
Vol.:(0123456789)1 3

Human Genetics (2024) 143:551–557 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00439-023-02544-2

PERSPECTIVE

DNA methylation signatures for chromatinopathies: current 
challenges and future applications

Zain Awamleh1 · Sarah Goodman1 · Sanaa Choufani1 · Rosanna Weksberg1,2,3,4

Received: 12 January 2023 / Accepted: 6 March 2023 / Published online: 6 April 2023 
© The Author(s) 2023

Abstract
Pathogenic variants in genes that encode epigenetic regulators are the cause for more than 100 rare neurodevelopmental 
syndromes also termed “chromatinopathies”. DNA methylation signatures, syndrome-specific patterns of DNA methyla-
tion alterations, serve as both a research avenue for elucidating disease pathophysiology and a clinical diagnostic tool. The 
latter is well established, especially for the classification of variants of uncertain significance (VUS). In this perspective, we 
describe the seminal DNA methylation signature research in chromatinopathies; the complex relationships between genotype, 
phenotype and DNA methylation, and the future applications of DNA methylation signatures.

Introduction

There are more than 100 Mendelian neurodevelopmental 
syndromes known to be caused by pathogenic variants in 
epigenetic regulatory genes. Many of these genes encode 
chromatin modifiers, giving rise to terms such as ‘chro-
matinopathies’ and ‘Mendelian disorders of epigenetic 
machinery (MDEM)’ (Fahrner and Bjornsson 2019). These 
syndromes, often characterized by intellectual disability, 
growth dysregulation, and congenital anomalies, highlight 
the link between epigenetic regulation and neurodevelop-
ment. Genome-wide dysregulation of DNA methylation 
associated with these neurodevelopmental syndromes has 
been well documented over the past decade, especially for 
disorders caused by pathogenic variants in genes encoding 
histone modifiers (Fahrner and Bjornsson 2019). Syndrome-
specific patterns of DNA methylation alterations, termed 
“DNA methylation signatures”, have established clinical 

diagnostic utility, especially for the classification of variants 
of uncertain significance (VUS) (Aref-Eshghi et al. 2018; 
Butcher et al. 2017; Choufani et al. 2015, 2020; Levy et al. 
2022). To date, there are ~ 70 DNA methylation signatures 
that have been developed and a subset of these are currently 
in use at diagnostic laboratories for patient variant classifica-
tion in the United States and Europe (Levy et al. 2022). We 
have demonstrated the utility of DNA methylation signatures 
beyond diagnostics, in the elucidation and interpretation of 
complex associations between genotype and phenotype. We 
are now moving into a new era of DNA methylation signa-
ture application. In this perspective, we aim to (i) provide 
an overview of the early discovery of DNA methylation 
signatures in neurodevelopmental syndromes; (ii) highlight 
complex relationships between genotype, phenotype, and 
DNA methylation “epigenotype”; and iii) discuss the future 
potential applications of DNA methylation signatures based 
on the knowledge and insights gained from the first decade 
of signature research.

Origins of DNA methylation signatures

In 2013, our group was the first to identify DNA methylation 
changes in peripheral blood associated with the Intellectual 
developmental disorder, X-linked syndromic, Claes-Jensen 
type [MIM:300534] caused by pathogenic variants in the 
epigenetic regulatory gene KDM5C [MIM:314690] (Lysine 
Demethylase 5C (Grafodatskaya et al. 2013). We used the 
term DNA methylation “signature” to describe a set of DNA 
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methylation alterations identified in a cohort of individuals 
with pathogenic variants in a gene known to cause a spe-
cific neurodevelopmental syndrome (as compared to healthy 
“controls”). In 2015, we identified a DNA methylation 
signature for Sotos syndrome (MIM: 117,550) caused by 
pathogenic variants in the epigenetic regulatory gene, NSD1 
[MIM:606681] (Nuclear Receptor Binding SET Domain 
Protein 1) (Choufani et al. 2015). We also demonstrated 
for the first time the diagnostic utility of DNA methylation 
signatures in classifying VUS in NSD1 as “pathogenic” or 
“benign” (Choufani et al. 2015). To date, many publica-
tions have shown that DNA methylation signatures provide 
a unique means of assessing VUS in numerous syndromes. 
This utility is especially germane given that the expanded 
use of DNA-sequence-based diagnostics has resulted in a 
substantial increase in VUS identification. Most diagnostic 
laboratories use the American College of Medical Genetics 
(ACMG) guidelines for VUS interpretation, which include 
in silico prediction tools with sensitivity and specificity as 
low as 33% (Niroula and Vihinen 2019). While there are cur-
rently no gold standards for generation of DNA methylation 
signatures or clinically acceptable thresholds of sensitivity 
and specificity for variant interpretation, our studies and oth-
ers have shown that the implementation of DNA methylation 
signatures into diagnostics can address the issue of variant 
interpretation for potentially hundreds of gene variants asso-
ciated with rare neurodevelopmental syndromes.

To investigate an individual’s DNA methylation profile 
or “epigenotype” on a syndrome-specific DNA methylation 
signature, different analytical tools can be useful. A com-
monly used approach for variant classification uses machine 
learning models, wherein a classification model is trained 
on DNA methylation profiles of the reference or discov-
ery cohorts (cases and controls) at established signature 
sites. The so-called classifier generates a probability score 
between 0 and 100% for each variant tested; this score rep-
resents the likelihood that a variant is pathogenic and there-
fore “matches” DNA methylation profiles from individuals 
with definitive molecular and clinical diagnoses of the neu-
rodevelopmental syndrome in question. For interpretation, 
these probabilities are binned into three categories: high 
probabilities are deemed “pathogenic” with “disease-like” 
DNA methylation profiles, low probabilities are deemed 
“benign” with “control-like” DNA methylation profiles, 
and medium probabilities are deemed “intermediate” and 
require further investigation. In addition to machine learning 
models, principal component analysis (PCA) and hierarchi-
cal clustering, are tools that provide additional information 
to more accurately characterize an individual’s epigeno-
type, particularly for those with intermediate classification 
scores (Fig. 1). Both PCA and hierarchical clustering are 
helpful tools to visualize patterns based on DNA methyla-
tion profiles at specific signature sites. As these statistical 

tools are not easily employed by clinicians and researchers, 
many have been packaged into user-friendly platforms. In 
our research group, we have generated DNA methylation 
signatures for more than 40 neurodevelopmental syndromes 
associated with pathogenic variants in epigenetic regulatory 
genes and cataloged many in EpigenCentral (Turinsky et al. 
2020). This open access web-based platform was designed 
to accelerate epigenetics research, specifically variant clas-
sification in neurodevelopmental syndromes (Turinsky et al. 
2020). In the sections below, we describe examples of vari-
ous types of classifications and the knowledge that can be 
gained from these results, with respect to complex geno-
type–phenotype relationships.

Not all benign classification scores indicate 
a benign variant

While an individual’s classification score might indicate a 
“benign” variant via machine learning on a given signature, 
further assessment of the DNA methylation profile at signa-
ture sites using other tools can identify unique subgroups or 
patterns of DNA methylation with biological relevance to 
pathophysiology. This emphasizes the importance of using 
a variety of analytic tools for classifying DNA methylation 
profiles. Below, we describe two studies for which further 
investigation of a “benign” classification elucidated the 
pathogenicity of a sequence variant.

In the first study, we identified an individual with an 
undergrowth phenotype and a VUS [p.Ala738Thr] in EZH2 
[MIM: 601573], a gene in which pathogenic variants are 
associated with Weaver syndrome [MIM: 277590], charac-
terized by an overgrowth phenotype. This individual’s clas-
sification score using the Weaver syndrome signature was 
control-like (Choufani et al. 2020). Further assessment using 
hierarchical clustering at Weaver syndrome signature sites 
revealed this individual had the opposite methylation pattern 
to that of individuals with Weaver syndrome and is also dif-
ferent from controls (Choufani et al. 2020). We hypothesized 
the VUS had a gain-of-function effect on EZH2, opposite to 
the loss-of function effect of variants causing Weaver syn-
drome. We measured the enzymatic activity of EZH2 using 
an in vitro luminescence assay in control cells and cells car-
rying the VUS [p.Ala738Thr] in EZH2 and demonstrated 
that the cells with the VUS had significantly higher enzy-
matic activity than the control cells (Choufani et al. 2020). 
The results of this functional assay supported our hypothesis 
and were congruent with the clinical phenotype and DNA 
methylation profile which were opposite to those observed 
in individuals with Weaver syndrome.

In another study, we established a DNA methylation sig-
nature specific to individuals with Floating Harbor syndrome 
[FLHS; MIM:136140] caused by pathogenic variants in 
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exons 33/34 of the SRCAP [MIM:611421] gene (Rots et al. 
2021). The DNA methylation profiles of nine individuals 
with pathogenic variants proximal to exon 33 had control-
like classification scores. However, these proximal variants 
clearly clustered into a separate subgroup using PCA and 
hierarchical clustering. That is, they were distinguishable 
from both controls and individuals with FLHS (Rots et al. 
2021). In addition to this unique clustering pattern, vari-
ants proximal to exon 33 were also associated with a com-
mon clinical presentation that was distinct from FLHS. We 
ultimately described a novel neurodevelopmental syndrome 
[MIM: 619595] associated with a unique DNA methylation 
signature (Rots et al. 2021). To that end, for variants with 
control-like classification scores, it is also critical to review 
the individual’s molecular and clinical data, and to assess 
differences and similarities with respect to the neurodevel-
opmental syndrome in question.

The combination of multiple analytical tools (PCA, 
hierarchical clustering, classification models) to investi-
gate DNA methylation differences is important for a robust 
interpretation of one’s “epigenotype”. This is necessary to 
ascertain whether the variant is truly benign or if the variant 
impacts the protein via a different pathogenic mechanism 
likely associated with a unique DNA methylation pattern 
and a distinguishable clinical phenotype. Functional assays 
in vitro can be a challenging research investment but are 
ultimately required to understand the effect of different vari-
ants on the protein. As an adjunct to genome sequencing 
technologies and in vitro functional assays, DNA methyla-
tion signatures have proven utility as a functional assay that 
can be used to support variant classification.

Variant interpretation using DNA 
methylation signatures is not binary

In early studies of DNA methylation signatures, profiles of 
test cases often exhibited very high classification scores (dis-
ease-like; > 70%) or very low classification scores (control-
like; < 30%), so-called “intermediate” scores were described 
later. This binary test output reflected, in part, researchers’ 
and consulting clinicians’ expectations of a yes or no out-
come, indicating whether or not a given variant is or is not 
the causal variant for the observed phenotype. However, 
with the rapid development of signatures and variant clas-
sification, variants with intermediate classification scores 
(35–65%) became more prevalent, highlighting DNA meth-
ylation profiles that did not resemble the profiles of either 
reference cases or controls, with high confidence.

In a series of studies, we found that intermediate classi-
fications often reflected important biologic and phenotypic 
differences. Our research group first identified an inter-
mediate score for an individual with a VUS in SMARCA2 

[MIM:600014]. This individual’s variant was distal to the 
ATPase/Helicase domain, in which most pathogenic vari-
ants causing Nicolaides-Baraitser syndrome [MIM:601358] 
occur (Chater-Diehl et al. 2019). We determined that this 
individual’s DNA methylation profile was intermediate due 
to a subset of signature sites showing methylation levels 
matching that of typically developing individuals and other 
sites matching levels of individuals with Nicolaides-Barait-
ser syndrome, a pattern that became apparent using hierar-
chical clustering (Chater-Diehl et al. 2019). DNA methyla-
tion findings were congruent with the reported phenotype for 
this individual, in that they exhibited a milder neurodevelop-
mental phenotype. From this study, we concluded that vari-
able phenotypic expressivity can be reflected in DNA meth-
ylation profiling (i.e., milder phenotype-intermediate score) 
and can potentially be attributed to the variant location and/
or type. We encountered similar findings in methylation 
analysis of Au-Kline syndrome [MIM: 616580] typically 
caused by pathogenic truncating variants in the HNRNPK 
[MIM:600712] gene. We identified individuals (n = 11) with 
de novo missense HNRNPK variants and mild phenotypes 
to have intermediate classification scores (34–52%) (Chou-
fani et al. 2022). Individuals with intermediate classifica-
tion scores were found to have DNA methylation changes in 
the same direction as the test cases with high classification 
scores but of smaller magnitude, as evidenced by follow-up 
analysis using hierarchical clustering and PCA (Choufani 
et al. 2022). These findings support the hypothesis, variant 
type and/or location and associated milder phenotypes can 
be correlated with intermediate DNA methylation classifica-
tion scores.

Intermediate classification scores can also reflect somatic 
mosaicism. Using the Weaver syndrome DNA methylation 
signature, we classified the DNA methylation profiles of 
a father–child pair with a missense variant in EZH2, and 
found discordant classification scores of 49% and 82%, 
respectively (Choufani et al. 2020). Across all signature 
sites, the father had a smaller magnitude of DNA methyla-
tion change compared to his child. Phenotypically, the child 
had a clinical diagnosis of Weaver syndrome, whereas the 
father presented with tall stature but no other features of 
Weaver syndrome. We examined the duo’s blood DNA for 
somatic mosaicism and found the percentage of the variant 
allele to be 46% in the child and 38% in the father (Chou-
fani et al. 2020). While variable phenotypic expressivity of 
inherited variants can be attributed to somatic mosaicism in 
some instances, in others intrafamilial phenotypic heteroge-
neity may be a characteristic of the causal genetic variants 
associated with that syndrome (Schirwani et al. 2022; van 
der Spek et al. 2022). Intrafamilial phenotypic heterogeneity 
has been reported in KBG syndrome [MIM:148050], and 
in our recent study, we identified intermediate classifica-
tion scores for a mother–child pair, where the mother was 
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considered unaffected (51%) and the child was considered 
mildly affected (68%) (Awamleh et  al. 2022a)  (Fig. 1). 
Somatic mosaicism was not detected in the mother’s blood; 
however, this does not exclude the possibility of mosaicism 
in the mother in tissues other than blood. These studies high-
light the multitude of biological phenomena that may result 

in “intermediate” classifications of inherited and de novo 
variants, including mosaicism, intrafamilial phenotypic het-
erogeneity, and likely hypomorphic variants in syndromes 
typically caused by haploinsufficiency.
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Further complexities: signature specificity 
and functionally related genes

The idea that DNA methylation signatures are unique to each 
syndrome is not entirely accurate. We first observed this 
when studying variants in the genes for Kabuki syndrome 
1 [MIM: 147920] and Kabuki syndrome 2 [MIM: 300867], 
KMT2D [MIM:602113] and KDM6A [MIM: 300128], 
respectively. We developed a DNA methylation signature for 
Kabuki syndrome 1 and found that a KDM6A variant causing 
Kabuki syndrome 2 had a disease-like classification score 
at Kabuki syndrome 1 signature sites (Butcher et al. 2017). 
KDM6A and KMT2D encode different histone modifier pro-
teins, that function as a part of a multi-protein complex. That 
is, the two genes are known to co-regulate a common set of 
target genes (Kim et al. 2014). Based on these findings we 
hypothesized that pathogenic variants in functionally related 
genes have partially overlapping signatures.

We encountered this phenomenon again using the DNA 
methylation signature for Weaver syndrome, caused by 
pathogenic variants in EZH2, where variants in SUZ12 and 
EED had high classification scores (> 90%) (Choufani et al. 
2020). All three genes are core members of the polycomb 
repressive complex 2, responsible for methylation of histone 
3 lysine 27. Similarly at the DNA methylation signature for 
Bohring-Opitz syndrome [BOS; MIM: 605039] caused by 
pathogenic variants in ASXL1 [MIM: 612990], an individual 
with Shashi-Pena syndrome [MIM: 617190] and a variant 

in ASXL2 [MIM: 617190] also had a high classification 
score (84%) (Awamleh et al. 2022b). Both genes belong to 
the same gene family and encode proteins that function in 
the polycomb repressive deubiquitinase complex, respon-
sible for the deubiquitination of histone 2A at lysine 119. 
Once sufficient case numbers are available, we can attempt 
to establish syndrome-specific signatures and assess the 
degree to which the signatures overlap. Until then, DNA 
methylation signatures of functionally relevant genes can 
potentially be used to assess variant pathogenicity. Ongoing 
efforts to establish relationships between DNA methylation 
signatures and singular genes or subregions of genes or to 
specific phenotypes, will inform current complexities in syn-
drome terminology, i.e. naming syndromes to appropriately 
reflect molecular etiology and phenotype. In future, DNA 
methylation patterns will provide another layer of informa-
tion can be used when considering if a ‘Mendelian disorder 
entity’ is distinct or if it overlaps with a previously described 
condition (Biesecker et al. 2021).

Expectations for the future of DNA 
methylation signatures

To date, DNA methylation signatures have shown tremen-
dous promise as a diagnostic tool, however, it is impor-
tant to consider their limitations. The strength of the DNA 
methylation signal associated with neurodevelopmental 
syndromes can be easily overcome by other biological fac-
tors strongly associated with DNA methylation, such as age 
at tissue collection and cell type. We have demonstrated 
that substandard experimental design can generate a DNA 
methylation signature that misclassifies variants, and that 
robust experimental design is essential for identifying DNA 
methylation signatures that exhibit both stability and util-
ity (Chater-Diehl et al. 2021). We previously published a 
framework for DNA methylation signature development 
that includes considerations on sample size and statistical 
parameters. We emphasized the importance of consider-
ing the complex relationships between genetic variants and 
phenotypes for each syndrome, which can be optimized via 
collaborations between clinicians and researchers (Chater-
Diehl et al. 2021).

We expect that there is more to learn about the com-
plex relationships between genotype, phenotype and epi-
genotype. For example, future analysis of DNA methyla-
tion profiles in neurodevelopmental syndromes could be 
used to further stratify individuals based on the presence/
absence of a sub-phenotype or the severity of a particular 
phenotype, which would be relevant for predicting out-
comes and exploring potential therapeutic interventions. 
The utility of DNA methylation signatures as biomark-
ers for treatment or to identify potential treatment targets 

Fig. 1  Generating a new DNA methylation signature for a specific 
chromatinopathy, begins with obtaining DNA samples from indi-
viduals clinically diagnosed with that specific chromatinopathy and 
control individuals. The resulting DNA methylation signature is then 
validated in an independent cohort of individuals with the same chro-
matinopathy, which provides a sensitivity estimate. Specificity of the 
signature is then estimated by analyzing methylation at signature sites 
in a large independent cohort of controls and cohorts of individu-
als diagnosed with other chromatinopathies. In the bottom plot, the 
KBG syndrome signature demonstrates high sensitivity and specific-
ity, as the KBG validation cohort are classified as “case-like” with 
high prediction scores, whereas control individuals (validation set) 
and individuals with other diagnoses, Kabuki and Weaver syndromes, 
are classified as “control-like” with low prediction scores. As with all 
signatures, a classification of “control-like” means an individual does 
not have a casual variant for that specific chromatinopathy; it does 
not mean that the individual has no diagnosable chromatinopathies. 
To determine an individual’s epigenotype at signature sites, we uti-
lize a combination of principal component analysis, hierarchal clus-
tering, and machine learning models. Once a DNA methylation sig-
nature is generated for a chromatinopathy, it is annotated to identify 
the location of sites in the genome including overlapping genes and 
specific location within gene structure (promoter, TSS, body, UTR). 
Pathway enrichment and gene ontology can elucidate which biologi-
cal processes and molecular functions genes underlying signature 
sites are involved in. Comparison to other DNA methylation signa-
tures for chromatinopathies can potentially identify common methyla-
tion changes and gene targets relevant to exploring therapeutics in the 
future

◂
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is an area that has not yet been sufficiently investigated. 
The assessment of treatment efficacy can be carried out in 
cell and/or animal models. Profiling DNA methylation in 
biologically relevant cell models such as neural precursor 
cells or mature cortical neurons will be a critical first step 
to identify whether blood-based signatures are translat-
able to other cell types and if there are cell-type-specific 
DNA methylation signatures (Fig. 1). In addition, mouse 
models of neurodevelopmental disorders are another 
research approach that can answer questions about tissue/
cell specificity of DNA methylation signatures and the 
potential utility of signatures as biomarkers of treatment 
efficacy. Lastly, advancements in genome sequencing will 
likely improve the efficacy of genetic diagnostics in the 
next decade. Future developments in the use of long read 
sequencing could authenticate platforms that simultane-
ously capture both genomic and DNA methylation changes 
for clinical grade genetic testing.

Collectively, the data presented here demonstrate how 
DNA methylation signatures are a powerful functional tool 
for variant interpretation in neurodevelopmental syndromes 
and for the delineation of complex genotype–phenotype rela-
tionships. In addition to signature development in blood for 
variant classification, future studies should focus on assess-
ing how blood-based signatures are translatable to other cell 
and tissue types, and whether they have additional applica-
tions to potentially identify therapeutic targets or act as early 
treatment biomarkers for critical outcome measures.

Funding This work has been supported by a grant from the Simons 
Foundation (SFARI [887172], [RW]).

Declarations 

Conflict of interest The authors have no conflicts of interest to declare.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

Aref-Eshghi E, Rodenhiser DI, Schenkel LC, Lin H, Skinner C, Ains-
worth P, Paré G, Hood RL, Bulman DE, Kernohan KD, Boycott 
KM, Campeau PM, Schwartz C, Sadikovic B (2018) Genomic 
DNA methylation signatures enable concurrent diagnosis and 

clinical genetic variant classification in neurodevelopmental syn-
dromes. Am J Hum Genet 102:156–174. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
ajhg. 2017. 12. 008

Awamleh Z, Choufani S, Cytrynbaum C, Alkuraya F, Scherer S, Fer-
nandes S, Rosas C, Louro P, Dias P, Neves M, Sousa S, Weksberg 
R (2022a) ANKRD11 pathogenic variants and 16q243 microde-
letions share an altered DNA methylation signature in patients 
with KBG syndrome. Hum Mol Genet. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ 
hmg/ ddac2 89

Awamleh Z, Chater-Diehl E, Choufani S, Wei E, Kianmahd RR, Yu A, 
Chad L, Costain G, Tan WH, Scherer SW, Arboleda VA, Russell 
BE, Weksberg R (2022b) DNA methylation signature associated 
with Bohring-Opitz syndrome: a new tool for functional classifi-
cation of variants in ASXL genes. Eur J Hum Genet 30(6):695–
702. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41431- 022- 01083-0

Biesecker LG, Adam MP, Alkuraya FS, Amemiya AR, Bamshad MJ, 
Beck AE, Bennett JT, Bird LM, Carey JC, Chung B, Clark RD, 
Cox TC, Curry C, Dinulos MBP, Dobyns WB, Giampietro PF, 
Girisha KM, Glass IA, Graham JM Jr, Gripp KW, Haldeman-
Englert CR, Hall BD, Innes AM, Kalish JM, Keppler-Noreuil 
KM, Kosaki K, Kozel BA, Mirzaa GM, Mulvihill JJ, Nowaczyk 
MJM, Pagon RA, Retterer K, Rope AF, Sanchez-Lara PA, Seaver 
LH, Shieh JT, Slavotinek AM, Sobering AK, Stevens CA, Steven-
son DA, Tan TY, Tan WH, Tsai AC, Weaver DD, Williams MS, 
Zackai E, Zarate YA (2021) A dyadic approach to the delinea-
tion of diagnostic entities in clinical genomics. Am J Hum Genet 
108:8–15. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ajhg. 2020. 11. 013

Butcher DT, Cytrynbaum C, Turinsky AL, Siu MT, Inbar-Feigenberg 
M, Mendoza-Londono R, Chitayat D, Walker S, Machado J, 
Caluseriu O, Dupuis L, Grafodatskaya D, Reardon W, Gilbert-
Dussardier B, Verloes A, Bilan F, Milunsky JM, Basran R, Papsin 
B, Stockley TL, Scherer SW, Choufani S, Brudno M, Weksberg 
R (2017) CHARGE and Kabuki syndromes: gene-specific DNA 
methylation signatures identify epigenetic mechanisms link-
ing these clinically overlapping conditions. Am J Hum Genet 
100:773–788. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ajhg. 2017. 04. 004

Chater-Diehl E, Ejaz R, Cytrynbaum C, Siu MT, Turinsky A, Chou-
fani S, Goodman SJ, Abdul-Rahman O, Bedford M, Dorrani 
N, Engleman K, Flores-Daboub J, Genevieve D, Mendoza-
Londono R, Meschino W, Perrin L, Safina N, Townshend S, 
Scherer SW, Anagnostou E, Piton A, Deardorff M, Brudno M, 
Chitayat D, Weksberg R (2019) New insights into DNA meth-
ylation signatures: SMARCA2 variants in Nicolaides-Baraitser 
syndrome. BMC Med Genomics 12:105. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 
s12920- 019- 0555-y

Chater-Diehl E, Goodman SJ, Cytrynbaum C, Turinsky AL, Chou-
fani S, Weksberg R (2021) Anatomy of DNA methylation sig-
natures: emerging insights and applications. Am J Hum Genet 
108(8):1359–1366. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ajhg. 2021. 06. 015

Choufani S, Cytrynbaum C, Chung BHY, Turinsky AL, Grafodatskaya 
D, Chen YA, Cohen ASA, Dupuis L, Butcher DT, Siu MT, Luk 
HM, Lo IFM, Lam STS, Caluseriu O, Stavropoulos DJ, Reardon 
W, Mendoza-Londono R, Brudno M, Gibson WT, Chitayat D, 
Weksberg R (2015) NSD1 mutations generate a genome-wide 
DNA methylation signature. Nat Commun 6:10207. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1038/ ncomm s10207

Choufani S, Gibson WT, Turinsky AL, Chung BHY, Wang T, Garg 
K, Vitriolo A, Cohen ASA, Cyrus S, Goodman S, Chater-Diehl 
E, Brzezinski J, Brudno M, Ming LH, White SM, Lynch SA, 
Clericuzio C, Temple IK, Flinter F, McConnell V, Cushing T, 
Bird LM, Splitt M, Kerr B, Scherer SW, Machado J, Imagawa 
E, Okamoto N, Matsumoto N, Testa G, Iascone M, Tenconi R, 
Caluseriu O, Mendoza-Londono R, Chitayat D, Cytrynbaum C, 
Tatton-Brown K, Weksberg R (2020) DNA methylation SIGNA-
TURE for EZH2 functionally classifies sequence variants in three 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2017.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2017.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddac289
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddac289
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41431-022-01083-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2020.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2017.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12920-019-0555-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12920-019-0555-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2021.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10207
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10207


557Human Genetics (2024) 143:551–557 

1 3

PRC2 complex genes. Am J Hum Genet 106:596–610. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. ajhg. 2020. 03. 008

Choufani S, McNiven V, Cytrynbaum C, Jangjoo M, Adam MP, 
Bjornsson HT, Harris J, Dyment DA, Graham GE, Nezarati 
MM, Aul RB, Castiglioni C, Breckpot J, Devriendt K, Stewart H, 
Banos-Pinero B, Mehta S, Sandford R, Dunn C, Mathevet R, van 
Maldergem L, Piard J, Brischoux-Boucher E, Vitobello A, Faivre 
L, Bournez M, Tran-Mau F, Maystadt I, Fernández-Jaén A, Alva-
rez S, García-Prieto ID, Alkuraya FS, Alsaif HS, Rahbeeni Z, El-
Akouri K, Al-Mureikhi M, Spillmann RC, Shashi V, Sanchez-Lara 
PA, Graham JM Jr, Roberts A, Chorin O, Evrony GD, Kraatari-
Tiri M, Dudding-Byth T, Richardson A, Hunt D, Hamilton L, 
Dyack S, Mendelsohn BA, Rodríguez N, Sánchez-Martínez R, 
Tenorio-Castaño J, Nevado J, Lapunzina P, Tirado P, Carminho 
Amaro Rodrigues MT, Quteineh L, Innes AM, Kline AD, Au 
PYB, Weksberg R (2022) An HNRNPK-specific DNA methyla-
tion signature makes sense of missense variants and expands the 
phenotypic spectrum of Au-Kline syndrome. Am J Hum Genet 
109:1867–1884. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ajhg. 2022. 08. 014

Fahrner JA, Bjornsson HT (2019) Mendelian disorders of the epige-
netic machinery: postnatal malleability and therapeutic prospects. 
Hum Mol Genet 28:R254–R264. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ hmg/ 
ddz174

Grafodatskaya D, Chung BH, Butcher DT, Turinsky AL, Goodman 
SJ, Choufani S, Chen YA, Lou Y, Zhao C, Rajendram R, Abidi 
FE, Skinner C, Stavropoulos J, Bondy CA, Hamilton J, Wodak S, 
Scherer SW, Schwartz CE, Weksberg R (2013) Multilocus loss of 
DNA methylation in individuals with mutations in the histone H3 
lysine 4 demethylase KDM5C. BMC Med Genomics 6:1. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 1755- 8794-6-1

Kim JH, Sharma A, Dhar SS, Lee SH, Gu B, Chan CH, Lin HK, Lee 
MG (2014) UTX and MLL4 coordinately regulate transcriptional 
programs for cell proliferation and invasiveness in breast cancer 
cells. Cancer Res 74:1705–1717. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1158/ 0008- 
5472. Can- 13- 1896

Levy MA, McConkey H, Kerkhof J, Barat-Houari M, Bargiacchi S, 
Biamino E, Bralo MP, Cappuccio G, Ciolfi A, Clarke A, DuPont 
BR, Elting MW, Faivre L, Fee T, Fletcher RS, Cherik F, Forou-
tan A, Friez MJ, Gervasini C, Haghshenas S, Hilton BA, Jenkins 
Z, Kaur S, Lewis S, Louie RJ, Maitz S, Milani D, Morgan AT, 
Oegema R, Østergaard E, Pallares NR, Piccione M, Pizzi S, Plomp 
AS, Poulton C, Reilly J, Relator R, Rius R, Robertson S, Rooney 
K, Rousseau J, Santen GWE, Santos-Simarro F, Schijns J, Squeo 
GM, St John M, Thauvin-Robinet C, Traficante G, van der Sluijs 
PJ, Vergano SA, Vos N, Walden KK, Azmanov D, Balci T, Banka 
S, Gecz J, Henneman P, Lee JA, Mannens M, Roscioli T, Siu V, 
Amor DJ, Baynam G, Bend EG, Boycott K, Brunetti-Pierri N, 
Campeau PM, Christodoulou J, Dyment D, Esber N, Fahrner JA, 
Fleming MD, Genevieve D, Kerrnohan KD, McNeill A, Menke 
LA, Merla G, Prontera P, Rockman-Greenberg C, Schwartz C, 
Skinner SA, Stevenson RE, Vitobello A, Tartaglia M, Alders M, 
Tedder ML, Sadikovic B (2022) Novel diagnostic DNA methyla-
tion episignatures expand and refine the epigenetic landscapes 
of Mendelian disorders. HGG Adv 3:100075. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. xhgg. 2021. 100075

Niroula A, Vihinen M (2019) How good are pathogenicity predictors 
in detecting benign variants? PLoS Comput Biol 15:e1006481. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1371/ journ al. pcbi. 10064 81

Rots D, Chater-Diehl E, Dingemans AJM, Goodman SJ, Siu MT, 
Cytrynbaum C, Choufani S, Hoang N, Walker S, Awamleh Z, 
Charkow J, Meyn S, Pfundt R, Rinne T, Gardeitchik T, de Vries 
BBA, Deden AC, Leenders E, Kwint M, Stumpel C, Stevens SJC, 
Vermeulen JR, van Harssel JVT, Bosch DGM, van Gassen KLI, 
van Binsbergen E, de Geus CM, Brackel H, Hempel M, Lessel D, 
Denecke J, Slavotinek A, Strober J, Crunk A, Folk L, Wentzensen 
IM, Yang H, Zou F, Millan F, Person R, Xie Y, Liu S, Ousager 
LB, Larsen M, Schultz-Rogers L, Morava E, Klee EW, Berry IR, 
Campbell J, Lindstrom K, Pruniski B, Neumeyer AM, Radley JA, 
Phornphutkul C, Schmidt B, Wilson WG, Õunap K, Reinson K, 
Pajusalu S, van Haeringen A, Ruivenkamp C, Cuperus R, Santos-
Simarro F, Palomares-Bralo M, Pacio-Míguez M, Ritter A, Bhoj 
E, Tønne E, Tveten K, Cappuccio G, Brunetti-Pierri N, Rowe L, 
Bunn J, Saenz M, Platzer K, Mertens M, Caluseriu O, Nowaczyk 
MJM, Cohn RD, Kannu P, Alkhunaizi E, Chitayat D, Scherer 
SW, Brunner HG, Vissers L, Kleefstra T, Koolen DA, Weksberg 
R (2021) Truncating SRCAP variants outside the Floating-Harbor 
syndrome locus cause a distinct neurodevelopmental disorder 
with a specific DNA methylation signature. Am J Hum Genet 
108:1053–1068. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ajhg. 2021. 04. 008

Schirwani S, Woods E, Koolen DA, Ockeloen CW, Lynch SA, 
Kavanagh K, Graham JM Jr, Grand K, Pierson TM, Chung 
JM, Balasubramanian M (2022) Familial Bainbridge-Ropers 
syndrome: report of familial ASXL3 inheritance and a milder 
phenotype. Am J Med Genet Part A n/a. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 
ajmg.a. 62981

Turinsky AL, Choufani S, Lu K, Liu D, Mashouri P, Min D, Weksberg 
R, Brudno M (2020) EpigenCentral: Portal for DNA methyla-
tion data analysis and classification in rare diseases. Hum Mutat 
41:1722–1733. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ humu. 24076

van der Spek J, den Hoed J, Snijders Blok L, Dingemans AJM, Schi-
jven D, Nellaker C, Venselaar H, Astuti GDN, Barakat TS, Bebin 
EM, Beck-Wödl S, Beunders G, Brown NJ, Brunet T, Brunner 
HG, Campeau PM, Čuturilo G, Gilissen C, Haack TB, Hüning 
I, Husain RA, Kamien B, Lim SC, Lovrecic L, Magg J, Maver 
A, Miranda V, Monteil DC, Ockeloen CW, Pais LS, Plaiasu V, 
Raiti L, Richmond C, Rieß A, Schwaibold EMC, Simon MEH, 
Spranger S, Tan TY, Thompson ML, de Vries BBA, Wilkins 
EJ, Willemsen MH, Francks C, Vissers L, Fisher SE, Kleefstra 
T (2022) Inherited variants in CHD3 show variable expressivity 
in Snijders Blok-Campeau syndrome. Genet Med 24:1283–1296. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. gim. 2022. 02. 014

Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2020.03.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2020.03.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2022.08.014
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddz174
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddz174
https://doi.org/10.1186/1755-8794-6-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/1755-8794-6-1
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.Can-13-1896
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.Can-13-1896
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.xhgg.2021.100075
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.xhgg.2021.100075
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1006481
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2021.04.008
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.a.62981
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.a.62981
https://doi.org/10.1002/humu.24076
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gim.2022.02.014

	DNA methylation signatures for chromatinopathies: current challenges and future applications
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Origins of DNA methylation signatures
	Not all benign classification scores indicate a benign variant
	Variant interpretation using DNA methylation signatures is not binary
	Further complexities: signature specificity and functionally related genes
	Expectations for the future of DNA methylation signatures
	References




