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ABSTRACT 

Schizophrenia spectrum disorders (SSDs) are characterized by substantial clinical and genetic 

heterogeneity. Multiple recurrent copy number variants (CNVs) increase risk for SSDs; however, how 

known risk CNVs and broader genome-wide CNVs influence clinical variability is unclear. The current 

study examined associations between borderline intellectual functioning or childhood-onset psychosis, 

known risk CNVs, and burden of deletions affecting genes in 18 previously validated 

neurodevelopmental gene-sets in 618 SSD individuals. CNV associations were assessed for replication 

in 235 SSD relatives and 583 controls, and 9,930 youth from the Adolescent Brain Cognitive 

Development (ABCD) Study. Known SSD- and neurodevelopmental disorder (NDD)-risk CNVs were 

associated with borderline intellectual functioning in SSD cases (odds ratios (OR) = 7.09 and 4.57, 

respectively); NDD-risk deletions were nominally associated with childhood-onset psychosis (OR = 

4.34). Furthermore, deletion of genes involved in regulating gene expression during fetal brain 

development was associated with borderline intellectual functioning across SSD cases and non-cases 

(OR = 2.58), with partial replication in the ABCD cohort. Exploratory analyses of cortical morphology 

showed associations between fetal gene regulatory gene deletions and altered gray matter volume and 

cortical thickness across cohorts. Results highlight contributions of known risk CNVs to phenotypic 

variability in SSD and the utility of a neurodevelopmental framework for identifying mechanisms that 

influence phenotypic variability in SSDs, as well as the broader population, with implications for 

personalized medicine approaches to care. 
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INTRODUCTION 

One of the greatest barriers to understanding the core biological processes that underlie 

schizophrenia spectrum disorders (SSD; i.e., schizophrenia and other psychotic disorders) and 

improving patient outcomes is the clinical and genetic heterogeneity of these disorders. For example, 

while psychosis onset is most common in late adolescence or early adulthood, a subset of patients 

experience psychosis as early as childhood1. There is also transdiagnostic heterogeneity in 

developmental course, with some patients manifesting depression, anxiety, and/or developmental 

disorders prior to psychosis onset2. Similarly, while cognitive functioning in SSD patients is, on average, 

1 to 2 standard deviations below healthy individuals3,4, some patients function in the above average 

range, while others function in the borderline or intellectual disability (ID) range. Importantly, early 

psychosis onset and poor cognitive function are associated with poor long-term outcomes, including 

higher rates of disability and a more chronic course of illness5–8. Understanding whether severe 

phenotypes in SSD are linked to distinct genetic risk profiles is a critical question with implications for 

personalized medicine approaches to care.  

One class of genetic variants that may contribute to severe phenotypes in SSD are rare copy 

number variants (CNVs), in which large stretches of DNA are deleted or duplicated. CNVs can occur 

across the genome; however, regions flanked by low-copy repeats (LCRs) are particularly vulnerable to 

misalignment of sister chromatids during meiosis and non-allelic homologous recombination, giving rise 

to recurrent CNVs9. A Psychiatric Genomics Consortium (PGC) study of 21,094 SSD cases and 20,227 

controls identified 8 recurrent CNV loci as significantly associated with SSD, with an additional 5 

showing suggestive association10. Although only a small portion of SSD cases carry these CNVs (e.g., 

1.4% of the PGC sample), they can increase risk substantially when present. Notably, multiple SSD-

associated CNVs also increase risk for broader neurodevelopmental disorders (NDD), including ID and 

autism spectrum disorder (ASD)11–15, indicating pleiotropic effects. Furthermore, SSD- and NDD-risk 

CNVs were recently associated with lower cognitive ability in the general population16–18. Few studies 

have investigated relationships between known risk CNVs and phenotypic variability within SSD 

cohorts; however, a recent study found that cognitive performance in patient carriers of known risk 
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CNVs was 0.5-1 SD below noncarriers19. NDD-risk CNVs were also associated with childhood-onset 

SSD in one prior study20; however, as childhood-onset psychosis is rare, this has yet to be replicated. 

Further studies are needed to clarify associations between known risk CNVs and severe phenotypes in 

SSD.  

Beyond established risk CNVs, broader genome-wide deletions may also contribute to severe 

phenotypes in SSD. In the Genome Aggregation Database (gnomAD) study of 14,891 individuals, rare 

CNVs were found to yield loss-of-function (LOF) effects on ~5.5 genes per genome, accounting for an 

estimated 25-29% of rare, protein-truncating events per person9. Weak associations have been found 

between global CNV burden scores, such as total number of deleted genes, and cognitive functioning 

and psychopathology in some community sample studies,21,22 but not others18,23–25. Importantly, refining 

global burden scores with genomic annotations may improve predictive power. For example, CNV 

scores weighted by the intolerance of affected genes to LOF were recently found to have stronger 

associations with cognitive functioning in general population samples26–28, as well as in a SSD cohort18, 

compared to non-weighted scores. However, it is unknown if other genomic annotations could further 

improve explanatory power of CNV scores.  

One potential strategy is to annotate CNVs by the neurodevelopmental pathway that affected 

genes participate in. In particular, we previously derived and validated a set of 18 mutually-exclusive 

neurodevelopmental gene-sets, spanning 17,216 genes, by applying weighted-gene co-expression 

network analysis to BrainSpan transcriptomic data from 1,061 human brain samples spanning 6 weeks 

post-conception to 30 years of age29. Identifying these neurodevelopment gene-sets leveraged the fact 

that genes are co-expressed in specific patterns to give cells their stable identity and drive different 

biological processes30. Gene expression patterns change most dynamically in the brain during early 

development to drive the progression from cell proliferation to neural differentiation, neuronal migration, 

synapse formation, and circuit refinement31. These neurodevelopmental gene-sets showed distinct 

developmental expression trajectories and cell-type enrichment patterns, and were useful for identifying 

convergent versus divergent neurodevelopmental processes associated with genetic risk for SSD 

versus ASD. Specifically, genetic risk variants for SSD were enriched for gene-sets involved in 
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modulating neuronal excitability and postnatal synaptic signaling and plasticity, as well as 

transcriptional regulation across development. ASD risk variants showed overlapping enrichment for 

these gene-sets but were additionally enriched for gene-sets involved in early neuronal differentiation 

and synaptogenesis, as well as in regulating the gene expression changes that drive these processes 

during fetal development. This indicates that damaging variants in genes involved in fetal 

neurodevelopment are key contributors to risk for early-onset NDDs. However, it is unknown whether 

damaging variants in these genes contribute to severe phenotypes in SSD patients.  

In the present study, we therefore investigated whether severe phenotypes in SSD (i.e., 

borderline intellectual functioning and childhood-onset SSD) were associated with known SSD- or 

NDD-associated risk CNVs, genome-wide deletion burden scores, or a novel set of scores capturing 

deletion burden in each of our 18, previously validated, neurodevelopmental gene-sets. Primary 

analyses focused on a within-SSD case, phenotypic variability design. However, analyses for borderline 

intellectual functioning were extended to non-cases to assess generalizability and replicability. 

Following associations between borderline intellectual functioning and fetal gene regulatory gene 

deletions across SSD cases and non-cases, we explored relationships between this gene-set and 

cortical morphology for subjects with available structural magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) data. 

Finally, we further assessed replicability of primary findings in the Adolescent Brain Cognitive 

Development (ABCD) Study® cohort of over 11,000 youth.  

 

METHODS 

SSD-Focused Cohort 

Data from 1,514 individuals, including 645 with a SSD, 253 relatives of individuals with SSDs, 

and 616 healthy controls, were harmonized from studies conducted at UCLA, Feinstein Institute for 

Medical Research, and across 9 sites of the North American Prodrome Longitudinal Study (NAPLS 2 & 

3). Genetic ancestry of participants was diverse, in line with the urban setting of most study sites (see 

Fig. S1). Recruitment foci of contributing studies included recent-onset, clinical high-risk, child- and 

adolescent-onset, and chronic SSD cohorts. Studies were included if the protocol included collection of 
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DNA samples from SSD patients (e.g., schizophrenia, schizoaffective disorder, schizophreniform 

disorder, psychotic disorder not otherwise specified, mood disorders with psychosis), structured clinical 

interviews for diagnosis, and standard cognitive measures. See Supplementary Methods for details. 

 

Clinical, Cognitive, and MRI Data 

 Presence of a SSD was determined using the Structured Clinical Interview for DSM (SCID)32 or 

the Kiddie Schedule for Affective Disorders and Schizophrenia (KSADS)33. Age of psychosis onset was 

defined via the psychosis module of the SCID or KSADS, or a question identifying age when full-blown 

psychotic symptoms lasted for >1 week. Childhood-onset SSD was defined as psychosis onset before 

age 13, in line with previous studies20. IQ estimates were derived from commonly used, standardized 

cognitive measures; borderline intellectual functioning was defined as an IQ estimate ≤ 85 (hereafter 

“borderline IQ”). SSD relative status was determined via the Family Interview for Genetic Studies 

(FIGS)34, or because a family member with a SSD had been directly assessed. Specific inclusion and 

exclusion criteria differed between studies, but SSD relatives and controls had no history of a psychotic 

disorder. Detailed ns by clinical and cognitive assessment measure are provided in Table S1. T1-

weighted MRI data were available for a subset of participants and processed using standard pipelines 

with Freesurfer version 7.1.1. Age- and sex-normalized cortical morphology metrics (i.e., centile scores) 

were derived using population reference models35 (herein referred to as “BrainCharts”; see 

Supplementary Methods for details). 

 

CNV Calling and Quality Control 

CNV calling followed standard pipelines10,28,36. Briefly, DNA was extracted from whole blood, 

saliva, or buccal samples, followed by genome-wide genotyping at 700,078 sites using the Illumina 

Global Screening Array in two batches. CNVs were called in autosomal chromosomes using 

PennCNV37 and QuantiSNP38 with GC-correction. CNV calls were iteratively merged if the gap between 

neighboring calls was <20% of the total length using the PennCNV clean_cnv.pl script. CNVs were 

retained if they had a minimum PennCNV confidence score and QuantiSNP Log Bayes Factor score of 
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10, were concordant in direction (i.e., deletion or duplication) with ≥50% overlap between PennCNV 

and QuantiSNP and at least one algorithm with a confidence score ≥15, and were a minimum of 10 

SNPs and 20 kilobases (kb) in length. CNVs overlapping ≥50% with centromeres, telomeres, or 

segmental duplications were excluded. Rare CNVs were defined as those with <50% overlap of any 

CNV found with a population maximum frequency ≥1% in gnomAD9. Samples with non-matching self-

reported versus genetically-imputed sex (n=6), identified as duplicates (n=11), <98% genotyping rate 

(n=26), or outliers (>3 SD from median) in Log R Ratio SD (LRR SD), absolute waviness factor, B Allele 

Frequency standard deviation (BAF SD), or total deletion or duplication length (n=30) were excluded. 

Batch 1 and batch 2 were genotyped in hg19 and hg38 coordinates, respectively. CNV processing and 

annotation were completed in the native reference space of each batch and data across batches was 

combined at the analysis variable level.  

 

CNV Annotations 

CNVs associated with SSD10, ASD (significant loci in SSC + AGP cohorts from 39, with >1 

affected patient per deletion vs. duplication direction), developmental disorders (DD; downloaded May 

2020 from https://www.deciphergenomics.org/40), or NDDs (significant CNVs from 12) were compiled 

and lifted over to hg38 as needed (see Extended Table 1). Disorder-associated CNVs were identified if 

a call overlapped ≥40% with one of these known loci with concordant direction, except for NRXN1 

deletions, which were called if any NRXN1 exon was overlapped by a deletion14,41.  

All CNVs passing quality control (QC) were annotated for overlap with exons for any protein-

coding gene in RefSeq42 (i.e., “NM_” prefix). Total number of genes with one or more exons spanned 

by deletions and number of genes with exons spanned by deletions for each of the 18 mutually-

exclusive BrainSpan neurodevelopmental gene-sets described above (see Supplementary Methods 

and Extended Table 2 for detailed summary) were summed to generate total and gene-set-specific 

deletion scores for each subject, respectively. Additionally, the “loss-of-function observed/expected 

upper bound fraction” (LOEUF) metric from gnomAD, describing the ratio of observed versus expected 

LOF variants in 141,456 humans per protein-coding gene, was converted to percentiles across genes, 
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ordered such that genes with higher percentiles had lower LOEUF scores (i.e., greater mutational 

constraint)43. For each subject, LOEUF percentiles were summed across all deletion-spanning genes to 

generate a total LOEUF score, capturing total deletion burden weighted by affected genes’ LOF-

intolerance. Exploratory analyses were also conducted for deletion LOEUF scores within each 

neurodevelopmental gene-set.  

 

Statistical Analyses 

Logistic mixed models were first conducted using the GENESIS package in R44 to compare 

rates of any rare deletion or duplication and known SSD- or broader NDD-risk (i.e., SSD-, ASD-, DD-, 

or NDD-associated) CNVs between SSD cases versus non-cases (i.e., controls and SSD relatives). 

Logistic mixed models were then conducted among SSD cases to examine associations 

between childhood-onset psychosis or borderline IQ and 3 types of CNV scores: 1) presence of known 

SSD- or broader NDD-risk CNVs; 2) number of genes deleted in each neurodevelopmental gene-set; 

and 3) two genome-wide CNV metrics previously associated with neurobehavioral phenotypes - total 

number of deleted genes21 and total LOEUF score28. To minimize model convergence failures and low-

confidence coefficient estimates, only neurodevelopmental gene-sets with ≥3 subjects with deletions 

affecting the gene-set were analyzed. A linear mixed model was also conducted to test differences in 

IQ estimates among childhood-onset versus later-onset SSD cases. Covariates for sex, 10 ancestry 

principal components (PCs), and a genetic relatedness matrix (GRM) were included in all models. Age 

at testing was included as a covariate for borderline IQ analyses. Ancestry PCs and the GRM were 

generated using PC-AiR45 and PC-Relate46 from the GENESIS package, respectively. FDR correction 

was applied across all genetic scores analyzed that achieved model convergence relative to each 

severe SSD-related trait. All analyses used two-sided tests for significance. 

Following initial associations between neurodevelopmental gene-sets and borderline IQ in SSD 

cases, parallel logistic mixed models were run: 1) excluding SSD cases with known SSD- or NDD-risk 

CNVs; 2) in non-cases only (i.e., SSD relatives and controls); and 3) across SSD, SSD relative, and 
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control subjects without known SSD- or NDD-risk CNVs. Analyses incorporating controls and SSD 

relatives included covariates for diagnostic group.  

 

Replication in ABCD Study 

 ABCD is a study of over 11,000 youth in the United States with diverse demographic 

characteristics and longitudinal clinical, cognitive, behavioral, and neuroimaging data. Overall cognitive 

functioning estimates were available via the National Institutes of Health (NIH) Cognitive Toolbox for 

11,471 subjects at baseline, when youth were ~9-10 years of age. Samples were genotyped using the 

Affymetrix Smokescreen array47. CNV calling and annotation followed the procedures described above 

for the primary SSD-focused cohort. Quality control (QC) procedures were similar with additional steps 

implemented to account for quality issues depending on genotyping plate (see Supplementary 

Methods). A schematic of the overall study analysis flow is shown in Figure 1.  

 

Figure 1. Schematic of flow of analyses in the primary schizophrenia spectrum disorder (SSD) cohort 

and replication assessment of key copy number variant (CNV) score associations in the Adolescent 

Brain Cognitive Development (ABCD) Study cohort.  
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RESULTS 

CNV Rates and Known Pathogenic CNVs in SSD Cases vs. Non-Cases 

Data from up to 618 SSD cases, 235 SSD relatives, and 583 controls were included in analyses 

following QC (Table 1). Rare, large deletions or duplications (>20 kb, population frequency <1%) were 

identified in 544 SSD (88.0%), 208 SSD relative (88.5%), and 498 control (85.4%) subjects. The odds 

of SSD case status based on presence of rare deletions was not significant (OR = 1.25, 95%CI 

[0.99,1.58], p = .061), but was significant for deletions spanning genes (OR = 1.39, 95%CI [1.09,1.78], 

p = .008). There was no significant association between rare duplications and SSD case status (OR = 

0.92, 95%CI [0.72,1.17], p = .49), including for duplications spanning genes (OR = 1.03, 95%CI 

[0.83,1.31], p = .74). 

 

Table 1. Demographic, clinical, and CNV burden characteristics across groups for included subjects   

 SSD Subjects SSD Relatives Controls 

N Subjects (% Female) 618 (30.1%) 235 (55.3%) 583 (50.6%) 

Self-Identified Race    

    White n (%) 280 (45.3%) 129 (54.9%) 338 (58.0%) 

    Black/African American n (%) 123 (19.9%) 17 (7.2%) 91 (26.9%) 

    Asian n (%) 60 (9.7%) 19 (3.1%) 73 (12.5%) 

    American Indian / Alaska Native /   

    Native Hawaiian n (%) 
16 (2.6%) 27 (11.5%) 17 (2.9%) 

    >1 n (%) 54 (8.7%) 30 (25.5%) 53 (9.1%) 

    Other/Unknown n (%) 85 (13.8%) 13 (2.1%) 12 (2.1%) 

Hispanic/Latino n Yes/No/Unknown (% Yes) 143/388/87 (23.1%) 77/145/13 (32.8%) 119/456/8 (20.4%) 

N with Rare Deletions (%)+ 402 (65.0%) 146 (62.1%)  350 (60.0%)  

N with Rare, Genic Deletions (%)  214 (34.6%)  64 (27.2%)  164 (28.1%)  

N with Rare Duplications (%)+ 411 (66.5%) 150 (63.8%) 388 (66.6%) 

N with Rare, Genic Duplications (%) 324 (52.4%) 107 (45.5%) 291 (49.9%) 

Mean IQ ± SD  
(Range, % Borderline IQ) 

99.1 ± 16.0  
(50-145, 20.0%) 

105.1 ± 16.9 
(55-145, 13.8%) 

110.9 ± 13.6  
(67-142, 4.5%) 

Mean Age of Cognitive Testing ± SD 23.82 (10.28) 35.90 (18.36) 24.56 (12.30) 

Mean Age Psychosis Onset ± SD  
(Range, % Child-Onset) 

19.93 ± 5.54  
(3-48, 6.4%) 

NA NA 

+Across groups, 597 subjects (41.6%) had both rare deletions and duplications meeting QC criteria, 186 subjects (13.0%) had neither rare deletions or duplications   
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Known SSD- and broader NDD-risk CNVs were identified in 9 (1.5%) and 16 (2.6%) SSD 

subjects, respectively, compared to 2 (0.2%) and 7 (0.9%) non-cases, respectively, revealing 

significantly increased rates among SSD cases for both SSD- (OR = 6.78, 95%CI [1.37,33.60], p = 

.019), and broad NDD-risk CNVs (OR = 3.89, 95%CI [1.49,10.12], p = .005; Fig. 2). Recurrent risk 

CNVs observed in multiple SSD subjects included NRXN1 deletions, 15q11.2 deletions, 16p12.1 

deletions, and 1q21.1 TAR deletions (see Extended Table 3).  

 

Figure 2. Odds ratio for SSD case status associated with known risk CNVs. **FDR q < 0.05, corrected 

for number of independent variables tested. Max OR confidence interval shown = 15. 

 

Child-Onset Psychosis and CNV Scores 

Among SSD cases, 39 had childhood-onset psychosis (6.3%), with a mean onset at 8.56 years 

(SD = 2.77). The mean IQ estimate for childhood-onset cases (mean = 94.8, SD = 16.3) was 

significantly lower than for later-onset cases (mean = 99.6, SD = 15.8), p = .025.  

SSD- and broader NDD-risk CNVs were found in 5.1% (2/39) and 7.7% (3/39) of childhood-

onset cases, respectively, versus 1.2% (7/569) and 2.3% (13/569) of later-onset cases, respectively. 

Although elevated in childhood-onset psychosis, these rates were not significantly different (OR = 3.75, 

95%CI [0.70,20.27], p = .124, FDR q = .703; OR = 2.98, 95%CI[0.75,11.89], p = .122, FDR q = .703, 

respectively; Fig. 3A). There were no significant associations between deletions in any 

neurodevelopmental gene-set and childhood-onset SSD, nor for global CNV scores, ps = ns (Fig. 3B). 

 

Figure 3. Odds ratio (OR) for childhood-onset psychosis in SSD subjects associated with (A) presence 

of known risk CNVs or (B) number of genes deleted per neurodevelopmental gene-set, total number of 

genes deleted, and total LOEUF score of deleted genes. Max OR confidence interval shown = 15; see 

Extended Table 4 for full statistics 
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.   

Borderline IQ and CNV Scores 

One hundred and twenty SSD subjects (20.0%) had an IQ estimate in the borderline IQ range or 

lower. Of these, 4.2% had a SSD-risk CNV and 5.8% had a NDD-risk CNV, compared to 0.8% and 

1.9% of cases without borderline IQ, respectively. These rates were significantly elevated for both SSD- 

(OR = 7.09, 95%CI[1.60,31.38], p = .01, FDR q = .033) and NDD-risk CNVs (OR = 4.57, 

95%CI[1.48,14.11], p = .008, FDR q = .033; Fig. 4A).  

Deletion burden in the M1 gene-set involved in regulating fetal gene expression during neuronal 

differentiation (OR = 2.27, 95%CI[1.34,3.84], p = .002, FDR q = .033), M6 gene-set involved in 

regulating protein lifecycle (OR = 6.53, 95%CI[1.39,30.66], p = .017, FDR q = .042), and M11 glia and 

immune signaling gene-set (OR = 1.82, 95%CI[1.21,2.75], p = .004, FDR q = .033) were also 

associated with borderline IQ, as was total number of deleted genes (OR = 1.11, 95%CI[1.04,1.48], p = 

A 

B 
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.009, FDR q = .033; Fig. 3B), and total LOEUF score (OR = 1.24, , 95%CI[1.04,1.48], p = .017, FDR q = 

.042).  

Importantly, SSD- and NDD-risk CNVs are generally large, multi-gene CNVs10,39,48, and often 

affect genes in the M1, M6, and M11 gene-sets, as well as LOF-intolerant genes (see Table S3). To 

determine whether the above associations exist beyond effects of known risk CNVs, we re-ran 

analyses excluding subjects with known risk CNVs. Among these subjects, only the M1 fetal gene 

regulatory gene-set remained associated with borderline IQ (OR = 2.59, 95%CI[1.25,5.34], p = .010, 

FDR q = .132; Fig 4C). Although this did not survive multiple-testing correction, the effect size was 

similar, suggesting this was due to reduced power rather than lower effect size. Consistent with this, 

extending analyses to non-SSD cases revealed a nominal association between M1 deletions and 

borderline IQ, with similar effect size (OR = 2.77, 95%CI[1.07,7.14], p = .035, FDR q = .301; Fig 4D). 

NDD-risk CNVs were also nominally associated with borderline IQ in non-cases (OR = 7.47, 

95%CI[1.00,55.81], p = .050, FDR q = .301; Extended Table 5). Maximizing statistical power for gene-

set analyses across SSD cases and non-cases without known risk CNVs revealed a significant 

association between M1 deletions and borderline IQ (OR = 2.58, 95%CI[1.44,4.62], p = .001, FDR q = 

.023; Fig 4E). Exploratory analyses for neurodevelopmental gene-sets weighted by LOEUF score 

showed a similar pattern of results (Fig. S2).  

 

Figure 4. (A) Odds ratio (OR) for borderline intellectual functioning in SSD subjects associated with 

known risk CNVs. OR for number of genes deleted per neurodevelopmental gene-set, total number of 

genes deleted, and total deletion LOEUF score for (B) all SSD subjects and (C) for SSD subjects, 

excluding those with known risk CNVs. OR for borderline intellectual functioning and number of genes 

deleted per neurodevelopmental gene-set, total number of genes deleted, and total LOEUF score of 

deleted genes in (D) non-SSD subjects, and (E) SSD subjects, SSD relatives, and controls, excluding 

subjects with known risk CNVs. *p < 0.05; ** FDR q < 0.05, corrected for number of CNV scores tested 

per analysis group. Max OR confidence interval shown = 15; see Extended Table 5 for full statistics.  
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Thus, beyond known risk CNVs, deletion of genes involved in regulating gene expression during 

fetal brain development increased likelihood of borderline IQ across SSD cases and non-cases. Indeed, 

among SSD subjects without a known risk CNV, 3.6% carried M1 gene-spanning deletions, 42.9% of 

whom were in the borderline IQ range compared to 18.5% of SSD subjects without M1 gene-spanning 

deletions. Similarly, across all subjects without known risk CNVs, 3.8% carried deletions affecting M1 

genes, 26.4% of whom had borderline IQ compared to 11.6% without an M1 gene-spanning deletion.  

 

Sensitivity Analyses 

Restricting analyses to 438 SSD subjects with more narrowly defined schizophrenia or 

schizophreniform diagnoses revealed a highly similar pattern of associations for borderline IQ and 

child-onset psychosis, indicating that this pattern exists across the psychosis spectrum (see 

Supplementary Results, Fig. S3-4).  

 

Exploratory Analyses of Known Risk Deletions vs. Duplications and CNVs of Uncertain 

Significance 

The small number of SSD subjects with known-risk CNVs limited power to look at individual loci 

or SSD-risk duplications as a class. However, exploratory analyses of SSD- or NDD-risk deletions and  

NDD-risk duplications, separately, showed a nominal association between NDD-risk deletions and 

childhood-onset psychosis (OR = 4.34, 95%CI[2.91,5.78], p = .045); SSD-risk deletions showed a 

similar effect size that was not significant (OR = 4.34, 95%CI[2.62,6.07], p = .095). Analyses for 

borderline IQ similarly suggested stronger effects for SSD- and NDD-risk deletions (OR = 10.28, 

95%CI[8.66,11.90], p = .005 and OR = 4.89, 95%CI[3.64,6.14], p = .013, respectively) compared to 

NDD-risk duplications (OR = 3.09, 95%CI[0.60,5.59], p = .37).  

Exploratory analyses of rare CNVs >500 kb (i.e., potential pathogenic variants of “uncertain 

significance”49) showed no significant associations with borderline IQ or childhood-onset psychosis in 

SSD. See Supplementary Results for details. 
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Exploratory Analyses of M1 Fetal Gene Regulatory Deletions and Structural MRI Deviation 

Reductions in cortical gray matter volume, surface area, and particularly cortical thickness, are 

well established in SSD50; however, SSD patients also show greater heterogeneity than controls across 

these measures51, which could reflect variability in genetic risk profiles. As an exploratory follow-up 

analysis, we therefore examined whether M1 deletions are associated with cortical alterations. 

Leveraging the recently developed BrainCharts tool, which generates centile scores accounting for sex 

and age-normative changes in neuroanatomic metrics across development35, we first assessed for 

differences in these metrics across groups, and then examined associations with M1 deletion burden. 

Approximately half the cohort had QC-passing T1 structural MRI data (SSD n = 288, SSD 

relative n = 101, Control n = 308). There were significant group differences across gray matter volume, 

F(2,692) = 12.87, p = .000003, cortical thickness, F(2,692) = 11.46, p = .00001, and surface area 

centiles, F(2,692) = 4.66, p = .01 (Fig. 4A-C), with SSD cases showing reduced centiles across metrics 

compared to controls (ps < .02). Relatives were intermediate, differing significantly from controls for 

gray matter volume centile (p = .007), but not cortical thickness (p = .60) or surface area centile (p = 

.10), nor from SSD subjects for any metric (ps > .055). 

Excluding subjects with known risk CNVs, which are associated with macrocephaly for some 

loci and microcephaly for others52, M1 deletions in SSD subjects were associated with significantly 

increased gray matter volume (b = 0.16, 95%CI[0.02,0.29], p = .028) and cortical thickness centile (b = 

0.15, 95%CI[0.002,0.30], p = .047); but not surface area centile (b = 0.08, 95%CI[-0.07,0.30], p = .30; 

Fig. 5D-F). Extending this analysis to all cases and non-cases without known risk CNVs showed a 

weaker but still significant association for gray matter volume (b = 0.09, 95%CI[0.003,0.17], p = .042), a 

similar association with cortical thickness centile (b = 0.14, 95%CI[0.05,0.24], p = .003), and no 

association for surface area centile (b = 0.01, 95%CI[-0.08,0.10], p = .87; Fig. 5G-I). M1 deletions 

weighted by LOEUF score were not associated with centiles in this half of the sample (ps = ns; Fig. 

S5).  
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Figure 5. Group differences in gray matter volume (A), cortical thickness (B), and surface area (C)  

centiles. Excluding subjects with known risk CNVs, relationship between M1 deletions and cortical 

centile scores for (D-F) SSD subjects and (G- I) across all subjects. To facilitate interpretability, 

relationships are plotted using raw centile and gene count values; reported effect sizes and p-values 

are from the mixed models. *p < 0.05.  
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Replication Analyses in ABCD 

 In ABCD, 9,930 youth had QC-passing CNV calls. Rates of rare, large deletions and 

duplications were lower CNV in ABCD compared to the SSD cohort (Table 2), which may reflect noisier 

Affymetrix Array data (Table S3). Rates of borderline IQ were significantly elevated among carriers of 

NDD-risk CNVs (OR = 1.82, 95%CI[1.20,2.74], p = .005, FDR q = .014) and were non-significantly 

elevated in carriers of SSD-risk CNVs (OR = 1.56, 95%CI[0.87,2.79], p = .14, FDR q = .14; Figure 6). 

Likelihood of borderline IQ was not significantly associated with M1 gene deletions when subjects with 

NDD-risk CNVs were included (OR = 1.23, 95%CI[0.98,1.51], p = .072, FDR q = .086); but was 

nominally associated when subjects with NDD-risk CNVs were excluded (OR = 1.33, 95%CI[1.00,1.76], 

p = .049, FDR q = .074, respectively). When M1 deletions were weighted by LOF intolerance, they were 

significantly associated with borderline IQ, both including (OR = 1.51, 95%CI[1.06,2.16], p = .023, FDR 

q = .046), or excluding subjects with NDD-risk CNVs (OR = 2.07, 95%CI[1.27,3.37], p = .003, FDR q = 

.014).   Effect sizes were attenuated overall in ABCD compared to the SSD-focused cohort. 

 

Table 2. Baseline demographic, clinical, and CNV burden characteristics for included ABCD subjects.   

ABCD Cohort After Quality Control 

N Subjects (% Female) 9930 (47.17%) 

Self-Identified Race  

    White n (%) 6494 (65.4%) 

    Black/African American n (%) 1653 (16.6%) 

    Asian n (%) 180 (1.8%) 

    American Indian / Alaska Native / Native Hawaiian n (%) 52 (0.5%) 

    >1 n (%) 1024 (10.3%) 

    Other/Unknown n (%) 527 (5.3%) 

Hispanic/Latino n (%) 1882 (19.0%) 

N with Included Deletions (%) 2834 (28.54%) 

N with Included Duplications (%) 3527 (35.52%) 

N with Included Genic Deletions (%) 1426 (14.36%) 

N with Included Genic Duplications (%) 2963 (29.84%) 

N with SSD / NDD Risk CNV Hits (% Subjects) 80 (0.81%) / 154 (1.55%) 

Mean NIH-TB Total Composite IQ ± SD (% Borderline IQ) 100.09 ± 17.87 (19.1%) 

Mean Age of NIH-TB Testing (SD) 9.92 (0.62) 
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Figure 6. Odds ratio (OR) for borderline intellectual functioning in ABCD study subjects associated with 

SSD-risk CNVs, broad NDD-risk CNVs, number of M1 genes deleted, and M1 LOEUF score, including 

or excluding subjects with known risk CNVs. **FDR q < .05, corrected for number of CNV scores tested. 

 

In the 9,374 youth with QC-passing MRI data, excluding subjects with NDD-risk CNVs, number 

of deleted M1 genes was not associated with centile scores in a consistent direction, ps = ns (Fig. 7A-

C), but was associated with deviance in surface area centile (i.e., both larger and smaller surface area; 

b = .02, 95%CI[0.001,0.03], p = .041, Fig. 7F). Furthermore, M1 deletions weighted by LOF intolerance 

were associated with lower gray matter volume (b = -0.06, 95%CI[-0.11,-0.003], p = .038; Fig. 7D) and 

surface area centiles (b = -0.06, 95%CI[-0.11,-0.006], p = .029; Fig. 7F), as well as with deviance in 

cortical thickness centile (b = .04, 95%CI[0.01,0.07], p = .005, Fig. 7K). Thus, in late childhood-aged 

participants, M1 deletions weighted by LOF intolerance were associated smaller age-normalized gray 

matter volume and surface area and with increased deviation from age-normalized thickness in either 

direction (i.e., relatively less or greater cortical thickness).   

 

Figure 7. Associations between M1 deletion gene count and (A) gray matter volume, (B) cortical 

thickness, or (C) surface area centile or deviance in these centile scores (D-F) in ABCD study subjects. 

Parallel associations between M1 LOEUF score and (G) gray matter volume, (H) cortical thickness, or 

(I) surface area centile or deviance in these centile scores (J-L). Relationships are plotted using raw 

centile and M1 scores; reported effect sizes and p-values are from the mixed models. *p < 0.05. 
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DISCUSSION 

Here, we investigated relationships between severe SSD-relevant phenotypes and CNV burden 

scores in two cohorts and found, for the first time, that the deletion of fetal gene regulatory genes that 

drive early brain development was associated with severe phenotypes in both SSD individuals and the 

broader population. Thus, known SSD- and NDD-risk CNVs were strongly associated with impaired 

cognitive functioning in individuals with SSDs, while NDD-risk deletions were nominally associated with 

childhood-onset psychosis. However, beyond the effects of known risk CNVs, deletions impacting 

genes that regulate the gene expression changes that orchestrate early neuronal differentiation and 

development also increased risk for impaired cognitive functioning and were also associated with 

altered cortical morphology. These effects were observed across SSD patients, relatives, and controls, 

and in the community-based ABCD youth cohort. These results demonstrate the utility of a 

neurodevelopmental framework for identifying biological processes that shape phenotypic variability 

across the diagnostic spectrum and suggest that disruptions to early neuronal development, in 

particular, contribute to severe SSD-relevant phenotypes. 

Established risk CNVs for SSD and broader NDDs are often large, affect regions of the genome 

with high genic content, and frequently span genes that are intolerant to LOF. Our observation that 

1.5% and 2.6% of SSD patients carried a CNV previously associated with SSD or NDDs more broadly, 

respectively, is in line with prior estimates10,19. We also observed non-significantly elevated rates of 

SSD- and NDD-risk CNVs in patients with childhood-onset psychosis, and a nominal association 

between childhood-onset psychosis and NDD-risk deletions. This suggests that known NDD-risk 

deletions, in particular, may increase likelihood of this rare and severe clinical presentation; however, 

this requires replication. To our knowledge, no other studies have reported the rate of SSD-risk CNVs 

in childhood-onset patients and only one prior study reported rates of broader NDD-associated CNVs in 

childhood-onset patients20. In this prior study, NDD-risk deletions and duplications were analyzed 

together and found in 11.4% of 126 individuals with childhood-onset schizophrenia. The slightly lower 

rate of 7.7% of childhood-onset psychosis subjects with a NDD-risk CNV in the current study compared 
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to 20 may reflect differences in patient characteristics, ascertainment strategy, genotyping platform 

and/or statistical noise.  

Our finding that known SSD- and broader NDD-risk CNVs were associated with 7- and 4.5-fold 

increased risk for borderline IQ, respectively, in SSD cases is consistent with pleiotropic associations of 

many of these CNVs with ID and DD13. Similar but attenuated associations between NDD-risk CNVs 

and borderline IQ were also found among non-cases and in the ABCD study, consistent with other 

community samples16,22. Our results add to a growing literature that cognitive impairment is elevated 

among individuals with SSD- and NDD-risk CNVs18,19. As genetic diagnoses can facilitate access to 

specialized services53 and poor cognitive function is associated with a more chronic course of illness in 

SSD, this suggests that genetic testing for CNVs could be useful when a patient with a SSD presents 

with poor cognitive functioning. However, as only 5.8% of patients with borderline IQ had a known risk 

CNV, this highlights the importance of considering other potential contributing factors, which may 

include common variants (i.e., polygenic contribution) and other damaging variants. 

Indeed, beyond known risk CNVs, our novel neurodevelopmental pathway annotation of 

genome-wide CNV scores revealed that deletions affecting M1 fetal gene regulatory genes were 

associated with borderline IQ and altered cortical morphology in SSD cases, as well as in non-cases. 

Notably, this neurodevelopmental gene-set was previously found to be strongly enriched for genetic 

variants associated with ASD29. Genes in this module are enriched for fetal-specific expression and hub 

genes include the histone demethylase enzyme, KDM5B, and the transcription factors, SOX11 and 

SOX4, which are known to critically regulate neurogenesis, neuronal differentiation, and dendritic 

morphogenesis54–56. Deleted M1 genes in SSD patients with borderline IQ outside known risk loci 

included SEMA3C, MACROD2, CDKAL1, and ZNF568. SEMA3C encodes a glycoprotein that is 

secreted as an axonal guidance cue for developing neurons and facilitates nervous-system patterning 

during embryonic development57,58. MACROD2 encodes a deacetylase involved in DNA repair and 

chromatin structure that is expressed predominantly during fetal brain development59, and is a 

candidate ASD-risk gene60, although it has yet to be associated with ASD in large-scale genome-wide 

studies. ZNF568 is a transcription factor essential for maintaining the neural stem cell pool during fetal 
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development and is associated with brain size in mice and humans61–63. CDKAL1 encodes a transfer 

RNA modifying enzyme that has been shown to be important for accurate protein translation, and has 

ubiquitous tissue expression, including in brain64,65. Common variants spanning CDKAL1 are robustly 

associated with Type 2 Diabetes64. Follow-up studies are needed to clarify the role of these genes in 

cognitive functioning and cortical morphology. Nevertheless, these findings suggest that deletions of 

genes involved in regulating the gene expression changes that shape early neurogenesis and synapse 

formation can disrupt cortical development and cognitive functioning in individuals with SSDs, as well 

as the broader population.  

Interestingly, associations between poor cognitive functioning, M1 deletions, and known risk 

CNVs were attenuated in the youth ABCD cohort compared to the SSD-focused cohort. While the 

direction of associations remained the same, only NDD-risk CNVs and M1 deletions weighted by LOF-

intolerance were significantly associated with borderline intellectual functioning in ABCD. Interestingly, 

M1 deletions weighted by LOF-intolerance were associated with smaller gray matter volume and 

surface area in ABCD, and both increases and decreases in age-normalized cortical thickness. This is 

consistent with a recent finding that high LOEUF-based CNV scores were associated with extreme 

neuroanatomic centiles, in either direction, in the Philadelphia Neurodevelopmental Cohort and effects 

of known pathogenic CNVs on cortical thickness in both directions26. The stronger association between 

poor cognitive function and M1 deletions in ABCD when LOF-intolerance information was incorporated 

is consistent with prior studies weighting genome-wide deletion scores by LOF-intolerance in other 

general population cohorts26–28. Attenuated associations for known risk CNVs and M1 deletions in 

ABCD may reflect lower quality CNV calls and/or lower heritability of cognitive functioning in childhood 

(h2 = ~0.4) compared to adulthood (h2 = ~0.80)66–68. Indeed, cognitive abilities increase substantially 

between childhood and adulthood, as neural circuits undergo postnatal refinement69,70, such that the full 

phenotypic effects of risk CNVs and M1 deletions may not be evident until later in development. 

Differences in cognitive assessment battery (i.e., NIH-TB) and/or the specific genes affected by 

deletions in ABCD compared to the SSD-focused cohort may have also contributed to attenuated 

effects in ABCD.  
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Several limitations to the present study should be noted. First, many SSD patients were 

recruited through studies focused on early-onset SSD and/or on identifying risk factors associated with 

future development of psychosis. Psychotic diagnoses included in the primary SSD-cohort were 

therefore broad, which could result in noisier effect size estimates for associations between phenotypes 

and CNV scores. However, including broader diagnoses offers opportunities to understand 

relationships between genetic and clinical variability across SSD diagnoses. Indeed, analyses in 

subjects with narrowly-defined schizophrenia or schizophreniform diagnoses showed highly similar 

CNV-phenotype association patterns, suggesting that the observed associations exist across the 

psychosis spectrum. Second, relatives and controls in the SSD-focused cohort were often recruited to 

be demographically similar to clinical high-risk or early-onset SSD subjects, such that they were 

assessed prior to passing through the primary risk period for developing a SSD. Some non-cases with 

known risk CNVs could therefore still develop a SSD in the future; however, this would mean that our 

effect size estimates for known risk CNVs versus SSD case status are conservative. Third, cognitive, 

clinical, and MRI data acquisition methods differed between contributing studies in the SSD-focused 

cohort. Post-hoc harmonization was necessary to achieve a sufficiently powered sample for within-case 

genotype-phenotype analyses but may have contributed noise to our models. Nevertheless, we were 

able to replicate associations between key CNV scores and cognitive and cortical metrics across non-

cases, as well as in the youth-based ABCD cohort, providing independent support across studies and 

assessment methods. Finally, we had limited power to detect associations between clinical variability 

and deletion burden in small neurodevelopmental gene-sets. Relatedly, while the neurodevelopmental 

gene-sets used to annotate deletions were previously validated for shared biological function using 

independent datasets (e.g., gene ontology, known protein-protein interactions, and transcriptional co-

regulation) and offer an important opportunity to examine relationships between severe phenotypes and 

deletion burden in a set of mutually exclusive, genome-wide gene-sets, in reality, many genes are 

involved in multiple biological functions. It is possible that parsing CNV scores by gene-sets derived 

through other methods could reveal stronger associations between CNV scores and severe 

phenotypes. Analyses in larger datasets that can accommodate higher multiple testing correction and 
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are better powered for testing associations in small gene-sets will be necessary to identify the optimal 

biological parcellation of CNV risk scores for patient stratification. 

In summary, known NDD-risk CNVs were associated with poor cognitive function among 

individuals with SSDs in the current study, as well as in non-SSD individuals. Deletion of genes 

involved in regulating gene expression changes necessary for early neuron development and 

differentiation were also shown, for the first time, to be associated with poor cognitive function, as well 

as altered cortical morphology. The implication of a fetal development-specific etiologic process in poor 

cognitive function for a subset of SSD individuals may help explain why traditional treatment strategies 

involving antipsychotic and/or psychotherapy initiation after illness onset (i.e., usually in late 

adolescence or adulthood) have poorer efficacy among patients with poor cognitive function71,72. This 

suggests that the development of alternate interventions that can be administered earlier in 

development may be necessary to optimize therapeutic effects for some patients. Notably, CNV score 

associations were found in two diverse ancestry cohorts, highlighting the potential advantage of 

investigating functionally-defined variants for identifying generalizable genotype-phenotype 

relationships, relative to studying variants defined based on population frequency (i.e., single nucleotide 

polymorphisms (SNPs)). Overall, our findings demonstrate the utility of a neurodevelopmental lens for 

understanding how damaging variants contribute to phenotypic variability in SSD and the broader 

population, and offers a promising direction for nominating specific genes that may contribute to severe 

phenotypes in SSD for future investigation.      
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