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Key Points

Questions: Is tumor RNA expression information useful for the clinical care of children with
difficult-to-treat or rare cancers? How does choice of comparator cohort impact RNA expression
results?

Findings: In this cohort of 33 pediatric patients, Comparative Analysis of RNA Expression
provided useful clinical information for all patients; three of five patients who received treatment
derived clinical benefit. We demonstrate the impact of comparator cohort composition on RNA
outlier analysis.

Meaning: Tumor RNA expression information reveals useful information for the clinical care of
pediatric cancer patients. Choice of comparator cohort size and composition impacts gene
expression outlier detection.
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Abstract

Importance: Genomic analyses solely focused on detecting mutations do not benefit most
pediatric cancer patients. Alternate genomic approaches are needed to identify additional
treatment biomarkers and therapeutic targets.

Objective: To evaluate the performance of our Comparative Analysis of RNA Expression
(CARE) pipeline in nominating druggable targets in pediatric patients with difficult-to-treat or rare
cancers.

Design, Setting, and Participants: Our cohort study, the Comparative Analysis of RNA
Expression to Improve Pediatric and Young Adult Cancer Treatment (CARE IMPACT), was
conducted collaboratively by the UC Santa Cruz Treehouse Childhood Cancer Initiative and
Stanford University School of Medicine. From June 4, 2018, to September 24, 2020, UCSC
Treehouse obtained and processed RNA sequencing (RNA-Seq) data for 35 tumor samples
from 33 children and young adults with a relapsed, refractory or rare cancer. Each tumor RNA-
Seq dataset underwent CARE analysis to reveal activated cancer driver pathways and nominate
treatment options. We compare the CARE pipeline to other gene expression outlier detection
approaches and discuss challenges and opportunities for the clinical implementation of RNA-
Seq-based gene expression outlier detection for pediatric cancer patients.

Exposures: Patients underwent tumor RNA-Seq analysis and standard-of-care tumor DNA
profiling. UCSC Treehouse compared each patient’'s tumor RNA-Seq profile with over 11,000
uniformly analyzed tumor profiles from public data repositories. These comparisons reveal
candidate cancer genes and pathways that represent potential therapeutic targets.

Main Outcome(s) and Measure(s): Proportion of patients for whom CARE provided useful
clinical and biological information for patient care. Impact of comparator cohort choice on outlier
findings.

Results: Of our 33 patients, 31 (94%) had CARE IMPACT findings of potential clinical
significance. These findings were implemented in 5 patients, 3 of which had defined clinical
benefit. We demonstrated that composition of comparator cohorts determines which outliers are
detected and that large and diverse cohorts containing data from tumors similar to the patients
produce the most clinically relevant outlier results.

Conclusions and Relevance: Comparative RNA-Seq analysis may identify additional cancer
driver pathways and druggable targets in patients with rare or difficult-to-treat pediatric cancers
relative to standard-of-care DNA profiling. This study highlights the clinical utility of CARE for
pediatric tumors and underscores the need for further evaluation of this approach to improve
patient outcomes.
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Introduction

Although overall clinical outcomes for pediatric cancer patients have improved over the past few
decades, patients with recurrent/refractory or rare tumors still fare poorly." DNA-mutation-guided
therapies have improved outcomes for some pediatric cancers.> However, mutation analysis
alone is often insufficient to identify therapeutic targets in most pediatric cancers because of the
low incidence of clinically actionable mutations.®* This emphasizes the need for alternate
genomic approaches to identify additional treatment biomarkers and therapeutic targets.

Several studies have demonstrated the utility of RNA sequencing (RNA-Seq) combined with
DNA mutation analysis for pediatric cancer patients, primarily to identify clinically actionable
variants® or fusion transcripts.>’~*® Studies in adult cancers™* have begun to look at abnormal
gene expression to identify overexpressed pathways and targets for treatment. However, this
approach is underexplored in pediatric cancers because the interpretation of gene expression
results requires either matched normal tissues or comparator cohorts, which are harder to
obtain for pediatric tumors.™ Additionally, interpretation and integration of genomic data into
clinical care, requires a close partnership of multiple professionals, which can be challenging
due to funding constraints, regulatory barriers and limited interoperability of medical systems.

Several multi-tumor-type pediatric cancer precision medicine studies®®™® have utilized RNA-
Seg-derived gene expression to identify druggable genes and pathways that are highly
expressed in patient tumor samples (termed gene expression outliers). However, they utilized
inconsistent methods to identify such outliers, leading to difficulties in comparing across studies.
The main inconsistency in identifying gene expression outliers is the choice of comparator
cohort to assess abnormal gene expression in a patient's tumor sample. For instance, Zero
Childhood Cancer'’ and INFORM® utilized all other patients in the study as comparator cohorts
to define gene expression outliers, while the Personalized Onco-Genomics (POG)*® Program
utilized The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) tumor and normal datasets.*®

We previously described Comparative Analysis of RNA Expression (CARE), a comparative
RNA-Seq approach for identifying overexpressed genes and pathways in pediatric tumors.?°
This approach relies on large shared genomic datasets consistently processed for combined
analysis. Unlike most other implementations of outlier detection, CARE compares expression in
the focus sample to multiple cancer cohorts. In case studies, we have demonstrated the clinical
utility of the CARE approach for both identifying treatments®+?* and for refining diagnoses of
rare tumors.?® Here, we evaluate our approach in a cohort of 33 pediatric, adolescent, and
young adult patients (age at diagnosis < 30 years) with recurrent/refractory or rare cancer
treated at a single institution (Appendix Table Al). We demonstrate that comparative RNA-Seq
analysis was informative for most study participants, including three of the five patients who
received the identified therapy and derived clinical benefit. We explore the impact of comparator
cohort composition on gene expression outlier analysis and highlight the importance of both
comparator cohort size and composition. This study underscores the added value of gene
expression profiling in pediatric oncology and highlights their unique challenges.

Methods

Study design and patients

The Comparative Analysis of RNA Expression to Improve Pediatric and Young Adult Cancer
Treatment (CARE IMPACT) study (Figure 1A) was conducted collaboratively by the UC Santa
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Cruz (UCSC) Treehouse Childhood Cancer Initiative and Stanford University School of
Medicine. Patients under 30 years of age with a known or suspected recurrent/refractory solid
tumor or relapsed leukemia undergoing tumor sampling as part of their standard care were
eligible. Patients with a newly diagnosed high-risk cancer for which there was no established
standard of care were also included.

Prior to any study procedures, informed consent (from patients over 18 years of age or the
patient’s legal guardian for those under 18 years of age) and assent (from patients 7 to 18 years
of age) were obtained according to institutional guidelines. Before initiation, this study was
approved by both the Stanford and UCSC Institutional Review Boards. UCSC Treehouse
researchers never received direct patient identifiers during the duration of this study. Instead,
de-identified clinical data was sent to UCSC investigators and secondary Treehouse identifiers
(TH34_XXXX_S0X) were generated that could not be linked to direct patient identifiers. De-
identified clinical data retrieved from each patient’'s medical record included age, sex, race,
ethnicity, cancer diagnosis, disease features, and treatment history.

Each patient’s tumor underwent standard-of-care DNA mutation analysis and CARE analysis
(Supplemental Methods, Figure 1B).

Clinical genomics tumor board meetings

CARE IMPACT findings were discussed in interdisciplinary, interinstitutional clinical genomics
tumor board meetings where the treating oncologist presented the patient's medical history,
goals of care, and therapies being considered. Discussion focused on the strength of the
analytical findings, the clinical evidence available to support the use of each identified treatment,
and how to prioritize each option in the context of other available treatment options
(Supplementary Methods). All findings were divided into “Accepted” and “Declined” based on
how clinically useful the clinical team perceived them to be (Supplemental Methods). For
patients who received a treatment nominated by the CARE IMPACT analysis, therapeutic
benefit was defined as stable or decreasing evidence of disease >6 weeks after initiation of the
treatment based on the treating oncologist’'s assessment of relevant clinical, pathologic, and
imaging studies. Patients with therapeutic benefit were followed for disease and survival
outcomes.

Assessment of comparator cohort impact on outlier detection

To determine whether the choice of comparator cohort influenced the outlier analysis in a
clinically meaningful way and to compare gene expression outlier approaches used in other
precision medicine studies incorporating RNA-Seq,**® we assessed the results of outlier
detection with four different pre-defined comparison cohorts: the full compendium (equivalent to
CARE pan-cancer analysis, n=12,747), all TCGA datasets (n=9806), data from pediatric
patients (age at diagnosis < 30 years, n=2814), and data from all cases from a single institution
cohort (Stanford, n=110). Of the 12,747 RNA-Seq datasets in the compendium, 9806 (76.9%)
are from TCGA,; of those, 9440 (96.3%) are adults. Of the 2941 non-TCGA datasets, 96.8% are
pediatric (age at diagnosis < 30 years). This analysis was based on automated findings using
the most recent compendium and CARE IMPACT version; no curation was performed.
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Results

Patient characteristics

Thirty-three eligible patients were enrolled in CARE IMPACT between March 2018 and August
2020 (Appendix Table Al); 32 patients had a recurrent/refractory tumor, and one had a newly
diagnosed high-risk cancer without an established standard of care. The median age at
diagnosis was 11 years (range 0-24 years); 55% were male. Soft-tissue sarcoma was the most
frequent cancer subtype (n=16, 48%).

CARE IMPACT findings

CARE IMPACT analysis of the 35 tumors identified 89 clinically relevant findings presented in
clinical genomics tumor boards (Appendix Table A3). Of these findings, 32 (36%) were uniquely
identified by the automated pan-cancer pipeline, 9 (10%) were uniquely identified by the
automated pan-disease pipeline (canonical consensus), 8 (9%) findings were uniquely identified
by the automated pan-disease pipeline after adding a curated pan-disease cohort (curated
consensus), 11 (12%) findings were uniquely identified by other means involving curation
(mutations, fusions, other highly expressed genes, single cohort pan-disease outliers), and 29
(33%) findings were identified by both pan-cancer and pan-disease pipelines (Figure 2A and
Appendix Table A3).

Of the 89 CARE IMPACT findings identified and reported to Stanford, 70 (79%) were identified
by our automated CARE pipelines, and 19 (21%) were identified only by human curation.
Curation identified additional findings for 13 patients, three of whom had no findings identified by
the automated pipeline.

All patients had at least one clinically relevant CARE IMPACT finding identified (Appendix Table
A3, Figure 2B). While in over 10 cases, IGF1R was identified as a druggable gene expression
outlier; it was not considered a useful finding because of the broad failure of IGF1R inhibitors in
clinical trials.?* In contrast, gene expression outliers in the other vulnerability categories, notably
Receptor Tyrosine Kinases (RTKs), were considered useful because of the availability of clinical
data on the inhibitors.

CARE IMPACT treatment outcomes

For CARE IMPACT findings nominated for each patient, we assessed the clinical relevance,
how the patient’s care was affected, and response to therapy for those who received treatment
(Appendix Figure Al, Appendix Table A3). CARE IMPACT findings provided helpful information
for selecting treatment in five cases (Table 1, Supplemental Methods). Three patients had a
response of stable disease after two months of treatment that was maintained for at least six
months, and two had disease progression (Table 1, Figure Al). One of these patients was
ultimately rendered disease-free with an identified therapy and surgery, as described in a
separate manuscript.

In five additional cases, the clinician was interested in administering a treatment supported by
the CARE IMPACT analysis, but it was ultimately not used due to rapid disease progression
(n=3), unavailability of the therapy (n=1), or because the family requested therapy initiation
before an investigational new drug (IND) application could be completed (n=1) (Figure A1,
Supplemental Methods).
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In 21 cases, the CARE IMPACT findings deemed as most helpful information by the clinician
were deferred because the treating oncologist elected a treatment option with more published
evidence of efficacy (Figure Al). In 16 cases, the primary reason for deferring the identified
treatment was the existence of another treatment with more published data in the specific
condition (Supplemental Results). In three cases, the CARE IMPACT findings were deferred
because the patient had not yet received the known standard of care treatment for their disease.
In these cases, the clinician indicated they would consider using the identified treatment if the
standard therapy was ineffective. The patient no longer needed treatment in two cases.

For two patients, the clinician did not find any of the nominated CARE IMPACT findings
informative for treatment. In one case, the clinician was aware of studies in the cancer being
treated showing limited efficacy of the drug identified in the CARE IMPACT analysis. In another
case, all findings lacked FDA-approved.

Human curation identified informative findings for which the patient received therapy in three
cases. Of those three patients, one achieved stable disease, one achieved no evidence of
disease, and one had progressive disease on the CARE IMPACT elected therapy (Table 1,
“single cohort” pan-disease type).

Comparison of outliers detected by alternate comparator cohorts vs CARE
analysis

While other pediatric precision medicine studies® have utilized gene expression outlier analysis
to identify targets for therapy, there is no consistency in how the outliers are defined in terms of
the composition of comparator cohorts. To evaluate the impact of cohort compaosition on the
outlier results, we compared the outliers detected by CARE to outliers detected using other
common outlier detection strategies (e.g. single study cohort,*® TCGA cohort,*® a diversity of
pediatric and young adult tumors®’).

The automated CARE analysis identified 89 clinically relevant outliers (Figure A2, Table A10;
summarized in Table 1 below). Seventy-two percent of the outliers had pathway support (Table
2, Supplemental Methods). Outliers were detected in 33 of the 35 analyzed tumor datasets and
in 31 of the 33 patients. Of the three alternative cohorts used for outlier detection, comparisons
to the TCGA cohort best replicated the automated CARE results, identifying 82% of the outliers,
followed by a single institution cohort (Stanford) (43%) and the pediatric cohort (22%). Most of
the automated CARE outliers detected by comparison to the Stanford cohort or the pediatric
cohort were also detected by comparison to TCGA (Figure A3).

TCGA-only cohort is of limited use for outlier analysis of pediatric samples

We next considered outliers detected solely by approaches other than the automated CARE
analysis (Figure 3A). Twenty-five of these outliers were detected using outlier analysis against
the TCGA cohort, and most outliers (21/25, 84%) were uniquely detected in this comparison and
not present in comparisons against the Stanford or pediatric cohorts. Of the 16 genes in which
these 21 outliers were detected, all 16 have wider distributions of expression in pediatric cohorts
compared to TCGA, leading to higher outlier thresholds in cohorts with pediatric datasets. For
example, the FGFR3 IQR is 3.69 log2(TPM+1) in the pediatric cohort and 3.05 in the TCGA
cohort (Figure 3B). Even though the median FGFR3 expression value is lower in the pediatric
cohort than in the TCGA cohort (Table A11), the outlier threshold is higher due to the larger
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IQR. If we had used the TCGA cohort instead of the Treehouse compendia as the comparison
cohorts in the CARE IMPACT study, we would have identified 98 gene expression outliers, 21
(21%) of which would not be relevant to pediatric cancers, as their outlier status would not be
replicated if pediatric datasets were added to the comparator cohorts (Figure 3B).

Using sample-specific comparator cohorts increases findings by 11%

The CARE pan-disease analysis uses a personalized comparator cohort customized to the
transcriptome of a patient's tumor (Supplemental Methods). For example, HMOX1 in
TH34_2351_S01 was not identified as an outlier gene in any of the static cohorts (Treehouse
compendium, TCGA, pediatric and Stanford cohorts; Figure 3C). However, HMOX1 is
expressed exceptionally highly compared to the personalized cohorts that are generated for this
dataset: other embryonal rhabdomyosarcomas ("same disease"), transcriptionally correlated
datasets ("First degree neighbors" and "First and second degree neighbors”; see Methods), and
datasets with the same disease as one of the top 6 most correlated datasets. In total,
Treehouse pan-disease analysis added 13 findings not detected by predefined cohorts,
increasing the total number of findings by 11% from 117 to 130 (Figure 3C).

Discussion

The mutational burden of childhood cancers is much lower than that of adult cancers, resulting
in a lower frequency of molecular targets for therapy.™ In this cohort of 33 recurrent, refractory
or rare pediatric tumors, implementation of RNA-Seg-based gene expression analysis in a
clinical setting was feasible and produced informative molecular abnormalities in all patients. Of
our 33 patients, 31 (94%) had CARE IMPACT findings of potential clinical significance. These
findings were implemented in 5 patients, and in 3 out of 5, the treatments produced defined
clinical benefit.

In addition to identifying novel druggable aberrations, comparative RNA-Seq can clarify which
patients may benefit from a biomarker-targeted therapy in the absence of the established
biomarker. For example, our patient with GIST (TH34_1349) and wild-type KIT had KIT
overexpression and benefited from sunitinib (Supplemental Methods). Even though sunitinib is a
known treatment strategy for wild-type GIST; however, not all wild-type patients benefit from the
therapy.?® Therefore, KIT overexpression may serve as a biomarker of response to KIT
inhibitors in the setting of wild-type KIT where KIT-targeted therapy might not otherwise be
prioritized.

Despite most patients harboring an informative finding, the findings were only implemented in
five cases, and often the suggested treatments were deferred in favor of other therapies. This
highlights the challenge of evaluating the impact of genomics-guided treatments in populations
with multiple treatment options and clinical trials available. For 19 of 33 (58%) of the patients
with CARE IMPACT findings, other treatments with more data in the disease (including standard
of care) were available for consideration by the clinical teams. Proving the value of genomics-
guided treatments will depend on doing studies where patients receive the identified therapy.

Most tumors were analyzed after the standard of care treatments had been exhausted, leaving
the patients prone to rapid clinical decline. For three patients in which RNA-Seq analysis
identified a treatment that would have been implemented, the patients had rapid disease
progression and died before they could receive the treatment. This emphasizes the need for
timely integration of molecular analysis in cancer care.
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This study is limited by a relatively small cohort of heterogeneous pediatric diseases. Further
examinations of clinical utility of comparative RNA-Seq in larger cohorts of single diseases are
warranted. Furthermore, this study is limited by the lack of a clinically approved RNA-Seq
assay. Clinical validation of this comparative RNA-Seq protocol, which is underway, will aid in
further evaluation of the clinical utility of this approach in patient care.

A key challenge in the clinical implementation of RNA-Seqg-based gene expression is
standardizing gene expression outlier analysis. We demonstrated that the composition of
comparator cohorts determines which outliers are detected and that large and diverse cohorts
containing data from tumors similar to the patient’s produce the most clinically relevant outlier
results. Comparing pediatric datasets to TCGA-only cohorts produces gene expression outliers
with limited relevance to pediatric cancers, i.e. the identification of gene expression that is
exceptionally high for adult cancers but not for pediatric cancers. Approximately one-fifth of the
outliers detected when comparing to TCGA only (which is >96% adults) are not detected in
comparison to the other cohorts, which contain a minimum of 22% pediatric datasets, indicating
that these outliers are due to the paucity of pediatric samples in the TCGA cohorts.

In addition, we show that our pan-disease analysis, which compares a dataset to dynamically
generated, patient-specific cohorts based on disease and molecular similarities, generates
orthogonal results. Of the 38 pan-disease findings, 34.2% were not detected by any predefined
single-cohort analysis. Pan-disease findings identify how the patient's tumor differs from other
similar tumors, which may highlight potential therapeutic alternatives for patients whose disease
does not respond to the standard-of-care treatment. Therefore, an ideal comparator cohort
would be composed of hundreds of datasets of each pediatric and adult tumor type. Important
limitations to constructing large comparator cohorts for gene expression outlier analysis are the
siloing of RNA-Seq data and the differences in the processing and analysis of RNA-Seq
datasets, hindering the merging of multiple datasets.?**’ We anticipate that NCI's Childhood
Cancer Data Initiative (CCDI) will help solve the data siloing dilemma by creating a federated
framework in which RNA-Seq data could be shared across stakeholders.

The incorporation of RNA-Seqg-based expression analysis to identify clinically relevant
therapeutic targets in difficult-to-treat pediatric tumors is feasible as a collaborative effort of an
interdisciplinary team. This approach revealed druggable aberrations in most of our cohort and
can be performed within the time frame required for patient care. In all cases, we convened an
interdisciplinary, interactive genomic tumor board tailored to a specific patient's needs. This
tumor board was highly educational to both clinicians and researchers and led to improvements
in the analysis and reporting process (discussed in a separate manuscript). Therefore, we
believe that close partnerships of multiple professionals are essential to a successful precision
medicine program.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005; this version posted October 14, 2024. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Acknowledgments

This study was funded by the California Initiative to Advance Precision Medicine (CIAPM),
Stanford Medicine Children’s Health and Stanford University School of Medicine, American
Association for Cancer Research NextGen Grant for Transformative Cancer Research, Emily
Beazley Kures for Kids Fund St Baldrick’'s Consortium Grant, Unravel Pediatric Cancer, Team G
Childhood Cancer Foundation, and Live for Others Foundation. Dr Haussler is a Howard
Hughes Medical Institute Investigator. Dr. Vaske holds the Colligan Presidential Chair in
Pediatric Genomics. Dr. Spunt held the Endowed Chair of Pediatric Cancer during the conduct
of this study. We are grateful to Drs. Alejandro Sweet-Cordero, Avanthi Tayi Shah, Arun
Rangaswami, Norman Lacayo, and Julien Sage for their contributions to the study. We thank
the Stanford pediatric oncologists and other clinical staff for participating in clinical genomics
tumor boards and other study activities. We are indebted to all the patients and families for their
participation in the study.

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005; this version posted October 14, 2024. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

Ahmed A, Vundamati D, Farooqi M, Guest E. Precision Medicine in Pediatric Cancer:
Current Applications and Future Prospects. High-Throughput. 2018;7(4):39.
doi:10.3390/ht7040039

Langenberg KPS, Looze EJ, Molenaar JJ. The Landscape of Pediatric Precision Oncology:
Program Design, Actionable Alterations, and Clinical Trial Development. Cancers.
2021;13(17):4324. doi:10.3390/cancers13174324

Lee JW, Kim NKD, Lee SH, et al. Discovery of actionable genetic alterations with targeted
panel sequencing in children with relapsed or refractory solid tumors. PLoS One.
2019;14(11):e0224227. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0224227

Juan Ribelles A, Gargallo P, Berlanga P, et al. Next-Generation Sequencing Identifies
Potential Actionable Targets in Paediatric Sarcomas. J Pers Med. 2021;11(4).
doi:10.3390/jpm11040268

Marks LJ, Oberg JA, Pendrick D, et al. Precision Medicine in Children and Young Adults
with Hematologic Malignancies and Blood Disorders: The Columbia University Experience.
Frontiers in Pediatrics. 2017;5. Accessed February 3, 2022.
https://www.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fped.2017.00265

Oberg JA, Glade Bender JL, Sulis ML, et al. Implementation of next generation sequencing
into pediatric hematology-oncology practice: moving beyond actionable alterations. Genome
Med. 2016;8(1):133. doi:10.1186/s13073-016-0389-6

Drenner K, Basu GD, Goodman LJ, et al. The value of comprehensive genomic sequencing
to maximize the identification of clinically actionable alterations in advanced cancer patients:
a case series. Oncotarget. 2021;12(18):1836-1847. doi:10.18632/oncotarget.28046

Harttrampf AC, Lacroix L, Deloger M, et al. Molecular Screening for Cancer Treatment
Optimization (MOSCATO-01) in Pediatric Patients: A Single-Institutional Prospective
Molecular Stratification Trial. Clin Cancer Res. 2017;23(20):6101-6112. doi:10.1158/1078-
0432.CCR-17-0381

Khater F, Vairy S, Langlois S, et al. Molecular Profiling of Hard-to-Treat Childhood and
Adolescent Cancers. JAMA Netw Open. 2019;2(4):€192906.
doi:10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2019.2906

Koudijs MJ, Kester LA, Hehir-Kwa JY, et al. RNA-Sequencing Improves Diagnostics and
Treatment of Pediatric Hematological Malignancies. Blood. 2021;138:107.
doi:10.1182/blood-2021-147692

Mody RJ, Wu YM, Lonigro RJ, et al. Integrative Clinical Sequencing in the Management of
Refractory or Relapsed Cancer in Youth. JAMA. 2015;314(9):913.
doi:10.1001/jama.2015.10080

Mueller S, Jain P, Liang WS, et al. A pilot precision medicine trial for children with diffuse

intrinsic pontine glioma—PNOCO003: A report from the Pacific Pediatric Neuro-Oncology
Consortium. International Journal of Cancer. 2019;145(7):1889-1901. doi:10.1002/ijc.32258

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005; this version posted October 14, 2024. 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.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

@strup O, Nysom K, Scheie D, et al. Importance of Comprehensive Molecular Profiling for
Clinical Outcome in Children With Recurrent Cancer. Front Pediatr. 2018;6:114.
doi:10.3389/fped.2018.00114

Rodon J, Soria JC, Berger R, et al. Genomic and transcriptomic profiling expands precision
cancer medicine: the WINTHER trial. Nat Med. 2019;25(5):751-758. d0i:10.1038/s41591-
019-0424-4

Bjork I, Peralez J, Haussler D, Spunt SL, Vaske OM. Data sharing for clinical utility. Cold
Spring Harb Mol Case Stud. 2019;5(5):a004689. doi:10.1101/mcs.a004689

Tilburg CM van, Pfaff E, Pajtler KW, et al. The Pediatric Precision Oncology INFORM
Registry: Clinical Outcome and Benefit for Patients with Very High-Evidence Targets.
Cancer Discov. 2021;11(11):2764-2779. doi:10.1158/2159-8290.CD-21-0094

Wong M, Mayoh C, Lau LMS, et al. Whole genome, transcriptome and methylome profiling
enhances actionable target discovery in high-risk pediatric cancer. Nat Med.
2020;26(11):1742-1753. doi:10.1038/s41591-020-1072-4

Pleasance E, Bohm A, Williamson LM, et al. Whole-genome and transcriptome analysis
enhances precision cancer treatment options. Annals of Oncology. 2022;33(9):939-949.
doi:10.1016/j.annonc.2022.05.522

Tomczak K, Czerwinska P, Wiznerowicz M. Review<br>The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA):
an immeasurable source of knowledge. Contemp Oncol (Pozn). 2015;2015(1):68-77.
d0i:10.5114/w0.2014.47136

Vaske OM, Bjork I, Salama SR, et al. Comparative Tumor RNA Sequencing Analysis for
Difficult-to-Treat Pediatric and Young Adult Patients With Cancer. JAMA Netw Open.
2019;2(10):€1913968. doi:10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2019.13968

Newton Y, Rassekh SR, Deyell RJ, et al. Comparative RNA-Sequencing Analysis Benefits a
Pediatric Patient With Relapsed Cancer. JCO Precision Oncology. 2018;(2):1-16.
doi:10.1200/P0O.17.00198

Reed MR, Lyle AG, De Loose A, et al. A Functional Precision Medicine Pipeline Combines
Comparative Transcriptomics and Tumor Organoid Modeling to Identify Bespoke Treatment
Strategies for Glioblastoma. Cells. 2021;10(12):3400. doi:10.3390/cells10123400

Sanders LM, Rangaswami A, Bjork I, et al. Comparative RNA-seq analysis aids in diagnosis
of a rare pediatric tumor. Cold Spring Harb Mol Case Stud. 2019;5(5):a004317.
doi:10.1101/mcs.a004317

Jentzsch V, Osipenko L, Scannell JW, Hickman JA. Costs and Causes of Oncology Drug
Attrition With the Example of Insulin-Like Growth Factor-1 Receptor Inhibitors. JAMA
Network Open. 2023;6(7):e2324977. doi:10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2023.24977

Vallilas C, Sarantis P, Kyriazoglou A, et al. Gastrointestinal Stromal Tumors (GISTs): Novel

Therapeutic Strategies with Immunotherapy and Small Molecules. International Journal of
Molecular Sciences. 2021;22(2):493. doi:10.3390/ijms22020493

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005; this version posted October 14, 2024. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

26. Learned K, Durbin A, Currie R, et al. Barriers to accessing public cancer genomic data. Sci
Data. 2019;6(1):98. do0i:10.1038/s41597-019-0096-4

27. Vaske OM, Haussler D. Data sharing for pediatric cancers. Science. 2019;363(6432):1125-
1125. doi:10.1126/science.aax2739

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.25.24314005; this version posted October 14, 2024. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Figure legends
Figure 1. CARE IMPACT study workflow.

A. The CLIA gene panel ordered was either a Foundation Medicine gene panel
(https://www.foundationmedicine.com/portfolio) informed by the patient's diagnosis or a Stanford
Solid Tumor Actionable Mutations Panel (STAMP)(
https://stanfordlab.com/content/stanfordlab/en/molecular-pathology/molecular-genetic-
pathology.html/). All study components are described later in the manuscript or the
supplemental methods. B. CARE IMPACT pipelines for identifying tumor vulnerabilities. CARE
identifies gene expression outliers in each patient's tumor (hexagon) relative to all other tumors
in a large compendium (pan-cancer analysis) and to a subset of the compendium restricted to
tumors with similar RNA expression and/or histology (pan-disease analysis). For pan-disease
analysis, the focus sample is compared to four cohorts to identify outliers. If an outlier is
detected by at least two pan-disease cohorts, it is considered a consensus outlier. Fusion and
RNA variant pipelines are also applied to identify expressed mutations and fusions.
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Figure 2. CARE IMPACT findings summarized.

A. Breakdown of 89 clinically relevant CARE IMPACT findings by method of detection. The
automated CARE IMPACT pipeline and human curation identified 89 findings with evidence
from four possible sources: pan-cancer outliers, pan-disease outliers, expressed
mutations/fusions, or other highly expressed genes. A fraction of findings were identified by both
the pan-cancer and pan-disease analyses. The total number of RNA-Seq findings that fell into
each category are enumerated in parentheses for each finding type. Findings that were uniquely
identified by only the method listed in the box are designated by nynique. Pan-disease findings are
further categorized by the cohorts used and the number of pan-disease cohorts used to detect
them. Consensus outliers were defined as those identified by at least two cohorts. B.
Breakdown of 89 CARE IMPACT findings by tumor vulnerability category and prioritization
status for 33 patients studied. Tumor vulnerability category is defined as the category a gene
falls under in terms of its function. Each bar graph represents a prioritization status designated
by a clinician (Supplemental methods). The bars show total counts of CARE IMPACT findings in
each tumor vulnerability category, colored by diagnostic group. The number of patients in each
diagnostic group is indicated in the legend. Receptor Tyrosine Kinase (RTK).
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Figure 3. The choice of comparator cohort affects the outlier status.

A. Numbers of outliers detected relative to the comparator cohort(s) used. The total number of
outliers detected relative to each combination of cohorts is displayed in each intersecting region.
The largest set consists of 27 outliers detected relative to both the Treehouse pan-cancer cohort
and TCGA. B. FGFR3 expression in the patient sample TH34_1455 SO01 illustrates the impact
of cohort selection on outlier status. The FGFR3 expression level in the sample is denoted with
a vertical red line plotted with respect to the distribution of FGFR3 gene expression in
log2(TPM+1) across the comparator cohort (x-axis). The outlier range is denoted with a yellow
bar. C. HMOX1 expression level in the sample TH34_2351_S01 (red) relative to various
comparator cohorts. Vertical red line denotes gene expression level in the sample with respect
to the distribution of HMOX1 gene expression in log2(TPM+1) across the comparator cohort (x-
axis). The outlier range is denoted with a yellow bar.
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Tables

Table 1. Patients treated based on CARE IMPACT findings.

Five patients were treated based on CARE IMPACT findings. The response to therapy and the
status of the patients after treatment are described. (NED - no evidence of disease, AWD - alive
with disease, DOD - dead of disease, SD - stable disease, PD - progressive disease)

Current
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Patient Gene Finding disease |Cohort |Drug response (tion
ID Disease target |type type type given (duration) |(duration)
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FGFR2, |cancer, pazopani PD
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Table 2. Pathway support status of outliers detected by different comparative
cohorts.

Number of Number of CARE
CARE druggable outliers
druggable with pathway support Fraction of CARE druggable
outliers outliers with pathway
Comparison cohort detected support
Treehouse CARE total 89 64 64/89 (72%)
Treehouse CARE pan- 72 47 4772 (65%)
cancer only
Treehouse CARE pan- 38 29 29/38 (76%)
disease only
Stanford 38 25 25/38 (66%)
TCGA 73 53 53/73 (73%)
Pediatric 20 10 10/20 (50%)
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