiotropy-robust MR methods such as MR-Egger. A 

complementary approach is to use Bayesian statistical colocalization of genetic association 

signals with mRNA or protein expression of the encoding gene and the disease endpoint, 

although this approach is statistically conservative.77   

Although we have exemplified the MR Fish approach using a single protein, in this case 

CRP, new technologies, population resources and analyses are providing the necessary data 

framework for conducting MR-Fish analysis at scale.78 Proteomics technologies from O-link 

and Somalogic now enable measurement of many thousands of proteins in stored plasma 

samples.79,80 The deployment of such technologies in large longitudinal cohort studies and 

national biobanks, enables investigation of the associations of thousands of proteins with 

hundreds of diseases at substantial scale.81 Many such associations are likely to be 
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confounded, necessitating MR analysis of each protein to distinguish those which are causal.  

GWAS of the circulating proteome in the same population studies has already identified both 

cis and trans genetic variants for many such proteins, providing the necessary genetic 

instruments for cis analysis of each index protein, as well as MR Fish analysis.50,82 For 

example, over 2,900 proteins have been assayed using the O-link technology in samples from 

approximately 54,000 participants from UK Biobank. From this dataset 14,287 pQTL 

associations (for 2,414 proteins) were identified based on array-based genotyping of common 

variant, of which 1,955 were in cis and 12,332 were in trans.83 A recent analysis based on 

whole exome sequencing revealed 5,433 rare genotype-protein and 1,962 gene-protein 

associations. Together, these resources and others like them should enhance the genetic 

instruments available for MR-Fish analysis.  

In summary, confounding in observational epidemiology and horizontal pleiotropy in MR 

analysis represent two aspects of the same phenomenon. Where proteins are the exposure of 

interest, genetic instruments acting in cis reduce the impact of horizontal pleiotropy in MR 

analysis compared to instruments which act in trans, as are incorporated in genome-wide MR 

analysis. However, instruments that are trans for an index protein can be utilized in a cis-MR 

analysis of the proteins encoded by the genes in which these variants reside. These analyses 

can not only help identify confounders of the association of the index protein with disease 

but, in so doing, generate new insights into disease pathogenesis and unveil new therapeutic 

targets.  
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Methods 

Data sources 

Genetic associations with CRP were obtained from a recent large meta-analysis of 88 studies 
(204,402 individuals) by Ligthart et al,19 which were associated through cis-MR to genetic 
associations with 46 traits (22 disease and 24 biomarker phenotypes; Supplementary Table 
4). Replication data on protein quantitative trait loci (pQTL) and whole blood expression 
quantitative trait loci (eQTL) were leveraged from deCODE genetics  and the Genotype-
Tissue Expression (GTEx) project v851 respectively. 

Instrument selection 

The Ligthart et al. GWAS found 58 CRP-associated loci that passed genome-wide 
significance (p<5 x 10-8). These included CRP (ENSG00000132693), which is the cis acting 
gene for encoding CRP, and 57 trans loci. To showcase the difference between cis and 
genome-wide MR, instruments were selected from a 25kb flank around CRP (cis-weighted 
cis-MR) and compared to MR analyses sourcing genome-wide variants. 
Next, to illustrate how cis-MR can be utilised to deconvolute the genome-wide MR effects, 
which comprises the combined effects of CRP and many more trans loci, cis-MR was 
performed for 57 CRP-associated genetic loci from throughout the genome, trans weighting 
by CRP concentration (trans-weighted cis-MR), as assayed in the studies contributing to 
Ligthart et al. Trans loci for which MR analyses failed in >50% of outcomes at this step were 
removed, leaving 49 genes. Results were replicated utilising independent genetic effect 
estimates for CRP from the UKBB, as well as proteomics and transcriptomic data on the 
relevant protein directly encoded by these trans-CRP loci. For example, cis-MR was 
conducted to assess the causal relevance of IL6R to various outcomes utilising genetic effect 
estimates for CRP from Ligthart et al, estimates for CRP from the UKBB (both trans-
weighted cis-MR), genetic effect estimates for IL6R plasma concentration, as well as using 
genetic estimates for IL6R mRNA expression (pQTL and eQTL cis-weighted cis-MR 
respectively). The CRP-weighted analyses selected instruments from within a 25kb region, 
while the pQTL and eQTL analyses used 200kb flanks. The larger flanking region used for 
the latter two analyses reflects increased confidence that the included variants are linked to 
the gene product, in comparison to the CRP-weighted analyses.85 There is furthermore some 
evidence that trans-eQTLs are often explained by cis-mediation.86  
Genome-wide variants were selected using a 1 x 10-8 p value threshold and clumped to an r2 
below 0.4. Given the smaller number of candidate variants, the cis-MR analyses included 
instruments based on a 1 x 10-4 p value filter. In both cases, local between-variant correlation 
(LD) was estimated from a random sample of 5000 UKBB participants of white British 
descent, after removing variants with a minor allele frequency below 0.01. 

Mendelian randomisation analyses 

MR analyses were conducted using a generalised least squares (GLS) implementation of the 
inverse variance weighted (IVW) estimator, and the horizontal pleiotropy robust MR-
Egger.74 In each case, residual horizontal pleiotropy was accounted for utilising the 
aforementioned UKBB LD reference sample. Genome-wide and cis-MR were compared 
using the IVW model and without removing overinfluential variants. For all other analyses, a 
model selection algorithm was applied to determine which of these estimators had most 
data.13 To further limit the potential of horizontal pleiotropy potentially overinfluential 
variants were removed, i.e., those with a high leverage statistic or with a relatively large 
contribution to the heterogeneity statistic. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 11, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.11.24310200doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.11.24310200
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Identifying potential therapeutic targets 

The OpenTargets87 API was queried to identify druggable CRP-associated proteins and which of these 
are targeted by existing compounds. Protein targets were deemed potentially druggable according to 
the following criteria: (i) the target has clinical precedence with Phase I, II, III or IV drugs; (ii) the 
target has a binding site suitable for small molecule binding (high-quality ligand, high-quality pocket 
or considered druggable as per Finan et al.’s Druggable Genome Pipeline88); (iii) the target has an 
accessible epitope for antibody based therapy with high confidence from either Uniprot89 or Gene 
Ontolology90 that the subcellular location of the target is either plasma membrane, extracellular 
region/matrix, or secretion. 

Statistical analysis 

Point estimates are presented as odds ratios or mean differences for outcomes (units are 
detailed in Supplementary Table 4) per unit change in CRP (log(mg/L) for Ligthart et al, 
mg/L for UKBB, and SD expression or circulating levels for transcriptomics and proteomics 
data; Supplementary Table 5) and 95% confidence intervals. Difference between genome-
wide and cis-MR estimates were tested using formal interaction tests at a Bonferroni-
corrected p value threshold of 0.001 (0.05/46 outcomes).91 cis-MR results (both cis-weighted 
and trans-weighted) were considered statistically significant for protein-outcome pairs with at 
least two replicated signals at a multiplicity-corrected p value threshold of 0.0048 ( 
sqrt(0.05/(46 outcomes x 49 proteins)) ). For the empirical validation of applying cis-MR 
with trans weights (trans-weighted cis-MR; Mathematical appendix), the proportion of 
predicted effect directions matching those observed was tested against a null hypothesis of 
50% (random chance) using Clopper-Pearson confidence intervals for a proportion.92  
Analyses were conducted using Python v3.7.4 (for GNU Linux),93 Pandas v0.25,94 Numpy 
v1.15,95 R v4.1.0 (for GNU macOS),96 ggforestplot,97 targets,100 tarchetypes,99 tidyverse,100 
workflowr,101 flextable,102 gtsummary103 and knitr.104  

Data availability 
All MR results are provided in Supplementary Table 5.  
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Figure captions 

Main Figure Captions 

Fig. 1. Overview of the conceptual basis of MR-Fish, using C-reactive protein (CRP) as an 
example of a ‘bait’ protein. (i) Observational associations between CRP and disease (D) may 
be causal or arise due to confounding. Confounding would occur in the presence of other 
(often unidentified) proteins that are causally associated with both CRP and D. Whether the 
CRP-D association is causal could be confirmed or refuted in a randomised controlled trial of 
a CRP-lowering or blocking drug (if available), or by performing a Mendelian randomisation 
(MR) analysis. Genetic instruments for an MR analysis of CRP may be selected from 
throughout the genome (genome-wide MR, including variants that are trans-for-CRP) or be 
restricted to instruments at the locus encoding CRP (cis-MR). In genome-wide MR, the 
inclusion of variants outside the encoding gene (trans-for-CRP) may introduce horizontal 
pleiotropy. This may result in a discrepancy in causal inferences between cis-MR, which is 
relatively protected from horizontal pleiotropy, and genome-wide MR. (ii) MR-Fish seeks to 
identify proteins that are potential confounders of the CRP-D association. A GWAS of CRP 
may provide a source of potential confounders because the loci identified that are trans for 
CRP encode proteins that are causally associated with CRP (one of the criteria for being a 
confounder). The causal relevance of these trans-for-CRP proteins for D may then be 
assessed using cis-MR weighted either by the encoded protein P or mRNA for P (utilising 
proteomic or transcriptomic GWAS respectively), or alternatively trans-weighted by CRP 
(i.e. drawing on the original GWAS for CRP levels), In the example shown, P4 is a 
confounder of the CRP-D association and, by definition, is therefore causal for D, whereas P1 
is not. Abbreviations: CRP = C-reactive protein; D = Disease; G = Gene; GWAS = Genome-
wide association study; MR = Mendelian randomisation; mRNA = messenger ribonucleic 
acid; OR = Odds ratio; P = Protein. 

Fig. 2. (a) Directed acyclic graph depicting an observational analysis of the relationship 
between the exposure (CRP) and a disease outcome �. The term � depicts confounders of the 
CRP - � association. (b and c) Directed acyclic graphs depicting alternative versions of 
Mendelian randomisation (MR) analysis of the exposure (CRP) and the diseases outcome �. 
Possible instruments for a MR analysis are variants in the gene ���� encoding CRP (cis-MR 
analysis of CRP on �) or the gene �� encoding protein ��, which is one confounder of the 
CRP - � association (trans-MR analysis of CRP on �). The term � refers to the effect of 
DNA sequence variants in a gene acting in cis on the encoded protein (e.g. ����  refers to the 
effect of variants in the CRP gene on CRP concentration); � to the effect of a protein on an 
outcome (e.g. ��

��� refers to the effect of CRP on disease outcome �); and � to pathways 
leading to horizontal pleiotropy (e.g. ��

�� refers to horizontal pleiotropy between gene �� and 
disease �, that might arise due to confounding by linkage disequilibrium with variants in a 
nearby gene). (d) Directed acyclic graph depicting a cis-MR analysis of the protein ��  on � 
where the genetic instruments used are cis for �� but are weighted by their effect on CRP 
while retaining causal inference on �� (trans-weighted cis MR analysis). In each case, a grey 
box surrounds the exposure of interest and the red text indicates the variable(s) measured. 
MR estimates under each scenario, potential sources of pleiotropy under the different MR 
analysis approaches, their mitigation, and other sources of bias are summarised in the 
mathematical appendix, Table A1. 
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Fig. 3. trans-weighted, cis-MR analysis of 49 genes implicated in a genome-wide association 
study of C-reactive protein for their direct causal effect on 46 end points. Cells are coloured 
according to the -log10 (p value) multiplied by the effect direction. Cells with an asterisk 
represent nominally significant estimates (p<0.05). The degree of significance is indicated by 
colour intensity, where red indicates higher values or risk of the outcome and blue for lower 
values or risk of the outcome; white and grey cells represent non-significant and 
indeterminate results respectively. Potentially druggable protein targets are highlighted in 
bold. Abbreviations: see Supplementary Table 4 for phenotype abbreviations. 

Fig. 4. cis-weighted, cis-MR analysis of genes implicated in a genome-wide association study 
of C-reactive protein for their direct causal effect on 46 end points. Analyses are weighted by 
circulating protein concentration (pQTL; deCODE study) and encoded mRNA (eQTL; 
GTEx, whole blood). Cells are coloured according to the -log10 (p value) multiplied by the 
effect direction. Cells with an asterisk represent nominally significant estimates (p<0.05). 
The degree of significance is indicated by colour intensity, where red indicates higher values 
or risk of the outcome and blue for lower values or risk of the outcome; white and grey cells 
represent non-significant and indeterminate results respectively. Potentially druggable protein 
targets are highlighted in bold. Abbreviations: eQTL = expression quantitative trait loci; 
pQTL = protein quantitative trait loci; see Supplementary Table 4 for phenotype 
abbreviations. 

Fig. 5. cis-Mendelian randomisation (MR) results with 95% confidence intervals from trans-
weighted (by C-reactive protein (CRP); Ligthart et al, UK Biobank) and cis-weighted 
(protein quantitative trait loci) cis-MR analyses for selected outcomes. Genes are restricted to 
those with at least one significant estimate (p<0.0048) across the four analyses, ordered by 
effect size from the primary CRP-weighted analysis (Ligthart et al). Shaded circles and 
outlined circles indicate significant and non-significant results respectively. Italic genes: 
replicated in 2 analyses; bold genes: replicated in >2 analyses. Abbreviations: AMD = age-
related macular degeneration; CHD = coronary heart disease; CRP = C-reactive protein; 
pQTL = protein quantitative trait loci; OR = odds ratio; T2DM = type 2 diabetes mellitus; 
UKBB = UK Biobank. 

 

Extended Data Figure Captions 

Extended Data Fig. 1. Genome-wide and cis-Mendelian randomisation estimates for the 
causal relevance of C-reactive protein to all outcomes were compared by calculating 
interaction p-values (Wald test), transformed here by -log10. The dashed green and dotted 
purple lines correspond to interaction p-values of 0.05 and 0.001 respectively. Abbreviations: 
see Supplementary Table 4 for phenotype abbreviations. 
 
Extended Data Fig. 2. Heatmap highlighting gene-outcome pairs with significant cis-
Mendelian randomisation results (p<0.0048) across multiple replication analyses (exposure 
summary statistics: C-reactive protein (CRP) Ligthart et al, CRP UK Biobank, deCODE 
genetics protein quantitative trait loci, Genotype-Tissue Expression Project expression 
quantitative trait loci). Marginal bar charts indicate the number of genes or outcomes with ≥3 
significant replicates per outcome or gene respectively. Potentially druggable targets are 
highlighted in bold. Abbreviations: MR = Mendelian randomization; see Supplementary 
Table 4 for phenotype abbreviations. 
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Extended Data Fig. 3. cis-Mendelian randomisation (MR) results with 95% confidence 
intervals from trans-weighted (by C-reative protein (CRP); Ligthart et al, UK Biobank) and 
cis-weighted (protein quantitative trait loci) cis-MR analyses for selected outcomes. Genes 
are restricted to those with at least one significant estimate (p<0.0048) across the four 
analyses, ordered by effect size from the primary CRP-weighted analysis (Ligthart et al). 
Shaded circles and outlined circles indicate significant and non-significant results 
respectively. Italic genes: replicated in 2 analyses; bold genes: replicated in >2 analyses. 
Abbreviations: CD = Crohn’s disease; CRP = C-reactive protein; FEV1 = forced expiratory 
volume in one second; pQTL = protein quantitative trait loci; OR = odds ratio; PBC = 
primary biliary cirrhosis; UKBB = UK Biobank. 
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Figure 1

Fig. 1. Overview of the conceptual basis of MR-Fish, using C-reactive protein (CRP) as an example of
a ‘bait’ protein. (i) Observational associations between CRP and disease (D) may be causal or arise due
to confounding. Confounding would occur in the presence of other (often unidentified) proteins that are
causally associated with both CRP and D. Whether the CRP-D association is causal could be confirmed or
refuted in a randomised controlled trial of a CRP-lowering or blocking drug (if available), or by performing
a Mendelian randomisation (MR) analysis. Genetic instruments for an MR analysis of CRP may be selected
from throughout the genome (genome-wide MR, including variants that are trans-for-CRP) or be restricted
to instruments at the locus encoding CRP (cis-MR). In genome-wide MR, the inclusion of variants outside
the encoding gene (trans-for-CRP) may introduce horizontal pleiotropy. This may result in a discrepancy in
causal inferences between cis-MR, which is relatively protected from horizontal pleiotropy, and genome-wide
MR. (ii) MR-Fish seeks to identify proteins that are potential confounders of the CRP-D association. A
GWAS of CRP may provide a source of potential confounders because the loci identified that are trans for
CRP encode proteins that are causally associated with CRP (one of the criteria for being a confounder).
The causal relevance of these trans-for-CRP proteins for D may then be assessed using cis-MR weighted
either by the encoded protein P or mRNA for P (utilising proteomic or transcriptomic GWAS respectively),
or alternatively trans-weighted by CRP (i.e. drawing on the original GWAS for CRP levels), In the example
shown, P4 is a confounder of the CRP-D association and, by definition, is therefore causal for D, whereas
P1 is not. Abbreviations: CRP = C-reactive protein; D = Disease; G = Gene; GWAS = Genome-wide
association study; MR = Mendelian randomisation; mRNA = messenger ribonucleic acid; OR = Odds ratio;
P = Protein.
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Figure 2

Fig. 2. (a) Directed acyclic graph depicting an observational analysis of the relationship between the
exposure (CRP) and a disease outcome 𝐷. The term 𝑈 depicts confounders of the CRP - 𝐷 association. (b
and c) Directed acyclic graphs depicting alternative versions of Mendelian randomisation (MR) analysis of
the exposure (CRP) and the diseases outcome 𝐷. Possible instruments for a MR analysis are variants in
the gene 𝐺𝐶𝑅𝑃 encoding CRP (cis-MR analysis of CRP on 𝐷) or the gene 𝐺1 encoding protein 𝑃1, which
is one confounder of the CRP - 𝐷 association (trans-MR analysis of CRP on 𝐷). The term 𝜎 refers to
the effect of DNA sequence variants in a gene acting in cis on the encoded protein (e.g. 𝜎𝐶𝑅𝑃 refers to
the effect of variants in the CRP gene on CRP concentration); 𝛿 to the effect of a protein on an outcome
(e.g. 𝛿𝐶𝑅𝑃

𝐷 refers to the effect of CRP on disease outcome 𝐷); and Φ to pathways leading to horizontal
pleiotropy (e.g. Φ𝐺1

𝐷 refers to horizontal pleiotropy between gene 𝐺1 and disease 𝐷, that might arise due to
confounding by linkage disequilibrium with variants in a nearby gene). (d) Directed acyclic graph depicting
a cis-MR analysis of the protein 𝑃1 on 𝐷 where the genetic instruments used are cis for 𝑃1 but are weighted
by their effect on CRP while retaining causal inference on 𝑃1 (trans-weighted cis MR analysis). In each
case, a grey box surrounds the exposure of interest and the red text indicates the variable(s) measured. MR
estimates under each scenario, potential sources of pleiotropy under the different MR analysis approaches,
their mitigation, and other sources of bias are summarised in the mathematical appendix, Table A1.

4

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 11, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.11.24310200doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.11.24310200
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Figure 3

Fig. 3. trans-weighted, cis-MR analysis of 49 genes implicated in a genome-wide association study of
C-reactive protein for their direct causal effect on 46 end points. Cells are coloured according to the -log10
(p value) multiplied by the effect direction. Cells with an asterisk represent nominally significant estimates
(p<0.05). The degree of significance is indicated by colour intensity, where red indicates higher values or
risk of the outcome and blue for lower values or risk of the outcome; white and grey cells represent non-
significant and indeterminate results respectively. Potentially druggable protein targets are highlighted in
bold. Abbreviations: see Supplementary Table 4 for phenotype abbreviations.
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Figure 4

Fig. 4. cis-weighted, cis-MR analysis of genes implicated in a genome-wide association study of C-reactive
protein for their direct causal effect on 46 end points. Analyses are weighted by circulating protein concen-
tration (pQTL; deCODE study) and encoded mRNA (eQTL; GTEx, whole blood). Cells with an asterisk
represent nominally significant estimates (p<0.05). The degree of significance is indicated by colour inten-
sity, where red indicates higher values or risk of the outcome and blue for lower values or risk of the outcome;
white and grey cells represent non-significant and indeterminate results respectively. Potentially druggable
protein targets are highlighted in bold. Abbreviations: eQTL = expression quantitative trait loci; pQTL =
protein quantitative trait loci; see Supplementary Table 4 for phenotype abbreviations.
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Figure 5
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Fig. 5. cis-Mendelian randomisation (MR) results with 95% confidence intervals from trans-weighted (by C-
reactive protein (CRP); Ligthart et al, UK Biobank) and cis-weighted (protein quantitative trait loci) cis-MR
analyses for selected outcomes. Genes are restricted to those with at least one significant estimate (p<0.0048)
across the four analyses, ordered by effect size from the primary CRP-weighted analysis (Ligthart et al).
Shaded circles and outlined circles indicate significant and non-significant results respectively. Italic genes:
replicated in 2 analyses; bold genes: replicated in >2 analyses. Abbreviations: AMD = age-related macular
degeneration; CHD = coronary heart disease; CRP = C-reactive protein; pQTL = protein quantitative trait
loci; OR = odds ratio; T2DM = type 2 diabetes mellitus; UKBB = UK Biobank.
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Extended data
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Extended data figure 1

Extended Data Fig. 1. Genome-wide and cis-Mendelian randomisation estimates for the causal relevance
of C-reactive protein to all outcomes were compared by calculating interaction p-values (Wald test), trans-
formed here by -log10. The dashed green and dotted purple lines correspond to interaction p-values of 0.05
and 0.001 respectively. Abbreviations: see Supplementary Table 4 for phenotype abbreviations.
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Extended data figure 2

Extended Data Fig. 2. Heatmap highlighting gene-outcome pairs with significant cis-Mendelian randomisation results (p<0.0048) across multiple
replication analyses (exposure summary statistics: C-reactive protein (CRP) Ligthart et al, CRP UK Biobank, deCODE genetics protein quantitative
trait loci, Genotype-Tissue Expression Project expression quantitative trait loci). Marginal bar charts indicate the number of genes or outcomes with
�3 significant replicates per outcome or gene respectively. Potentially druggable targets are highlighted in bold. Abbreviations: MR = Mendelian
randomization; see Supplementary Table 4 for phenotype abbreviations.
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Extended data figure 3
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Extended Data Fig. 3. cis-Mendelian randomisation (MR) results with 95% confidence intervals from
trans-weighted (by C-reactive protein (CRP); Ligthart et al, UK Biobank) and cis-weighted (protein and
expression quantitative trait loci) cis-MR analyses for selected outcomes. Genes are restricted to those with
at least one significant estimate (p<0.0048) across the four analyses, ordered by effect size from the primary
CRP-weighted analysis (Ligthart et al). Shaded circles and outlined circles indicate significant and non-
significant results respectively. Italic genes: replicated in 2 analyses; bold genes: replicated in >2 analyses.
Abbreviations: CRP = C-reactive protein; MR = Mendelian randomisation; pQTL = protein quantitative
trait loci; OR = odds ratio.
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