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25 Abstract

26 Background: The 15g13.3 microdeletion has pleiotropic effects ranging from
27 apparently healthy to severely affected individuals. The underlying basis of the variable

28  phenotype remains elusive.

29 Methods: We analyzed gene expression using blood from 3 individuals with 15913.3
30 microdeletion and brain cortex tissue from 10 mice Df[h15g13]/+. We assessed differentially
31 expressed genes (DEGS), protein-protein interaction (PPI) functional modules, and gene

32  expressionin brain developmental stages.

33 Results: The deleted genes’ haploinsufficiency was not transcriptionally compensated,
34  suggesting a dosage effect may contribute to the pathomechanism. DEGs shared between
35 tested individuals and a corresponding mouse model show a significant overlap including
36 genes involved in monogenic neurodevelopmental disorders. Yet, network-wide
37 dysregulatory effects suggest the phenotype is not caused by a singular critical gene. A
38 significant proportion of blood DEGs, silenced in adult brain, have maximum expression
39  during the prenatal brain development. Based on DEGs and their PPl partners we identified
40 altered functional modules related to developmental processes, including nervous system
41  development.

42 Conclusions: We show that the 15913.3 microdeletion has a ubiquitous impact on the
43  transcriptome pattern, especially dysregulation of genes involved in brain development. The
44 high phenotypic variability seen in 15g13.3 microdeletion could stem from an increased

45  vulnerability during brain development, instead of a specific pathomechanism.

46 Keywords: 15013.3; Copy number variants; Transcriptomics, Protein-protein

47  interaction networks; Nervous System Development.
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48 Introduction

49 Individuals with 15913.3 microdeletion (OMIM #612001) show clinical
50 manifestations ranging from no obvious symptoms to severe intellectual disability,
51  neuropsychiatric disorders, and epilepsy * (Fig. 1 A, B). The most common 15q13.3 deletion
52  spans 2 Mb and includes eight RefSeq genes (CHRNA7, FAN1, TRPM1, KLF13, OTUD7A,
53 MTMRIO0, ARHGAP11B, and MIR211, Fig. 1A) % Many functional and association studies
54  inquired which gene(s) encompassed by the deleted region could be responsible for the
55  phenotype. However, the results were as variable as the clinical manifestation and different
56  groups proposed multiple candidates (CHRNA7 34 OTUD7A °°, FAN1 ’, ARHGAP11B ¢
57 TRPM1 °, KLF13 %), to explain the symptoms (Fig. 1A). A mouse model of the 15q13.3
58 microdeletion syndrome (Df[h15g13]/+) shows manifestations similar to affected humans
59 ranging from attention deficits to impaired behavior and disrupted prefrontal cortex
60 processing ™. Thus, the microdeletion effect is stable across species and clearly impairs

61 nervous system function.

62 Recently, it was suggested that many disrupted biological pathways such as Wnt
63  signaling or ribosome biogenesis may be involved in the molecular mechanism underlying the
64  disease rather than singular dosage-affected genes . While Zhang et al. used a multiomics
65 approach to identify perturbed biological processes, the multiple employed analyses showed
66 disagreement with respect to the pathomechanism. Also, no shared dysregulated genes were
67 identified between human induced pluripotent stem cells (iPSCs) and mouse cortex 2. This
68  could be aresult of the in vitro setup and neuronal differentiation protocols, which generaly
69 impact gene expression profiles *. We thus sought to inquire gene expression profiles in
70  subjectswith 15913.3 microdeletion in a native/in vivo state.

71 One major challenge of transcriptomics in a clinical setting is tissue-specific gene

72  expression %

and the fact that most of the times the only accessible tissue to probe is blood
73 . In our previous work we showed, however, that known genes for neurodevelopmental
74  disorders are not necessarily expressed in the adult brain and that genes which are relevant
75 during embryonic development of the central nervous system can be silenced at a later
76  timepoint *. Thus, although not regarded as a representative tissue, blood transcriptomics has

77  the potential to reveal aspects missed in other tissues or iPSCs.

78 In the present study, we analyzed the changes in gene expression profiles in the blood
79 of three individuals with heterozygous microdeletion 15g13.3 and intellectual disability
80 associated with epilepsy. We identified a significant overlap (p-vaue=0.02) of 68
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81 differentially expressed genes (DEGS) between humans and mouse (Df[h15g13]/+) cortex.
82 The gene ontology (GO) category most significantly enriched with DEGs was “nervous
83  system development—-GO:0007399” and DEGs in blood, which are not expressed in the adult
84  brain, revealed maximum expression levels in the prenatal stage of brain development. The
85 disrupted gene expression profile could lead to an increased vulnerability in the early stages

86  of nervous system development.

87 Materialsand Methods
88 Ethicsapproval

89 This study was approved and monitored by the ethics committee of the University of
90 Leipzig, Germany (224/16-ek and 402/16-€ek).

91 Chr150g13.2g13.3 microdeletion individuals and mouse model (Df[h15q13]/+)

92 Three individuals with diagnosed heterozygous 15013.2g13.3 microdeletions were
93  previously described *'. For al individuals we performed Illumina TruSight One Panel and
94 microarray andysis. Patentl is a mae with a deletion of 2.56Mbp
95  (15013.20913.3(30366247_32927476)x1). The second patient is female and carries a deletion
96 on chromosome 15 of 1.57 Mbp (15013.2013.3(30936285 32514341)x1). Patient 3 isa male,
97  has a deletion of 2.14 Mbp on chromosome 15 (15913.2913.3(30371774_32514341)x1). He
98 was additionaly diagnosed with a maternally inherited splicing-variant in the remaining
99 TRPML1 alele and a heterozygous de novo point mutation in MITF. Pathogenic variants in
100 MITF gene cause abinism, which was also clinically diagnosed in this individual. His
101  ophthalmological phenotype (severe myopia, astigmatism, and pendular nystagmus) were
102  clinical symptoms of the autosomal recessive TRPM 1 phenotype (one allele being deleted as
103  part of the 15913.3 microdeletion and the other alele carrying the maternally inherited
104  splicing variant). In sum, he suffered from a complex combined phenotype with neurologic
105 symptoms attributed to the 15g13.3 microdeletion. Blood RNA samples were taken from the
106 three individuals (two males and one female, aged 27-63 years) and four control subjects

107  (two males and two females, aged 20-52 years).

108 To identify molecular changes which are consistent across species we used the data
109 generated by Gordon and colleagues (GSE129891) *°. We analyzed transcriptomes from
110 cerebral cortex tissue of mice with heterozygous deletions on mouse chromosome 7qC

111  syntenic to human 15g13.3 ***2.
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112  RNA extraction and sequencing

113 RNA was extracted from PAXgene blood samples using PAXgene Blood RNA Kit
114  (Qiagen). RNA sequencing (RNA-seq) libraries were prepared using TruSeq RNA Library
115  Prep Kit v2 (Illumina, San Diego, CA) and sequenced on an Illumina NovaSeq platform with
116 151 bp paired-end reads.

117 Differential Gene Expression (DEG) analysis

118 RNA-seq reads were mapped to the human genome assembly hg38 with STAR
119  (version 2.6.1d) *°. We computed the transcript levels with htseg-count (version 0.6.0) .
120 From GSE129891 we analyzed read counts of ten wild type and ten (Df[h15g13]/+) mouse
121  cerebral cortex samples. Genes with a sum of less than 10 reads in all samples together were
122  excluded from further analysis. Differential expression of genes was determined with the R
123 package DESeq2 (version 1.30.1) %, which uses the Benjamini-Hochberg method to correct
124  for multiple testing *. Genes were considered to be significantly differentially expressed if p-
125 adj <0.05. To check clustering of RNA-sequencing samples of subjects and controls, a
126  principal component analysis (PCA) was performed with the R package pcaExplorer (version
127 2.6.0) . RNA count data were variance stabilized transformed and the 500 most variant

128  genes (top n genes) were selected for computing the principal components.

129 Expression of DEGsin different developmental stages

130 Expression data of DEGs were obtained from PTEE (version 1.1) ** for the adult brain
131  cortex. Genes expressed at alow level in adult brain tissue may be expressed at a higher level
132  in the developing brain and therefore, could still play a significant role in neurodevelopment.
133  Hence, for DEGs expressed <1.5 TPM in adult brain cortex (according to PTEE), expression
134 levels in different developmental stages were obtained from the R package ABAEnrichment
135  (version 1.20.0)  for the whole brain. We used a Tukey’s HSD test to determine whether this
136  group of DEGs (<1.5 TPM in adult brain cortex) displays a significantly different expression
137  profile between the brain developmental stages.

138 DEGs which are expressed <1.5 TPM in adult brain cortex but >1.5 RPKM in prenatal
139 stage of the whole brain and reach their maximum of expression in the prenatal stage were
140  selected and further analyzed for GO enrichment.
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141 DEGsinvolved in NDDs

142 A list of genes, which are known to play arole in NDDs, was obtained from PTEE **.
143 DEGs of 15q13.2913.3 microdeletion patients were compared to the list of NDD genes, to
144  determine DEGs that could contribute to the neurological symptoms observed in those
145 patients. The significance for enrichment of DEGs with NDD genes was calculated using a
146  binomial testin R %.

147 GO enrichment

148 Gene ontology enrichment analysis was performed with the R package GOfuncR
149  (version 1.14.0) for up- and down-regulated DEGs ?°. GO nodes with a family wise error rate
150 (FWER) <0.05 were considered significantly enriched. To check for unspecific GO
151 enrichment analysis results, the four control subjects were split in two groups and differential

152  geneexpression and GO enrichment analyses were performed for those two control groups.

153 Identification of activated/inactivated DEG-interacted functional modules

154 We investigated the activity of DEG-interacted functional modules to elucidate the
155 roles of DEGs in 15 microdeletion. The DEG-interacted network was constructed by the
156 DEGs and their interacting partners in the human protein interaction network (PIN), which
157  was obtained from the InBio Map database . A DEG-interacted functional module is a
158  subnetwork of the DEG-interacted network formed by genes annotated by the same biological
159  processes. The functional annotations of genes were obtained from GO %, and only the
160 annotations supported by experiments were used in this study. Additionaly, to ensure the
161 DEGs participation and functional association among genes, all the functional modules were
162  required to contain at least one DEG and one interaction. To determine if the member genes
163  of the tested functional module were overrepresented at the top of the entire ranked gene list,
164  we performed the gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) * for evaluating each module’s
165 activity and inactivity separately. To assess the activity (inactivity), the entire gene list was
166  ranked downward (upward) by the fold change of genes between the 15 microdeletion and
167 controls. We then calculated the enrichment score (ES) for each functional module by
168  walking down the ranked gene list. The ES of functional module f is defined as below:

ES; = max(S;),i € {1,..,N}

0
- {1,ifgene i ef
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169 where S isthe score of genei, i isordered by fold change, Nr is the number of genesin
170 the tested functional module, N is the number of total ranked genes, and p is a binary
171 parameter. To estimate the significance of ES, we produced 1,000 scores ESang calculated
172  from 1,000 randomly permutated gene lists. Then, we denoted the standard score z, which was

173  defined as below, asthe activity or inactivity of functional module f.

ES; —
zZ = r—#
g
174 where u and o are respectively the mean and standard deviation of 1,000 ESang.

175 Findly, the functional modules possessing z of activity greater than two and z of inactivity
176 less than zero were defined as activated; and the functional modules with z of inactivity
177  greater than two and z of activity less than zero were defined as inactivated. The discovered
178 activated or inactivated functional modules were further summarized/clustered by the
179  REVIGO * agorithm with similarity > 0.9 that was calculated from Resnik * algorithm and
180  visualized using the treemap package *.

181 To predict key transcription factors and cofactors that drive transcriptomic differences
182  between microdeletion individuals and controls we used Mining Algorithm for Genetic
183 Controllers (MAGIC), which leverages ENCODE ChiP-seq data to look for statistical

184  enrichment of transcription factors and cofactors in genes and flanking regions **.
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185 Results
186 Transcriptional changesin 15g13.3 microdeletion individuals and Df[h15q13]/+ mice

187 To study the effects of the 15913.3 microdeletion on transcriptional regulation, we
188 performed RNA-seq from three individuals carrying a heterozygous 15g13.3 microdeletion
189 (Fig. 1) and four control subjects. Further, to identify robust changes across species and
190 tissues, we analyzed cerebral cortex tissue from ten mice (Df[h15g13]/+) reported by Gordon
191 et al. *® While in the 15q13.3 microdeletion subjects we identified 2,334 genes (adjusted p-
192  value < 0.05) with altered expression levels compared to controls (Supplementary Table S1),
193  only genes within the deleted region withstood multiple testing correction in the mouse
194  (Supplementary Table S1). This could be related to a difference in synteny between the
195 mouse and human chromosomal regions, to the high interindividual variability of our
196 subjects, or to the generally mild impact on gene expression with genes not reaching the
197  dysregulation threshold necessary to withstand conservative multiple testing correction. The
198 immediate result of applying multiple testing correction is that the probability a true effect
199  may be rejected will increase *. To control for false positives, but also to avoid erroneously
200 regecting real effects we decided to focus on DEGs shared between human and mouse. We,
201 thus, considered genes with uncorrected p-value < 0.05 in the mouse and identified 68 shared
202 genes between the two species and different tissues (Supplementary Table S1). To test
203  whether the number of overlapping genes is higher than expected by chance we performed
204 100,000 random samplings considering atotal of 20,000 genes. This yielded a p-value of 0.02
205  suggesting the overlap is significant. By contrast, when we considered DEGs among controls,
206 only six genes were shared with the (Df[h15g13]/+) mouse model, which is an amount

207  expected to occur by chance (p-value=0.94 from 100,000 simulations).

208 To check whether the gene dosage affects gene expression, we identified genes located
209 in the deleted site, which are expressed in blood and brain cortex (Supplementary Fig. S1).
210  Four genes have an expression higher than 1.5 TPMs in brain cortex ** (FAN1, MTMRIO,
211 KLF13, OTUD7A) of which MTMR10 and KLF13 are also highly expressed in blood
212  (Supplementary Fig. S1). These genes were significantly downregulated in both human and
213  mouse samples (Supplementary Table S1). Moreover, although FAN1 and OTUD7A display
214  low expression levels in blood (Supplementary Fig. Sl), they were also significantly

215  differentially expressed in our blood transcriptome analysis (Supplementary Table S1).

216 We next focused on shared DEGs between 15q13.3 microdeletion individuals and the
217 mouse model. Variants in eight of these genes (PHIP, KAT6A, VPS13B, GPAAL, CHD7,
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218  FIBP, KMT2C, AP1S1) are known causes for monogenic NDD *. There are six genes which
219 have a gene ontology (GO) annotation related to gene expression (ZFP57, EDA, KAT6A,
220 CD46, PIK3R3) and also six genes related to brain development (CHD7, ITGA4, MYLIP,
221 PAFAHI1B3, SRT2, BAGALT2). Interestingly, we could aso identify components of the
222 maor histocompatibility complex, class Il to be dysregulated in both blood and brain
223  (Supplementary Table S1), which may reflect a disturbed inflammatory or immune process.

224  Molecular pathways affected by transcriptome alterations in 150913.3 microdeletion

225 To identify molecular pathways that may be affected by the gene expression profiles
226 we performed GO enrichment analysis followed by protein-protein-interaction (PPI)
227  networks, as previously described ¥ Using the mouse data, we identified genera GO
228  categories like cellular components or developmental processes to be enriched with DEGs
229  (Supplementary Table S2). For human subjects, there were two less general GO terms which
230  were most significantly enriched with DEGs:. “nervous system development” (GO:0007399,
231  p-value after family wise error rate (FWER) multiple correction = 0.036) with 32 associated
232  genes and “DNA binding” (GO:0003677, p-value FWER multiple correction = 0.046) with
233 183 associated genes (Table 1, Supplementary Table S2).

234 To better delineate molecular pathways, involved in the copy-number variant (CNV)
235  pathomechanism, we further focused on identifying the functional modules formed by DEGs
236  from human subjects and their PPl partners. This revealed that most nodes clustered in
237  cellular processes like metabolic pathways, signaling, or cellular components (Fig. 2,
238  Supplementary Table S2). Since regulation of gene expression appeared to be perturbed, we
239 tested if the gene expression profile matches dysregulation of one or more transcription
240  factors based on ENCODE Chip-seq data **. This analysis revealed no significant enrichment
241 for genes associated with a known transcription regulator, suggesting that a single gene
242  cannot explain the observed expression profile. Interestingly, inactivated functional modules
243  clusters are mainly involved in immune response and regulation of gene expression (Fig. 2B,
244  Supplementary Table S2). Oligodendrocyte differentiation and development appear to be
245  affected, which together with the “positive regulation of neuron death” (Fig. 2A, B,
246  Supplementary Table S2) could explain the impaired nervous system development. To check
247  whether those molecular pathways are specifically identified in the microdeletion individuals,
248  we analyzed differential gene expression between two control groups. GO terms significantly
249  enriched with DEGs of the control groups were mostly related to immune response, and to a

250 much lesser extent to gene expression regulation (Supplementary Table S2). Thus, the
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251 identification of those molecular pathways in the individuals bearing 15913.3 microdeletion
252  may not be related to the deleted region, but rather to the analyzed tissue. In contrast, we did
253 not identify any GO terms related to nervous system development in the controls. This
254 supports our hypothesis that the effect on pathways related to nervous system development in
255  the affected individuals is aresult of the microdeletion.

256 We showed that affected genes were enriched in pathways related to nervous system
257  development (Table 1) and that PPIs influence apoptosis and neuron death (Fig. 2B). This
258 prompted us to inquire al DEGs that have known Mendelian associations with monogenic
259 NDD. We identified 252 of the DEGs to be related to monogenic intellectual disability (Fig.
260 2C, Supplementary Table S1). The number of genes is significantly higher than expected by
261 chance (p-value binomial test = 0.003), which could suggest an underlying polygenic effect
262  that leadsto an increased risk for a neurodevelopmental disorder.

263 Dysregulated genesin 15g13.3 microdel etion individuals expressed in the developing brain

264 Further, we asked whether blood DEGs, which are not expressed in the adult brain
265  cortex, may have been expressed in the developing brain. We identified 358 DEGs, which are
266  expressed in blood but not in the adult brain. We used the ABAEnrichment packagein R #* to
267  check the expression levels of these genes during the different stages of brain development
268  (Supplementary Table S3). For 245 of the 358 genes, we could retrieve expression levels from
269 the Allen Brain Atlas. Our analysis revealed that for DEGs, which are silenced in the adult
270  brain, there is a significant enrichment for the ones with a maximum expression level in the
271  developing brain (p-value = 0.04, Fig. 3). A GO enrichment analysis of the 53 genes showed
272  that severa of these genes are involved in chromosome organization during cell division, but
273 aso identified the eg. DRAXIN gene to be dysregulated, which is involved in the
274 development of spinal cord (Supplementary Table S3).

275 Discussion

276 The 15013.3 microdeletion is associated with pleiotropic effects and has been
277  described in awide spectrum of clinical contexts ranging from apparently healthy individuals
278  to some severely affected with 1D, epilepsy or even schizophrenia (Fig. 1B) 2. It is difficult to
279  dissect the mechanisms contributing to the nervous system developmental disturbance mostly
280 because of the limitations of in vitro approaches aiming to reproduce human brain
281  development *°. Thus, the etiology of the 15q13.3 microdeletion’s range of hypervariable

282  symptoms remains elusive.
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283 To understand how dysregulation of gene expression contributes to 15g13.3
284  microdeletion pathomechanisms, we aimed to circumvent artefacts introduced by
285 conventiona in vitro approaches. Thus, we analyzed transcriptional profiles from three
286 individuals with 150913.3 microdeletion in an in vivo state in blood, which is an easily
287 accessibletissue. To identify genes, which are robustly dysregulated we additionally analyzed

288  brain cortex tissue from a 15g13.3 microdeletion mouse model.

289 We initially checked for dosage effects of the genes included in the microdeletion
290 (Fig. 1A). This reveded that there are four genes with high expression in brain cortex
291  (Supplementary Fig. S1 *): FAN1, MTMR10, KLF13, OTUD7A, all of which showed
292  significant down-regulation in blood (Supplementary Table S1) of our subjects, as well as
293 mouse brain cortex, confirming that a gene dosage effect of the microdeletion contributes to
294  thetranscriptional dysregulation. Other genes included in the typical deletion region: TRPM1,
295 CHRNA7, MIR211, ARHGAP11B, display low expression levels in brain cortex and blood
296 (Supplementary Fig. S1) and were not significantly differentially expressed in the 15913.3
297  microdeletion individuals. While MIR211 is a microRNA, which was not sequenced probably
298  asaresult of the library preparation protocol and ARHGAP11B is a human specific gene *°,
299 Trpml and Chrna7 were down-regulated in mouse brain cortex (Supplementary Table S1),

300 further supporting the importance of the haploinsufficiency.

301 We next focused on dysregulated genes across the two different tissues in the human
302 subjects and the mouse model. One of the shared down-regulated genes is CHD7, which is
303 frequently associated with CHARGE syndrome and has been shown to be highly relevant for
304 neuronal differentiation and brain development **. CDH7, but also other shared dysregulated
305 geneslike KMT2C and KAT6A are involved in chromatin remodeling and hence in regulation
306 of gene expression. This is in accordance with the findings of Zhang et al., who described a
307 global epigenomic reprogramming of iPSCs from 15q13.3 microdeletion individuals 2.
308 However, in their approach they were not able to identify driving factors, potentially
309 secondary to the bias induced by in vitro cultivation. This could also explain why they do not
310 identify any shared dysregulations with the mouse model and their multiomics approach

311 yielded arather low correlation level among the multiple analyses.

312 To identify affected molecular pathways we performed a GO analysis of DEGs. This
313 showed a significant enrichment of DEGs that are involved in DNA binding (Table 1).
314 Moreover, an analysis of functiona modules formed by DEGs and their PPl partners

315 confirmed that gene expression regulation is affected (Fig. 2B, Supplementary Table 2). Yet,
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316  based on ENCODE data®, we did not identify any transcription factor that could explain the
317  observed transcriptional profile. This is in accordance with the observation of Zhang et al.
318 that the disease-relevant impact of the 15013.3 microdeletion is probably caused by the
319 combinatorial effects of several genes, rather than a single “master” gene. Our analysis
320 showed network-wide dysregulatory effects and explains why knockout models of singular
321  genesencompassed in the deletion could not fully recapitul ate the phenotype *°.

322 The GO analysis also revedled that DEGs show a significant enrichment in the
323 nervous system development category (Table 1). Indeed, we could show that the set of
324  dysregulated genes contained a significant proportion (p-value = 0.003) of genes which have
325 been related to monogenic NDD (Fig. 2C, Supplementary Table S1). The PPI functional
326 module analysis identified more specific developmental processes of the nervous system like
327  oligodendrocyte differentiation, axon and neuron projection development, as well as “positive
328 regulation of neuron death” to be affected (Fig. 2A, B, Supplementary Table S2). This aligns
329  with experimental data from Df[h15g13]/+ mice, which shows that both loss of OTUD7A and
330 CHRNAT7 contribute to dendrite outgrowth defects *°, and also with the recently described

331 involvement of KIf13 in the development of cortical interneurons. *°

332 To determine whether other DEGs silenced in the adult human brain might have
333 played arole in the nervous system development, we used the Allen Brain Atlas data, which
334  provides brain gene expression data during different developmental stages. ** This showed
335 that asignificant number of genes found to be differentially expressed in blood, but silenced
336 intheadult brain had maximum expression levelsin the prenatal stage (Fig. 3).

337 Our data suggests that network-wide dysregulatory effects contribute to 15q13.3
338 microdeletion pathomechanisms. There are several lines of evidence that indicate a disturbed
339 nervous system development, suggesting the severity of 15013.3 microdeletion individuals
340 symptoms is probably determined in the early embryonic stages. The identification of
341  dysregulated genes clustering in inflammatory and immune pathways may be related to the
342 analyzed tissue, namely blood. However, since we identified components of the maor
343  histocompatibility complex, class I to be dysregulated in the mouse brain, we cannot rule out
344  that immune insults could contribute to the increased vulnerability of 150913.3 microdeletion-
345  bearing offspring.

346 A major limitation of our study is the small cohort, in which individual-characteristic
347  gene expression levels, which were not caused by the microdel etion, can have a big impact on

348 the anaysis. We attempted to circumvent this by comparing our data to the mouse model.
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349 However, alarger cohort and potentially the analysis of an additional tissue like skin, could
350 further refine the analysis and unveil which gene network is mostly responsible for the
351 pathomechanism. This is crucia for directing future efforts to minimize the severity of the

352  phenotype.
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484

485  Figurelegends

486 Fig. 1. Overview of the 15013.3 locus and symptoms associated with the
487 microdeletion A. Schematic representation of the 15g13.3 microdeletion region. Protein
488 coding genes within the region are shown beneath chromosome 15. The color legend
489  corresponds to the pLI score as a measure of loss-of-function deleteriousness “°. Underlined
490 genes have been considered candidates that are responsible for the observed phenotypes
491 (CHRNA7 ** OTUD7A °° FAN1’ ARHGAP11B 8 TRPM1 °, KLF13 %) B. Individuals with
492  15013.3 microdeletion display a heterogenous phenotype which can range from normal
493  development to severe intellectual disability (ID) or neurodevelopmental disorders (NDD). A
494  delineation of the phenotype based on 246 cases revealed predominantly neurologic
495  symptoms of which ID, epilepsy, and neuropsychiatric disorders are most prominent 2.

496 Fig. 2. Functional modules representation. A. Activated functional modules clustersin
497 individuals with 15013.3 microdeletion. Functions that could influence nervous system
498 development are clustered in oligodendrocyte differentiation under the “cellular
499 differentiation” category. The size of the boxes is proportional to the activation level of the
500 module. B. Inactivated functional modules clusters in individuals with 15913.3 microdeletion.

501 These include processes relevant for neuron development. The size of the boxes is
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proportional to the inactivation level of the module. C. 252 of the DEGs are related to
monogenic neurodevelopmental disorders (NDD). The number of genes is significantly
higher than expected by chance (p-value binomial test = 0.003).

Fig. 3. Inquiry of DEGs which are not expressed in the adult brain cortex. Based on
the Allen Brain Atlas these genes show a significant enrichment for genes with highest

expression level in the prenatal stage (p-value adult vs. prenatal stage = 0.04).

Table 1. Enriched overrepresented GO terms in DEGs of 15g13.3 individuals. FWER:
family-wise error rate corrected p-value; #genes. number of DEGs involved in the function.

For genes included in the nodes refer to Supplementary Table S2.

raw p-
GO ID Ontology GO term value FWER #genes
GO:0007399  biological process "CVOUSSYSIEM ook 05 0036 32
development
GO:0003677 To'ec.“'ar DNA binding 00001 0046 183
unction



https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.08.22273231

p13

Qrch37:1 5:30366247-32927476

Individual 1
303N 305 Mb SToMb BT 320N 325 Wb 325Mb
Individual 2
Lheas
Individual 3
] [ ] — -
Go.LGAaJ B < GHLGAB.R FANT> KLF13> (CHRNAT < GOLGASK
GOLGAST > 6OLGABQ> e < OTUD7A < GOLGASO
-, | " [ ]
< CHREAM7A < MTMR10 IR P More tolerant to loss of function GOLGASN >
u -
GOLGASH > ARHGAPT1A>
-
ARHGAP11B>

Lelial Less tolerant to loss of function

2
S

20

Percentage of probands

81%

58%



https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.08.22273231

A

NADH dehydrogenase complex assembly

aerobic respiration

antigen processing and
presentation of
exogenous peptide
antigen via MHC class Il

immune cell response

proton
transmembrane
transport

tRNA metabolic process

ribosomal large
subunit biogenesis

cellular metabqlism

regulation of B cell
receptor signaling pathway

T cell activation involved
in immune response

negative regulation of tumor
necrosis factor production

definitive
hemopoiesis

regulation of signal
transduction by p53
class mediator

cellular signaling

positive
regulation of
calcium-mediated
signaling

regulation of
TORC2 signaling

regulation of
natural killer

natural killer cell chemotaxis

cell chemotaxis]

TORC2 signaling

nucleoside triphosphate
biosynthetic process

alpha—amino acid
biosynthetic process

RNA localization

regulation of ruffle assembly

to Cajal body

positive regulation of
protein localization

positive regulation
of DNA-directed DNA
polymerase activity

cellular organization ___

protein localization

into membrane

negative regulation of
DNA damage response,

axoneme assembly signal transduction by

cellular différentiation

regulation of

oligodendrocyte definitive
differentiation erythrocyte
protein insertion differentiation

——response to DNA—
damage

response to DNA
damage checkpoint

recombination

polymerase Il promoter

in response to hypoxia

signaling pathway

factor receptor
signaling pathway

neuron developmen

of apoptotic process

' ' ' to chromosome, to nucleoplasm . signalin
mitochondrial gene expression | | P 053 class mediator g g
telomeric region
medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.08.22273231; this version posted April 16, 2022. 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.
macrophage
Golai - ation | icleccytoplasmic vacuole derived nucleic acid S bositive positive
olgi organization . b e : -
srsErElE Tesiar 91 org transport organization foam cell transport cellular response to : J : , peptidyl-serine protein regulation
9 _ . _ : interleukin—1 regulation of phosphorylation | menoubiauitination | of protein
differentiation cytokine stimulus : .
beta production | cell migration phosphorylationf
regulation of RNA = I I
negative regulation P-body chromatin secondary nucleus I m m U n e Ce res pO n Se_
of cellular assembly assembly or structure organization " regulation of N-terminal glycoprotein
catabolic process disassembly | unwinding regulation of positive positive T—helper 1 orotein protein bi theti
nuclear division : regulation of regulation of . . amino acid T2 AL
protein NIK/NF-kappaB|  nF—kappas A type immune|  acylation e process
clathrin coat regulation of localization signaling signaling y response modinication
nuclear pore - - t - -
nai UPOTe | sembly | colsize | cytoplasrmic protein processing
T cell migration organization
9 stress granule T-helper 1 cell : :
- - _ . _ _ e protein processing
cellular organization ... | ™" e [ovokine producton B vl
Inophospnolipi response to regulation of prote|n Y ' u :
, : plasma membrane |POSItVE reguiation| * =9 ===t = transport of DNA repeat > " pri-miRNA host cell : profein 6anale loid
Icell junction assembly rotein elements Gram-—positive | transcription by o : acetylation process amyloid precursor
bounded cell of cellular protel e . RNA polymerase 1| | POSitive regulation of rotein catabolic
L carbohydrate |localization to tel bacterium inflammatory response P
projection : Soee DIOCESS
. |metabolic process|cell periphery receptor catalytic
morphogenesis : e
internalization | core complex
assembly oxygen response to endothelium
positive regulation of vechele DNA carbohydrate|  regulation of . transmembrane|  phoserolbd | 1 meostasis | calcium ion
. . replication—independent regulation of in | dephosphorylation development regulation
g receptor protein 9
I S telomerase membrane ptor p
prganelle organization organization chromatin assembly transport . . . = of
catalytic core invagination | canonical Wnt | tyrosine kinase cellular metabolism._ itheli b rdohalil
complex assembly signaling pathway|  signaling : : epitnelium e
pathway cyclic nucleotide .
: : pulmonary valve
o . - : regulatlon of glucose metabO“C proces&
: positive regulation |positive regulation _ , : : as i b development
regulation of MRNA regulation of P OO e he silencing cellular SIiQ nallng < _[enemembrane Ve :
ool RNA splicing of MRNA metabolic| of angiogenesis by miRNA nomeostasis| ransort 9
metabolic process y mi " : i
P Nrocess positive regulation receptor metabolic
S | . . . o
regulation of gene expression = ofInsuln recoptor| %078 1 Fsesi—{ negative regulation
== regulation of : - pathway via :
pri—miRNA - signaling pathway | of apoptotic process
o translation, JAK-STAT " regulation . St oot
posttranscriptional _ transcription by |ncRNA-mediated _ oSG positive ETE S e _a po ptOS|S_
: L : mRNA catabolic |RNA polymerase I regulation of . regulation of projection :
histone modification regulation of positive regulation of | transforming growth regulation of : vesicle s :
: process , o i | h] neuron death morphogenesis positive regulation
gene expression regu|at|on of DNA |transcription from RNA factor beta receptor epidermal growthj ffediit ydediit (= = | A i

DEGs

2,334

252
p-value=0.003

1,452

NDD genes


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.08.22273231

=

Total=2,334 DEGs

[ DEGs with brain cortex expression

[ DEGs not expressed in brain cortex, with
expression levels in Allen Brain Atlas

[ DEGs not expressed in brain cortex, norin
Allen Brain Atlas

S~
-
-~
~
-~
-
-
-~
-
-~
-~
-~
-
-~
-~
~
-~
-
-~
-~
-~
~ o

RPKM

%%

QO’ 4




e L L R PP R L LR PP

= s 1.0- s 1.0-
o o o
= Fos5- Fos-
0.0 - N — I_-.‘._ 0.0- L :
GOLGA8J GOLGAST
1.5 - e
100 -
s s 1.0- s
o o o I
0.0 - - Q= ---mmmmmm--- -
GOLGASK KLF13
60 -
s s S 40-
B 2 2
20 -
R e e
MTMR10
15 -
s s s 10-
o o o
= = F o5
0- ; o- T 7T T
GOLGASO OTUD7A
1.5 - e 1.5 S e
s s 1.0- < 1.0-
o o o
= Fo05- ‘ F o05-
0.0 - ; 0.0- ——-‘-—
GOLGASQ TRPM1
1.5 e v SRREE
= 1.0- = - [ Brain Cortex
Fo05- I ¥ 05- I Whole blood
0.0 - : 0.0 - ;
GOLGA8H GOLGASR

Supplementary Fig. S1. Expression levels of genes located in the 15913.3 microdeletion region. TPM
(transcript per kilobase million mapped reads) values of gene expression levels are depicted for brain cortex
tissue and whole blood. The dashed lines represent 1.5 TPM. Expression values were obtained from PTEE
(https://bioinf.eva.mpg.de/PTEE/).
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