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Figure S1. The area under the curve (top panel) and the proportion of variance
explained by PGS on the liability scale (bottom panel) of schizophrenia predicted by
different PGS methods in each of target cohorts, compared to P+T method.

x-axis is the validation cohort ordered by sample size, increasing from left (Ncases = 71,
Ncontrols =69) to right (Ncases = 3466, Ncontrols =4297).

For each method, when regressing AUC difference on the sample size of the target cohort,
the p-values are all larger than 0.05 (ranging from 0.28 from LDpred to 0.76 for PRS-CS-
auto). Similarly, the p-values of regressing the proportion of variance explained by PGS on

the sample size are larger than 0.05.
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Figure S2. The area under the curve (top panel) and the proportion of variance
explained by PGS on the liability scale (bottom panel) of major depression predicted by
different PGS methods in each of target cohorts, compared to P+T method.

x-axis is the validation cohort ordered by sample size, increasing from left (Ncases = 120,
Ncontrols =126) to right (Ncases = 1,097, Ncontrols =2,663).

For each method, when regressing AUC difference on the sample size of the target cohort,
the p-values are all larger than 0.05 (ranging from 0.46 for PRS-CS-auto to 0.93 for
SBayesR). Similarly, the p-values from regressing the proportion of variance explained by

PGS on the sample size are larger than 0.05.
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Figure S3. Results from prediction of SCZ case/control status via different PGS
methods when using msaf as the tuning cohort.

The same as Figure 1, but using msaf as the tuning cohort instated of lie2
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Figure S4. Results from prediction of SCZ case/control status via different PGS
methods when using gras as the tuning cohort.

The same as Figure 1, but using gras as the tuning cohort instated of lie2.
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Figure S5. Results from prediction of SCZ case/control status via different PGS
methods when using swe6 as the tuning cohort.

The same as Figure 1, but using swe6 as the tuning cohort instated of lie2.
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Figure S6. Differences in AUC of a PGS method when using different MAF QC
thresholds.

The different bars in each method (x-axis) refer to different validation cohorts ordered by its
sample size. The y-axis is the AUC difference between analyses using MAF<0.01 and MAF

<0.1 as a QC threshold. The INFO threshold is 0.9.
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Figure S7. Differences in AUC of SBayesR when using different quality control

thresholds.

The different bars in each method (x-axis) refer to different validation cohorts ordered by its

sample size.
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Figure S8. The PGS density of SCZ cases and controls in each target cohort ordered by
sample size.

Light green shows the PGC density of controls predicted by different methods. Light purple
shows the PGC density of cases predicted by different methods. The PGS were scaled to SD
units of controls. Thus, the mean and variance of PGS in controls are zero and one,
respectively. The mean and variance of PGS in cases are in Table S3 (SD of PGS of cases

(SD units of controls)).
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Figure S9. The MDD PGS density of cases and controls each target cohort ordered by
sample size.

Light green shows the PGC density of controls predicted by different methods. Light purple
shows the PGC density of cases predicted by different methods. The PGS were scaled to SD
units of controls. Thus, the mean and variance of PGS in controls are zero and one,
respectively. The mean and variance of PGS in cases are in Table S5 (SD of PGS of cases

(SD units of controls)).
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Figure S10. The PGS density of SCZ cases and controls estimated by different methods
across the target cohorts. The mean PGS of cases is, on average, 0.85 standard deviation

units (calculated in controls) and refer to Table S3 for estimate of each method.
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across the target cohort. The mean PGS of cases is, on average, 0.34 standard deviation

units (calculated in controls) and refer to Table S5 for estimate of each method.

Figure S11. The PGS density of MDD cases and controls estimated by different methods
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