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Abstract

Polygenic risk scores (PRSs) are promising for risk stratification but have mainly been
developed in European populations. This study developed single- and multi-ancestry PRSs for
lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD) in East Asian (EAS) never-smokers using genome-wide
association study summary statistics from EAS (8,002 cases; 20,782 controls) and European
(2,058 cases; 5,575 controls) populations. A multi-ancestry PRS, developed using CT-SLEB,
was strongly associated with LUAD risk (odds ratio=1.71, 95% confidence interval
(C1):1.61,1.82), with an area under the receiver operating curve value of 0.640 (95%
CI:0.629,0.653). Individuals in the highest 20% of the PRS had nearly four times the risk
compared to the lowest 20%. Individuals in the 95" percentile of the PRS had an estimated
6.69% lifetime absolute risk. Notably, this group reached the average population 10-year LUAD
risk at age 50 (0.42%) by age 41. Our study underscores the potential of multi-ancestry PRS
approaches to enhance LUAD risk stratification in EAS never-smokers.
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Introduction

Lung cancer is a major global health challenge, responsible for about 20% of all cancer deaths in
2020*. While smoking is the primary etiologic factor, around 25% of lung cancer cases occur in
never-smokers, with significant geographical variations? . Notably, in East Asia (EAS), never-
smoking women exhibit high incidences of lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD), the predominant

histologic subtype?®.

Beyond smoking, risk factors for LUAD include environmental and occupational exposures,
lifestyle, family history, and genetic susceptibility*-’. Genome-wide association studies (GWAS)
for never-smoking lung cancer across EAS and European (EUR) populations have identified 28
susceptibility loci at 25 independent regions® 2. These GWAS findings enhance our
understanding of LUAD’s genetic architecture, yet the translation of these findings into clinical

practice requires further investigation.

Polygenic risk scores (PRS) aggregate the effects of individual single nucleotide polymorphisms
(SNPs) to estimate genetic risk for diseases, playing a crucial role in cancer prevention and
screening. Previous efforts primarily utilized EUR populations for lung cancer PRS
development!415 to better identify high-risk individuals. Nonetheless such PRSs often fall short
for EAS never-smokers, reflecting a bias in screening guidelines and the focus of studies on
populations with EUR ancestry. Despite ongoing efforts to integrate PRS into clinical practices
for complex diseases, as seen in initiatives like the electronic Medical Records and Genomics
(eMERGE) network?®, Veterans Affairs Genomic Medicine at Veteran Affairs (GenoVA)
study'’, and the Women Informed to Screen Depending On Measures of risk (WISDOM)
study?®®, lung cancer has been excluded. The predominant global burden of lung cancer, driven
primarily by smoking, overlooks the significant impact and potential benefits of PRS in never-

smoking populations.

The recent expansion of GWAS across diverse populations, combined with advancements in
PRS methodology, underscores a pivotal shift towards enhancing disease outcome prediction

beyond EUR populations'®. Notably, the development of multi-ancestry PRS methods marks a
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considerable advancement, leveraging data from various ancestral backgrounds to enrich the
predictive accuracy and robustness of PRSs?°-26, By jointly modeling genetic data from multiple
populations, these approaches improve the predictive power of PRSs, thereby enhancing disease
outcome predictions in non-EUR populations.

While the development and validation of PRSs are critical, the application of an established PRS
in estimating the absolute risk of a disease offers valuable insights into risk stratification,
potentially guiding clinical interventions, such as lung cancer screening. Moreover, projecting
necessary sample sizes for future studies to achieve varying levels of PRS predictive accuracy is
an underexplored area that could significantly impact epidemiological research design and cost-

effectiveness.

This study aims to evaluate the predictive performance of single- and multi-ancestry PRSs for
LUAD in never-smoking EAS individuals using state-of-the-art methodologies. By integrating
multiple datasets, we constructed PRSs based on summary statistics for 5,622 never-smoking
cases and 21,813 never-smoking controls from EAS and EUR ancestries. We assessed the
performance of the PRSs using independent, individual level data of 4,438 never-smoking EAS
cases and 4,544 never-smoking EAS controls. Furthermore, we estimated the lifetime and 10-
year absolute risks of LUAD using the most accurate PRSs developed. Lastly, we projected the
sample sizes needed in future research to achieve specific levels of prediction accuracy with

PRSs in EAS never-smokers (Figure 1).
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345  Methods

346

347  Study design and data sources
348

349  Training data compilation: study population and genotyping

350  The studies, genotyping protocols, and quality control for PRS construction are previously

351  described in detail?’. Briefly, EAS single-ancestry PRSs for LUAD were constructed using

352  summary data from 3,564 never-smoking LUAD cases and 16,238 never-smoking controls of
353  EAS ancestry from the Nanjing Lung Cancer Study (NJLCS)®?8, National Cancer Center of
354  JAPAN (NCC), and the Research Institute and Aichi Cancer Center (ACC). The NJLCS study
355 combined data from several cities, genotyped by Affymetrix Genome-Wide Human SNP Array
356 6.0, as well as the Oncoarray GWAS?8-20, The NCC study included lung cancer patients and
357  control data from multiple Japanese, with genotyping conducted on Illumina

358  HumanOmniExpress and HumanOmnil-Quad genotyping platforms. Similarly, the ACC study
359  pooled data from the multiple Japanese medical institutions, and the Nagahama Study, with
360  genotyping performed using Illumina 610k and Illumina660k platforms. To construct the multi-
361 ancestry PRS, we further incorporated GWAS summary statistics from 2,058 never-smoking
362  LUAD cases and 5,575 never-smoking controls of EUR ancestry, genotyped using lllumina
363  Infinium OmniExpress-24 v1.2 BeadChips and Illumina Human660W-Quad BeadChip*2,

364

365  Tuning and validation: study population and genotyping

366  For PRS tuning and validation, we used 4,438 never-smoking LUAD cases and 4,544 never-
367  smoking controls from the Female Lung Cancer Consortium in Asia (FLCCA)¥1! an

368 international consortium composed of never-smoking EAS women from regions including

369  Mainland China, Singapore, Taiwan, Hong Kong, South Korea and Japan 1211, All samples were
370  genotyped using the Illumina 660W, 370K or 610Q microarrays. The FLCCA data were

371  randomly and equally divided for tuning (2,219 cases, 2,272 controls) and validation (2,219

372 cases, 2,272 controls). Informed consent was obtained from all participants, and the recruitment
373  and data collection procedures were approved by the local ethics review committees of all

374  participating research institutes.

375
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Construction of PRS

Single-ancestry PRS methods
PRS-25: We constructed a simple PRS using the 25 independent SNPs (PRS-25) that reached
genome-wide significance (i.e., P<5x10®) in the largest GWAS for LUAD in EAS population to

date®. The PRS-25 was calculated by summing the risk alleles weighed by their effect sizes (i.e.,

per allele log-odds ratio) obtained from a meta-analysis including only never-smokers.

PRS-CT: We generated a PRS using the CT method3! using PLINK 1.90%2. This involved the
clumping of SNPs based on linkage disequilibrium (LD) with a threshold of r>=0.1 within a
500kb window. The LD were estimated from half of the FLCCA dataset used for tuning dataset.
We created nine SNP subsets by applying incremental P-value thresholds (i.e., P<5x10%,
P<5x107,..., P<5x10%, 1), and calculated their respective PRSs using PLINK23? command “--
score cols=+scoresums,-scoreavgs no-mean-imputation”. Using the tuning dataset, the AUC was

calculated for each threshold to identify the most predictive P-value cutoff.

LDpred2-PRS: We applied the LDpred2 method, implemented in the R package bigsnpr??,
using a Bayesian framework to estimate SNP effect sizes through a shrinkage estimator. This
method leverages GWAS summary statistics, incorporating a prior for effect sizes, while also
accounting for LD across SNPs. Our analysis was constrained to HapMap3 variants, and we
calibrated the model using a range of hyperparameters: the proportion of causal SNPs was set
across a 21-point logarithmic sequence from 10°to 1, and the per-SNP heritability was set as a
fraction (0.3, 0.7, 1 or 1.4) of the total heritability estimated by LD score regression3* divided by
the number of causal SNPs. Lastly, we used the “sparse” option to set weaker effects to zero. The
optimal tuning parameters were selected based on the highest AUC achieved on the tuning

dataset.
PRS-EUR 128: We evaluated the performance of a European-derived PRS (PRS-EUR 128)%,

which consists of 128 variants obtained from a GWAS of predominately active smokers, on EAS

populations to assess its cross-population applicability.

12
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Multi-ancestry PRSs methods:

LDpred2 PRS + PRS-EUR 128: For the multi-ancestry PRSs, we applied the weighted-PRS
approach by linearly combining the most predictive single-ancestry PRS from the EAS
population (Ldpred2 PRS) with the EUR population-specific PRS (PRS-EUR 128). The weights

of this combined PRS were calculated by applying a logistic regression on the tuning dataset in R

version 4.2.0.

PRS-CSx: We applied PRS-CSx, a multi-ancestry polygenic prediction method that uses a
Bayesian framework with a continuous shrinkage prior to estimate SNP effect sizes from GWAS
summary statistics across different populations?®. LD reference panels for EUR and EAS,
provided by the PRS-CSx software, were constructed from the 1000 Genomes Project (1KG)
samples 3. We used the default setting with the gamma-gamma prior hyperparameters (a and b)
at 1 and 0.5, respectively. The shrinkage parameter ¢ was assessed at 10, 104, 102, and 1
within the tuning dataset to select the value with highest AUC. With the optimal ¢ , we
calculated the PRS using posterior effect-sizes from both EAS and EUR populations. Weights
were then estimated to linearly combine the two PRSs on the tuning dataset. The final

performance was then evaluated on an EAS independent validation dataset.

CT-SLEB: We used the recently developed CT-SLEB method to derive a PRS using EAS and
EUR datasets 2. This method extends the standard CT method by designing a two-dimensional
approach to select SNPs for EAS PRS construction. It incorporates an empirical Bayesian (EB)
framework to model genetic correlations between EAS and EUR. Following this, a super-
learning (SL) model is then applied to integrate multiple PRSs, each generated using distinct p-
value thresholds and clumping parameters®’. Our implementation of CT-SLEB followed the
default setting with p-value thresholds p, = 5x1078,5x1077,...,5x1071, or 1, and genetic
distances d = 50/r2 or 100/72, where 2 = 0.01,0.05,0.1,0.2,0.5 or 0.8. The clumping
process for EAS was based on the LD reference derived from the FLCCA tuning dataset, and the
EUR LD reference was based on the 1KG EUR samples.

Relative and absolute risk calculation for PRSs

13
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438  To evaluate each PRS’s performance, we standardized the scores to a unit standard deviation,
439  Dbased on the distribution among the control group in the EAS validation dataset. We then

440  quantified the association between the standardized PRSs and LUAD risk using the OR and 95%
441  ClI, via logistic regression, adjusting for age and the first 10 principal components (PCs). We
442  evaluated the predictive performance of the different PRS models through the adjusted AUC
443  values, accounting for age and top 10 PCs, using the R package RISCA®". We further estimated
444 the ORs of each PRS for risk of LUAD based on PRS percentiles, setting the middle quantile
445  (40-60%) as the reference category. Lastly, we used the likelihood ratio test to evaluate the

446  interaction between the PRS and age (<40, 40-49, 50-59, 60-69, >70).

447

448  For absolute risk estimates, we used the iCARE software® to calculate the cumulative lifetime
449  (age 30-80) and 10-year absolute risks of LUAD among never-smoking female controls in

450 FLCCA (N=4,544). Absolute risks were derived by applying the Cox proportional hazard model
451  with the top performing PRS (CT-SLEB) and age-specific lung cancer incidence and mortality
452  rates in Taiwan®. We estimated the absolute risk of LUAD overall, as well as stratified by first-
453  degree family history of lung cancer.

454

455  Projections of CT and LDpred2 PRS performance by sample size

456

457  We used GENESIS package “° to estimate the sample sizes needed for PRS to reach various

458  AUC levels in the EAS population. This method estimates the expected number of SNP

459  discoveries and their explained heritability in future studies. Using the GWAS summary statistics
460  from our EAS training dataset, and the provided LD scores for EAS populations from the 1KG
461  dataset, we projected the AUC for CT PRS across various case-control ratios, from 1:1 to 1:10,
462  and case numbers ranging from 5,000 to 200,000. Given GENESIS's specific design for CT PRS,
463  we developed a extend its application to LDpred2 PRS projections. This involved modeling the
464  relationship between effective sample sizes with the phenotypic variance ratio between LDpred2
465 and CT PRS (Supplementary Figure 1), elaborated in the Supplementary Note.

466

467  Results

468
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Development and validation of the PRS

We applied several cutting-edge single-and multi-ancestry PRS methods (Methods,
Supplementary Figure 2), evaluating their performance in terms of relative risk and AUC
within the EAS validation dataset (Methods, Table 1, Supplementary Figure 2-3). Among
single-ancestry PRS methods, the LDpred2 PRS, incorporating 942,591 SNPs, outperformed
other methods, with an odds ratio (OR) per unit standard deviation (SD) of 1.62 (95% confidence
interval (CI): 1.52, 1.73) alongside an adjusted AUC of 0.629 (95% CI: 0.618, 0.641). In
contrast, the PRS designed exclusively for EUR populations underperformed in our EAS
population, with an estimated adjusted AUC of 0.489 (95% CI: 0.477, 0.501), possibly attributed

to the inclusion of smokers in the development of the existing EUR PRS.

Among multi-ancestry PRS methods, the weighted-PRS of EAS and EUR yielded an OR per unit
SD of 1.62 (95% ClI: 1.52, 1.72), with PRS-CSx and CT-SLEB showing even stronger
association with ORs of 1.67 (95% Cl: 1.57, 1.78) and 1.71 (95% CI: 1.61, 1.82), respectively.
Among all the PRS methods, CT-SLEB had the highest AUC of 0.640 (95% CI: 0.629, 0.653).
Setting individuals in the middle PRS quantile (40" to 60™ percentile) as the reference category,
those in the highest 5% of risk for the top performing PRS, CT-SLEB, had 4.17 (95% ClI: 3.20,
5.47)-fold risk, whereas those in the lowest 5% had 0.33 (95% CI: 0.21, 0.51)-fold risk of
developing LUAD (Figure 2).

Interaction between CT-SLEB PRS and age

We observed a significant multiplicative interaction between the CT-SLEB PRS and age at
diagnosis for LUAD risk (p-interaction = 0.002). As illustrated in Figure 3, the OR per SD of
PRS was higher in younger individuals, particularly those under 40 years of age (OR=1.70, 95%
Cl: 1.42, 2.05) compared to individuals aged 70 and older (OR=1.53, 95% CI: 1.37, 1.72). The
association followed a roughly linear pattern across middle-age categories, peaking between ages
60-69 (OR =1.93, 95% CI: 1.79-2.08). This pattern suggests a stronger impact of genetic risk
factors in younger age groups. A similar trend was observed when analyzing the association

between LUAD risk and a dichotomized PRS (upper 90" percentile) by age categories.
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Absolute risk of developing lung adenocarcinoma by CT-SLEB PRS

Using the iCARE package*!, we estimated the absolute risk of LUAD for never-smoking EAS
women, utilizing the CT-SLEB PRS which demonstrated the highest AUC (Table 1). The
cumulative lifetime risk of LUAD, assessed between age 30-80, varied markedly across PRS
percentiles, ranging from a minimal mean of 0.78% in the 5th percentile to a substantial mean of
6.69% in the 95th percentile (Figure 4). Additionally, the 10-year absolute risk for LUAD in
never-smoking 50-year-old women, varied from a mean of 0.13% in the 5th percentile to mean
of 1.11% in the 95th percentile of the PRS distribution. While the average 10-year absolute risk
for this age group is 0.42%, never-smoking women in the >95 and 90-95™ percentiles PRS

reached this risk earlier, at age of 41 and 42, respectively.

To evaluate the combined effect of PRS and family history, we further modeled the absolute risk
for LUAD in individuals with (n=86) and without (n=1,414) family history of lung cancer in a
first-degree relative (Figure 5, Supplementary Figure 4). We observed that those with family
history of lung cancer have higher absolute lifetime risk of LUAD than those without family
history. The lifetime absolute risk between age 30-80 for women at the bottom 5™ and top 95t
percentile of the PRS with family history of lung cancer were 2.77% and 9.39%, respectively
(Supplementary Figure 4). Additionally, the 10-year absolute risk for women in the 951" PRS
percentile with a family history reached the population average 10-year absolute risk at age 50
(0.42%) much earlier, at age 38. Formal tests for interaction between PRS and family history
were not statistically significant (p=0.45), suggesting that family history and PRS independently

contribute to LUAD risk stratification.

Projections of polygenic risk score performance by sample size

Using the GENESIS model, we projected the expected AUC of PRS-CT and LDpred2 PRS
under varying GWAS sample sizes and case-control ratios for LUAD in never smoking EAS
women (Figure 6). Our analysis, using the EAS training dataset, estimated approximately 1,772

(s.e.=1,641) susceptibility variants that are independently associated with LUAD?’. This high
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number of variants underscores the extensive polygenic nature of LUAD, implying relatively
small effect sizes for individual SNPs. Based on our current data, the expected AUC for the
LDpred2 PRS stands at 0.631 (95% CI: 0.618, 0.641), aligning closely with the actual
performance of the LDpred2 PRS in the validation dataset. The upper boundary of our
predictions, based solely on PRS, suggests an AUC potential of up to 0.731 (95% ClI.
0.640,0.786). As sample sizes increase in our projections, the AUC is estimated to rise to 0.673
(95% CI: 0.593-0.725) with 55,000 EAS LUAD cases and a 1:1 case-control ratio. With the
same number of cases but a 1:10 case-control ratio, the AUC is projected to further increase to

0.698 (95% CI: 0.621-0.727), nearing the theoretical upper limit of predictive accuracy.

Explaining genetic variance through PRS across different sample sizes

We also evaluated the genetic variance explained by the PRS under different sample sizes given
the projected results (Supplementary Note, Table 2). The current LDpred2 PRS explained
26.6% of the genome-wide chip heritability, contributing to approximately 16.5% of the 1.84-
fold familial relative risk for lung cancer among EAS never-smokers. Concurrently, genome-
wide chip variants heritability explained 61.9% of the 1.84-fold familial relative risk associated
with the disease. With an expanded sample size of 35,000 cases and 350,000 controls, the
constructed PRS is projected to account for 57.9% of the genome-wide chip variants heritability,
and 35.8% of the 1.84-fold familial relative risk for the disease.

Discussion

We developed and validated single- and multi-ancestry PRSs for LUAD in never-smoking EAS
individuals using the largest GWAS dataset of never-smokers to date. The multi-ancestry PRS
method, CT-SLEB, integrating summary data from EAS and EUR never-smokers, emerged as
the best-performing PRS. It exhibited a dose-response relationship with LUAD risk and achieved
higher AUC than all other evaluated PRSs. Further, our analysis demonstrates the potential of

PRS in stratifying individuals' 10-year and lifetime risk of developing LUAD. Lastly, we
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projected the expected discriminatory accuracy of the PRS across a range of sample sizes and

case-control ratios.

To date, GWAS and subsequent PRS models have largely centered on EUR populations 4243,
rendering them less precise when applied to non-EUR populations and risking the exacerbation
of health disparities 444°, Consistent with prior research °, our study observed that a lung cancer
PRS constructed using EUR data, which included both smokers and never-smokers, significantly
underperformed when applied to EAS never-smoking individuals (AUC = 0.489, 95% ClI:
(0.477, 0.501)), further highlighting the heterogeneity of the disease across populations and the
need to expand risk assessment efforts to non-EUR populations. Notably, by utilizing novel
methods to integrate GWAS data from both EUR and EAS populations, we demonstrated that a
multi-ancestry PRS enhances the precision of risk stratification for LUAD among EAS never-

smokers.

Large-scale efforts to integrate PRS into clinical practice have focused on conditions with well-
established PRS prediction performance!®'8 such as Type 2 Diabetes, breast cancer, and
cardiovascular diseases. Lung cancer has been notably absent from these efforts, primarily due to
the focus on smoking as a risk factor. This has limited the exploration and application of PRS in
lung cancer risk stratification, particularly among never-smokers. Recent efforts, such as the
TALENT study in Taiwan*, have evaluated low-dose computed tomography (LDCT) screening
for never-smokers with traditional risk factors like family history, passive smoking exposure, and
chronic lung diseases. However, a PRS has not yet been integrated into these screening
protocols. Further, a recent study in Taiwan incorporating genetic susceptibility in a risk model
with lifestyle and environmental risk factors observed an improvement in the AUC from 0.697 to
0.714%. Notably, the study found that even by incorporating only 11 susceptibility loci, the
model’s discriminative power had improved. Our study demonstrates the potential of a genome-
wide PRS to complement these efforts, enhancing risk stratification and identifying high-risk

individuals at younger ages, who may benefit from earlier interventions.

We address this gap by presenting a PRS that signifies a 3.92-fold increase in lung cancer risk

for individuals in the top 20% risk quantile, a marked improvement over the 2.09-fold increase
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observed in a prior study by Wei et al. 4’ for a cohort of Chinese never-smoking women. Further,
we identified a significant interaction between the PRS and age, observing heterogeneity in
effects of PRS across age categories. Similar to findings in a study on prostate cancer® , we
observed higher associations between the PRS and LUAD among younger individuals compared
to those diagnosed at a later age. While the pattern was not strictly linear, and competing risks of
mortality may influence these results, our findings suggest that the relative impact of genetic
susceptibility may decrease as non-genetic risk factors accumulate with age. This highlights the
potential utility of PRS in younger populations, where genetic risk may play a more pronounced

role in disease onset.

We estimated the lifetime and 10-year absolute risk of LUAD using the PRS, which can be used
in risk stratification efforts and to identify those who are at high risk for the disease.

Specifically, we found that the 10-year absolute risk for LUAD in a never-smoking 50-year-old
woman, a critical age for initiating recommended annual lung cancer screening as per the United
States Preventive Services Taskforce (USPSTF)*°, varied from 0.13% in the 5th percentile to
1.11% in the 95th percentile of the PRS distribution. Notably, women in the highest risk
categories (>95th and 90-95th percentiles) reached the average 10-year absolute risk (0.42%)
much earlier, at ages 41 and 42, respectively. This finding suggests that the PRS has the potential
to identify younger women who may benefit from earlier risk-based interventions. While limited
in sample size, we also found that the lifetime absolute risk of LUAD was even higher among
women in the top percentile of the PRS and with first-degree family history of lung cancer,
suggesting the two risk factors may act independently for their effect on LUAD risk. Although
the absolute risk values are modest, the PRS’s ability to stratify women into higher-risk
categories at younger ages suggests potential utility in guiding early screening decisions. Early
identification through PRS could be particularly valuable for never-smoking individuals, who are

traditionally excluded from lung cancer screening programs.

The CT-SLEB method’s improved performance can be attributed to its ability to utilize diverse
genotyping arrays, thereby including population-specific variants. This aspect, along with the
inclusion of EUR samples in the training set, broadens the genetic diversity and leverages larger

sample sizes for improved model accuracy. Moreover, CT-SLEB excels in modeling genetic
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correlations across ancestries, efficiently using both shared and unique genetic markers for
refined disease risk estimations across populations. Lastly, we set up our study with a robust
three-sample split design, dividing datasets into training, tuning, and validation. This ensures that
PRS efficacy is validated independently, effectively reducing the overfitting risk.

Current PRS studies predominantly focus on evaluating relative and absolute risks®121547.50, yet
our research introduces a crucial forecast of sample sizes required for differing levels of PRS
accuracy. Our projection analyses indicated that achieving an AUC of 0.70 would approach the
maximized prediction potential of the PRS, given the estimated genetic variance explained by
GWAS chip variants. To reach this level of accuracy, a future study would need to include
55,000 cases with a 1:10 case-control ratio. Notably, accessing large biobanks with publicly
available controls could reduce the number of required cases®.-These projections offer a
strategic framework for planning and designing future genetic studies on lung cancer,
establishing clear benchmarks for PRS model performance, which is essential for the scientific

community in advancing genetic risk prediction.

Our study has several limitations. First, it focuses on the genetic susceptibility of LUAD without
considering additional questionnaire-based risk factors. However, to be able to utilize data from
the largest GWAS conducted to date, this work aimed primarily to identify the most effective
PRS model within genetic contexts that can then be used in future efforts. Further, we plan to
conduct integrative analyses that merge PRS with other risk indicators to refine LUAD risk
predictions for never-smokers. Second, our projections are tailored to single-ancestry PRS
models, not fully addressing the intricacies of multi-ancestry approaches, including diverse
sample sizes and genetic correlations across populations. Third, our validation cohort, derived
from the FLCCA and covering various EAS regions, relied on Taiwanese incidence data for
absolute risk estimations. Consequently, our absolute risk findings may not extend universally to
all EAS never-smokers, though our PRS performance assessment and sample size projections
remain applicable to our population of interest. Lastly, the clinical application of our PRS
findings, particularly in screening and risk counseling, is still in preliminary stages. Despite
advancements in using PRS for smoking cessation trials®?, its implementation for never-smokers

in clinical settings has been limited, presenting a significant area for future research.
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654

655  In summary, our study evaluates various PRS models to capture the genetic predisposition to
656 LUAD among never-smoking EAS individuals. It extends beyond risk prediction by estimating
657  both 10-year and cumulative lifetime absolute risks, and by projecting the sample sizes required
658  for future GWAS to refine the predictive power of PRSs in future GWAS. Additionally, we
659 quantify the phenotypic variance captured by PRSs across different sample sizes. Future studies
660 are crucial to further improve these PRS models, aiming to enhance genetic risk predictions
661  while integrating a wider array of risk factors. Such efforts will develop more accurate and

662  comprehensive risk models for LUAD in never-smoking individuals across diverse populations.
663

664

665

666
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Table 1. Prediction performance of different methods for generating polygenic risk scores

for lung cancer in never-smoking East Asian populations.

Model type Number of SNPs OR (95% CI)* AUC (95% CI)?
Single-ancestry method?
PRS-25 25 (24 available) 1.53 (1.4, 1.63) 0.621 (0.612, 0.637)
PRS-CT 8 1.37 (1.29, 1.46) 0.591 (0.585, 0.609)
LDpred2 PRS 942,591 1.62(1.52,1.73))  0.629 (0.618, 0.641)
PRS-EUR 128° 128 (109 available) ~ 0.97 (0.91, 1.03) 0.489 (0.477, 0.501)
Multi-ancestry method®
LDpred2 PRS + PRS-EUR 128 942,700 1.62 (1.52,1.72) 0.629 (0.617, 0.640)
PRS-CSx 969,720 1.67 (1.57,1.78) 0.637 (0.625, 0.647)
CT-SLEB 2,127,229 1.71 (1.61, 1.82) 0.640 (0.629, 0.653)

Abbreviations: SNP, single nucleotide polymorphism; OR, odds ratio; Cl, confidence interval; AUC, area
under the curve; PC, principal component; CT, clumping and thresholding

10ORs are provided per one unit standard deviation of PRS.

2Adjusted for age (continuous) and first 10 principal components.

3sample size for single-ancestry PRS methods included 3,564 cases and 16,238 controls of East Asian
(EAS) ancestry for training, 2,219 cases and 2,272 controls of EAS ancestry for tuning and 2,219 cases
and 2,272 controls of EAS ancestry for validation.

*SNPs that reached genome-wide significance in Shi et al., 2023.

®SNPs obtained from genome-wide association study conducted in individuals with European ancestry
(Hung et al., 2021, Cancer Res.).

éSample size for multi-ancestry PRS methods included 3,564 cases and 16,238 controls of East Asian
(EAS) ancestry, as well as 2,058 cases and 5,575 controls of European ancestry for training, 2,219 cases
and 2,272 controls of EAS ancestry for tuning and 2,219 cases and 2,272 controls of EAS ancestry for

validation.
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Table 2. Genetic variance in East Asian lung cancer among never smokers explained by
LDpred2 PRS

Genetic variance of PRS2 Proportion of all-GWAS Proportion of Familial

variants genetic variance risk explained by
Sample size! explained by PRS?® PRS*
Current 0.201 26.6% 16.5%
35,000 cases 0.437 57.9% 35.8%
55,000 cases 0.540 71.5% 44.3%

1 Sample Size: The current sample comprises 3,564 cases and 16,238 controls. Future projections assume
a 1:10 case-control ratio for sample sizes of 35,000 and 55,000 cases. Genetic variance projections for the
LDpred2 PRS are based on the GENESIS method, originally designed for the CT method (refer to Nat.
Genet. 50, 1318-1326 (2018)), extended to include LDpred2 by modeling the variance ratio between
LDpred2 and CT (Supplementary Note).

2 Genetic Variance of PRS: This corresponds to the heritability on the frailty scale, assuming a polygenic
log-additive model underpins this relationship. It quantifies the proportion of the phenotype variation that
can be attributed to genetic factors in the context of PRS.

% Proportion of Genetic Variance from All-GWAS Variants Explained by PRS: This represents the
variance of all genome-wide imputable variants as established through LD-score regression (refer to Nat.
Genet. 47, 291-5 (2015) and Nat. Genet. 47, 1236-41 (2015)). On the frailty scale, the genetic variance of
all GWAS variants is calculated as a2, 45 = Var(EM -, BmGm), Where Gy, is the standardized genotype
for the mth SNP, B, is the true log odds ratio for the mth SNP and M is the total number of causal SNPs
among the GWAS variants. For East Asian never smokers, the estimated genetic variance of all GWAS
variants is 0.755.

4 Proportion of Familial Risk Explained by PRS: This calculates the familial risk in terms of genetic
variance using the formula 22 = exp (a2), where A, is the familial risk when a first-order sibling has the
disease, and o2 is the genetic variance on frailty-scale. Further details of this calculation can be found in
Nat. Genet. 31, 33-36 (2002). For lung cancer in East Asian never-smokers, the familial risk is a 1.84-fold
increase, and the genetic variance of all GWAS variants, as estimated through LD-score regression,

explains 61.9% of this increased familial relative risk.
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885  Figure 1. Overview of data structure, polygenic risk score (PRS) development, validation
886  and application. Summary statistics from East Asian (EAS) genome-wide association studies
887  (GWAS) were used to develop single-ancestry PRS using methods such as a simple PRS

888  constructed using 25 SNPs that have previously reached genome-wide significance (i.e., P<5x10°
889  8) (PRS-25), a PRS using the clumping and thresholding (CT) method (PRS-CT) incorporating 8
890 SNPs, and a PRS using a genome-wide Bayesian-based approach, LDpred2 (LDpred2 PRS)
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incorporating close to a million SNPs. For the multi-ancestry PRS development, we also used
summary statistics from European (EUR) GWAS, applying the PRS-CSx method that leveraged
genome-wide association summary statistics for close to a million SNPs with a Bayesian
continuous shrinkage prior to model SNP effect sizes across populations, as well as CT-SLEB
method, which enhances the standard CT methods with a two-dimensional approach to select
SNPS for EAS PRS construction by incorporating over 2 million SNPs. Tuning and validation of
each PRS was conducted in an independent EAS individual-level data. Relative risk per PRS
quantile was calculated as an odds ratio (OR) with the middle quantile (40™ to 60™ percentile) set
as the reference, and the area under the receiver operating curve (AUC) was estimated for each
PRS. CT-SLEB PRS was used to estimate 10-year and lifetime cumulative absolute risk, and

PRS-CT and PRS-LDpred2 were used for sample size projection.
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927  Figure 2. Relative risk estimated for quantiles of each polygenic risk score (PRS) and lung

928 adenocarcinoma in the validation dataset of women with East Asian ancestry, treating the

929  40™ to 60" percentile as the references. Odds ratios of PRS per standard deviation (SD) and

930  95% confidence intervals are shown for (A) the single-ancestry 25 SNP polygenic risk score,
931 PRS-25(A), (B) Clumping and thresholding method, PRS-CT, (C) Bayesian-based genome-wide
932  approach, LDpred2 PRS, and (D) multi-ancestry approach, CT-SLEB.
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939  Figure 3. Association between polygenic risk score (PRS) and lung adenocarcinoma by age
940 groups. (A) Odds ratios (ORs) per standard deviation (SD) of the PRS and 95% confidence
941 intervals, and (B) ORs for individuals in the upper 90th percentile of the PRS.
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Absolute risks were calculated using iCARE package®, based on Taiwan’s age specific incidence and mortality data, and the relative

risks of the PRS and family history, as described in the Methods section.
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Figure 6. Projected area under the receiver operating characteristic curve (AUC) of
polygenic risk scores (PRS) built using genome-wide association studies (GWAS) with

varying sample sizes for lung adenocarcinoma in never-smoking East Asian women. (A)
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AUC values for PRS-CT and LDpred2 PRS with case-to-control ratios of 1:1 and 1:10. (B) AUC
values for LDpred2 PRS across case-to-control ratios of 1:1, 1:2, 1:3, 1:4, 1:5, and 1:10.
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