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Copy-number variations reshape the classification of diffuse intrinsic pontine gliomas.
First exome sequencing results of the BIOMEDE trial.
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Supplemental figure S1

A- Flow chart of DIPG patients in the present study including the inclusion and exclusion
criteria. B- Stacked barplot representing the number and types of variants per sample using
Varscan variant caller. C- Variants per Mb detected according to the VAF of the H3-K27M
mutation for all H3 mutated tumors using VarScan variant caller (Spearman correlation
0.02938, p = 0.7883). D-Violin plots representing the number of variants per Mb for H3.3-,
H3.1-K27M as well as H3-WT patients using either Mutect (left panel) or VarScan (right panel)
variant callers. No significant difference was found between the 3 subgroups (Wilcoxon test).
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Supplemental figure S2

A-Representative CNV profiles from each of the 4 main clusters from figure 2.

The genomic copy number aberrations (CNA) presented were computed by comparing the
tumor exome data to the normal blood exome data. On the top panel, the log2ratio signal is
plotted against chromosomal position, each dot representing a locus. The DNA segments
resulting from the joint segmentation are colored in red and blue for gains and losses
respectively for log2ratio higher than 0.25 or smaller than -0.25. The dotted horizontal lines
represent a threshold of -0.05 and 0.05. On the bottom panel, the log2 B-allele frequency (BAF)
signal is presented and labelled in orange for differences > 0.55.

B- On the left, average profile of CNV for each of the 4 clusters from figure 2. Frequency of
copy-number gains (red) and losses (blue) are plotted along the genomic location. On the right,
violin plots reflecting for each cluster the percentage of genome associated with CNA, the VAF
of TP53 mutations, chromosome 1q and chromosome 2 gains. Gain was defined as a log?2 ratio
of CNA > 0.25 for at least 80% of chromosome arm.

C- GISTIC analysis of copy number alterations for each DIPG CNV clusters. Significance is
reported as false discovery rate-corrected q-value along the y axis (log10 g-value for gain and
-log10 g-value for loss) with chromosomal position along the x axis. Genes previously reported
as altered (with SNV or CNV) in DIPG from the study of MacKay et al.(1) are labeled in black,
genes annotated as known oncogene or tumor suppressor genes are labeled in pink and those
found mutated in our cohort by either Mutect or Varscan variant callers in gray. No recurrent
CNA segment were identified for Cluster 3.
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Supplemental figure S3

A- Copy number signatures identified in DIPG from WES data. Copy number signature has 8
different features with 80 components and was row normalized within each feature; i.e. the
breakpoint count per 10 Mb (BP10MB); the breakpoint count per chromosome arm (BPArm);
the absolute copy number of the segments (CN); the difference in copy number values between
adjacent segments (copy number change point, or CNCP); the lengths of oscillating copy
number segment chains (OsCN); the logl0 based size of segments (SS); the minimal number
of chromosomes with 50% copy number alterations (NC50); the distribution of copy number
alterations in each chromosome (burden of chromosome, named “BoChr”).

B- For each patient estimated copy number segment counts (top panel) and the relative
contribution (bottom panel) of each signature are shown as a staked barplot according to C1 to
C4 clusters.

C- Associations between the exposures of genome alteration signatures or the difference of
exposure and molecular features. Mutation per Mb was computed from Mutect variant calling.
Pearson correlations for exposure and Kruskal Wallis for difference in mean of exposure with
false-discovery rate P < 0.05 are color-coded.
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Supplemental figure S4:

Box plot reflecting the percentage of genome submitted to CNV according to 7P53 mutational
status (A)(TP53YVT n=46 and TP53"T n=49, Wilcoxon test, p= 8.6e-10) or histone H3
mutational status (B)(H3.3-K27M n=71, H3.1-K27M n=18 and H3-WT n=6, Wilcoxon test,
H3.3- vs. H3.1-K27M p =0.19, H3.3- vs. H3WT p =0.19, H3.1 vs. H3-WT p =0.46). Right
panel: box plot representing the number of non-synonymous somatic SNV per Mb detected by
Mutect caller according to 7P53 mutational status (Wilcoxon test, p = 0.0473, median of
mutations/Mb about 0.29 for TP53"YT and 0.27 for TP53"7) or histone H3 mutational status
(H3.3- vs. H3.1-K27M p =0.439, H3.3- vs. H3WT p =0.909, H3.1 vs. H3WT p =0.738, median
of mutations/Mb about 0.28 for H3.3-K27M, 0.27 for H3.1-K27M, 0.27 for H3-WT).

C- Scatter dot plots presenting the percentage of genome submitted to CNV per patient
according to the type of variations (left panel) or the impact of the variation on TP53
functionality (right panel). Samples with ‘Unlikely Pathogenicity’ presenting 7P53BP1 loss or
a somatic mutation of NELFCD are highlighted with the symbols * and #, respectively.

D — Lolliplot of 7P53 alterations in the cohort presenting the distribution of the variations along
the amino acid sequence. The number of patients presenting each modification is indicated in
the circles and the color-code of alterations indicated above the plot.
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Supplemental figure S5:

A- Left panel: comparison of overall survival by using the Kaplan—-Meier method according to
hierarchical clustering of CNV data (cluster 1 to cluster 4, log-rank test, p = 0.0001) or H3
mutational status (H3.1-K27M, H3.3-K27M, H3.3-K27M TP53MUT and/or PPM1DMYT and H3-
WT, log-rank test, p = 0.0009). Right panel: forest plot for overall survival of patients stratified
by molecular alterations i.e. H3.1-K27M, H3.3-K27M, and H3-WT (number of dead samples
at the time of the analysis in each class: 14/18, 63/69, 49/53, 5/6).

B- Left panel: comparison of overall survival by using the Kaplan—-Meier method according to
hierarchical clustering of CNV data (cluster 1 to cluster 4, log-rank test, p = 0.0001) or H3
mutational status (H3.1-K27M, H3.3-K27M, H3.3-K27M TP53MUT and/or PPM1DMYT and H3-
WT, log-rank test, p = 0.0009). Right panel: forest plot for overall survival of patients stratified
by molecular alterations ie. H3.1-K27M, H3.3-K27M, H3.3-K27M TP53MUT and/or
PPMIDMUT and H3-WT (number of dead samples at the time of the analysis in each class:
14/18, 14/16, 49/53, 5/6).

C- Riverplot showing distribution of DIPG samples among the CNA-based clusters on the left
and molecular groups based on both chromosome 1q and 2 gains and H3.3K27M/TP53
mutations on the right following this classification: Group I, DIPG H3.3-K27M TP53MUT
without 1q and 2 chromosomal imbalances; Group II, DIPG with chromosome 2 gain; Group
III, DIPG with chromosome 1q gain and Group IV, DIPG TP53WT without 1q and 2
chromosomal imbalances.
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Supplemental figure S6:

A- Box plot presenting the similarity of the mutational profile of each patient to the thirty
mutational signatures(69). Patients are subdivided according to CNA clusters.

B- Contributions of the thirty known mutational signatures to the somatic mutations; only
signature with a contribution exceeding 5% are kept, each bar represents one individual tumor.
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Supplemental figure S7: Summary of the mutations in DIPG — H3 status

A- Oncoplots depicting top 50 mutated genes sorted and ordered by decreasing frequency. The
top barplot shows the total number of somatic non-synonymous coding mutations for each
patient, while the right barplot indicates the frequency of mutations in each gene taking into
consideration the union of Mutect and Varscan callings. Only somatic SNV with more than 5
supporting reads associated and a VAF exceeding 5% in both Mutect or Varscan calling are
shown on the plot. Germinal alterations with more than 5 supporting reads associated and a
VAF exceeding 40% are indicated as a small square. Two patients harbor a H3.3-K27M
alteration with only 5 supporting reads and a sequencing depth of 44 and 49 for this gene and
are indicated below as mutated for their H3 mutational status (asterisk). Tumors were grouped
according to the cluster of CNV (A) or the histone H3-K27M status (C). The repartition of
transversion and transition per patient is shown in the barplot below the heatmap.

B- Bar plot presenting for each gene, the percentage of cases presenting a somatic variation
detected by Varscan on the left or Mutect on the right.

D- Violin plot of the mutated genes for which the VAF vary significantly between H3.1-K27M
and H3.3-K27M tumors. Only genes presenting a difference in median VAF exceeding 10 %
between the 2 subgroups and mutated in at least 2 patients in each subgroup (with a VAF >5%)
are reported. The median VAF per gene is shown with the number of mutated patients in each
condition indicated as the frequency are colored in dark green for H3.1-K27M and light green
for H3.3-K27M.

E- Mutual exclusivity analysis. Pairwise Fishers exact tests are calculated for each of the 50
most commonly altered genes in DIPG. Logl0-transformed pvalue are plotted in a brown to
blue color scheme for co-occurence or mutual exclusivity respectively. * adjusted p<0.01, -
adjusted p<0.05.
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Supplemental figure S8: Integrated pathway analysis of DIPG.

A- Biological process enrichment analysis of DIPG mutated genes.

The most significantly enriched (FDR adjusted Benjamini and Hodchberg from 1.79 E-04 to
8.47 E-5) and representative Gene Ontology categories from the list of genes mutated in at least
two distinct patients of the entire cohort are presented. The heatmap reflect the number of
patients presenting alteration.

B-Oncoprint representation of an integrated annotation of somatic mutations and DNA copy
number changes affecting specific pathways. Point mutations are shown as a color rectangles,
gains and losses are indicated as red and blue dots respectively. In case both gains and loss of
a given gene are found in the cohort, the dot is indicated in black. Histone, 7P53 mutational
status as well as their belonging to one molecular subgroup (I to IV) are indicated below the
oncoprint. On the right the percentage of patients presenting SNV or copy-number alteration at
gene-level or pathway-level are indicated and shown as a bar-plot. Genes located on
chromosome 1q and chromosome 2 are indicated by an asterisk as they are frequently subjected
to CNAs. Also, four patients present CNA in the majority of the genes depicted, resulting from
a relative bad quality of DNA samples.



