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Abstract  34 
Circulating lipids have been associated with breast cancer (BCa). This association may, in 35 
part, be due to an effect of lipids on insulin-like growth factors (IGFs), which have been 36 
reliably associated with BCa. In two-sample Mendelian randomization (MR) analyses, we 37 
found that low density lipoprotein (LDL-C) was associated with IGFBP-3 (beta:0.08 SD; 38 
95%CI:0.02,0.15; p=0.01, per SD increase in LDL-C) and IGFBP-3 was associated with 39 
postmenopausal BCa (OR:1.09; 95%CI:1.00,1.19;p=0.05, per SD increase in IGFBP-3). We 40 
also found that triglycerides were associated with IGF-I (beta:-0.13SD; 95%CI:-0.22,-0.03, per 41 
SD increase in triglycerides) and that IGF-I was associated with overall BCa 42 
(OR:1.10;95%CI:1.02,1.18, per SD increase in IGF-I). Taken together, these results suggest 43 
that IGFBP-3 may be a potential causal step between LDL-C and postmenopausal BCa and 44 
IGF-I a potential causal for triglycerides. Our two-step MR results build on evidence linking 45 
circulating lipids and IGFs with BCa, however, multivariable MR analyses are currently unable 46 
to support this relationship due to weak instruments.  47 
 48 
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Introduction 59 
Breast cancer (BCa) is one of the leading causes of cancer-related deaths worldwide1,2. 60 
Circulating lipids including low density lipoprotein (LDL-C), high density lipoprotein (HDL-C) 61 
and triglycerides have been associated with known risk factors for BCa such as obesity3,4. 62 
However, evidence from observational studies investigating the relationship between lipid 63 
profile and BCa risk has been conflicting5,6. Statins competitively inhibit 3-hydroxy-3-64 
methylglutaryl-coenzyme A (HMGCR) to reduce circulating LDL-C and are commonly 65 
prescribed for the prevention and treatment of cardiovascular disease, but have also been 66 
hypothesised to have anti-cancer effects7. Most observational studies have found no 67 
evidence of an association between statin use and BCa risk8. However, reverse causation, 68 
confounding and other biases may limit the interpretation of these observational findings. The 69 
associations, estimated from these observational studies, between statin therapy and breast 70 
cancer are particularly problematic, due to selection and so called immortal time biases9. 71 
 72 
Mendelian randomization (MR) is an analytical approach where genetic variants reliably 73 
associated with risk factors of interest are used as “proxy” measures to investigate whether 74 
the effect of an exposure on an outcome is likely to be causal10. A recent MR study reported a 75 
positive association between LDL-C and HDL-C with overall or estrogen receptor (ER)-76 
positive BCa risk11. It is becoming increasingly feasible to study drug effects in a MR 77 
framework using genetic variants located in the genes of the drug’s protein targets12. Genetic 78 
variants in HMGCR, associated with increased LDL-C levels, have been found to associate 79 
with increased overall and ER-positive BCa risk13,14. The mechanism by which statins protect 80 
against BCa and whether the effect differs by menopausal status remains to be elucidated. 81 
 82 
Several randomised control trials have suggested that statin use is associated with alterations 83 
in circulating levels of insulin-like growth factors (IGFs), suggesting that perturbation of 84 
circulating lipids can alter levels of IGF axis traits15-17. The IGF axis includes IGF-I, IGF-II and 85 
six IGF binding proteins (IGFBPs), which are important for cancer initiation and progression 86 
through the regulation of cell growth, metabolism and survival18-21. A recent meta-analysis of 87 
individual data from observational studies found evidence that IGF-I was associated with 88 
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increased BCa risk in both pre and postmenopausal women while IGFBP-3 was only 89 
associated with increased BCa risk in postmenopausal women22. However, it is unclear if a 90 
causal relationship between circulating IGFs and BCa exists, and whether estrogen receptor 91 
or menopausal status is important.  92 
 93 
The role of the IGF axis in metabolic regulation is well-established23-25. Intervention studies in 94 
patients with growth hormone disorders support a link between IGF and lipid biology26-28. 95 
Population-based studies examining the relationship between circulating IGFs and lipid profile 96 
have yielded conflicting results29-31, however, these studies may be limited by their cross-97 
sectional design. Hence, the direction of association and whether causation exists between 98 
circulating lipids and IGFs is still unclear. Given previous evidence implicating lipids and IGFs 99 
as potential modifiable risk factors for cancer32-34, there is motivation to assess the 100 
relationship between IGFs and lipids to investigate the mechanisms underlying BCa risk.   101 
 102 
We aimed to investigate circulating IGFs as potential intermediates between lipid profile and 103 
BCa risk. We set out to examine the association between circulating lipid traits (LDL-C, HDL-104 
C and TG), IGFs (IGF-I and IGFBP-3) and BCa (stratified by menopausal and ER status) 105 
using a two-step MR study design35.  106 
 107 
Materials and Methods  108 
Study design and data sources  109 
To estimate the causal relationship between lipids and BCa using MR Figure 1,(i)), we 110 
obtained summary statistics from: i) a lipid GWAS conducted by the Global Lipids Genetic 111 
Consortium (GLGC, n = 188,577)36; ii) a BCa risk GWAS (overall (n=228,951) and stratified 112 
by estrogen receptor status (n= 69,501 for ER positive BCa and n=21,468 for ER negative 113 
BCa) conducted by the Breast Cancer Association Consortium (BCAC,37; and iii) a BCa risk 114 
GWAS (overall (n=230,954) and stratified by menopausal status (premenopausal BCa, 115 
n=59,124 for premenopausal BCa and n=112,245 for postmenopausal BCa) conducted in UK 116 
Biobank (see Supplementary methods).  117 
 118 
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To investigate the observational relationship between lipids and IGFs (Figure 1, (ii)), we used 119 
individual-level data (n = 3,812) from the Study of Health in Pomerania (SHIP) where 120 
circulating lipids and IGFs were measured (these data are described in detail in the 121 
Supplementary methods).  122 
 123 
To estimate the causal relationship between lipids and IGF-I or IGFBP-3 using MR (Figure 1, 124 
(iii)), we obtained summary statistics from: i) the lipid GWAS conducted by the GLGC36, as 125 
described above and ii) the IGF GWAS conducted by the “IGF working group” of the 126 
CHARGE consortium (n = 30,884)38 (see Supplementary methods). 127 
 128 
To estimate the causal relationship between circulating IGFs and BCa (Figure 1,(iv)), we 129 
obtained summary statistics from: i) the IGF GWAS(29);  ii) the BCa risk GWAS conducted by 130 
BCAC37 (overall and stratified by ER status); and iii) the BCa risk GWAS conducted in UKBB 131 
(overall and stratified by menopausal status)(see Supplementary methods). 132 
 133 
To assess the potential causal effect of changes in LDL-C levels due to lipid lowering drugs 134 
such as statins on BCa and IGF levels (Figure 1,(v)), we constructed a genetic instrument to 135 
proxy statin treatment which comprised of 5 SNPs (rs12916, rs10515198, rs12173076, 136 
rs3857388, and rs7711235) within 100kb from the gene region for HMGCR and in low linkage 137 
disequilibrium (r2<0.20)39. These SNPs were robustly associated (p<5x10-8) with LDL-C in the 138 
lipid GWAS conducted by GLGC36. We obtained summary statistics for the genetic variants in 139 
HMGCR from: i) the lipid GWAS [29]; ii) the IGF GWAS(29); iii) the BCa risk GWAS 140 
conducted by BCAC37; and iv) the BCa risk GWAS conducted in UKBB (see Supplementary 141 
methods). 142 
 143 
Genetic instruments for MR analyses 144 
The GLGC identified 185 SNPs (r2 <0.2) associated with at least HDL-C, LDL-C or TG 145 
(p<5x10-8)36 (see Supplementary Table 1 for list of SNPs). Due to the complex overlapping 146 
nature of the lipid traits, genetic variants are commonly associated with more than one lipid 147 
trait. To go some way to disentangling the roles of LDL-C, HDL-C and TG, we used 148 
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multivariable MR which was developed to estimate the causal effect of various correlated risk 149 
factors when conditioned on one another in a single model40,41 (see Supplementary 150 
methods for more details). For the multivariable MR analyses (Figure 1, (i)), all 185 SNPs 151 
were included in the model. Univariable MR methods included SNPs associated with a given 152 
lipid trait at a genome-wide level of significance (p<5x10-8, 76 for LDL-C, 86 for HDL-C or 51 153 
for TG). Sex-specific GWAS results were not available for lipid traits.  154 
 155 
For the IGF MR analyses (Figure 1, (iii)&(iv)), we used 7 and 4 independent SNPs (r2<0.01), 156 
associated (p<5x10-8) with IGF-I and IGFBP-3, respectively, as identified by a IGFs GWAS 157 
(see Supplementary Table 2 for list of SNPs)38. IGF-II and IGFBP-2 were not investigated as 158 
GWAS summary results are not currently available for these traits. For IGFBP-3, marked 159 
differences in effect sizes by sex were found for 2 variants (with stronger associations in 160 
women).  As differences in effect size could potentially bias MR estimates42, analyses 161 
estimating the causal relationship between IGF-I or IGFBP-3 and BCa were conducted using 162 
female-specific effect estimates for IGF-I and IGFBP-3.  163 
 164 
Statistical analyses 165 
Multivariable MR was used to estimate the effect of LDL-C, HDL-C and TG on the odds of 166 
BCa when conditioned on one another (Figure 1, (i)). As there were likely to be differences 167 
between the causal estimates between BCAC and UKBB, a random-effects meta-analysis 168 
was used to combine MR estimates using BCAC and UKBB summary statistics using the 169 
‘metan’ package in Stata. Analyses stratified by ER status (in BCAC) and menopausal status 170 
(in UKBB) were also conducted.  171 
 172 
Observational associations between lipids and IGF-I or IGFBP-3 were assessed using linear 173 
regression (Figure 1, (ii)). Fully adjusted models included age, sex, smoking status, body 174 
mass index (BMI) and diabetes status. Associations of lipids and IGFs with potential 175 
confounders were estimated using linear regression. 176 
 177 
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Bidirectional MR was performed to assess the causal effect of lipids on IGF-I and IGFBP-3 178 
and vice versa (Figure 1, (iii)). SNP-exposure and SNP-outcome associations were combined 179 
using the inverse variance weighted (IVW) method43. MR-Egger44, weighted median45 and 180 
multivariable MR40,41 were performed as sensitivity analyses.  181 
 182 
To assess the causal effect of IGFs on BCa, SNP-exposure (SNP-IGF) and SNP-outcome 183 
(SNP-BCa) associations were combined using inverse variance weighting (Figure 1, (iv))43. 184 
MR-Egger and weighted median were not conducted as these lack power for instruments with 185 
a small number of SNPs46. SNPs associated with IGF-I are also associated with other 186 
components of the IGF pathway38. To attempt to account for the overlapping associations for 187 
these SNPs, we employed multivariable MR by regression of the SNP-BCa estimates on 188 
SNP-IGF-I and SNP-IGFBP-3 estimates in a multivariable weighted regression model. A 189 
random-effects meta-analysis was used to combine BCAC and UKBB estimates. Analyses 190 
stratified by ER status (in BCAC) and menopausal status (in UKBB) were also conducted. 191 
 192 
Multivariable MR47 was conducted as an extension of the IVW method to test the hypothesis 193 
that circulating IGF-I or IGFBP3 act as intermediate factors in any association between lipid 194 
profile and BCa, identified by the analyses outlined above (Figure 1, (i-iv)). Two-sample 195 
Conditional F-statistics48 were estimated to predict instrument strength in the multivariable 196 
model.  197 
 198 
To estimate the causal relationship between statin use and BCa or IGF levels, we used a 199 
random-effect linear regression model weighted by the inverse variance of the SNP-BCa 200 
associations. The genetic correlation between the 5 SNPs in HMGCR was incorporated into 201 
the MR model using the weighted generalized linear regression method implemented in the 202 
‘MendelianRandomization’ R package49,50.  203 
 204 
All MR analyses were performed using the MR-Base “TwoSampleMR” package51. All other 205 
statistical analyses were performed using Stata version 14 (StataCorp, College Station, 206 
Texas, USA) or R version 3.2.4.  207 
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 208 
 209 
Results 210 
Re-assessing the causal relationship between circulating lipids with breast cancer 211 
The relationship between circulating lipids and BCa in BCAC and UKBB was estimated using 212 
multivariable MR. In BCAC, the odds ratio (OR) for overall BCa per SD increase in LDL-C, 213 
HDL-C and TG was 1.06 (95%CI 1.01, 1.12; p=0.02), 1.07 (95%CI 1.01, 1.14; p=0.03) and 214 
0.93 (95%CI: 0.86, 1.00; p=0.06), respectively (Figure 2). In UKBB, MR estimates of the 215 
association between LDL-C, HDL-C, and TG and BCa were consistent with results in BCAC 216 
(Figure 2). In a meta-analysis of BCAC and UKBB data, the OR for overall BCa per SD 217 
increase in LDL-C, HDL-C and TG was 1.07 (95%CI 1.02, 1.12; p=0.01), 1.06 (95%CI 1.01, 218 
1.10; p=0.01) and 0.94 (95%CI 0.89, 1.00; p=0.05), respectively (Figure 2).  219 
 220 
Using data from BCAC, we extended this to the investigation of the relationship between 221 
circulating lipids and BCa, stratified by ER status. The OR for ER-positive BCa per SD 222 
increase in LDL-C, HDL-C and TG was 1.06 (95%CI 0.99, 1.12; p=0.07), 1.08 (95%CI 1.01, 223 
1.15; p=0.04) and 0.93 (95%CI 0.86, 1.02; p=0.11), respectively. The OR for ER-negative 224 
BCa per SD increase in LDL-C, HDL-C and TG was 1.05 (95%CI 0.98, 1.13; p=0.16), 1.08 225 
(95%CI 0.99, 1.18; p=0.09) and 0.92 (95%CI 0.83, 1.02; p=0.11), respectively (Table 1). 226 
 227 
Using data from UKBB, we investigated the relationship between circulating lipids and BCa, 228 
stratified by menopausal status. We found evidence that LDL-C was associated with 229 
increased odds of postmenopausal BCa (OR 1.14, 95%CI 1.04, 1.25; p=0.004), but there was 230 
weak evidence for premenopausal BCa (OR 1.07, 95%CI 0.91, 1.26; p=0.42). There was little 231 
evidence to suggest that HDL-C or TG associated with either premenopausal or 232 
postmenopausal BCa (Table 1).  233 
 234 
Observational relationship between circulating lipids and levels of IGF-I and IGFBP-3 in the 235 
SHIP study 236 
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Study characteristics of the SHIP study are shown in Supplementary Table 3. The mean 237 
(SD) IGF-I and IGFBP-3 levels were 142.1 (57.6) ng/ml and 1884.9 (503.5) ng/ml, 238 
respectively. The mean (SD) LDL-C, HDL-C and TG levels were 3.57 (1.16) mmol/l, 1.45 239 
(0.44) mmol/l and 1.82 (1.30) mmol/l, respectively. For IGF-I, a SD unit increase in LDL-C, 240 
HDL-C and TG was associated with a -0.11 (95%CI -0.14, -0.08; p=2.27x10-12), 0.02 (95%CI -241 
0.01, 0.05; p=0.29) and -0.16 (95%CI -0.19, -0.13; p=2.26x10-22) SD unit change in IGF-I 242 
levels, respectively. For IGFBP-3, a SD unit increase in LDL-C, HDL-C and TG was 243 
associated with a -0.01 (95%CI -0.04, 0.02; p=0.47), 0.06 (95%CI 0.03, 0.10; p=7.01x10-5) 244 
and 0.03 (95%CI -0.003, 0.06; p=0.08) SD unit change in IGFBP-3 levels, respectively. 245 
Circulating lipids and IGF traits were associated with potential confounders of a lipid- or IGF-246 
BCa relationship, including age, sex, smoking status, diabetes status and body mass index 247 
(Supplementary Table 4). In the fully adjusted model, a SD unit increase in LDL-C, HDL-C 248 
and TG was associated with a 0.03 (95%CI 0.004, 0.06; p=0.03), -0.05 (95%CI -0.08, -0.02; 249 
p=0.001) and -0.06 (95%CI -0.09, -0.04; p=1.5x10-5) SD unit change in IGF-I levels, 250 
respectively.  For IGFBP-3, a SD unit increase in LDL-C, HDL-C and TG was associated with 251 
a 0.08 (95%CI 0.05, 0.11; p=1.12x10-7), -0.02 (95%CI -0.05, 0.02; p=0.30) and 0.13 (95%CI 252 
0.10, 0.16; p=2.69x10-15) SD unit change in IGFBP-3 levels, respectively (Table 2).  253 
 254 
Estimating the causal relationship between circulating lipids and IGFs 255 
There was little evidence to suggest that LDL-C or HDL-C alter IGF-I levels. The MR estimate 256 
of the causal relationship between TG and IGF-I was -0.13 SD units (95%CI -0.22, -0.03; 257 
p=0.01) per SD unit increase in TG. Estimates obtained using MR-Egger regression, 258 
weighted median and multivariable MR methods were of similar magnitude (Table 3). There 259 
was little evidence for directional pleiotropy using Egger regression (Intercept: 0.007; se: 260 
0.004; directionality p=0.11). In the reverse direction, there was little evidence to suggest that 261 
IGF-I altered circulating LDL-C, HDL-C or TG (Table 4).   262 
 263 
The MR estimate of the causal relationship between LDL-C and IGFBP-3 was 0.08 SD units 264 
(95%CI 0.02, 0.15; p=0.01) per SD unit increase in LDL. There was little evidence for an 265 
association between HDL-C and IGFBP-3 (Table 3). The IVW estimate of the causal 266 
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relationship between TG and IGFBP-3 was 0.10 SD units (95%CI 0.01, 0.19; p=0.03) per SD 267 
unit increase in TG. Estimates obtained using MR-Egger regression, weighted median and 268 
multivariable MR methods were consistent with the IVW analyses for LDL-C and TG (Table 269 
3). In the reverse direction, there was minimal evidence to suggest that IGFBP-3 altered 270 
circulating LDL-C, HDL-C or TG (Table 4).  271 
 272 
Estimating the causal relationship between circulating IGFs and breast cancer  273 
Using data from BCAC, the OR for overall BCa per SD increase in IGF-I and IGFBP-3 (using 274 
the IVW method) was 1.10 (95%CI 1.01, 1.20; p=0.02) and 1.00 (95%CI 0.96, 1.03; p=0.95), 275 
respectively. Estimates from multivariable MR analyses were consistent with the IVW 276 
analyses unadjusted for IGF-I (OR 1.12, 95%CI 1.03, 1.20; p=0.01) and IGFBP-3 (OR 0.98, 277 
95%CI 0.95, 1.02; p=0.40). In UKBB, estimates for the effect of IGF-I on BCa were 278 
comparable. For IGFBP-3, the OR for overall BCa per SD increase in IGFBP-3 was 1.08 279 
(95%CI 1.01, 1.15; p=0.03) and 1.08 (95%CI 1.01, 1.16; p=0.02), estimated by IVW and 280 
multivariable MR, respectively (Table 5). When results from BCAC and UKBB were meta-281 
analysed, the OR for overall BCa for IGF-I and IGFBP-3 was 1.10 (95%CI 1.02, 1.18; p=0.01) 282 
and 1.02 (95%CI 0.99, 1.06; p=0.21), respectively, from IVW analyses (Figure 3).  283 
 284 
We also investigated the relationship between IGF traits and BCa by ER-status. The OR for 285 
ER-positive BCa per SD increase in IGF-I and IGFBP-3 (using the IVW method) was 1.10 286 
(95%CI: 0.99, 1.20; p=0.06) and 1.00 (95%CI: 0.96, 1.04; p=0.94), respectively. The OR for 287 
ER-negative BCa per SD increase in IGF-I and IGFBP-3 (using the IVW method) was 1.05 288 
(95%CI: 0.90, 1.23; p=0.53) and 0.98 (95%CI: 0.92, 1.04; p=0.43), respectively. For IGF-I and 289 
IGFBP-3, multivariable MR and IVW estimates were consistent for both ER-positive and ER-290 
negative BCa (Table 5).  291 
 292 
Using data from UKBB, we investigated the relationship between IGF traits and BCa stratified 293 
by menopausal status. The OR for postmenopausal BCa per SD increase in IGF-I and 294 
IGFBP-3 (using the IVW method) was 0.97 (95%CI 0.78, 1.20; p=0.77) and 1.09 (95%CI 295 
1.00, 1.19; p=0.05), respectively. The OR for premenopausal BCa per SD increase in IGF-I 296 
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and IGFBP-3 (using the IVW method) was 1.19 (95%CI 0.76, 1.87; p=0.46) and 0.93 (95%CI 297 
0.77, 1.12; p=0.45), respectively. For IGF-I and IGFBP-3, multivariable MR and IVW 298 
estimates were consistent for both pre- and post-menopausal BCa (Table 5).  299 
Multivariable MR analyses to estimate whether IGFs are on the causal pathway between 300 
lipids and BCa 301 
As a sensitivity analysis, MVMR analyses were conducted to investigate if the effect of TG on 302 
overall BCa was attenuated following adjustment for IGF-I. Using data from BCAC, the 303 
multivariable MR OR for overall BCa per SD increase in TG, conditioned on IGF-I, was 0.92 304 
(95%CI 0.86, 1.10; p=0.03). In UKBB, estimates for the effect of TG on overall BCa after 305 
conditioning on IGF-I were comparable. When results from BCAC and UKBB were meta-306 
analysed, the multivariable MR OR for overall BCa per SD increase in TG, conditioned on 307 
IGF-I, was 0.93 (95%CI 0.88, 0.99; p=0.03), which did not differ in size or magnitude when 308 
compared to the IGF-I unadjusted model (OR 0.94; 95%CI 0.89, 1.00; p=0.05) (Table 6). 309 
 310 
Using data from UKBB, MVMR analyses were conducted to investigate if the effect of LDL-C 311 
on post-menopausal BCa was attenuated following adjustment for IGFBP-3. The multivariable 312 
OR for postmenopausal BCa per SD increase in LDL-C, conditioned on IGFBP-3 was 1.11 313 
(95%CI 1.02, 1.20; p=0.02), which did not differ by size and direction of effect when 314 
compared to the IGFBP-3 unadjusted model (OR 1.13; 95%CI 1.04, 1.25; p=0.004) (Table 6).  315 
 316 
Estimating the causal relationship between LDL-C raising genetic variants in HMGCR with 317 
BCa and IGF levels.  318 
LDL-C raising variants in HMGCR (which simulate activation of HMGCR) were associated 319 
with increased odds of BCa in BCAC (OR 1.20, 95%CI 1.02, 1.40; p=0.03). In UKBB, the 320 
estimated causal effect of LDL-C raising variants in HMGCR was consistent but less precise 321 
(OR 1.34, 95%CI 0.90, 2.02; p=0.15). The meta-analysed OR for overall BCa in BCAC and 322 
UKBB was 1.22 (95%CI 1.04, 1.43; p=0.01) (Table 7). Using data from BCAC, LDL-C raising 323 
variants in HMGCR were associated with increased odds of ER-positive BCa (OR 1.21, 324 
95%CI 1.00, 1.47; p=0.05) but not ER negative BCa (OR 1.20, 95%CI 0.90, 1.60; p=0.23).  325 
 326 
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Using data from UKBB, LDL-C raising variants in HMGCR were associated with increased 327 
odds of postmenopausal BCa (OR 1.63, 95%CI 1.06, 2.49; p=0.03), but not premenopausal 328 
BCa (OR 1.47, 95%CI 0.57, 3.75; p=0.42) (Table 7). There was weak evidence that statins 329 
could reduce IGF-I (beta: 0.02, 95%CI -0.02, 0.43, p=0.07). There was little evidence that 330 
genetic variants in HMGCR were associated with IGFBP-3 (Table 7).  331 
 332 
Discussion  333 
In this study, we aimed to estimate the effect of circulating lipids and IGF traits on BCa and to 334 
investigate the role of circulating IGFs in the association between circulating lipids and BCa. 335 
We used complementary approaches to investigate circulating IGFs as causal intermediates 336 
between lipids and BCa. We found that TG was inversely associated with IGF-I and overall 337 
BCa and that IGF-I is positively associated with overall BCa. We also found that LDL-C was 338 
positively associated with IGFBP-3 and postmenopausal BCa and that IGFBP-3 is positively 339 
associated with postmenopausal BCa. Two-step MR results supported a hypothetical 340 
pathway between TG, IGF-I and overall BCa and also between LDL-C, IGFBP-3 and 341 
postmenopausal BCa.  342 
 343 
A recent two-sample MR study assessed the relationship between circulating lipids and BCa 344 
in BCAC11. In an attempt to account for pleiotropic effects, the authors conducted sensitivity 345 
analyses by excluding pleiotropic variants. However, manual pruning of SNPs that are 346 
considered pleiotropic may result in an instrument that does not account for the underlying 347 
genetic architecture of the trait, resulting in findings that can be challenging to interpret52. 348 
Given that genetic variants included in the model are associated with multiple lipid fractions, 349 
the MR assumption that all genetic variants are valid instruments (i.e. not pleiotropic) is 350 
unlikely to hold. In this investigation, we have employed a multivariable MR approach, which 351 
allows genetic variants to have pleiotropic effects on other variables included in the model 352 
and jointly estimates the independent causal effect of each risk factor on the outcome. Our 353 
multivariable MR analysis found that TG is negatively associated with overall BCa, which was 354 
not observed in previous MR studies11,14. Care is needed in interpretation however as whilst 355 
these may reflect real differences, they could also be because of differences in analytical 356 
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complexities. For example, MVMR model estimates the direct effect of each lipid conditional 357 
on the other lipid traits which differ from the total effect of the lipids as estimated by 358 
univariable MR analyses in the absence of pleiotropy. 359 
 360 
Epidemiological evidence supports a relationship between lipids and IGFs15-17. In the context 361 
of this relationship, we set out to assess the relationship between circulating lipids and IGFs 362 
using a combination of observational and MR methods. Results from observational analyses 363 
and MR analyses highlight that TG decreases IGF-I levels and that TG and LDL-C increases 364 
IGFBP-3 levels. There was minimal evidence to suggest that circulating IGFs causally affect 365 
lipid levels, although this finding may be limited by the availability of robust genetic 366 
instruments for individual IGF traits53.   367 
 368 
A meta-analysis of 17 studies and a case-control study showed that circulating IGF-I 369 
increases odds of ER-positive BCa in pre- and postmenopausal women but not odds of ER-370 
negative BCa22,54. This finding is concordant with results of our study, suggesting that 371 
circulating IGF-I increases overall BCa, likely driven by ER-positive BCa. Our MR results 372 
suggest that circulating IGF-I is more influential in ER-positive BCa. However, preclinical 373 
evidence suggests that IGF signalling is mitogenic for both ER-positive and ER-negative 374 
BCa55.  As we have used genetic variants that predict circulating levels of IGF-I, we cannot 375 
rule out important aspects of tissue-specific regulation which may contribute to BCa. 376 
 377 
Menopause causes substantial disturbances to lipid metabolism56. Observational evidence 378 
suggests that the association between lipids or IGFs and BCa depends on menopausal 379 
status5,22. Using data from UKBB, our MR results suggest that circulating LDL-C is more 380 
influential in postmenopausal BCa compared to premenopausal BCa. In contrast to previous 381 
studies57-60, the association between HDL-C and BCa did not differ by menopausal status in 382 
our analysis. IGFBP-3 appeared to be more influential in post-menopausal BCa, consistent 383 
with findings from a meta-analysis of observational studies22. However, confidence intervals 384 
were overlapping for both LDL-C and IGFBP-3 estimates in premenopausal and 385 
postmenopausal BCa analyses and the difference could be due to low statistical power in 386 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 7, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.04.20122630doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.04.20122630


 14

subgroup analyses, in particular the small number of cases in the premenopausal analysis (n 387 
= 1,781).   388 
 389 
Our two-step MR results suggested a pathway between TG, IGF-I and overall BCa and a 390 
pathway between LDL-C, IGFBP-3 and postmenopausal BCa. However, multivariable MR 391 
analyses, wherein either IGF-I or IGFBP-3 were included as a covariate in the model, did not 392 
attenuate the associations between TG and BCa or the associations between LDL-C and 393 
postmenopausal BCa. This is counter to our interpretation of results, however our main 394 
concern in this sensitivity analysis relates to instrument strength and the power of this 395 
analysis. Instrument strength in a MVMR model can be assessed using a conditional F 396 
statistic that summarises the relationship between genetic instruments and each exposure 397 
conditional on the other exposures included in the MVMR model48. We assessed the 398 
instrument strength in the multivariable MR models and found that the conditional F statistics 399 
for IGF-I and IGFBP-3 were low (Table 6). In addition, assessment of the Q-statistic for 400 
heterogeneity found evidence of potential pleiotropy in the MVMR model (Table 6), however, 401 
this could be due to presence of conditionally weak instruments for the IGF measures. 402 
 403 
Given that our study found evidence that LDL-C increases both BCa and IGFBP-3 levels, it 404 
was appropriate to assess how statins (the most commonly prescribed LDL-lowering therapy) 405 
impact BCa and IGFBP-3 levels using LDL-C raising genetic variants in HMGCR. Increased 406 
LDL-C as proxied by genetic variants in HMGCR was associated with increased overall BCa, 407 
consistent with results from a previous MR study13. In our analysis the effect estimate for 408 
overall BCa using the LDL-C raising genetic variants in HMGCR was larger than the effect 409 
estimate using the 185 SNP genome-wide LDL-C score. It seems likely that the difference in 410 
the results could reflect properties of the instruments employed. The larger number of genetic 411 
variants used to proxy LDL-C levels could capture pathways beyond HMGCR, therefore 412 
pleiotropy could influence the effect estimate. As the 5 SNPs in the HMGCR used in the statin 413 
analysis are weakly correlated, the multiplicity of associations due to LD between SNPs could 414 
bias the MR results61. However, we attempted to account for the LD between the SNPs in the 415 
HMGCR instrument in our MR analyses by accounting for these49,50. Differences in the results 416 
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using the HMGCR score and 185 SNP genome-wide LDL-C score could also be due to off-417 
target effects of statins (i.e. not via LDL-C). For example, a recent study by Kar et al13 418 
suggested that BMI, rather than LDL-C, could be the true underlying mechanism responsible 419 
for the protective association between genetic inhibition of HMGCR and BCa.  420 
 421 
Randomised control trials have shown that statin use results in altered levels of IGF-I and 422 
IGFBP-315-17. Our study found weak evidence of an association between genetic variants in 423 
HMGCR and IGF-I levels and minimal evidence of an association with IGFBP-3 levels. Failure 424 
to detect an association between statins an IGFBP3 may be due to the relatively small size of 425 
the IGF GWAS. 426 
 427 
Conclusion 428 
This study employed complementary observational and MR analyses to confirm that LDL-C 429 
and HDL-C are positively associated with overall BCa and that TG is negatively associated 430 
with overall BCa. Our study found that TG is negatively associated with IGF-I and that IGF-I is 431 
positively associated with overall BCa, consistent with the TG-BCa association. We also 432 
found that LDL-C is positively associated with IGFBP-3 and that IGFBP-3 is positively 433 
associated with postmenopausal BCa, consistent with the LDL-C-postmenopausal BCa 434 
association. Our two-step MR results build on evidence linking circulating lipids and IGFs with 435 
BCa, however, multivariable MR analyses are currently unable to support this relationship due 436 
to presence of conditionally weak instruments for the IGF measures. 437 
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(iii) Two sample bidirectional MR analyses to investigate the causal relationship 
between lipids with IGF-I and IGFBP-3

Lipid GWAS (GLGC consortium) identified 185 SNPs associated with 
LDL-C, HDL-C and TG (n=188,577)

(ii) Observational analyses to investigate the relationship between lipid traits and IGFs

Circulating lipid (LDL-C, HDL-C and TG) and IGF (IGF-I and IGFBP-3) traits were 
measured in blood samples collected from 3812 individuals from the Study of Health in 

Pomerania (SHIP) study

Linear regression analyses were carried out to assess the association between 
circulating lipids and IGFs. 

(i) Two sample Mendelian Randomization (MR) analyses to estimate the 
causal relationships between lipids and BCa risk

SNPs associated with lipids were extracted from the BCa GWAS conducted in: 
BCAC consortium (n=122,977 cases and 105,974 controls) and  

UK Biobank (n=15,349 cases and 215,605 controls) 

Multivariable MR analyses were conducted to estimate the causal relationship 
between lipids with overall BCa risk (n=228,951 for BCAC and n=230,954 for 
UKBB). Analyses were also conducted stratified by ER status (n=69,501 for 

ER positive and n=21,468 for ER negative) and menopausal status. 
(n=59,124 for premenopausal BCa and n=112,245 for postmenopausal BCa)

Lipid GWAS (GLGC consortium) identified 185 
SNPs associated with LDL-C, HDL-C and TG 

(n=188,577) 

SNPs associated with IGF-I and 
IGFBP-3 were extracted from the 
lipids GWAS conducted by GLGC 

(n=188,577)

Two sample MR analyses were conducted 
to estimate the causal relationship between 

lipids with IGF-I and IGFBP-3  

SNPs associated with lipids were extracted 
from the IGF GWAS GWAS conducted by 

IGF working group of the CHARGE 
consortium 

(IGF-I n=30,884 and IGFBP-3 n=18,995) 

IGF GWAS (IGF working group of the 
CHARGE consortium) identified 7 and 4 
SNPs associated with IGF-I (n=30,884) 
and IGFBP-3 (n=18,995) respectively 

Two sample MR analyses were conducted 
to estimate the causal relationship between 

IGF-I and IGFBP-3 with lipids

(iv) Two sample Mendelian Randomization (MR) analyses to estimate the 
causal relationships between IGFs and BCa risk

IGF GWAS  (IGF working group of the CHARGE consortium) identified 7 and 
4 SNPs associated with IGF-I (n=30,884) and IGFBP-3 (n=18,995) 

respectively 

SNPs associated with IGF-I and IGFBP-3 were extracted from the BCa GWAS 
conducted in the BCAC consortium (n=122,977 cases and 105,974 controls) and in 

UK Biobank (n=15,349 cases and 215,605 controls) 

Two sample MR analyses were conducted to estimate the causal relationship 
between IGF-I or IGFBP-3 and overall BCa risk (n=228,951 for BCAC and n=230,954 

for UKBB). Analyses were also conducted stratified by ER status (n=69,501 for ER 
positive and n=21,468 for ER negative) and menopausal status. (n=59,124 for 

premenopausal BCa and n=112,245 for postmenopausal BCa) 
 

Figure 1. Flow diagram of study design. 

We constructed a genetic instrument to proxy statin treatment by selecting 5 weakly 
correlated SNPs within 100kb of HMGCR that was robustly associated with LDL-C levels in 

the lipid GWAS (GLGC consortium) (n=188,577) 

(v) Two sample Mendelian Randomization (MR) analyses to estimate the causal 
relationship between statin use and BCa risk

5 SNPs in HMGCR were extracted 
from the BCa GWAS conducted in:  

BCAC consortium (n=122,977 
cases and 105,974 controls) and 

MR analyses were conducted to 
reassess the causal relationship 
between statin use and BCa risk  

5 SNPs in HMGCR were extracted from  
the IGF GWAS conducted  

by IGF working group of the  
CHARGE consortium 

(IGF-I n=30,884 and IGFBP-3 n=18,995) 

MR analyses were conducted to 
estimate the causal relationship 

between statin use with IGF-I and 
IGFBP-3  
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Figure 2. Estimates of the causal relationship between circulating lipid traits and breast cancer risk in 
BCAC and UK Biobank. 
The forest plot shows the estimate of the causal effect of LDL-C, HDL-C and TG on overall breast cancer risk using 
summary data from the breast cancer association consortium (BCAC) (n=122,977 cases and 105,974 controls) and 
UK Biobank (UKBB) (n=15,349 cases and 215,605 controls). Squares represent point estimates from individual 
analyses. Horizontal lines represent the 95% confidence intervals. Pooled estimates (represented by diamonds) 
were obtained using random-effects meta-analysis.   

Odds ratio (95%CI) 
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Figure 3. Estimates of the causal relationship between circulating IGF traits and breast cancer risk in 
BCAC and UK Biobank. 
The forest plot shows the estimate of the causal effect of IGF-I and IGFBP-3 on breast cancer risk using 
summary data from the breast cancer association consortium (BCAC) (n=122,977 cases and 105,974 
controls) and UK Biobank (UKBB) (n=15,349 cases and 215,605 controls).  Squares represent point estimates 
from individual analyses. Horizontal lines represent the 95% confidence intervals. Pooled estimates 
(represented by diamonds) were obtained using random effects meta-analysis.   
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Table 1. Estimates of the causal relationship between lipids and breast cancer stratified by ER 
status or menopausal status. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

OR, odds ratio; 95% CI, 95% confidence interval; p, p-value; HDL-C, high density lipoprotein 
cholesterol; LDL-C, low density lipoprotein cholesterol; TG, triglycerides; MR, Mendelian randomization; 
BCa, Breast cancer; BCAC, breast cancer association consortium; UKBB, UK Biobank; ER, estrogen 
receptor.  
aAssociations are per 1 SD unit increase in LDL-C, HDL-C or TG from multivariable MR analyses 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Exp Consortium Outcome N ORa

(95% CI) 
p 

LDL-C BCAC ER positive BCa 69,501 1.06 
(0.99, 1.12) 

0.07 

BCAC ER negative BCa 21,468 1.05 
(0.98, 1.13) 

0.16 

HDL-C BCAC ER positive BCa 69,501 1.08 
(1.01, 1.15) 

0.04 

BCAC ER negative BCa 21,468 1.08 
(0.99, 1.18) 

0.09 

TG BCAC ER positive BCa 69,501 0.93 
(0.86, 1.02) 

0.11 

BCAC ER negative BCa 21,468 0.92 
(0.83, 1.02) 

0.11 

      
LDL-C UKBB Premenopause BCa 59,124 1.07 

(0.91, 1.26) 
0.42 

UKBB Postmenopause BCa 112,245 1.14 
(1.04, 1.25) 

0.004 

HDL-C UKBB Premenopause BCa 59,124 1.07 
(0.89, 1.30) 

0.46 

UKBB Postmenopause BCa 112,245 1.02 
(0.93, 1.13) 

0.64 

TG UKBB Premenopause BCa 59,124 1.02 
(0.81, 1.30) 

0.84 

UKBB Postmenopause BCa 112,245 0.91 
(0.80, 1.03) 

0.14 
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Table 2. Beta estimates of SD unit change in IGF-I and IGFBP-3 per SD unit increase in HDL-C, LDL-C 
or TG based on observational analyses in SHIP.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
N, sample size; Beta, regression coefficient; 95% CI, 95% confidence interval; p, p-value; HDL-C, high 
density lipoprotein cholesterol; LDL-C, low density lipoprotein cholesterol; TG, triglycerides; IGF-I, 
insulin-like growth factor 1; IGFBP-3, insulin-like growth factor binding protein 3 
aAnalyses were adjusted for age, gender, smoking status, body mass index and diabetes status 
bBeta refers to the s.d unit change in IGF-I or IGFBP-3 levels per 1 s.d unit decrease in HDL-C, LDL-C 
or TG. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   Unadjusted Adjusteda 
Exposure Outcome N Betab

(95%CI) 
p Betab

(95%CI) 
p

LDL-C IGF-I 3812 -0.11 
(-0.14, -0.08) 

2x10-12 0.03 
(0.004, 0.06) 

0.03 

HDL-C IGF-I 3812 0.02 
(-0.01, 0.05) 

0.29 -0.05 
(-0.08, -0.02) 

0.001 

TG IGF-I 3812 -0.16 
(-0.19, -0.13) 

2x10-22 -0.06 
(-0.09, -0.04) 

1.5x10-5 

LDL-C IGFBP-3 3812 -0.01 
(-0.04, 0.02) 

0.47 0.08 
(0.05, 0.11) 

1.12x10-7 

HDL-C IGFBP-3 3812 0.06 
(0.03, 0.10) 

7.01x10-5 -0.02 
(-0.05, 0.02) 

0.30 

TG IGFBP-3 3812 0.03 
(-0.003, 0.06) 

0.08 0.13 
(0.10, 0.16) 

2.69x10-15 
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Table 3. Beta estimates of SD unit change in IGF-I and IGFBP-3 per SD unit increase in HDL-C, LDL-C 
or TG based on two-sample and multivariable Mendelian randomization analyses. 

 

N, sample size; Beta, regression coefficient; IVW, inverse variance weighted; 95% CI, 95% confidence 
interval; p, p-value; MR, mendelian randomization; HDL-C, high density lipoprotein cholesterol; LDL-C, 
low density lipoprotein cholesterol; TG, triglycerides 
aBeta refers to the s.d unit change in IGF-I or IGFBP-3 levels per 1 s.d unit increase in HDL-C, LDL-C or 
TG. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  Main analysis Sensitivity analyses 
Exposure Outcome IVW 

Betaa 
(95% CI) 

p Weighted 
Median 
Betaa 

(95% CI)

p MR Egger 
regression 

Betaa 
(95% CI)

p Multivariable 
MR 

Betaa 
(95% CI) 

p 

LDL-C IGF-I 
 

0.01 
(-0.04, 0.07) 

0.64 0.02 
(-0.05, 0.09) 

0.64 0.001 
(-0.09, 0.10) 

0.99 0.04 
(-0.02, 0.10) 

0.21 

HDL-C IGF-I 
 

0.01 
(-0.05, 0.07) 

0.80 -0.01 
(-0.08, 0.07) 

0.87 0.03 
(-0.08, 0.13) 

0.62 -0.02 
(-0.08, 0.04) 

0.56 

TG IGF-I 
 

-0.13 
(-0.22, -0.03) 

0.01 -0.04 
(-0.13, 0.06) 

0.46 -0.23 
(-0.39, -0.07) 

0.01 -0.12 
(-0.18, -0.06) 

<0.001 

          
LDL-C IGFBP-3 

 
0.08 

(0.02, 0.15) 
0.01 0.05 

(-0.03, 0.12) 
0.26 0.09 

(-0.02, 0.20) 
0.10 0.08 

(0.02, 0.14) 
0.01 

HDL-C IGFBP-3 -0.06 
(-0.13, 0.01) 

0.08 -0.05 
(-0.17, 0.06) 

0.36 -0.05 
(-0.17, 0.06) 

0.36 -0.02 
(-0.08, 0.04) 

0.61 

TG IGFBP-3 0.10 
(0.01, 0.19) 

0.03 0.08 
(-0.03, 0.19) 

0.14 0.13 
(-0.02, 0.27) 

0.10 0.06 
(0.001, 0.12) 

0.04 
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Table 4. Beta estimates of SD unit change in LDL-C, HDL-C and triglycerides per SD unit increase in 
IGF-I or IGFBP-3 based on two-sample and multivariable Mendelian randomization analyses. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

N, sample size; Beta, regression coefficient; IVW, inverse variance weighted; 95% CI, 95% confidence 
interval; p, p-value; HDL-C, high density lipoprotein cholesterol; LDL-C, low density lipoprotein 
cholesterol; TG, triglycerides 
aBeta refers to the s.d unit change in HDL-C, LDL-C, TG or TC per SD unit change in IGF-I and IGFBP-
3 levels. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  Main analysis Sensitivity analysis 
Exposure Outcome IVW 

Betaa 
(95% CI) 

p Multivariable MR 
Betaa 

(95% CI) 

p 

IGF-I LDL-C -0.07 
(-0.21, 0.08) 

0.37 -0.04 
(-0.18, 0.10) 

0.55 

IGF-I HDL-C -0.02 
(-0.13, 0.08) 

0.65 -0.01 
(-0.11, 0.09) 

0.77 
 

IGF-I TG -0.39 
(-1.00, 0.22) 

0.21 -0.35 
(-0.90, 0.20) 

0.20 

IGFBP-3 LDL-C -0.01 
(-0.04, 0.02) 

0.60 -0.01 
(-0.07, 0.05) 

0.81 

IGFBP-3 HDL-C -0.002 
(-0.02, 0.02) 

0.87 -0.01 
(-0.05, 0.03) 

0.69 

IGFBP-3 TG -0.02 
(-0.05, 0.02) 

0.33 0.02 
(-0.22, 0.26) 

0.90 
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Table 5. Estimates of the causal relationship between IGF-I or IGFBP-3 and breast cancer stratified by 
ER or menopausal status.  

IVW, inverse variance weighted; OR, odds ratio; 95% CI, 95% confidence interval; p, p-value; se, 
standard error; MR, Mendelian randomization; UKBB, UK Biobank; IGF-I, insulin-like growth factor I; 
IGFBP-3, insulin-like growth factor binding protein 3.  
aAssociations are per 1 SD unit increase in IGF-I or IGFBP-3.   
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

    Main analysis Sensitivity 
analysis 

Exposure Consortium Outcome N IVW Multivariable MR 
ORa 

(95%CI) 
p ORa 

(95%CI) 
p

IGF-I BCAC Overall BCa 228,951 1.10 
(1.01, 1.20) 

0.02 1.12 
(1.03, 1.20) 

0.01 

BCAC ER positive BCa 69,501 1.10 
(0.99, 1.20) 

0.06 1.12 
(1.02, 1.22) 

0.02 

BCAC ER negative BCa 21,468 1.05 
(0.90, 1.23) 

0.53 1.04 
(0.90, 1.21) 

0.59 

IGFBP-3 
 

BCAC Overall BCa 228,951 1.00 
(0.97, 1.03) 

0.95 0.98 
(0.95, 1.02) 

0.40 

BCAC ER positive BCa 69,501 1.00 
(0.96, 1.04) 

0.94 0.99 
(0.95, 1.03) 

0.52 

BCAC ER negative BCa 21,468 0.98 
(0.92, 1.04) 

0.43 0.97 
(0.91, 1.03) 

0.30 

IGF-I UKBB Overall BCa 230,954 1.08 
(0.90, 1.29) 

0.43 1.02 
(0.87, 1.19) 

0.83 

UKBB Premenopausal 
BCa 

59,124 1.19 
(0.76, 1.87) 

0.46 1.27 
(0.82, 1.99) 

0.29 

UKBB Postmenopausal 
BCa 

112,245 0.97 
(0.78, 1.20) 

0.77 0.92 
(0.75, 1.12) 

0.40 

IGFBP-3 UKBB Overall BCa 230,954 1.08 
(1.01, 1.15) 

0.03 1.08 
(1.01, 1.16) 

0.02 

UKBB Premenopausal 
BCa 

59,124 0.93 
(0.77, 1.12) 

0.45 0.93 
(0.76, 1.13) 

0.45 

UKBB Postmenopausal 
BCa 

112,245 1.09 
(1.00, 1.19) 

0.05 1.11 
(1.01, 1.21) 

0.02 
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Table 6. Multivariable MR analysis of the association of LDL-C and TG with breast cancer conditioned 
on IGFs.  
 

OR, odds ratio; 95%CI, 95% confidence interval; p, p-value; LDL-C, low density lipoprotein cholesterol; 
MVMR, Multivariable Mendelian randomization; BCa, Breast cancer; IGFBP-3, insulin-like growth factor 
3.  
aAssociations are per 1 SD unit increase in TG when conditioned on IGF-I.  
bAssociations are per 1 SD unit increase in LDL-C when conditioned on IGFBP-3.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Exposure Consortium Outcome MVMR 
Beta 

(95%CI) 

p F 
statistic 

for 
MVMR  

Q statistic for 
heterogeneity 

TGa BCAC Overall BCa 0.92 
(0.86, 1.10) 

0.03 17.80 Q=579.42; 
p= 4.1x10-46 

IGF-I     2.38  
TGa 

 
UKBB Overall BCa 0.95 

(0.86, 1.05) 
0.25 31.22 Q=327.29; 

p=1.74x10-9 

 
p     2.42  

TGa 

 
Meta-analysis Overall BCa 0.93 

(0.88, 0.99) 
0.03   

IGF-I       
LDL-Cb  Postmenopausal 

BCa 
1.11 

(1.02, 1.20) 
0.02 46.74 Q=274.59;  

p=4.71x10-5 
IGFBP-3     5.34  
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Table 7. Estimates of the causal relationship between LDL-C raising variants in HMGCR with breast 
cancer or IGF levels.  

OR, odds ratio; 95% CI, 95% confidence interval; p, p-value; LDL-C, low density lipoprotein cholesterol; 
HMGCR, HMG-CoA reductase; BCa, breast cancer; BCAC, breast cancer association consortium; 
UKBB, UK Biobank; IGF-I, insulin-like growth factor 1; IGFBP-3, insulin-like growth factor binding protein 
3.  
aAssociations are per 1 SD unit increase in LDL-C as proxied by genetic variation in HMGCR.  

 

 

Exposure Consortium Outcome N ORa 
(95% CI) 

p 

LDL-C 
raising 
genetic 

variants in 
HMGCR 

BCAC Overall BCa  228,951 1.20 
(1.02, 1.40) 

0.03 

UKBB Overall BCa 230,954 1.34 
(0.90, 2.02) 

0.15 

Meta-analysis Overall BCa 459,905 1.22 
(1.04, 1.43) 

0.01 

BCAC ER positive BCa 69,501 1.21 
(1.00, 1.47) 

0.05 

BCAC ER negative BCa 21,468 1.20 
(0.90, 1.60) 

0.23 

UKBB Premenopausal BCa  59,124 1.47 
(0.57, 3.75) 

0.42 

UKBB Postmenopausal BCa  112,245 1.63 
(1.06, 2.49) 

0.03 

IGF working group of 
CHARGE consortium 

IGF-I levels 30,884 0.20 
(-0.02, 0.43) 0.07 

IGFBP-3 levels 18,995 0.03  
(-0.24, 0.30) 0.82 
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