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Recombinant adeno-associated virus (rAAV)-based gene ther-
apy has entered a phase of clinical translation and commercial-
ization. Despite this progress, vector integrity following
production is often overlooked. Compromised vectors may
negatively impact therapeutic efficacy and safety. Using single
molecule, real-time (SMRT) sequencing, we can comprehen-
sively profile packaged genomes as a single intact molecule
and directly assess vector integrity without extensive prepara-
tion. We have exploited this methodology to profile all hetero-
geneic populations of self-complementary AAV genomes via
bioinformatics pipelines and have coined this approach AAV-
genome population sequencing (AAV-GPseq). The approach
can reveal the relative distribution of truncated genomes versus
full-length genomes in vector preparations. Preparations that
seemingly show high genome homogeneity by gel electropho-
resis are revealed to consist of less than 50% full-length species.
With AAV-GPseq, we can also detect many reverse-packaged
genomes that encompass sequences originating from plasmid
backbone, as well as sequences from packaging and helper plas-
mids. Finally, we detect host-cell genomic sequences that are
chimeric with inverted terminal repeat (ITR)-containing vector
sequences. We show that vector populations can contain be-
tween 1.3% and 2.3% of this type of undesirable genome. These
discoveries redefine quality control standards for viral vector
preparations and highlight the degree of foreign products in
rAAV-based therapeutic vectors.
Received 17 November 2017; accepted 5 February 2018;
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omtm.2018.02.002.
10These authors contributed equally to this work.

Correspondence: Guangping Gao, Horae Gene Therapy Center, University of
Massachusetts Medical School, 386 Plantation Street, Worcester, MA 01605, USA.
E-mail: guangping.gao@umassmed.edu
INTRODUCTION
Recombinant adeno-associated viruses (rAAVs) have recently
become an attractive delivery vehicle for the expression of therapeutic
gene products. The specific need for clinical grade vectors for human
application demands rigorous quality control (QC) tests to assess vec-
tor purity and integrity. Unfortunately, current standard QC proto-
cols are primarily limited to the titration and quantification of vector
by qPCR analysis, verification of genome size by native or alkaline
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(denaturing) agarose-gel electrophoresis, and characterization of viral
purity by silver-stained polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis.1 These
methods do not characterize the prevalence, compositions, or struc-
tures of fragmented genomes. Heterogeneous populations composed
of smaller than unit-length genomes were originally observed in wild-
type AAV (wtAAV) as a consequence of abortive replication that
generate a pool of defective interfering (DI) particles.2,3 A handful
of studies have used high-throughput sequencing approaches to pro-
file packaged single-stranded (ss)AAV genomes to assess the extent of
“error-prone” genome encapsidation during rAAV production.4,5

However, these methods fall short in their ability to interrogate entire
genomes from 50 inverted terminal repeat (ITR) to 30 ITR as a single
intact molecule. There is also a lack of effective and standardized
methodologies for detailing the nature and abundance of erroneously
packaged sequences originating from the host-cell genome of pack-
aging cell lines or viral fragments originating from Ad-helper and
rep/cap constructs, despite more than 10 years of documentation.6

Furthermore, the mechanisms underlying many of these events are
not fully understood.

The need to profile heterogeneic rAAV genome populations has taken
on particular significance, since we have recently shown that inclu-
sion of sequences that contain secondary structures in the form of
short-hairpin DNAs promote the generation of truncated packaged
genomes.7 This is especially critical since we demonstrated that
rAAVs designed to deliver short-hairpin RNAs (shRNAs), which
have inherent secondary structure, exhibit a high degree of genome
truncations. A consequence of replication stalling followed by
18 ª 2018 The Author(s).
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Figure 1. Single-Particle Resolution Profiling of scAAV Genomes by AAV-Gpseq

(A) Diagrams of scAAV genomes: scAAV-EGFP, scAAV-siFFLuc, and scAAV-shApoB-R. (B) Purified scAAV genomes were subjected to SMRT library preparation by single-

adaptering to SMRTbell adapters (green). The loops opposite the ITRs represent either the mITRs or shDNAs that form the terminal loop. Plus (+) andminus (�) strands of the

molecule are depicted in red and blue, respectively. Single molecule, real-time sequencing is achieved by strand-displacement polymerase activity, generating linear

consensus reads. Each read therefore reflects the intact scAAV molecule from 50 ITR to 30 ITR.
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strand-switching events,8 truncated genomes predominantly exist as
self-complementary strands with a hairpin loop terminating at one
end.7 At the other end, truncated genomes harbor two ITR free
ends, similar to self-complementary (sc)AAV genomes.9,10 We
deduced that when self-complementary sequences are ligated to a sin-
gle-stranded DNA adaptor loop at the free end, they become circular
single-stranded molecules that are ideal for single molecule, real-time
(SMRT) sequencing.11 This ability allowed us, for the first time, to
profile the heterogeneous outcomes of rAAVs carrying shRNA cas-
settes on a single-vector scale.

One of the major advantages of SMRT sequencing over short-read
sequencing platforms is that relatively long DNA fragments
(R500 bp) do not need to be reconstructed from fragments in silico
to determine the composition of the template molecules, allowing for
the interrogation of full-length and truncated vector genomes
together. The approach ensures that only single-affixed polymerases
in each zero-mode waveguide (ZMW) at the bottom of the SMRT
cell are evaluated, thus achieving single-vector resolution. In addition,
SMRT sequencing benefits from the use of a phi29 polymerase deriv-
ative, which exhibits strand-displacement activity, making it the most
favorable platform for efficient processivity through the notoriously
difficult to sequence ITR structure.

Here, we fully explore the utility of direct SMRT sequencing of
vector genome populations, aptly named AAV-genome population
Molecu
sequencing (AAV-GPseq), to profile rAAVs prepared by the
HEK293 cell-triple transfection method.1 Self-complementary
genomes were specifically profiled to demonstrate the diverse applica-
tions of AAV-GPseq. We show that the introduction of an enzyme-
digested Lambda-phage DNA (lDNA) spike-in can normalize read
counts by length to overcome SMRT sequencing molecular loading
bias and to accurately assess the relative abundance of truncated
genome populations. Using AAV-GPseq, we also detect encapsidated,
DNaseI-resistant bacterial sequences originating from reverse pack-
aging events, as well as detection of adenoviral helper and Rep/
Cap-construct sequences packaged into virions. This approach was
also able to identify sequences originating from the host-cell genome.
Importantly, we show that many of these undesired sequences are
chimeric with vector-ITR sequences. Finally, the molecular character-
ization and quantitation of error-prone rAAV genome replication
and packaging events is now possible with AAV-GPseq and can be
easily adapted for research-grade and clinical vector manufacturing
QC pipelines.

RESULTS
AAV-GPseq Can Interrogate Full-Vector scAAV Genome

Sequences from ITR-to-ITR with Single-Vector Genome

Resolution

To test whether SMRT sequencing can be performed on individual
vector molecules as an unbroken strand from ITR-to-ITR, we profiled
three scAAV genomes (Figure 1A). The first is a conventional scAAV
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Table 1. Percentage of Chimeras in Heterogeneous Genome Populations

Post-normalization of Reads

Construct
Hg38 (Human
Genome)

pAdDeltaF6 (Helper
Plasmid)

pAAV2-9 (Packaging
Plasmid)

scAAV-EGFP 1.32% 1.98% 1.52%

scAAV-siFFLuc 1.77% 0.23% 0.65%

scAAV-shApoB-R 2.31% 2.73% 2.12%
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vector harboring the EGFP transgene driven by the chicken-b-actin/
CMV promoter (scAAV-EGFP). The second and third are similar to
scAAV-EGFP but contain shRNA cassettes designed to knock down
the expression of either the firefly luciferase (FFLuc) gene or the
Apolipoprotein B (ApoB) gene (scAAV-siFFLuc and scAAV-
shApoB-R, respectively). To interrogate scAAV vector genome pop-
ulations, virions were proteolyzed to release genomes. Following
DNA nick and end repair, vectors were directly ligated to SMRTbell
adaptor at the open end of the molecule, generating a circular single-
strand DNA template library ideal for SMRT sequencing. Libraries
were loaded onto SMRT cells by diffusion and subjected to standard
Pacbio real-time sequencing (Figure 1B; see Materials and Methods).
The resulting high-quality linear-consensus sequences that passed
CCS2-defined quality scoring (Table 1) were aligned to the appro-
priate custom reference sequences reflecting a single-stranded linear-
ized molecule stretching from the 50 ITR to the 30 ITR, with the
mutant ITR (mITR) at the center of the sequence (Figure 2A).
Upon visualizing only fully aligned reads, we immediately noticed
that the abundance of full-length reads was much lower for
vectors harboring shRNA cassettes (scAAV-siFFLuc and scAAV-
shApoB-R) (Figure 2B). This outcome is in agreement with our
previous finding that inclusion of short hairpin DNA (shDNA) se-
quences result in the generation of shorter than unit-length molecules
and a reduction in full-length molecules as a consequence.7 We also
noticed that sequences align in the forward or reverse orientations
at near 1:1 ratios (Figure 2B, red and blue aligned reads, respectively).
This observation coincides with previous findings that plus (+)
stranded and minus (�) stranded genomes are packaged into capsids
at equal ratios.12 Even more striking is the ability to detect the distri-
bution of ITR flip and flop orientations.13 Several studies have shown
that ITR orientations are established during genome replication and
that ITR flip/flop configurations are established independently of
each other.14,15 Replication models for wtAAV suggest that over
several rounds of replication, the four possible configurations: flip/
flip, flip/flop, flop/flip, and flop/flop reach a 1:1:1:1 steady-state
ratio.16 For the first time, AAV-GPseq enables us to directly identify
and quantitate the distribution of packaged plus/minus strands and
flip/flop configurations in rAAV preparations. Interestingly, we
observed that ratios for flip/flop distribution for all three scAAV vec-
tors are closer to 2.3:1:1:2.3 (Figure 2C). Based on a simplified rolling
hairpin replication model as described by Cotmore and Tattersall,17

we have predicted the replication outcomes for 15 generations start-
ing from a single plasmid by computational modeling (Figures S1
and S2). We speculate that since ITR resolution and replication
132 Molecular Therapy: Methods & Clinical Development Vol. 9 June 20
cannot initiate at the mITR, the distribution is shifted toward flip/
flip and flop/flop configurations. Interestingly, this model predicts
that the steady-state levels of flip/flop configurations are 2:1:1:2,
only slightly different from our observed distribution (Figure S2G).
It is plausible that only a few replication rounds occur after plasmid
rescue, resulting in this difference. The model also predicts that
strandness (plus/minus) ratios for each flip/flop configuration do
not reach 1:1 until the 10th generation (Figure S2H). The observation
that the plus/minus ratios deviate from 1.00 for the majority of flip/
flop configurations in our test vectors certainly support this notion.
However, the sample size here may be too low to reach any definitive
conclusions.

AAV-GPseq Can Assess the Relative Abundances of

Heterogeneous Populations of Vector Genomes

Initial analyses of scAAV-EGFP, scAAV-siFFLuc, and scAAV-
shApoB-R vectors by sequence length showed a weak correlation
to what we observed of heterogeneous genomes as detected by
ethidium bromide (EtBr)-stained agarose-gels (Figure 3). Strikingly,
the majority of reads were overrepresented by species with lengths
that were less than 500 bp. The discrepancy between agarose-gel an-
alyses and read distribution by SMRT sequencing was somewhat
anticipated based on our previous work that showed SMRT cell
loading led to size-representation bias.7 To overcome any possible
discrepancy, we reasoned that DNA fragments of known lengths
can be used as spike-ins to normalize for abundance differences to
obtain a much more accurate assessment of heterogeneic population
representation. For each vector genome preparation, we supple-
mented each sample with 10% (by mass) BstEII digested lDNA.
Read-length profiles of diffusion loaded lDNA reveals a heavy bias
toward the representation of smaller molecules (Figure S3), with
the frequency of detection decaying exponentially as fragment
lengths increase. By fitting these values to a polynomial-spline as a
normalization function, we transformed observed read lengths by
their expected abundances to yield adjusted abundance values (Fig-
ures S3B–S3D). Following abundance transformation, traces for all
three of the vector genome populations now correlate more with
their respective agarose-gel results (Figure 3, right panels). More
importantly, we are now able to calculate the relative abundances
of full-length molecules versus truncated species. By stacking dia-
grams of the appropriate vector genome over their respective abun-
dance trace, we may also predict the hotspots for intramolecular
strand-switching events,7 which give rise to these truncated species
(Figure 3, right panels). Surprisingly, even though agarose-gel anal-
ysis indicated that the scAAV-EGFP full-length species (2.1-kb
band) is the predominant packaged vector (Figure 3A), analysis by
AAV-GPseq suggests that the 2.1-kb molecular form only makes
up 45.39% of all vector-mapped reads. Similarly, scAAV-siFFLuc
and scAAV-shApoB-R vectors also resulted in an extremely low
percentage of full-length species (7.55% and 11.91%, respectively)
(Figures 3B and 3C). This unexpectedly low abundance of full-length
forms compared to agarose-gel assessments is attributed to the strik-
ingly high abundance of reads that were below 500 bp in length and
were not visible by EtBr staining.
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Figure 2. Reads from SMRT Sequencing Yield Full-Length Vector Genomes from 50 ITR to 30 ITR
(A) Diagram of a generic scAAV genome depicted as an intramolecular double-strandedmolecule (top) and a single-stranded linear molecule (bottom). (B) Reads of the three

test vectors were aligned to a custom reference sequence as a linear molecule where both “forward” and “reverse” strands are connected by the mITR sequence. Reads are

grouped by strandness (forward, red; reverse, blue) and reflect plus (+) and minus (�) strand packaging. Alignment summaries are depicted above the read alignments.

Alignment positions that differ from consensus by a frequency of more than 0.05 are highlighted. Here, only the ITRs exhibit significant differences and reflect flip and flop

orientations. The highest frequency of sequencing errors inherent to SMRT sequencing are single-base deletions at poly(G) or poly(C) nucleotides and are marked in IGV as

black dashes and show up as speckles in this collapsed display. (C) Pie charts displaying the distribution of flip and flop vector combinations. Read counts and the plus-to-

minus strand ratios are displayed for each flip/flop configuration.
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AAV-GPseq Reveals Vector Populations Carrying Plasmid

Backbone Sequences

We next assessed the coverage of the reads across the vector plasmid
to evaluate the ability of SMRT sequencing to detect packaging of ge-
nomes encompassing regions beyond the ITRs (i.e., plasmid back-
bone sequences).18 Since each scAAV molecule is actually a linear
self-complementary sequence with two ITRs at the open ends of
the vector genome, only one-half of the molecule will properly align
to a vector reference, while the other complementary strand should
not. To demonstrate this effect, alignments were displayed on the
Integrative Genome Viewer (IGV) browser to include the segments
of the reads that do not align to the reference, also known as “soft-
clipped” bases (Figure 4A–4C, colored portions of alignments).19

In addition, visualizing alignments on a circular plasmid reference
confirmed that a minority population of reads indeed encompass
sequences ranging beyond the mITR and wild-type ITR (wtITR) re-
gions for all three test vector genomes (Figures 4D–4F). We attrib-
uted the origins of these species to reversed-packaged genomes6 or
Molecu
from larger-than-unit-length molecules that package sequences
beyond the mITR.20 We also confirmed that the shorter-than-full-
length sequences from scAAV-siFFLuc and scAAV-shApoB-R vec-
tor preparations shown in Figures 3B and 3C indeed map from the
wtITR region to the shDNA sequences (Figures 4B and 4C). Finally,
we observed that the majority of truncated genomes with sizes under
500 bp in length also span the wtITR region (i.e., gray segments of
the linear alignments all overlap with the wtITR sequence) (Figures
4A–4C). This latter finding initially suggested that vectors containing
only AAV ITRs could be packaged into capsids. However, we ques-
tioned whether this interpretation was accurate. Fragment analysis of
purified vector genomes by capillary electrophoresis demonstrates
that the small molecular weight species, which are under 500 bp,
are at background levels of detection or non-existent for all vectors
tested (Figure S4). Although SMRT sequencing relies on the
strand-displacing polymerase derived from phi29, which should be
processive through sequences with high secondary structures, we
aimed to assess whether replication error during SMRT sequencing
lar Therapy: Methods & Clinical Development Vol. 9 June 2018 133
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Figure 3. Abundance Assessment of Heterogeneous AAV Genome Populations

(A–C) Relative counts of SMRT sequencing reads of (A) scAAV-EGFP, (B) scAAV-siFFLuc, and (C) scAAV-shApoB-R vectors distributed by length/2 (both forward and reverse

strands are sequenced for single-adaptered scAAV genomes). Each vector preparation is accompanied with EtBr-stained agarose gels to demonstrate the distribution of

visually detectable heterogeneous vector genomes. Traces indicate the distribution of truncated genomes before (blue) and after (red) normalization to BstEII-digested lDNA

spike-ins. Traces are scaled to the highest peak set to 100 for ease of comparison. Each trace is aligned to their respective to-scale vector genome diagram from mITR to

wtITR (30 ITR). Normalized read abundances for major peaks are also displayed as a percentage of all reads.
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can account for the high abundance of short reads identified by
AAV-GPseq.

We digested our three vector plasmid constructs with PacI, which
cuts directly outside of the mITR and wtITR sequences, and subjected
gel-purified, ITR-bearing restriction fragments to the AAV-GPseq
pipeline. Strikingly, many of the reads recovered from this analysis
were less than 500 bp in length and specifically mapped to either
the mITR or the wtITR regions (Figure S5). This unexpected result
indicated that there is some inherent error associated with SMRT
sequencing when it encounters AAV-ITR sequences. At this time, it
is not clear whether these reads are produced from intramolecular
strand-switching events during sequencing or whether they originate
from fragmented material during library preparation steps. Regard-
less, these data suggest that AAV-GPseq cannot accurately interro-
gate encapsidated vector genomes that are smaller than 500 bp, due
to the high frequency of truncated reads at ITR sequences generated
by the technique itself. These data demonstrate that the operational
molecular range for AAV-GPseq to profile heterogeneous scAAV
genome populations is between 2.4 kb and 0.5 kb, where 2.4 kb is
the maximum packaging size for self-complementary vectors.
134 Molecular Therapy: Methods & Clinical Development Vol. 9 June 20
AAV-GPseq Detects Packaging of Non-vector Genome

Sequences

The packaging of non-vector genomes has long been shown to
occur in rAAV preparations.6 We therefore asked whether AAV-
GPseq could also be tailored to identify and quantitate the abun-
dance of particles packaged with non-vector genome sequences.
We first addressed whether any reads were associated with host-
cell genomic sequence. Since the triple-transfection procedures for
rAAV packaging were carried out in HEK239 cells, reads were
mapped to the human genome (hg38 build) to assess host-cell
genomic sequence encapsidation (Figure 5). Indeed, a relatively
high percentage of reads mapped to the hg38 genome (scAAV-
EGFP, 7.19%; scAAV-siFFLuc, 2.76%; and scAAV-shApoB-R,
5.12%). Evaluation of read distribution across the human genome
did not reveal any clear trends for specific chromosomes. The
only general trend observed for all three vector-preparations
was that the largest chromosome (chr1) exhibited the highest
frequency of mapped reads, while shorter chromosomes tended
to have less mapped reads, suggesting at a more randomized
distribution of host-cell genomic packaging across the genome
(Figure 5A).
18



Figure 4. Alignments of Heterogeneous Vector Populations to the pCis-Plasmid Reference

(A–C) IGV displays illustrating the linear alignments of (A) scAAV-EGFP, (B) scAAV-siFFLuc, and (C) scAAV-shApoB-R vectors across their respective pCis-plasmid refer-

ences. Alignments are displayed with soft-clipped bases toggled on to demonstrate that each self-complementary molecule should align half of its genome to the reference

(gray), while the remaining half should not (colored segments). Alignments are displayed with a 40-read maximum read count per 50-bp window size downsampling. (D–F)

Circos plots of scAAV-EGFP (D), scAAV-siFFLuc (E), and scAAV-shApoB-R (F) vectors demonstrate the coverage of reads across a circular plasmid. The relative thickness of

the track radius (red) directly reflects coverage of reads across the plasmid reference (log-scale). Regions expected to be packaged into AAV capsids are denoted by blue

bars (linear alignments) and blue arch (circus plots). Alignments beyond these regions are referred to as non-vector sequences.
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We next explored the abundance of reads associated with the Ad-
helper plasmid or the AAV2/9 packaging plasmid. Since both of these
plasmids are derived from a Bluescript backbone, and share sequence
similarities to the pCis plasmid, there is no way to discern whether se-
quences containing these aspects originate from the pCis plasmid se-
quences in cis, or from the Ad-helper or AAV2/9 packaging plasmid
constructs in trans. We therefore masked these common sequences
from this analysis. Nonetheless, many reads indeed mapped to the
other plasmid constructs with varying degrees between vector prepa-
rations (Figures 5B and 5C).

Detection and Characterization of Chimeric Reads

We were initially cautious to conclude that all sequences detected by
AAV-GPseq were truly encapsidated. Despite extensive benzonase
nuclease treatment during rAAV purification process followed by
Molecu
DNaseI treatment before extraction of viral DNAs, we still could
not rule out contaminating DNAs as sources of packaged non-vector
sequences. However, it is important to note that vector genome pack-
aging relies on the recognition of the Rep binding element (RBE)
within AAV-ITRs. Furthermore, the passive packaging of random se-
quences into AAV has yet to be formally proven. There are therefore
two possible explanations for encapsidation of non-vector sequences:
(1) contaminating sequences detected by AAV-GPseq have RBE-like
motifs, or (2) vector genomes have recombined with host genomic se-
quences to yield chimeric vector genomes. Upon investigating these
two possibilities, we discovered that a large portion of sequences map-
ping to hg38 also mapped to the vector genome. This finding revealed
a class of chimeric genomes packaged into rAAV particles. Impor-
tantly, these chimeric sequences all contain ITR sequence (Figure S6),
supporting the hypothesis that host-genomic sequences can be
lar Therapy: Methods & Clinical Development Vol. 9 June 2018 135
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Figure 5. Detection of Encapsidated Non-vector Genomes

(A) Alignment of SMRT sequence reads for each test vector preparation to the human reference genome (hg38). Venn diagrams display the number of reads mapping to the

vector genome (white circles) and to the human genome (gray circles). Histograms display the abundance of uniquely mapped sites on each chromosome (gray bars) and the

abundance of unique sites that are mapped by reads that also contain vector genome sequences (chimeras, black bars). (B) Alignment data of reads mapping to the Ad-

helper plasmid and (C) to the AAV-Rep/Cap plasmid (note: the conventional AAV2/9 construct contains the p5 TATA-less promoter placed downstream of the Rep/Cap

(legend continued on next page)
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packaged into capsids via recognition of RBE sequences gained by re-
combining with ITR sequences during production. To accurately
assess the abundance of these chimeric reads among the vector ge-
nomes, we normalized these reads to the lDNA spike-in as described
above. After normalization, the percentages of chimeras were calcu-
lated as scAAV-EGFP, 1.32%; scAAV-siFFLuc, 1.77%; and scAAV-
shApoB-R, 2.31% (Table 1). Furthermore, many vector genomes
mapping to the Ad-helper and the packaging plasmid constructs
also appeared to be chimeric genomes (Figures 5B and 5C; Table 1).
Surprisingly, we observed that chimeric sequences did not map
randomly to construct regions. Instead, they are enriched at transgene
promoter sequences (Figures 5B, E4 promoter region, and Figure 5C,
p5 promoter region). These read enrichments suggest that chimeric
reads are a result of vector genomes recombining to sequences that
favor gene promoter regions.

As stated above, chimeric genomes described here are of biological
importance, since they contain intact ITR sequences and present a
means to be packaged into AAV capsids and transduced into cells
in vivo. Furthermore, with intact ITRs, these non-vector sequences
can be reconfigured to form stabilized circular molecules, which
can persist in non-dividing cells. We therefore aimed to leverage
the advantage of AAV-GPseq to assess intact vector genome se-
quences to characterize the composition of individual chimeric mol-
ecules. Whenmapped to the human genome, we immediately noticed
that many reads aligned twice to the same regions (Figures S8A and
S8B). For example, of the 13 chimeric reads that map to chromosome
16, six chimeras map twice and one chimera maps four times to the
same genomic position. Analyses of reads attributed to chimeric
species, as well as those that exclusively map to the human genome,
indicate that foreign DNA can be packaged as self-complementary se-
quences that are similar to the configurations of scAAVs (Figures 5D,
5E, S8D–S8I, and S9). Furthermore, these chimeras display a diversity
of forms. For example, Figure S8H depicts a vector genome that is a
product of six recombination events, incorporating two separate hu-
man genomic sequences and four different regions of packaging
plasmid sequences. Although this is an unprecedented display of
recombination for packaged vectors, only 7.48% of chimeric reads
exhibit multiple recombination events between different genomic
sources (Figure S8J).

Chimeric Host-Cell Genomic Reads Enrich at Promoter

Sequences

The relatively high percentage of ITR-bearing vectors that are
chimeric with host-genomic sequences signifies a potential cause
for concern, since vectors encapsidating genomic sequences of the
host-packaging cell could lead to unanticipated issues. To further
investigate the host-genomic sequences that are being packaged, we
coding sequence). Venn diagrams again display reads mapping to the vector genome (w

showing individual read alignments to their respective references diagrammed above as

in red and blue, respectively. Reads mapping uniquely to vector backbones were maske

Cap (pAAV2/9) plasmids cannot be differentiated from each other. (D) Selected hg38-ve

vector genome and host-cell sequence mapping to chr16. (E) mFold display of the sele
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assessed whether these chimeric reads map to gene regions or non-
genic (intergenic) regions (Figure 6). We found that for all three
rAAV preparations, more than 50% of host-cell chimeric reads
map to gene bodies ±2 kb. In the case of scAAV-CB6-EGFP
construct, 60.6% of the chimeric reads map to or within the proximity
of genes.

In Figure 5, we demonstrated that chimeric sequences that capture
packaging vectors tended to map to promoter regions of the adeno-
viral helper and Rep genes. We therefore speculated whether this
feature was also true for chimeras containing host-cell genomic se-
quences. All reads that mapped to hg38 were first aggregated and
plotted in a 4-kb window (±2 kb) surrounding transcriptional start
sites (TSSs) or transcriptional end sites (TESs) (Figure 6A). Despite
the low representation of reads mapping to hg38, we noticed that
in all three cases, reads mapping to the TSS or the TES exhibited pe-
riodic aggregation patterns across the defined genomic range. This
pattern is similar in nature to the periodic positioning of nucleosomes
detected at promoters by ChIP-seq analysis or by micrococcal
nuclease (MNase) hypersensitivity.21 Although, the difference here
is that the periodic spacing is far greater, with �500 bp per interval.
When chimeric molecules containing ITR sequences were specifically
assessed, we found that the combined chimeric reads from all vector
preparations show a significant peak of reads aggregating at the TSS,
while the TES lacked any significant peaks (Figure 6B). This data sug-
gests that host-cell genome vector chimeras also tend to be associated
with promoter regions.

DISCUSSION
Clinical rAAV efficacy and safety have become crucial focal points
for vector design considerations. To date, the ability to assess vector
genome integrity of encapsidated DNA for clinical and basic
research has mainly relied on agarose-gel electrophoresis, Southern
blot analysis, and PCR techniques. These methods fall short since
they cannot decipher the composition of individual vector genomes,
making in-depth profiling of heterogeneous populations difficult.
This type of precise characterization is critical, since it has long
been known that wtAAVs package DI particles.2,3 It has been hy-
pothesized that these DI particles increase viral fitness by eliciting
immune-response with inert virions in the host to favor survival
of the host species and hence perpetuation of the virus.22 This attri-
bute may have translated into undesirable rAAV vector populations
consisting of truncated and/or chimeric genomes. The rAAV-gene
therapy field is in need of new techniques that not only detect
the encapsidation of undesirable genomes but can also offer clues
to improve vector homogeneity. Although not all designs that
lead to truncated genomes necessarily compromise transgene
expression,7 the increasing interest of rAAV vectors for clinical
hite) and to either the Ad-helper or AAV-rep/cap plasmids (gray). Right, IGV displays

a linear strand. Reads mapping in the forward and reverse orientations are indicated

d, since common sequences between the pCis, Ad-helper (pAdDeltaF6), and Rep-

ctor chimeric read (121468) showing recombination between the BGH poly(A) of the

cted read demonstrating molecular self-complementation.
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Figure 6. Chimeric Reads Are Associated with Promoter Sequences

(A) Distribution of AAV-GPseq reads that map to hg38. Pie charts displaying reads distributed by their association with gene bodies ±2 kb (cyan) or intergenic regions of the

genome (magenta). Aggregation plots show the distribution of reads that map within ±2 kb of transcriptional start sites (TSS) or transcriptional end sites (TES) of all annotated

genes (Refseq annotations). (B) Due to the low abundance of chimeric AAV-GPseq reads, data for all three vectors were combined and subjected to read aggregation

analysis at the TSS and TES of genes. Traces represent the mean read counts per million mapped reads. Shaded areas represent ±SD.

Molecular Therapy: Methods & Clinical Development
applications still necessitates a gold standard for assessing the uni-
formity of gene therapy vector products.

Reliable use of qPCR analysis to profile encapsidated scAAV ge-
nomes have shown that they can exhibit as much as 26% of virions
containing backbone plasmid sequences.20 However, these ap-
proaches only address limited aspects of rAAV heterogeneity. Until
recently, methods to easily quantitate the frequency of erroneously
packaged genomes were not practical for implementation into QC
pipelines. Platforms such as Helicos Biosciences single-molecule
sequencing (SMS) and Illumina-based deep sequencing were
developed to determine the prevalence of less-than-full-length
molecules and the extent of reverse packaging for ssAAVs, respec-
tively.4,5 Unfortunately, these high-throughput methods also fall
short of capturing fully intact vector sequences. The capacity of
AAV-GPseq to be processive through ITR structures is a major
advantage over previous platforms and has allowed for the first
138 Molecular Therapy: Methods & Clinical Development Vol. 9 June 20
time the means to profile vector heterogeneity with full-vector
genome resolution.

With AAV-GPseq, we have shown that certain reads that map to non-
vector sequences are chimeric to vector genomes with intact ITR se-
quences. This is a striking finding, since chimeric sequences have the
means to actively package into capsids by binding Rep, confirming
that some particles containing non-vector sequences are not a conse-
quence of passive packaging of fragmented DNAs or packaging of
DNAs with RBE-like sequences. This new finding may be a cause
for concern since packaging of host-genome, rep/cap, or Ad-helper
sequences may result in toxicity for transduced cells. This fear is less-
ened by our finding that the majority of non-vector sequences are on
average 500 bp in size or smaller, and reads encompassing entire
genes (host-cell, Ad-helper, AAV-rep/cap, or bacterial genes) were
not detected. However, we know that sequence coverage is biased to-
ward smaller molecules. Read abundances after lDNA normalization
18
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suggests that longer chimeric reads may be underrepresented
(Figure S7A). Thus, full representation of particles that are chimeric
and package longer fragments of DNAs is a limitation for
AAV-GPseq.

Our study revealed that chimeric sequences tend to map to promoter
sequences. We have hypothesized that short-hairpin structures in
vectors may promote replication stalling.7 In turn, intramolecular-
strand switching may occur as a consequence. Coincidently, similar
stalling events at replication fork barriers (RFBs) within promoter se-
quences are both features of prokaryotic and eukaryotic genomes23

and are known hotspots for recombination. It is plausible that repli-
cation stalling at host-cell promoter regions and rAAV genomes may
promote recombination by intermolecular strand switching, leading
to the production of chimeric vector sequences. Unfortunately, we
did not observe any clear motifs that may drive the formation of
chimeric genomes, nor were there commonalities that defined the
packaging of foreign DNAs that lack ITR elements. Further explora-
tion into these phenomena is crucial for understanding AAV biology
as well as the safety of rAAV for clinical use.

We also note it is more than possible that additional genomic species
are not detected by AAV-GPseq, since the SMRT sequencing meth-
odology may limit full representation of rAAV genomes that are en-
capsidated into rAAV particles. Notably, we have yet to overcome the
inability to quantitate the packaging of vector genomes under 500 bp
in size, since we discovered that subjecting linearized cis-plasmid
DNA to SMRT sequencing resulted in the overrepresentation of
shortened reads that overlapped ITRs (Figure S5). Incidentally, previ-
ous profiling of ssAAV genomes by SMS suggested that capsids can be
packaged with DI particles that contain only ITR sequences.4 Initial
interpretation of our own data seemed to lend support for these
genome species. However, we concluded that many of these smaller
read fragments might be artifacts of the sequencing strategy. In reflec-
tion, the high thermostability of ITRs may also have impacted SMS
analyses of ssAAVs, since coverage of 50 ends of genomes requires
in vitro extension of viral genomes with DNA polymerase.4

Other possible considerations to take note of when accounting for
non-represented genome species are the populations of genomes
that fail to properly ligate to a SMRTbell adaptor. Whether the
inherent structure of scAAV genomes can impact any of these crucial
aspects of SMRT library preparation and sequencing, requires careful
exploration. Lastly, the current format for AAV-GPseq unfortunately
cannot be applied directly to ssAAV genomes, since the ssAAV
genome on its own cannot serve as a self-complementary double-
stranded template for SMRT sequencing. However, it should be noted
that the current scAAV platforms exhibit several advantages—among
the most significant are their higher stabilities upon transduction of
in vivo tissues, and their ability to bypass the rate-limiting step of sin-
gle-strand to double-strand conversion.10 Owing to these benefits,
strategies using scAAVs are currently undergoing promising clinical
trials, which range from gene replacement therapies for hemophilia B
and spinal muscular dystrophy (SMA),24,25 to the more than 20
Molecu
siRNA approaches for targeting disease-related genes.26 Therefore,
AAV-GPseq’s ability to specifically profile scAAV genomes provides
a much-needed means for quality assessment for these potentially
powerful therapies. Further development of the AAV-GPseq work-
flow to include methods for direct adaptering of single-stranded vec-
tor genomes is underway and will ensure that all clinical rAAVs are
safe and efficacious for treating human diseases.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Vector Constructs

The pscAAV-CB-EGFP, pAAVsc-CB6-PI-siFFLuc-inverted-EGFP,
and pH1-shApob-R constructs used in this study are described else-
where.7 All vectors were generated, purified, and titrated as described
previously.1 Purified viral vectors were digested with DNaseI, and
viral DNAs were extracted following procedures for extraction of re-
combinant adenovirus genomic DNA.1 Vector DNAs were subjected
to standard agarose electrophoresis, 2% agarose (Fisher Scientific,
Waltham, MA) in 0.5� Tris-Borate-EDTA (TBE) (Fisher) and EtBr
staining (Fisher). Fragment analysis of purified vector genomes by
capillary electrophoresis was performed by The Deep Sequencing
Core Facility at University of Massachusetts Medical School
(Worcester, MA).

SMRT Sequencing and Data Analysis

Viral DNA library preparation and sequencing were performed as
described previously with slight modifications.7 DNA from purified
rAAV preparations was spiked with 10% lDNA digested by BstEII
(NEB, Ipswich) for normalization. DNAs were subjected to DNA
nick and end repair, followed by direct ligation to SMRTbell adapters
at a 1:1 adaptor-to-vector molecular ratio, 1.8� AMPurePB bead pu-
rification, and sequenced on a Pacific Biosciences RSII Instrument
running the SMRT Analysis v2.3 software packages at the Deep
Sequencing Core Facility at University of Massachusetts Medical
School. Of note, the standard PacBio SMRTbell library construction
efficiency for linear double-stranded DNA fragments is �30%–
36%, depending on the size of insert. For the libraries constructed
on scAAV genomes, the overall ligation efficiency was �14%–17%,
approximately 49.0%–56.6% of standard libraries. To ensure
maximum output of reads to define high-quality consensus reads,
6-hr movies were performed. Since our self-complementary genomes
have SMRTbell adapters at only one end of the molecule versus con-
ventional SMRTbell libraries with two, each molecule upon strand-
displacement sequencing will only generate forward reads separated
by the SMRTbell adaptor sequence instead of alternating forward
and reverse reads separated by the adapters. Therefore, to read these
specific libraries, the circular consensus algorithm in SMRT Analysis
2.3 is not acceptable. Instead, we employed the CCS2 algorithm
that performs a single-molecule consensus of reads regardless of
strandedness (i.e., it does not force a plus or minus strand to each
read pair and will align each read independent of strand orientation)
(N.L. Hepler, et al., 2016, Adv. Genome Biol. Technol., conference).
The following parameters were used: --minSnr=3.75 --minPasses=2
--minZScore=-10. The modified bam output file was converted to
fastq format for downstream analysis using bam2fastq, a component
lar Therapy: Methods & Clinical Development Vol. 9 June 2018 139
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of SMRT Link v3.0. Reads were de-multiplexed and aligned to custom
reference sequences as described in Results using BWA-MEM on the
Galaxy web-based platform for genome data analysis.27–29 Data
was visualized using Integrative Genomes Viewer (IGV) version
2.3.61.19 Alignments to the human genome (hg38), are displayed as
tracks on the University of California Santa Cruz (UCSC) Genome
Browser.30,31 It should be noted that since scAAV-siFFLuc and
scAAV-shAboB-R vectors contain human sequences (U6 and H1
promoters, respectively), sequences mapping to these regions were
removed from the analysis. Circos plots were also employed to visu-
alize aligned reads.32 Venn diagrams were drawn using eulerAPE.33

Secondary structures of selected reads were visualized by mfold.34

Constraints to force base-pairing of ITR regions were used. Other pa-
rameters were set to default. Aggregation plots were generated using
ngs.plot (version 2.41).35

Read Count Normalization

To distinguish reads associated with the lDNA spike-in versus the
vector genome DNA pool, reads were simply mapped to either the
l-phage genome or the respective vector genome sequence. To deter-
mine the relative abundances of genomes in libraries, reads that
aligned to the Lambda phage reference were tabulated by size. A para-
bolic-spline of the lDNA was defined by the count distribution of the
read lengths using the R package, smooth.spline(). The raw read
abundances of vector genomes of different sizes were fitted to
lDNA defined parabolic-spline.

Data Reporting

The datasets generated during and/or analyzed during the current
study are available in the NCBI Sequence Read Archive (SRA) under
the SubmissionID: SUB2583306, BioProject: PRJNA383145.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
Supplemental Information includes nine figures and can be
found with this article online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omtm.
2018.02.002.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
P.W.L.T. designed, conducted, and interpreted the bioinformatics
analysis. J.X. and G.G. conceived and directed the project, supervised
the design of the rAAV vectors, and interpreted the data. K.F. con-
ducted the generational rolling-hairpin replication modeling. M.S.,
C.H., M.W., D.W., and M.L.Z. helped to develop the SMRT
sequencing strategy and interpreted the primary quality assessments.
Q.S. generated the vectors. P.W.L.T., J.X., and G.G. wrote the manu-
script with significant contributions from M.S., C.H., M.W., and
M.L.Z.

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST
G.G. is a co-founder of Voyager Therapeutics and holds equity in the
company. G.G. is an inventor on patents with potential royalties
licensed to Voyager Therapeutics and other biopharmaceutical com-
panies. M.S., C.H., and M.W. are full-time employees of Pacific Bio-
140 Molecular Therapy: Methods & Clinical Development Vol. 9 June 20
sciences, a company commercializing SMRT sequencing technolo-
gies. All other authors have no disclosures.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This work was supported by Public Health Service grants
1R01NS076991-05, R01 HL097088, 1P01AI100263-05, and
4P01HL131471-01 from the NIH and an internal grant from Univer-
sity of Massachusetts Medical School to G.G. We thank Dr. Ellen
Kittler and the UMass Deep Sequencing Core for their advice and
execution of SMRT sequencing pipelines and Dr. Robert Kotin for
critical advice.

REFERENCES
1. Gao, G., and Sena-Esteves, M. (2012). Introducing genes into mammalian cells: viral

vectors. In Molecular Cloning: A Laboratory Manual, Volume 2, M.R. Green and J.
Sambrook, eds (Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory Press), pp. 1209–1313.

2. Hauswirth, W.W., and Berns, K.I. (1979). Adeno-associated virus DNA replication:
nonunit-length molecules. Virology 93, 57–68.

3. Laughlin, C.A., Myers, M.W., Risin, D.L., and Carter, B.J. (1979). Defective-inter-
fering particles of the human parvovirus adeno-associated virus. Virology 94,
162–174.

4. Kapranov, P., Chen, L., Dederich, D., Dong, B., He, J., Steinmann, K.E., Moore, A.R.,
Thompson, J.F., Milos, P.M., and Xiao, W. (2012). Native molecular state of adeno-
associated viral vectors revealed by single-molecule sequencing. Hum. Gene Ther. 23,
46–55.

5. Lecomte, E., Tournaire, B., Cogné, B., Dupont, J.B., Lindenbaum, P., Martin-
Fontaine, M., Broucque, F., Robin, C., Hebben, M., Merten, O.W., et al. (2015).
Advanced characterization of DNA molecules in rAAV vector preparations by sin-
gle-stranded virus next-generation sequencing. Mol. Ther. Nucleic Acids 4, e260.

6. Wright, J.F. (2008). Manufacturing and characterizing AAV-based vectors for use in
clinical studies. Gene Ther. 15, 840–848.

7. Xie, J., Mao, Q., Tai, P.W.L., He, R., Ai, J., Su, Q., Zhu, Y., Ma, H., Li, J., Gong, S., et al.
(2017). Short DNA hairpins compromise recombinant adeno-associated virus
genome homogeneity. Mol. Ther. 25, 1363–1374.

8. Ward, P., and Berns, K.I. (1996). In vitro replication of adeno-associated virus DNA:
enhancement by extracts from adenovirus-infected HeLa cells. J. Virol. 70, 4495–
4501.

9. McCarty, D.M., Fu, H., Monahan, P.E., Toulson, C.E., Naik, P., and Samulski, R.J.
(2003). Adeno-associated virus terminal repeat (TR) mutant generates self-comple-
mentary vectors to overcome the rate-limiting step to transduction in vivo. Gene
Ther. 10, 2112–2118.

10. Wang, Z., Ma, H.I., Li, J., Sun, L., Zhang, J., and Xiao, X. (2003). Rapid and highly
efficient transduction by double-stranded adeno-associated virus vectors in vitro
and in vivo. Gene Ther. 10, 2105–2111.

11. Eid, J., Fehr, A., Gray, J., Luong, K., Lyle, J., Otto, G., Peluso, P., Rank, D., Baybayan,
P., Bettman, B., et al. (2009). Real-time DNA sequencing from single polymerase mol-
ecules. Science 323, 133–138.

12. Berns, K.I., and Adler, S. (1972). Separation of two types of adeno-associated virus
particles containing complementary polynucleotide chains. J. Virol. 9, 394–396.

13. Spear, I.S., Fife, K.H., Hauswirth, W.W., Jones, C.J., and Berns, K.I. (1977). Evidence
for two nucleotide sequence orientations within the terminal repetition of adeno-
associated virus DNA. J. Virol. 24, 627–634.

14. Chen, K.C., Tyson, J.J., Lederman, M., Stout, E.R., and Bates, R.C. (1989). A kinetic
hairpin transfer model for parvoviral DNA replication. J. Mol. Biol. 208, 283–296.

15. Lusby, E., Bohenzky, R., and Berns, K.I. (1981). Inverted terminal repetition in adeno-
associated virus DNA: independence of the orientation at either end of the genome.
J. Virol. 37, 1083–1086.

16. Tyson, J.J., Chen, K.C., Lederman, M., and Bates, R.C. (1990). Analysis of the kinetic
hairpin transfer model for parvoviral DNA replication. J. Theor. Biol. 144, 155–169.
18

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omtm.2018.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omtm.2018.02.002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref16


www.moleculartherapy.org
17. Cotmore, S.F., and Tattersall, P. (1987). The autonomously replicating parvoviruses
of vertebrates. Adv. Virus Res. 33, 91–174.

18. Chadeuf, G., Ciron, C., Moullier, P., and Salvetti, A. (2005). Evidence for encapsida-
tion of prokaryotic sequences during recombinant adeno-associated virus production
and their in vivo persistence after vector delivery. Mol. Ther. 12, 744–753.

19. Robinson, J.T., Thorvaldsdóttir, H., Winckler, W., Guttman, M., Lander, E.S., Getz,
G., and Mesirov, J.P. (2011). Integrative genomics viewer. Nat. Biotechnol. 29, 24–26.

20. Schnödt, M., Schmeer, M., Kracher, B., Krüsemann, C., Espinosa, L.E., Grünert, A.,
Fuchsluger, T., Rischmüller, A., Schleef, M., and Büning, H. (2016). DNA minicircle
technology improves purity of adeno-associated viral vector preparations. Mol. Ther.
Nucleic Acids 5, e355.

21. Bell, O., Tiwari, V.K., Thomä, N.H., and Schübeler, D. (2011). Determinants and dy-
namics of genome accessibility. Nat. Rev. Genet. 12, 554–564.

22. Dimmock, N.J., and Easton, A.J. (2014). Defective interfering influenza virus RNAs:
time to reevaluate their clinical potential as broad-spectrum antivirals? J. Virol. 88,
5217–5227.

23. Labib, K., and Hodgson, B. (2007). Replication fork barriers: pausing for a break or
stalling for time? EMBO Rep. 8, 346–353.

24. Raj, D., Davidoff, A.M., and Nathwani, A.C. (2011). Self-complementary adeno-asso-
ciated viral vectors for gene therapy of hemophilia B: progress and challenges. Expert
Rev. Hematol. 4, 539–549.

25. Scoto, M., Finkel, R.S., Mercuri, E., and Muntoni, F. (2017). Therapeutic approaches
for spinal muscular atrophy (SMA). Gene Ther. 24, 514–519.

26. Borel, F., Kay, M.A., and Mueller, C. (2014). Recombinant AAV as a platform for
translating the therapeutic potential of RNA interference. Mol. Ther. 22, 692–701.
Molecu
27. Blankenberg, D., Von Kuster, G., Coraor, N., Ananda, G., Lazarus, R., Mangan, M.,
Nekrutenko, A., and Taylor, J. (2010). Galaxy: a web-based genome analysis tool
for experimentalists. Curr. Protoc. Mol. Biol. Chapter 19. Unit 19.10.1–21.

28. Giardine, B., Riemer, C., Hardison, R.C., Burhans, R., Elnitski, L., Shah, P., Zhang, Y.,
Blankenberg, D., Albert, I., Taylor, J., et al. (2005). Galaxy: a platform for interactive
large-scale genome analysis. Genome Res. 15, 1451–1455.

29. Goecks, J., Nekrutenko, A., and Taylor, J.; Galaxy Team (2010). Galaxy: a comprehen-
sive approach for supporting accessible, reproducible, and transparent computational
research in the life sciences. Genome Biol. 11, R86.

30. Kent, W.J., Sugnet, C.W., Furey, T.S., Roskin, K.M., Pringle, T.H., Zahler, A.M., and
Haussler, D. (2002). The human genome browser at UCSC. Genome Res. 12, 996–
1006.

31. Kent, W.J., Zweig, A.S., Barber, G., Hinrichs, A.S., and Karolchik, D. (2010). BigWig
and BigBed: enabling browsing of large distributed datasets. Bioinformatics 26, 2204–
2207.

32. Krzywinski, M., Schein, J., Birol, I., Connors, J., Gascoyne, R., Horsman, D., Jones, S.J.,
and Marra, M.A. (2009). Circos: an information aesthetic for comparative genomics.
Genome Res. 19, 1639–1645.

33. Micallef, L., and Rodgers, P. (2014). eulerAPE: drawing area-proportional 3-Venn di-
agrams using ellipses. PLoS ONE 9, e101717.

34. Zuker, M. (2003). Mfold web server for nucleic acid folding and hybridization predic-
tion. Nucleic Acids Res. 31, 3406–3415.

35. Shen, L., Shao, N., Liu, X., and Nestler, E. (2014). ngs.plot: Quick mining and visual-
ization of next-generation sequencing data by integrating genomic databases. BMC
Genomics 15, 284.
lar Therapy: Methods & Clinical Development Vol. 9 June 2018 141

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2329-0501(18)30014-7/sref35
http://www.moleculartherapy.org


OMTM, Volume 9
Supplemental Information
Adeno-associated Virus Genome Population

Sequencing Achieves Full Vector Genome

Resolution and Reveals Human-Vector Chimeras

Phillip W.L. Tai, Jun Xie, Kaiyuen Fong, Matthew Seetin, Cheryl Heiner, Qin Su, Michael
Weiand, Daniella Wilmot, Maria L. Zapp, and Guangping Gao



5’ 3’

forward

Resolution of the left-ITR and formation of 
scAAV from top strand

Resolution of the left-ITR, formation scAAV from 
bottom strand, followed by replication

Replication

Resolution of right-ITR 
and replication

Flip/(+)/Flop
5’

3’

reverse

forward �

Flop/(-)/Flop

wtITRmITR

5’

3’ reverse

forward �

Flop/(-)/Flop
5’

3’

reverse

forward �

Strand displacement 
and replication

3’

5’reverseforward

reverse forward

�

�

5’

3’

reverse

forward
�

Template (+) strand

Template (-) strand

Nascent (+) strand

Nascent (-) strand

flip

flop

mITR orientation (+/-)

Nicked TRS

Un-nicked TRS

Rescue from 
plasmid

�

A

Figure S1

�

3’ 5’

reverse

forwardreverse

reverse

�

3’

5’

forward�

Flip/(-)/Flip

3’

5’

forward

reverse

�

Flop/(+)/Flip

3’

5’

forward

reverse

�

Flip/(-)/Flip

3’

5’

forward

reverse

�

Replication

Strand displacement 
and replication

Resolution of right ITR and formation 
of scAAV from top strand.

Resolution of right ITR and formation 
of scAAV from bottom strand.

wtITRmITR

Rescue from 
plasmid

B

Figure S1

Figure S1. Model for rolling-hairpin replication of scAAVs. (A) The mITR and wtITR are presumed to
be rescued by a combination of a Holliday junction resolvase and AAV-Rep. The plus (+) strand is replicated
from the 3’-ITR. This forms an intramolecular double-stranded genome with an open mITR region.
Resolution of the wtITR and replication from the self-primed 3’-mITR by either host-DNA repair or by Rep
generates a Flop/(-)/Flop molecule. The 3’-ITR initiates strand-displacement replication to form an
intermediate molecule containing a duplicated intramolecular, double-stranded, genome. The first generation
of scAAVs is depicted as resolution of the left TRSs and the synthesis of two daughter scAAV genomic
forms. (B) Plasmid rescue also generates a minus (-) strand template. Replication of the (-) strand produces a
Flip/(-)/Flip molecule. Subsequent strand displacement and replication occurs in a similar fashion to create
two additional scAAV forms. Nomenclatures for flip/flop configurations are: 5’-ITR / ± strand-ness / 3’-ITR.
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Figure S2. Flip/flop configuration outcomes predicted by rolling-hairpin replication of scAAV genomes. (A-E) Diagrams of flip/flop configurations originating from the
two source molecular forms: Flip/(-)/Flip and Flop/(-)/Flop (red asterisks) (see Figure S1). Each node represents a possible flip/flop configuration: Flip/Flip (blue), Flip/Flop
(red), Flop/Flip (green), and Flop/Flop (magenta). By the 3rd generation, all possible configurations are represented. (F) Table representation of each flip/flop configuration
yielding two daughter forms. (G) Distributions of flip/flop configurations based on prediction model for each replication round, extended to 15 generations. By the fifth
generation, a steady-state ratio of 2:1:1:2 is reached. (H) Plot of plus-to-minus ratios for each flip/flop configuration for every replication generation.
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Figure S3. Read length distributions of BstEII-digested λDNA. (A) Agarose-gel of EtBr-stained BstEII-digested λDNA and fragment-lengths generated by
digestion according to manufacturer’s description. (B-D) Analysis of λDNA spike-ins for SMRT sequencing reads of (B) scAAV-EGFP, (C) scAAV-siFFLuc, and
(D) scAAV-shApoB-R vector libraries distributed by length. Left plots displays the absolute read abundances distributed by length. Center plots displays the
polynomial-splines fit to the data points. Right plots display the predicted abundances of all observed SMRT sequencing read lengths mapping to the vector genome.



Sample: 3233
Well Location: H9
Created: Friday, January 12, 2018 3:57:37 PM

Peak Size Conc. From To Avg. Size CV% RFU Corr. Peak Area
(bp) (ng/uL) (bp) (bp) (bp)

1 1 (LM) 0.0109 0 58 5 223.16 2750 20.355
2 75 0.0106 66 109 88 13.12 51 1.657
3 341 0.0105 308 368 340 4.69 81 1.640
4 637 0.0819 421 762 605 14.71 208 12.764
5 2393 0.8453 798 5587 2229 35.64 13533 131.741
6 6000 (UM) 0.0093 5587 7830 6167 7.66 3800 17.323
   
 TIC: 0.9483 ng/uL
 TIM: 1.075 nmole/L
 Total Conc.: 1.0035 ng/uL

Smear Analysis 100 bp to 5500 bp 0.9918 ng/ul 98.8 %Total 0.834 nmole/L 1958 Avg. Size (b.p.) 49.03 %CV

Sample Peak Width (sec): 50   Sample Min Peak Height: 25    Sample Baseline V to V?: Y    Sample Baseline V to V pts: 3
Sample Filter: Binomial       # of Pts for Filter: 3        Sample Start Region (min): 0  Sample End Region (min): 50
Manual Baseline Start (min): 10     Manual Baseline End (min): 48
Marker Peak Width (sec): 5    Marker Min Peak Height: 200   Marker Baseline V to V?: Y    Marker Baseline V to V pts: 3
Lower Marker Selection: First Peak > 200 RFU                Upper Marker Selection: Last Peak > 200 RFU
Ladder Size (bp): 1, 100, 200, 300, 400, 500, 600, 700, 800, 900, 1000, 1200, 1500, 2000, 3000, 6000
Quantification Using: Ladder          Final Concentration (ng/uL): 0.0830          Dilution Factor: 12.0

2018 01 12 15H 36M.raw

PROSize 2.0  2.0.0.51 Copyright 2015 Advanced Analytical Technologies, Inc. Date Printed: 12-Jan-18 4:55 PM
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Sample: 361
Well Location: H10
Created: Friday, January 12, 2018 3:57:37 PM

Peak Size Conc. From To Avg. Size CV% RFU Corr. Peak Area
(bp) (ng/uL) (bp) (bp) (bp)

1 1 (LM) 0.0109 0 18 2 162.06 2738 16.751
2 74 0.0010 51 113 74 0.95 34 0.133
3 339 0.0061 307 406 360 6.42 64 0.780
4 566 0.0140 538 607 575 3.25 100 1.800
5 1906 0.4671 607 5697 1947 51.90 1116 59.905
6 6000 (UM) 0.0088 5697 8021 6119 6.68 3489 13.475
   
 TIC: 0.4882 ng/uL
 TIM: 0.496 nmole/L
 Total Conc.: 0.5038 ng/uL

Smear Analysis 100 bp to 5500 bp 0.4982 ng/ul 98.9 %Total 0.448 nmole/L 1832 Avg. Size (b.p.) 55.23 %CV

Sample Peak Width (sec): 50   Sample Min Peak Height: 25    Sample Baseline V to V?: Y    Sample Baseline V to V pts: 3
Sample Filter: Binomial       # of Pts for Filter: 3        Sample Start Region (min): 0  Sample End Region (min): 50
Manual Baseline Start (min): 10     Manual Baseline End (min): 48
Marker Peak Width (sec): 5    Marker Min Peak Height: 200   Marker Baseline V to V?: Y    Marker Baseline V to V pts: 3
Lower Marker Selection: First Peak > 200 RFU                Upper Marker Selection: Last Peak > 200 RFU
Ladder Size (bp): 1, 100, 200, 300, 400, 500, 600, 700, 800, 900, 1000, 1200, 1500, 2000, 3000, 6000
Quantification Using: Ladder          Final Concentration (ng/uL): 0.0830          Dilution Factor: 12.0

2018 01 12 15H 36M.raw

PROSize 2.0  2.0.0.51 Copyright 2015 Advanced Analytical Technologies, Inc. Date Printed: 12-Jan-18 4:55 PM
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Sample: 1583
Well Location: H11
Created: Friday, January 12, 2018 3:57:37 PM

Peak Size Conc. From To Avg. Size CV% RFU Corr. Peak Area
(bp) (ng/uL) (bp) (bp) (bp)

1 1 (LM) 0.0109 0 24 2 256.42 2549 17.914
2 27 0.0125 24 54 35 23.16 92 1.719
3 75 0.0118 60 108 80 10.68 143 1.617
4 343 0.0205 320 368 346 3.45 193 2.816
5 397 0.0145 368 406 388 2.78 99 1.995
6 436 0.0224 406 451 430 2.96 110 3.068
7 573 0.0896 451 590 525 7.76 318 12.290
8 641 0.0695 590 672 633 3.51 500 9.537
9 699 0.0871 672 822 734 5.99 448 11.942
10 1834 0.7246 822 2179 1532 23.02 3840 99.392
11 2839 0.5190 2179 5697 3157 27.24 5092 71.185
12 6000 (UM) 0.0123 5697 7830 6324 8.86 3589 20.164
   
 TIC: 1.5715 ng/uL
 TIM: 2.849 nmole/L
 Total Conc.: 1.5909 ng/uL

Smear Analysis 100 bp to 5500 bp 1.5583 ng/ul 97.9 %Total 1.398 nmole/L 1835 Avg. Size (b.p.) 59.57 %CV

Sample Peak Width (sec): 25   Sample Min Peak Height: 25    Sample Baseline V to V?: Y    Sample Baseline V to V pts: 3
Sample Filter: Binomial       # of Pts for Filter: 3        Sample Start Region (min): 0  Sample End Region (min): 50
Manual Baseline Start (min): 10     Manual Baseline End (min): 48
Marker Peak Width (sec): 5    Marker Min Peak Height: 200   Marker Baseline V to V?: Y    Marker Baseline V to V pts: 3
Lower Marker Selection: First Peak > 200 RFU                Upper Marker Selection: Last Peak > 200 RFU
Ladder Size (bp): 1, 100, 200, 300, 400, 500, 600, 700, 800, 900, 1000, 1200, 1500, 2000, 3000, 6000
Quantification Using: Ladder          Final Concentration (ng/uL): 0.0830          Dilution Factor: 12.0

2018 01 12 15H 36M.raw

PROSize 2.0  2.0.0.51 Copyright 2015 Advanced Analytical Technologies, Inc. Date Printed: 12-Jan-18 4:55 PM
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C

Figure S4. Fragment analyses of purified vector genomes by capillary electrophoresis of (A) scAAV-EGFP, (B) scAAV-
siFFLuc, and (C) scAAV-shApoB-R rAAV preparations. Note that fragment sizes indicated at peak summits are approximate to
actual fragment sizes.
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Sample: EGFP 1/10  (Gao-1116-PT5)
Well Location: D5
Created: Thursday, December 01, 2016 11:20:01 AM

Peak Size Conc. From To Avg. Size CV% RFU Corr. Peak Area
(bp) (ng/uL) (bp) (bp) (bp)

1 1 (LM) 0.0220 0 53 3 256.40 3448 24.861
2 512 0.0697 414 805 522 8.87 174 6.566
3 2556 0.9065 1314 9746 2657 23.02 15166 85.346

   
 TIC: 0.9763 ng/uL
 TIM: 0.808 nmole/L
 Total Conc.: 1.0684 ng/uL
   
 GQN: 0.4

Smear Analysis 100 bp to 30000 bp 1.0162 ng/ul 95.1 %Total 0.599 nmole/L 2793 Avg. Size (b.p.) 90.07 %CV

Sample Peak Width (sec): 50   Sample Min Peak Height: 50    Sample Baseline V to V?: Y    Sample Baseline V to V pts: 3
Sample Filter: Binomial       # of Pts for Filter: 3        Sample Start Region (min): 0  Sample End Region (min): 50
Manual Baseline Start (min): 6     Manual Baseline End (min): 48
Marker Peak Width (sec): 5    Marker Min Peak Height: 200   Marker Baseline V to V?: Y    Marker Baseline V to V pts: 3
Lower Marker Selection: First Peak > 200 RFU                Upper Marker Selection: Last Peak > 200 RFU
Ladder Size (bp): 1, 75, 200, 300, 400, 500, 700, 1000, 1500, 2000, 3000, 4000, 5000, 7000, 10000, 20000
Quantification Using: Ladder          Final Concentration (ng/uL): 1.0417          Dilution Factor: 12.0
Size Threshold (b.p.): 10000

2016 12 01 10H 58M.raw

PROSize 2.0  2.0.0.42 Copyright 2014 Advanced Analytical Technologies, Inc. Date Printed: 01-Dec-16 12:16 PM
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Sample: siFluc 1/10  (Gao-1116-PT6)
Well Location: D6
Created: Thursday, December 01, 2016 11:20:01 AM

Peak Size Conc. From To Avg. Size CV% RFU Corr. Peak Area
(bp) (ng/uL) (bp) (bp) (bp)

1 1 (LM) 0.0220 0 54 3 304.07 3819 29.919
2 562 0.0485 373 874 563 9.93 165 5.495
3 3194 0.7279 1000 15715 3439 33.67 12838 82.469

   
 TIC: 0.7764 ng/uL
 TIM: 0.517 nmole/L
 Total Conc.: 0.8246 ng/uL
   
 GQN: 0.3

Smear Analysis 100 bp to 30000 bp 0.8013 ng/ul 97.2 %Total 0.382 nmole/L 3456 Avg. Size (b.p.) 71.62 %CV

Sample Peak Width (sec): 50   Sample Min Peak Height: 50    Sample Baseline V to V?: Y    Sample Baseline V to V pts: 3
Sample Filter: Binomial       # of Pts for Filter: 3        Sample Start Region (min): 0  Sample End Region (min): 50
Manual Baseline Start (min): 6     Manual Baseline End (min): 48
Marker Peak Width (sec): 5    Marker Min Peak Height: 200   Marker Baseline V to V?: Y    Marker Baseline V to V pts: 3
Lower Marker Selection: First Peak > 200 RFU                Upper Marker Selection: Last Peak > 200 RFU
Ladder Size (bp): 1, 75, 200, 300, 400, 500, 700, 1000, 1500, 2000, 3000, 4000, 5000, 7000, 10000, 20000
Quantification Using: Ladder          Final Concentration (ng/uL): 1.0417          Dilution Factor: 12.0
Size Threshold (b.p.): 10000

2016 12 01 10H 58M.raw

PROSize 2.0  2.0.0.42 Copyright 2014 Advanced Analytical Technologies, Inc. Date Printed: 01-Dec-16 12:16 PM
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Sample: Apob-P 1/10  (Gao-1116-PT7)
Well Location: D7
Created: Thursday, December 01, 2016 11:20:01 AM

Peak Size Conc. From To Avg. Size CV% RFU Corr. Peak Area
(bp) (ng/uL) (bp) (bp) (bp)

1 1 (LM) 0.0220 0 45 2 297.17 4033 28.248
2 2845 1.2038 1458 17143 3070 36.25 20925 128.769

   
 TIC: 1.2038 ng/uL
 TIM: 0.697 nmole/L
 Total Conc.: 1.2311 ng/uL
   
 GQN: 0.2

Smear Analysis 100 bp to 30000 bp 1.2200 ng/ul 99.1 %Total 0.630 nmole/L 3190 Avg. Size (b.p.) 60.37 %CV

Sample Peak Width (sec): 50   Sample Min Peak Height: 50    Sample Baseline V to V?: Y    Sample Baseline V to V pts: 3
Sample Filter: Binomial       # of Pts for Filter: 3        Sample Start Region (min): 0  Sample End Region (min): 50
Manual Baseline Start (min): 6     Manual Baseline End (min): 48
Marker Peak Width (sec): 5    Marker Min Peak Height: 200   Marker Baseline V to V?: Y    Marker Baseline V to V pts: 3
Lower Marker Selection: First Peak > 200 RFU                Upper Marker Selection: Last Peak > 200 RFU
Ladder Size (bp): 1, 75, 200, 300, 400, 500, 700, 1000, 1500, 2000, 3000, 4000, 5000, 7000, 10000, 20000
Quantification Using: Ladder          Final Concentration (ng/uL): 1.0417          Dilution Factor: 12.0
Size Threshold (b.p.): 10000

2016 12 01 10H 58M.raw
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CB6 eGFP wtITRmITR

CB6 eGFP wtITRmITR

CB6 eGFP wtITRmITR

siFFLuc-invert

H1-shApoB

A

B

C

Figure S5. Preparation of SMRT libraries or sequencing error results in truncated reads. Plasmid DNA constructs of (A) scAAV-EGFP, (B) scAAV-siFFLuc, and (C)
scAAV-shApoB-R vectors were cut with PacI and the digestion fragment was subjected to SMRT sequencing analyses to determine whether AAV-GPseq can reliably
sequence through the ITRs. Left panels show by fragment analyses that the isolated PacI-digestion fragments used as DNA input for sequencing have uniform sizes. Analyses
of SMRT sequence reads resulted in an overrepresentation of truncated reads that span the mITRs and the wtITRs (center panels). Right panels summarize the abundance of
read counts distributed by read length.
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Figure S6. Characterization of reads from scAAV-shAboB-R vector preparation that map to the human genome. Alignments are displayed with soft-clipped bases to
demonstrate read segments that align to the vector genome reference (gray) and segments that do not (colored). The relative read abundances from Figure. 3C and the diagram
of the construct reference is shown above the alignments to indicate plausible hotspots for strand switching. Majority of chimeric reads contain sequences that map to the
wtITR, indicating an active mechanism for non-vector sequence packaging.



Percentage of chimeric reads =    adj.values(chimeras)
adj.values(vector genomes)
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Figure S7. Calculation of chimeric-read abundances. (A) Absolute counts of reads mapping to vector genome sequence and chimeric-reads (blue plots) are normalized to
the read-length distributions of λDNA spike-ins (Figure S3). (B) To obtain the percentage of chimeras in the vector genome populations, the totaled adjusted values of
chimeric reads are simply divided by the totaled adjusted values of reads mapping to vector genomes (red plots). Calculated values are displayed in Table 1.
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>m160914_061030_42183_c101035892550000001823249011171652_s1_p0/88713/ccs
TTTGGCCACTCCCTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGGGCGACCAAAGGTCGCCCGACGCCCGGGCTTTGCCCGGGCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAGAGAG
GGAGTGGCCAACTCCATCACTAGGGGTTCCTTGTAGTTAATGATTAACCCGCCATGCTACTTATCTACCTAGGCTATTGTCTTCCCAATCCTCCCCCTTGCTGTCCTGCCCCACC
CCACCCCCCAGAATAGAATGACACCTACTCAGACAATGCGATGCAATTTCCTCATTTTATTAGGAAAGGACAGTGGGAGTGGCACCTTCCAGGGTCAAGGAAGGCACGGGGGAGG
GGCAAACAACAGATGGCTGGCAACTAGAAGGCACAGTCGAGGCTGATCAGCGAGCTCTAGTCGACGGTATCGATAAGCTTGATATCGAATTCCTGCAGCCCGGGGGATCCGAAGT
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CTTGGCCCTTTTTTACACTGTGACTGATTGAGCTGGTGCCGTGTCGAGTGGTGTTTTTTTAATAGGTTTTCTTTTTTACTGGTAAGGCTGACTGTTATGGCTGCCGCTGTGGAAG
CGCTGTATGTTGTTCTGGAGCGGGAGGGTTCATTATGCATTTTTTCAAGCTACTCTTGCTCTATCCGTAACCTGAAGAAACTGATCTGAACCCAGATTCCGTCATCCAGTTTATT
CTGTGTGCCTCCCATCTGAATGTCATCCGCCAACATAATAAACAGCTTCAACAGCCAGATCCAGCCATTGATAAAATTATGGCCTGGGTTCTGTCCTTGGTCGTCTCCCAGGCCA
TAATTTTATCAATGGCTGGATCTGGCTGTTGAAGCTGTTTATTATGTTGGCGGATGACATTCAGATGGGAGGCACACAGAATAAACTGGATGACGGAATCTGGGTTCAGATCAGT
TTCTTCAGGTTACGGATAGAGCAAGAGTAGCTTGAAAAAATGCATAATGAACCCTCCCGCTCCAGAACAACATACAGCGCTTCCACAGCGGCAGCCATAACAGTCAGCCTTACCA
GTAAAAAAGAAAACCTATTAAAAAAACACCACTCGACACGGCACCAGCTCAATCAGTCACAGTGTAAAAAAGGGCCAAGTGCAGAGCGAGTATATATAGGACTAAAAAATGACGT
AACGGTTAAAGTCCACAAAAAACACCCAGAAAACCGCACGCGAACCTACGCCCAGAAACGAAAGCCAAAAAACCCACAACTTCGGATCCCCCGGGCTGCAGGAATTCGATATCAA
GCTTATCGATACCGTCGACTAGAGCTCGCTGATCAGCCTCGACTGTGCCTTCTAGTTGCCAGCCATCTGTTGTTTGCCCCTCCCCCGTGCCTTCCTTGACCCTGGAAGGTGCCAC
TCCCACTGTCCTTTCCTAATAAAATGAGGAAATTGCATCGCATTGTCTGAGTAGGTGTCATTCTATTCTGGGGGGTGGGGTGGGGCAGGACAGCAAGGGGGAGGATTGGGAAGAC
AATAGCCTAGGTAGATAAGTAGCATGGCGGGTTAATCATTAACTACAAGGAACCCCTAGTGATGGAGTTGGCCACTCCCTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGCCCGG
GCAAAGCCCGGGCGTCGGGCGACCTTTGGTCGCCCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGGAGTGGCCAA
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GAGTGGCCAACTCCATCACTAGGGGTTCCTTGTAGTTAATGATTAACCCGCCATGCTACTTATCTACCTAGGCTATTGTCTTCCCAATCCTCCCCTTGCTGTCCTGCCCCACCCC
ACCCCCCAGAATAGAATGACACCTACTCAGACAATGCGATGCAATTTCCTCATTTTATTAGGAAAGGACAGTGGGAGTGGCACCTTCCAGGGTCAAGGAAGGCACGGGGGAGGGG
CAAACAACAGATGGCTGGCAACTAGAAGGCACAGTCGAGGCTGATCAGCGAGCTCTAGTCGACTTTTTGTAGAGATGGGGTTTCGCCATGTTGGTCAGGCTGGTCTCGAACTCCT
GGGCTCAAGCGATCCAGCTGCCTGATCCTCCCAAAGTGCTGGGATTACAGGCATGAGCAACCGTGCCTGTAATCCCAGCACTTTGGGAGGATCAGGCAGCTGGATCGCTTGAGCC
CAGGAGTTCGAGACCAGCCTGACCAACATGGCGAAACCCCATCTCTACAAAAAGTCGACTAGAGCTCGCTGATCAGCCTCGACTGTGCCTTCTAGTTGCCAGCCATCTGTTGTTT
GCCCCTCCCCCGTGCCTTCCTTGACCCTGGAAGGTGCCACTCCCACTGTCCTTTCCTAATAAAATGAGGAAATTGCATCGCATTGTCTGAGTAGGTGTCATTCTATTCTGGGGGG
TGGGGTGGGGCAGGACAGCAAGGGGGAGGATTGGGAAGACAATAGCCTAGGTAGATAAGTAGCATGGCGGGTTAATCATTAACTACAAGGAACCCCTAGTGATGGAGTTGGCCAC
TCCCTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGCCCGGGCAAAGCCCGGGCGTCGGGCGACCTTTGGTCGCCCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGGAGTGGCC
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>m160914_061030_42183_c101035892550000001823249011171652_s1_p0/23880/ccs
TTGGCCACTCCCTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGCCCGGGCAAAGCCCGGGCGTCGGGCGACC
TTTGGTCGCCCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGGAGTGGCCAACTCCATCACTAGGGGTTCC
TGTAATCCAGCACTCTGGGAAGCCGAGGTGGGCGGATAACTGAGGTCTGGAGTTCGAGACCAGCCTCAGTTA
TCCGCCCACCTCGGCTTCCCAGAGTGCTGGGATTACAGGAACCCCTAGTGATGGAGTTGGCCACTCCCTCTC
TGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGGGCGACCAAAGGTCGCCCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAG
AGAGGGAGTGGCCAACTCCATCACTAGGGGTTCCTGTAATCCCAGCACTCTGGGAAGCCGAGGTGGGCGGAT
AACTGAGGCTGGTCTCGAACTCCAGACCTCAGTTATCCGCCCACCTCGGCTTCCCAGAGTGCTGGATTACAG
GAACCCCTAGTGATGGAGTTGGCCACTCCTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGGGCGACCAAAGG
TCGCCCGACGCCCGGGCTTTGCCCGGGCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGGAGTGGCCAA
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TTGGCCACTCCCTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGGGCGACCAAAGGTCGCCCGACGCCCGGGCTTTGCCCGGGCGGCCT
CAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGGAGTGGCCAACTCCATCACTAGGGGTTCCTTGTAGTTAATGATTAACCCGCCATGCTACTC
AGTGGTAGGACAACTGATCCAATTTCAGCAGTGGAGAGTTATGTACCAAATGGCTACAGCCCCATTTGGCACATAACTCTCCACTGCT
GAAATTGGATCAGTTGTCCTACCACTGAGTAGCATGGCGGGTTAATCATTAACTACAAGGAACCCCTAGTGATGGAGTTGGCCACTCC
CTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGCCCGGGCAAAGCCCGGGCGTCGGGCGACCTTTGGTCGCCCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGAG
CGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGGAGTGGCCAA
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>m160914_061030_42183_c101035892550000001823249011171652_s1_p0/72123/ccs
TTGGCCACTCCCTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGGGCGACCAAAGGTCGCCCGACGCCCGGGCTT
TGCCCGGGCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGGAGTGGCCAACTCCATCACTAGGGGTTCCTTTT
CTGATTGTCTTAGGGGTGGCAGAAGCAAAAGAAAGTCTGCGGGGTTCAAACACTCAGAATGACTTGGTTGAGTA
CTCACCAGTCACAGAAAAGCCCCCGCGCGTTGGCCGATTCATTAATGCAGCTGGCACGACAGGAGCTCGGCTCT
TAAGACGCAAGTCTGCTGACGCTCCCAGCCGGGCTGCCTCCCGCCGTTCCCAGCGGACGTTTTCCAATTTCCCG
AGGAACTACCCACTCCATCGGCACCTTCGTTATTGTCTGCCACTGGTGGTGGCGCACCAGTGGCAGACAATAAC
GAAGGTGCCGATGGAGTGGGTAGTTCCTCGGGAAATTGGAAAACGTCCGCTGGGAACGGCGGGAGGCAGCCCGG
CTGGGAGCGTCAGCAGACTTGCGTCTTAAGAGCCGAGCTCCTGTCGTGCCAGCTGCATTAATGAATCGGCCAAC
GCGCGGGGGCTTTTCTGTGACTGGTGAGTACTCAACCAAGTCATTCTGAGTGTTTGAACCCGCAGACTTTCTTT
TGCTTCTGCCACCCCTAAGACAATCAGAAAAGGAACCCCTAGTGATGGAGTTGGCCACTCCCTCTCTGCGCGCT
CGCTCGCTCACTGAGGCCGCCCGGGCAAAGCCCGGGCGTCGGGCGACCTTTGGTCGCCCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGA
GCGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGGAGTGGCCAA
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>m160914_061030_42183_c101035892550000001823249011171652_s1_p0/108181/ccs
TTGGCCACTCCCTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCACTGACTCGCTGCGCTCGGTCGTTCGGCTGCGGCGAGCGGTATCAGCTCACTCAAAGGCGGTAATACGGTT
ATCCACAGAATCAGGGGATAACGCAGTTGAACAACCCAGGTTTGCACCGTGTGGGCCCACTTACATGTGGATTTTCTCCCAACTCTGCCATTCCTGAGAGAGCA
TCCTTTCCTAATAAAATGAGGAAATTGCATCGCATTGTCTGAGTAGGTGTCATTCTATTCTGGGGGGTGGGGTGGGGCAGGACAGCAAGGGGGAGGATTGGGAA
GACAATAGCCTAGGTAGATAAGTAGCATGGCGGGTTAATCATTAACTACAAGGAACCCCTAGTGATGGAGTTGGCCACTCCCTCTCTGCGCGCTCGCTCGCTCA
CTGAGGCCGGGCGACCAAAGGTCGCCCGACGCCCGGGCTTTGCCCGGGCGTCGGGCGACCTTTGGTCGCCCGGCCTCAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGG
AGTGGCCAACTCCATCACTAGGGGTTCCTTGTAGTTAATGATTAACCCGCCATGCTACTTATCTACCTAGGCTATTGTCTTCCCAATCCTCCCCCTTGCTGTCC
TGCCCCACCCCACCCCCCAGAATAGAATGACACCTACTCAGACAATGCGATGCAATTTCCTCATTTTATTAGGAAAGGATGCTCTCTCAGGAATGGCAGAGTTG
GGAGAAAATCCACATGTAAGTGGGCCCACACGGTGCAAACCTGGGTTGTTCAACTGCGTTATCCCCTGATTCTGTGGATAACCGTATTACCGCCTTTGAGTGAG
CTGATACCGCTCGCCGCAGCCGAACGACCGAGCGCAGCGAGTCAGTGAGCGAGCGAGCGCGCAGAGAGGGAGTGGCCAA

Partial 
Anti-sense ITR

Chimeric 
ITR

Human 
sequence

Partial 
Sense ITR

Human 
sequence

I

hg38 pAdDeltaF6

pAAV29

357

289

467
34

37
17

2

j

Figure S7

Figure S8. Characterization of chimeric reads that map to the human genome. (A) Seven chimeric reads that map to chr16
were interrogated. (B) These reads all share in common the feature of aligning twice (or more) to the same region of the human
genome. (C) The chimeric reads also align to the wtITR. (D-I) Annotated sequences showing the diversity of chimeric forms
among the seven selected reads. Each read is also accompanied by mfold structures. (J) Venn diagram showing the detection of
chimeric reads that map to multiple genomic sources (human, pink; Ad-helper, green; and Rep-Cap packaging plasmid, blue).
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Figure S9. Foreign DNAs lacking ITRs (non-chimerics) can package into capsids as self-complementary strands.
(A) Scatter plot showing the abundance of read lengths detected among vector genomes in the scAAV-EGFP preparation
that map exclusively to the human genome. (B) UCSC genome browser alignment tracks of reads that exclusively map to
hg38, chromosome 19. (C) Expanded view of 19p13.3 region on chromosome 19 (red box in panel B) indicate that many
reads share in common the feature of aligning twice to the same region. Each aligned read is annotated with its unique
read ID. Tracks for known RefSeq annotated transcripts and repetitive elements are shown below. (D)Mfold structures of
six selected reads (from panel C) indicating self-complementation. Length of single-strand reads are displayed with each
read ID.
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Adeno-Associated Virus Genome Population Sequencing achieves full vector 
genome resolution and reveals human-vector chimeras

Addressing reviewer comments:

• Analysis of non-vector reads mapping to chromosome 19

• Reads mapping twice are indeed self-complementary
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