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Abstract

Malignant pleural mesothelioma (MPM), a rare cancer a long latency period (up to 40 years)
between asbestos exposure and disease presentation. The mechanisms coupling asbestos
to recurrent somatic alterations are poorly defined. Gene-fusions arising through genomic
instability may create novel drivers during early MPM evolution. We explored the gene
fusions that occurred early in the evolutionary history. We conducted multiregional whole
exome sequencing (WES) of 106 samples from 20 patients undergoing pleurectomy
decortication and identified 24 clonal non-recurrent fusions, three of which were novel
(FMO9P-OR2WS5, GBA3 and SP9). The number of early gene fusion events detected varied
from zero to eight per tumour, and presence of gene fusions was associated with clonal
SCNAs involving the Hippo pathway genes and homologous recombination DNA repair
genes. Fusions involved known tumour suppressors BAP1, MTAP, and LRP1B, and a clonal
oncogenic fusion involving CACNA1D-ERC2, PARD3B-NT5DC2 and STAB2-NT5DC2
fusions were also identified as clonal fusions. Gene fusions events occur early during MPM
evolution. Individual fusions are rare as no recurrent truncal fusions event were found. This
suggests the importance of early disruption of these pathways in generating genomic

rearrangements resulting in potentially oncogenic gene fusions.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Introduction

Malignant pleural mesothelioma (MPM) is a rare cancer that has increased in incidence over
the past 5 decades across the world [1]. The United Kingdom has the highest MPM
mortality rate in the world, with 6.25 per 100000 in men and 1.08 per 100000 in women [2],
and is largely caused by exposure to asbestos dust [3].

Genomic analysis of MPM is important for two reasons. Firstly, it can help reveal the biology
of tumour development during the years between asbestos exposure and presentation of
disease. Secondly, it can identify key weaknesses in the tumour, for example loss of the
MTAP gene encoding methylthioadenosine phosphorylase leads to an increase in the
cellular concentration of substrate methylthioadenosine , which inhibits protein arginine
methyltransferase 5 (PRMT5) which can be further inhibited by quinocrine [4-6]. Genomic
analysis of somatic copy number alterations (SCNAs) and targeted sequencing in MPM
initially identified BAP1, CDKN2A/B, and NF2 as tumour suppressor genes frequently lost in
MPM [7]. Subsequent whole exome and transcriptome analyses has increased the number
of genes found to be recurrently mutated in MPM, with the implication that these genes are
important driver loci where mutation drives the development of the tumour [8, 9].

Given the extensive heterogeneity within tumours, distinguishing individually rare driver loci
from non-tumourogenic passenger loci can remain a challenge. One approach is based on
the concept that a genomic alteration is more likely to be a driver event if it occurs early in
tumour development. A multiregional approach, where tumour genomes are sampled from
different physical regions of the same tumour, allows identification of genomic alterations
occurring clonally, that is across all samples, and therefore likely to have occurred early in
tumour development before differentiation in space and in genomic alteration content. In our
MEDUSA multiregional exome study, we have determined the relative timing of somatic
mutations and SCNAs in a series of tumours, and shown key early mutational events are
common in MPM, including loss of chromosome 22q (which carries NF2) [10]. Furthermore,
we have shown that that SCNA burden correlates with a high neutrophil:lymphocyte and

platelet:lymphocyte ratio, both indicators of a systemic inflammatory response [11].

Gene fusions are an established mechanism of how structural variation in genomes can lead
to a change in function, and many gene fusions are known to have an important role in
cancer initiation and progression [12]. The well-known recurrent driver fusion BCR-ABL1 in
CML has shown to have a substantial impact on clinical and treatment outcome [13, 14]. The
chimeric fusion codes for a protein that drives CML progression via aberrant tyrosine kinase

activity of ABL1 which signals and activates downstream oncogenic pathways [15]. BCR-
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ABL1 was the first chimeric oncogenic protein that was drug targeted with a tyrosine kinase
inhibitor [16]. Other examples include IGH-MYC predominantly seen in Burkitt's lymphoma
[17] and TMPRSS2-ERG and TMPRSS2-ETV4 fusions in prostate cancers [18]. As well as
providing information on the molecular mechanism of disease, and being potential drug
targets, gene fusions can potentially encode tumour-specific antigens with the potential to be

targets for cancer immunotherapy [19].

Although gene fusions are associated with activating oncogenes, most rearrangements
reported so far in MPMs involve tumour suppressor genes and noncoding DNA [8, 20]. An
analysis of the transcriptome of 216 MPMs along with matched normal samples using
RNASeq found 43 recurrent gene fusions in 22 samples, confirmed using reverse
transcription PCR [8]. These fusions mostly involved the tumour suppressor genes NF2,
BAP1, PTEN, PBRM1 and SETD2, and the function of the encoded proteins was likely to be
disrupted. This study highlighted an alternative route for detecting tumour suppressor loss,
for example the inactivation of NF2 as a result of an inversion event generating GSTT1-NF2
fusion. This alteration does not alter the gene dosage and would have been undetected
without gene fusion analysis. Fusions involving EWSR1 have been found in a subset of
perotineal mesotheliomas, including EWSR1-ATF1 [21] and EWSR1-YY1 [22] but not in
MPM. Gene fusion transcripts have been identified in large scale scans of RNASeq data
from MPM tumours [23, 24], but the lack of timing information and, in most cases, the lack of

matching non-tumour data, means the interpretation of these observations is unclear.

Identifying a gene fusion resulting from a SCNA in a tumour genome or fusion transcript from
transcriptome data is not sufficient evidence to show that this is a driver alteration, indeed it
is likely that most gene fusions are stochastic events and are passenger mutations [25]
especially in tumours with a high burden of somatic structural variants. Here, we use
multiregional sampling of individual tumours, combined with matched non-tumour samples,
to identify gene fusions occurring early in the evolution of MPM. By using matched non-
tumour exome data, multiple exomes of the same tumour, transcriptome data and PCR
validation, we aimed to robustly identify early gene fusions more likely to be driver events

that help drive MPM progression.
Methods
Ethical and governance approvals

The MEDUSA study was approved by NHS ethics committees under the reference
4/L0O/1527 14/EM/1159.
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Tissue acquisition and processing

All patients had a confirmed histological diagnosis of MPM before recruitment into the
MEDUSA cohort and were undergoing routine surgery involving extended pleurectomy
decortication [10]. During surgery, samples were collected consistently from the same
distinct sites of the tumour including (1) apex, (2) pericardium, (3) anterior costophrenic
recess, (4) posterior costophrenic recess and (5) oblique fissure. Genomic DNA was
extracted from peripheral blood and tumour tissue using a QiAamp mini kit (Qiagen). Total
RNA from 100 um sections of formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded (FFPE) tissue was isolated
using RNAprep pure tissue Kit from TIANGEN (DP431). RNA concentration was measured
using Qubit RNA Assay Kit (Life Technologies, CA, USA) and RNA integrity was assessed
using the Bioanalyzer 2100 system (Agilent Technologies, CA, USA).

Whole exome sequencing

The GRCh37 reference genome was used throughout this project, and all genomic locations
refer to that reference genome. Using the Agilent SureSelect Human All ExonV6 kit (Agilent),
the WES library was prepared using 1 ug of genomic DNA derived from each tumour and
matched peripheral blood samples. The genomic DNA was sheared into fragments of
around 180-280bp using the hydrodynamic shearing system (Covaris) and fragments were
then hybridised with biotinylated probes and captured by Streptomycin-coated magnetic
beads to enrich Exonic regions via amplification. This is followed by paired end sequencing
using the lllumina NovaSeq 6000 platform with a coverage of 276X at Novogene Ltd. After
passing quality control, the reads were aligned to the genome assembly using Burrows-
Wheeler Aligner (bwa-0.7.17). A combination of tools including Sambamba (v0.6.7) [26],
Picard (v2.18.9), FastQC (v0.11.5) and SAMtools ref (v1.8) were used for data filtering and

guality control.
RNA sequencing

2 ug RNA per sample was used as input material for the RNA sample preparations.
Sequencing libraries were generated using NEBNext® UltraTM RNA Library Prep Kit for
lllumina® (NEB, USA) following manufacturer’s recommendations and index codes were
added to attribute sequences to each sample. Briefly, mRNA was purified from total RNA
using poly-T oligo-attached magnetic beads. After fragmentation, the first strand cDNA was
synthesized using random hexamer primer followed by the second strand cDNA synthesis
using dTTP. Remaining overhangs were converted into blunt ends via

exonuclease/polymerase activities. After adenylation of 3’ ends of DNA fragments, NEBNext


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.20.23288867
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.20.23288867; this version posted April 25, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Page 5 of 30

Adaptor with hairpin loop structure were ligated to prepare for hybridization. In order to select
cDNA fragments of preferentially 150~200 bp in length, the library fragments were purified
with AMPure XP system (Beckman Coulter, Beverly, USA). The concentration of each library
was measured with real-time PCR. Pools of the indexed library were then prepared for
cluster generation and PE150 sequencing on lllumina NovaSeq 6000 at Novagene Ltd.

Gene fusion detection

Meerkat detects gene fusions from the input aligned sequence file in BAM format by
spanning each discordant read pair across the fusion partners [27]. With discordant read pair
support, we can only indirectly infer that there is a breakpoint somewhere between the
spanning regions. Split read mapping refines the breakpoint regions by local alignment. The
structural variants (SVs) undergo a filtering pipeline to remove germline variants present in
the reference and matched normal BAM files. A prediction was discarded if the fusion event
is smaller than 100 bp or larger than 1Mb, or the fusion event is mapped to simple or satellite
repeats, or the fusion event predicted has an extensive homology of more than 40 bp at the
breakpoint junction, or the identity at the breakpoint is less than 20 bp for fusion events

involving inter-chromosomal translocation.

Fusion events either contains more than 25% nonuniquely mapped reads, >3 discordant
read pairs and >3 soft-clipped reads across the predicted fusion breakpoint in the normal
matched genome were also discarded. Finally, intergenic-intergenic fusions, fusion events
between paralogous genes, and fusions mapping to repetitive regions of the genome were
removed, and truncal fusion events were selected. To confirm somatic status, fusion events

were inspected using the Integrative Genome Browser (IGV).

Delly (version 0.8.7) [28] requires a joint input of tumour and matched normal sequencing
data (BAM files), an indexed reference genome file and a list of genomic regions excluded
from SV calling, such as centromeres and telomeres. The software predict SVs based on
paired-end reads which can identify insert size distribution and read orientation, and split
read support which provides single nucleotide resolution to characterise fusion breakpoints
and investigate microhomologies or micro insertions. There are multiple filtering steps in
between command runs in order to exclude any unmapped contigs and reads aligned to the
centromere and telomere regions, as well as to remove any germline SVs detected in the
matched normal exome. The output BCF (binary variant format) file containing the predicted
somatic SVs, is converted to a VCF (variant calling format) file. To confirm somatic status,

fusion events were inspected using the Integrative Genome Viewer (IGV) [29].
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Sanger sequencing

A duplex PCR assay was designed for each potential fusion, with one primer pair designed
based on the chromosomal orientation of each fusion partner and the other primer pair
amplifying an unrelated region of the human genome acting as a positive control. Primer
sequences were constructed using Primer3 (version 0.4.0) and flanked a distance of 0.5 kb
from the proximal and distal position of the breakpoint junction to ensure the PCR product
spanned the predicted breakpoints for each fusion event. Following standard PCR (1.5mM
MgCl,, Tris-ammonium sulphate buffer) and agarose gel electrophoresis, amplicons were
extracted from the agarose gel using a Monarch® DNA Gel Extraction Kit (New England
Biolabs) and Sanger sequenced using standard approaches (Eurofins Genomics (Cologne)

and Source Biosciences (Nottingham)).

Gene fusion detection from RNA sequencing

The STAR aligner (v.2.7.9a) [30] generates chimeric alignments from RNAseq data using a
reference genome index file. The chimeric alignments are recorded in an BAM file, which is
then used by Arriba (v.2.1.0) [31] to predict fusion events by searching for split and paired-
end (discordant) reads. Fusion predictions were filtered for somatic fusions by discarding
those detected in matched RNAseq data from whole blood. Next, likely recurrent artefacts
were removed such as fusions predicted from read-throughs, non-canonical splicing or

internal tandem duplication.

Statistics
Comparison of SCNA counts in truncal gene fusion positive and negative tumours used a

two-tailed Fisher’s exact test implemented in R v.4.1.0.

Results

Identification of truncal gene fusions

An overview of the approach used to detect gene fusions from exome data is shown in figure
1. Exomes from 20 patients were analysed using Meerkat, with 14 patients having exomes
from four sampling sites and peripheral blood, and 6 patients (MED1, MED23, MED24,
MED27, MED34, and MED37) with exomes from five sampling sites and peripheral blood.
After filtering and visual inspection of the bam sequence alignments using Integrated

Genomics Viewer (IGV), 23 truncal fusion events involving at least one gene were detected
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across five patients (table 1), with no truncal fusions seen in more than one patient
(Supplementary table 2). For the 23 truncal fusion events detected, nine were a
consequence of chromosomal translocations, six a consequence of inversions, five a
consequence of duplications and three a consequence of deletions. Of the 23 truncal fusions
identified using Meerkat, we found 21 by using Delly to independently identify SV
breakpoints (table 1). In addition, another SLC39A1 fusion (ATP1A4-SLC39A1) was also
observed in patient 23, but only predicted in 3/5 regional tumour samples. An exception to
the truncal rule (must be detected in 4-5 regional samples) was applied in this instance to
further study the various SVs affecting the gene SLC39A1 (table 1). To validate our gene
fusions, we selected these 24-fusion events across different tumours, and 22 (92%) were
confirmed by genomic PCR across the breakpoint and Sanger sequencing (table 1,
Supplementary table 1), including the ATP1A4-SLC39A1 fusion not being initially identified

as truncal.

To expand the scope of our analysis, we integrated publicly available data from a range of
cancer types from CBioPortal (www.cbioportal.org). We extracted information on gene
fusions, copy number alterations, and honsynonymous mutations, and focused on our 22
validated fusion events from MPMs in this study. Twelve of our fusion events in MPMs had
one fusion gene partner previously reported to be involved in a gene fusion in tumours, and
seven fusions having both gene partners previously reported as a gene fusion in tumours
(figure 2). The genes HSD17B4, EEF2, TBC1D32, GOLM1, and PARD3B have been
reported as canonical fusions in tumours [32]. We found fusions involving BAP1 and MTAP
in patient MED24, with both fusions acting as a clonal second hit for these gene. Both BAP1
and MTAP fusion genes have been previously reported in MPM, but none of the other
fusions found had previously been reported in MPM. The majority of the genes involved in
the fusions identified here (22/29) have been previously reported to be altered by copy
number alterations or nonsynonymous mutations in MPM [9, 33], except ARMC2, GOLM1,
B3GALT2, OR2WS5, LONP2, PARD3B, and SYDEZ2, which may represent novel genes
affected in MPM (figure 2). Only three of the genes involved in these fusions have been
previously identified by Cosmic (v95) as being tumour suppressor genes (BAP1) or
oncogenes (CACNA1D, LRP1B), further suggesting that the remaining fusions may highlight

potentially novel genes involved in MPM.

For 13 of the 20 patients, matched multiregional RNASeq data was available. A total of 950
fusion transcripts were identified in these 13 patients, of which 32 fusions were truncal,
ranging from 0 to 8 fusions per patient. 16/32 were detected in corresponding WES profiles

for each MPM using IGV (Supplementary table 3) and were also confirmed as somatic due
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to the absence of fusion event in the matched normal. Delly found all the truncal fusion
predictions from the RNA seq data, in contrast to Meerkat, which detected 14 of the 16 with
only 4 truncally (Table 2). Combining genomic and transcriptomic data, we found 36 tumour-
specific novel truncal fusions across 9 patients (MED6, MED8, MED18, MED23, MED24,
MED27, MED33, MED34, MED37) (Table 1 and Table 2).

In our set of truncal fusions, the SLC39A1-ATP1A2 and ATP1A4-SLC39A1 fusion genes
detected in patient MED23 are of particular interest. SLC39A1 encodes a zinc transporter
and is a known tumour suppressor gene controlled by YAP, part of the Hippo pathway [34].
The Hippo pathway is known to be dysregulated in mesothelioma and therefore loss of this
gene is potentially a driver of mesothelioma [35]. Because the two fusion events breakpoints
in SLC39A1 are slightly different, and the two fusion events involve breakpoints in different
members of the ATP1A family, two distinct inversions on both homologous chromosomes is
possible. However, one event involving a single inversion followed by a deletion on one

chromosome, is more likely (Figure 3).

Although no gene fusions were recurrent across patients, patient MED6 showed distinct
rearrangements affecting the HSD17B4 gene on both alleles, implicating HSD17B4 as a
novel tumour suppressor gene in MPM (Figure 4). This interpretation was supported by
transcript data which identified the truncated transcripts predicted by the exome analysis.
The gene encodes the enzyme 17-beta-hydroxysteroid —dehydrogenase IV which is involved
in fatty acid p-oxidation metabolism in peroxisomes and steroid metabolism [36, 37]. Its role
in fatty acid metabolism potentially links it to feroptosis, a form of programmed cell death that

plays a crucial role in tumour suppression.
Mechanism of gene fusion formation

Analysis of the gene fusion breakpoint at single nucleotide resolution allows assignment of
likely mutational mechanisms that cause the structural variants that led to these gene
fusions. Meerkat is able to automatically assign putative mechanism based on patterns of
homology at the breakpoint inferred from the sequence alignment. Using the same decision
tree that Meerkat uses, we were able to use the Sanger-verified breakpoint sequence and
the breakpoint identified by Delly to assign putative mechanisms to each fusion
(Supplementary table 4). All gene fusion events were predicted to have been caused by
either alternative end joining or non-homologous end joining. For 27/36 truncal gene fusions,
the mechanisms predicted by Delly and Meerkat agreed. For the 22 fusions with Sanger
sequence across the breakpoint, we assigned 19 as being generated by NHEJ and 3 to alt-

EJ (due to microhomology at the breakpoint), showing that early structural variation that
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generates gene fusions is driven by non-homologous end joining as a response to DNA
double-strand breaks (Table 1, Supplementary table 4).

As the truncal gene fusions were found in a subset of patients analyzed (8 out of a total of 20
patients), we considered whether there was a particular molecular lesion or pattern
correlated with, and possibly explaining, the presence or absence of truncal gene fusions in
particular tumours. For example, BAP1 mutation is a common driver of mesothelioma, and
BAP1 is a key component of the homologous recombination pathway, so we hypothesised
that these 8 truncal fusion positive patients (MED6, MED23, MED24, MED27, MED34,
MED18, MED33, and MED8) might all have mutations in BAP1 and therefore a likely
deficiency in homologous recombination (HR) repair, thereby promoting NHEJ-mediated
repair of double-strand breaks. From the 14/20 patients where SCNA data were available
from a previous study [10], we identified six of the eight truncal fusion positive tumours
showed truncal BAP1 loss from genomic analysis, in which 5/8 (MED24, MED18, MED33,
MED27 and MED34) harboured a double-hit BAP1 alteration. In comparison, only two of the
six truncal fusion negative patients show BAP1 loss, but this difference is not significant,
possibly because of small numbers (p=0.2) (Supplementary table 5).

Clonal fusions are assciated with impaired loss of homologous recombination DNA repair

and Hippo pathway inactivation

In order to explore the basis of the difference between the truncal gene fusion-positive and
truncal gene fusion-negative patients further, we compared truncal gene losses in the two
groups to look for enrichment for particular pathways. This increases statistical power by
analysing changes across multiple genes in a pathway, rather than individual genes. Using
the gene list from the KEGG database (hsa03440), 33 out of 39 genes involved in HR were
lost truncally, with enrichment in the 8 truncal fusion positive patients (p=0.01, two sided
Fisher’s exact test) (Supplementary table 5). Analysis of the breakpoints suggests that this
loss of HR gene function in accompanied by a switch to NHEJ (Supplementary table 4).
Although clonal alterations do affect some NHEJ genes (KEGG hsa03450), there is no
difference in the number of NHEJ genes affected between truncal gene fusion positive and
negative patients (p=0.08, two sided Fisher’s exact test). We also analysed the Hippo
pathway genes (KEGG hsa04390) in a similar manner and many more truncal alterations
were found in truncal gene fusion positive patients than negative (p<0.0001, two sided
Fisher’s exact test). Together this suggests that impaired Hippo pathway leading to DNA
damage response [38] and impaired HR are responsible for an early, truncal gene fusion

positive phenotype.
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The above analysis is a correlation, and it could be argued that the high rate of gene fusions
and high rate of gene loss are simply due to tumours from gene fusion positive tumours
having a high number of SCNAs, as both gene fusions and gene loss are caused by SCNAs.
However, there is no difference between gene-fusion-positive and gene-fusion-negative
tumours in the proportion of the genome affected by truncal SCNAs (p=0.95, Wilcoxon rank
sum test, data from [10]). Alternatively, the apparent enrichment of genes in particular
pathways could be due to more genes of those pathways being present in the genome. If
this was the case, however, we would expect there to be no relationship with time, in that the
enrichment shown in later SCNA/SNV events would be the same as the enrichment shown
in early events. Because we can distinguish early and late events in tumour evolution by
clonal/subclonal analysis of the multiple regions of the tumour, we can test this by testing for
enrichment when subclonal events are also included. For genes involved in HR and the
Hippo pathway, this enrichment disappears when subclonal events are included, with no
difference between truncal gene fusion positive patients and truncal gene fusion negative
patients (Supplementary table 5). This strongly argues that early disruption of HR genes and
Hippo pathway genes causes extensive further gene fusion events.
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Discussion

In this study we analysed exomes from multiple regions of malignant pleural mesothelioma
in 20 patients to determine the extent and nature of gene fusion events that occurred early in
the evolution of the tumour. Our results reveal the presence of BAP1 and MTAP fusions,
consistent with previous studies in the field (figure 2). However, we did not identify any
potentially clonal truncal gene fusions involving the NF2 gene, which has been reported in
other studies (Bueno et al. 2016). Additionally, we did not observe any common recurrent
gene fusions in our sample population. However, other clonal events merit further
exploration, such as an in-frame PARD3B-STABL fusion, as well as truncal biallelic
alteration of HSD17B4 encoding for an enzyme involved in steroid degradation in the
peroxisome. These genes have been previously reported to be involved in tumour
progression. We also identified a novel potentially oncogenic fusion (CACNA1D-ERC2) and
an in-frame PARD3B-NT5DC2 fusion in a subset of MPM samples using exome sequencing,

although we were unable to validate the transcription of these fusions.

There are limitations to this study. Firstly, the number of patients is small so our power is
limited to drawing only broad conclusions from our data. Extending patient cohorts and data
sharing is critical particularly for rare tumour types such as MPM. Secondly, our analysis
uses whole exome sequencing rather than whole genome sequencing, meaning that only a
small proportion of the genome is sequenced at high coverage and many fusion events will
be missed to due low coverage of sequence reads. Nevertheless, it is noticeable that at
200x coverage of the exome there are enough off-target sequence reads to identify at least
some intergenic events, as 19 of 36 fusions identified involved a breakpoint in an intergenic
region. These are potentially important, as they will inactivate the gene involved in the

fusion.

Our key findings are that each patient had a unique constellation of truncal gene fusions,
and truncal gene fusions occur only in a subset of MPMs, generating two classes of truncal
gene fusion positive and negative tumours. For the gene fusion positive tumours, early
truncal disruption by SCNAs are enriched in genes involved in the Hippo pathway and
homologous repair genes. Our model is that, in some patients, early loss of key genes
involved in DNA damage sensing and homologous repair causes a reliance on NHEJ and
alt-EJ mechanisms to repair SV. These subsequent SVs can cause further loss of tumour
suppressor genes or formation of oncogenic gene fusions. The overall burden of truncal
SCNA does not differ between gene fusion positive and gene fusion negative tumours, so it
is not clear why apparently similar levels SCNA should generate gene fusions in some

tumours but not others. Our hypothesis is that this reflects the different sizes or different
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natures of SV alterations, so that truncal-gene fusion positive tumours either have smaller
SCNAs, or more copy number neutral SVs, generated by NHEJ and alt-EJ mechanisms. A
larger dataset with whole genome sequence is needed to reliably establish a more complete
view of the SV landscape to test this idea.

Our results have clinical therapeutic implications. Because disruption of the Hippo pathway
activates the YAP protein, small molecule inhibition of YAP has important therapeutic
potential in MPM. Our results show that a subset of patients with high numbers of fusions
may be especially disrupted in the Hippo pathway and therefore could be particularly
responsive to such treatments. At present, NHEJ and alt-EJ inhibitors are currently in clinical
and preclinical trails [39, 40], and gene fusion positive patients may show increased

vulnerabilities to these inhibitors, allowing another approach to MPM treatment.

This study shows the benefit of multiregional sampling of tumours to detect genomic events
occurring clonally across the tumour, and therefore implying that they occurred early in
evolution. This has allowed us to identify potentially oncogenic gene fusions, and to
construct a model of mesothelioma evolution for a subset of consistent with our data based
on the early occurrence of genomic changes. The ability to deconstruct the timing of
genomic events in a tumour has important therapeutic and diagnostic implications,
particularly for mesothelioma, where the long latency and late diagnosis of the tumour

remain a challenge for successful treatment of this cancer.
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The exome sequencing data are available from the NCBI Sequence Read Archive under
accession number PRINA649889

All other data available from the corresponding author on request.
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Figure 2 — Genes involved in the validated MPM truncal fusions.

For the genes affected by fusions in our cohort, the grid shows the extent of somatic
alteration in MPM and across other tumour types as well as known cancer genes. Data from
[9, 32, 33] and COSMIC v91
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Figure 3 — Validation of an inversion generating a ATP1A2-SLC39A1 fusion gene

a) Genomic Sanger sequence of breakpoint 1 of patient MED23
b) Genomic Sanger sequence of breakpoint 2 of patient MED23

c) Inferred structure of rearrangement based on breakpoint location and orienttation.
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Figure 4 — Validation of two fusion events disrupting HSD17B4

a) Genomic Sanger sequence of HSD17B4 inversion breakpoint 1 in patient MED6
b) HSD17B4 inversion breakpoint allele 1 inferred from RNASeq data

c) Genomic Sanger sequence of HSD17B4 inversion breakpoint 1 in patient MED6
d) HSD17B4 deletion breakpoint allele 2 inferred from RNASeq data
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Figure 5 - Truncal alterations in HR and Hippo pathway genes enriched in truncal
fusion positive MPMs.

Patients IDs are in rows and the genes in the partocular pathway are in columns. Truncal
alterations are inferred if all the regional samples of a tumour have the same alteration, red
denotes copy number gain, blue indicates copy number loss and yellow denotes somatic
SNV. Source data from Zhang et al. (2021).
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Table 1 - Truncal fusions identified in the MPM cohort from WES.

The fusion breakpoints were predicted using Delly and Meerkat, using whole exome

sequencing files as input. Different SVs generated the truncal fusion events such as
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inversions (INV), deletions (DEL), tandem duplications (DUP) and translocations (T). Truncal

and branch events are represented as the “Tr” and “Br’, respectively, and ‘nd’ refers to as

not detected. Fusion events were inspected using integrative genome browser (IGV) to

confirm somatic (S) status. In the ‘PCR & Sanger’ column, positive and negative findings are

indicated as ‘+’ and ‘—'.

Patient Meerkat tr.un.cal fusion Breakpoint location Chr sV Delly IGV PCR&
predictions Sanger
MEDG6 igs - 5" B3GALT2 1:193150615 — 1:207971545 1q DUP Tr S +
MEDG6 igs-5' HSD17B4 5:118876469 — 5:118883187 5q INV Tr S +
MED6 igs - 5' HSD17B4 5:118814791 —5:121213228 5q DEL Tr S +
MED6 igs - 3' AHRR 5:367885 —5:16186887 Sp DUP Tr S +
MED23 SLC39A1 - ATP1A2 1:153934727-160093945 1q INV Tr S +
MED23 ATPlﬁja-’chfss,gAl 1:160149525 — 1:153934766 1q INV Nd S +
MED23 EIF3)-SPG11 15:44834040-44865753 15¢q DUP Tr S +
MED23 igs - 3' IFNA22P 9:21260413-21278296 9p INV Tr S +
MED24 MTAP — GOLM1 9:21838005-88687558 9 DEL Tr S +
MED24 igs - 3' LRP1B 2:142354838-9:135566504 | 29-9q T Tr S +
MED24 igs - 3' BAP1 3:52442553-3:88865856 3p DEL Tr S +
MED27 STAB1 — NT5DC2 3:52556557-52562845 3p INV Tr S +
MED27 PARD3B —NT5DC2 2:205655499-3:52568452 2g-3p T Tr S +
MED27 HRNR —LONP2 1:152185666-16:48358372 | 1g-16q T Tr S +
MED27 FMO9P - OR2W5 1:166575262-247654552 1q DUP Tr S +
MED27 igs - 5' GBA3 4:22749274-27435934 4p INV Br S +
MED27 igs - 5' EEF2 17:69159005-19:3976873 17q T Br S +
MED34 | RNASEH2B — KHDRBS2 13:51503714-6:62736742 | 13g-6q T Tr S -
MED34 CACNA1D - ERC2 3:53535747-55937415 3p INV Tr S +
MED34 ARMC2 — Cé6orf170 6:109200964-121630288 69 DUP Tr S +
MED34 igs - 5' RALYL 6:143032099-8:85717151 69-8q T Tr S +
MED34 igs - 3' SYDE2 1:85656316 —18:57867181 | 1p-18q T Tr S +
MED34 igs - 3' SP9 2:175201394 —9:116360081 | 29-9q T Tr S +
MED27 igs - 3' STAB1 2:180151996-3:52553927 29-3p T Tr S -
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Different SVs generated the truncal fusion events such as inversions (INV), deletions (DEL),

tandem duplications (DUP) and translocations (T). Truncal fusion calls from Arriba were
compared to fusion data obtained from SV callers, Meerkat and Delly. Truncal and branch

events were denoted as "Tr" and "Br," respectively, and "nd" indicated not detected.

. Arriba truncal fusion . . Exome Seq

Patient predictions Breakpoint location Chr SV ["Meerka | Dell | IG

t y \
MED18 CNTNAP2-PTK2 7:146232929-8:141678452 70-8q T Br Tr S
MED33 IFNA13-IFNA2 9:21367886-9:21385327 9p INV Br Tr S
MED37 igs - 3' BEND4 20:29565997-4:42122416 2009-4p T nd Tr S
MED37 FAM170A - RNF180 5:118970004-5:63645680 5q INV Br Tr S
MED37 igs - 5' ZNF746 7:149171891-11:34009480 79-11p T Br Tr S
MED37 igs - 5' ZNF212 7:148936894-11:34009617 79-11p T Br Tr S
MED37 igs - 3' OVCH2 11:7725478-11:8380941 11p INV Br Tr S
MEDG6 THSD4-UNC13C 15:72063526-15:54561803 159 INV Br Tr S
MEDG6 MYQOO9A - FBXL7 15:72144654-5:15855659 159-5p T Br Tr S
MEDG6 GOLGAS8B-CASC4 15:34825335-15:44677897 15q INV Br Tr S
MEDG6 igs - 5' SIRT7 17:79873586-17:79931695 17q DPU Br Tr S
MEDS8 igs - 5' HIF3A 19:46812453-19:40265152 19q DPU nd Tr S
MEDG6 igs - 5 B3BGALT2 1:193150615 — 1:207971545 1q DPU Tr Tr S
MEDG6 igs - 5' HSD17B4 5:118876469 — 5:118883187 5q INV Tr Tr S
MED6 igs-5 HSD17B4 | 5:118814791-5121213228 | 5q | = | Tr T | s
MEDG6 igs - 3' AHRR 5:367885 — 5:16186887 5p DPU Tr Tr S
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Fusion event Primer pair sequence (5' to 3") PCR product
size (bp)
ARMC?2 - C60rf170 F- ACTGAGCCCCTGAAAGTGTT 235
R- GGAGCCAAAACCTCAGCAAA
CACNALD - ERC2 F- TGAAAGTGGTGTGATCGGGA 244
R- TCTGCATCAAATGTAACTCTGGT
PARD3B - NT5DC2 F- ACACCCAGCCCATTTTCTTT 200
R- ACAGCATCTCACGAGGGG
RNASEH2B - F- CTGCTCTCATGCCAAGGAAG 166
KHDRBS2 R- GGCAAAAGCCATTGGTGAGG
STAB1 - NT5DC2 F- CCCACTCCCAGTACCCATTT 165
R- ATGGTGAGGAGGCAGTTTCA
MTAP - GOLM1 F- TTCTTGTGCCAGAGGAGTGT 152
R- GCATTTCTCAGAGCCTATCCC
AHRR - intergenic F- CCTGTCCTGGGCATACAACA 190
R- TGTTCCAAGCGTTTCACACA
B3GALT2 — intergenic F- AGAAGACACTGCTGCTTTGC 184
R- CCCTCTCACATACCAGCAGA
SP9 — intergenic F- AGCTGAAGTCGGGGTTGTAG 151
R- GTGTGTTCCTGGTCTTGAGC
SYDE?2 - intergenic F- AGAGACACAGGTGAGATGGA 170
R- TGCTGAGGAGGACTGTTTCT
intergenic — IFNA22P F- TCCCTTTTCTCCACATCCTCA 164
R- GAGTCCACATTCCTCAGGGG
EIF3J - SPG11 F- GGCTCAGCGATATCAAGACAC 236
R- GCTGTCAGAGAGGTTGGGAA
SLC39A1 — ATP1A2 F- TCCCAGAGGTGTGTGATTCC 192
R- CCTCAGGTAAGATGGCAGGG
ATP1A4 — SLC39A1 F- TCTGTCTTCCCATCCCTAACT 164
R- TGCTTATTCCCCTCTGTGCT
GBA3 - intergenic F- CTGGAGGTTATCAGGCAGCT 197
R- CTCCAGCACCTGTTGTTTCC
BAP1 — intergenic F- CACCCTCCAAACAAAGCACA 195
R- CAGCACAGTCCTCAAGCAAG
intergenic — RALYL F- GGAGAATTGCTTGAACCGGG 192
R- ACCTTTCCTGTCTGTTGGGT
F- TGAGACTAAGTGCTGCTCGT 248
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HSD17B4 — intergenic
1)

R- CCTTCACGCGTTTCAGGAAA

HSD17B4 — intergenic F- TGAAGGCAGGAAAAGCAACA 246
(2) R- TGACCATGGCCATTGAAACC
intergenic — EEF2 F- TTTTCCGCCTTCCAAAGAGT 167
R- TCACTGGGCCATCGAGAAG
LRP1B — intergenic F- TTGTGCTTAACTGGGAAGGC 190
R- GTGTGTGGAAACCTGGGG
intergenic — STAB1 F- TGCAGGAACATGGATGAAGC 177
R- GCATTGTGAAGGGCCTATGG
FMO9P - OR2W5 F- GATCTAGGGCTGTGCAGGAT 177
R- TCTTCTGCATCCTGACCCTG
HRNR - LONP2 F- TGGTTCAGGGCAGTCTTCC 189
R- ACCCCTCTGCCATGTTGTTA
ITLN1 (positive F — CCAGAGGTCATGTCACAGAAG 255
control) R — GCCTCAGTTACAGGAGCATG
ITLN1 (positive F — ACAGGAGCCTTTAGGCCAT 369
control) R — AGTGGCACCAACCTTGTAG
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Supplementary Table 2: Number of fusions predictions identified per tumour from WES..

Patient Filtering Truncal fusions
Pre- Post- Truncal Germline Somatic
fusions
MED1 360 132 5 5 0
MED3 131 27 0 0 0
MEDG6 246 119 7 4 4
MED7 173 81 3 3 0
MEDS8 222 88 1 1 0
MED9 291 101 7 7 0
MED12 352 144 14 14 0
MED16 222 96 3 3 0
MED18 229 90 0 0 0
MED20 245 93 5 5 0
MED23 362 175 18 15 3
MED24 347 173 16 13 3
MED27 386 173 14 7
MED32 254 94 2 0
MED33 205 93 0 0
MED34 368 167 21 15 6
MED35 264 115 3 3 0
MED37 235 79 0 0 0
MEDG62 250 83 4 4 0
MED64 211 84 5 5 0
Total 5353 2207 128 106 23
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Patient | Total fusions Somatic After filtering Truncal WES
fusions
MEDG6 284 94 78 8 8
MED7 221 66 53 0 0
MEDS 241 77 63 3 1
MED9 269 96 82 0 0
MED16 269 104 83 0 0
MED18 287 81 64 2 1
MED20 256 94 78 0 0
MED32 272 95 75 1 0
MED33 245 103 81 5 1
MED35 256 93 80 1 0
MED37 292 146 110 6 5
MEDG62 239 66 52 1 0
MEDG64 226 62 51 1 0
Total 3357 1177 950 32 16
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Supplementary Table 4: Sequence identity at the fusion breakpoint and the assigned double-

strand break repair mechanism generating the truncal fusion events

Fusion event v Meerkat Delly Sanger
pSl (bp) | pSM | pSI(bp) | pSM | vSI(bp) | SM
intergenic - 5 B3GALT2 | DUP 3 alt-EJ 2 NHEJ 1 NHEJ
intergenic - 5' HSD17B4 INV 4 alt-EJ 4 alt-EJ 1 NHEJ
intergenic - 5' HSD17B4 | DEL 1 (ins) | NHEJ 6 alt-EJ | 1 (ins) | NHEJ
intergenic - 3' AHRR DUP 4 alt-EJ 4 alt-EJ | 2 (ins) | NHEJ
SLC39A1 — ATP1A2 INV 4 alt-EJ 4 alt-EJ 1 NHEJ
ATP1A4 - SLC39A1 INV 0 NHEJ 1 NHEJ 0 NHEJ
EIF3J - SPG11 DUP 4 alt-EJ 7 alt-EJ 4 alt-EJ
intergenic - 3' IFNA22P INV 1 NHEJ 2 NHEJ 1 NHEJ
MTAP — GOLM1 DEL 1 NHEJ 1 NHEJ | 2 (ins) | NHEJ
intergenic - 3' LRP1B T 0 NHEJ 0 NHEJ 0 NHEJ
intergenic - 3' BAP1 DEL 1 (ins) | NHEJ 2 NHEJ | 1 (ins) | NHEJ
STAB1 — NT5DC2 INV 6 alt-EJ 6 alt-EJ 2 NHEJ
PARD3B - NT5DC2 T 3 alt-EJ 2 NHEJ 0 NHEJ
HRNR - LONP2 T 0 NHEJ 0 NHEJ 0 NHEJ
FMO9P - OR2WS5 DUP 10 alt-EJ 7 alt-EJ 2 NHEJ
intergenic - 5' GBA3 INV 4 alt-EJ 4 alt-EJ 4 alt-EJ
intergenic - 5' EEF2 T 0 NHEJ 0 NHEJ 0 NHEJ
RNASEH2B — KHDRBS2 T 6 alt-EJ 5 alt-EJ - -
CACNA1D - ERC2 INV 4 alt-EJ 3 alt-EJ 1 NHEJ
ARMC?2 — C60rf170 DUP 2 NHEJ 4 alt-EJ 2 NHEJ
intergenic - 5' RALYL T 0 NHEJ 4 alt-EJ 0 NHEJ
intergenic - 3' SYDE2 T 3 alt-EJ 5 alt-EJ 5 alt-EJ
intergenic - 3' SP9 T 1 NHEJ 1 NHEJ 1 NHEJ
CNTNAP2-PTK2 T 2 NHEJ 3 alt-EJ - -
intergenic - 3' STAB1 T 0 NHEJ 1 NHEJ - -
IFNA13-IFNA2 INV 2 NHEJ 3 alt-EJ - -
intergenic - 3' BEND4 T nd - 2 NHEJ - -
FAM170A - RNF180 INV 7 alt-EJ 3 alt-EJ - -
intergenic - 5' ZNF746 T 3 alt-EJ 3 alt-EJ - -
intergenic - 5' ZNF212 T 1 NHEJ 2 NHEJ - -
intergenic - 3' OVCH2 INV 0 NHEJ 2 NHEJ - -
THSD4-UNC13C INV 6 alt-EJ 4 alt-EJ - -
MYOO9A - FBXL7 T 3 alt-EJ 4 alt-EJ - -
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intergenic - 5' SIRT7 DUP 4 alt-EJ alt-EJ
intergenic - 5' HIF3A DUP nd - alt-EJ

Page 6 of 30


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.20.23288867
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Supplementary Table 5: Losses of genes in truncal fusion positive and negative tumours
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Truncal and

Genes Truncal Truncal | Non-Truncal Non-truncal No
Fusions loss or no loss P | loss P
osses
Hi Positive 245 835 291 901
'PPO 5.3 x1071° 0.093
pathway .
Negative 95 715 190 704
HR Positive 45 219 57 247
0.0018 0.49
pathway .
Negative 14 184 37 191
NHE Positive 23 73 29 67
J 0.075 0.49
pathway )
Negative 9 63 18 54
TF +ve 6 2 6 2
BAP1 0.2 0.5
TF -ve 2 4 3 3
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