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Whole exome sequencing (WES) 7—& /5 germline @ copy number variataion (CNV) Z Fifll$ %>V —
IVOXRZE L, %OHDY T h LTI DOV T whole genome sequencing & U SNPs Fv 750D CNV
TRFER & L Uz, & ORSRIEE R CIHERRREN R DKL, WES 7—405 CNV ZFHld52 &0

IR DR D 1T IR o 7z,
(¥—7—F): DNA, CNV, NGS, WES
1 XC&Ic

v~/ L 2 copy number variataion (CNV) &
IS LRI K E 7% (1 kbp BAL) FiA, RIEHL
SHET BT EMNHBN TS 10, ONV IR A 7o PR
B DBREVIRETN TV S AFEMITRDZ R (copy
number polymorphism; CNP) D—D2TdH b, 7./ L
FIT BT 2 MR 75 i H X genome wide association
study (GWAS) DSz =5 T LR ENS. Z
C CAGHE T, next generation sequencing (NGS) D
—D T 5 whole exome sequencing (WES) 7—%4 (%
VINTEE A= R LTWA2T / LK) h 50D CNV
Ry — )V OFREZI T, TOMREZRHE Lz, W, A
AT TIEMAICBIT % somatic 2 AE—HOELTH
% copy number aberrations/alternations (CNA) %%}
Sk Uy —)IWEGREN S & LA, ExomeCNV32)
I THEICHN SN TV IDIENGRICT O T,

2 XHEGRE
2.1 Love et al. (2011)%% (exomeCopy)

Consensus coding sequence (CCDS) ICDWT, « bp
@ CCDS 7 max(1, |x/100]) fHDEZ% 572\ window

WAL AY ) a—va i N4 AL Y= T )V TF— L
BENT AR > 2 — BESEHT BREENR S 1=y b E
WENEANARIZE R > 2 — WP IR AR YT 73R
VENID AT Y Z— AT - Bigigtt > 2 — FEETE

i

VENLI AT Y 2 — DATR - sty 24— 22—
&

T T (B2 402 bp D CCDS THAUL 4 D
window) read count 7— X Z{EK LT CNV Z Tl
T 5% (exon HALTIE7RLY). CNV call & E—%D
IRREZ S; = {0,1,2,3,4} (BED X FafkicDONT
X S; = {0,1,2}) & L7z HMM ZHH L, FIREEH
5D read count D JHEFRIE, ¥ p % background
read detph, window i, GC ZH &M SAPERIF TR
Wi, dispersion /35 A—&— ¢ % ¢ = max{(s? —
0)/0% et ELTEED 2N THB L L, ERMHER
& window MOHEEOREEE Lz, 2T Toldy 7
JIC BT % window D read count D FHMHE, 521X
read count DFREEIFNSHETH D, ¢ FETIVIC
Blr3 ¢ O FIRME GHERICEIT % 0 TEOWER/NDOIED
) TH5. ¥, ¢ & background SD KT background
variance M S #IE A TRO TAEICZERE U T Tl 2
exomeCopyVar &FEA TN 5. HMM OIREED FHIlIE
Viterbi 7V 3V ALZHHL TV 5.

T —ZADEH & LT, BIE 248 AD X-linked In-
tellectual Disabilities (XLName) 710 =7 b7 —
% 7z exompeCopy THHT LTV %. XLName Tld /1A
% I, Agilent SureSelect (target £ 3.8 Mb) 2\ T 76
bp @ single read 7— & % sequencing L, RazerS*®) ¢
TR EY T LTWS. TOTF—2h5 11,581
CNV ZFHIL, TON 5 window ML ETTPHIE N
CNV 1 640 T TH -7z, 10 kb KD CNV & DGV
ISR BH HME LM, 100kb DL I3 &7 <
5%, FlenN\w 7S RELTES 7—RIZDW
TXHAEEHEETH D, NimbleGen array Z - 7z



7—2 (Danish exome data) T&E/Nw 7 7572 R
HFOHENEDIERVERETH - 7.

Sensitivity 7 #Hli g % 728 1C Danish exome data
D 1 FREUKD read 2T 5 LiIckDTIa
L—aryr—2%ZEKL, aCGH HIchF I iz
DNAcopy®?) KU BioHMM?Y L[t L7z, T OfEHR
exomeCopy MHICEFLL LD sensitivity 27U, HIC
YIal—yarT—RII8 AL CNV DN 0.4% L
M eall LMo 7z LG LTW5. £7z exomeCopy 1
NI T5 Y RTF—=2 L LT3 78 CNV O
BRIEINEO ERHIDE S 205, B 25%FHE 0D CNV
TH 50%EE TPz & LT 5. Read depth IC
X2 FHIRRIC DV TIE, 1000 N7/ L9 O PUR %
MOTF—=2 ATy I alb—ya ry 7 —2%ZFRL,
window D read count % 50 DL_EdH UL T8AFEE D
CNV Z#iftid % T &Mk,
2.2 Sathirapongsasuti et al. (2011)3? (Ex-
omeCNYV)

Exon A0 read count (A<3CHAT depth-of-coverage
R L TV BN, ACHIC read count %2 depth-of-
coverage £ 5 9 LEIE SN TV %) & B-allele frequen-
cies (non-reference call frequencies) ZHW T, control
Y TICHT % case B T)VD CNV & loss of het-
erozygosity (LOH) Z#&< Il %. CNA Tl —
IWTHZD, HOHTIE CNV FRIO I THWS
NTWB7EHHNLTEL.

ATIEHE read B THSALIE DM ALE (case) & IED
AR (control) D WES 7—4 & L, &% exon D read
count ZZNZTN X, Y &9 5. TN ZENZTNMIL
I Poisson D AICHED EARET UL, 15775 read (T
BN LN ENTN Ax KT Ay DIERD
N(Ax,Ax), Ny, \y) CEld 5T MRS, C
CTR=X/Y, Ax = pAy = p) (deletion:p = 0.5,
duplication:p = 1.5) £ 92 &, RIFFERTHDE
FHK7ZW Hinkley DICHE>TLE S DT, Greary-
Hinkley 25

i) = A2WR—Ax  (R—p)VA

VAZRPE A /RP )

AT, IERGHICHED t(p) TCONV 2T 5. t(p)
W LTHhHY ATl r(p) 25252 LICKD, re-
ceiver operating characteristic (ROC) iRz < C
EDHKRS. JIEDAFHIIRMDMEA L TV 255, A
ARIRIEEEIG ¢ & LOH fiftiiin 53K % T EMHEE,

(1)

p = ctp(l—c) LEEHZ BT LIT K> THERIC sensi-
tivity & specificity Zill{#ld 2% C L HIKS. CNV
ot 7 X Melcid, log R % HWT DNAcopy®®
® circular binary segmentation®” (CBS) 7)L3V
ALZHAWS. Fiz LOH OH#EE TIX control ¥
TIVTERING BT i 1B ZIEV 77 LV R al-
lele 7 B-allele L £ L, B; % B-allele DA77 > M,
N, i lcBIFE L read hy b T %L, BAF &
BAF; = B;/N; LEEIND. BT AV MIBWT
case & control @ BAF D77z F M€ Tallid 5
Lick, LOH ZHEET 5.

FHIC > 72927 — %1%, Agilent SureSelect Human
All Exon G3362 THF+ 7'F+¥— L7 76 bp @ single-
end T sequencing U7z (FEMAES) D 49> T )L e
melanoma 1 Y27 )V (depth 37.5x), 76 bp O paired-
end DRZFFD 1Y > 7)VTH D, Novoalign T hgl8 I
w7 L, Picard TPCR duplicates ZBR\ 7z, [Al
CREY > V723112 D 2 1ane T L ExomeCNV Ta
fliL/z& %, % calliZfF5NT, specificity & IFIF
PEREE O OFERMF SN, X% control & L
TLEOMEREAZ TS 5 &, X BRIT duplicated
Ecall TN, Y BRI deleted & call TNz, HiNT
melanoma H > 7 )L & matched pair & 7% gt > 7
)V (depth 42.8x) IZ¥f L C ExomeCNV ZEfTL, T
% Omni-1 DT — 2 ZH T genoCNA?) T CNA
HEEZATOTASR L LT, £ WES T—X TH S
M ERDSY) THEH 2170, Omni-1 OFER % gold
standard & U7cROHEERGE 2 DY TR LITR L.

2.3 Plagnol et al. (2012)%) (ExomeDepth)

WES 7— 2B % exon D read (D over-dispersion
% beta-binomial €7 /LT fit T8, I ha—btzy
k&L T HMM T CNV call 21795 . 3 hbua—)b
vy MCEOREZG CNV ORHICE L THD, common
CNV OBHICEAR\ETH 5.

% exon i ICBIF BT AT IVD read Bz X,
i U7z reference control @ read 8% Y; & L7zHFIC,
X, &

Beta(pi, %)7
Bin(p = m,n =X, + Y;)

T ~

X, ~

1ERDS @ web page IZl& TWES 7—XIZi35#E L TWis ] &
DIARY IHERENTNS.



# 1 Omni-1 DF—ZH 5 genoCNA®Y ¢ CNA HEE L7255 7% gold standard & L7z & D ExomeCNV & ERDS

DHEERGIE
ExomeCNV ERDS
Deletion Duplication LOH | Deletion Duplication
Sensitivity 0.86 0.88 0.68 0.16 0.50
Specificity 0.97 0.92 0.88 0.83 0.56

LETFIET S, TT T =E[X; /(X +Y;)] THY,
¢ 1F over-dispersion ZEK /8T A—2—L7Ix 5. FHEE
IZ X; OFEUE Var(X;) = nips (1 — p) {1+ (ni — 1)¢}
ERIND. 127120 ¢ 37T —INLRT A—RZ—T&
1< n; OBFTH O, 3 mICIBT S fitting FEHRD SRR
JEHEIC &> TROTV AR, a¥—H en=1~3 &
w &k, aYA7Ty 7ETIV

logit(u;) = a+ B; +7GC (5)

ZRET 2. ol 3TV TIVICIRD H/8F A—2—TH
D, B lIMET S AT 0.5 (loss), 1.0 (normal),
1.5 (gain) & L, GC & exon i O GC contents TH%.
X (2)-(5) M5 3 DDIKAE ecn=1~3 ZE L TILEZ
FH L, hidden Markov model Z{# > T Viterbi 77 )l
Y ALICED CNV 7z call 5.

FHfilE immunodeficiency % 24 A (Agilent 38Mb:15

A 50Mb:9 \) DA 5 sequencing L7z WES 7—
2 (94bp D paired-end, novoalign T hgl9 I 7,
S depth 37~81) &, 1000 N7/ L9 5 12 A
(YRL:4, CEU=8) 50 WES F— 2% X% > u— KL,
exomeCopy?®) U ExomeCNV?32) (CNA Y —
V) & L T4, ExomeDepth O 37l 5 (& fth
X0t 20% FELLE DGV ICEREINTIHD (posi-
tive predictive value ML), %7z Conrad et al.'®)
T aCGH " 5FHiliE LTV % CNV D 75.2% 7 Mt
L, ftho 52.8%, 41.2%&K D & sensitivity Dl & #H
HLTW5.

BEARRRA (immunodeficiency (%5 24 N) M SEEIE &
B LT B 4l CNV & LT GATA2 & DOCKS IZ
1 BiAd D rare deletion ZHH L THA X LF v T
Sanger sequencing THERE L TV 5.

2.4 Coin et al. (2012)7) (ExoCNVTest)

Case-control study 7 —Z I BN THEE & BIHT 2 com-
mon CNV ZHFEL, Coav—ExEd 5. 2 @i
DERZ N 7RI LTSN 7 ADEZ A TS,
BBV TIVE (1 <k < N)IKBONTEE depth T
HoNkH 25 D jFHOEE (1 <j < M) D

depth % rigk £9°%. TO ryg, & i LR
7> (local PCA), ZODHE—XMA% FPC, ), £ 3%,
R FPC; y DX W& BICIT (global PCA),
MR GPC, (h>1) £F%. T O global PCA 0
FAIENA T ATHB LREENZDT, TOHG5%
Fruiz

H

FPC™ = FPC; — Y (FPCy, GPCh)
h=1

- LGP
(GPCy,,GPCy) GPCh

(6)
o TAYRAT 4y 7ETIVICKD pExEFHHET 5.
TTTH)REICHTEZANT MVOWREEERLTWVS.
¥ —HOTFNTIEY > TV k O i % 100 bp fF
D window j I, T2 ra; £ LTA(6) EFU
H OFES =R

<7"aij, GPCh>

(H) _ ij, GPCn)
ray =ray =3 (GPCy,, GPCy)
h=1

GPCy (7)
IZH UC envHap® ZHd % 2 Lick b Pl 5.

HZHED 700 AKF 800 A D case-control study 3L
T, NimbleGne 2.1M T read ££ 90 bp @ single read
T —& (depth 15x) % SOAPaligner?” "¢ NCBI build
36.31Cxy T L. TOT—RITH LT ExoCNVTest
ZEHALEETA, H=0TIWXx? D median 7 IAfF
fliC#|- 7z inflation factor A & 8.5 &IEHIC A=<,
H=40292LX=092L95 MK C
DORERLAID deletion TH % LCESBIE p=17.2x107°
TIUF 725100, LCE3CIEp=11x10"*T
FUFRVTE 3N THoTe. H =40 TOIAE—H
THITIE accuracy (& 97.4% TdH 5 A, missing FAIE
4.7%TH>Tz. TOIE—Ezfli> TN 217
S2Ep=5x10"6 Lixoiz.

2.5 Li et al. (2012)'? (CONTRA)

k&b T N7z depth of coverage & control > )b
(multiple or matched) @ baseline M5, log-ratio %2
5T loss & gain ZTIT 5.

YT s DIAT IV —YA X% L, = Nyxread
length x percentage on target ¥ E#9 5. T T N,



By r7Eni2read TH 5. FiTHF b D
adjusted coverage % raw coverage ¢, M5, I/ FH—
JVEEHID Ly DA L 72fi>Tdy = epx L/ Ls &7E
#£9%. Hicay ba—)VEMICET S 10% Y LT
e dy £ 9%, HHEED log-ratio i3 BEDTools Z1{#i->
THMELLED depth (default 10 bp) ZXfSRICFIEL,
fEIEk D log-ratio (RLR) & T D& 3 %. RLR
Eo5 A7) =% A XL, B2 L log-coverage & HR
TEDOBRMNH 5 DT, HEHT fitting LTI D bias 2
FHIET 5. i TIHEEZ D log-coverage KHIC BT
RLR~ N(ug,04) EETIMET 2. g l& RLRs DF
&L, o4 3 log-coverage X[HDZF NZF 11T empirical
SD %R, TNZEMMHT S Lickb, d DM
BELUTKRDS. N(ug,oq) 2 SHIRED p EZG
WL, FDRY TiMlid 5. EHO2—7" hEEE
¥% CNV O circular binary segmentation 27)
(CBS) 7)V3dV X LEHWAS.

VI al— 37 —% (Agilent SureSelect All Exon
v2 D chr20 D7 —Z M SEK LTz depth 50x) Zf#H-> T
ExomeCNV32) (CNA #itH Y —)b) &L, speci-
ficity (3 /5 & & IEHITEODS sensitivity (& CONTRA
D JFMERIFNC B - 7z (50-200 bp D CNV D sensi-
tivity (& CONTRA: 68%, ExomeCNV: 25%). F7—
KD & LT1000 N7/ L5 CEU DBIES A
D7 —2 (NimbleGene V2) ZX >11— R L, control
2T ®D5 N1 N&mA it 6 A& LT CONTRA %
FfrLz. ThE5DOY 27 )ILD CNV & HapMap® ©
FHEENTED, ThEEMRT—2E UGGHEL/z& C
%, p=0.01 DFKE T sensitivity: 86.8%, specificity:
95.4% CTH- Tz,

2.6 Krumm et al. (2012)'® (CoNIFER)

Singular value decomposition (SVD) 7% {# - 7z Bit& 1L
IZ K DB 1% ATGOM S CNV Z2#tt U, K 7ZBEI0D
copy number polymorphic (CNP) Digfn ! call &
119 i, W&k CNV Ot Tl exon target fHED 3
DL EE7R% CNV % call 9 5.

CoNIFER D731 754 > Tl&, read % 36 bp I
530 C mrsFAST!? T wEY 5L, RPKM?® %3t
H L T median M 1 RO EEZHIFR L TS z-score
ICZH (ZRPKM) §°%. 0 ZRPKM {75)Iic SVD 7%
FHTL, MiZx CNV ORI T EAL 12~15 i, CNP
O call TIE_ENL 6 (i FE TOTRDEBRNT Rz 0
I UCHHMEEE), SVD-ZRPKM 115 EKT 5. Hil>
T SVD-ZRPKM 173 3T SD A 0.5 i X 7=

YIVBRE, FHE ZRPKMTHZFHE L, HEEEOD call
ICHIWV% SVD-ZRPKM 175229 %. Mi%e CNV
D call Tl SVD-ZRPKM 12 B\ TRIE-1.5 & 1.5 L
et d % 3 A LOSZER L, CNP TldA
13 (BEH1) @ CNV fHigH © SVD-ZRPKM O 7%
flio> THRHAPOBEENEHR (7 A2 V7L TiAH
JE 72 HUEIC T %) NFIE T D HapMap D WGS 77— &
2o T —H% call 5. Multi-allelic CNP D%
< I segmental duplication FEEANICH D, 40 TE—
THZBZEH D, TOIEZRO call TIEFaE—
B Piz< call §%.

KT —ZADEH TlE, aCGH % whole-genome shot-
gun sequencing, targeted clone sequencing, qPCR
EHTHEIC CNV B S5N TV HapMap® D 8 A
@ exome 7 —# (NimbleGen v1, PE, 90x) &, Alllf
# 109 A% @ Ilumina Omni-1 7—X2H3H % autism
spectrum disorder (ASD) 0 122 k1 4D exome 7 —
% (NimbleGen v2, PE, 76x) Oftizir-o7z. 1272
L SVD D7z®IC control & LT NHLBI 5 533 A
® exome 7—4 (NimbleGen v2, PE, 8lx) ZX 7
O— R L, HapMap® @ 8 NOE#NT Tl 533 NEAIIZ
T 12 FWRDZBRE, ASD OfifHT T3 366 AZiA T
15 ER 7 7ZBR\ 2. HapMap 5 B> 7LD call #5551
M Hi&, positive predictive value (precision) (& rare
CNV T 86% (6/7), CNP |3 64% (16/25) TH - 7=
% 7z Conrad et al.'®) TR TNz CNV ICDWTIE,
rare CNV (& 5/5 TRTHIIL, WGS 7—&Z» 5T
WX Niz CNV &id 222/378 (59%) FEILT 72 > 0.9
E7xolz. ASD 122 FU AN 5D CoNIFER IZ K %
rare CNV call Tl 117/124 (94%: positive predictive
value) 7 Omni-1 % qPCR THEFERE M, sensitivity D
A 83/109 (76%) T > 7z. ExomeCNV32) (CNA
A Y —)V) & 4 AND HapMap 7 — & TR L 7z
&5, ExomeCNV32) & 63/450 (14%) LEEHIO
CNV &—B( L7572, CoNIFER i& 21/24 (88%)
—H L.

Wi, 492 A NHLBI 7—2ZHNTT /) LNDT
¥ > %€ multiple mapping % #FA9 % mrsFAST!?)
¢ unique mapping T— RO BWA'®) Z gLz & C
%, BWA OFihES EAVNE 5D 6 DL
ZERFIEEM o T2hY, signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) (&
RO TPHREENE BT LG LTS,



2.7 Klambauer et al. (2012)'® (cn.MOPS)

AR WGS 7— 2 FHICBIFE & 117z multi-sample FY —
)V (ecn.mpos) THBH, WES D CNV Tl —)L7z Lt
U7z Yan et al. (2013)%%) TEHMliERICIE>THD,
KGR T RBRICHET 2 A T 5 L5 N,
FHEISY T N7 DR =27 )ICE WES T—Z A\
DA TTEN L E N TV S 728 (exomecn.mpos)
BRHRICED 2. WGS, WES 7— 23T 5~6 ¥~
T L2 FIRACHRITS 2 Z e DR LVE LTED,
CNA D (referencecn.mops) IC & matched pair %2
ATBEe= a7 VTR EIN TN S.

NGS 7—% % Bowtie'® T7 / Lic<xwv Y7L,
Y TRy ¥ T ENTHE read BTRUSLS
5. BbEnize 7 X2 MM (27 / LN T 25
kbp, Heufk 1 HOHOMENT T 500 bp Z . 7272
LY7o 7<=a7 )V, default 1315100 5
vV MEEICERBERICE T A Y FEEZHBITHET S
EREREN TV S, £z WES OA1E exon R bait
N % bed TAJ.) D read B> k7% 32—
Poisson 774fi P(\) OF

TETFIWVETS. TTTa; A ZELY Y
TIVOHEETH, NMFa¥—2 DF read 17 Y
MNMEERT. aC—ED 0 DAY - v —0x
T—HGZKM LU TNT A—R—i=¢ &F 5 (kP
12 0.05). XKQ)DNYYTIVTF—& 2, (1<k<N)
ST B REORKILTIE, a; & N BT OMERER
& LTZOHE &SR

p(&, )‘|$) =

p(z|d, A)11(07)19@) )

[ p(xla, Np(a)p(\)dadr
EETIALT B .p(a) DFH531 & Dirichlet 5745

n

1 yi—1
5y Ll

=0

p(@) = (10)

ZRGEL, i #21ICHLTyp >y >1E95%2L
THAESRZ A2 THARLEETHEL. £
DOHEFIIMIE M E T 5. X (8) &2 expectation
maximization (EM) 7). 3V AL TwAILT BT &I
XD aRUONZRDB. Il LEBEOHE TIEa—
B2 Y TIVNEENBHERD 0 1CEBRVERIC
v =1+G&LTGZHELTNS. CNV D call
T3 informative/non-informative (I/NI) & U signed

individual informative/non-informative (sI/NI) 7%

n . N n .
7 1 7
I/NI(a) = Zai|10g§|=NZZam|10g§|7
i=0 k=1 i=0
| X
= D UNI@), (11)
k=1
n 7,
SINI(G@) = ) ok log o,
i=0

12

sgn (Z iy, log ;) I/NI(dik),  (12)
=0

LiEF L, JEICBAFE LT fastseg 7V X b CBS?Y)

TETAYMET S, TTTap = a;P(ag;iN/2)/plar|d, N),

a; = (XN air)/N TH%. &7 A MeEhi-fEEic
BOTY YT IVEIT call ISEW (Y > 7 IV T loss
gain &A1 call L7EW) WD, HDsI/NI(ay)
@ median M 0.6 LA EDHEAEIC gain, -1 ZLL T loss
Eocall 5. OO —HOHEE TIE, FaikExR
2 o, UEBIEUZ p(ali) = P(x; £X) & UTHEHER
plilz) DK EE2 LT 5.

BEIC CNV BT E TV % HapMap ¥ > 7LD
WGS 7—2z2flioTaHiiL7z& 25, BliFEDY—)
(MOFDOC?, EWT??, JointSLM??), CNV-seq®?,
FREEC®) &0 & loss, gain $£IC sensitivity (recall),
positive predicitive value (precision) AV&EM > 7z.

e MOPSIE R EOV T FIIZ7 L LTHEENT
Y, ecn.mpos & exomecn.mpos Tl default /37 XA —
2=, 7)) ZLTGEND D BT R Tz,

2.8 Fromer et al. (2012)*Y) (XHMM)

PREEEEL TV 5 CNV 3FiZ%k CNV Th 5 T EhfH
EENDT8, B 5% AN & 75575 rare 72 CNV D
MR b Lz WES 57— 250 CNV Tl —)b
E LT XHMM IFBHREINTWS. HELTWET—X
l& coverage 60x~100x F2[E D 50 Y > 7)ILLL D WES
T—2ty hTH5.

WES 7—2ZM0 5D CNV FHISA TS 142 LT,
WES FifG DRER ITIE S EXRNA T AISHIET % 728,

1. BWA® T%/ LIZ< v 7L, local realignment,
PCR duplicate @ marking, base-quality-score
recalibration # GATK?Y 217\, mapping qual-
ity 20 DL depth 2417 > LT target fHE
T depth ZF1H T 5.

2. GCEHEREN 0.1 A& 0.9 #D target I, Re-
peatMasker T A7 E N5 10%LL LD



target FEIE, 10bp AT & T 10kb HD target 58
5, coverage WETDY > T IVT 10x Al o T
500x H D target TEIEZ fiFAT D S FRAY.

3. YT IICET %4 target IO coverage
MY 50x Adiir U < 1& 200x 88, SD 2120 # & 7%
B2 TV R

4. YU F)V & target I D depth I X %
read-depth 1741 R 2 ER 704 L, 0.7/n LD
DL TEB K RO OFS5% R = R—-Y 1 cicTR
EBRS. T TRV IIVETHY, c;ldi HFH
DERDTH%. R* ZHUELE N7z read-depth
15 &5

5 R*ICHBWT, SD A 30 &k target FHINZ
R, o TINWVEIC Z Aa7ICEHT 5.

6. HMM IC X D, diploid, deletion, duplication
YT AV M EHEET . Exome Tl taget fEI
MDHREHC K EREND B8, BRI
f=e YD OEAFEATS. TTTdlXtaget
TEEEOEEETH Y, DI CNV EOEEHD
HRHETH 5. HIHERITECL THEIN - M,
0, M DIERS iz, Viterbi 7))L 3 XL
TONV ZHEET 5.

7. 5T call (ZBRICIE deletion, diploid, du-
plication D#H% call L, TN 5DIHAEHEHIE
V) 13 forward-backward 7))LV 3V ALMWE 7
DIKAE (exact deletion, some deletion, no dele-
tion, left deletion breakpoint, right deletion
breakpoint, not diploid, diploid) D&%
AIEL, NS5 ZHAEDE T deletion % call
9% (duplication & [AER). BEIn T4 call DRI
& LT diploid (2 copy) & call R E LTHD,
ZD7z8 no call HHTIT 5.

ELTWV3.

AT T A VR AL E LTk, EITHhoME KR
JEWMIZE 70y 7 s, IV T D90 AD R A
(30 KRDWHB L FDT) & AT 2—T >~ D case-control
study Y > 7L 1,017 N7 DA DNA 705D WES
F—2& & Affymetrix SNP Fv 75 —Z & H iz, 90
AD VY A F—%1% Mendelian transmission rate 3
50% &7 D HD de novo CNV hVAA LW E S 5 5%
T HMM D785 A—Z—HEEI iV, D85 X—
Z—"T 1,017 AD CNV call Zf7-> 7=, B 1% A5 &
%% 2,315 CNV (80% LA [ 100kb &iifid CNV) %

L, Affymetrix SNP v 757 —Z M5 call LTz
BARE 1% ARG OFER DN exon target fEIKAY 1 DLLE
TENTWVS 544 CNV &g L7z T 5, 367 CNV
(67%) R LTz,

T 72 O T B L Z 8 L T B [Flkk D Y
7 b7 TH%S CoNIFER '°) & (XHMM D35
A—2%Z— fitting THW7/2)90 A bV A D7 — % TLEifg
L7z& T %, CoNIFER'" DJjh rare CNV call (5%
U de novo CNV A% <, Mendelian transmission rate
t 20% &Ko Tz,

2.9 Magi et al. (2013)2%) (EXCAVATOR)

D control M5 CNV Z T4 % pooling E— F &
matched pair Zfi>C CNA Z F7flld % somatic E— R
B, 3AT YK BB LDIZIC 5 DDIKKEE (0~3,
42— k) LTTilT 5.

TANCAE S 584, exon mean read count (EMRC)
THY, EMCR; = RC;/L; TEHEENS. T
RC; & exon i Iy T ENTz read BTH D, L, Ik
exon i DEETH%. TOEMCOR; i< LT GCEH
&, mappability'?, exon 5D bin fH HIYETE] S
T I KD EIHEIEL, HEIC control DA (pool £ L < 1
matched control) T#|> T log, ZH(> 7= (log, ratios)
ZHRREEE LTS 5. T O log, ratios 21 5 HFATE
L 7z heterogeneous shifting level model (HSLM) %
ffi> T segment b L, FastCall algorithm® T 5 DD
IREE (0~3, 4a¥—DIE)ICcall §%. ThHDT7 VT
) ZLOFHIETIE, Affymetrix SNP 6.0 F 772 fifi>
721000 N7/ 19 @ 8 A (CEPH 1 A, Yoruba 7 A)
DT — 272 ffi> TRHNTNS.

HEMT—21F 1000 N7/ L9 @D 20 A (CEU:7, JPT:7,
YRI:6) BAM 7 7 A )L (SureSelect All Exon V2, 83x)
A0 — R UTHHli L7z, Control 72 1 A®D YRI
(107x) & LTHMA 1 F & 4 BOA LT XHMMY,
CoNTIFER!), ExomeCNV3?)(CNA f&HIFY—)L) &
H U7z, 7272 LoSA 7 ADBRKIC PCA Zffio T %
XHMM', CoNIFER') Tl 80 ¥~ IV DT—%
ZA TN Ule. FHliEe LTiE, WY 7
W U BB L7z McCarroll et al.®?) (96 com-
mon, 4 rare) 2T Conrad et al.'®) (116 common, 4
rare) CHiH N7z CNV ITX LU T recall (sensitivity)
& precision (positive predictive value) Z4{K, com-
mon, rare CalfifiL7z (X 1). CO&ZRMNS Conrad et
al.l9 F—RITFHBW T EXCAVATOR Mk © & B
BAETH B &b, DY —)L7% outperform LT



Recall

1 Magi et al.?® O figure 3 © (e), (f), (g). EX:2K, WX :common, fX:rare. F:EXCAVATOR, 77:XHMM,

#%:CoNIFER, 75:ExomeCNV.

WAHEFRLTWS.

BNTRAT /=< DT— 272 fli> Tl L T2,
CNA FFHliRI SN DTz DEIEZT % (T DT Tld con-
trol 7 6 > TN 7T —)L LT\ 3).

MR EZEDE X 5720 29> 7)) (Namel ,Name?2)
®D WES (Trueseq, 63x, PCR duplicates ZHIFR, base
quality recalibration, local realignment 7%) % 2&/iti L,
control & LCI—1w/ SADHEEE 1 Y2 7LD WES

T —2% (SRA040093) X7 > A— K LC Namel,Name2

D CNV ZHEE LTz, ZNFN 29 CNV, 24 CNV ZHR
HL, DGV IZZNZEN 22, 17 CNV BEEREINT
W 2.2q11.1-2q11.2 @ deletion /' 2 BifATHIC K &
7, Affymetrix SNP 6.0 F v JOFEHRE & —E LTz

2.10 Yan et al. (2013)38) (FERDLLE)

CoNIFER'), cn.MOPS'®)(WGS fl), exomeCopy?®)
U ExomeDepth??) ZR&E LT, HAD cell ¥
TIWEH LT aCGH 7—% & WES 7— % (75 base
paired end TYH > 7LD 73~183M read, capture
R 39~62%) W5 D THIRRZ IR L T 5.

LA A 16 U2 T )LD cell line IZH LT, Agilent
SurePrint G3 Human CGH Microarray (963,029 7°
H—7)IC X% aCGH & Tllumina TrueSeq IC & % WES
ZiTo Tz

aCGH 7— &% GeneSpring @ Aberration Detec-
tion Method 2 (ADM2) T CNV Z Tl L7z. WES
F—&1Z BWA'® T hglo i< 7L, GATK?Y ©
local realignment Nz U} base quality score recalibra-
tion 217\, mapping quality % 20 Kl read % Hl
FRL, base quality A 20 AKiiDHEIEZ call K55}
L7z (PCR duplicates ZHlFR U 7zadib i ML),

21652 TIA5 aCCHICE D 5225 CNV AT
MEn, —7 WES 7—Z»51& CoNIFER') 267,

< < =

EE==r e |4 e f |4 S, g

o] S o le °

©|° =o|"* = © |

o g o § o R

T4a T S5a T S

o] al al [

=N ° S . S

Q] a. ¢ ST . ol . .

D 1 I T 1 1 1 O T T 1 1 1 1 O T 1 1 1 1 T
0.0 02 04 06 08 1.0 0.0 02 04 06 08 1.0 00 02 04 06 08 1.0

Precision Precision Precision

en.MOPS') 1,214, exomeCopy?> 3,398, ExomeDepth??)

1,581 CNV Nz Tl E N7z, aCGH DF5HR%Z
gold standard & U CI&E (sensitivity, true positive
rate) Z7Hili L T\ 5 &5, K (precision, posi-
tive prediction value) Z#Hli L TWAHRICICEA 5. X
7z aCGH Tl deletion #(& duplication £(DEW T #K

FHAICHE TR oMY, WES 7— & Tl exomeCopy??)

LIt duplication ZHEICE < Tl AR ME 5N

TW5. #i& LT, false positive rate HMEL Y CoNIFER!S)

& WGS F—ZHD cn. MOPSY) OEHZEEID TS,

FEORIE

A 16 Y2 TIVD cell line 121 germline @ CNV
XD & somatic 7% CNA WEKR (ORISR, &
BEHNI ) ICZHEEN TV BIETTH D, 7z ploidy
£ 2THDELIIRET, ONV FHIY —)VOFHIGIC I
LAMNEYTH%. 72 PCR duplicates Z RN IC
duplication bias ZFHid 2 DENEY TH A 5. HIC
sensitivity IZfilii197IC precision D& T — )L FAMS
BT Ll3, CTOFMERRPBEICED T — A KEL
HIBR L T 5.

2.11 Renjie et al. (2014)39 (FHERDLLE)

XHMM'", CoNIFERY, ExomeDepth??, KU
CONTRA! ZHHE LT, WGS T—Z 05D Tl
HEROFHIME, tagSNP ZHW 7z CNV 57— X RX—Z
(common CNV) & DLL#R, Mendelian T7—E[&F DT
1 7, deletion FH®D hetero single-nucleotide variant
(SNV) DEHDF v 7 7Z217> T 5.

HTEIC VT2 DNA DWWARRSMLHERZZ DA, cell line
KIZDOMFEE T TR, 9 trio (27 A) 2T 33
N7 D exome (Agilent SureSelect 50Mb) 7— % (*f-
¥ 73x) &, TOND 13 N7 FEFRR) D WGS 77—



% 2 4 DDV —)VOFHfifER. B3 %.

AT 7 1 XHMM!')  CoNIFER'  ExomeDepth??) CONTRA')
WGS THIOBEES (SOADRY) 7.67 3.18 18.17 4.32
Common CNV ORHEIE (FWNTHEWY) 13.58 15.64 34.57 15.64
Mendelian error rate (KW /5AVELY) 20.00 10.68 16.11 56.25
Heterozygosity check (1kb #, {KWFMELY) 64.10 18.75 34.02 40.00
#£3 WES 7—Zh 5D CNV Ty —)V—8i
W — )V I Over-dispersion ¥ Call /51
exomeCopy?®) GC, depth, window £ D 2 HA HMM
ExomeDepth??) GC beta-binomial HMM
ExoCNVTest”) Local PCA Global PCA cnvHap®
CONTRA!" HHEEL Depth IC&F 9 % IEH0 6 | CBS2T)
CoNIFER!') NAUEDHIBR, SVD S 5 34 AL LA BIfEE A
XHMM!™D) NAUEDHIFR, FREEHOEE, PCA (SVD) HMM
EXCAVATOR?® | GC, mappability, exon £ | HSLM FastCall®)

2 (~38x) ZHF L7z, ThHDFT—%7% BWAS) ©
hgl91c~w 7L, PCR duplicates % Picard ThR 7z.
WGS 7—ZIZ DWW Tld ERDS*® & CNVnator!) T
CNV FHIZFTV, exon @ 50%L FE#ET % CNV
TEI A FLESR 5 & U C exon AT ORIES Z IERT —
% & L7z (median 2,802 exon).

4 DD TR =)D call Z LT % &, CoNIFER!'®)
EiRE CNV TR 5 < (FYHE 13), CONTRA)
RS THEDZ U (P 811) A 96%1& 1kb K D FiL
CNV otz TD4DDY—)ILD 4 DDEICEKS
MRS A K 2 1D 2. Common CNV DR E A
T, HapMap® @ CEPH M THE 5N T3 CNV
& r2>0.8 &7 % tagSNPs % hgl9 R T 31,104 X
THIH L, T tagSNPs A call TN TV ABEED CNV
BHESZEH LTV, Mendelian error rate T,
WHOFES D CNV B HSHEIET 5 2 & ZFH LT
I —HEZGFM L, Heterozygosity check Tld 1kb
DL EETHIE N7z deletion TEHIKIC hetero & 755 SNV
N 25 DEEZROTNS.

2.12 X#RAEDE LS

WES 7—# HIChFE iz CNV Tl —)Lz#k 31
¥ L7z, Window HI TFIT % exomeCopy?® K&
U ExoCNVTest”) ZFROTHHIE 4 T exon BN read
count *° read depth IC K2 Tl —)ILThHh-ot. T
72 LU ExomeDepth?? 1% exon WD indel & call LTV
%. WES 7—XI& WGS 7 —RIHANTNA T AR

FESEMWARKEL, control & LTHHTZT7—&21v
IR S Y > TV LMD TEWEBRTH 2 2 &
KROS5, MIA T over-dispersion O R & H & 7%
%. Jz72L THeoffiat &) ek 32 T h e
BERIC? LRI DL S N IUENZ K 7558, Thid
read count Z [EF{E (§8 read 2L T#|%) LT TFllETT
9 WGS h 5D FHY—)ILTEIMEE RS,

XA ORERM 5, KFHET WGS T — 2 NT
Omni2.5 Fv 77— L DHRZEITS YV —)L 2K 41
Z ORI EHITIRU .

£ 4 FHIixR WES 7—2h 50 CNV Flly—)l
v — )%, B

ExomeDepth?? | Renjie et al. (2014)%0) THEMIC
BN E o Tz

XHMM!D YRR & DO BEEER Tld rare CNV
DFHREEDRDENS.

EXCAVATOR?) | 3£ #H L <, WV — )Lt
TRl E N TWVIRL.

2B Z WX E A N(0, 1) ICHED M7 R ERER X, YV Olb
R = X/Y [Z PR HDERKE WV Cauchy ICHE, HLD
R EFI DN G & 75 % . Cauchy 73716 B DA E Cauchy
IARITHE, ¢ B Tl Al 2 fIE sk R,



3 W®DFEE
3.1 HLBNRT—4%

2013 4F 3 HIC Mlumina (Sun Diego) IZ#4F L 7o KA
MHRD 28 N73 D whole genome sequencing (WGS)
T—% (77 L7 2,861,052,551 bp & LT depth
44) L ZNUHBET % Omni2.5 Fv T 7 —2 05,

1. ERDS* 12 X% WGS 7—Z 5D CNV Tl
(ERDS Fill7—%)

2. CNVnator? I2 &% WGS 7—Z M 5D CNV F
I (CNVnator Tl 7— %)

3. PennCNV3) |2 X % SNPs Fv 750D CNV T
H (Omni-CNV Tl 7 — %)

Zi7o7z. LIFETIE ERDS T#ll5—% & CNVnator
THFT—2%FE DT TWGS-CNV Fll7—% | &0f
ST EICT B, TOMEU 28 2 TIVICH LT 2013
£ 4 HIZ WES 2175727 — % (Agilent SureSelect
V4+UTR+lincRNA: Z—7%"y ;& 121,466,001 bp, -
¥4 depth 76) %MW C, ExomeDepth??), XHMM),
EXCAVATOR®) I & % Tilll (WES-CNV Filll77—%)
Firote. 7277 L XHMMY) Tl control M E LT
ARTTY x 7 MCT 2012 4EIC[A U bait T sequencing
L72192 N730D WES 7—% (V-4 depth 84.4) %2 >
2. TNHEDOT—FD depth D HZEK 2 ISR LTz,
W, AFHE TR SRITEROARDOALLE LTS,

3.2 WGS-CNV Fll5—%

WGS 7—2Zh 50D CNV FITlE, $HILAT 1 /1)L -
AHNY TR CIrb N & RS 5 ERDSY) &
CNVnator!) Z M3 &ic LTz, 7272 LENT—
2 72 [RIRFIC AT 9 2 T IR B R SR AN TV T
O, ARt TEENBICTHZIT> T2,

3.2.1 ERDS4%0 %7

ERDS*) (3 GATK?Y @ HaplotypeCaller TH > 7
JUBFIC call L7255 (SHC) ZHFIC SNV filiH 2773
ICZDEFE-vA T3 THREL, segmental duplica-
tion Z45E T 2 [-sd b37) A T2 3> (UCSC D fasta
Name IC 7 7 A )V 72200 Z2f5E L TIIT LT,

WGS 28 sample depth distributions

Proportion
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1
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WES 192 control sample depth distributions

0.020
1

0.015
1

Proportion

0.005  0.010

0.000
1

0 50 100 150 200
Depth

2 fEFTICHVI WGS U WES 77— 2 @ depth-of-
coverage D73Af. EREWGS 28 9> 7)1, HHRK:WES 28
Y7, FR:control IZ 7z WES 192 > /)L,

3.2.2 CNVnator?) OET

CNVnator! (&1 > 7 VI bin_size % 100 TIHAT
L7z. Mapping quality A% 0 @ read HIZRD CNV call
757 q0 DizHD T-uniquel] A7 3 233 fEEL
Thoiz. W, @YY TIVTRADFICH TIN5
chr1:1-10000 ® loss (FIEMH L 7z.

3.2.3 FHIER

ERDS*) U CNVnator?) T call &7z loss T
gain DY T A NIRRT T A2 FEDHHZK 31
RUTe. RV TNVEOYR T XY M7 4R U,
ERDS*?) T call izl Eld loss A 109 bp, gain

328 ) 3 TV T — LAY EITHK A - 1.
Picard T BAM 7 7 A )VEBIELE S &35 &7 7 A )V A XM
JEEICERICE > TR T Lk kolt, HELE BAM 7714
VICHERD Tz EEZ TS,
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Cohort02
Cohort03
Cohort04
Cohort05
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!LLLL[

WGS 7—Z M5 call ENniztr

Cohort01
Cohort02
Cohort03
Cohort04
Cohort05
Cohort06
Cohort07
Cohort08

Cohort09

Cohort09

V7

Cohort10

‘ET Cohort10

Cohort11

Cohort11

WGS ERDS copy numbers

Cohort12
Cohort13
Cohort14
Cohort15
Cohort16
Cohort17
Cohort18

WGS CNVnator copy numbers

B Loss O Common Loss B Gain O Common Gain
= o = o @ < 0 © ~ <
b o ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o o ¢
s S S 5 s S S S s S
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it

Cohort12
Cohort13
Cohort14
Cohort15
Cohort16
Cohort17
Cohort18

10

Cohort19

Cohort20

Cohort21
Cohort22
Cohort23
Cohort24
Cohort25

Cohort26

Cohort27

Cohort28

@ CNV . FEEERDSY, FE:CNVnatorV. ftig & —# L7z call 2%y,



% 5 ERDS') TTMIEN7zELV ONV. Loss: 170 kbp LA I, gain: 400 kbp LA |-

CNV

chr start end length (bp) Sample Name

Loss

19 43,292,601 43,547,200
19 43,589,401 43,776,000
19 56,346,801 56,544,400

254,600 Cohort15
186,600 Cohort28
197,600 Cohort25

Gain

8 3,686,001 5,724,000
10 42,597,001 43,053,000
12 33,723,001 34,564,000
21 10,698,001 11,188,000

2,038,000 Cohort25
456,000 | Cohort14
841,000 Cohort05
490,000 Cohort09, Cohort15, Cohort25

# 6 CNVnator? TTHIENIEN CNV. Loss: 20 Mbp L E, gain: 300 kbp DL k. 2927 )V C call ENTW S 54)
D 1 FHYLEYAD loss 1 centromere ZEEWNV TN S.

chr

start end

length (bp) Sample Name

Loss

1 121,485,401 142,535,400

15
15
15
15
15
15
15

20,046,000
20,038,300
20,037,600
20,022,700
20,022,500
20,000,200
1 20,000,100

e

21,050,000 | &Y > 7V

20,046,000 | Cohort07

20,038,300 | Cohortl5

20,037,600 | Cohort21

20,022,700 | Cohort11, Cohort26
20,022,500 | Cohort03, Cohort04, Cohort19
20,000,200 | Cohort16

20,000,100 | Cohort09, Cohort25

Gain

8 3,818,501 4,122,600
8 4,479,401 4,890,800
8 4,928,701 5,440,200
12 33,924,201 34,561,700
14 20,117,201 20,424,500
16 33,306,001 33,633,000
21 10,770,601 11,085,500

304,100 Cohort25
411,400 Cohort25
511,500 Cohort25
637,500 Cohort05
307,300 Cohort10
327,000 Cohort20
314,900 Cohort09

£ 7 WGS 28 U FILF—RICHBIF S ERDS & CNVnator? 0 CNV call DEE D

Only Total
CNV | Common | ERDS CNVnator | ERDS CNVnator | ERDSUCNVnator
Loss 21,392 | 15,925 247,712 | 37,317 269,104 306,421
Gain 10,106 | 5,497 30,642 | 15,603 40,748 56,351
Venn dingram: WGE Loss Venn dingram: WGS Gain
CNVinaior CNVraiol

/1,000 bp TH D, CNVnator!) Tldii/5 & E 200 bp
TdHo7z (8% Alu:fy 300 bp, LINE-1:6.1 kbp). —/5

5 WGS-CNV FHlF—XDANVK. F£K:loss, Fi¥:gain.

TEWCNV &FllEnz binks, 6lRUie.

WES 05 DTSR S & DA BT BTl
CNV FHl#55R1Z loss (deletion) & gain (duplication)

DHD 2 LTH O -7z, ERDS?0) & CNVnator?
D28 YT IV D call DEZD LT MUK 511
L7z. TZ T CNV fEIEIE loss #5 L < & gain DHED
—E U, A 1bp L EEENE K& Lz 22U
—DD CNV call fEEICHEEUE DY —)L D CNV call

11
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Cohort14

B Loss
B Gain

©
S
2
]
o

Cohort16
Cohort17
Cohort18
Cohort19
Cohort20
Cohort21
Cohort22
Cohort23
Cohort24
Cohort25
Cohort26
Cohort27
Cohort28

5 PennCNV?® TTHI L7z > FIVED loss & gain DX 7 A2 ML

% 8 PennCNV®® T 500kbp LU EEHEEE N CNV. n 33 ¥—5 19 BREOIAD loss 3 centromere ZFEN TS,

chr start end start SNP end SNP #SNPs n  length (bp) Sample Name

8 7,154,320 7,881,478 kgp4421102  rs7387061 14 1 727,159 Cohort03

8 7,336,103 7,881,478 kgp22800643 rs7387061 7 1 545,376 Cohort14

8 3,686,828 5,812,995 kgp4951559  kgp1993221 4,719 3 2,126,168 | Cohort25

9 68,996,222 69,989,331 kgp2982617  kgp22790648 34 1 993,110 Cohort02, Cohort07
12 34,213,740 34,853,011 kgp19099743 rs12315121 324 3 639,272 Cohort05

19 24,594,797 27,804,863 kgp22760224 kgp22805080 23 1 3,210,067 | Cohortl5

TEWMAE S 2 G- R E D BV A — N —F
TLIENBHWZEERE, —\—F v THEE RS
EBWONV call X7 ZH[RHIR G & L, R DXT 2
RO CIHABRDFNEZ#ED R U Tz,

3.3 Omni-CNV Ff|7—4%

Hlumina (San Diego) I T Omni2.5 7 7 CTHIE L7z
B-allele frequency (BAF) KU log R ratio (LRR) %
FIWT PennCNV39) I K> CTFHI L7z CNV D loss M
U gain DT AV MY, RUET A2 FEDOXHZK
6 1R UTz. Y2 T IVED loss KT gain D7 A
Y MR TITRL, CNV EAV500kb DL EE FHIE

12

NIZCNV DY A h2RSITR LIz, TNE TORERT
FHARNERICHT B PennCNV3Y) DO H 4SRRI loss
DJihY gain KD EELL EZNT EMWMZWNAY, gain D
FMEZWVEER 75572, THUE San Diego D7 —X D
7eDY TINS5 AZ =T < default 75 AR —
ZHWT BAF & LRR ZatB L TWA Z EWERKT
HBAHEMEN D B (loss (3T T SNP DIEETHRNS
M gain IEFRIF 2RV, M PennCNV3Y) (X default Tl
3 SNPs DL E#i < I D FB 7% call 5728, LIEOLE
T call EN7z CNV FEEC 3 SNPs KA EZENT
WA THIEEROBREI G E Uz,



3.4 WES 7—42h5DFAAE

Control #£[ & L TA T BT =7 M TIA U bait (Ag-
ilent SureSelect V4+UTR+lincRNA: X —7" ~ &
121,466,001 bp) T sequencing L7z 192 A7 D WES
T —2 (P44 depth 84.4) ZAEUC IR U THWT, &Y
7 b7 O default {HIC THRITL.

3.4.1 ExomeDepth?? OET

Control ¥ > 7)1 192 \ & #Hifiixi 5 28 > 7))L 7% H
W, laggregate reference] ZFHiiL TV 2Y > 7 )L
DISE D 219 NTERR LT (1 Axf 219 N) #EE#EIT- 72
F T2 FHlx 5 exon DY 7 F U 7B L TV
7e7z®, bait target FHE THE < IR E N TV exon
I (185,130 exons, £F 32,091,604 bp) Zfifi>7z.
ExomeDepth (& 2 HEFEELL EOD indel & call 95728,
BEELLED exon 2 ET5 call & exon DL EaETs
call DH 2 LG & Uz,

3.4.2 XHMMY OETF

Control B> 7L 192 A\ & iRt 5 28 V> TNV D&

51220 ANTHATL, 28 N DTGS2 xhmm DATA . vef

3.6 Omni-CNV FHl5F—42 & WES-CNV Fif
T—R2 DA E

Omni-CNV FHl7—2H 513, bait target FEIH
DU EEEN TV S Z M L, ExomeDepth??,
XAMM'), KU EXCAVATOR?) O-FllfiHR & bhig
L 7z. ExomeDepth?? (3 D exon [EHZF > TV
Bh, FHiiREIE MO 2 DL FE T Lz, Omni-
CNV Tl 7 — 2T BT L 5 & 75 5 7z loss T
gain FEIECE Y > 7 VICIK 9 IR L .

FERERFA & L Cld, Omni-CNV Pl 7°— & % iEfif
& LT, I (sensitivity; SN) BRI (positive
predictive value; PPV) 23k 9 ORICFHGIS 2 Z &I
L7z. TTTONV cal —83 5% &1,

1. CNV loss #5 L < & gain DHENFE T
2. CNV fHIIC 1 HD FERER O DD S

3. HED CNV BN EWVCHER 258, b4 —
IN—=F ) TINEORT THIT % (HED loss &
gain T 2 DLLEH 35 E1F B2 Ek). T
CTORT ZFRNTHEIC CNV D EWICERR S
BEk, BRMICREA—/N—F v THENX
7 M LTI <.

T7 AV S U7z, M, filtering DERRE TR & L.

e TIIE D S T

3.4.3 EXCAVATOR?23® DOE{T

RIS 28 B L7 1 oD 27 A& LT (192
YT IVD WES 7— 2 I HE9) EXCAVATOR
package v2.2 TFHITL%.

3.5 Omni-CNV FHF—%2 & WGS-CNV Fifl
T—2DLEAE

WGS-CNV Ffll 75— 25 5, %A PennCNV3Y) 12 &
BIFTTHWZ Omni2.5 Fv 77 —2D7T0—7h 3
DL EFEN TV S HEZH Lz, ERDS Fill7—
Z K UF CNVnator Tl 7 —Z DZFNZF U BV T LEEE
W5 & 755 7z loss MU gain fEIEEZ Y > 7 )VEFICK 8
IR L7, —J5 T PennCNV35) OF IS RIS 4 Tl
gl Uz,

4192 Y T IV 192427 Y7 )V7% control & LIHFD 5
PennCNV *® ERDS, CNVnator & —% L7z CNV O loss,
gain JTk o 7z,

13

3.7 WGS-CNV Ffl7—42 & WES-CNV Fifl| 57—
ZDLE S E

WGS-CNV Tl 7—2h 5, bait target FEEA 57 LL
EEENTO Az L. ERDS THlT— & K
U CNVnator Pl 77— X2 DZNZF UV T ELiR S
& 7557z loss U gain fEEEZ > 7 )VEICIK 10 1
AU 7. ExomeDepth??) 133 H D exon fH#RZ# > T
WABD, Rl SEEIEME F U Tbait target THIEA
oL b 2R L.

WGS-CNV Fll7— 212 ZNZ N ExomeDepth, XHMM,

EXCAVATOR O call §5i R 2N A Te XV KNS A, #i
fifi & [AlRRIC WGS-CNV Tl 77— &2 Z IEfi# & U 7= 31
KX DX TIER LTz

3.8 Rare CNV Ot

ERDS Fifll7°—%, CNVnator Ffll7—%, Omni-CNV
FHITF—2DZFNFNUCBNT, oY >4
FE 5730 CNV % rare CNV & EH LTz, S TlT—
Zty MBI B rare CNV 82K 1012, Y2 7))V
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Cohort01
Cohort02

3066

Cohort01
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Cohort02

A

8 WGS-CNV Fill7— % D
CNVnator") (3 loss A gain ICHERTIERICZ W2, HEIO 27—V 1=

Cohort03

Cohort03
Cohort04
Cohort05
Cohort06
Cohort07
Cohort08
Cohort09

9063 1854

Cohort03
Cohort04
Cohort05
Cohort06
Cohort07
Cohort08
Cohort09

Cohort04

Cohort05
Cohort06
Cohort07

Cohort08
Cohort09

X 9

, Omni CNV

Cohort10

WGS ERDS (Omni2.5 probes) copy numbers

Cohort10
Cohort11
Cohort12

Cohort13
Cohort14

Cohort15
Cohort16

WGs CNVnator (Omni2.5 probes) copy numbers

Cohort10
Cohort11
Cohort12

Cohort13

Cohort14

Cohort15

2901

Cohort16

B Loss O Common Loss B Gain O Common Gain
~ © @ < < 8 @ ¥ 0 © ~ @
b=y T T 9 o o o o o ) o 9
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2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
S 3 3 S S 3 3 S S <3 3 S
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B Loss
8 Common Loss
| Gain

Cohort17

call & Pt S & x> oM. FERERDSY

Cohort18

Cohort19
Cohort20
Cohort21
Cohort22
Cohort23

EL/AN
i//J Zis

FEeE TR

Omni2.5 PennCNYV (bait target) copy numbers

Cohort11
Cohort12
Cohort13

Cohort14

Cohort15

Cohort16
Cohort17

Cohort18
Cohort19
Cohort20
Cohort21
Cohort22
Cohort23
Cohort24

Omni-CNV FHllF—Z DN, WES CNV call & S5 & 7 - 7 fEss.

Cohort24

8 Common Gain

1,

Cohort25
Cohort26
Cohort27
Cohort28

, FB:CNVnator?

-] Loss
| Gain

Cohort25
Cohort26
Cohort27
Cohort28

LR:loss region,

call

WGS/Omni loss call
LR NLR

Prop.

call

WGS/Omni gain call
GR GLR

Prop.

WES

LR
NLR

TP FP

FN -
TP

PPV =

TP

TP+FP

GR
NGR

TP FP
FN -

TP

PPV = 7p17p

Prop.

SN =

TP+FN

TP

SN = 7p1rN
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CNVnator® 13 loss 2 gain ICHNTIEHICZ WS T NEHF TR LU
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1517 m ERDS only
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Number of CNV

% 10 Omni-CNV FillF—& & WGS-CNV FillF— & 0 rare CNV call DHEZ% D . ER:ERDS*?, CN:CNVnator',

PC:PennCNV*),
Only Total
CNV | ERNCNNPC | ERNCN ERNPC CNNPC ER CN PC ER CN PC
Loss 62 253 36 52 1,064 15,524 243 || 1,415 15,891 393
Gain 52 82 8 3 286 7,559 155 428 7,696 218
WES CNV: loss E s oo

ExomeDepth & EXCAVA
O XHMM & EXCAVATOR
| ExomeDepth only

@ XHMM only

B EXCAVATOR only
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" O ExomeDepth & XHMM
WES CNV: gain B ExomeDepth & EXCAVA
@ XHMM & EXCAVATOR
m ExomeDepth only
o _ @ X
3 B EXCAVATOR only
o |
w
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z
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12 WES =& W5 call TNz > T IVEFED CNV

FEloss, FBgain. &Y 2 7IVD 3 DOMFEZ LMD

ExomeDepth??, XHMM'™, EXCAVATOR?® @ call $iZ#& L, o v —)L&—H L% call Z3F LTRLUT.

D rare CNV £z 11 1R L. 2L 2N 5 rare
CNV LHEENT call DAZMGLE L TED, o
W —)U T rare CNV LISt & LT call TNz CNV IE#E
L TWEWT EICEREENY. #, WES 5D
CNV call #7774 sensitivity D& LTz,

4 HEBHER
4.1 WES 7—2h5DF IR

ExomeDepth??), XHMM"), KU EXCAVATOR??)
IZX D call TNF=Y > T IVED loss KT gain Dv 5
AV ERT AV NEDHHZK 131RLE. Tz
72 L ExomeDepth O Tl ElE loss LT gain HiC
2 bp Thollzth, HELLED exon ZEFT call &

16

exon DL EAEET call DAZHNTWVS. TOF

5 ExomeDepth??) D& call 1 loss T 1,369—802,
gain C 1,035—627 £ 7 0, ExomeDepth??) DR T
L X loss A 2 bp, gain Y26 bp £7x>7. —HT
XHMM ™) OFJHFHIER loss Y 328 bp, gain /Y 322
bp, EXCAVATOR?® D Fill £l loss A% 3,118 bp,
gain 14,599 bp ThH-o7z. £V CNV & Fllan/z |
Nz 1LITRLTE.

FICHEH W 3 DDV —)ILD call fEROELD &
£ 12 MO 14 1R U . T T THEEGEBD HOED
ICEZ S T2EAEE, 3 D&% loss £ L < & gain DHE
M= LT3DDA—N—F v TENRLEVRUA,
2DOCTHEL CHUCHETA—N—F v TENRLE
WA DIRICERIIC T >~ L.



WES ExomeDepth copy number distribution
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13 28 AD WES 7—&2h 5 CNV Z T LIAiE. XY 2 T IVIED loss & gain D7 A Y D boxplot, HIR
X2 > TS ET B loss DEE DN, A2V TINCHIT % gain DEE D0, _EB:ExomeDepth® (FLEs5:

CNV O&), HEEXHMMY, FBEEXCAVATOR?Y.

4.2 Omni-CNV FH|F—42 & WGS-CNV Fifl
F—R DL

PennCNV3%) & ERDS*) O CNVnator! & call
DHEIZD 2&K 131k LTz, TT Tloss £ L L& gain
DOHEMFE T T 1 bp U EFER > TOAUITLE & H
LTW5%. 727ZLE 13D LEED 3 D0 call DEEXD
TlE, ERDSY) & CNVnator!) Tt 7 X M E
o TWBEAIC, TONESTEEKE PennCNV3®) @
YR SN EZS TOAUE 3 DHGE call &HIELTZ.
ZFDIHE 13D FED 2 DOLIHER L F—H Lk
WC RICHEEIND. £123D0 call DEEZD ON
VK&K 15 1SR LTz, Loss IC2WTlE CNVnator!)
D call BDNTEEINICZ <, FTz gain IDWVTIE WGS

17

o OTHRNEH ZREE T %D PennCNV3) DfER
AR —E LW, Omni v 7D LRR % BAF %
BH UKL S A2 —ICHEND 2 EEEN R END
R E oz,

4.3 Omni-CNV FHl7—42 & WES-CNV Fil
TFT—RDLE

Omni-CNV Filll5—% & WES-CNV Fill5— X Dt

THER 2K 14 O FENT R UTz. Loss ICDWTIE XHMMD

DFEENE <, EXCAVATOR?? ORI E.
Gain I DWW T XHMMM ANk, [ rEryrhRiic
o iz, 7272 L Omni-CNV Tl 57— Z D gain 1D
WTIREEIRETHS.



# 11 ExomeDepth?® } ' XHMM'™ ¢ 300 kbp LU I, EXCAVATOR?® ¢ 2 Mbp P E EH#EE & N7z CNV
Software CNV  chr start end length (bp) Sample Name
11 100,226,849 100,558,563 331,715 Cohort26
14 20,019,701 20,404,761 385,061 | Cohort08, Cohort15, Cohort22
14 87,387,810 88,414,222 1,026,413 | Cohort23
14 87,387,810 88,416,275 1,028,466 | Cohort06
ExomeDepth 10 37,506,624 37,890,972 384,349 Cohort27
11 100,221,434 100,730,356 508,923 | Cohort27
Cain 12 33,592,308 34,179,850 587,543 | Cohort05
15 22,382,474 22,743,598 361,125 Cohort1h
17 43,559,804 43,861,943 302,140 Cohort24
3 86,316,070 86,708,420 392,351 Cohort06
10 46,961,583 47,701,761 740,179 Cohort08
8 3,855,268 5,923,804 2,068,537 | Cohort25
XHMM 10 46,961,583 47,701,761 740,179 Cohort13
Gain 10 46,961,583 47,701,761 740,179 Cohort28
12 33,592,253 34,371,800 779,548 Cohort05
15 20,450,187 22,545,688 2,095,502 | Cohort23
9 68,415,102 71,080,251 2,665,150 | Cohort01, Cohort07
15 20,450,187 22,512,653 2,062,467 | Cohort18
Loss 15 20,450,187 22,541,778 2,091,592 | Cohort01
15 20,450,187 22,545,688 2,095,502 | Cohort07, Cohort27
15 20,450,187 22,546,160 2,095,974 | Cohort04, Cohort11
EXCAVATOR 8 3,611,299 5,923,804 2,312,506 | Cohort25
9 68,415,102 71,080,251 2,665,150 | Cohort08
9 68,415,102 71,081,663 2,666,562 | Cohortl19
15 20,450,187 22542982 2,092,796 | Cohort19
15 20,450,187 22,545,688 2,095,502 Cohort09, Cohort28
15 20,450,187 22,546,160 2,095,974 | Cohort08, Cohort12, Cohort23

Loss

Loss

Gain

%12 WES 28 %"~ 7V 13 % ExomeDepth?® (ED), XHMM') (XH), EXCAVATOR?*) (EX) O call D&% D

Only Total
CNV | EDNXHNEX | EDNXH EDNEX XHNEX | ED XH EX | ED XH EX
Loss 78 60 19 49 645 165 72 || 802 352 218
Gain 59 65 10 50 493 148 23 || 627 322 142
Venn diagram: WES Loss Venn diagram: WES Gain

£ ExomeDepth £ ExomeDepth

HHMM HHMM
O EXCAVATCR O EXCAVATOR

ATOR

ExomeDepth ExomeDspth

14 WES 28 %> 7 F1F % ExomeDepth®”, XHMM'", EXCAVATOR?® O call D&EED . X:loss, FilX:gain.

4.4 WGS-CNV Ffl|7—42& WES-CNV Fll7F— K 16 I3 L7=. M, 10 IR L72REIC ERDS*0
2D H#ES %5100 £ < 1Z CNVnator?) TH call TN T

X o %7128, ERDS*) & WES call DADEL D 1Z5aA E
ERDSY) ) 0F CNVnator!) & WES-CNV Fill]7—%

EDLEFNFNE 14 IR L. £l ONVKE
18



% 13 Omni-CNV FllF— % & WGS-CNV FillF—% D CNV call DFE4&DH. ER:ERDS, CN:CNVnator',
PC:PennCNV>?),

Only Total
CNV | ERNCNNPC | ERNCN ERNPC CNNPC | ER CN PC ER CN PC
Loss 599 1,076 3 508 65 66,362 580 1,743 68,545 1,690
Gain 206 2,016 13 2 712 1,849 2,503 || 2,947 4,073 2,724
PennCNV vs ERDS PennCNYV vs CNVnator

CNV | Common PennCNV ERDS || Common PennCNV CNVnator

Loss 598 1,092 1,141 1,106 584 67,436

Gain 218 2,506 2,727 206 2,518 3,861

Venn diagram: ERDS-CNVnator-PennCNV loss Venn diagram: ERDS-CNVnator-PennCNY gain

” - o
:

15 WGS-CNV FHll7—% & PennCNV call DEX D . FEK:loss, 4iX¥:gain. 7272 U loss &M TIEEBH R W72
CNVnator DHD call 7% 66,362 H 5 28,000 ICEEIRZ TERLTWVS.

Venn diagram: WGS-ExomeDepth loss Venn diagram: WGS-XHMM loss Venn diagram: WGS-EXCAVATOR loss
ExomeD) ERDS XHMA () ERDS XCAVA
CNVnator CNVnator CNVnator
Venn diagram: WGS-ExomeDepth gain Venn diagram: WGS-XHMM gain Venn diagram: WGS-EXCAVATOR gain
XHM |[@] RDS XCAVA
CNVnator CNVnator

ExomeDepth
16 WGS-CNV Fill77—% & WES call DFE/2 D (NVK). [EBloss, TFE%:gain. /FX:ExomeDepth, HIHX:XHMM,
#iX:EXCAVATOR.

0&%-o7=. CNVnator? » 5 I E N7z loss ICDWTIE, TR
ERDS*0) 5 FlE Mz loss ICDWTIE, XHMMY LM HROBIED BN TS A, gain lcDWTIE

DOEENE L, EXCAVATOR?? OFFHRIRNEN> i3 XEMMD O ESIc BOVETH-T- &

7z. —J7T Gain IZDWVWTIE XHMM') WEWVWKKEE 2227325,

o7z,

19



% 14 PennCNV®), ERDS*? KU CNVnator! OHEER;HE gold standard & L7zlE0D WES-CNV Tl 7 — X D5
¥, LR:loss region, NLR:not loss region, GR:gain region, NGR:mot gain region.

Gold WES Loss call Gain call
standard software call LR NLR | Prop. call GR GLR | Prop.
LR 81 721 | 0.101 GR 59 568 | 0.0941
ExomeDepth ~ NLR 329 - - NGR | 2,366 - -
Prop. 0.198 - 0.0243 -
LR 104 248 | 0.295 GR 71 251 | 0.220
PennCNV XHMM NLR 306 - - NGR | 2,354 - -
Prop. 0.254 - 0.0293 -
LR 79 139 | 0.362 GR 43 99 0.303
EXCAVATOR NLR 331 - - NGR | 2,382 - -
Prop. 0.193 - 0.0177 -
LR 93 709 | 0.116 GR 146 481 | 0.233
ExomeDepth ~ NLR 435 - - NGR | 1,751 - -
Prop. 0.176 - 0.0770 -
LR 99 253 | 0.281 GR 187 135 | 0.581
ERDS XHMM NLR 429 - - NGR | 1,710 - -
Prop. 0.188 - 0.0986 -
LR 83 135 | 0.381 GR 83 59 0.585
EXCAVATOR NLR 445 - - NGR | 1,814 - -
Prop. 0.157 - 0.0438 -
LR 506 296 | 0.631 GR 159 468 | 0.254
ExomeDepth ~ NLR | 26,819 - - NGR | 2,232 - -
Prop. | 0.0185 - 0.0665 -
LR 238 114 | 0.676 GR 190 132 | 0.590
CNVnator XHMM NLR | 27,087 - - NGR | 2,201 - -
Prop. | 0.00871 - 0.0795 -
LR 192 26 | 0.881 GR 84 58 0.592
EXCAVATOR NLR | 27,133 - - NGR | 2,307 - -
Prop. | 0.00703 - 0.0351 -
# 15 Rare CNV O %
ExomeDepth XHMM EXCAVATOR

PennCNYV loss 19 374 0.0483 | 29
PennCNV gain | 22 196 0.101 30

364 0.0738 | 15 378 0.0382
188 0.138 | 18 200 0.0826

ERDS loss 9 1,406 0.00636 | 15
ERDS gain 33 395 0.0771 | 39

1,400  0.0106 | 4 1,411  0.00283
389 0.0911 | 17 411 0.0397

CNVnator loss | 21 15,870 0.00132 | 24
CNVnator gain | 27 7,669  0.00351 | 35

15,867 0.00151 | 13 15,878 0.000818
7,661 0.00455 | 16 7,680  0.00208
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