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Abstract

Both long-read genome sequencing (IrGS) and the recently published Telomere to
Telomere (T2T) reference genome provide increased coverage and resolution across
repetitive regions promising heightened structural variant detection and improved
mapping. Inversions (INV), intrachromosomal segments which are rotated 180° and
inserted back into the same chromosome, are a class of structural variants particularly
challenging to detect due to their copy-number neutral state and association with
repetitive regions. Inversions represent about 1/20 of all balanced structural
chromosome aberrations and can lead to disease by gene disruption or altering
regulatory regions of dosage sensitive genes in cis.

Here we remapped the genome data from six individuals carrying unsolved
cytogenetically detected inversions. An INV6 and INV10 were resolved using GRCh38
and T2T-CHM13. Finally, an INV9 required optical genome mapping, de novo assembly
of IrGS data and T2T-CHM13. This inversion disrupted intron 25 of EHMT1, confirming
a diagnosis of Kleefstra syndrome 1 (MIM#610253).

These three inversions, only mappable in specific references, prompted us to
investigate the presence and population frequencies of differential reference regions
(DRRs) between T2T-CHM13, GRCh37, GRCh38, the chimpanzee and bonobo, and
hundreds of megabases of DRRs were identified.

Our results emphasize the significance of the chosen reference genome and the added
benefits of IrGS and optical genome mapping in solving rearrangements in challenging
regions of the genome. This is particularly important for inversions and may impact

clinical diagnostics.
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Introduction

Inversions are defined as a copy-number neutral structural variants characterized by
two breakpoint junctions in cis each mapping to the same (paracentric inversion) or
distinct chromosomal arms (pericentric inversion). Inversions larger than the resolution
limitation of the methodology used for screening will be challenging to detect due to the
need of phasing both junctions in cis; this feature make them prone to high false-
negative and false-positive rates in genome sequencing *. Moreover, recurrent
inversions formed by non-allelic homologous recombination (NAHR) use segmental
duplications (SDs) or other types of highly similar repeats as recombinant substrates **

which adds to the challenge of detecting junctions mapping to poor quality regions of

the genome *°°.

We have previously shown that 28% of cytogenetically visible inversions are
undetected by short read genome sequencing (srGS) ’, suggesting that the breakpoint
junctions are located within large stretches of repetitive sequences. Long read genome
sequencing (IrGS) was shown to improve alignment and enable phasing and better
resolution across repetitive regions #*°. Regardless, inversions with breakpoints

mapping to large repeats remain challenging to resolve even when applying IrGS >**,

Previous studies show that the new T2T-CHM13 (T2T) reference provides increased
sensitivity in inversion detection due to increased resolution across repetitive sequences
>12 This reference genome has filled gaps present in earlier reference genomes, adding

>200 Mb of sequence compared to GRCh38 *2. In fact, both GRCh37 and GRCh38 lack
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information across hundreds of mega-base pairs (Mb) of regions such as telomeres,
centromeres and other repetitive regions *?*’. Often forgotten resources in human
genetic analysis are the closely related primate genomes chimpanzee *® and bonobo *°
that have been fully sequenced, with up to 99% of gaps closed *°. Many sequences

unmappable after srGS analysis may be present in primates *"%.

We previously solved 72% (13/18) cytogenetically detected inversions using srGS and
GRCh37’. Here, we investigated six paracentric and pericentric large genomic
inversions (>10 Mb) detected by chromosomal karyotyping in individuals referred to
clinical studies, which remained unsolved after extensive genomic analysis. Using a
combination of srGS, IrGS and optical mapping together with remapping the GS data to
multiple reference genomes resolved a significant number of molecularly unsolved
inversions. Our results highlight a role for complex genomic regions in clinically relevant
structural variants with multiple breakpoint junctions in cis. Finally, we explore reference
genome differences using healthy Swedish individuals. Altogether, we demonstrate that
reference genomes have an impact on clinical structural variant calling and underscore

the utility of applying long molecules to investigate the architecture of rare diseases.

Results

Resolving inversions using IrGS and reference genomes
The six rare inversions affect chromosomes 6, 9, 10, 11 and 18 in six unrelated

individuals (Table 1). They were aligned to GRCh37, GRCh38 and T2T.
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Table 1. Overview of included inversions. Including the reference genome in which
they could be detected and the type of genomic sequencing technology used (short-
read (sr), linked-read (lir), long-read (Ir) genome sequencing (GS) and optical genome

mapping (OGM)). Results are indicated as detected (@), unclear (-) or absent (X).

Case ID Karyotype GRCh37 GRCh38 T2T @ Sequencing data
P4855 501 46, XY, inv(6)(p12916.3) X srGS, IirGS, IrGS
P5371_208 46, XY, inv(9)(p13922) X x x srGS, lirGS
P4855 208 46, XY, inv(11)(p11.1g12)mat - - - srGS, lirGS, IrGS
P4855 106 46, XY, inv(10)(q11g23)pat X X srGS, lirGS
P5370 201 46, XY, inv(18)(p11.3911.2) X X X srGS, lirGS
BH16643-1  46,XX,inv(9)(q12934.3)dn X X srGS, IrGS, OGM

Two (P4855_ 501, P4855 106) inversions were detected by standard variant callers
after realigning the srGS to a new reference genome. One additional case (BH16643-1)
was resolved using a combination of new reference genomes, de novo assembly and

optical genome mapping (OGM).

The first case (P4855_501), with a pericentric inversion on chromosome 6 initially
detected by karyotyping, was undetected using both srGS, lirGS and IrGS SV analysis
as well as de novo assembly in GRCh37 . Following realignment of the GS data to
GRCh38 and T2T, the exact inversion breakpoints were present in both srGS, lirGS,
IrGS as well as in the de novo assembly (Fig. 1A & 3, Supplementary Fig. 1). The
GRCh38 analysis pinpointed the breakpoint junction at 6p12 to position chr6:51190256,
whilst the 6g16.3 breakpoint was specified to 6g16.1; chr6:93164914. The GRCh38
analysis pinpointed the breakpoint junction at 6p12 to position chr6:51190256, whilst the

other 6g16.3 breakpoint was specified to 6g16.1; chr6:93164914. Detailed breakpoint
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sequences reveal presence of 3 bp microhomology (Supplementary Fig. 2). The
inverted segment covered 42 Mb (24% of chromosome 6). Discordant reads pairs were
present in GRCh37 at the 6g16.1 breakpoint, partnering with multiple genomic locations
(Supplementary Fig. 1). The affected patient suffered hearing impairment, intellectual
disability, autistic features, diplopia, anosmia as well as hypogonadism. No genes were
interrupted by the inversion breakpoints, while 324 genes were located within the

inverted segment.
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Fig 1: Detection of unresolved inversions by short and long read genome
sequencing. A) An inversion 6 visible in short read genome sequencing (srGS), linked
read genome sequencing (lirGS) and long read genome sequencing (IrGS) using
GRCh38. B) An inversion 10 visible in srGS and lirGS data using T2T.

C) An inversion 9 only visibly by IrGS de novo assembly using T2T. D) An inversion 11
with centromeric breakpoints. The IrGS de novo assembly call fitting with the

cytogenetic analysis is shown.

The second inversion (P4855_106), affecting chromosome 10 in a healthy individual,
could only be resolved using T2T (Fig. 1B, Supplementary Fig. 3), where it was visible
in both srGS, lirGS and de novo lirGS assembly. The 10g11.21 breakpoint was
pinpointed to chr10:42292350, whilst the 10923.32 breakpoint was pinpointed to
chr10:93143588 (Supplementary Fig. 2). The inverted segment covered 50.9 Mb (40%
of chromosome 10). The inversion interrupts intron 1 in the gene CPEB3, however
disruption of this transcript is unlikely to be pathogenic. 2879 genes were located within

the inverted segment.

The third inversion (BH16643-1), affecting chromosome 9, was first identified by
chromosomal karyotyping in an individual with global developmental delay, hypotonia,
feeding difficulties, congenital heart defect and dysmorphic craniofacial features (Fig. 1
& 2, Supplementary Fig. 5, Supplementary Information 2). The inversion was
undetected in srGS, IrGS using GRCh37. Manual inspection of the OGM data indicated

a structural variant breakpoint junction at 9934.3 supported by raw molecules and was
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narrowed down to 150.05 — 150.1 Mb using T2T OGM de novo assembly
(Supplementary Fig. 4). Lack of informative motifs in the raw molecules hampered our
ability to find the location of breakpoint at 9q12. Using T2T, OGM, IrGS and de novo
assembly, we were able to pinpoint the 9934.3 breakpoint to chr9:150,079,673. The
9912 breakpoint was located in a 28 Mb region (chr9:48424795-77056693) consisting of
satellite and simple repeats not represented in reference genomes GRCh37 and
GRCh38. Due to this, the 9912 breakpoint is ambiguously aligned in both OGM, IrGS
and de novo assembly contigs (Fig 2D). The inverted segment covers ~95 Mb (63% of
chromosome 9). The 9934.3 breakpoint interrupts intron 25 of the gene EHMT1,
haploinsufficiency of which causes Kleefstra syndrome 1 (MIM#610253), a diagnosis

fitting the clinical phenotype (Supplementary Information 2).
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Fig. 2: Inversion affecting chromosome 9. A) Pedigree displaying inheritance pattern

for inversion 9. B) G-banded chromosome analysis showed a paracentric inversion in
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the long arm of one chromosome 9 between bands 9912 and 9934.3 in the proband.
The abnormal chromosome 9 is indicated by a blue arrow. Parental chromosome
analysis revealed no evidence of this inversion in either parent, suggesting that this is a
de novo event. C) Chromosome 9 inversion disrupted intron 25 out of 26 of
EHMT1/NM_024757 at 9934.3. D) Nucleotide sequence alignment of inversion

breakpoint junctions 1 (top) and 2 (bottom).

For one inversion, affecting chromosome 11 (P4855_208) identified by karyotyping in a
patient suffering from neurodevelopmental delay (Table 1, Figure 1D) a potential
inversion call was suggested after IrGS de novo assembly. The suggested breakpoints
were present in all the assessed genomes (GRCh37, GRCh38 and T2T) and one of
them was verified using breakpoint PCR and Sanger sequencing (Supplementary Fig.
5). However, both breakpoints were in highly repetitive regions consisting of centromeric
satellite repeats and similar signals were present in unrelated controls rendering it
uncertain whether the true inversion breakpoints were detected or not (Supplementary

Fig. 6).

Reference genomes influence SV discovery

Reference genome analysis revealed that inversion breakpoint sequences were missing
in reference genomes GRCh37 (inv6) and GRCh38 (inv9, inv10), making it impossible
to solve them using these reference genomes (Fig. 3, Supplementary Fig. 1 and 3). In
total 127 kb of sequence at 6p12.3 was present in GRCh38 but missing from GRCh37.

The region, located at chr6:51102785-51230413 did not contain any known genes, and

11
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consists of 51% repeat sequence, of which 49% interspersed repeats and 2% simple
repeats (Fig. 5C). The sequence aligned correctly in T2T, chimpanzee and bonobo,
concluding that the inversion was in fact visible in srGS except for when using GRCh37

(Supplementary Fig. 1 and 2).
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Fig 3: Comparison of the inversion breakpoint region on chromosome 6p12.3,
chromosome 10g11 and chromosome 9q12. Reference sequences were aligned to
each other and shown as dot-plots. The dashed line an dot represents the position of

the breakpoint of the inversions. A) The chromosome 6p inversion breakpoint is located
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in a 127kb region in GRCh38 missing from GRCh37. B) The chromosome 6p inversion
breakpoint in GRCh38 and T2T. C) The chromosome 10q breakpoint is located in a
69kb region missing in GRCh38, with a surrounding 4kb duplication which occurs only
once in T2T. D) The chromosome 9912 breakpoint is located in a 28 Mb region missing

in GRCh38 shaded in blue.

For the inversion on chromosome 10, the 10:q11 breakpoint was located in a 69 kb
region of simple repeats only present in T2T (Fig. 3, 4, Supplementary Fig. 1 and 3).
The region, spanning from 10:42282056-42351085, consists of 99% simple repeats and
is surrounded by other regions of simple repeats. It does not contain any known genes.
The 9912 breakpoint of inversion on chromosome 9 was located in a 28 Mb region of
79% simple and 19% satellite repeats which was not present in GRCh37, GRCh38,

bonobo or chimpanzee (Fig. 3, 4).

Comparing variable sequences in human and primate reference genomes

Next, we evaluate the abundance of such Differential Reference Regions (DRRS), i.e. a
sequence larger than 10kb that is present in one reference and missing in another
during pairwise comparison. We compared three human (GRCh37, GRCh38, T2T) and
two primate (Chimpanzee and Bonobo) reference genomes pairwise. In comparing the
human references to each other, the longest uninterrupted DRR was detected in
GRCh38-GRCh37 (10kb-47Mb, median 50kb), whilst the most fragmented DRRs were
detected in T2T-GRCh38 (10kb-34Mb, median 30kb). The chimpanzee-T2T (range

10kb-14Mb, median 40kb) and bonobo-T2T had similar ranges of DRRs (range 10kb-

13
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19Mb and median 35kb) (Supplementary Table 2). In total, we uncovered 203 regions

and 260.6 Mb present in T2T and missing from GRCh37 (T2T-GRCh37). Finally, T2T-

GRCh37 contains the highest total Mb of DRR (Table 1).

Table 1. Differential reference regions between reference genomes. For each

template on the top row (grey) the total amount of sequence in Mb and on the second

row (white) the total number of DRRs is given in comparison with the query reference.

DRR (Mb) GRCh37

GRCh37
Template 0
81.03
GRCh38
340
260.6
T2T
203
_ 333.2
Chimp
743
408.9
Bonobo
829

Query
GRCh38 T2T
8.5 12.6
84 130
0 39.44
0 814
216.9 0
687 0
325.1 315.1
827 845
400.7 392.48
877 855

Chimpanzee

52.5

686
117.8

870
289.36

878
0

0
336.1

992

Bonobo

59.7

717
125.5

885
295.3

922
263.9

849
0

0

When comparing all DRRs where a sequence was present in T2T and missing from the

guery genome (T2T DRRs), we observe clustering of DRRs located in centromeric and

telomeric regions as well as segmental duplications, the acrocentric p-arms and chr Y

(Fig. 4). Of all T2T DRRs, 200 Mb of sequence was missing from all query reference

14
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genomes (Fig. 4C-D). For all GRCh38 DRRs, only 33 Mb of sequence was missing in

all query reference genomes including T2T (Fig. 4B, Supplementary Fig. 7).
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Fig 4: Shared DRR in T2T and GRCh38. A) Bar plot of all T2T DRRs B) Venn diagram
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of Mb overlap between all GRCh38 DRRs, C) Venn diagram of Mb overlap between all

T2T DRRs.

DRRs introduce repetitive sequences
Repeat analysis of all DRRs in GRCh38-GRCh37 and T2T-GRCh38 reveal most to be
repeat regions, and ~10% to be unigue sequence (Fig. 5A). As an example, the 127 kb

DRR affected by the inversion on chromosome 6 consisted of 49% unmasked

15



259 sequence, 38% LINEs, 5.2% SINEs, 2% simple repeats, 2.6% LTRs and 2.8% DNA

260 elements (Fig. 5C). Furthermore, of all T2T-GRCh38 DRR sequences, 55% consisted of
261  100% repetitive DNA, 92% consisted of >50% repetitive DNA, 20% were located inside
262  or within 10kb of centromeric regions and 30% within segmental duplications (Fig. 5B).
263 Of GRCh38-GRCh37 DRR sequences, 20% consisted of 100% repetitive DNA, 89%
264  consisted of >50% of repetitive DNA, 76% were located within 10 kb of centromeric

265 regions and 20% within segmental duplications (Fig. 5B).
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267 Fig 5: Repeat characterization across DRRs. A) Percentage of repeat elements
268 (masked by repeat masker) in the DRR sequences from GRCh38-GRCh37 and T2T-

269 GRCh38. B) Distribution of DRR sequences and their repeat percentage in GRCh38-
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GRCh37 and T2T-GRCh38. C) Pie chart displaying repeat content in the GRCh38-

GRCh37 DRR sequences affected by the inversion 6 at the 6p12 junction

(chr6:51102785-51230413) in GRCh38.

DRR sequences in the general population

Next, we aligned srGS data from 100 Swedish individuals ?* to the five references and

assessed the presence of DRR across the population (Fig 6, Supplementary Fig. 9 and

10).
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Fig 6: Distribution of DRRs in 100 Swedish individuals. A) DRRs between T2T-

GRCh38 and their presence in Swedish individuals. Blue indicating absent (<8X) and
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Of the DRRs in T2T-GRCh38, 68% were classified as not detected, meaning that the
average coverage per individual was blow the cutoff of 8X (Fig. 6A-C; Supplementary
Table 1). Of the 32% that were detected, 42% were observed in <5% (rare), 58% were
found in >5% (common) and 30% in over 90% (Fig. 6C). Across the 100 individuals, an
average of 1.3% of reads spanning DRRs were multimapping reads, meaning they map
to several locations in the genome. We also assessed the mapping quality of reads from
5 individuals across DRRs, (Supplementary Fig. 8) where 20% of reads had a mapping

quality above 20.

In comparison, for the GRCh38-GRCh37 DRRs, 60% were not detected
(Supplementary Fig. 10), whilst of the 40% detected, 13% were rare and 86% common
(Fig. 6C). Furthermore, 53% were found in over 90% of the queried individuals. The
mapping quality of reads from 5 individuals across DRRs was assessed, where 25% of
reads had a mapping quality above 20 (Supplementary Fig. 8). The violin plot confirms

that most DRRs lack aligned reads (Fig. 6B-C).

In Chimpanzee-T2T DRRs 80% were missing in the Swedish individuals, whilst of the

20% present, 6% were rare, 93% common and 75% in >90% of the individuals.
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Of the Bonobo-T2T DRRs, 93% were not detected, whilst of the remaining 7%, 15%
were rare 85% common and 50% in >90% of the Swedish individuals (Supplementary

Fig. 9).

Discussion

The availability of long read sequencing and the new reference T2T-CHM13
incentivized us to revisit six previously unsolved cytogenetically visible inversions. Three
inversions were solved by realigning the srGS data to GRCh38 and/or T2T. This
illustrates how reference genome variability may influence the accuracy of clinical

diagnostic SV calling and that IrGS in itself is not the sole answer.

For inversion 9, a de novo assembly proved necessary to pinpoint the breakpoints.
Highly repetitive DNA, LINE1 elements and centromeric sequences were involved in the
breakpoints. Resolving inversions with this level of repeat is challenging with srGS.
However, the inversion on chromosome 10 was resolved using srGS even though it was
located in a region consisting of 99% repeats, highlighting that detection of a true
positive SV call is highly dependent on completeness of the reference as well as the
representation of normal variation, even when using srGS. This is important from a
clinical perspective, where IrGS, which improves resolution of repeats, is not yet broadly
available clinically. Two inversions affecting chromosomes 9 and 18 remain unresolved,
both with at least one breakpoints positioned in or close to centromeric regions. For
inversion 11, IrGS nor de novo assembly was sufficient at pinpointing the breakpoints.
For the two remaining, IrGS was unfortunately not possible. Unfortunately, IrGS was not

possible for these cases.

19



327

328

329

330

331

332

333

334

335

336

337

338

339

340

341

342

343

344

345

346

347

348

349

For inversion 11, the IrGS de novo assembly generated a call matching the cytogenetic
findings (Fig. 1D). One breakpoint was verified by breakpoint PCR and Sanger
sequencing (Supplementary Fig. 5). However, further analysis revealed that similar
patters were identified in other individuals, this call may therefore represent normal
variation, or the true inversion call, formed through NAHR (Supplementary Fig. 6).
Overall, the case is an example of the challenge of pinpointing and resolving
breakpoints involving centromeric regions and indicates a need for new standards for
validating IrGS findings, as well as large scale population genomics databases for
filtering common variation. As supported by results from inversion 9, OGM can provide

further resolution in these examples.

We and others have previously suggested that a part of cytogenetically visible
inversions may have been formed through non-allelic homologous recombination
(NAHR) explaining why some remain undetected even after srGS analysis %" °.
Nonetheless, the breakpoint junction analysis of the three inversions resolved here
shows a distinct picture where none of the unsolved ones were mediated by ectopic
recombination between paralogous sequences. No matching repeats are detected, and
the junctions contain blunt ends or microhomology without additional copy-number
variants or other concomitantly alterations suggesting canonical non-homologous end
joining (c-NHEJ) as the underlying mechanism of formation "%2. Even so, the inversion
breakpoint DRRs on chromosomes 6p12.3, 9q12 and 10g11 are highly repetitive. The

127 kb DRR on 6p contained 51% simple repeats, the 28 Mb DRR on 9q consisted of
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99% satellite and simple repeats and the 69 kb DRR on 10q consisted of 99% simple
repeats. This result supports that copy-number neutral inversions, similarly to balanced
translocations, may result from an error prone repair of processed double-strand breaks

(DSBs) =.

One inversion revealed a breakpoint disrupting EHMT1 likely leading to loss of function
of the gene, consistent with the expected underlying biological mechanism for Kleefstra
syndrome 1. The clinical phenotype of the individual that includes hypotonia and global
developmental delay, congenital heart defect, recurrent respiratory infections and visual
impairment is also consistent with the syndrome. The individual presented with
dysmorphic features, including midface retrusion, everted lower lip and prognathism,
that fit the Kleefstra syndrome’s characteristic facial gestalt. Recently, we have reported
a patient with multiple paracentric and pericentric copy-neutral inversions affecting
chromosome 6 that disrupted ARID1B in an individual with neurodevelopmental
phenotype®. All together, these results underscore the relevance of inversions to

unsolved rare disease, often undetected by current clinical genome sequencing.

We proceeded to evaluate DRRs differing between reference genomes across
GRCh37, GRCh38, T2T, chimpanzee and bonobo (Fig. 4). Our results (216 Mb and 260
Mb DRR in T2T compared to GRCh38 and GRCh37 respectively) are comparable to
previous work showing that T2T introduce >200 Mb compared to GRCh38 >, T2T has
the highest amount of DRR (200 Mb) sequence not present in any of the other human

or primate references, indicating that the T2T reference is more complete. Assessing
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the repeat content in all sequences, we find around 10% of DRR sequences in GRCh38
and T2T to be unique and the remaining to be repeats, where satellite repeats is the

major contributor. Interestingly, T2T add around 20% simple repeats (Fig. 5).

Next, we analyzed the variability of DRR sequences in 100 healthy Swedish individuals
(Fig. 6). Of note, most of the srGS sequences that align to T2T DRRs have a very low
mapping quality (20% with a mapping quality >20) indicating that short read technology
is not the best option for analyzing these regions. This is likely due to those DRRs
mainly consist of repeat and satellite sequences resulting in ambiguous alignment of
short reads, in addition to these regions being highly variable between individuals %*
(Fig. 6 and Supplementary Fig. 7). Regardless, some DRR sequences are present in
most individuals (32% of T2T-GRCh38 and 40% of GRCh38-GRCh37 DRRs are found

at >8X in >50% of the Swedish individuals).

Although we now have an almost 100% fully resolved human reference genome, no
single genome can represent the full genetic diversity in humans. To address these
shortcomings, the pangenome consortium made a reference genome representing 47
diploid assemblies represented as a graph *. This assembly is able to represent large
genomic variation, complex loci and increased number of SVs per haplotype. With
future refinement and aspects of including >700 haplotypes, providing a better
representation of the human genome, which provides better alignment and variant

calling.
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In conclusion, we show that for solving rearrangements in variable genomic regions, the
success rate highly depends on the reference genome and its completeness, and novel
IrGS databases and verification methods are needed. To fully understand the IrGS
findings and be able to offer digital karyotyping as a first line test we need to understand
the limits of the analysis. Furthermore, our results highlight that to improve clinical
genomic analysis genomic diversity needs to be considered. The available human and
primate genomes are a useful resource to improve our understanding of repetitive and

complex regions which have previously been understudied.

Methods

Study participants

IDs used in this article are not known to anyone outside the research group. Subjects
carrying Inversions 6, 10, 11 and 18 were enrolled at Karolinska University Hospital,
Stockholm, Sweden’. Patient BH16643-1 was enrolled using research protocol H-
47281/Pacific Northwest Research Institute WIRB #20202158 and 15HG0130 with the
NIH IRB as part of the Undiagnosed Diseases Network (UDN). Whole blood samples
(3-10mL) were collected from the patient and parents. DNA was isolated from blood

according to standard procedures.

The SweGen dataset (n=1000) %, consists of 1000 unrelated Swedish individuals
representing the genetic variation in the Swedish population. In brief, the individuals

were selected from the Swedish Twin Registry, a nationwide cohort of 10,000 Swedish-
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born individuals. The samples were sequenced using lllumina short-read sequencing to
an average of 30X coverage. From these, we selected 100 random, unrelated samples

for further use in this study.

Genome sequencing

For samples (P4855_501, P5371_208, P4855_208, P4855_106, P5370_106) srGS and
10X genomics linked read sequencing of the samples was performed at the national
genomics infrastructure (NGI) at Science for Life laboratory (SciLifeLab) Stockholm as
previously mentioned ’. Analysis for structural variants was performed using FindSV as

described previously ’.

IrGS was performed on P4855 501 and P4855 208 using Pacific Biosciences (PacBio)

Sequel Il (NGI SciLifeLab Uppsala, Sweden).

For the BH16643 family, short-read trio genome sequencing was performed at the
Baylor College of Medicine Human Genome Sequencing Center (HGSC) with KAPA
Hyper PCR-free reagents on the NovaSeq 6000 to an average of 40X coverage. Post-
sequencing data analysis was performed using the HGSC HgV analysis pipeline %°.
IrGS of the proband (BH16643-1) was done on the PacBio Sequel Il instrument using

two SMRTcells.

Genome analysis
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The srGS data was aligned to reference genomes GRCh37, GRCh38, T2T,
Chimpanzee and Bonobo using BWA mem for the srGS.

bwa mem -p -t 16 <ref> <fastg>

The lirGS was aligned using:

longranger wgs --id <id> --reference <ref> --fastqg <fastg> --

vcmode freebayes

The IrGS data was aligned to GRCH37, GRCh38 and T2T. Analysis of was done using

an in house developed pipeline LOMPE (https://github.com/kristinebilgrav/[LOMPE).

LOMPE uses minimap2 for alignment and combines Sniffles (v1) *” and CNVpytor 2 for
structural variant calling, and produces a single VCF file which is annotated using
Variant Effect Predictor (VEP) *° . The resulting IrGS data had a read depth of 10 (inv

11), 13 (inv 6) and 26X (inv9) and an average read length of 18kb.

De novo assembly

De novo assembly on IrGS from samples P4855 501, P4855 208 and BH16643-1 was
performed using hifiasm *°. Quality control was performed using quast **. Alignment to
reference genomes GRCh37, GRCh38 and T2T was performed using minimap2 *, and
variant calling was performed using sniffles (v1) *" and htsbox

(https://github.com/Ih3/htsbox). On lirGS from sample P4855 106 a de novo assembly

was performed using 10X Genomics Supernova *.

Optical genome mapping
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Optical genome mapping was performed as described previously **. Briefly, ultra-high
molecular weight (UHMW) genomic DNA for use in genomic optical mapping was
extracted from blood using Bionano Prep™ Blood and Cell Culture DNA Isolation Kit
(Bionano Genomics) with an input of 1.5 million cells. Subsequent DNA quantity and
size was confirmed using Qubit™ dsDNA BR Assay Kit. A total of 0.75 ug of HMW DNA
was then labeled by DLE-1 using the Bionano Prep direct label and stain (DLS) method
(Bionano Genomics) and loaded onto a flow cell to run on the Saphyr optical mapping
system (Bionano Genomics). Raw optical mapping molecules in the form of BNX files
were run through a preliminary bioinformatic pipeline that filtered out molecules less
than 150 kb in size and with less than 9 motifs per molecule to generate a de novo
assembly of the genome maps. The data collected provided 1637 Gb of data greater
than 150 kb, with at least 9 labels per molecule. Data was then aligned to an in-silico
reference genome (GRCh37, GRCh38, and T2T-CHM13) using the Bionano Solve v3.7
RefAligner module. Structural variant calls were generated through comparison of the
reference genome using a custom Bionano SV caller. Manual inspection of proposed
breakpoint junctions were then visualized in the Bionano Access software program

v1.7.2.
Breakpoint verification by Sanger sequencing
Breakpoint verification of breakpoints identified in P4855 208 was performed as

previously described’.

Reference genome analysis
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Reference genomes GRCh37 (GCF_000001405.13), GRCh38 (GCF_000001405.26),
T2T-CHM13 (v2.0, GCF_009914755.1), bonobo (GCF_029289425.1) and chimpanzee
(GCF_028858775.1) were downloaded from National Center for Biotechnology
Information (NCBI) *. Alternative sequences were excluded for all reference genomes.
They were aligned to one another using minimap2 using the settings for cross-species
full genome alignment and overlap between long reads (2.24-r1122) *. This enables
sequence comparison between the two reference genomes.

minimap2 -cx asm5 template.fa query.fa > aln.paf

minimap2 -ax asm5 template.fa query.fa | samtools view -Sbh - |
samtools sort -m 4G -@1 - > aln.bam

samtools index aln.bam

Coverage analysis of the resulting pairwise compared reference genomes was
performed using TIDDIT v.3.6.0 *, producing a bed file with gaps between the query
and template. Files with known gap regions were downloaded from UCSC
TableBrowser *” and these regions were excluded from the coverage analysis. A
differential reference region (DRR) was identified as a region of template genome which

was not covered by the query genome.

Differential reference regions in SweGen
100 SweGen samples were aligned to each of the 5 reference genomes and coverage
analysis across the genome was performed as described above. Coverage across

DRRs identified above was extracted. A DRR was considered present in SweGen if the
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coverage across the DRR >8X and <100X, and absent if the coverage was <8X.
Regions with coverage >100X were not considered. The thresholds were set based on
coverage experienced to support the presence of one or multiple genomic copies
(Supplementary table 1). On a populational level, a DRR was considered common if it

was present in >5% of the population and absent if none had it.

For the VENN diagrams, a DRR was considered overlapping if the region was missing

in all query genomes, but present in the template genome.

Multimapping reads were identified by extracting the number of times a read was
aligned in the bam file. Mapping quality was assessed by extracting the mapping quality

of all reads in the bam file.

Data access
The reference genomes can be downloaded from NCBI *. The clinical samples are not
available due to ethical permissions. The SweGen dataset is available at

https://swefreq.nbis.se/ upon signing a data agreement. The srGS analysis pipeline

FindSV is available on GitHub at https://qgithub.com/J35P312/FindSV. The IrGS analysis

pipeline LOMPE is available at https://github.com/kristinebilgrav/LOMPE. Tools TIDDIT

and SVDB are available at https://github.com/ScilLifeLab/TIDDIT and

https://github.com/J35P312/SVDB.
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Ethics approval for analysis of participant samples was given by the Regional Ethical
Review Board in Stockholm, Sweden (ethics permit numbers 2012/222-31/3). This
ethics permit allows for use of clinical samples for analysis of scientific importance as
part of clinical development. The IRB approval does not require us to get written
consent for clinical testing. The research conformed to the principles of the Helsinki
Declaration. Patient BH16643-1 was enrolled using research protocol H-47281/Pacific
Northwest Research Institute WIRB #20202158 and 15HG0130 with the NIH IRB as
part of the Undiagnosed Diseases Network (UDN). Informed consent was obtained from

the legal guardians.
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