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Abstract

Importance: Screening Lynch syndrome in the general population, including healthy individuals,
aims to detect and prevent cancers early. Current clinical recommendations for those with
pathogenic variants are based on studies of patients with cancer or strong family history. It is
essential to ensure guidelines are based on accurate assumptions regarding the impact of

pathogenic variants in Lynch syndrome genes.

Objective: To determine the risk of cancer associated with pathogenic variants in MLH1, MSH2,
MSH6, or PMS2 in the general population.

Design, Setting, and Participants: This retrospective case-control study utilizes Helix
Research Network™ data from 144,852 participants across seven US health systems

sequenced between 2018 and 2024.

Main outcomes and measures: An automated pipeline based on the ACMG-AMP guidelines
was developed for variant interpretations. Clinical diagnoses were identified from electronic
health records for 11 cancer types associated with Lynch syndrome including colorectal and

endometrial cancers.

Results: Individuals with pathogenic variants in MLH1, MSHZ2, and MSH6 were at significantly
increased risk for Lynch syndrome-associated cancers with Hazard Ratios (HR) of 16.5 (95%
Cl: 8.9-30.8) for MLH1, 17.3 (7.8-38.6) for MSH2 and 4.7 (3.2-6.9) for MSH6. No significant risk
was associated with PMS2 pathogenic variants when considering all 11 cancers combined.
PMS2 pathogenic variants were only associated with colorectal cancer (HR of 4.3, 1.6-11.4);
however, this risk was observed only after the age of 60, 10 years after clinical guidelines
recommend starting colonoscopies for the average population. Up to age 60, 0.6% of individuals
with PMS2 pathogenic variants were diagnosed with colorectal cancer, similar to 0.4% in the
general population but lower than MLH1 (41.0%), MSH2 (17.9%) or MSH6 (4.5%) pathogenic

variants.

Conclusion and relevance: The findings underscore the benefits of screening the entire
population for MLH1, MSH2 and MSH6. They also highlight significantly lower cancer risk for
those harboring PMS2 pathogenic variants. This study provides data to support tailored
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surveillance and prevention strategies by gene and highlights the importance of deriving clinical

recommendations from relevant populations.
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Introduction

Lynch syndrome is associated with increased risk and earlier onset of colorectal cancer,
endometrial cancer, as well as other types of cancers. The mismatch repair genes associated
with Lynch syndrome include MLH1, MSHZ2 , MSH6, and PMS2, each of which were discovered
diagnostically through clinical sequencing of patients with aforementioned cancers . EPCAM is
often included in the list of Lynch syndrome genes despite not being a mismatch repair gene
because EPCAM is physically next to MSH2 and large deletions in EPCAM can extend into the
MSH?2 promoter leading to MSH?2 silencing. In recent years there has been a push to identify
unaffected individuals with pathogenic variants in Lynch syndrome genes. Identifying such
individuals can enable options for prevention and early detection. For example, surveillance
strategies recommended by the National Comprehensive Cancer Network® (NCCN®) or the
American College of Gastroenterology (ACG) for those with a MLH1 pathogenic variant are to
start high-quality colonoscopy at age 20-25y and repeat every 1-2y 23, and to consider using
daily aspirin? (Supplementary Table 1). The existence of specific, evidence-based
recommendations are why Lynch syndrome is part of the CDC Tier 1 Genomic applications
alongside Hereditary Breast and Ovarian Cancer and Familial Hypercholesterolemia *°. As we
identify more and more individuals harboring pathogenic variants in Lynch syndrome genes in
the general population, there is a need to refine our understanding of the clinical impact of these
variants in this screening context. Disease risk estimates derived from cohorts of patients
already diagnosed with cancer or with a suspicion of cancer are biased and may not be
adequate when returning genetic interpretations to a healthy individual in a population screening
context &7. The aim of our study is to measure the prevalence of cancer diagnoses and
determine the risk associated with pathogenic variants in MLH1, MSH2, MSH6 or PMS?2 in the

general population and intersect this data with current surveillance recommendations.

Methods

Study design and participants

This is a retrospective and observational clinico-genomic analysis of a prospectively
designed study. All participants were adults enrolled in the Helix Research Network™ (HRN)

study, which is a protocol open to general patient populations at various U.S. healthcare
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organizations. All participant data analyzed for this publication came from seven U.S. Health
Systems participating in the HRN study. The studies included under the HRN protocol are:
ImagineYou (Sanford Health), DNA Answers (St. Luke’s University Health Network), the Genetic
Insights Project (Nebraska Medicine), the Healthy Nevada Project (Renown Health), In Our DNA
SC (Medical University of South Carolina), myGenetics (HealthPartners), and the Gene Health
Project (WellSpan Health). Study protocols were reviewed and approved by their respective
Institutional Review Boards (projects 956068-12 and 21143). All participants provided written
informed consent prior to participation, and direct identifiers were removed from the research
dataset to protect participant privacy. For this analysis, data from 144,852 participants with
linked Electronic Health Records (EHR) and Exome+® sequencing data were included.

For one experiment, we also used the UK Biobank dataset. The UKB study was approved by
the North West Multicenter Research Ethics Committee, UK.

Genetics and Variant interpretation

Genetic data

Saliva or blood samples were collected from participants and underwent Exome+®
sequencing at Helix between February 2018 and June 2024. The Exome+® assay includes a
clinical exome, which is used for return of clinical results for CDC Tier 1 genes, including Lynch
syndrome genes, as previously described®. Variants in exons 11-15 of PMS2 are more difficult to
call due to the existence of a pseudogene. Helix developed a tailored clinically-validated
bioinformatics pipeline to identify variants in these exons, which are then confirmed by an
orthogonal assay. To maximize consistency and reproducibility, we opted to exclude exons
11-15 of PMS2 from our analysis for the following reasons: (i) some older samples were not
analyzed with this pipeline, and (ii) most published studies looking at PMS2 do not include
variants in these exons. At the time of our analysis, only 1 pathogenic large deletion in EPCAM
going into the promoter of MSH2 was identified and confirmed. This large deletion affected 1
participant, and we decided to not include it in the analysis given it was a N of 1. Genotype

processing for Helix data was performed in Hail 0.2.115-10932c754edb.

Variant Interpretation

Variant interpretation for the four mismatch repair Lynch syndrome genes (MLH1, MSH?2,
MSHG6, and PMS2) were completed for the entire HRN cohort (N=144,852) using a two-step

approach. First, a variant was considered pathogenic if it carried a known and well-established
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clinical pathogenic interpretation (i.e., no VUS or benign interpretations present in ClinVar
across high volume laboratories, using search strings ['ClinGen', 'Quest’, 'Sema4’, 'Natera',
'Invitae', 'All of Us', 'Baylor', 'GeneDx', 'Ambry', 'LapCorp', 'Color', 'Myriad', 'Brigham'] and/or a
likely pathogenic or pathogenic interpretation by the InSiGHT Hereditary Colorectal
Cancer/Polyposis Expert Panel (InSiGHT VCEP). For all remaining variants, ACMG-AMP
variant interpretations were completed programmatically following the gene-specific scoring
recommendations from the InSiGHT VCEP. Data from case studies as well as patient-specific
information such as presenting symptoms or family history were not considered for these
interpretations. For validation, a subset of the samples (313 pathogenic and VUS
interpretations) were compared to clinical interpretations from an independent clinical laboratory.
High sensitivity (95.3%) and specificity (100%) was observed between the resulting variant
interpretations from each method across these variants (Supplementary Table 2 for gene-level
results). All variants seen in HRN, relevant annotations, scoring by data category, and resulting
interpretation based off of point totals (pathogenic[>5], higher scoring VUS[3-5], lower scoring
VUS[-1 to 2], benign[< -1]) are available in Supplementary Table 3. The number of HRN
participants harboring pathogenic variants in each gene is presented in Supplementary Table
4. Variant annotations were made based on the MANE transcript for each gene (MLH1:
NM_000249.4, MSH2: NM_000251.3, MSH6: NM_000179.3, PMS2: NM_000535.7) and
leveraged the following tools: VEP-104%, GnomADv3°, REVEL", SpliceAl"", ClinVar database
(accessed: 11/20/2024), and for MSH2 functional scores from MAVE
(urn:mavedb:00000050-a)'?, and case-control (PS4) data was obtained from systematic
variant-level association tests internally-calculated using clinicogenomic data from UK Biobank
and All of Us cohorts (phenotypes leveraged from phecodeX map include: CA_101.41,

CA_106.21 for colorectal and endometrial cancers, respectively').

Phenotypes

Electronic health records data were available for all participants included in the study.
EHR data were transformed into the Observational Medical Outcomes Partnership (OMOP)
Common Data Model (CDM) version 5.4, encompassing a mean of 12.9 years (median: 11.1
years, IQR: 11.3 years) of EHRs per patient. A total of 11 different types of cancer were
analyzed for this study, based on prior literature on Lynch syndrome including a comprehensive
report from the prospective Lynch syndrome database (see their Table 1 for the list of cancer
types) ’. The 11 cancer types included were: colorectal, endometrial and uterine, ovarian, kidney

and ureter, small bowel, bladder, stomach, pancreas, biliary tract, brain, and prostate cancers.
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All the OMOP condition concept ids used to extract data from the EHR are in Supplementary
Table 5. A subset of 5 cancer types that are more frequently associated with each of the 4 core
Lynch syndrome genes was used in several analyses in this paper; they are: colorectal,

endometrial and uterine, ovarian, kidney and ureter, and small bowel cancer.

Clinical guidelines

We used the NCCN guidelines? as a basis to assess (i) whether current
recommendations were appropriate given the risk of cancer observed, and (ii) count the number
of colonoscopies that would be added or subtracted if guidelines were to be changed. We
focused on colorectal and endometrial cancers, the two main cancers associated with Lynch
syndrome. The recommendations for surveillance and prevention strategies for colorectal
cancer are summarized in Supplementary Table 1. For endometrial cancer, the
recommendations are less actionable and less likely to directly impact the care of a patient. The
recommendations emphasize education surrounding symptoms and speak to possible
prevention opportunities such as hysterectomies, biopsies, and ultrasounds that can be

considered.

Statistical analysis

Kaplan Meier survival curves were done using the KaplanMeierFitter function from the
Lifelines python library. The lifelines package was used for time to event analyses including
cumulative incidence plots, log rank test, and cox proportional hazard calculations®. For time to
event analyses, the earliest age at relevant diagnosis or current age (in 2024) was determined

for each participant.

Results

0.31% of the population has a pathogenic variant in a Lynch syndrome
gene

We studied Helix Research Network™ data from 144,852 participants across seven
health systems. For each participant, genetic data from Exome+® sequencing as well as

phenotype data from electronic health records were available (on average, EHR data had a 12.9


https://paperpile.com/c/A7nycv/3RY6
https://paperpile.com/c/A7nycv/5nxT
https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.02.03.25321630
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.02.03.25321630; this version posted February 10, 2025. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

years lookback). The average age in 2024 of participants was 53.3 years old, and 39.3%
(n=56,933) were 60 or older at the time of analysis (Table 1). Variant interpretation for mismatch
repair Lynch syndrome genes — MLH1, MSH2, MSH6 and PMS2 — was done using
well-established clinical interpretations and according to ACMG-AMP criteria and following
recommendations from InSiGHT Hereditary Colorectal Cancer/Polyposis Expert Panel (see
Methods). The list of all variants identified in these genes, the annotations, evaluations of each
criterion and final score and pathogenicity assignments are provided in Supplementary Table
3. We found that 448 participants (0.31% or 1 in 320) had one pathogenic (P/LP) variant in one
of the 4 genes. The majority had either a pathogenic variant in MSH6 (n=201) or PMS2 (n=181),
while fewer had a pathogenic variant in MLH71 (n=41) or MSH2 (n=25) (Supplementary Table
4).

Risk of diagnosis of a Lynch syndrome related cancer is gene-dependent
and lowest for PMS2 pathogenic variants

To investigate the impact of pathogenic variants in the different genes, we extracted the
date of first diagnosis recorded for any of 11 cancers known to be relevant for Lynch syndrome
(Methods, Supplementary Table 5) ’. The prevalence of 9 of these 11 cancers is very low
(<0.5%) in our all-comers population. Therefore, we decided to do a time-to-first diagnosis
analysis for colorectal cancer alone, for endometrial cancer alone, and two analyses where we
combined cancers: (i) the 5 cancers — colorectal, endometrial/uterine, ovarian, kidney/ureter and
small bowel — reported to be associated with all 4 genes in the literature, and (ii) all known 11
relevant cancers together (Figure 1, Supplementary Table 6)’. As expected, those with a
pathogenic variant in MLH1 or MSH2 were at much higher risk to develop any of the 11 cancers
compared to those without a pathogenic variant or VUS in the four genes: Hazard
Ratiomr1 11cancers = 16.5 (95% Confidence Interval: 8.9-30.8) and HRys2 11cancers = 17.3 (95%Cl:
7.8-38.6). The increased risk was even stronger when looking more specifically at colorectal
cancer, HRyih1 oo = 74.5 (37.1-149.8) and HRysp2 coio = 62.0 (23.2-165.9). Those with a
pathogenic variant in MSH6 had an intermediate risk for any of the 11 Lynch syndrome relevant
cancers HRysps 11cancers = 4.7 (3.2-6.9). The strongest risk related to MSH6 pathogenic variants
was with endometrial/uterine cancers for female participants HRysys endo = 15.8 (8.4-29.6)

(Figure 1).
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Figure 1: Gene by gene cumulative incidence of age at first Lynch syndrome-related cancer
diagnosis across individuals harboring pathogenic variants from the Helix Research Network.
Gene-level results for those harboring pathogenic (P/LP) variants (MLH1 in purple, MSHZ2 in blue, MSH6
in light blue and PMS2 in green) against those with Benign or no variant (yellow) are shown for: A) All 11
Lynch syndrome cancers: colorectal, endometrial and uterine, ovarian, kidney and ureter, small bowel,
bladder, stomach, pancreas, biliary tract, brain, and prostate. B) 5 Lynch syndrome cancers with
established associations with all four genes: colorectal, endometrial and uterine, ovarian, kidney and
ureter, and small bowel cancer. C) Colorectal cancer and D) Endometrial cancers in female participants.
Hazard ratios (with confidence intervals) and p values for each gene group against those without a Lynch
syndrome pathogenic variant (yellow) are available in Supplementary Table 6.

On the other hand, pathogenic variants in PMS2 were not significantly associated with
the risk of developing any of the 11 LS-relevant cancers (P=0.39, log-rank test), or any of the
top 5 LS-relevant cancers (P=0.094, log-rank test). PMS2 pathogenic variants show a

comparatively small increase in the risk of developing colorectal cancer HRpys2 coi0 = 4.3
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(1.6-11.4) (Figure 1). The difference between PMS2 and the 3 other genes was statistically
significant (P=2.5E-05, log-rank test) when comparing them directly for the 11 LS-relevant
cancers (Supplementary Figure 1). This deviation in cancer risk for those harboring PMS2
variants was also recently reported in a similar retrospective analysis of the UK Biobank, an all
comers cohort of 500,000 participants from the United Kingdom®. As validation, we used our
phenotypic definitions to assess the UK Biobank results for PMS2 p.S461, the most frequent
pathogenic variant in PMS2, accounting for one-third of individuals with Lynch syndrome
variants in PMS2 and more than 10% of all individuals with Lynch syndrome variants. Matching
gene-level results for pathogenic variants in PMS2 in HRN, the hazard ratios for individuals
carrying this variant were minimal compared to those without a pathogenic variant. More
specifically, PMS2 p.S461 only had a relatively small effect, HR < 3, for colorectal cancer,

HRs461 coo = 2.1 (1.2-3.5), or endometrial cancer, HRg46) endo = 2.8 (1.3-6.3), and there was no
association when looking at the 11 Lynch syndrome cancers together (Supplemetary Figure 2,

Supplementary Table 7).

Impact of PMS2 versus
MLH1, MSH2 and MSH6

P/LP MLH1,MSH2,MSH6 (n=267)
—— P/LP PMS2 (n=181)

100
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20
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Supplementary Figure 1: Comparison of the impact of PMS2 pathogenic variants with pathogenic
variants in other mismatch repair genes (MLH1, MSH2, and MSH6). Cumulative incidence for 11
Lynch syndrome cancers in those with pathogenic PMS2 variants are shown in blue and those with either
a MLH1, MSH2, or MSH6 pathogenic variant are shown in yellow. The difference between these groups is
statistically significant (P=2.5E-05, log-rank test).
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Supplementary Figure 2: Clinically-established pathogenic variant PMS2 p.S461 shows limited risk
for Lynch syndrome-related cancers in the UK Biobank. Cumulative incidence plots comparing
individuals harboring PMS2 p.S46I (blue) to those without a pathogenic variant in mismatch repair genes
(yellow) for: A) All 11 Lynch syndrome cancers: colorectal, endometrial and uterine, ovarian, kidney and
ureter, small bowel, bladder, stomach, pancreas, biliary tract, brain, and prostate. B) 5 Lynch syndrome
cancers with established associations with all four genes: colorectal, endometrial and uterine, ovarian,
kidney and ureter, and small bowel cancer. C) Colorectal cancer (HRg4g/ coi0 = 2.1 (1.2-3.5)) and D)

Endometrial cancers in female participants (HRs4gi_endo = 2.8 (1.3-6.3)).

Clinical implications of heterogenous risk profiles across Lynch syndrome
genes

As a result, we asked whether PMS2 heterozygotes would still benefit from high-risk
surveillance strategy recommendations or whether the risk is likely adequately addressed by the
standard of care (Supplementary Table 1), especially in relation to colorectal cancer which (i)

showed the highest hazard ratio for PMS2 and (ii) has the most actionable recommendations
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(see Methods). The US Preventive Services Task Force (USPSTF) recommends colorectal
cancer screening for adults 50-75 yo (grade A recommendation, substantial net benefit), and for
those 45-49 yo (grade B recommendation, moderate benefit)'®. The recommended frequency of
screening varies based on the type of test; it is every 10-years for a colonoscopy. Given that the
goal of screening is to identify cancers early and that the official grade A recommendation is to
perform a colonoscopy every 10-years starting at age 50, we focused our analysis at age 60 (as
cancers diagnosed after would or could have been identified following a regular screening
regimen). We looked at the percentage of individuals harboring Lynch syndrome variants in
each gene who were diagnosed with either (i) colorectal cancer or (ii) any LS-relevant cancer at
or before age 60 (Table 2). By age 60, the risk of developing colorectal cancer was similar for
those with a PMS2 pathogenic variant (0.6%) and the average population (0.4%). Moreover, by
age 60, the risk of developing any of the 11 cancers associated with Lynch syndrome was
similar for those with a PMS2 pathogenic variant (1.5%) compared to the average population
(1.8%), whereas this risk is much higher for those with a MLH1 pathogenic variant (51.7%),
MSH2 pathogenic variant (31.2%) or MSH6 pathogenic variant (12.8%). From this perspective,
a change in start of colorectal screening age would likely not mitigate excess risk for those

harboring PMS2 pathogenic variants.

Discussion

The recent availability of large biobanks with genetic and phenotype data allow us to
assess the clinical impact of pathogenic variants at the population level. Our results show
attenuated clinical impact for pathogenic variants in PMS2. Our study design controlled for two
potential biases that could have led to artificially low penetrance. First, we restricted our analysis
to exons 1 to 10 of PMS2 to avoid potential false positives caused by a pseudogene that has
very high sequence similarity to exons 11-15 of PMS2. Second, the high penetrance and
increased clinical risk caused by pathogenic variants in MLH1, MSH2, and even MSH6 in our
cohort suggest that the low penetrance of PMS2 pathogenic variants is not the result of studying
a ‘healthier population’ compared to the general population. Moreover, our results were
consistent with two recent studies that reported lower penetrance of pathogenic variants in
PMS2 compared to the 3 other Lynch syndrome genes in the UK Biobank® and in All Of Us'®,
two other population biobanks where participants were not enrolled based on criteria related to

Lynch syndrome or other cancers. Lastly, a large study showed that the majority of solid tumors
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in patients with germline pathogenic variants in PMS2 were found to be microsatellite stable
(MSS tumor) and, in these cases, it was likely that the PMS2 pathogenic variants were not
causative of the MSS tumor'’. Therefore, we question whether it is appropriate to return
pathogenic PMS?2 interpretations, given current surveillance and prevention strategies
associated with PMS2, to a healthy adult for screening purposes.

Our results show that by age 60, the risk of developing colorectal cancer or any of the 11
cancers associated with Lynch syndrome is similar between those with a PMS2 pathogenic
variant (0.6% and 1.5% respectively) and the average population (0.4% and 1.8%), whereas
this risk is much higher for those with a pathogenic variant in MLH1, MSH2 or MSH6. The
NCCN guidelines recommend starting high quality colonoscopy at age 30-35y for those with a
PMS2 pathogenic variant and to repeat those every 1-3y 2, while the USPSTF guidelines
recommend starting colonoscopies at age 45-50y and to repeat every 10y for the general
population®. Considering that the risk of colorectal cancer appears to be equivalent for those
with a PMS2 pathogenic variant and those without a variant in any Lynch syndrome gene until
age 60y, is it worth the individual efforts (financial cost, pain to patients, risks of a procedure
etc.) to start screening earlier and do 7 or more additional colonoscopies? This math amplifies
when tackling this question at the population level. Given that there are at least 125 individuals
per 100,000 people with PMS2 pathogenic variants in the population, is it best to perform 875
high-quality colonoscopies on those with a PMS2 pathogenic variant under 50y, or on another
group at increased risk? In circumspect, this deviation in penetrance for colorectal and other
Lynch Syndrome cancers for PMS2 in the general population highlights the importance of
aligning surveillance and prevention strategies to the natural history trends derived from the

population they are intended to serve’@.
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Tables

Table 1: Demographics from the Helix Research Network data

Number of participants (%

Demographics table of total)
Participants with genetic and phenotype
data available 144,852

F: 103,692 (71.6%)
Sex M: 41,160 (28.4%)
Mean age in 2024, y (min - max) 53.3 (18 - 106)

Africa: 6,500 (4.5%)
Americas: 10,620 (7.3%)
East Asia: 2,858 (2.0%)
Europe: 119,979 (82.8%)
South Asia: 1,014 (0.7%)

Genetic similarity Other: 3,881 (2.7%)
with a colorectal cancer dx 738 (0.51%)
with a endometrial/uterine cancer dx 491 (0.47%%)
with an ovarian cancer dx 288 (0.28%*)
with a kidney/ureter cancer dx 370 (0.26%)
with a bladder cancer dx 433 (0.30%)
with a stomach cancer dx 73 (0.05%)
with a pancreas cancer dx 193 (0.13%)
with a small bowel cancer dx 34 (0.02%)
with a biliary tract cancer dx 54 (0.04%)
with a brain cancer dx 152 (0.10%)
with a prostate cancer dx 1,895 (4.6%**)
avg EHR lookback, y 12.9

* percentage based on overall number of female participants
** percentage based on overall number of male participants

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.02.03.25321630
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.02.03.25321630; this version posted February 10, 2025. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

Table 2: Gene by gene cumulative risk of cancer by age 60
average HRN P/LP MLH1 P/LP MSH2 P/LP MSH6 P/LP PMS2
population heterozygotes heterozygotes heterozygotes heterozygotes

Number 126,947 41 25 201 181

% dx with colorectal cancer
by age 60 0.4% 41.0% 17.9% 4.5% 0.6%

% dx with colorectal,

endometrial/uterine, ovarian,

kidney/ureter or small bowel

cancer by age 60 1.0% 51.7% 21.3% 10.7% 1.5%

% dx with any Lynch relevant
cancer by age 60 1.8% 51.7% 31.2% 12.8% 1.5%
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