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Abstract 

Background: The genetic basis for coronary artery disease (CAD) risk is highly complex. 

Genome-wide polygenic risk scores (PRS) can help to quantify that risk, but the broader impacts 

of polygenic risk for CAD are not well characterized.   

Methods: We measured polygenic risk for CAD using the metaGRS, a previously validated 

genome-wide PRS, in a subset of genotyped participants from the Women’s Health Initiative 

(WHI) and applied a phenome-wide association study framework to assess associations between 

the PRS and broad range of blood biomarkers, clinical measurements, and outcomes. 

Results: Polygenic risk for CAD was associated with a variety of biomarkers, clinical 

measurements, behaviors, and diagnoses related to traditional risk factors, as well as risk-

enhancing factors such as elevated lipoprotein(a), increased central adiposity, earlier age of 

menopause, and rheumatoid arthritis. Analysis of adjudicated outcomes showed a graded 

association between atherosclerosis related outcomes, with the highest odds ratios being 

observed for the most severe manifestations of CAD. Higher polygenic risk for CAD was also 

associated with decreased risk for any incident cancer, breast cancer, and invasive breast cancer 

but a younger age of death. 

Conclusion: Polygenic risk for CAD has broad clinical manifestations, reflected in biomarkers, 

clinical measurements, behaviors, and diagnoses. Some of these associations may represent 

direct pathways between genetic risk and CAD while others may reflect pleiotropic effects 

independent of CAD risk.  
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Introduction 

Coronary artery disease (CAD) is a complex phenotype, and the genetic basis for CAD risk is 

similarly complex.1 To date, >200 loci have been implicated in CAD risk through genome-wide 

association studies (GWAS).2,3 These loci interact through a diverse set of biological pathways, 

and many loci have no apparent relevance to traditional risk factors for CAD. Furthermore, 

genetic variants that associate with CAD also associate with other phenotypes, suggesting 

extensive underlying pleiotropy.2,3 The complexity of genetic risk for CAD is further highlighted 

by recent advances in the construction of polygenic risk scores (PRS). Contemporary scores that 

incorporate variants across the whole genome, including variants outside of known CAD loci, 

outperform scores that are constructed only from variants at known CAD loci.4,5 Studying such 

genome-wide PRS for CAD may allow for improved understanding of the genetic basis for CAD 

risk and new insights into the implications polygenic risk beyond CAD.  

 One approach to assessing the impact of polygenic risk for CAD has been to measure 

associations between a CAD PRS and biobank-derived phenotypes.6,7 A primary advantage of 

this approach is the large number of participants in such biobanks. However, a limitation of this 

method is lack of precision for some outcomes, particularly those inferred from electronic health 

records. Further, biobank studies have typically combined prevalent and incident disease and 

may have limited follow up after enrollment. Thus, a complementary approach to biobank 

analyses is to examine well-phenotyped longitudinal cohorts.  

Here, we sought to identify traits and outcomes associated with polygenic risk for CAD 

by taking advantage of the high-quality data collected as part of the Women’s Health Initiative 

(WHI). We aggregated data collected over ~25 years as part of either clinical trials or the 

observational study within WHI. We thus measured the association between polygenic risk for 
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CAD and blood biomarkers, clinical measurements, clinical risk scores/questionnaires, self-

reported medical history, and incident adjudicated outcomes related to cardiovascular disease, 

cancer, and death.  

 

Methods 

Study cohort 

The study cohort was selected from WHI. The design and recruitment strategy for WHI has been 

previously described.8,9 Briefly, postmenopausal women aged 50 to 79 years were enrolled at 40 

sites across the United States from 1993 to 1998. Each participant was enrolled into either a 

clinical trial (n = 68,132) or an observational study (n = 93,676). Two successive extension 

studies continued follow-up of consenting participants from 2005 to 2010 and from 2010 to the 

present. A subset of participants who were primarily non-Hispanic white by self-report have 

been previously genotyped as part of 6 ancillary GWAS (Supplementary Table 1). Participants 

from those 6 GWAS were considered for inclusion in this study. Because currently validated 

genome-wide PRS were developed in European populations and do not transfer well to non-

European populations, we did not include cohorts of primarily non-European genotyped 

participants in this study. Subjects with a known or likely history of atherosclerotic 

cardiovascular disease (ASCVD) at enrollment were excluded (Supplementary Table 2). 

 

Genotyping and imputation 

Genotyping was performed with early versions of Affymetrix and Illumina gene chips for five of 

the GWAS cohorts contributing to this study. For these five studies, harmonization and 

imputation to the 1000 Genome reference panel was previously performed as part of the WHI 
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GWAS Harmonization and Imputation Project (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/projects/gap/cgi-

bin/study.cgi?study_id=phs000746.v3.p3). Participants of the sixth study were genotyped with 

the Oncochip, and we imputed these data to the 1000 Genome reference panel using the 

Michigan Imputation Server.10  

 

Main Exposure 

We used metaGRS, a previously developed genome-wide PRS for CAD, to estimate each 

participant’s genetic risk.5 This score consists of ~1.7 million autosomal variants. Participants in 

our study cohort did not contribute to the GWAS used to construct this score. Each participant’s 

total score was calculated using Plink 2.0, and raw scores were then scaled to mean 0 and 

standard deviation 1. This standardize score was used as the primary exposure. 

 

Phenotypes 

Quantitative measurements were largely collected at enrollment and included laboratory values, 

clinical measurements, and clinical scores. For the small number of lab measurements not 

collected at baseline, we used the earliest available measurement. For clinical measurements 

such as blood pressure, the mean value was used if serial measurements were available within 

one research clinic visit. Self-reported medical history, medication usage, social/behavioral 

history, and family history was obtained through questionnaires collected primarily at enrollment 

but also during annual follow up mailings. Adjudicated outcomes assessed in this study include 

incident cardiovascular diseases, incident cancers, and death. Annual questionnaires were 

completed by participants or their proxies in order to identify hospitalizations, and for each 
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hospitalization, medical records were obtained and adjudicated by physicians using standardized 

criteria.11 Deaths were further ascertained through the National Death Index.       

 

Statistical analysis 

We selected the largest subset of subjects with similar inferred genetic ancestry using principal 

components analysis in order to limit confounding by population substructure. We used linear 

and logistic regression to estimate associations between each trait/outcome and the CAD PRS 

per standard deviation increase in the PRS. Each model was adjusted for age at enrollment (or 

age at time of measurement for lab values) and study type (clinical trial versus observational 

study). Lab outliers were removed by excluding the top 1% of values for each biomarker. 

Associations with lipid-related labs, diabetes-related labs, and for blood pressure were 

additionally adjusted for self-reported cholesterol medication use, diabetes medication use, and 

hypertension medication use respectively. All associations with lab values were also adjusted for 

the assay version if more than one assay was used. For analyses of each of the adjudicated 

outcomes, we appropriately censored subjects at the end of the follow up time period where 

formal adjudication ended for the outcome. Regressions were performed using SAS 9.4 (SAS 

Enterprise). Plots were generated with R version 3.5.1 (R Foundation, Vienna, Austria). All odds 

ratios (OR) are reported as per standard deviation increase in the PRS.     

 

Results 

We identified 25,789 subjects who had undergone genotyping as part of prior GWAS within the 

WHI (Supplementary Table 1). When plotting the first two principal components, we noted a 

cluster of 472 subjects from the GECCO study who were clear outliers (Supplementary Figure 
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1A). The similar shape between the main cluster and the outliers suggested a batch effect leading 

to a systematic bias in genotyping calls. These subjects were removed. We then used the 

Mahalanobis distance12 in the remaining subjects to identify a central cluster with similar 

genetically inferred ancestry (Supplementary Figure 1B). The majority of these subjects self-

reported as non-Hispanic white. Lastly, we excluded 2,830 subjects (11%) with known or likely 

ASCVD at enrollment (Supplementary Table 2, Figure 1). The remaining cohort of 21,863 

subjects showed an enrichment for health traits and outcomes reflective of the genotyping 

strategy of the parent WHI GWAS, which targeted genotyping for outcomes of interest 

(Supplementary Table 3). Polygenic risk for CAD was quantified in each of these participants 

using a validated genome-wide PRS for CAD.5   

 

Association of polygenic risk for CAD and quantitative measurements  

We identified 454 blood-based laboratory biomarkers for assessment with PRS after excluding 

biomarkers with fewer than 100 observations. Lab biomarkers were categorized as being related 

to lipids (n = 84), diabetes (n = 7), hormones (n = 93), inflammation (n= 62), hematology (n = 

38), or other (n = 170). We further identified 48 clinical exam measurements, 34 quantitative 

traits reported by questionnaire, and 10 clinical scores. Associations with lipid-related labs, 

diabetes-related labs, and with blood pressure measurements were adjusted for cholesterol 

medication use, diabetes medication use, and blood pressure medication use respectively. 

 Polygenic risk for CAD associated with traits related to traditional risk factors and the 

metabolic/insulin resistance syndrome. For example, women with a higher PRS tended to have 

higher systolic blood pressure, larger waist-to-hip ratios, higher fasting insulin, higher low-

density lipoprotein cholesterol (LDL-C), higher triglycerides and lower high-density lipoprotein 
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cholesterol (HDL-C) (Figure 2, Supplementary Data). Subjects with a higher PRS also 

reported less weekly physical activity, and their diets were scored as less healthy. Among lipid 

measurements, lipoprotein(a) [Lp(a)] showed the most significant association with the CAD 

PRS. This observation may reflect the very high genetic heritability of Lp(a) levels.13 Across 

multiple lab categories, we observed associations with biomarkers known or hypothesized to 

relate to CAD risk, including sex hormone binding globulin,14 leptin,15 hematocrit,16 and 

hepatocyte growth factor.17 We also observed a negative association with height, corroborating 

prior reports that genetically determined shorter stature is associated with a higher risk for 

CAD.18 Analysis of questionnaire data demonstrated that women with higher polygenic risk for 

CAD tended to report a younger age of their father’s and/or mother’s death, and they reported 

experiencing menopause at a younger age. Interestingly, higher polygenic risk for CAD was 

associated with lower clinically predicted risk for breast cancer using the Gail breast cancer risk 

model.19  

 

Association of polygenic risk for CAD and self-reports 

We aggregated data from structured questionnaires administered at baseline and during regular 

annual follow up in order to measure the association between polygenic risk for CAD and 

social/behavioral history, family history, medication usage, and self-reported medical history 

present at baseline or reported during follow-up. To minimize the risk of ascertainment bias of 

co-morbidities driven by a diagnosis of CAD, we performed the PRS associations not only in the 

full set of subjects but also in a subset of participants with no self-reported or adjudicated CAD 

at the most recent follow-up (n = 18,044). Only outcomes with at least 100 cases among the 

CAD-free cohort were considered, resulting in a total of 128 self-reported qualitative variables. 
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Figure 3 shows those outcomes which are significant based on a false-discovery rate (FDR) q-

value ≤ 0.05 in either of the two sets. The complete results are shared in the Supplementary 

Data.  

 We observed associations between increased polygenic risk for CAD and known risk 

factors for CAD, in both the full set and the subset with no CAD. For example, among women 

free of CAD, a higher PRS was associated with a higher likelihood of reporting hypertension 

(OR 1.2, 95% CI 1.16-1.25) hypercholesterolemia (OR 1.18, 95% CI 1.12-1.24), rheumatoid 

arthritis (OR 1.11, 95% CI 1.04-1.19), and family history of myocardial infarction (OR 1.16, 

95% CI 1.13-1.20) or stroke (OR 1.07, 95% CI 1.04-1.11). We also observed an interesting 

association with smoking. In both the full cohort and the CAD-free cohort, subjects with 

increased polygenic risk for CAD were slightly less likely to have ever smoked. However, 

among women who reported having ever smoked, a higher PRS was associated with a higher 

likelihood of being a current smoker (Figure 3). Possibly related to the association with 

continued smoking into later adulthood, subjects with increased polygenic risk for CAD were 

more likely to report a diagnosis of emphysema. Beyond known risk factors, we saw evidence 

that the genetic drivers of CAD risk may also impact risk for other diseases, including venous 

thromboembolism (VTE), thyroid disease, and gallbladder-related disease.  

We detected an inverse association of the CAD PRS with cancer-related outcomes. 

Women with higher polygenic risk for CAD were less likely to report a history of breast cancer 

(OR 0.78, 95% CI 0.66-0.94) or non-melanoma skin cancer (OR 0.92, 95% CI 0.87-0.97). They 

were also less likely to report family history of colon cancer (OR 0.94, 95% CI 0.90-0.98) and 

less likely to have ever undergone a colonoscopy (OR 0.96, 95% CI 0.93-0.99). These 

associations did not attenuate when analyzing the subset of CAD-free women (Figure 3).  
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Association of polygenic risk for CAD and incident adjudicated outcomes  

We next aimed to measure the impact of polygenic risk for CAD on incident cardiovascular 

diseases and cancers by using high-quality adjudicated outcomes from WHI. We identified 17 

cardiovascular outcomes and 17 cancer outcomes with at least 100 incident cases among our 

study cohort. These outcomes represent first-presentation incident events. As expected, outcomes 

related to CAD showed the strongest associations with the PRS. The more severe manifestations 

of CAD including myocardial infarction and the need for coronary revascularization 

demonstrated the strongest effect sizes (Figure 4). A similarly strong association was seen for 

the first presentation of hospitalized angina (“All angina”). However, the majority of such cases 

were treated with coronary revascularization. Angina without revascularization demonstrated a 

comparably weak association that did not reach nominal statistical significance. Non-CAD 

ASCVD, including stroke, carotid disease, and peripheral arterial disease, demonstrated clear 

associations with polygenic risk for CAD, though with weaker effect sizes compared to CAD-

related outcomes. The association with stroke was driven by the ischemic subtype. We observed 

no association observed with hemorrhagic stroke. The significant association previously seen 

with VTE in the self-reported prevalent outcomes (Figure 3) was not reflected in the adjudicated 

incident outcomes for pulmonary embolus of deep vein thrombosis (Figure 4). Among cancer 

outcomes, higher polygenic risk for CAD was associated with lower incidence of any cancer, 

breast cancer, and invasive breast cancer. We also observed a negative association with lung 

cancer with nominal significance. Associations with other cancer outcomes were not statistically 

significant, but there was a general systematic trend for ORs <1 at a majority of cancers. 

 The overall impact of polygenic risk for CAD was further observed through analysis of 

death and survival data. Higher polygenic risk for CAD was associated with lower likelihood of 
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survival past age 85 (OR 0.94, 95% CI 0.90-0.98). In total, 11,734 women died during the follow 

up period, with 78 distinct causes adjudicated. We measured the association between the CAD 

PRS and 49 causes of death for which at least 10 cases occurred. Figure 5 shows all death 

outcomes that showed nominal significance. The complete results are available in the 

Supplementary Data. The strongest association occurred with ‘definite’ coronary heart disease 

death (OR 1.33, 95% CI 1.20-1.47). Conversely, there was no association with the outcome of 

‘possible’ coronary heart disease death (OR 0.99, 95% CI 0.91-1.07), suggesting low specificity 

of that outcome. Despite the observed inverse association with incident breast cancer, we did not 

find lower risk for breast cancer deaths (n = 561, OR 1.04, 95% CI 0.96-1.14). However, we did 

appreciate a nominally significant decreased risk for death from melanoma (OR 0.70, 95% CI 

0.51-0.97).        

 

Discussion 

We have shown that polygenic risk for CAD, as quantified by a genome-wide PRS, has broad 

clinical manifestations in post-menopausal women. In addition to the expected association with 

CAD and other ASCVD outcomes, we observed associations with biomarkers, clinical 

measurements, behaviors, and disorders that are known to be risk factors for atherosclerosis. 

Recent work demonstrated an association between a 300-variant CAD PRS and traditional risk 

factors among participants of the UK Biobank.6 Our analyses corroborate those findings and 

expand on them significantly by leveraging a genome-wide PRS and an extensively phenotyped 

population that includes exquisite adjudication for multiple outcomes in the setting of prolonged 

follow up. Beyond hypertension, hypercholesterolemia, diabetes and obesity, we identify 

associations related to diet and exercise, and we specifically implicate central adiposity above 
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weight or BMI as most strongly associated with polygenic risk for CAD in women. We further 

expand the observed CAD PRS associations to established non-traditional risk factors such as 

rheumatoid arthritis and elevated Lp(a), along with several other biomarkers that are relevant to 

CAD risk. We also highlight the heritable nature of polygenic risk through clear associations 

with early age of parental death as well as family history of MI and stroke. 

 We found the effect sizes per standard deviation of CAD PRS for the most severe 

incident manifestations of CAD (i.e. myocardial infarction and coronary revascularization) to be 

consistent with the published literature for the same CAD PRS in validation cohorts of 

European-ancestry men and women combined.5,20 One recent study using a different PRS 

documented heterogeneity in effects sizes between the sexes but did not report or adjust for 

differences in the severity of disease at presentation among males and females.21 Given the 

substantially lower effect sizes we observed for an angina-only presentation, it is possible that 

heterogeneity of a PRS between any two groups can be influenced by differences in the case-mix 

of the severity/type of CAD at presentation. Collectively, the data to date suggest that a large 

majority of the CAD loci incorporated into the PRS affect a woman’s risk of presenting with 

CAD to the same degree as they do men, even if the average age of presentation may be up to a 

decade later for women. Importantly, our study offers the opportunity to identify associations 

that may be specific to women. For example, we found that a higher CAD PRS was associated 

with younger age of menopause. We cannot determine if this relationship represents a causal 

mechanism of polygenic risk, but other observational data support the hypothesis that early 

menopause is a risk factor for CAD.22,23 Our biomarker analysis also supports the idea that 

polygenic risk for CAD influences estrogen biology in women.   
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 The detailed adjudication protocols combined with the large number of outcomes also 

allowed us to reliably quantify the differences in the magnitude of association of a CAD PRS 

between CAD and non-CAD manifestations of ASCVD. Our results clearly demonstrate the 

lower magnitude of associations for intracranial, carotid, and peripheral arterial disease 

compared to CAD that likely reflect the high but incomplete overlap of genetic risk factors 

among these various ASCVD-related complications.24 We additionally found an association with 

incident congestive heart failure. This association may be largely attributable to the diagnosis of 

CAD itself,6 and our analysis of self-reported outcomes among subjects with no CAD at follow 

up (Figure 3) supports this hypothesis.     

 Somewhat unexpectedly, each of our analyses suggests that increased polygenic risk for 

CAD is associated with decreased risk for cancer. Women with higher PRS had a lower Gail 

breast cancer risk score, and they were less likely to report breast cancer, non-melanoma skin 

cancer, or a family history of colorectal cancer. When we assessed incident adjudicated events, 

we saw a modest but statistically significant decreased risk for all cancers combined and for 

breast and invasive breast cancers specifically. With nominal significance, we also saw 

decreased risk for incident lung cancer and for melanoma as a cause of death. There are several 

factors that may contribute to these observations. From an epidemiological perspective, this 

pattern may be effected by competing risks.25 Women with high polygenic risk for CAD live 

shorter lives on average and may be less likely to accrue a cancer diagnosis. It is also plausible 

that genetic mechanisms that predispose to CAD may protect against some cancers. For example, 

a higher PRS corresponds to an earlier age of menopause. While early menopause is associated 

with higher risk for CAD,22,23 later menopause is associated with higher risk for breast cancer.26 

Other mechanisms may also be at play. It is notable that we observed an association with higher 
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polygenic risk for CAD and shorter stature. It has previously been observed that genetic drivers 

of taller stature lower risk for CAD and raise risk of cancer.18,27 

 An important limitation of our analysis is that our study population is predominantly 

white by self-report. To date, CAD PRS have been primarily developed from GWAS in people 

of European ancestry, and they have been optimized for application to European-ancestry 

cohorts. This shortcoming remains a barrier to more broadly studying polygenic risk for CAD in 

diverse populations. With recent efforts to improve representation in CAD GWAS,7 we hope that 

future PRS research will expand to address this limitation. A second limitation of this work is 

that our methods do not allow for causal inference. Rather, our results are primarily hypothesis-

generating and/or hypothesis-supporting. We expect that future analyses will be able to further 

tease out causal mechanisms of the associations we have highlighted here.    

 In conclusion, polygenic risk for CAD is associated with a broad spectrum of phenotypes. 

Many of these associations likely reflect the complex pathophysiology of CAD risk, while others 

may reflect pleiotropic effects beyond CAD. Among WHI participants, higher polygenic risk for 

CAD was associated with increased risk for multiple forms of incident ASCVD, decreased risk 

for incident cancer, and increased risk of all-cause mortality. Overall, post-menopausal women 

with higher polygenic risk for CAD were less likely to live into old age.  
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Figure 1. Flow diagram of Women’s Health Initiative subjects selected for this study. 
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Figure 2. Associations between polygenic risk for coronary artery disease and 
quantitative traits derived from lab values, clinical exam, self-report, and clinical scores. 
Positive associations are plotted in the up direction and negative associations are plotted in the 
down direction. Associations that are significant with FDR q-value ≤ 0.05 are labeled. The 
horizontal gray dashed lines represent the Bonferroni significant p-value ≤ 9.2x10-5 (0.05/546).  
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Figure 3. Associations between polygenic risk for coronary artery disease (CAD) and 
self-reported history, collected at baseline and follow up. Associations within the full study 
cohort are compared to the subset with no CAD at follow up. Only outcomes with at least 100 
cases in the CAD-free group were considered (128 outcomes). The plot shows all outcomes 
that were significant with FDR q-value ≤ 0.05 in either of the two groups. 
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Figure 4. Associations between polygenic risk for coronary artery disease and incident 
adjudicated outcomes related to cardiovascular diseases and cancers in the Women’s 
Health Initiative. Outcomes with at least 100 incident cases were considered, resulting in 17 
cardiovascular outcomes and 17 cancer outcomes. Outcomes with a single asterisk are 
significant with an FDR q-value ≤ 0.05. Outcomes with double asterisks have a Bonferroni 
significant p-value ≤ 1.5x10-3 (0.05/34). PTCA = Percutaneous Transluminal Coronary 
Angioplasty; CABG = Coronary Artery Bypass Graft; ASCVD = Atherosclerotic 
Cardiovascular Disease; TIA = Transient Ischemic Attack 
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Figure 5. Associations between polygenic risk for coronary artery disease and death 
outcomes in the Women’s Health Initiative. Outcomes with at least 10 cases were 
considered, resulting in 53 outcomes. All associations with nominal statistical significance are 
shown. Outcomes with a single asterisk are significant with an FDR q-value ≤ 0.05. Outcomes 
with double asterisks have a Bonferroni significant p-value ≤ 9.4x10-4 (0.05/53). 
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