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Abstract:

Dermatomyositis is an autoimmune condition characterized by a high interferon
signature of unknown etiology. Because genes constitute only <2% of our genomes,
there is a need to explore the role of the non-coding genome in disease pathogenesis.
Our genomes include roughly 1.2 million Alu elements occupying about 10% of the
genome and can form double-stranded (ds)RNA capable of triggering MDAS leading to
interferon production. We aligned muscle biopsy RNA sequencing data to the Telomere-
to-Telomere reference genome and quantified short interspersed elements including
Alus. Dermatomyositis muscle (n=39) showed a global elevation in Alu expression as
well as an increased expression of unique Alu elements (n=557, p<0.05) compared to
healthy controls (n=34), in a pattern not seen in other myositis types (n=81). The
majority (75.3%) of these Alus originated from genomic regions outside genes, with a
hot spot of expression on chromosome 19. A subset of the uniquely overexpressed Alus
(n=167) correlated strongly with interferon stimulated genes and markers of myositis
activity. Since Alu transcripts have a propensity to form dsRNA and are the major targets
of both ADAR and MDAS, we quantified the A-to-| RNA editomes inside Alus and found
a uniquely expanded Alu editome in dermatomyositis compared to other myositis types,
reflecting an increase in dsRNA. Edited Alus clustered on chromosome 19, which is
known to have the highest concentration of dsRNA. We hypothesize that overexpressed
Alus in dermatomyositis form endogenous dsRNA that exceed the capacity of RNA
editing enzymes and trigger dsRNA sensors leading to interferon production.
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INTRODUCTION

Idiopathic inflammatory myopathies (here referred to as “myositis”) include
multiple clinical entities: dermatomyositis (DM), antisynthetase syndrome (AS), immune-
mediated necrotizing myopathy (IMNM), inclusion body myositis (IBM), and others. They
are characterized by upregulation of interferon stimulated genes (ISGs)[1] and the

presence of specific autoantibodies,[2] but their etiologies remain unknown.

Short interspersed elements (SINEs) are a subclass of genomic retroelements
including two main types: Alu elements and mammalian-wide interspersed repeats
(MIRs). Alu elements are prevalent in the human genome with over 1.2 million copies
occupying approximately 10% of the human genome, while MIRs constitute about 2.6%
of the human genome.[3, 4] Alu elements are approximately 300 bp in length and are
composed of similar left and right arms, with an internal polyA tail (Fig. 1a). The two
arms are derived from 7SL, the RNA component of the signal recognition particle
(which, in turn, is a target of autoantibodies in one myositis subtype). MIRs are about
260 bp in length and include 3 parts: a tRNA-derived segment, a unique conserved
core, and a segment from a long interspersed nuclear element (Fig. 1b). Many genes
include embedded SINEs inside introns and UTRs.[5] SINEs have two internal promotor
sites for RNA polymerase (Pol) 1ll[5] and are transcribed in two ways: through Pol IlI
directed transcription[6, 7] as well as through passive expression during gene

transcription by Pol Il.

Alus can create double-stranded (ds)RNA leading to interferon production. Due
to their sequence similarity and abundance, Alus can form dsRNA when sense and
antisense Alu sequences are present in a transcript and anneal to create a dsRNA loop
structure.[8] Individual Alu transcripts can also anneal with antisense Alu sequences in
other transcripts. A dsRNA structure of sufficient length will activate the dsRNA sensor
melanoma differentiation-associated gene 5 (MDAS),[9] which is a target of
autoantibodies in one subtype of DM. This leads to downstream signaling to activate
interferon production and is prevented under normal conditions by adenosine
deaminase RNA specific (ADAR) that catalyzes the post-transcriptional RNA editing of
adenosine (A) to inosine (1) in dsRNA, thereby creating breaks disrupting the double-
strandedness of RNA and preventing MDAS triggering. Alus are the major source of
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dsRNA bound to MDAS[9, 10] including in cancer cells after exposure to demethylating
agents where Alus form dsRNA, trigger MDAS, and activate interferon production[11]
creating an immunogenic high-interferon viral mimicry state that can be a potent anti-

cancer therapeutic.

Through transcriptomic analysis of muscle tissue from myositis patients and
healthy controls, we explore the expression of SINEs in myositis types including unique
expression in one type not seen in others. Second, we correlate SINEs with ISGs and
disease activity markers. And finally, we quantify RNA A-to-| editing to map the editomes

in myositis.

RESULTS

Expression of SINEs in myositis subtypes

We aligned muscle biopsy RNA-sequencing data (n=152) to the T2T
(CHM13v2.0) reference genome,[3] which is the first truly complete human genome
allowing more accurate quantification of locus-level expression of SINEs. Analyses were
done by myositis subtypes (DM=39, AS=15, IMNM=51, IBM=15) vs normal tissue
(n=32). Our analysis pipeline is illustrated in Fig. 1c. We found differential expression of
thousands of significantly altered SINEs in each myositis subtype vs normal tissue (Fig.
1d), highest in DM (n=4,568), and lowest in IBM (n=1,749).

The majority of differentially expressed SINEs were either Alu elements (=2/3) or
MIRs (=1/3) in each myositis subtype. SINEs are widely distributed in our genome,
including in exons and introns of genes. To explore the distribution of differentially
expressed SINEs, we mapped their genomic locations, classifying them into the
following mutually exclusive groups: exonic, intronic, antisense exonic, antisense
intronic, or intergenic. Out of differentially expressed Alus and MIRs by myositis
subgroup, 15.1%-20.6% were intronic, 4.6%-7.0% exonic, while the majority (74.4%-
78.5%) originated from intergenic or antisense strands to genes (Fig. 1e), indicating that

these SINEs were not transcribed passively during gene transcription.
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Alus are highly and uniquely expressed in DM

SINEs that are expressed in one myositis subtype and not others are more likely
to reflect distinct and more meaningful disease biology than those Alus expressed in all
myositis subtypes. Therefore, we identified SINEs with unique expression in each
myositis subtype compared to the others, focusing on elements with 22-fold change
(Fig. 2a). DM had a high number of uniquely expressed SINEs (n=740), most of which
were overexpressed Alus (577, 78.0%) with a median fold increase of 4.4 (interquartile
range [IQR] 2.9-8.8), compared to 53 underexpressed Alus with a median fold decrease
of 2.4 (IQR 2.2-2.8) in DM versus controls. This contrasted with the other myositis types
with only 39-81 uniquely overexpressed Alus. Therefore, we decided to further
characterize and explore the uniquely overexpressed Alus in DM.

Most of the uniquely overexpressed Alus in DM originated from
intergenic/antisense regions (Fig. 2b). Still, 39 (6.8%) Alus were in exonic and 103
(17.9%) in intronic regions.

Overexpression of the unique DM Alus was seen similarly in all four subtypes of
DM classified by myositis specific autoantibodies (anti-NXP2, anti-TIF1, anti-Mi2, and
anti-MDAJS). The Alu element with the lowest g-value was an Aludb with the coordinates
chr14:65,645,865-65,646,165+ (‘+’ denotes the positive DNA strand), which was
uniquely overexpressed in all four subtypes of DM (Fig. 2c¢). A similar pattern was seen
in the second lowest p-value Alu (Fig. 2d), and when considering the average
expression of all uniquely overexpressed DM Alus (n=577) by sample (Fig. 2e).

Unique Alus in DM originated from widespread chromosomal regions, but also
included hot spots (Fig. 2f). There were 66 (11.4%) unique Alus from chromosome 19,
more than double what is expected in this chromosome if the distribution of unique Alus
was random among chromosomes (expected 4.8%, p=3.5 x 10-'3). For comparison,
chromosome 1, which is the longest one and harbors 8.6% of all Alus, had 52 (9.0%) of
the DM unique Alus. Additionally, chromosome 17 contained 42 (7.3%) of the unique
Alus in DM (expected 4.8%, p 0.048). In contrast, chromosome 8 had a lower number
(n=11, 1.9%) of unique Alus than expected (4.1%, p 0.010).
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To explore if the Alu overexpression in DM is limited to uniquely expressed Alus
or a general phenomenon, we quantified the cumulative total RNA-seq coverage of Alus
and found an increase in DM (Fig. 2g), suggesting a global overexpression.

We next explored transcription of Alus through their own promoters. We
considered Alus with low RNA-coverage in the genomic regions upstream and
downstream of the Alu body to be RNA polymerase IlI (Pol lll)-transcribed, using
established methodology.[6] We applied this to intergenic/antisense Alus, since Alus
embedded in genes are highly likely to be transcribed by RNA Polymerase Il during
gene expression. We discovered 4,347 Pol lll-transcribed Alus, which was a low percent
of all expressed Alus per sample in myositis groups and healthy controls (median 2.8%-
4.4%, Fig. 2h). However, the percent of Pol lll-transcribed Alus was higher within DM
uniquely overexpressed Alus (median 10.6%, IQR 6.4%-15.9%). Alterations in overall
Alu expression and/or Pol Il transcribed Alus can be caused by altered activity of DNA
Methyltransferase enzymes, but we observed no clear alteration in their expression that
was specific to DM (fig. S1)

Alus are divided into three subfamilies (J, S, and Y), based on their insertional
age into the human genome, with the Y subfamily being the youngest.[12] Older repeat
families usually accumulate mutations improving read alignment since their transcripts
become more unique from each other. To explore a potential bias of undercounting the
younger elements, we quantified the average per sample expression of Alus by their
subfamilies and found no decrease in expression of the Y subfamily compared to the
two other subfamilies (fig. S2), indicating no underestimation in the expression of the
youngest Alu subfamily due to multi-mapping.

A subset of uniquely expressed Alus in DM correlated with interferon stimulated
genes and with markers of disease activity

We correlated expression of the top 10 elements with lowest g-values among
uniquely expressed Alus with the average expression of type | interferon-stimulated
genes (ISGs) in myositis subtypes. As shown in Fig. 3a, Alu transcripts in DM showed
the highest correlation with ISGs (Spearman r=0.9, q= 8.8e-16), compared to AS
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(r=0.56, p=0.041), IMNM with a negative correlation, and IBM that showed no
statistically significant correlation. Next, we examined the top 5 Alus most correlated
with ISGs (Fig. 3b), four of which were also among the top 10 uniquely overexpressed
in DM.

While a majority of the uniquely overexpressed Alus in DM did not correlate with
ISGs, a subset of 167 Alus clustered together showing high correlations with ISGs as
well as gene markers for macrophages, T cells, B cells, and muscle regeneration and
negatively with muscle structural gene expression (Fig. 3¢), indicating these as more
likely to be relevant in disease biology. This list included 102 (61.1%) elements from the
Alu S family, 43 (25.7%) from Alu J, and 19 (11.4%) from the Alu Y family. The disease-
associated Alus included 128 (76.6%) intergenic/antisense, 33 (19.8%) intronic, and 6
(3.6%) exonic elements, that again clustered on chromosome 19 (n=22, 13.2%) and in a
pericentromeric region of chromosome 11. Of these Alus on chromosome 19, four were
intronic inside DNAAF3 (a dynein assembly gene), ZNF497, AC092296.2, and
AC130469.1.

Alu A-to-l RNA editing

A-to-I RNA editing by ADAR creates breaks in dsRNA preventing it from
triggering cellular dsRNA sensors if sufficiently edited. Alu transcripts are the
predominant targets of ADAR. Therefore, we quantified A-to-l RNA editing and found
16,277 distinct edited adenosines in 6,417 Alu elements. This contrasts with RNA
editing in other genomic repeats (n=544 editing sites in 133 repeats). We illustrated an
example of an edited Alu on chromosome 16 (Fig. 4a) embedded inside a LINE2
element, with a nearby reverse complementary Alu. This lies in a region of the genome

that was recently deciphered by the T2T genome.

Alu RNA editing was increased in DM compared to normal tissue and other
myositis types. The median number of Alu editing sites per sample (Fig. 4b) was
highest in DM (289, interquartile range [IQR] 171-462), compared to healthy muscle (81,
IQR 62.2-122, p<0.001), AS (192, IQR 97-298, p<0.001), IMNM (135, IQR 82-184,
p<0.001), and IBM (157, IQR 100-298, p <0.001). To account for sequencing depth, we
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also quantified Alu editing sites per 10 million sequencing reads and found similar
results (Fig. 4¢). In addition to counting A-to-I editing sites, we counted distinct edited
Alus per sample and again saw similar patterns where DM had the highest numbers of
edited Alus (Fig. 4 d-e).

The number of Alu transcripts that were uniquely edited in DM was higher
(n=2,996) than in normal muscle (n=226), or in the other myositis subtypes AS (n=356),
IMNM (n=539), and IBM (n=870). To better illustrate that other myositis subtypes had
fewer uniquely edited Alu transcripts, we repeated this calculation excluding DM and
found similarly lower numbers of unique edited Alus in NT (n=298), AS (n=457), IMNM
(n=723), and IBM (n=1098). Uniquely edited Alus in DM showed widespread distribution
in all chromosomes (Fig. 4f) with clustering in chromosome 19 (n=193), which had the
3" highest number of edited Alus after chromosomes 1 (n=258) and 2 (n=214), despite

being about four times smaller in size.

Because ADAR only edits dsRNA, observed A-to- RNA editing indicates the
presence of dsRNA in vivo[13, 14] (illustrated in Fig. 4g), allowing construction of
editomes that reflect dsRNA. The clustering of Alu expression and editing in
chromosome 19 likely reflects a known high concentration of dsRNA in chromosome
19.[14] The majority of edited Alus in DM were either intronic (39.3%) or exonic (19.2%),
see Fig. 4h, which is consistent with prior studies of MDA5-protected dsRNA.[11] We

show the complete editomes of myositis types and healthy muscle in Fig. 5 a-e.

Increases in numbers of editing sites can be due to increased dsRNA or ADAR
activity/capacity. The expression of ADAR, but not the related ADARB1, was increased
in DM muscle (fig. S3), which is not unexpected since it is an interferon stimulated
gene. However, it has been reported that ADAR mRNA levels are not good predictors of
editing levels.[15] If the editing activity/capacity was increased, we'd expect to see an
increase in the percent of edited reads out of total reads covering a site (editing level).
Therefore, we quantified editing levels by myositis group and found that DM had a
higher percent of low-level editing (16.8%), compared NT (14.4%) and other myositis
types (range 11.5%-15.5%). Similarly, the distribution of editing levels at RNA editing
sites were either lower or unchanged in DM compared to other myositis and normal
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tissue (Fig. 5f). We conclude that the observed increase in editing sites and edited Alus
in DM cannot be explained by an increase in editing activity/capacity alone.

A-to-l RNA editing inside genes

In addition to Alu editing, we also detected A-to-l editing of transcripts other than
Alus, including inside genes (n= 6,491 A-to-l edits). However, the majority were
antisense to Alu elements (n=4828, 74%) and showed similar expression pattern to Alu
editing (Fig. 6a). These likely represent editing of an dsRNA formed by an Alu element
inside the gene with a reverse complementary sequence of an Alu from the antisense
strand.

Excluding editing in Alus and antisense to Alus, there were 1,663 editing sites
inside genes, see Fig. 6b, with 374 (22.5%) of these edits being in transcripts that also
contained edited Alus. The median distance between non-Alu edits and same-gene Alus
was 6,278 bases (IQR 1038- 30,704). Relative to gene length, the edited Alus and non-
Alu edits were within a median distance of 7.0% apart (IQR 3.3%-29.6%), see Fig. 6c¢,
compared to 2 randomly picked points in hypothetical genes of varying lengths (Fig.
6d). The large difference between these two graphs indicates that edited Alus and
same-gene non-Alu edits are much closer to each other than what is expected by
chance. The dsRNA formed by Alus in these genes likely facilitated editing of flanking
adenosines in nearby non-Alu sequences, a phenomenon that has been described
before,[16] illustrated in Fig. 6e.

Muscle biopsies contain multiple types of cells. In order to investigate whether
RNA editing was occurring inside muscle fibers, we selected a group of genes from a
muscle contraction pathway as well as the most highly expressed genes in skeletal
muscle from the GTEX project, likely reflecting more muscle specific genes. RNA editing
inside these genes showed a similar pattern with increased editing in DM (Fig. 6f)
providing a clue that the observed patterns of editing included muscle fibers at least

partially.
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DISCUSSION

In this study, we report that DM is characterized by overexpression of hundreds
of Alus in a unique way not seen in other myositis types. A subset of these Alus
correlated with interferon stimulated genes, lymphocytes, macrophages, and other
markers of disease activity. In addition, Alu transcripts with evidence of A-to-1 editing
(reflecting dsRNA) were also increased in DM more than in other myositis types. Based
on these results, we introduce a new hypothesis in DM pathogenesis that increased
Alus create excessive dsRNA potentially triggering MDAS5 and interferon production.

The cause of the Alu overexpression in DM remains unknown. Interferons have
been reported to stimulate Alu transcription.[17] However, if interferon caused the large
and unique pattern of Alu element expression we observe in DM, we would expect that
all these Alus would correlate closely with the ISGs. This is not the case, the majority of
the uniquely overexpressed Alus in DM did not correlate with ISGs, suggesting a
different mechanism of induction, such an epigenetic dysregulation over large areas of
the genome. Further research is needed to clarify the cause(s) of Alu overexpression in
DM.

Our results indicate that there was an increase in edited Alus in DM more than
what is seen in normal muscle or other myositis types. Multiple studies have shown that
skeletal muscle exhibits the lowest levels of A-to-1 editing compared to all other studied
tissues.[15, 18] Hence, muscle tissue might be less tolerant of increased endogenous
dsRNA. Because ADAR only edits dsRNA,[13, 14] the increased Alu editing means
higher levels of Alu dsRNA in DM. Based on this we hypothesize that Alu
overexpression creates excessive amounts of endogenous dsRNA that may overwhelm
the editing capacity of ADAR, leading to excessive levels of unedited or insufficiently
edited Alu dsRNA that trigger RNA sensors and interferon production. An increase in Alu
dsRNA is by itself sufficient to trigger MDAS. This has been shown in prior research of
demethylating agents in cancer causing an increase in Alu expression overwhelming the

editing capacity of ADAR and leading to interferon production.[11]

Our use of the T2T reference genome for alignment is a strength for our study

because it allows more accurate identification of repeat elements. For example, we
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observed editing of an intergenic Alu on chromosome 16 (p11.2) in a region of the
genome that is visible in T2T, but not in reference genome Hg38. Nevertheless,
quantification of transposable elements from RNA sequencing data is challenging. Due
to their abundance and similarity, there will be reads that map equally well to multiple
elements (multi-mappers). If these are excluded, there is a risk of biasing results
towards older elements that had more evolutionary time to accumulate more mutations
making them more unique and resulting in less multimapping. On the other hand, there
is no ideal method to deal with multi-mappers, some bioinformatics tools will distribute
them randomly or use other methods.[19] However, these cannot completely circumvent
the uncertainty of multi-mappers and introduce other problems, e.g. an element that is
not expressed at all will appear to be expressed if reads arising from different elements
shared multi-mappers. We decided it was more important to avoid counting non-existent
elements and focused on elements that we can be confident were in fact expressed.
Therefore, we used only uniquely mapped reads. In addition, because SINEs are much
shorter than other transposable elements such as LINEs and HERVs, multimapping is
likely less of an issue. To support the absence of this type of bias in our results, we
quantified Alu expression by evolutionary family (Y, S, J), and found that the youngest
family (Y) did not have lower expression compared to the S and J (oldest) families.

In summary, we show that increased Alus and RNA editing occur in DM, in a
pattern not seen in other myositis types, despite these diseases having similar and
overlapping clinical features and histological features. Future research will be needed to
confirm the exact identity of dsRNA bound to RNA sensors in DM and to identify the
causes of increased Alu expression in DM. Because autoantigens in dermatomyositis
exhibit RNA binding properties including MDAS5,[9] NXP2,[20] TIF1g,[21] and Mi2,[22]
our results open the doors to additional research avenues to explore if myositis specific
autoantibodies form due to autoantigens binding to or being in complex with[23]
immunogenic dsRNA.
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METHODS

RNA sequencing data

We used publicly available bulk RNA sequencing data of distinct muscle biopsies
from patients with idiopathic inflammatory myopathies, n=165 (GEO accession
GSE220915). These data included stranded single-end 50 bp reads. Since we have
used these data before,[24] we depended on our prior QC measures, and excluded 13
samples due to relatively lower quality (poor gene body coverage and/or high
proportions of unmapped reads). The remaining 152 samples were analyzed by
myositis subgroups. We used STAR[25] (v. 2.7.11b) to align reads to the T2T reference
genome (CHM13v2.0), which is the first truly complete human reference genome
allowing more accurate identification of transposable elements.[3]

Identification of short interspersed elements

Short interspersed elements (SINEs) were identified using BEDTools[26] (v.
2.31.1), by intersecting T2T SINE coordinates with aligned reads, with a requirement to
be on the same strand. Spliced reads were handled with the BEDTools “-split” option to
avoid intersecting gaps between spliced reads. A matrix of SINE frequencies per sample
was constructed using only uniquely mapped reads to avoid uncertainty from

multimapping reads.

Differential expression of SINEs

SINEs with 210 reads in 24 samples were included and tested for differentially
expression of each myositis group vs normal muscle tissue using DESeq2 (v.
1.38.3).[27] Statistical significance was set at an alpha=0.05 for adjusted p values (q
values). To find SINEs uniquely expressed in one group and not in other myositis types
or normal muscle, we start with the differentially expressed SINEs for each group, then
subtract elements with same-direction expression (vs control) with q values <0.2 in any
other group. This higher q value cutoff is more conservative resulting in a smaller set of
uniquely expressed elements. Finally, we focus on elements with =2 fold change vs

controls.
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Genomic location of SINEs

T2T CHM13v2.0 cat/liftoff gene and exon coordinates were downloaded from the
UCSC Table Browser[28] on August 6, 2024, and were intersected with the identified
SINEs to classify them into exonic or intronic. SINEs located on opposite strands to
exons or introns were classified as anti-exonic or anti-intronic, respectively. Finally,
SINEs outside these locations were classified as intergenic. Since an element may fit
more than one category, e.g. an element can be inside an intron and on opposite strand
to a different gene, the groups were made mutually exclusive based on the following

order: exonic, intronic, anti-exonic, anti-intronic, and intergenic.

Gene expression

Gene transcript quantification was performed as previously described[24]
followed by differential expression at the gene level for each myositis group vs normal
tissue using DESeq2. Genes with 210 reads in 24 samples were included. Average
expression of gene markers of interest was quantified per sample. This included type 1
interferon stimulated genes (ISGs) based on a list from the GSEA hallmark pathway,[29]
Markers for macrophages (CD14, CD68), T cells (CD3D, CD3E, CD4, CD8A), B cells
(CD79A, CD79B), muscle regeneration (NCAM1, MYOG, MYOD1, PAX7), and adult
muscle structural proteins (ACTA1, MYH1, MYH?2).

RNA pol lll transcription

Alus can be transcribed passively by Pol Il when they’re inside genes, or they
can be transcribed by Pol Il through their own promoters. We detected Pol IlI
transcription by quantifying RNA sequencing coverage at the Alu element itself and in
the areas upstream and downstream. Alus with 210 read coverage were included. The
Alu body coverage area was defined to start 5 bases upstream and 20 bases
downstream of the Alu element. Using established paramters,[6] we applied a cutoff for
the upstream segment to have less than 1/7 the coverage of the Alu body, while the
downstream segment had to have no more than half the Alu body coverage. This is
because Alu transcription may continue till encountering a stop codon potentially
extending beyond the Alu element.
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RNA editing

A-to-1 RNA editing was quantified using SPRINT[30] (v. 0.1.8) which implements
SNP-free methodology based on clustering patterns of single nucleotide variants
duplets. A-to-l editing is detected as A-to-G, which appears as T-to-C editing when
occurring on the antisense strand.[30, 31] Therefore, we included sense A-to-G and
antisense T-to-C editing to represent the full spectrum of A-to-l RNA editing. RNA editing
can be extensive resulting in unmapped reads, referred to as “hyper editing”. We
quantified both regular and hyper editing and included only editing sites with 22 read
support as described by SPRINT methodology. The first six bases of each read were
ignored since these commonly include high technical variation due to using random
hexamers primers during RNA-sequencing library preparation. Alu RNA editing was
identified by intersecting genomic coordinates of editing sites with that of T2T Alus.

Statistical testing

Data management and statistical analyses were performed using R (v. 4.2.1).[32]
Proportions were tested using the binomial test. Correlation coefficients were calculated
using the Spearman method. Count data were modelled with Poisson regression, and
binary outcomes were modelled with regression models. All p values were two-sided
and were adjusted for multiple comparisons using the Benjamini—-Hochberg method.[33]
Statistical significance was set at alpha=0.05.
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Fig. 1: Short interspersed elements (SINEs): structure, study pipeline, and differential expression in muscle
tissues from myositis patients. a, Schematic illustration of an Alu element. b, Schematic illustration of a MIR element.
c, Our analysis pipeline. d, Volcano plots of the differential expression of SINEs in each myositis subtype
(DM=dermatomyositis, AS=anti-synthetase syndrome, IMNM=immune-mediated necrotizing myopathy, IBM=inclusion
body myositis) compared to normal muscle tissue (NT). e, The proportion of SINEs located in exons, introns, the opposite

strand of exons or introns, or between genes.
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Fig. 2: Unique and overall Alu expression in myositis. a, The number of MIR and Alu elements expressed =2-fold
lower or 22-fold higher in each myositis subtype compared to healthy muscle. b, Genomic location of the 577 uniquely
increased Alu elements with respect to genes. c-e, The expression levels of the indicated Alu element(s) in myositis
subtypes further subdivided by myositis-specific autoantibodies. Adjusted p-values (q values) are shown. e,
Chromosomal location (red lines, not to scale) of the uniquely overexpressed Alu elements in dermatomyositis. g, Total
Alu reads in myositis subtypes, Poisson regression, ***= q<0.001. h, The percent of Alu transcripts deemed Pol IlI
generated based on low coverage of reads mapping immediately upstream or downstream of the Alu element. For all
boxplots, center line, median; box limits, upper and lower quartiles; whiskers, 1.5x interquartile range; points beyond
whiskers, outliers (triangles when higher than maximum whisker)
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Fig. 3: Correlation of Alus with interferon stimulated genes and disease markers in myositis. a, Spearman
correlations between the top 10 Alus with lowest q values and interferon-stimulated genes (ISGs) in the four myositis
subtypes. b, Spearman correlations between the 5 individual Alus most correlated with interferon-stimulated genes
(ISGs) in dermatomyositis. ¢, Heat map of Spearman correlations between the 577 overexpressed Alu elements with
ISGs and gene markers of macrophages, T and B cells, muscle regeneration and muscle structure.
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Fig. 4: Alu A-to-l RNA editing in myositis. a, lllustrative example of an individual A-to-l edited Alu in DM
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lower quartiles; whiskers, 1.5x interquartile range; points beyond whiskers, outliers (triangles when higher
than maximum whisker).



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.02.24316621
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.02.24316621; this version posted November 4, 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.

ailab‘e under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Fig. 5: Alu A-to-l editomes andtiesd?ﬁ%egaYeve S In'myositis

a Alu Editome in Dermatomyositis b

1 23 456 7 8 91011121314151617 1819202122

Y
¢ Alu Editome in Anti-synthetase Syndrome d

i
|

:

6 7 8 910111213141516171819202122 X Y

Inclusion Body Myositis

| Wil
LI
TS

RNA editing level

(IR
11 LR L

1
7 8 9 10111213141516171819202122 X Y

0.50-

g 0.00-

Alu Editome in Normal Muscle

[T
il | [T
| AN

=
=
S==
=
1 2 3 4

Alu Editome in

123456 7 8 91011121314151617 181920 21 22

5

[TIE THIT AT

[

T

Il

=
=
=

6 7 8 9 101112131415 16 17 18 19 20 21 22

RNA A-to-l editing levels

%

0.75-

NT

-

s

[N T

Immune Mediated Necrotizing Myopathy

< [T

Y

DM

ek

IMNM 1BM

Fig. 5: Alu A-to-l editomes and editing levels in myositis. a-e, Chromosomal locations (red lines, not to scale) of
edited Alus in myositis types and normal muscle. f, Alu editing levels (number of reads with editing divided by total
read coverage at site), included sites with coverage of 210 reads, logistic regression, ***= q<0.001, n.s.= not

statistically significant.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.02.24316621
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxjx prepgint doi; https{idpj.org/10.1101/2024.11.02.24316621; this version posted November 4, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(Wlﬁfgwés' &1*&#:%&0[6 é&l%msllé@agﬂcnﬂﬁder, 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 .

" . o b L
RNA editing antisense to Alus inside genes Non-Alu RNA editing inside genes
80-
A A A A A
® n.s °
Y Y
© 60- ° © [ ]
I ¢ 20-
s ° 5 o
= = °
€ €
2 2 ‘ .
E 40- E ° o®
Q Q [ ]
1% 1%
8 0 e
" "
o o o —o-ty—
C C
S 20- =} [ ]
Y
E () B ol
° °
° [ ]
0- [l ' ' ' ' 0_ I 0 ) ' '
NT DM AS IMNM I1BM NT DM AS IMNM IBM
o d o
Alu and non-Alu edits inside the same gene Two random points inside the same gene
150~ il
750~ ]
-, 100- - —
19) 18]
S $ 500 —
3 3 -
o o
Q (] —
frs frs
50-
250-
0- H — b I I I—I I 0-
ofo 012 074 076 0j8 1:0 0?0 072 074 0:6 0:8 110
Distance relative to gene length Distance relative to gene length
. o f e
lllustration of editing next to Alus Alu RNA editing in muscle genes
within a gene
9 AN AR o AN
RNA editi G 90-
A editing Alu dsRNA 3
Intron site [ °
C
2 °
€ °
) 5 [
— 60~ [ ]
5 ° ° o
Q (] () |
8 s " ¢
k0 o
2 ®e °
£ 30- L] X e
Exon w "ol
®
O |'
(
° ol ®
NT DM AS IMNM IBM

Fig. 6: A-to-l RNA editing inside genes. a, Editing sites inside genes antisense to Alus in normal muscle and the
myositis subtypes, Poisson regression, ***= q<0.001, n.s.= not statistically significant. b, Non-Alu editing sites inside
genes in normal muscle and the myositis subtypes, Poisson regression, ***= q<0.001, n.s.= not statistically significant.
c, Distance between non-Alu editing sites and Alu sequences inside genes (n= 374). d, Distance between two
randomly selected nucleotides in hypothetical genes (n=10,000 permutations). e, lllustration of non-Alu editing inside a
gene nearby to dsRNA formed by Alus. f, Counts of Alu editing sites inside muscle specific genes, Poisson regression,
***= g<0.001, n.s.= not statistically significant. For all boxplots, center line, median; box limits, upper and lower
quartiles; whiskers, 1.5x interquartile range; points beyond whiskers, outliers (triangles when higher than maximum

whisker).
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Supplemental figures:

Fig. S1: Expression of DNMT genes in myositis
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Fig. S2: Expression of Alu subfamilies in myositis
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Fig. S3: Expression of ADAR genes in myositis
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