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ABSTRACT  
 
High throughput cDNA sequencing technologies have dramatically advanced our understanding          
of transcriptome complexity and regulation. However, these methods lose information contained           
in biological RNA because the copied reads are often short and because modifications are not               
carried forward in cDNA. We address these limitations using a native poly(A) RNA sequencing              
strategy developed by Oxford Nanopore Technologies (ONT). Our study focused on poly(A)            
RNA from the human cell line GM12878, generating 9.9 million aligned sequence reads. These              
native RNA reads had an aligned N50 length of 1294 bases, and a maximum aligned length of                 
over 21,000 bases. A total of 78,199 high-confidence isoforms were identified by combining long              
nanopore reads with short higher accuracy Illumina reads. We describe strategies for assessing             
3′ poly(A) tail length, base modifications and transcript haplotypes from nanopore RNA data.             
Together, these nanopore-based techniques are poised to deliver new insights into RNA            
biology.  
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The roles of RNA in cell function are numerous and complex. Beyond the fundamental              
importance of mRNA, tRNA, and ribosomal RNA in translation, several classes of non-coding             
RNA (ncRNA) regulate cellular processes including division, differentiation, and programmed          
cell death 1.  
 
Sequencing by synthesis (SBS) strategies have dominated RNA sequencing since the early            
1990s2. Typically this involves generation of cDNA templates by reverse transcription (RT)3,4            
coupled with PCR amplification 5. Sequential base identification along template strands is           
generated by DNA polymerase-dependent incorporation of complementary nucleotides into         
daughter strands. A high throughput version of this basic technique (RNA-seq 6–12) can be             
implemented on a variety of platforms to determine both reference-based and de novo             
transcriptomes at high coverage 13. RNA-seq has had an enormous impact in basic science and              
medicine exemplified by detailed maps of tissue-specific expression 14, and by recent           
breakthroughs in classification of human cancers15. A single molecule SBS platform developed            
by Pacific Biosciences is used for reading long cDNA molecules end-to-end 16. The Helicos             
platform was the first single molecule direct RNA sequencing platform which proved useful for              
counting transcripts at low RNA input17 but had limited utility due to its short read lengths. 
 
Nanopore RNA strand sequencing has emerged as an alternative single molecule strategy18–20.            
It differs from SBS-based platforms in that native RNA nucleotides, rather than copied DNA              
nucleotides, are identified as they thread through and touch a nanoscale sensor. Nanopore             
RNA strand sequencing shares the core features of nanopore DNA sequencing, i.e. a             
processive helicase motor regulates movement of a bound polynucleotide driven through a            
protein pore by an applied voltage. As the polynucleotide advances through the pore in single               
nucleotide steps, ionic current impedance reports on the segment of bases that occupy a              
narrow reading head as a function of time. This series of ionic current segments is then used to                  
infer nucleotide sequence using an algorithm trained with known RNA molecules. 
 
Here we describe sequencing and analysis of a human poly(A) transcriptome from the             
GM12878 cell line using the Oxford Nanopore (ONT) platform. We demonstrate that long native              
RNA reads allow for discovery and characterization of RNA isoforms that are difficult to observe               
using short read cDNA methods21,22. Because native RNA strands are directly read by             
nanopores, nucleotide modifications and 3′ poly(A) tail lengths can be determined directly from             
the ionic current signal absent additional processing steps. Data and Resources are posted             
online at: 
 
(https://github.com/nanopore-wgs-consortium/NA12878/blob/master/RNA.md ).  
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RESULTS 
 
RNA preparation, nanopore sequencing, and computational pipeline 
 
The strategy we used to isolate and sequence native poly(A) RNA is shown in Figure 1a. Details                 
are presented in the Online Methods. Briefly, total RNA was isolated from immortalized human              
B-lymphocyte cells (GM12878) using TRI Reagent Solution (ThermoFisher), followed by          
bead-based poly(A) selection. Approximately 750 ng of the poly(A) isolate was adapted for             
nanopore sequencing. This involved: i) attaching proprietary ONT adapters to the poly(A) RNA             
using T4 ligase; ii) generating poly(A) RNA/DNA duplexes by reverse transcription (RT); iii)             
ligating the adapted poly(A) RNA strand to a second proprietary ONT adapter bearing the RNA               
motor protein; and iv) loading the adapted poly(A) RNA onto individual MinION flow cells for               
sequencing using a standard ONT protocol (v). Generation of the cDNA complementary strand             
is not required, however we performed that step because it is reported to improve throughput18.               
A nanopore ionic current trace for TP53 mRNA (Figure 1b) shows typical features for poly(A)               
RNA translocation. 
 
The ionic current readout for each poly(A) RNA strand was basecalled using Albacore version              
2.1.0 (ONT). The resulting sequences were then classified as either pass or fail based on a                
per-read average Phred-scale quality value threshold of 7. FASTQ and FAST5 files were             
indexed using nanopolish 23 to associate individual sequences with their corresponding ionic           
current traces. We also performed nanopore cDNA sequencing of the GM12878 poly(A) RNA             
using the same RNA sample and analysis pipeline, but with modified parameters appropriate for              
cDNA sequencing (Online Methods). Both the RNA and cDNA data were archived and used for               
downstream analyses (Figure 1c). They are available on GitHub at: 
 
(https://github.com/nanopore-wgs-consortium/NA12878/blob/master/RNA.md ).  
 
Native poly(A) RNA sequencing statistics  
 
Each of six consortium sites performed five separate nanopore sequencing runs. Together,            
these thirty runs produced 13.0 million poly(A) RNA strand reads, of which 10.3 million qualified               
as pass reads (Q-value threshold 7). Throughput varied substantially between 50K and 831K             
pass 1D poly(A) reads per MinION flow cell (median = 372K; S.D. = 260K). The 10.3 million                 
pass 1D RNA nanopore reads had an N50 length of 1334 bases, and a median length of 771                  
bases (Table 1). Reads were aligned to the GRCh38 human genome reference sequence using              
minimap2 with a splice-aware setting (-ax splice -uf -k14)24. This algorithm was chosen because              
it can align nanopore reads to exons in the human genome while accurately spanning across               
introns25. Of the 10.3 million pass reads, 9.9 million (96.5%) aligned to the reference. The               
360,000 unaligned pass reads had a median read length of 211 bases, which suggests that               
shorter nanopore reads were more difficult to align.  
 
We also aligned the RNA reads to a GRCh38 reference transcriptome (GENCODE v27) using              
minimap2 24. The -ax map-ont setting is designed to align ONT reads to reference sequences              

4 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/jxLI
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/dgA5
https://github.com/nanopore-wgs-consortium/NA12878/blob/master/RNA.md
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/wrNT
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/2Jtz
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/wrNT
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

with technology-specific mapping parameters. A comprehensive list of the genes and isoforms            
represented among the aligned native RNA reads can be found on GitHub and in              
Supplementary Tables 1 and 2 respectively. MarginStats26 was employed to calculate the            
number of matches, mismatches, and indels per aligned read in this population. We found a               
median identity of 86% (Figure 2a), with mismatch, insertion, and deletion errors of 2.4%, 4.3%,               
and 4.4% respectively. Percent identity was consistent across institutions and among flow cells             
(median average identity of pass reads equal to 85.5%, with a standard deviation of 0.65).The               
basecaller seldom confused G-for-C or C-for-G (0.38% and 0.47% errors respectively); by            
comparison, C-to-T and T-C errors were substantially higher (3.62% and 2.23% respectively)            
(Figure 2b).  
 
Nanopore RNA reads that aligned to the GENCODE v27 transcriptome reference ranged from             
85 nt (a fragment of an mRNA encoding Ribosomal Protein RPL39), to 22kb (an mRNA               
encoding spectrin repeat containing nuclear envelope protein 2 (SYNE2). RNA reads were also             
aligned to a set of high-confidence isoform sequences that were curated using a pipeline termed               
‘FLAIR’ (see below). Using these alignments, we compared observed vs expected length and             
found general agreement (Figure 2c). 
 
For nanopore cDNA data, we observed a median identity of 85% (Figure 2d) which is               
comparable to other recent nanopore DNA studies27. The substitution error patterns for cDNA             
data were similar to those for native RNA data (Figure 2e). However, while there was agreement                
in observed vs expected read lengths for cDNA and RNA, there were substantially fewer cDNA               
reads above 4 kb in length compared to the RNA reads (Figure 2c,f). 
 
Mitochondrially-encoded transcripts  
 
Mitochondrially-encoded transcripts are essential and abundant in virtually all eukaryotic cells,           
and unlike most nuclear genes, they are each transcribed from a single exon. This simplifies               
measurement of RNA strand physical properties. 
 
The human mitochondrial genome (MT-genome) is a closed circle composed of 16,569            
nucleotides28 encoding 13 proteins involved in oxidative phosphorylation, 16S and 12S           
mitochondrial ribosomal RNAs (MT-RNR2 and MT-RNR1), and humanin (a short protein           
encoded within MT-RNR2 29). All but MT-ND6 (NADH-ubiquinone oxidoreductase chain 6) are           
found on the heavy strand (H strand) of the circular duplex. There are also 22               
mitochondrially-encoded tRNA genes, often situated between protein coding genes.         
Protein-encoding mRNAs are transcribed as long intact polycistronic molecules for both the H             
and L (light) strand. These are cut into individual gene-specific transcripts principally by             
enzyme-dependent excision of tRNAs30.  
 
Of the 9.9 million aligned poly(A) RNA strand reads, 911,588 (~10%) aligned to the              
mitochondrial H strand and 39,291 reads (~0.4%) aligned to the L strand (Figure 3a). Mean               
coverage across the mitochondrial reference was ~6,600X. Every nucleotide position of the H             
strand was covered at least 7X; two positions of the L strand (positions 433 and 956 relative to                  
the 16,569 nt MT-genome) were not covered (https://goo.gl/erWFyu ). 
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Overall, the nanopore RNA reads recapitulated established features of the human           
MT-transcriptome including: i) the tRNA punctuation model of MT-mRNA processing 30; ii) 3′ UTR             
of MT-CO1, MT-CO2, and MT-ND5 mRNAs31; iii) bicistronic transcripts comprised of           
MT-ND4L/MT-ND4 and MT-ATP6/MT-ATP8; and iv) precursors such as RNA19 which is           
composed of uncleaved RNR2-TRNL1-ND1 segments. Nanopore sequencing also detected MT          
poly(A) RNA strands that are difficult to observe by conventional means. These included; i) an               
individual 9.1kb polycistronic L strand transcript that extended from within MT-TC (position            
5,819, MT-genome) to within the ORF of ND6 (position 14,651, Mt-genome); ii) MT-CO1             
transcripts bearing Ori L bases at their 5′ ends31; and iii) polycistronic reads bearing             
pre-processed copies of all 22 MT-tRNA. 

    
Systematic analysis of H strand mRNA read lengths revealed strengths and limitations of the              
current ONT platform. Figure 3b compares 5,000 reads that aligned to MT-CO2 or to              
MT-ND4L/ND4 genes versus the order of read acquisition. In each panel, the dominant band              
corresponded closely to the expected transcript length (732 nt and 1,673 nt for MT-CO2 and               
MT-ND4L/ND4 respectively). These data also revealed a marked drop in the number of reads              
below 300 nt, and virtually no reads below 200 nt. This suggests that short RNA reads cannot                 
be sequenced using the present ONT software.   
 
A population of poly(A) reads appeared randomly distributed between the dominant band and             
about 300 nt for both MT-CO2 and MT-ND4L/ND4. We reasoned that if random, these apparent               
truncations would be equally probable along the length of a given poly(A) RNA strand. If so, the                 
proportion of full length reads should decrease linearly as a function of expected transcript read               
length. To test this reasoning, we quantified the fraction of full length reads for protein-coding               
transcripts of the mitochondrial H strand (Online Methods) and found a strong linear             
anti-correlation in most cases (Figure 3c). The single outlier was MT-ND5, the mitochondrial             
transcript with a 568 nt 3′ UTR. 
 
H strand poly(A) RNA truncations could occur at any of several non-biological steps during the               
sequencing process, or they could arise from regulated enzymatic degradation in the            
mitochondrion 32. We first considered non-biological causes of truncation. One possibility was           
strand breaks during sequencing on the nanopore flow cell, which takes place at 34 oC in the                
presence of Mg 2+. As a test, we analyzed MT-CO1 read length distribution for each of the six                 
laboratories as a function of time on the ONT flow cells. In Figure 3d, results for Lab 1 (left                   
panel) are representative of results for five of the six laboratories. A band consistent with full                
length MT-CO1 is evident, as is a diffuse distribution of shorter reads. The number of reads of                 
all lengths declined steadily over 36 hours, consistent with declining throughput with time             
previously described for ONT devices. Importantly, the fraction of full length reads declined only              
slightly (5%). The results for Lab 6 (Figure 3d, right panel) were similar in many respects to                 
those for Labs 1-5, including the modest decline in full length read fraction with time (5%).                
However, the proportion of truncated reads at the beginning of the experiment was much higher               
for Lab 6. This underscores the importance of RNA sample quality during preparative steps. 
 

6 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/V5Ax
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/GG55
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/GG55
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/34ka
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

Truncation of RNA reads could also be caused by physical nanopore sequencing artefacts such              
as enzyme stalls during RNA translocation, or extraneous voltage spikes that convolute the             
ionic current signal. As an initial test to establish the source of these truncations, we curated                
101 random MT-CO1 ionic current traces acquired by Lab 1. We found that 48 of the curated                 
traces were full length or longer, consistent with comprehensive data for MT-CO1 (Figure 3c).              
Thirty-five had ionic current traces that appeared normal except for shorter translocation times             
through the nanopore, and associated shorter sequence lengths. The remainder (18 traces) had             
measurably shorter sequence lengths that were truncated by anomalous, noisy prolonged ionic            
current patterns, or by voltage spikes that correlated with termination of base calling in the time                
domain (Figure 3e). We conclude that approximately 20% of the MT-CO1 poly(A) RNA reads              
were truncated by nanopore signal noise.  

 
Isoform detection and analysis 
 
We reasoned that long nanopore reads could improve our ability to resolve RNA exon-exon              
connectivity, allowing for discovery of novel RNA isoforms and more accurate quantification of             
RNA transcript levels. However, individual nanopore reads average 14% per-read error rates,            
confounding the precise determination of splice sites. To overcome this limitation, we generated             
a subset of filtered and corrected nanopore reads from the total poly(A) RNA population and               
then identified high-confidence isoforms using FLAIR25 (Full-Length Alternative Isoform Analysis          
of RNA, Online Methods).  
 
This strategy is summarized as follows. We first corrected the splice site boundaries of the               
nanopore poly(A) RNA read alignments to the genome using short-read Illumina cDNA data for              
GM12878 and existing transcript annotations from GENCODE v24. After correction, we saw            
marked improvement in splice site accuracy (Supplementary Fig. 1). Given the observed            
truncations in nanopore poly(A) reads, we wanted to increase the confidence of transcription             
start sites (TSSs); therefore, we considered only reads with 5′ ends proximal to promoter              
regions as defined by ENCODE promoter chromatin states from the GM12878 cell line 33–35. We              
then used FLAIR to define isoforms specific to GM12878 in two steps: i) reads were grouped                
into isoforms according to the exact splice junctions used in genomic alignments; and ii) only               
isoforms supported by at least five reads were retained.  
 
This analysis resulted in 78,199 high-confidence isoforms representing 10,513 genes,          
henceforth referred to as isoform Set A. In Set A, for genes with assembled isoforms, a majority                 
(62.6%) contained at least one previously annotated isoform and at least one novel isoform. An               
example set of novel isoforms arose from a novel transcription start site with multiple splice               
variants for a lncRNA on chromosome 17 (Figure 4a). We also generated a more stringent               
population (Set B) by filtering for isoforms with unique splice junction chains from set A, thus                
removing isoforms that could be truncated transcripts of longer ones. Set B contains 51,039              
isoforms and was used in all further analyses. Defining novel isoforms as those which contain a                
novel set of splice junctions not found in GENCODE v24, 65.3% of isoforms in Set B are novel,                  
comprising 30.2% of total reads. 
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To determine if the ~9.9 million aligned native RNA sequence reads was sufficient to reach               
saturation of discovered isoforms, we subsampled the native RNA reads in increments of 10%              
and defined isoforms using the subsampled datasets. As expected, increasing sequencing           
depth increases the number of isoforms discovered in a nonlinear manner (Figure 4b). 
 
We segregated the high-confidence isoforms into three categories: i) long non-coding isoforms            
(lncRNAs) that lacked an annotated start codon; ii) unproductive isoforms that contained ORFs             
but with premature termination codons upstream of the last splice junction; and iii) protein              
coding isoforms (Online Methods). When combined, noncoding isoforms were more numerous           
than protein coding isoforms per gene shown in Figure 4c (Wilcoxon p=3.72e-5). This finding is               
consistent with previous studies demonstrating increased levels of alternative splicing in           
noncoding exons36,37.  
 
Kmer coverage 
 
Kmer coverage analysis has proved useful for identifying DNA segments that are difficult to              
sequence using the ONT MinION26,27. Historically, problematic DNA kmers often contained short            
homopolymer stretches26. Implementing a similar comprehensive kmer analysis for         
transcriptomes would be useful as well, however it is not straightforward because RNA             
expression levels inherently vary between genes, and because the composition of isoforms            
expressed at low levels can be difficult to characterize unambiguously.  
 
As a first approximation, we assessed nanopore RNA kmer coverage using a set of              
high-confidence full-length RNA isoforms as the sample sequences. Briefly, FLAIR isoforms           
from set B were filtered for those corresponding to known 5′ start and 3′ stop sites in expressed                  
gene isoforms (Online Methods). With this high-confidence mapping of individual reads to            
genomic sequences we determined RNA kmer frequencies that took into account numbers of             
sequence reads for individual isoforms and based expected kmer content on the genomic             
(DNA) sequences corresponding to each high-confidence full-length isoform. Of the 10.3 million            
pass reads, 8.2 million reads were each assigned to a high-confidence isoform. For comparison,              
of 15.1 million pass cDNA reads, 10.2 million pass cDNA reads were each assigned to a                
high-confidence isoform. These reads included all possible kmers which were represented in            
sufficient numbers to permit a statistically valid analysis. Figure 2g and 2h show normalized              
counts for all 1024 kmers determined from native RNA and cDNA data respectively. Kmer              
frequencies exhibit an approximate one-to-one trend between observed and expected          
frequencies for both native RNA and cDNA. The largest deviation often occurred for             
homopolymer-rich kmers that were underrepresented in native RNA and overrepresented in           
cDNA (Supplementary Tables 3 and 4 respectively). 
 
Assignment of transcripts to parental alleles using nanopore reads 
 
The long reads produced by nanopore RNA sequencing should in theory be easier to assign to                
parental allele of origin, due to the greater chance of encountering a heterozygous SNP. Using               
HapCUT2 38, we assigned transcript reads which contained at least two heterozygous variants to             
their parental allele of origin. This pipeline found 2,917 genes with at least 10 haplotype               
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informative reads: 2,885 autosomal genes and 32 from the X chromosome (Supplementary            
Table 5 ). Within the autosomal genes, 464 (16%) showed significant allele specific expression             
(ASE) (binomial test, P < 0.01), while the remainder demonstrated balanced expression from             
both alleles. Conversely, when we focused solely on genes from the X-chromosome, we             
observe clear skewing of expression consistent with X-inactivation. Of the X-chromosome genes            
with allele-informative SNVs, 28 (88%) showed significant ASE (binomial test, P < 0.01); and of               
the maternal genes with determined ASE, 26 (93%) showed expression from the maternal             
allele. The only reads aligning to the paternal X-chromosome map to the genomic region for Xist                
(Figure 5a), a lncRNA known to be expressed from the inactive X-chromosome and recruit              
epigenetic silencing machinery39. Greater than five heterozygous variants at the Xist locus in             
GM12878 were used to confirm paternal expression of Xist, two such variants are highlighted in               
Figure 5a.  
 
We then combined our allele-specific reads with isoform assignments to mine our data for              
allele-specific isoforms (Online Methods). We identified 34 genes with discordant allele           
specificity in two isoforms, i.e. >80% of reads expressed from only one allele in one isoform, and                 
>80% of reads from the other allele in another isoform (Supplementary Table 6). One of these                
genes, IFIH1 , has a paternal isoform with exon 8 retained, while the maternal isoform excluded               
exon 8 (Figure 5b). Further, the closest SNV used in allele-assignment is 886nt away from the                
alternate splicing event in the transcript, making the allele-specificity of this novel IFIH1 isoform              
difficult or impossible to detect with short read sequencing. 
 
3′ poly(A) analysis  
 
The ionic current signal arising from native poly(A) RNA strand translocation contains a distinct              
low variance component near the 3′ end that is attributable to the poly(A) tail (Figure 1b,iii). We                 
have developed a computational method (‘nanopolish-polya’) to segment this signal into four            
regions which allows us to estimate how many ionic current samples were drawn from the               
poly(A) tail region (Supplementary Note 1). Then, by correcting for the rate at which the RNA                
molecule passes through the pore, nanopolish-polya estimates the length of the poly(A) tail in              
nucleotides. 
 
To test this method we obtained six poly(A) RNA control datasets generated by ONT. These               
datasets consisted of ionic current traces for synthetic S. cerevisiae enolase transcripts            
appended with 3′ poly(A) tails of 10, 15, 30, 60, 80 or 100 nucleotides (see ENA accession                 
PRJEB28423 for details of how these were generated). There was a second version of the 60nt                
poly(A) tailed construct (60nt-N) which contained all possible combinations of a 10nt random             
sequence inserted between the enolase sequence and the 3′ poly(A). 
 
Poly(A) tail length estimates for these synthetic controls are shown in Figure 6a, and statistics               
are reported in Supplementary Table 7. Median estimates fell within 4 nucleotides of the              
expected tail length for the 10-to-80 poly(A) datasets; for the 100nt dataset, the median estimate               
was 109nt. We observed that 66%-80% of the estimated lengths fell within 2 median absolute               
deviations of the expected tail length. The predicted tail length distribution for the 60nt-N data               

9 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/ovTa
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

set (bearing the 10nt random sequence insert) contained a higher proportion of short poly-A              
tails than expected, which may indicate amplification errors specific to this sample.  
 
A limitation of our approach is the inability to detect when the poly(A) region stalls in the                 
nanopore sensor during translocation. When this occurs the program may overestimate the            
length of the poly(A) tail, with the degree of overestimation dependent on the duration of the                
stall. From the control data, we estimate this occurs for 1-3% of the sequenced molecules. As                
the length of the poly(A) tail increases, the variance of our estimator does as well. This is                 
expected because the number of samples in the tail region for a fixed expected tail length is not                  
deterministic and has substantial variation due to the kinetics of translocation. Heuristically, we             
observed that the number of samples corresponding to a single sequenced nucleotide can be              
modelled as a Gamma-distributed random value. If we approximate the number of samples in              
the poly(A) tail as a sum of independent random values, we expect the variance to increase                
commensurately with the tail length. We found that we were able to offset some of this inherent                 
variance by using the overall transcript translocation rate as an estimator of the poly(A) rate               
(further details are provided in the Supplementary Note 1). 
 
We applied this poly(A) length estimator to the complete GM12878 native poly(A) RNA             
sequence dataset. Overall, the poly(A) length distribution centered at approximately 50nt, with a             
broad dispersion of longer poly(A) tails for some transcripts (Figure 6b). When we segregated              
mitochondrial-encoded transcripts from nuclear-encoded transcripts, we found that the         
mitochondrial transcripts had poly(A) lengths which peaked at 52nt, with a mean of 59 and               
almost no poly(A) tail lengths greater than 100nt (Figure 6b). This is consistent with results for                
mitochondrial poly(A) RNA from other human cell lines31. Conversely, nuclear transcripts           
showed a much larger size distribution, with the distribution peaking at 58nt, with a mean of                
112nt and a large number of poly (A) tails greater than 200nt. 
 
Next we examined poly(A) tail length differences between genes and between isoforms of             
individual genes. To avoid biases associated with small sample sizes, we analyzed only high              
coverage genes. We divided the datasets into three bins: 100-1,000 reads per gene,             
1,000-20,000 reads per gene, and greater than 20,000 reads per gene. Within the 1,000-20,000              
dataset, numerous examples were identified where genes had poly(A) lengths that differed            
greatly from the mode (Figure 6c). These included the RNA-binding splicing protein, DDX5, and              
the CREB-family transcription factor, ATF4. Within violin plots for these genes, multiple poly(A)             
length peaks were observed, suggesting numerous poly(A) tail sub-populations. The short           
median poly(A) length for ribosomal proteins (RPL24, RPS24) is largely in agreement with the              
published literature 40 (Figure 6c). 
 
We also found that isoforms for a given gene identified by our FLAIR analysis could have                
different poly(A) tail lengths. For example, within the highly expressed DDX5 gene, different             
isoform transcripts contained measurably different poly(A) lengths (Figure 6d, Supplementary          
Figure 2 ). Notably, a previously annotated isoform (ENST00000581230; ‘230’) had a poly(A) tail             
peak mode of 450nt, and a newly identified isoform (Isoform 4ca, this study) had a poly(A) tail                 
peak mode of 300nt. Both of these isoforms were incompletely processed, with some retained              
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introns. By comparison, the remainder of the DDX5 isoforms had poly(A) lengths centered             
below 100nt. 
 
The difference in the isoforms of DDX5 motivated us to explore the relationship between poly(A)               
length and RNA splicing. For this analysis, we classified each isoform in FLAIR Set B as either                 
completely spliced or incompletely spliced (i.e. intron-retaining). We observed that transcripts           
with retained introns tended to have longer poly(A) tails (median 161nt) than did spliced              
transcripts (median 132nt) (Figure 6e). This result is consistent with a previous observation that              
nuclear transcripts with retained introns have longer poly(A) tails due to the activity of the               
nuclear poly(A) binding protein (PABPN1) and poly(A) polymerase (PAP)41. 
 
Modification detection 
 
Nucleotide modifications can affect RNA shape, local charge and base-pairing potential, thus            
altering protein-binding affinity42. N6-methyladenine (m6A) is the most common internal          
modification on mRNA43, and has been implicated in many facets of RNA metabolism44. m6A              
dysregulation has been linked to deleterious effects on cell differentiation and stress tolerance,             
and to a number of human diseases, including obesity and cancer45. Because m6A             
modifications are enriched in 3′ UTRs, the impact of this modification appears to be largely               
regulatory, as opposed to altering protein coding sequence. Additionally, it has been reported             
that roughly two-thirds of 3′ UTR regions with m6A modifications contain miRNA sites, indicating              
that these features could be related 46.  
 
We used existing immunoprecipitation studies to identify a list of high abundance genes likely to               
contain m6A47,48 in the nanopore poly(A) RNA dataset. We focused our studies on the GGACU               
binding motif of METTL3, a subunit of the m6A methyltransferase complex47. As an example, we               
compared the raw current signal at putative m6A sites for Eukaryotic elongation factor 2 (EEF2)               
RNA versus the signal for an in vitro transcribed copy produced from GM12878 mRNA (Online               
Methods). This comparison revealed an ionic current change attributable to m6A (Figure 7a).  
 
To cross-validate this result, we designed and synthesized a 29 base oligomer containing both              
m6A and an unmodified adenosine within the GGACU METTL3 motif (Figure 7b). This short              
oligomer was ligated to a carrier sequence (in vitro transcribed firefly luciferase (NEB HiScribe)              
using T4 RNA ligase 1. The resulting product was polyadenylated and sequenced on the              
MinION. Using nanopolish eventalign, we extracted the current levels for the k-mers which             
contained the modified base and the unmodified base, revealing a clear difference (Figure 7c)              
consistent with the EEF2 result. 
 
To determine if m6A modifications differed between isoforms of the same gene, we screened              
isoform Set B for ionic current changes at the GGACU motif. We found 57 genes (158 isoforms)                 
where the average current levels at GGACU differed more than 3 pA between gene isoforms               
with >100X positional coverage. An example is illustrated for ACTB (Figure 7d, Supplementary             
Figure 3 ). Interestingly, for ACTB both isoforms appeared to be modified at their respective              
GGACU motifs, but the ratio of modified to unmodified sequences differed. 
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Another post-transcriptional modification, A-to-I RNA editing 49, commonly occurs in introns,          
UTRs, and Alu elements. It plays an important role in splicing and regulating innate immunity50,51               
and is associated with epilepsy, autism, neurodegenerative diseases, and cancer52. NGS           
detects A-to-I editing as a nucleotide variant in cDNA sequences (A-to-G).  
  
We found three lines of evidence for A-to-I edits in the AHR nanopore data (Figure 8). First,                 
previous work on 16S rRNA documented the presence of systematic base miscalls in regions              
bearing modified RNA bases19, and indeed there are systematic base miscalls at putative             
inosine bearing positions in the AHR data (Figure 8a). Second, putative inosines were detected              
as a base change (A-to-G) in nanopore cDNA sequence data relative to the reference (single               
inosine for the CUACU kmer, and multiple inosines for the AAAAA kmer, Figure 8a). Third, we                
expected that ionic current distributions for these inosine containing kmers would be different             
from A containing kmers. Using nanopolish eventalign, we extracted the ionic current            
distributions for these putative inosine containing kmers and compared them to their canonical             
RNA counterparts. The ionic current distribution for the putative single inosine kmer (CUICU)             
showed substantial overlap with the canonical kmer CUACU (Figure 8b). The ionic current             
distribution for AAAAA kmer was more complex with at least 5 local maxima, likely reflecting               
multiple inosines (Figure 8c). The complexity of changes in ionic current distributions appeared             
to be consistent with the number of putative inosine containing positions.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Nanopore RNA sequencing has two important features: 1) The sequence composition of each             
strand is read as it existed in the cell. This permits direct detection of post-transcriptional               
modifications including base alterations and polyadenylation; and 2) reads can be continuous            
over many thousands of nucleotides. Although each of these features is useful in itself, the               
combination is unique and likely to provide new insights into RNA biology. The two principal               
drawbacks of the present ONT nanopore RNA sequencing platform are relatively higher error             
rates, and inability to read approximately 10-15 nucleotides at the 5′ end of each strand. 
  
We were concerned that short fragment reads in our data might be caused by RNA degradation                
on the nanopore flow cells during typical 48-hour sequencing runs. To address this, we              
quantified the fraction of mitochondrial-encoded MT-CO1 transcripts that were full length as a             
function of experiment run time. We found minimal (~5%) reduction in the full length fraction               
over 48 hours. Preliminary analysis indicated that read truncations were more often caused by              
electronic signal noise associated with enzyme motor stalls during strand translocation, or by             
stray current spikes of unknown origin. Nonetheless, a substantial fraction of fragmented            
nanopore RNA reads appear to be biological in origin.  
  
When combined with more accurate short Illumina reads, long nanopore reads allowed for             
end-to-end documentation of RNA transcripts bearing numerous splice junctions, which would           
not be possible using either platform alone. Using our most stringent filters, 65.3% of detected               
isoforms (over 30,000 total) from the nanopore GM12878 transcriptome were not annotated in             
GENCODE v24. Of the 65.3% novel isoforms, 25.5% (8,514) have retained introns, 25.2%             
(8,407) contain new combinations of annotated splice junctions, 9.2% (3,079) contain           
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completely novel exons, and 0.7% (229) are at putative novel gene loci (Supplementary Figure              
4). Other long-read transcriptome sequencing studies have observed similar numbers of novel            
isoforms (e.g., 35.6% and 49%)53,54. While many of these novel isoforms are low abundance and               
their protein coding potential unknown, transcript variation is still important to catalogue as             
subtle splicing changes can impact function 55,56. It is also noteworthy that the number of              
detected isoforms did not saturate using the nanopore poly(A) RNA dataset (Figure 4b)             
indicating that greater sequence depth will be necessary to give a comprehensive picture of the               
GM12878 poly(A) transcriptome.  
 
A variety of techniques have been used to examine allele-specific expression (ASE)57–63. This             
has proven to be clinically useful because ASE is frequently increased in human cancers as a                
result of copy number variations60. However, the ability to identify instances of allele-specific             
expression (ASE) is limited by the requirement of a heterozygous variant within the sequencing              
read. Further, the results of ASE analysis can be difficult to interpret, as it remains unclear when                 
ASE represents a pathology versus normal biology. Biased expression from one allele can             
occur stochastically as part of normal physiology, and can change at different times in the cell                
cycle 64. A targeted study of transformed cells from 69 individuals found expression to be              
allele-biased at 88% percent of the genes evaluated 65, and suggested that underlying            
cis-regulatory transcriptional activation mechanisms enhanced this phenomena.  
 
Our nanopore approach for ASE discovery has the advantage of long reads, but the              
disadvantage of high base call errors. We attempted to mitigate the effects of nanopore              
sequencing errors by imposing stringent thresholds for assigning reads to allele and a lower              
FDR during ASE analysis. The number of genes that we reported as demonstrating ASE (492)               
is likely an underestimation. Error correction to assign the read where parental allele is              
ambiguous as well as deeper coverage of low abundance reads would likely reveal further              
subtleties of ASE65 and increase the number of genes where ASE is significant. Of the               
significant ASE genes in our dataset, the X chromosome provides a good gene set to evaluate                
allele-specific expression because of its known single-allele inactivation for dosage          
compensation in females. We report near exclusive use of the maternal X-chromosome, with             
the only paternal reads originating from the Xist locus, consistent with previous findings57.  
 
Polyadenylation of RNA 3′ ends regulates RNA stability and translation efficiency by modulating             
RNA-protein binding and RNA structure 66. However, transcriptome-wide poly(A) analysis has          
been difficult because standard Illumina-based measurements are impacted by basecalling and           
dephasing errors67. Recently implemented modifications of the Illumina strategy address these           
limitations67,68,69; but do not resolve more complex questions, e.g. relationships between splicing            
and poly(A) length. Nanopore poly(A) tail length estimation using nanopolish-polya offers           
several advantages: i) Each RNA strand is read directly so errors due to priming of internal                
poly(A) segments cannot occur; ii) the entire length of a transcript can be read; therefore,               
linkage between a particular isoform, its modifications, and poly(A) tail length can be             
documented directly; and iii) no additional preparative steps are required because the ionic             
current segment associated with the 3′ poly(A) tail is part of the overall nanopore sequencing               
signal. However, currently native RNA sequencing of poly(A) tails will miss a portion of mRNA               
species. For example, mRNAs with short (<10) poly(A) tails or with uridylation stretches would              
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not be efficiently hybridized by the splinted poly(T) sequencing adapter. Alternative library            
preparations will need to be employed to resolve this issue. 
 
Our preliminary studies revealed differences in poly(A) length distribution between different           
genes, and between different isoforms of the same gene. We note in particular a difference in                
poly(A) tail length between spliced transcripts and unspliced transcripts bearing introns. This            
suggests that time course experiments investigating RNA processing and decay kinetics70 could            
be possible with this technology. This might be especially useful because deadenylation is a              
core part of the RNA degradation pathway71. 
 
We have demonstrated detection of N6-methyladenosine and inosine modifications in human           
poly(A) RNA. This validates prior work18,19 which showed modification-dependent ionic current           
shifts associated with m6A (S. cerevisiae)18,19 and m7G (E. coli)18,19. Differences in m6A             
modification level proved to be discernible at the isoform level for human ACTB mRNA (Figure               
7d), thus documenting  splicing variation and modification changes simultaneously.  
 
Although other methods exist for high throughput analysis of RNA modifications72, they often             
require enrichment which limits quantification, and they are usually short-read based. The latter             
precludes analysis of long-distance interactions between modifications, and between         
modifications and other RNA features such as splicing and poly(A) tail length. The capacity to               
detect these long-range interactions is likely to be important given recent work suggesting links              
between RNA modifications, splicing regulation, and RNA transport and lifetime 73,74. We argue            
that nanopore native RNA sequencing could deliver this long-range information for entire            
transcriptomes. However, this will require algorithms trained on large, rigorously cross-validated           
datasets as has been accomplished for cytosine modifications in genomic DNA75,76. 
 
CONCLUSIONS  
 
Oxford Nanopore devices sequence long native RNA strands directly. In this study, we showed              
that these long reads improved human poly(A) RNA isoform characterization, including allele            
specificity. Because native RNA strands were read directly, m6A and inosine nucleotide            
modifications could be detected absent intermediate preparative steps. We introduced a new            
tool (nanopolish-polya) that estimates 3′ poly(A) tails on individual RNA strands based on             
nanopore ionic current signals. Applied to the GM12878 transcriptome, it revealed differences in             
RNA poly(A) tail lengths between genes, and between isoforms of the same gene.  

14 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/dyEJ
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/kVAc
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/qrs4+jxLI
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/qrs4+jxLI
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/qrs4+jxLI
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/FdVd
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/B45N+KJip
https://paperpile.com/c/ju50BH/4Sz1+yr7D
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

REFERENCES 
 

1. Su, Y. et al.  Regulatory non-coding RNA: new instruments in the orchestration of cell death. 

Cell Death Dis. 7, e2333 (2016). 

2. Complementary DNA sequencing: expressed sequenced tags and human genome project 

M.D. Adams et al. Science 252, 1651–1656. Trends Genet. 7, 281 (1991). 

3. Temin, H. M. & Mizutani, S. RNA-dependent DNA polymerase in virions of Rous sarcoma 

virus. Nature 226, 1211–1213 (1970). 

4. Baltimore, D. Viral RNA-dependent DNA Polymerase: RNA-dependent DNA Polymerase in 

Virions of RNA Tumour Viruses. Nature 226, 1209 (1970). 

5. Saiki, R. K. et al.  Primer-directed enzymatic amplification of DNA with a thermostable DNA 

polymerase. Science 239, 487–491 (1988). 

6. Nagalakshmi, U. et al. The transcriptional landscape of the yeast genome defined by RNA 

sequencing. Science 320, 1344–1349 (2008). 

7. Wilhelm, B. T. et al.  Dynamic repertoire of a eukaryotic transcriptome surveyed at 

single-nucleotide resolution. Nature 453, 1239–1243 (2008). 

8. Mortazavi, A., Williams, B. A., McCue, K., Schaeffer, L. & Wold, B. Mapping and quantifying 

mammalian transcriptomes by RNA-Seq. Nat. Methods 5, 621–628 (2008). 

9. Lister, R. et al. Highly integrated single-base resolution maps of the epigenome in 

Arabidopsis. Cell 133, 523–536 (2008). 

10. Cloonan, N. et al. Stem cell transcriptome profiling via massive-scale mRNA sequencing. 

Nat. Methods 5, 613–619 (2008). 

11. Marioni, J. C., Mason, C. E., Mane, S. M., Stephens, M. & Gilad, Y. RNA-seq: an 

assessment of technical reproducibility and comparison with gene expression arrays. 

Genome Res. 18, 1509–1517 (2008). 

12. Morin, R. et al. Profiling the HeLa S3 transcriptome using randomly primed cDNA and 

15 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0zWo
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0zWo
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0zWo
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0zWo
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0zWo
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0zWo
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0zWo
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/SQ1D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/SQ1D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/SQ1D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/SQ1D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/SQ1D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/SQ1D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8kBl
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8kBl
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8kBl
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8kBl
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8kBl
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8kBl
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6g02
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6g02
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6g02
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6g02
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6g02
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6g02
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wbL3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wbL3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wbL3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wbL3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wbL3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wbL3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wbL3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wbL3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/okyZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/okyZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/okyZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/okyZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/okyZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/okyZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/okyZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/okyZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6cdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6cdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6cdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6cdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6cdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6cdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6cdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6cdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jzQ4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jzQ4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jzQ4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jzQ4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jzQ4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jzQ4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/7hBz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/7hBz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/7hBz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/7hBz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/7hBz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/7hBz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/7hBz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/7hBz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5r4Z
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5r4Z
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5r4Z
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5r4Z
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5r4Z
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5r4Z
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5r4Z
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cN1l
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cN1l
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cN1l
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cN1l
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cN1l
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cN1l
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/In6L
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/In6L
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/In6L
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

massively parallel short-read sequencing. Biotechniques 45, 81–94 (2008). 

13. Wang, Z., Gerstein, M. & Snyder, M. RNA-Seq: a revolutionary tool for transcriptomics. Nat. 

Rev. Genet. 10, 57 (2009). 

14. GTEx Consortium et al. Genetic effects on gene expression across human tissues. Nature 

550, 204–213 (2017). 

15. Hoadley, K. A. et al. Cell-of-Origin Patterns Dominate the Molecular Classification of 10,000 

Tumors from 33 Types of Cancer. Cell 173, 291–304.e6 

16. Lagarde, J. et al. High-throughput annotation of full-length long noncoding RNAs with 

capture long-read sequencing. Nat. Genet. 49, 1731–1740 (2017). 

17. Ozsolak, F. et al.  Direct RNA sequencing. Nature 461, 814–818 (2009). 

18. Garalde, D. R. et al. Highly parallel direct RNA sequencing on an array of nanopores. Nat. 

Methods (2018). doi:10.1038/nmeth.4577 

19. Smith, A. M., Jain, M., Mulroney, L., Garalde, D. R. & Akeson, M. Reading canonical and 

modified nucleotides in 16S ribosomal RNA using nanopore direct RNA sequencing. 

bioRxiv (2017). 

20. Jenjaroenpun, P. et al. Complete genomic and transcriptional landscape analysis using 

third-generation sequencing: a case study of Saccharomyces cerevisiae CEN.PK113-7D. 

Nucleic Acids Res. (2018). doi:10.1093/nar/gky014 

21. Steijger, T. et al. Assessment of transcript reconstruction methods for RNA-seq. Nat. 

Methods 10, 1177–1184 (2013). 

22. Venturini, L., Caim, S., Kaithakottil, G. G., Mapleson, D. L. & Swarbreck, D. Leveraging 

multiple transcriptome assembly methods for improved gene structure annotation. 

Gigascience 7, (2018). 

23. Loman, N. J., Quick, J. & Simpson, J. T. A complete bacterial genome assembled de novo 

using only nanopore sequencing data. Nat. Methods 12, 733–735 (2015). 

24. Li, H. Minimap2: pairwise alignment for nucleotide sequences. Bioinformatics (2018). 

16 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/In6L
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/In6L
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/In6L
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/In6L
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/In6L
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MIXw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MIXw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MIXw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MIXw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MIXw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MIXw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Xmtp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Xmtp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Xmtp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Xmtp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Xmtp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Xmtp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Xmtp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0Wgp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0Wgp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0Wgp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0Wgp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0Wgp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0Wgp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0Wgp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0Wgp
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tWoj
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tWoj
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tWoj
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tWoj
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tWoj
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tWoj
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tWoj
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tWoj
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/UAJW
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/UAJW
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/UAJW
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/UAJW
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/UAJW
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/UAJW
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/UAJW
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jxLI
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jxLI
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jxLI
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jxLI
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jxLI
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jxLI
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.4577
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qrs4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qrs4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qrs4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qrs4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5j4T
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5j4T
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5j4T
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5j4T
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5j4T
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5j4T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky014
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/c82k
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/c82k
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/c82k
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/c82k
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/c82k
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/c82k
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/c82k
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/c82k
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9eET
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9eET
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9eET
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9eET
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9eET
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9eET
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dgA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dgA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dgA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dgA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dgA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dgA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wrNT
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wrNT
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wrNT
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

doi:10.1093/bioinformatics/bty191 

25. Tang, A. D. et al.  Full-length transcript characterization of SF3B1 mutation in chronic 

lymphocytic leukemia reveals downregulation of retained introns. bioRxiv 410183 (2018). 

doi:10.1101/410183 

26. Jain, M. et al. Improved data analysis for the MinION nanopore sequencer. Nat. Methods 

12, 351–356 (2015). 

27. Jain, M. et al. Nanopore sequencing and assembly of a human genome with ultra-long 

reads. Nat. Biotechnol. 36, 338 (2018). 

28. Anderson, S. et al. Sequence and organization of the human mitochondrial genome. Nature 

290, 457–465 (1981). 

29. Hashimoto, Y. et al. A rescue factor abolishing neuronal cell death by a wide spectrum of 

familial Alzheimer’s disease genes and Abeta. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 98, 

6336–6341 (2001). 

30. Ojala, D., Montoya, J. & Attardi, G. tRNA punctuation model of RNA processing in human 

mitochondria. Nature 290, 470–474 (1981). 

31. Temperley, R. J., Wydro, M., Lightowlers, R. N. & Chrzanowska-Lightowlers, Z. M. Human 

mitochondrial mRNAs—like members of all families, similar but different. Biochimica et 

Biophysica Acta (BBA) - Bioenergetics 1797, 1081–1085 (2010). 

32. Szczesny, R. J. et al.  RNA degradation in yeast and human mitochondria. Biochim. 

Biophys. Acta 1819, 1027–1034 (2012). 

33. Bernstein, B. E. et al.  Genomic maps and comparative analysis of histone modifications in 

human and mouse. Cell 120, 169–181 (2005). 

34. Ernst, J. & Kellis, M. Discovery and characterization of chromatin states for systematic 

annotation of the human genome. Nat. Biotechnol. 28, 817–825 (2010). 

35. Ernst, J. et al.  Mapping and analysis of chromatin state dynamics in nine human cell types. 

Nature 473, 43–49 (2011). 

17 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/wrNT
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty191
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/2Jtz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/2Jtz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/2Jtz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/2Jtz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/2Jtz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/2Jtz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/2Jtz
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/410183
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8tSX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8tSX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8tSX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8tSX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8tSX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8tSX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8tSX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ifqL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ifqL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ifqL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ifqL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ifqL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ifqL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ifqL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ifqL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Y0Ch
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Y0Ch
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Y0Ch
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Y0Ch
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Y0Ch
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Y0Ch
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Y0Ch
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/giy4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/giy4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/giy4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/giy4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/giy4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/giy4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/giy4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/giy4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/giy4
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/V5Ax
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/V5Ax
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/V5Ax
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/V5Ax
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/V5Ax
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/V5Ax
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/GG55
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/GG55
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/GG55
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/GG55
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/GG55
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/GG55
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/GG55
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/34ka
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/34ka
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/34ka
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/34ka
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/34ka
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/34ka
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/34ka
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/34ka
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ZAfM
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ZAfM
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ZAfM
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ZAfM
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ZAfM
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ZAfM
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ZAfM
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ZAfM
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tqNu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tqNu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tqNu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tqNu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tqNu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/tqNu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/VkUA
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/VkUA
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/VkUA
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/VkUA
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/VkUA
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/VkUA
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/VkUA
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

36. Deveson, I. W. et al.  Universal Alternative Splicing of Noncoding Exons. Cell Syst 6, 

245–255.e5 (2018). 

37. Gonzàlez-Porta, M., Frankish, A., Rung, J., Harrow, J. & Brazma, A. Transcriptome 

analysis of human tissues and cell lines reveals one dominant transcript per gene. Genome 

Biol. 14, R70 (2013). 

38. Edge, P., Bafna, V. & Bansal, V. HapCUT2: robust and accurate haplotype assembly for 

diverse sequencing technologies. Genome Res. 27, 801–812 (2017). 

39. Brown, C. J. et al.  A gene from the region of the human X inactivation centre is expressed 

exclusively from the inactive X chromosome. Nature 349, 38 (1991). 

40. Lima, S. A. et al.  Short poly(A) tails are a conserved feature of highly expressed genes. 

Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol.  24, 1057–1063 (2017). 

41. Bresson, S. M., Hunter, O. V., Hunter, A. C. & Conrad, N. K. Canonical Poly(A) Polymerase 

Activity Promotes the Decay of a Wide Variety of Mammalian Nuclear RNAs. PLoS Genet. 

11, e1005610 (2015). 

42. Gilbert, W. V., Bell, T. A. & Schaening, C. Messenger RNA modifications: Form, 

distribution, and function. Science 352, 1408–1412 (2016). 

43. Liu, N. & Pan, T. N6-methyladenosine–encoded epitranscriptomics. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 

23, 98–102 (2016). 

44. Dai, D., Wang, H., Zhu, L., Jin, H. & Wang, X. N6-methyladenosine links RNA metabolism 

to cancer progression. Cell Death Dis. 9, 124 (2018). 

45. Sibbritt, T., Patel, H. R. & Preiss, T. Mapping and significance of the mRNA methylome. 

Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. RNA 4, 397–422 (2013). 

46. Meyer, K. D. et al.  Comprehensive analysis of mRNA methylation reveals enrichment in 3’ 

UTRs and near stop codons. Cell 149, 1635–1646 (2012). 

47. Roost, C. et al. Structure and thermodynamics of N6-methyladenosine in RNA: a 

spring-loaded base modification. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 137, 2107–2115 (2015). 

18 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9plB
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9plB
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9plB
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9plB
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9plB
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9plB
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9plB
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9plB
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RV4Q
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RV4Q
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RV4Q
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RV4Q
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RV4Q
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RV4Q
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RV4Q
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aono
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aono
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aono
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aono
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aono
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aono
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ovTa
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ovTa
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ovTa
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ovTa
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ovTa
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ovTa
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ovTa
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ovTa
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Sf0I
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Sf0I
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Sf0I
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Sf0I
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Sf0I
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Sf0I
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Sf0I
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5Tdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5Tdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5Tdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5Tdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5Tdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/5Tdz
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/I7Dm
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/I7Dm
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/I7Dm
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/I7Dm
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/I7Dm
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/I7Dm
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1asu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1asu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1asu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1asu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1asu
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/eG8h
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/eG8h
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/eG8h
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/eG8h
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/eG8h
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/eG8h
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/TcRL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/TcRL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/TcRL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/TcRL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/TcRL
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Vvol
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Vvol
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Vvol
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Vvol
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Vvol
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Vvol
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Vvol
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Vvol
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/BGLf
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/BGLf
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/BGLf
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/BGLf
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/BGLf
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/BGLf
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/BGLf
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/BGLf
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

48. Molinie, B. et al. m6A-LAIC-seq reveals the census and complexity of the m6A 

epitranscriptome. Nat. Methods 13, 692 (2016). 

49. Licht, K., Kapoor, U., Mayrhofer, E. & Jantsch, M. F. Adenosine to Inosine editing frequency 

controlled by splicing efficiency. Nucleic Acids Res. 44, 6398–6408 (2016). 

50. Nishikura, K. Functions and regulation of RNA editing by ADAR deaminases. Annu. Rev. 

Biochem. 79, 321–349 (2010). 

51. Tajaddod, M., Jantsch, M. F. & Licht, K. The dynamic epitranscriptome: A to I editing 

modulates genetic information. Chromosoma 125, 51–63 (2016). 

52. Gallo, A., Vukic, D., Michalík, D., O’Connell, M. A. & Keegan, L. P. ADAR RNA editing in 

human disease; more to it than meets the I. Hum. Genet. 136, 1265–1278 (2017). 

53. Tardaguila, M. et al. SQANTI: extensive characterization of long-read transcript sequences 

for quality control in full-length transcriptome identification and quantification. Genome Res. 

(2018). doi:10.1101/gr.222976.117 

54. Anvar, S. Y. et al.  Full-length mRNA sequencing uncovers a widespread coupling between 

transcription initiation and mRNA processing. Genome Biol. 19, 46 (2018). 

55. Wang, L. et al.  Transcriptomic Characterization of SF3B1 Mutation Reveals Its Pleiotropic 

Effects in Chronic Lymphocytic Leukemia. Cancer Cell 30, 750–763 (2016). 

56. Bradley, R. K., Merkin, J., Lambert, N. J. & Burge, C. B. Alternative splicing of RNA triplets 

is often regulated and accelerates proteome evolution. PLoS Biol. 10, e1001229 (2012). 

57. Rozowsky, J. et al. AlleleSeq: analysis of allele-specific expression and binding in a 

network framework. Mol. Syst. Biol. 7, 522 (2011). 

58. Turro, E. et al.  Haplotype and isoform specific expression estimation using multi-mapping 

RNA-seq reads. Genome Biol. 12, R13 (2011). 

59. Pandey, R. V., Franssen, S. U., Futschik, A. & Schlötterer, C. Allelic imbalance metre 

(Allim), a new tool for measuring allele-specific gene expression with RNA-seq data. Mol. 

Ecol. Resour. 13, 740–745 (2013). 

19 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/LcpZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/LcpZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/LcpZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/LcpZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/LcpZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/LcpZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/LcpZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/LcpZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9HSF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9HSF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9HSF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9HSF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9HSF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/9HSF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/S0qZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/S0qZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/S0qZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/S0qZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/S0qZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/S0qZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KzQ0
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KzQ0
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KzQ0
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KzQ0
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KzQ0
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KzQ0
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/AI0W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/AI0W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/AI0W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/AI0W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/AI0W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/AI0W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/d2yF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/d2yF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/d2yF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/d2yF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/d2yF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/d2yF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/d2yF
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gr.222976.117
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cNlZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cNlZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cNlZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cNlZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cNlZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cNlZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cNlZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/cNlZ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/x4yr
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/x4yr
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/x4yr
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/x4yr
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/x4yr
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/x4yr
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/x4yr
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/x4yr
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/HHzU
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/HHzU
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/HHzU
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/HHzU
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/HHzU
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/HHzU
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/24r9
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/24r9
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/24r9
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/24r9
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/24r9
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/24r9
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/24r9
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/24r9
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qMcN
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qMcN
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qMcN
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qMcN
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qMcN
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qMcN
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qMcN
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/qMcN
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/au9R
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/au9R
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/au9R
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/au9R
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/au9R
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/au9R
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/au9R
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

60. Mayba, O. et al.  MBASED: allele-specific expression detection in cancer tissues and cell 

lines. Genome Biol. 15, 405 (2014). 

61. Skelly, D. A., Johansson, M., Madeoy, J., Wakefield, J. & Akey, J. M. A powerful and 

flexible statistical framework for testing hypotheses of allele-specific gene expression from 

RNA-seq data. Genome Res. 21, 1728–1737 (2011). 

62. Tilgner, H., Grubert, F., Sharon, D. & Snyder, M. P. Defining a personal, allele-specific, and 

single-molecule long-read transcriptome. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 111, 9869–9874 

(2014). 

63. Deonovic, B., Wang, Y., Weirather, J., Wang, X.-J. & Au, K. F. IDP-ASE: haplotyping and 

quantifying allele-specific expression at the gene and gene isoform level by hybrid 

sequencing. Nucleic Acids Res. 45, e32 (2017). 

64. Chen, H. et al. Parental allele-specific genome architecture and transcription during the cell 

cycle. bioRxiv 201715 (2017). doi:10.1101/201715 

65. Pickrell, J. K. et al.  Understanding mechanisms underlying human gene expression 

variation with RNA sequencing. Nature 464, 768–772 (2010). 

66. Eckmann, C. R., Rammelt, C. & Wahle, E. Control of poly(A) tail length. Wiley Interdiscip. 

Rev. RNA 2, 348–361 (2011). 

67. Chang, H., Lim, J., Ha, M. & Kim, V. N. TAIL-seq: genome-wide determination of poly(A) tail 

length and 3’ end modifications. Mol. Cell 53, 1044–1052 (2014). 

68. Subtelny, A. O., Eichhorn, S. W., Chen, G. R., Sive, H. & Bartel, D. P. Poly(A)-tail profiling 

reveals an embryonic switch in translational control. Nature 508, 66–71 (2014). 

69. Woo, Y. M. et al.  TED-Seq Identifies the Dynamics of Poly(A) Length during ER Stress. Cell 

Rep. 24, 3630–3641.e7 (2018). 

70. Parker, R. & Song, H. The enzymes and control of eukaryotic mRNA turnover. Nat. Struct. 

Mol. Biol. 11, 121–127 (2004). 

71. Yi, H. et al.  PABP Cooperates with the CCR4-NOT Complex to Promote mRNA 

20 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/bIGF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/bIGF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/bIGF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/bIGF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/bIGF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/bIGF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/bIGF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/bIGF
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RWq6
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RWq6
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RWq6
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RWq6
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RWq6
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RWq6
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RWq6
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/mqZs
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/mqZs
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/mqZs
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/mqZs
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/mqZs
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/mqZs
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/mqZs
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MfYb
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MfYb
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MfYb
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MfYb
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MfYb
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MfYb
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/MfYb
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Tm2s
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Tm2s
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Tm2s
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Tm2s
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Tm2s
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Tm2s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/201715
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Nas3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Nas3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Nas3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Nas3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Nas3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Nas3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Nas3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Nas3
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0TdX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0TdX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0TdX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0TdX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0TdX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0TdX
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1Gxw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1Gxw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1Gxw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1Gxw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1Gxw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/1Gxw
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/E29W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/E29W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/E29W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/E29W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/E29W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/E29W
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jCSq
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jCSq
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jCSq
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jCSq
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jCSq
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jCSq
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jCSq
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jCSq
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dyEJ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dyEJ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dyEJ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dyEJ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dyEJ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/dyEJ
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/kVAc
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/kVAc
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/kVAc
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

Deadenylation and Block Precocious Decay. Mol. Cell 70, 1081–1088.e5 (2018). 

72. Li, X., Xiong, X. & Yi, C. Epitranscriptome sequencing technologies: decoding RNA 

modifications. Nat. Methods 14, 23–31 (2016). 

73. Roundtree, I. A., Evans, M. E., Pan, T. & He, C. Dynamic RNA Modifications in Gene 

Expression Regulation. Cell 169, 1187–1200 (2017). 

74. Lee, M., Kim, B. & Kim, V. N. Emerging roles of RNA modification: m(6)A and U-tail. Cell 

158, 980–987 (2014). 

75. Simpson, J. T. et al.  Detecting DNA cytosine methylation using nanopore sequencing. Nat. 

Methods 14, 407–410 (2017). 

76. Rand, A. C. et al.  Mapping DNA methylation with high-throughput nanopore sequencing. 

Nat. Methods 14, 411–413 (2017). 

77. Quick, J., Quinlan, A. R. & Loman, N. J. A reference bacterial genome dataset generated 

on the MinION\texttrademark portable single-molecule nanopore sequencer. Gigascience 3, 

1–6 (2014). 

78. Ramaswami, G. & Li, J. B. RADAR: a rigorously annotated database of A-to-I RNA editing. 

Nucleic Acids Res. 42, D109–13 (2014). 

79. Payne, A., Holmes, N., Rakyan, V. & Loose, M. Whale watching with BulkVis: A graphical 

viewer for Oxford Nanopore bulk fast5 files. bioRxiv 312256 (2018). doi:10.1101/312256 

80. Li, H. minimap2. (Github). 

81. Index of /1000genomes/ftp/technical/reference/GRCh38_reference_genome. Available at: 

https://ftp-trace.ncbi.nih.gov/1000genomes/ftp/technical/reference/GRCh38_reference_gen

ome/. (Accessed: 20th February 2018) 

82. gencode. GENCODE - GENCODE Release Files. Available at: 

https://www.gencodegenes.org/releases/current.html. (Accessed: 20th February 2018) 

83. Jain, M. et al. Improved data analysis for the MinION nanopore sequencer. Nat. Methods 

12, 351–356 (2015). 

21 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/kVAc
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/kVAc
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/kVAc
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/kVAc
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/kVAc
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/FdVd
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/FdVd
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/FdVd
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/FdVd
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/FdVd
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/FdVd
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/B45N
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/B45N
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/B45N
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/B45N
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/B45N
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/B45N
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KJip
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KJip
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KJip
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KJip
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KJip
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/4Sz1
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/4Sz1
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/4Sz1
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/4Sz1
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/4Sz1
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/4Sz1
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/4Sz1
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/4Sz1
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/yr7D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/yr7D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/yr7D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/yr7D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/yr7D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/yr7D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/yr7D
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8TUk
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8TUk
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8TUk
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8TUk
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8TUk
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8TUk
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/8TUk
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ddKv
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ddKv
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ddKv
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ddKv
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/ddKv
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/3TNU
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/3TNU
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/3TNU
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/3TNU
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/312256
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Fo0n0
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Fo0n0
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/Fo0n0
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0XDNT
https://ftp-trace.ncbi.nih.gov/1000genomes/ftp/technical/reference/GRCh38_reference_genome/
https://ftp-trace.ncbi.nih.gov/1000genomes/ftp/technical/reference/GRCh38_reference_genome/
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/0XDNT
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jdF17
https://www.gencodegenes.org/releases/current.html.
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/jdF17
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aYx8H
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aYx8H
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aYx8H
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aYx8H
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aYx8H
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aYx8H
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/aYx8H
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

84. Rivas, M. A. et al.  Human genomics. Effect of predicted protein-truncating genetic variants 

on the human transcriptome. Science 348, 666–669 (2015). 

85. Hinrichs, A. S. et al. The UCSC Genome Browser Database: update 2006. Nucleic Acids 

Res. 34, D590–8 (2006). 

86. Eberle, M. A. et al.  A reference data set of 5.4 million phased human variants validated by 

genetic inheritance from sequencing a three-generation 17-member pedigree. Genome 

Res. (2016). doi:10.1101/gr.210500.116 

87. Simpson, J. nanopolish. (Github). 

  

22 

.CC-BY 4.0 International licenseunder a
not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available 

The copyright holder for this preprint (which wasthis version posted November 9, 2018. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/459529doi: bioRxiv preprint 

http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/C3ee
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/C3ee
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/C3ee
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/C3ee
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/C3ee
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/C3ee
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/C3ee
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/C3ee
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RcA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RcA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RcA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RcA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RcA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RcA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RcA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/RcA5
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6d1B
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6d1B
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6d1B
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6d1B
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6d1B
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6d1B
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/6d1B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gr.210500.116
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KTcY
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KTcY
http://paperpile.com/b/ju50BH/KTcY
https://doi.org/10.1101/459529
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

 
 

Table 1. Yield and read alignment statistics for native RNA and 1D cDNA. Aligned reads (1) refers to reads 
aligned against GENCODE v27 transcripts using bwa-mem. Mean Read Reference Alignment % Identity (2) was 
calculated  using scripts described in Quick et al.77. Pass reads indicate an Albacore generated q-score of 7 or 
greater. 

 

  Native 
RNA 

Native 
RNA 
pass 

1D 
cDNA 

1D 
cDNA 
pass 

Reads 12,989K 10,303K 24,281K 15,152K 

Bases (Gb) 11.77 10.61 20.18 14.13 

Mean Read Length 906 1,030 831 932 

Median Read Length 677 771 682 780 

Read Length N50 1,292 1,334 1,005 1,072 

Aligned Reads1 10,987K 10,071K 19,593K 14,986K 

Mean Read Reference 
Alignment % Identity2 

84.54 85.42 80.96 83.55 

Standard deviation of Identity 5.42 4.29 7.51 5.91 

Median Read Reference 
Alignment % Identity 

85.72 86.10 82.07 84.30 

Mean Read Reference 
Alignment Length 

941 968 738 776 

Median Read Reference 
Alignment Length 

693 713 602 628 

Longest  Aligned Read to 
Reference 

23,116 21,860 10,720 9,939 

Flowcells Used 30 12 
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FIGURES 
 

 
 
Figure 1 Nanopore native poly(A) RNA sequencing pipeline. (a) RNA is isolated from cells followed by                
poly(A) selection using poly(dT) beads. poly(A) is then prepared for nanopore sequencing using the              
following steps: (i) A duplex adapter bearing a poly(dT) overhang is annealed to the RNA poly(A) tail,                 
followed by ligation of the strand abutting the poly(A) tail; ii) the poly(dT) complement is extended by                 
reverse transcription; iii) a proprietary ONT adapter bearing a motor enzyme is ligated to the first adapter;                 
and (iv) the product is loaded onto the ONT flow cell for reading by ionic current impedance. The ionic                   
current trace for each poly(A) RNA strand is base called using a proprietary ONT algorithm (Albacore). (b)                 
A representative ionic current trace for a 2.3 kb TP3 transcript ionic current components: (i) Strand                
capture; ii) ONT adapter translocation; iii) poly(A) RNA tail translocation; iv) mRNA translocation; and (v)               
exit of the strand into the trans compartment. Bar is 5 seconds (c) Processing of the RNA strand reads in                    
silico, followed by data analysis. 
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Figure 2 Performance statistics for nanopore native RNA and cDNA sequencing. (a) Alignment identity              
vs. read length for native RNA reads. (b) Substitution matrix for native RNA reads. (c) Observed v.                 
expected read length for native RNA reads. (d) Alignment identity vs. read length for cDNA reads. (e)                 
Substitution matrix for cDNA reads. (f) Observed vs. expected read length for cDNA reads. (g) Observed                
vs expected kmers (k = 5) for native RNA reads. and (h) Observed vs. expected kmers (k = 5) for cDNA                     
reads. 
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Figure 3 Mitochondrially-encoded poly(A) RNA transcripts. (a) Read coverage of the H strand (top) and               
the L strand (bottom). Dark grey is base coverage along the MT genome. Labelled colored bars represent                 
protein coding genes including known UTRs, or ribosomal RNA (RNR1,RNR2). Texts denote specific             
genes absent the MT prefix. Yellow bars represent tRNA. (b) Distribution of nanopore read lengths for                
MT-CO2 and MT-ND4L/ND4 transcripts. Each point represents one of approximately 5000 reads in the              
order acquired from a single Lab 1 MinION experiment. Horizontal arrows are expected transcript read               
lengths. (c) Relationship between expected transcript read length and fraction of nanopore poly(A) RNA              
reads that were full length. Each point is for a protein coding transcript on the H strand. Labels are for                    
mitochondrial genes absent the MT prefix. See Online Methods for definition of ‘Full Length’. (d) MT-CO1                
poly(A) transcript read length vs MinION run time. The panel at left is from lab 1 and is representative of                    
results from labs 2-5. The panel at right is from lab 6 which yielded results that differed substantially from                   
the norm. (e) Ionic current trace for translocation of a MT-CO1 transcript. It is representative of traces                 
wherein base calling was artificially truncated by a signal anomaly. The time bar is two seconds. 
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Figure 4 Isoform-level analysis of GM12878 native poly(A) RNA sequence reads. (a) Genome browser              
view of novel isoforms found in the native RNA data. From top to bottom, the tracks are: a subset of the                     
aligned native RNA reads; the FLAIR-defined isoforms; Gencode gene annotation; transcription           
regulatory histone methylation marks; and transcription regulatory histone acetylation marks. (b)           
Saturation plot showing the number of introns, exons, and isoforms discovered (y-axis) in relation to the                
different fractions (x-axis) of total native RNA data used for FLAIR isoform definition. (c) Distributions of                
the number of isoforms per gene categorized as coding or noncoding, normalized per 100 aligning reads                
to the gene. 
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Figure 5 Allele specific expression analysis using SNPs in GM12878 (a-b) IGV view of the maternally and                 
paternally assigned reads and read coverage for the (a) Xist gene and (b) isoforms of the IFIH1 gene.                  
Plots of paternal and maternal coverage indicate disagreement with reference at SNP locations by              
colored bars. Purple boxes (inset) indicate location of two SNPs used to assign allele specificity. (a) The                 
vast majority of reads aligning to Xist have SNPs assigning them to the paternal allele. (b) IFIH1 has a                   
roughly equal balance of reads assigned to maternal and paternal alleles, but the maternal reads are                
have spliced out exon 8 (green box). 
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Figure 6 Testing and implementation of the poly(A) tail length estimator nanopolish-polya. (a) Estimate of               
poly(A) lengths for a synthetic enolase control transcript bearing 3′ poly(A) tails of 10, 15, 30, 60, 80 or                   
100 nucleotides. ‘60xN’ contained all possible combinations of a 10nt random sequence inserted between              
the enolase sequence and the 3′ poly(A) 60mer. (b) Poly(A) length distributions for transcripts encoded in                
the mitochondrial genome versus nuclear-encoded genes. (c) Violin plots showing the range of poly(A)              
tail lengths sequenced, with the longest (DDX5, ATF4), shortest (RPL24, RPS24), and average (PLAC8)              
poly(A) distributions plotted. (d) Distribution of poly(A) tail lengths for three isoforms of DDX5 plotted. (e)                
Distribution of poly(A) tail lengths for spliced and intron retaining transcripts identified in FLAIR isoform               
Set B.  
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Figure 7 Nanopore detection of m6A base modifications. (a-c) The extent and directionality of current               
(pA) shift at GGACU motifs compared between our native RNA sequencing dataset, an in vitro               
transcribed dataset, and synthetically generated oligos drawn from a known highly methylated position             
within EEF2 and the same position within unmodified in vitro transcribed GM12878 RNA. (a) Comparing               
current signal from m6A-modified and unmodified GGACU motifs in the native RNA dataset and in vitro                
transcribed dataset (b) Schematic for the oligomer-ligation preparation. A synthetic RNA oligomer (Trilink             
Biotechnologies) is ligated to a carrier RNA, followed by in vitro polyadenylation in preparation for               
sequencing. (c) Comparing current signal from m6A-modified and unmodified GGACU motifs from            
molecules sequenced using the assay described in (b). (d) Current distributions for GGACU motifs within               
actin (ACTB) gene isoforms.   
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Figure 8 Nanopore detection of inosine base modifications. (a) Genome browser shot showing putative              
inosine positions as characterized by RADAR 78 (magenta squares between putative A-to-I sites in the              
reference sequence and the alignment panel), and read alignments for nanopore native RNA (blue) and               
cDNA data (brown). Of note are base miscalls in native RNA data at or near A-to-I sites denoted by                   
RADAR, and G calls at the corresponding positions in cDNA data. (b) Ionic current distributions for                
CUACU kmer from native RNA (blue) vs. IVT data (orange). (c) Ionic current distributions for AAAAA                
kmer from native RNA (blue) vs. IVT data (orange).   
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ONLINE METHODS 
 
GM12878 cell tissue culture 
GM12878 cells (passage 4) were received from the Coriell Institute and cultured in RPMI media               
(Invitrogen cat# 21870076) supplemented with 15% non heat-inactivated FBS (Lifetech cat#           
12483020) and 2mM L-Glutamax (Lifetech cat# 35050061). Cells were grown to a density of 1 x                
10 6 / ml before subsequent dilution of ⅓ every ~3 days, and expanded to 9 x T75 flasks (45 ml                    
of media in each). Cells were centrifuged for 10 min at 100 x g (4 oC), washed in 1/10th volume                   
of PBS (pH 7.4) and combined for homogeneity. The cells were then evenly split between 8 x                 
15ml tubes and pelleted at 100g for 10 mins at 4 oC. The cell pellets were then snap frozen in                   
liquid Nitrogen and immediately stored at -80 oC before shipping on dry ice. Two tubes of 5 x 10 7                  
frozen GM12878 cell pellets from passage 10 from a single passage, cultured at UBC, were               
distributed and used at UBC, OICR, JHU and UCSC. Two tubes of cells from passage 11 was                 
distributed to UoN from UBC, and an independently cultured passage of GM12878 was used at               
UoB. (University of British Columbia (UBC), University of Birmingham (UoB), Ontario Institute of             
Cancer Research (OICR), Johns Hopkins University (JHU), University of Nottingham (UoN), and            
University of California Santa Cruz (UCSC)) 
 
Total RNA Isolation 
The following protocol was used by each of the six institutions. Four ml of TRI-Reagent               
(Invitrogen AM9738) was added to a frozen pellet of 5 x 10 7 GM12878 cells and vortexed                
immediately. This sample was incubated at room temperature for 5 minutes. Four hundred μl              
BCP (1-Bromo-3-chloro-propane) or 200 μl CHCl3 (Chloroform) was added per ml of sample,             
vortexed, incubated at room temperature for 5 minutes, vortexed again, and centrifuged for 10              
minutes at 12,000g (4 oC). The aqueous phase was pooled in a LoBind Eppendorf tube and               
combined with an equal volume of isopropanol. The tube was mixed, incubated at room              
temperature for 15 minutes, and centrifuged for 15 minutes at 12,000g (4 oC). The supernatant              
was removed, the RNA pellet washed with 750 μl 80% ethanol and centrifuged for 5 minutes at                 
12,000g (4 oC). The supernatant was removed. The pellet was air-dried for 10 minutes,             
resuspended in Nuclease free water (100 μl final volume), quantified, and either stored at -80 oC               
or processed further by poly-A purification. 
 
Poly(A) RNA isolation 
One hundred μg aliquots of total RNA were diluted in 100 μl of nuclease free water and poly-A                  
selected using NEXTflex Poly(A) Beads (BIOO Scientific Cat#NOVA-512980). Resulting poly-A          
RNA was eluted in Nuclease free water and stored at -80 oC.  
 
MinION native RNA sequencing of GM12878 poly-A RNA 
Biological poly-A RNA (500-775 ng) and a synthetic control (Lexogen SIRV Set 3, 5 ng) were                
prepared for nanopore direct RNA sequencing generally following the ONT SQK-RNA001 kit            
protocol, including the optional reverse transcription step recommended by ONT. One difference            
from the standard ONT protocol was use of Superscript IV (Thermo Fisher) for reverse              
transcription.  
RNA sequencing on the MinION and GridION platforms was performed using ONT R9.4 flow              
cells and the standard MinKNOW protocol script  
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(NC_48Hr_sequencing_FLO-MIN106_SQK-RNA001)  
 
recommended by ONT, with one exception. We restarted the sequencing runs at several time              
points to improve active pore counts and throughput during the first 24hrs.  
 
cDNA synthesis 
 
First strand cDNA synthesis was performed using Superscript IV (Thermo Fisher) and 100 ng of               
poly-A purified RNA combined with 0.5 ng of the SIRV set 3 control. Reverse transcription and                
strand-switching primers were provided by ONT in the SQK-PCS108 kit. After reverse            
transcription, PCR was performed using LongAmp Taq Master Mix (NEB) under the following             
conditions: 95 oC for 30 seconds, 11-15 cycles (95 oC for 15 seconds, 62 oC for 15 seconds, 65 oC                
for 15 minutes), 65 oC for 15 minutes, hold at 4 oC. The 15 cycle PCR was performed when using                  
the SQK-PCS108 kit and 11 cycle PCR was performed when using the SQK-LSK308 kit. PCR               
products were purified using 0.8X AMPure XP beads.  
 
MinION sequencing of GM12878 cDNA 
 
cDNA sequencing libraries were prepared using 1 μg of cDNA following the standard ONT              
protocol for SQK-PCS108 (1D sequencing) or SQK-LSK308 (1D^2 sequencing) with one           
exception. That is, we used 0.8X AMPure XP beads for cleanup. We used standard ONT               
MinKNOW scripts for MinION sequencing with one exception. That is, we restarted the             
sequencing runs at several time points to improve active pore counts and throughput during the               
first 24 hours.  
 
Acquiring continuous data for nanopore sequencing runs 
 
For a subset of runs “bulk files” containing continuous raw current traces and read decisions               
made by MinKNOW were recorded for more detailed analysis. This can be enabled in              
MinKNOW by looking at “Additional options” under “Output” when configuring a run to start in               
MinKNOW. Options were set to capture Raw signal data and the Read Table. Events were not                
captured to reduce file size 79. 
 
Length analysis of mitochondrial protein-coding transcripts 
 
In this analysis, we limited the test population for each gene to reads that aligned to a 50 nt                   
sequence at the 3′ prime end of its ORF, except for MT-ND5 where alignment was to a 50 nt                   
sequence at the end of its 568 nt 3′ UTR. Full length was defined as extending to at least within                    
25 nt of the genes expected 5′ terminus. This limit was chosen because the processive enzyme                
that regulates RNA translocation is distal from the CsgG nanopore limiting aperture and             
necessarily falls off before the 5′ end is read. The sharpest coverage drop-off is typically at 10 nt                  
from the 5′ transcript end; we chose the 25 nt limit to ensure that all likely full length reads were                    
captured in the count.  
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In vitro  transcription 
 
First strand cDNA synthesis was performed using Superscript IV (Thermo Fisher) and 100 ng of               
poly-A purified RNA combined with 0.5 ng of the SIRV set 3 control. Reverse transcription and                
strand-switching primers were provided by ONT in the SQK-PCS108 kit. After reverse            
transcription, PCR was performed using LongAmp Taq Master Mix (NEB) under the following             
conditions: 95 oC for 30 seconds, 11-15 cycles (95 oC for 15 seconds, 62 oC for 15 seconds, 65 oC                
for 15 minutes), 65 oC for 15 minutes, hold at 4 oC. An 11 cycle PCR was performed using                 
recommendations from the SQK-LSK308 kit and a modified version of the primer that included a               
the priming site for T7 RNA polymerase as recommended by NEB at 
 
(https://www.neb.com/products/e2040-hiscribe-t7-high-yield-rna-synthesis-kit#Product%20Infor
mation).  
 
PCR products were purified using 0.8X AMPure XP beads. Next, in vitro transcription was              
performed using the NEB HiScribe T7 High Yield RNA Synthesis Kit. The IVT product was also                
further poly(A) tailed using the same kit. The resulting IVT RNA was purified using LiCl               
precipitation and then adapted for RNA sequencing on the MinION. 
 
Analysis pipelines 
 
Basecalling, alignments, and percent identity calculations 
 
We used the ONT Albacore workflow (version 2.1.0) for basecalling direct RNA and cDNA data.               
A tunable filter in Albacore then classifies individual strand reads as pass or fail based-on their                
sequence quality. We used minimap2 80 (recommended parameters) to align the nanopore RNA            
and cDNA reads to the GRCh38 human genome reference 81 and to the GENcode transcriptome              
reference 82. We used marginStats83 to calculate alignment identities and errors for pass RNA             
strand reads and pass 1D cDNA strand reads. Read identities were also calculated for a               
number of the plots generated using the nanopore scripts provided by Aaron Quinlan 77.             
Substitutions were calculated using custom scripts available within marginAlign 26.  
 
Kmer analysis 
 
We used the high confidence isoforms yielded by FLAIR as reference sequences. For kmer              
analysis, we aligned the native RNA and cDNA reads to these isoforms and created a map of                 
read to reference sequences. We calculated expected kmer counts from the set of reference              
sequences and observed kmer counts from the set of read sequences. For plotting purposes,              
we normalized the read and reference counts to coverage per megabase. The scripts are              
available within marginAlign 26. 
 
Isoform detection and characterization 
 
To define isoforms from the sets of native RNA and cDNA reads, we used FLAIR v1.1, a version                  
of FLAIR25 with additional considerations for native RNA nanopore data. From our analysis, we              
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first removed reads generated from the lowest quality flowcell run as many of those reads were                
considered to potentially be truncated. Next, we aligned pass reads to the genome with              
minimap2, retaining only primary alignments. Using FLAIR-correct, we corrected the          
genome-aligned reads providing splice site evidence from Gencode v24 annotations and           
Illumina short-read sequencing of GM12878. This step also removes reads containing splice            
junctions not present in the annotation or short-read data. We then filtered for reads with TSSs                
falling within promoter regions derived from an HMM based on ENCODE ChIP-Seq data of nine               
factors34,35. The corrected and filtered reads were then given to FLAIR-collapse to produce a              
nanopore-specific reference containing high-confidence isoforms with at least 5 supporting          
reads (set A). In short, FLAIR-collapse first generates a first-pass isoform set based on reads               
grouped by the splice junctions they contain. The first-pass set contains isoforms matching             
annotations as well as isoforms specifically expressed in native RNA reads, capturing            
nanopore-exclusive isoforms. The final isoform set is created by taking all pass reads, including              
those that were filtered out previously, and realigning to the first-pass isoform set. Additionally,              
to produce a more stringent set of isoforms (set B), any isoforms that were a subset of a longer                   
isoform were filtered out.  
 
Productivity was assessed according to an NMD rule where if a premature termination codon is               
located 55 nt or more upstream of the last exon-exon junction the transcript is considered               
unproductive 84. Genes that did not contain an annotated start codon were considered noncoding             
genes. To account for differences in expression between coding and noncoding genes, the             
number of isoforms per gene was normalized by dividing by the (number of reads aligned to the                 
gene/100). 
 
Novel isoforms were defined as those with a unique splice junction chain not found in               
annotations. Isoforms were considered intron-retaining if they contained an exon which spanned            
another isoform’s splice junction completely. Novel isoforms with novel exons were defined as             
isoforms with at least one exon that does not overlap any existing annotated exons. Isoforms at                
novel loci were defined as isoforms that only contain novel exons. 
 
Defining promoter regions in GM12878 for isoform filtering 

Promoter chromatin states for GM12878 were downloaded from the UCSC Genome Browser in             
BED format from the hg18 genome reference. Chromatin states were derived from an HMM              
based on ENCODE ChIP-Seq data of nine factors34,35. The liftover tool 85 was used to convert               
hg18 coordinates to hg38. The active, weak, and poised promoter states were used. 
 
Haplotype Assignment  and Allele-Specific Analysis  
 
We obtained genotype information for GM12878 from existing phased illumina platinum           
genome data generated by deep sequencing of the cell donors’ familial trio 86. The bcftools              
package was used to filter for only variants that are heterozygous in GM12878. Starting with               
aligned reads, we used the extractHAIRS utility of the haplotype-sensitive assembler           
HapCUT2 38 to identify reads with allele-informative variants. For stringent analysis, we required            
a read to contain at least two variants, and required that greater than 75% of identified variants                 
agreed on the parental allele of origin -- this stringent threshold was selected to reduce the                
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chances of a false positive from nanopore sequencing errors. Through this approach each read              
was annotated as maternal, paternal or unassigned. We used the output of the FLAIR pipeline               
for annotating the gene for each of the reads. To identify genes which demonstrated a very                
strong bias for a single allele, we performed a binomial test of all reads assigned to parental                 
allele, with a FDR of 0.01. We also visually inspected numerous genes displaying genes              
demonstrating allele-specificity using IGV, to increase our confidence in proper mapping of the             
reads and evaluate the presence of variants.  
 
We further integrated this haplotype-specific analysis with our isoform pipeline to explore for the              
presence of allele-specific isoforms. If greater than 80% of reads for a specific isoform              
originated from a single parental allele, the isoform was assigned as allele specific. We then               
filtered for any genes which contained both maternal and paternal allele-specific isoforms, and             
visually inspected these isoforms using IGV to compare location of variants and splicing events.  
 
Poly(A) tail length analysis 
 
See Supplemental Note describing the operation of nanopolish-polya for estimation of           
polyadenylated tail lengths from native RNA sequencing. We applied this tool to our dataset,              
focussing on primary aligned reads. We then correlated the called poly(A) length per read with               
which FLAIR detected isoform it aligned to. First, the distribution of reads which aligned to               
nuclear transcripts was compared to reads aligned to mitochondrial transcripts. We then            
categorized genes according to the number of reads associated with them ([5 -1,000],             
[1,000-20,000], and [20,000-] reads). For each category, genes were ranked according to their             
mean poly(A) tail length. We examined the two longest, two shortest and middle length of this                
list. Genes with a complex distribution were further investigated further at the isoform level,              
examining only the isoforms which had at least 20 reads supporting them. Finally, isoforms were               
annotated as spliced, or intron retained from the FLAIR labels, and the distribution of average               
poly(A) for transcripts belonging to these two categories plotted. 
 
Modification detection and analysis  
 
In order to detect putatively modified sites within our native RNA dataset, we first determined               
transcripts likely to be methylated and looked for regions of difference relative to the expected               
model distribution and in-vitro transcribed (IVT) data. We focused our initial efforts on the m6A               
modification, which is written by the METTL3-METTL14-WTAP complex within the consensus           
motif DRACH. By intersecting native RNA datasets with transcripts enriched in previous m6A             
immunoprecipitation pulldowns of human cell lines 47,48, we identified several candidate genes to             
examine. Alignments of reads pertaining to candidate genes in both native and IVT RNA              
datasets were fed into the eventalign module of nanopolish 87, which allows for the alignment of                
electrical events to reference k-mers, with the output of this module being the event level mean                
(current, pA) and standard deviation by kmer of the input reads 23. This workflow then allows us                 
to compare, for example, the current at GGACU within the 3′ UTR of the eEF2 gene in native                  
RNA, to the same k-mer at the same position for in-vitro transcribed RNA. The expectation is                
that a modification within the kmer of interest in native RNA would shift the current measured at                 
that position, differentiating it from that of the IVT alignments.  
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The extent and directionality of current shift observed by m6A modification within the GGACU              
motif was orthogonally investigated using an in-vitro oligomer ligation assay, preparation           
methods described above, and current within the modified and unmodified GGACU motifs within             
the synthetic oligomer were compared using eventalign.  
 
For detecting A-to-I editing in the data, we identified a candidate gene that had previously been                
shown to be inosine rich and then analyzed the alignments for native RNA and cDNA data to                 
the human genome. We focused our efforts at the human aryl hydrocarbon receptor (AHR)              
gene. We analyzed the alignments in the 3′-UTR region initially using the genome browser and               
then nanopolish eventalign. Using the genome browser, we searched for base variant calls in              
cDNA data and systematic base miscalls in native RNA data. We then used nanopolish              
eventalign to yield ionic current distributions for inosine-containing kmers and compared them            
with distributions for their respective canonical kmers arising from whole GM12878 poly-A RNA             
IVT nanopore data. We used IVT data from chromosome 7 for the comparison.  
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