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7 (5 R BEALIE ( Mendelian randomization, MR ) fifi
5 B EE ARG G A Ao T RAR & HEWT 2 58
SR Z BRI R, 20 R —a B T REE AT
S IR % Nt fi PROR T SR A A B
T, RBGBAE AR F I KA R B AL Tk, R
R Z B MR 5 DAL S ge it SRtk A 7 R SR
Wi, IR B 2 4 4 5 PR A 5 3k 49 A ( genome -
wide association study, GWAS) 1 3Rf3 AV E A 5 5
PEAROCIOC R BIE S Ge T & (ORHRAG A | AR,
BEME P ),
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L% 223800 T RS i 25 BR B SRR R 5 1

Rees 55T 2019 AFHE 3 /I 0B UL S5CFN 8 5550
FIEST ) SR B HL{E 777 (MR approach using lasso
penalization, MR-LASSO)"® | 5 MR-Egger [A] 7"
LSS I AT, FI R LASSO IR i s i 141
ARG B o &k T B AR & 7 5 22 AL (in-
verse variance weighting, TVW) ' LA | g4 7 K SRk
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Nt 5 Bgger MIHTEREAA R )y #E b 45 P £
RO RN Ak T BRBEAS[R], MR-LASSO 78 IVW S:fif
bR AE NN AR TR, AR A
PRI, 75 IR S B A VRS I8 78 S R 45 JR 1Y) 228K
PERU o, 3R AR 38 3 die KA 38 SUHRAIE YLLK BRSO
WisE A BRILIE, B A, RRA HEZM 2 IESEL
ST, WX B L AR S S A s b h, — 2 A
hna, EEITE AT A S A 72 S 0 L A THE Y R B
PEAGEHEE SO 1k, (R 5 200 T LASSO &3
U6 E e R 4 S RUE 4L, X AT BEXE LA S J0 1 i
Zhu ZEF 2018 A2 H Ak T B B0 197 X 7R Bl
Bk ( generalized summary data—based MR, GSMR ) #5
AT i F HEIDI 2 BEE ( heterogeneity in dependent
instrument—outlier ) ¥ 46 25 S 230 0 T HAS &, I8
T B 78 4 [A] 1Y 3% 1A F £ (linkage disequilibrium,
LD) M AT, Verbanck 4¢ T 2018 44 Z R4 5k
ZEMS S o VA 56 1) o 78 K BE LA (MR pleiotropy
rESidual sum and outlier, MR-PRESSO) & #%)
IVW HEZE U R 5 B 22 380 PE i) TR AR 5 iR 72 )
FRESHEMES 99 A MR BIFSE P T A AL 78 S ERAN B
o 1) 22 8% P ELARBAT RO BT R 22 251K (single nu-
cleotide polymorphisms, SNPs) #id 50% , 45 ZA4~
AR AR B L B T HE RS 52 88 5 45 R i T D
Tha, o SR S T R RN Y e A T
“THASE 45 )R RIKRBS TAERE—ZE" K
BRRE A S 2, X 22 i TR 5 5 I 1
J7iIEAT Dai 55T 2018 AR Y ELHE RN #Y 42 J5 Fil
AR5 1Y 75 /K B ML AL ( global and individual tests
for direct effects, GLIDE) J5¥:!")

20 2R T S AR Y 7 v

2015 4F Bowden %542 H! ) MR-Egger [HlJ9") | J&
JE AR 0] 2 RO A E 7 s i LR R, BT TVW
BIAGTTHESR , 4 Bl AR 1005 | AR Sy T B s i A )
ZRME IR0, TR RIS R T AR ) 22300 5 1Y
“ B -GR RS THE, Lin 48 2021 4R 45
& IVW Fl Egger 8] J5 f #(101R G 1] VA #8510 1Y) o 7 /K
Ffi L 4k ( combining the strengths of inverse — variance
weighting and Egger regression in Mendelian randomiza-
tion using a mixture of regressions model, MR-mixIE)
Jrktel R T IVW il Egger [A1UH 75 ¥4 B0 5, 12
TR O A TR R AN AR, 3 4h, 2020 4
Zhao S54RSS IE 1Y 58 B8 1T 43 7 5 (robust adjus-
ting profile score, RAPS) """ | {Ri% Z 5Pk R ML K
T ITERAWIES A6, HIBEHLSON 73 A0 M AFE 2
G QERIDET Al e U &2 S TR Y Ve /TR @I !
A, W70 2R R R, M2k T
BAS A RMNIIECH Z 1 IR 501 ), RAPS 528 7]
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REAZA IR . Xu Z57E 2021 AE4 H Al DRAF OG22 240 PE
RS ZR0MERY R B FLAE ( MR approach accounting
for correlated and idiosyncratic pleiotropy, MRCIP) J5
VS BB RE S T T MR B, 5 TSR O 2R
fE AT, MRCIP J 58 1 HEAB (R B A InSIDE B
B, [R5 2 R MRS S 2 300, SORH 5 22 301k
$8%4 ( correlated pleiotropy index, CPI) 3 ffif g Z 50 P
AOFRRE | FH B HILALOR A5 AL XS 22 30k AT — T IE A4 A
AL, 4 R A ) B IR AR R 22 X T R AR B INAL, 4448
/NBIALE S PO 25 BA SR B R IR 2 85 i T R 4
TR TER8 T RS B (RS2, ST AL SR oRI 807
2, MRPEH ) PRW-EM 815 BEA EM (expectation
—maximization ) 5. " XA E 47 46 S Y BB 1%
R, AW R T BT RS, A )
SRR B AL A T e A R A THE . 2SR
PIREI , IE T 15 Egger W0 —KE F R Bi1%
KA —BO7 8], B ERT7 B ARG A OS5 (7 15 P
TERIERE, 2019 4F Rees S5 4 H Fa g 1] 9 (1% o 77K B
B4k ( MR approach using robust regression, MR —Ro-
bust) JiE FHBEHLAON 53 0 2 R0, X7 AE
ZRMER T RS R EEAL, 255 T X 2200 d RO FEAL
ABBR, R 2 FH R S AL AR B EEONS PR SR A (RS A
i, AR IVW Byf/h ek mAIRRE T2 H] key
PR R AR AE MM AR TPV S5 AT, b MM
S BE T X8 52 s ARG 1T, tukey 451K pR B S
BT B R E ARG T

3. 5T DU HE SR A B 22 RV ) 7 1%

Cheng S57E 2020 4 $ik H fifk e 34 S0 AN - 465 R [1]
ZRMERY F /R BEHL 1L ( MR approach accounting for
linkage disequilibrium and horizontal pleiotropy, MR -
LDP) J5i&7 | [l % 8T LD Rk il 280t il
BN T 22 0 BORIH B 10) Z2 80 RS2, 2 2 AR
S S H AR AR B E & LD, LI GWAS
Gt MR TS RURIT 897 53 DL 3
WEA I AL (PX-VBEM) 45 H SR AR THE, T H
FMEUESE T R (ELBO) A2 SR LuAR 56, LAPPAL Al T
FORM ST &P RAPS fl MR-LDP #§ R ER I
IR 22 B (NOME ), HAB 7 H A I i3 22 02 22
W ANTT 8, TRV AR 2 2 0 B2 e R A S SR A I PR 2R
ROV 5 B BB A Zhao SEHE M 1) DL it H AN o 1
/RBEDLAL ( Bayesian weighted MR, BWMR) J5 %% |
a9 Egger [ b T HAR B HLA AR R4 1m) 228501
iR, T DA S RS R 22 A8 T AR [ A
TERYIE 00 T 15 3 — Bory KR A5 3. Gkatzionis 55 7E
2021 AEFE T R 1 i BRIl S Ge i i A A A A
1 5 75 /K B HL 4k (joint analysis of marginal summary

statistics for Mendelian randomization, JAM - MR ) '*
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T3k, FET VUHTHESS , 32— Rk i 2 R BE LA
AR VRPN, 0k R BOR ST 2300 RL
IO7 A g5 A 7 S, RO EAT T) 5 DR RGO Al 1 19 38 72
FAE, I PR B AT RN AL I, MOOT ik
183t 27 T ARECE AR ok 75 R AL 78 S R OCHE . BR b
WRPISN, A Thompson'? &5t Xf £ % vk A7 1T 4
B, I DR S Bk S il 1, R T2
R R AT 2 P 5 Bucur 2548 H Y DL -7 o 78R
FtiflL{k (a Bayesian Mendelian randomization approach,
BAYESMR) /7117 Sy H AR PR AG THR AL 50534 5
Li'7 LA T 48043 )2 DUk ALk Al 1 MR F 58 1
AT DRI RSB0, e 5 G i e A 2P 6 A Ak B 22 AP RN
Schmidt %5 #& 1 Egger 7] )4 1% D1 i 1 52 2 ( Bayesian
implementation of the MR-Egger estimator, BMRE) J7
RPN A E R 5 A 55 5 B ST 5 R 1 i R 2R
it REds

TESEBR R, I S5 4 O T B AR 5 B o L
il B A T IE | R AR S D R R SRR I AR 2
FHTS%, WXt 2880k TR AR i L BR e REA AL 31
477 FUE 5 s T HAE S /D I MR-LDP | JAM -
MR 577 ¥ E AN 122 AR 4 5 AP TR 5+
L3 T AR B Al ] MRCIP ik, %8 T HAR &
] BN F- I a) J MR-LDP | GSMR 45771k, 775
55 THASREI AT ] BWMR Jridi, i1 T LR i3k
AEFRASAR G 2280 P I Y J5 v, A ICHE S s 1oy JH o i
A R 5 A U o A

RIFEXSHEFENTTE

TN AL A A7 # Ak 11 ( weighted median  estimator,
WME) 735, ¥ Bra T HAS & 1 o) ik (6 7% 8
MR EBVIMERHE, FIF delta J5 343 H 58 54 T HAR
S LA T ARG | XN A E A A R AR 22
95 0 A pRER T EL AR XA 2 A5 Y BT R HA G A
IE M, BOZZ5 53 A RO 1 LB Sy R SR A%00 Al
THE, Y BB 50% R IR T A 2009 i85 48 =
B, 38T WME 5123045 BR300 At (B 2 F0 S8 R AL
N 6 ) —ErEAL T,

T A B P (mode - based estimate,
MBE) ", B 5% A Z AR E MR (zero modal
pleiotropy assumption, ZEMPA ), R ffi fay 5516, (1) Ak %
SRR AAT A5 ) — B RSO A A Ok
B A T BLAR B0 LU G T ) 3 - B A% 2% 2 PR R
HYAREAE R e 2 RSO AL T, 25 S Al T4 2
XFF25 R, R T HAR & e A THE 0 T
ZEVEAE AR I A I A% % B R SR
T BN A RS R 5 A58 S ) L Ak H{EAR DT
BC, I 5 R 0 A 09 46 0 e 25 (TR B X

- 631 -

6], XAMEBEA LT WME J5 3 Hod 2 800 20 T 2 A8
R SN TE .

Burgess S5 2018 4F4 ) 17 5 BT Ak i B A - 4
( heterogeneity — penalized model - averaging, HP-
MA) 5k R R R 3 F AR ik, O R IR
# T plurality RABE K DR SRR A ) 3 B pR Bk
AR SIIESTINBOR & o3 A, AR A% 28 S Y BT A
2'=T-1 DT (T st Al 8 S K0 THE R AG T
IR AR BIR G IR/ A A 3 AL SR 7 FE (IE RS
I SEORYE IVW AT R AR 2 ) | X5 B
AR PRERAG T Y3845 78 S5 1) S 4 B A, BBUInAY
TRA 0 USRI 20 A T, vk
TEATR BB S n A 4R, FERHC B 2R E
N

TRA TEZ 70 A 1Y o /R BEHL AL (MR contamina-
tion mixture, MR—Conmix ) 7733 . R B A5 /MRy
B R AR T A & 7E plurality 5% T 45—
BRI ARG LA E RERAE 0 LT, DL
BHEAR S5 0 M3 AR BRI T RS AR,
M A R TR RZ TR T HAS R, Ik
1B AT RO JCRL T HAS & o A iR N IEZS 70 A1, O T i
RICRZHEGE 2 R S50 [ 48 B8 AR
AR | SR FHHE B AR R RO ¥ AT A AT B 1
T T RARHARCT 0 MR —SE 0 ISR R AL,
TEA[RI RS- AN 6 FA 28 T BAR 5 A1 Joa T BAS AN
[FIBCE T, A ERAR pR AR ALY 0 RIS A A
RAG T E, B RLAR ek B 7 F X R, AN
bootstrapping BH ZEUG T IEASYE, AR BT X FK
SR A, T DA T A DX R AT BB AEAE
XUEEAF DL, $e7s AR RLERAILG B AETE . T 2 A Ry
STAR BB, 2 BB R/, MO T AR
A RORTCR TR, XS AR 1) o R T R AR B 1Y
T 2@ WU, o 235 T BB A R r W, an 2R
@ RREK/IN, AR S5 AN K AT g B A o T AR
i,

YETE K R 78 B (latent causal variable, LCV) &
RIS R A MR I 30 B R RN R A
PO Mr%E ( mixed fourth moments ) ¥E#E SNP, 1 A &
BIH, % 7E GWAS T A SNP, £ % i fir
SNP ¥fFfE 28, LCV ik X 5 Y Z 18] 1y B AH
KNI — DAL B PR B T 1, AR
EHEERPRIRAG T, T2 25 TR AR50 0 PR SR A% 1 TR
HAtiit, JF H % 28 5 R ] ( genetic causality
proportion, GCP) LR KR, GCP KT 0.6 HE/R
— Al RERIRIROC R, 8T 0.6 RIAM X Z M, R
P52 SCHIR LD A5 50 [ Ak T A 38047 AH DG P FTBUE
RO AT Ak TR A DU B AR, 115 GCP 1Y &> 7T fig
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HAK IS 15 5 GCP AU RISR BB 72, F L
SRERBOR— A 5] iS50 70 A1, 1531 GCP 195 31
6. LCV T 25 2 8 A H i b A 50 Rk 2
AT R, JFHE M itfe R, 54k
AR AR, LCV A2 AR L IR A 52 m,
SRAFFE 1 B AR AR PR PR ) 5 e G () 38 4% 0
TS, LD 1343 He35 1CV Wl BELbis ] MR 247
—

LT RN R/ IR AR TEZS 73013 1) e PR BEBILAE 7 v
(MR approach based on normal — mixture models for
effect—size distribution, MR-Mix ) 75 7" . MR -Mix
75 2 MR~-Conmix J7¥EZEMBL, 17wk T HAZ &8 43
VU HUE R R G 1AL S | SR 2R B LS SR Y
AR5 FONEJRA R AR S | N B BRI ZE R AR TC R
Me A8 S, R SR RS A R B R g v, TR B
FEMOBE TRATAEWT B LR, i TR 20 A R 5 A
HRURT JEAANE Vol (B 228007 14 % 22 A T S AT fBLAK R
Borte, i T HAR R STk Y 5% 25 3 de R Rl
I ROV AG THE . MR-Mix J7 2% 5t 15728 57
LA RAEE, B T R IEf 2, 11
ity R R

FIC RO Ay 3 R R 8 7 5 R BE AL AL ( causal a-
nalysis using summary effect estimates, CAUSE) Jy
% CAUSE 1T A% HAHSE 2 A0 RN, A A8
RZRUNE R 5 A5 732 S 1 A9 L B g A 3% 708 S X A 6
GEIT R TTHR /N o 25 )Ry B EUNE J oh 2 o X 435 SRy 1Y)
KRN, AR RN AR ZBNE =2, M Z
RV oy =0, R SNP X 2 #2 [ B HASO
FE T U X 28 5 1 ] 323800 AR R R Z8ON o0 A, 45
MRZHERN (), HRZHAEZF L (q) . H
IEPREREON (0) Jei i, FIH GWAS LS Se T ik
PR R AT, B 3E R 28 7 A T )5 5673
A7, PR B0 S 50 %5 ) 25 577 (expected log point-
wise posterior density, AELPD) 4t i1 & K 56 K 5 %0 v
Je A B SR R TR e . 2R AELPD>0 45
R R (causal model ) B UG T (Al IS5
MO, q), RZEFRIHRA (sharing model) 4l
RIS H, CAUSE & B UK MR Z BN AE B/
T, AR R, A RSE T, H
Xf eI e RUR, JF HARM G,

LY AR ER FIAS 7 SE- 44 ( constrained maximum
likelihood and model averaging, cML-MA) J5 %!,
AT plurality valid I, A X3 AHIC SOAHE R 25K
P, B PANGERR A TCA T R AR RO r, RIS
25 A G 2228 e L 91 B BARTEA T AR 3, B
1% MR-Mix . CAUSE . MR-Conmix 28 iR HEHA
WEZRMSBIWESIRABEGHEATA T, R BT
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WS B NG . T EETE GWAS B 7 vh gk
T3 708 S Xof 5 i R85 Jmy O T PR 28000 T (3 R B E 28 43
A1) 25 B BURUAR 7 FE , Jl s fin A e T R AR 58K
K (2R EULIR T Rt KA, AT 29 PR R AL
SRAETT eMLEB(K) o 3 FARRSHEL K, FE4 H EIE Y
PERAGTERT, EfEth 7 —F 3T GWAS L6 1Y
DU 3 {5 EE I ( BIC) Sk e fefoc i e vh i e i K
FIARDR N R SO RIS, 1EA FRAE
AT, BIERIBREREA A E Pk, 2 BRI
B AR Mt K T TR E SR, DP it &
i KR THE T ST I 24 485 e Al THE, AR
BT BIC AU, A5 BIC IR L, eI
AR, BIC M 1 Tk T B AR 0k PR R AS T AN
STMR (RIS BRJC R T R AR /), SOk i T Eodhe
3 ( data perturbation, DP) fift A7 FEREA /N H G
THARTZ G, XTT DP AR AR B 2 4,
TSR

AEBL IR 2 0 T f8 /R BE AL 1L (a latent heritable
confounder MR, LHC-MR) J7 1. LHC J7 b &
THRE MR A9 AR | AR A0 55 AH OG220 L A
KZRE | B AR IE R RFIRIERS, o] LLgs R4
XF XY BIROBAR /N B R Ta) BRSSO RN, B AR
XX, Y, U R EREBON R BT B 55 5 (spike —and —
slab) 434 45 5 TR R WLEE B 1Y) GWAS
LRGSR RSSO A TR, e LRSS
AORFTE PR, I HA DR A BRI 722 48 07 W AR R
MBI G S0 A BB,y 1 et T SNP HYAH G
SEOS MG SNP S EETHEL, FHBR I LD 353
RIS 25 B SNP IRA | 75 2 A LR 5 2
I BE 50 ~100 AN il NS E0A 850E LN Y
Sl N iPAR CU=WPOE VP/NELRVewix pna s SRR L 0K S €1V}
SRR KA S B B A S8, D T A
], ZHAG T L AT 35— P S Xt A PR Y
SNP ZHERUFI LD Wb Aliit, B 2h— bt i
S HE E JE MRS — B AG T T 25, (H MR-
LHC J5 ¥ 18U PR DG ER B9 Rk e, P4 AN [ 1Y
SR BRI FG, DNIT 7 A A 42 R B
B, —BIERT, Hrh— SR ESH ARG E X
am H SR, (HRAATE D SEEERT & LY
LR, BTAYY ER%IE, e ERiE I RT
Al g 1% T IR — 4, DRoE RIS S8R Y
BRI B0 T LA 2 458 PRI 2R AR 35/ R IR AS (R A
RYNRAIIL ), BUE EFEFH Al MR J7 i 5 %
B Y RSOV AL THE.

FHAR 5 T HL AR B A DR AR S 1) 223501 Y o P/ B
HLAL (MR approach accounting for correlated horizontal

pleiotropy using correlated instrumental variants, MR -
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Corr®) Tyt . [R]I 25 & T AH O 280 M A B F- 1
VAR, (2% T 2 2% T A B 22 36 AH SC PR Y LDe-
tect PURPREA LR 20 R 4y L A, B SRAELH N AE G,
AR EARMSL , BRI T — M IESS B RS, A HE
RO o> AN EFIIESZ AP ER 73, IEAS B X SNP
X % i )RR 22 S5 PESBONE Y — T IE 2SS A B S 4L

1k, 57 E DI HTAHEZR T | FH spike —slab 45 Hi 1IE 38 %
S SCIRTE BR A D 280 sz, R AT B 75 AR 3

RAEFIE RIS B L AR R, 45t BEERAG TS 5
HI{H . MR-Corr® J5 A4y i AH 56 22 38080 K/ A
S BIRAGTT, T I T VR AR AN R 56 22 R0 A
MR G Z2 R0 TN AR DG Z2 38 Pk [m] B AR B G FH e
o
F3 R A AL m] 05 ) 5 75 R B AL Ak ( Welch —weigh-
ted Egger regression, WWER) J7 &' | 5| A T XA
MR AEAY | WA XoF g PR ORI 2% 1 35 1% 45 ) A8
SE RO NIRMIEZS 934, TR R AL 544 )
FT B RL, Sk R R AR T BB A 2 AL Y SNP
RUALE |, 5] A& IEALEE /) Egger [01 545 5 A Ak 11
(B, 1Sty , 7 vkl TP I B S T
5 —4 AT SNP Yk £ FIALEE A, T s AR R
{)H: Steiger fifiltering'*! | A 3£ T Welch #3564t 11
O RCE KN R G R DA G Y TR L AR S
XﬂLXﬁﬁﬁjﬂ"J*fT/ﬁW: S TSRO ey
REHREOR S, WEMAIL A%t &, I Bk
b KB AT REAAE RO N ) T B AR /| A I 2 i

AR T HAR R ICEEAG TR RO,
N5

o AR BEALAL 73 AT DLl 4 J5 RCT BlAILXT
ARiA 55 (randomized controlled trial, FEMLY PRI LS ) AF
SEPRAL T AL BN R, 10 R BRI I A )
M*ﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁ?%ﬁtﬂiﬂiﬂo AT FE IR T R 223 R
AUH B MR 5, X TR AFTE 2300 i as A% 28 = 6
BRECE A s, 24 A —/ N o3 3545 78 S A AN [+
P ERA T, T2 e BR el 2 KR FEAY, X
SIS B IR K AETE 28k iy st A% 8
SECE N L R S Z AR R E R, X
ITETTREA S — B R TT . X6 28kt
PRSI | ERATAY ik, Y A i 1F o B, AR Oy ik
A REEA B QRO 1 i AT 2, s 33
A ERAG T, BTLRL, FESEBR I A AN 2R A TR
JTRERE I, TSR EE X 45 R i PR RO 2 15
A GiitaE s AR AR IR

2 £ x #t
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