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Abstract

Delineating the gene regulatory programs underlying complex cell types is fundamental for
understanding brain functions in health and disease. Here, we comprehensively examine human
brain cell epigenomes by probing DNA methylation and chromatin conformation at single-cell
resolution in 517k cells (399k neurons and 118k non-neurons) from 46 regions of three adult
male brains. We identified 188 cell types and characterized their molecular signatures. Integrative
analyses revealed concordant changes in DNA methylation, chromatin accessibility, chromatin
organization, and gene expression across cell types, cortical areas, and basal ganglia structures.
We further developed scMCodes that reliably predict brain cell types using methylation status of
select genomic sites. This multimodal epigenomic brain cell atlas provides new insights into the
complexity of cell type-specific gene regulation in adult human brains.

High-throughput epigenomic profiling has been used to elucidate the gene regulatory
programs underlying tremendous cellular complexity in brains (1-3). 5’-methylcytosines
(5mCs) are the most common modified bases in mammalian genomes. Most 5mCs in
vertebrate genomes occur at cytosine-guanine dinucleotides (CpGs). CG differentially
methylated regions (DMRs) are often considered indicative of cis-regulatory elements
(CRES) (4, 5). In vertebrate neuronal systems, however, 5mCs are also abundantly detected
in non-CG (or CH, H=A, C, or T) contexts (6). Both CG- and CH-methylation (mCG

and mCH) are highly dynamic during brain development and show cell-type specificity

(1, 4, 7). They are also essential for gene regulation and brain functions (8). In addition,
gene regulation also requires proper 3D conformation of chromatin folding, which is
organized into active (A) or repressive (B) compartments, topologically associating domains
(TADs), and chromatin loops (9). These 3D structures facilitate the interaction between
gene promoters and their regulatory elements, providing additional but yet critical layers

of regulatory mechanisms. DNA methylation and chromatin conformation interplay and
coordinate in regulating gene expression and these processes are highly correlated (3).
Surveys on these epigenomic features of brain cells can deepen our understanding of gene
regulation underlying the complexity of human brains. Here, we comprehensively profiled
both DNA methylation and chromatin conformation in adult human brain cells from cortical
and subcortical regions using single-nucleus epigenomic sequencing technologies.
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Epigenome-based brain cell type taxonomies

We dissected 46 brain regions encompassing brain structures of the cerebral cortex (CX,
22 regions), basal forebrain (BF, 2), basal nuclei (BN, 11), hippocampus (HIP, 5), thalamus
(THM, 2), midbrain (MB, 1), pons (PN, 1) and cerebellum (CB, 2) (Fig. 1A, fig. S1A, and
tables S1 and S2). Most regions had three biological replicates from the three adult male
donors (table S3) except two amygdala regions (BM and CEN; two replicates each) (fig.
S1A and table S1). Fluorescence-activated nuclei sorting (FANS) was used to isolate 90%
NeuN-positive and 10% NeuN-negative cells in each sample (fig. SLA). We then employed
snmC-seg3 (“mC”)(10) to profile DNA methylation (DNAm) across all 46 brain regions

at the single-cell level. Additionally, we utilized snm3C-seq(*m3C”)(3) to simultaneously
examine single-cell DNA methylation and chromatin conformation from 17 brain regions
spanning CX, BF, and BN (See Fig 1B, and fig. S1A). Following rigorous quality control,
378,940 mC and 145,070 m3C nuclei were confirmed suitable for further analysis (fig.
S1B). Each mC cell produced an average of 0.94 million filtered reads, and each m3C

cell produced around 2.20 million reads with 406k chromatin contacts. This data quality
allowed us to reliably measure DNAm across genomic features (fig. S1C), identify variable
methylation regions, and pinpoint TADs and chromatin loops across different brain cell

types.

Through iterative clustering of the mC dataset (Methods), nuclei were first divided into
three classes: telencephalic excitatory neurons, inhibitory/non-telencephalic neurons, and
non-neuronal cells (Fig. 1, C and D). These were further divided into 40 major types and
188 subtypes (Fig. 1D, fig. S2, A to C, and tables S4 and S5). The cell types were annotated
based on CH-hypomethylated gene markers for neuronal cells and CG-hypomethylated
markers for non-neuronal cells (Methods). All major types and subtypes were conserved
across donors, though there were minor variations in the proportion of certain cell

types (Fig. 1D and fig. S2C). The robust dendrograms demonstrated similarities between
major types and subtypes (Fig. 1D and fig. S2C; Methods). Telencephalic excitatory and
inhibitory/non-telencephalic neurons are well-separated from non-neuronal cells, each type
forming a specific clade except CB and PKJ, which were grouped with the non-neuronal cell
types, likely owing to their similar global CG- and CH-methylation fractions (Fig. 1H and
fig. S4A).

Non-neuronal major types distribute evenly across brain structures, whereas neuronal ones
exhibit considerable spatial specificity (Fig. 1, D and F). Most telencephalic excitatory
neurons were grouped by location (Fig. 1D). Hippocampal excitatory neurons were grouped
based on their sub-structures (CA1, CA3, & DG). Cortical excitatory neurons were clustered
by their cortical layers (like L2/3; L=layer) and projection types (like IT) (table S4). Basal
nuclei excitatory neurons, predominantly from the amygdala, form the Amy-Exc group.
Telencephalic inhibitory neurons manifest as eleven major types, primarily from cortical
areas (Pvalb, Pvalb-ChC, Sst, Lamp5, Lamp5-Lhx6, Sncg, and Vip) and basal nuclei or
basal forebrain (MSN-D1, D2, Foxp2, and Chd7). In the thalamus, one excitatory and two
inhibitory major types were identified. One inhibitory major type, THM-MB, shares similar
DNA methylation profiles with a small population of midbrain cells. The other inhibitory
major type, THM-Inh, is very rare (361 cells or 0.07% of the entire dataset), possibly
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originating from the habenular nuclei of the thalamus due to dissection contamination

(fig. S2D). Pontine nucleus neurons constitute a unique major type (PN). The cerebellum
contained two distinct major types: the rare cell type Purkinje cells (PKJ, 867 cells or
0.17%), and cerebellar granule cells (CB). Lastly, the SubCtx-Cplx major type, found in the
basal nuclei and midbrain, was notable for its heterogeneity: its subtypes consisted of both
excitatory and inhibitory cells (Fig. 1E) and featured highly variable DNAm of the genes of
neurotransmitter receptors, transporters, and neuropeptides (fig. S2E).

The cell types determined from single-nucleus DNAm profiles were corroborated with
single-nucleus transcriptome (snRNA-seq) and single-nucleus chromatin accessibility
(SnATAC-seq) data from the same human brains (Methods; companion manuscripts Siletti et
al. (11) and Li et al. (12)). Integrative analysis revealed the strong correspondence between
cell types determined using different molecular modalities (fig. S3A). All epigenome-based
cell subtypes correspond well with transcriptome-based clusters (fig. S3B), though the
transcriptome-based clusters were derived from ~10 times more cells and from ~2 times
more brain regions.

Global methylation varied among major types: 77.7%-85.5% for mCG and 0.8%-10.7%
for mCH. Non-neuronal and granule cell (DG and CB) major types had the lowest global
fractions in both mCG and mCH (Fig. 1H and fig. S4A), consistent with the previous

study in mice (1). Cortical inhibitory neurons have the highest mCG, whereas certain
non-telencephalic neurons from the thalamus, midbrain, and pons exhibited the highest
mCH (Fig. 1H and fig. S4A). Cell-type global methylation corresponded with the gene
expression of DNAm readers and modifiers (Fig. 11 and fig. S4B). The expression of
MECP2 and DNMT3A, the major mCH reader and writer, were positively correlated with
global mCH (Pearson Correlation Coefficient, PCC=0.39 and 0.35) and weakly with mCG
(PCC=0.17 and 0.08; Fig. 11 and fig. S4B). The DNA methyltransferase DNMT1 had a high
positive correlation (PCC=0.63) between its expression and mCG across cell types (Fig.
11), matching its role as the major mCG maintainer in mature neurons (13). Intriguingly,
we observed an even higher correlation between DNMT1 expression and mCH (PCC=0.72,
Fig. 11), though it is thought to have little effect on mCH (14). This implied an unknown
relationship between DNMT1 and mCH or some yet-to-be-discovered factor influencing
both DNMT1 expression and mCH.

Using the improved scHiCluster(15) for m3C cells, we were able to separate all major types
except MSN-D1 and D2 solely through chromatin contacts (Fig. 1G). This also highlighted
the diversity of chromatin conformation across brain regions (fig. S2F). To ensure the
consistency of annotations between the two datasets, we co-clustered mC and m3C cells
iteratively and then transferred cell type annotations from mC to m3C cells (table S5;
Methods).

Differences in contact distance between neurons and non-neurons

To investigate cell-type-specific genome folding at different scales, we first examined
the proportion of contacts per cell at genome distances. Neurons displayed enrichment
of interactions at a shorter distance (200kb-2Mb), whereas mature oligodendrocytes and
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non-neural cells were enriched for longer-range contacts (20Mb-50Mb). Astrocyte and
oligodendrocyte progenitor cells exhibited enrichment in both ranges (Fig. 2, A to C, and
fig. S5, A and B). Within neuronal cells, cortical excitatory and subcortical neurons had
more shorter-range interactions than cortical inhibitory cells (p-value<1e-300, Wilcoxon
rank-sum test; Fig. 2, A and B). We observed similar patterns in previous datasets from the
mouse (1) and from a different technique (Dip-C (16); fig. S5C), signifying the conservation
of these patterns. The enrichment of shorter-range contacts in neurons was observed across
the whole genome, including both neuronal and non-neuronal gene loci (fig. S5D). The
ratio between shorter and longer interactions highly correlated with global gene expression
activity of cells (PCC=0.87, fig. S5E), and aligned with the sizes of nuclei (L5-ET > other
cortical excitatory neurons > cortical inhibitory neurons > non-neurons (17)). These results
demonstrated that the contact distance spectrum, traditionally associated with cell-cycle
phases (18), can also vary based on cell type in non-dividing cells.

We next investigated the relationship between enriched longer-range or shorter-range
chromatin interactions and chromatin compartments or domains. We identified chromosome
compartments within each major type at 100 kb resolution (Fig. 2D) and domains at

25 kb resolution. Enriched longer-range interactions in non-neurons were predominantly
intra-compartment, especially between B compartment regions. Shorter-range interactions
in neurons were also enriched within the same compartments (fig. S5, F and G). In

total, we observed an enrichment of intra-compartment interactions and a depletion of
inter-compartment interactions in non-neurons (fig. S5, H to K; Methods), indicating a
stronger compartment strength. In contrast, the enrichment of short-range interactions in
neurons was found to be both intra- and inter-domain (fig. S5, L and M).

Compartments, domains, and loops in brain cell types

We postulated that the methylation status of two genome loci would co-vary if they were
physically proximate. The co-methylation coefficient matrices, depicting the correlation of
methylation between genomic bins across single cells, displayed plaid patterns echoing
the compartment structures of chromatin contacts (Fig. 2E and fig. S6A). This suggested
the genome was segregated into local co-methylation domains, which constituted two sets
with opposite methylation diversities. A similar coregulation structure was also observed
for chromatin accessibility in single-cell ATAC-seq data (19), reinforcing evidence for
genome compartmentalization. Exploring the linking between DNA methylation and 3D
genome architecture, we observed that correlations between the strengths of chromatin
interactions and the average methylation fractions of their anchors were also associated
with chromosome compartments (fig. S6B), where negative correlations occurred more
frequently in the active compartment (p-value<le-300; fig. S6C).

We then determined domains at 25 kb resolution in single cells and found that neurons had
more domains (median 4,813) than non-neurons (median 4,308, p-value<1e-300) but with
smaller average size, resulting in a similar domain-covered genome proportion (fig. S6, D
and E). The number and size of domains were highly correlated with global gene expression
activity (fig. S6F). The boundary probability of a genomic bin was defined as the frequency
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it was identified as a domain boundary across cells, which mirrored the insulation scores
from the cell-type pseudo-bulk contact maps (Fig. 2, F and G).

Chromatin loops were delineated at 10 kb resolution in each of the 29 major types (and
119 cell subtypes) with >=100 m3C cells. We detected a median of 524,935 (541,551)
loop pixels with 45,140 (59,905) loop summits among major types (subtypes) (fig. S6G).
Of these, 24.3% were interactions between distal DMRs (see later section for systematic
description of DMRs) and gene promoters (TSS+2kbp), 38.1% between distal DMRs, and
5.8% between promoters (fig. S6H).

Cell type specificity of 3D genome features

Using either compartment scores, domain boundary probabilities, or loop strengths, we were
able to distinguish between cell types and determine the hierarchy of their similarities
(Methods; Fig. 2H and fig. S7, A to C), indicating cell type specificities of these

3D structures. Particularly, chromosome compartments could distinguish non-neurons,
excitatory, inhibitory, and MSN neurons, but had difficulty for finer major types within the
excitatory or inhibitory cell classes (fig. S7, B and C). In contrast, both chromatin domains
and loops distinguished better for finer excitatory and inhibitory major types, and loops
performed the best (Fig. 2H and fig. S7, B and C). This underscores the varying roles of
different scales of 3D features in gene regulation across cell type granularities, highlighting
that loops could be more specific than domains. Note that the primary goal of these analyses
was to contrast compartments, domains, and loops in cell type specificity, but not for cell
type clustering. The state-of-the-art of cell clustering on chromatin contacts is still based on
the genomic bin-pairs, as adopted by us (15) or other groups (20, 21) (fig. S7, B and C; more
discussion in Methods).

Systematic examination on specific 3D structures across all (or neuronal) major types
determined 1,188 (1,024) differential compartments (DCs), 2,050 (1,720) differential
domain boundaries (DBs), and 173,806 (148,395) differential loops (DLs) (fig. S8A and
table S6). Chromatin domains were considered conserved across cell types in general (22—
25), whereas they could display certain dynamics across cell types and development (3,
26-28). Our data further showed that chromatin domains could vary even between closely-
related cell types (Fig. 2, F and G). DMR-DMR loops showed higher cell-type specificity
than promoter-DMR or promoter-promoter loops (fig. S8B). Evaluating transcription factors
(TFs) in differential chromatin looping, we found the motifs of cell type-specific TFs (like
NFIX and NHLH1) were more enriched at anchors of DLs, whereas CTCF, a TF pivotal

for chromosome structure, was highly enriched at housekeeping loops (fig. S8C). This
implied CTCF’s role is more in structural loops than in cell type-specific promoter-enhancer
interactions. Many neuronal TFs (like NEUROG1 and NEUROG2) were enriched at the
pan-neuronal loops but not pan-brain-cell loops (fig. S8C), concordant with their neuron-
specific roles.

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.
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Relationship between genome organization and other molecular modalities

We examined the link between different 3D structural features and other epigenomic
modalities (mCG, mCH, and open chromatin). Across neuronal cell types, both mCG and
mCH were anti-correlated with compartment scores, domain boundary probabilities, and
loop strength (Fig. 21, figs. S9, B and D, and S10, C and D). In contrast, open chromatin
signals exhibited positive correlations with these structural features with similar or slightly
weaker (absolute) correlations (Fig. 21, figs. S9, B and D, and S10, C and D). These
(anti-)correlations suggest orchestration among active compartments, strong domains and
loop interactions, as well as open chromatin and methylation depletion corresponding to
active chromatin states. Between the differential structural features (DCs, DBs, and DLS)
across cell types, DLs had stronger (anti-)correlations with mCG, mCH, and open chromatin
compared to DCs and DBs (fig. S10C), particularly at the loops with high variability across
cell types (fig. S10D). Correlations across all cell types were generally weaker than in
neurons alone (Fig. 21, and figs. S9 and 10). The anticorrelation observed between DNAmM
and 3D genome structures could have resulted from the effect of DNAm on the binding of
factors driving genome folding (like CTCF)(29), the recruitment or exclusion of methylation
writers or erasers (such as DNMTs and TETS) through high-order structural formation, or
shared regulators of both methylation and genome organization (for example, Neurog2 in
mouse cortex (30)). Further developmental or mechanistic studies are needed to resolve the
causality relationship (29, 31).

Gene expression was correlated with the 3D genome structures as well, particularly for the
cell-type-specific genes (Fig. 2J). We identified 1,099 (1,358) top differentially expressed
genes (DEGS) pairwisely across neuronal (all) major types. They exhibited strong positive
correlations with all three structural features that overlapped with their gene bodies or
promoters (Fig. 2J and figs. S11 to 13). For loops, the interaction strengths were more
correlated with anchor-overlapped DEGs (on gene bodies or promoters) compared to the
anchor-encompassed DEGs (p-value<1e-300; Fig. 2J). We also noticed that increasing
variability of gene expression and/or structural signals of bins was linked to higher positive
correlations between them, which corroborates the overlap between differential structural
signatures and differential gene expression (figs. S11, E and F, and S12, E and F).

We further examined the relative location between 1,099 neuronal DEGs and their
correlated chromatin structures (FDR<0.01, Methods) at surrounding regions (TSS-5Mb

to TES+5Mb). The correlated compartments were mostly within the gene body (Fig. 2K),
and the correlated domain boundaries were highly enriched at TSS and TES (Fig. 2L),
suggesting the dynamics of gene body compartments and domains associated with gene
expression diversity. The loops with positive correlations were enriched within gene bodies,
as well as between the TSS/TES and the gene body + 1 Mb regions (Fig. 2M). Specifically,
48% of the loops within the gene body were correlated with gene expression, among which
98% are positively correlated. In comparison, a much smaller proportion of loops outside
the gene body were correlated with expression. A higher proportion of positively correlated
loops were observed within the upstream and downstream regions of the DEGs, and between
the upstream or downstream and the gene body regions, indicating the regulatory domain of
a gene structure.
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Among the 1,099 DEGs, 453 (41.2%) had gene bodies overlapped by one or more
genomic bins with positively correlated compartment scores, and 591 (53.8%) overlapped
by one or more correlated domain boundaries. 1,037 (94.4%) DEGs had TSS- or TES-
anchored correlated loops, and 898 (81.8%) had correlated loops within gene bodies.
These dynamics of chromatin architecture at different scales in total covered 96.8% of

the DEGs (Fig. 2N), again suggesting a strong association between genome structures

and gene expression diversity. Collectively, these analyses revealed the cell-type specificity
of chromatin architecture and its relationship with other epigenomic and transcriptomic
signatures at an unprecedented cell-type resolution in the human brain.

Cell-type specific DNA methylation patterns and associated gene

regulatory landscapes

To delineate the cell type-specific methylation profiles, we identified 24,455 CH- and
13,096 CG-differentially methylated genes (DMGs; fig. S14A; Methods) and 2,059,466
CG-DMRs (Fig. 3A; Methods) across 188 brain cell subtypes. In addition to depicting
distinct epigenetic signatures for brain cell identities, these methylation patterns provide
critical insight into understanding gene regulatory programs in brain cells, with gene body
methylation negatively correlating with gene expression (5, 7, 32), DMRs marking putative
cis-regulatory elements (CRES) (4, 5)), and transcription factor (TF) motifs implicating
candidate cell-type-specific regulators (32).

We assigned TFs to specific cell types if they were hypomethylated DMGs (fig. S14B;
Methods) and their motifs were enriched at the hypomethylated DMRs (hypo-DMRs) in

the same cell types (Methods). In total, 612 TFs were assigned to major neuronal types

and subtypes, where they potentially play important roles in shaping and maintaining cell
identities. For example, TBR1 was assigned to deep-layer excitatory neurons, particularly
L6-CT and L6b (Fig. 3B), and it was noted to play a fate-determining role in the
development of corticofugal projection neurons (33). ZNF423 and EBF2 were both assigned
to the cerebellar cell types (Fig. 3B). Both of them are crucial for cerebellum development,
whereas EBF2 particularly directs the migration of Purkinje cells (34-36).

Analyzing subtypes further highlighted variations in TF utilization. For instance, the

TF PBX3, assigned to the MSN-D1 major type prevalent in the striatum, was only
hypomethylated in the subtypes from the striosome compartment but not the matrix
compartment of the striatum (Fig. 3B and fig. S14C). This indicates a preference

for PBX3 expression in the striosome, corroborating previous observations (37, 38).
Further examination of potential binding sites of PBX3 (hypo-DMRs with PBX3 motifs)
showed lower average methylation fractions in striosome subtypes (Fig. 3B), suggesting a
compartment-specific regulatory role of this TF in the striatum.

We integrated DMGs, DMRs, and differential loops to pinpoint putative CREs for each
cell type (Fig. 3C). A gene was associated with a DMR if its TSS was within 5 Mb

of the DMR. Further refinement retains only DMR-DMG pairs overlapping with both
anchors of a loop or DL. Pearson correlations between mCG fractions of DMRs and mCH
fractions of gene bodies across cell subtypes were calculated to assess the association (fig.
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S14D). Enhanced associations were observed particularly for DL-filtered DMRs (Fig. 3D
and fig. S14D), which showed an increased overlap with open chromatin regions as well
(Fig. 3E). We identified 3.2M potential regulatory DMR/gene pairs between 1,122,919
DMRs and 12,327 genes (table S7). The methylation fractions of these DMRs, DMGs,

and the strengths of their interactions (loops) were (anti-)correlated (Fig. 3F), which could
collectively orchestrate specific gene regulatory programs. For instance, the gene SYT1,
encoding Synaptotagmin-1—a critical synaptic vesicle protein—exhibited lower methylation
fractions of both the distal DMRs and the SYT1 gene body in L2/3-IT neurons and stronger
interactions between the DMRs and the promoter compared to MSN-D1 neurons (Fig. 3G),
leading to a higher expression of SYT1 in L2/3-1T than MSN-D1 (Fig. 3G and fig. S14E).
Overall, the integration of CG- and CH-methylation with chromatin conformation reveals
distinct cell-type regulatory dynamics.

Numerous non-coding loci linked to brain diseases have been pinpointed by GWAS, with
many in enhancer regions (39). DMRs and loops help localize these genetic variants

to specific cell-type regulatory elements. Using linkage disequilibrium score regression
(LDSC) (40), we detected associations between 20 brain diseases or traits and DMRs

or loop-overlapping DMRs in human brain cells (Fig. 3H and fig. S15A; Methods).
Schizophrenia, bipolar disorder, and neuroticism risk variants were prominently enriched

in hypo-DMRs of excitatory neurons in the cortices and hippocampus, whereas Alzheimer’s
disease (AD) aligned with microglia (MGC; Fig. 3H; (41)). Tobacco usage disorder variants
associated with the Foxp2 cell type from the basal ganglia (Fig. 3H), an area linked

to tobacco addiction (42). Further exploration into disease risk variants revealed diverse
impacts on gene regulations. Although many cell types are related to the same diseases, the
risk variants to which they are implicated could be diverse. For example, the schizophrenia
risk variants rs2789588 was implicated in both L2/3-1T and L6-CT neurons with similar
epigenetic features, whereas rs17194490 was only implicated in L2/3-1T with specific DNA
hypomethylation, stronger long-range interaction with the corresponding gene, and higher
gene expression compared to L6-CT (fig S15B).

Regional heterogeneity in cortices and basal ganglia

Beyond cell type diversity, heterogeneity within shared cell types across regions has been
noted in the neocortex in both gene expression (43-45) and DNA methylation (1). Our
extensive epigenomic dataset further explores gene regulation heterogeneity across broader
cortical regions and subcortical regions. To discern regional diversity from other cell-type
heterogeneities, we devised a workflow to unveil the regional landscape within single-nuclei
DNA methylation profiles (Fig. 4A). Integrating these profiles with brain region data,

we mapped the cells to a “regional methylation space” (Fig. 4A; Methods), where cells
closer together have methylation neighbors from similar brain regions. In this “regional
methylation space” (Fig. 4A; Methods), trajectories depict regional transitions alongside
associated methylome shifts, thereby enhancing our grasp of regional DNA methylation
effects.

Cortical excitatory neurons exhibited remarkable regional diversity in methylation,
particularly the intratelencephalic-projecting neurons (LX-IT; Fig. 4B). The regional
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diversity of cortical inhibitory neurons (46) was less studied due to their inconspicuous
regional patterns in transcriptome and epigenome (1, 47, 48). Our analysis reveals, though
less pronounced, regional distinctions among cortical inhibitory neurons (Fig. 4B). Regional
axes of each cortical neuronal cell type were constructed through single-cell trajectory
analysis (49). We observed a shared ordering of brain regions on the axes among cortical
neurons, from the posterior regions of the brain (like the primary visual cortex V1C) to
the anterior lateral regions (like the prefrontal cortex A46 & the middle temporal gyrus
MTG) and then to the anterior medial regions (like the anterior cingulate cortex ACC &
the lateral entorhinal cortex LEC; Fig. 4, C and D). Only L6-CT showed an exceptional
pattern (Fig. 4, B and C) from this Posterior-Lateroanterior—Medioanterior (P-LA-MA)
trend. Nevertheless, the shared trend allowed for further analysis of a consensus regional
axis for cortical neurons (Fig. 4C; Methods).

Epigenetic alterations along this axis suggest regional specification of cerebral cortices.

For instance, the transcription factor NR2F1 (also known as COUP-TFI) has gradient
expression during brain development, which is vital for establishing the caudal-rostral
regional specialization in the neocortex (43) and the boundary between the neocortex and
the entorhinal cortex (50). Our data showed low gene body methylation in V1C (P) and
LEC (MA) and high in A46 (LA; Fig. 4G and fig. S16B), accompanied by a reversed

trend of gene expression (fig. S16A). Two chromatin domains associated with NR2F1
showed interaction strengths changing in the opposite direction (Fig. 4F). In V1C, the
upstream domain interacted more with NR2F1’s promoter and had hypo-methylated DMRs
compared to LEC. In contrast, the downstream domain displayed a stronger interaction
with NR2F1’s promoter and featured DMRs hypo-methylated in LEC (Fig. 4, F and G).
Two neighbor genes NR2F1-AS1 and FAM172A, encompassed in these two domains
respectively, showed concordant expression trends with the domain strengths (fig. S16A).
Such coherent variations in epigenetics and transcription imply regulatory domain switching
and alternative CRE usage to activate the same gene in different cortical regions, which
needs further investigation.

Systematic examination of regionally differential epigenetic features in cortical neurons
determined in total 14,606 (average 2.9k for each major type) regional DMGs (rDMGS),
885.4k (63.2k) regional DMRs (rDMRs), 773k (71.2k) regional differential loops (rDLs)
and 1,495 (136) regional differential domain boundaries (rDB; fig. S16B; Methods). Many
rDMGs and rDMRs showed monotonic methylation gradients along the P-LA-MA axis
(Fig. 4E, and fig. S16, C and D), whereas more complex patterns (such as NR2F1) also
existed.

Basal ganglia neurons exhibited remarkable regional diversity as well. An L-D-V axis
(lateral to dorsal to ventral) became evident in the basal ganglia (Fig. 4H) with
accompanying epigenetic shifts. For instance, moving from NAC through CaB to Pu, the
LSAMP gene increased in mCH (Fig. 4, | and J) and decreased in strengths of chromatin
domains and loops around (Fig. 4K). We determined 6,371 rDMGs and 398.8k rDMRs

in the four major types of basal ganglia (MSN-D1, MSN-D2, FOXP2 and CHD7; fig.
S16B), and identified 98,276 (50,271) rDLs and 193 (99) rDBs (fig. S16B) in MSN-D1
and MSN-D2 cells. The majority of rDMGs and rDMRs showed strong (anti-)correlations
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with the L-D-V axis (fig. S16, C to F), highlighting regional variation as a key to basal
ganglia within-cell-type heterogeneity. Distinctions in both functions and neural connections
between the dorsal (CaB and Pu) and the ventral parts of basal ganglia, particularly its major
component striatum, have been noted previously (51, 52). Our data and analysis provided the
epigenetic basis of the dorsal-ventral differences and refined the regional differences within
the dorsal basal ganglia (Fig. 4H).

A considerable amount (427 out of 746) of TF motifs were enriched in rDMRs (fig S16G;
Methods). Approximately 47% of these TFs are expressed in the corresponding cell types
(fig. S16H), with expression (anti-)correlated with the regional axes (for example, fig. S161).
These findings hint at potential region-specific regulatory mechanisms in the brain, possibly
underlying functional diversities.

Conservation of brain cell types and DMRs between humans and mice.

Brain cell type conservation between primates and rodents was noted in several neocortical
regions (17, 53). To assess whether the conservation holds in broader brain regions, we
compared the single-nucleus DNA methylation profiles from human and mouse (1), using
corresponding regions including the cerebral cortex, basal forebrain, basal nuclei, and
hippocampus (Methods). The integration analysis showed three major types defined in
human brains were discrepant with mouse brain cells (Fig 5A). Mouse L4-1T neurons
aligned only to subpopulations of their human counterparts (Fig. 5B), confirming a larger
heterogeneity in human L4-IT neurons (17). The human hippocampal HIP-Misc1 neurons
were integrated with some mouse cortical IT neurons, and HIP-Misc2 neurons did not
match any mouse cell type. The parallel sSnRNA dataset (11) validated these two human
hippocampal cell types (Fig. 5C and fig. S17B). Although the unmatched cell types will
need further investigation, the major type taxonomies were generally conserved across
broader brain regions between humans and mice (Fig. 5A and fig. S17A), whereas both
global CG- and CH-methylation were consistently higher in humans than in mice for
corresponding cell types (Fig. 5D and fig. S17C).

To compare the gene regulation between human and mouse brains, we used liftOver to
match major-type hypo-DMRs identified within single species (Fig. 5E). 40~60% hypo-
DMRs across cell types had ortholog sequences in the other species (and we referred

to these DMRs as OrthSeqs). Around half of OrthSeqgs had their orthologs also hypo-
DMRs in the other species (OrthDMRs). Most (95%) of OrthDMRs were reciprocally
matchable (CnsvDMRs; Fig. 5F and fig. S17D). Methylation fractions of CnsvDMRs
showed remarkable correlations across cell types between human and mouse (Fig. 5, G
and H), suggesting functional conservation between species.

We further selected the most highly correlated DMRs (hcCnsvDMRs, Fig. 5G). Functional
enrichment analysis of hcCnsvDMRs showed that they were enriched in biological processes
related to forebrain development and in cellular components related to dendrites and
synapses (fig. S17, F and G; Methods). Comparison to histone modifications in mouse
forebrains (4) demonstrated these DMRs were depleted from heterochromatic regions
(H3K9me3) as well as enriched in regions of enhancers (H3K27ac & H3K4me1l), promoters
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(H3K4me3), and poised enhancers (H3K27me3; fig. S17E; Methods). Categorizing the
hcCnsvDMRs further into open or closed status based on their chromatin accessibility (2)
showed that open DMRs were enriched in enhancers and promoters. In contrast, closed
DMRs were particularly enriched in the poised enhancers (Fig. 51), which had probably been
active during development.

Methylation conservation between species hints at a strategy for enhancer discovery through
comparative epigenetics. For example, INPP5J, a specific gene of Pvalb neurons, had many
distal and proximal hcCnsvDMRs overlapping with matched chromatin-accessible regions
(Fig. 5J), including two validated as specific enhancers for viral targeting of mouse Pvalb
neurons (Fig. 5J) (54).

Single-cell methylation barcodes (scMCodes) reliably predict human brain

cell Identity.

DNA methylation variation in the genomes of cells contains molecular “engrams”
representing past and present gene regulatory events (55). We observed distinct DNA
methylation patterns on many CpG sites highly specific to brain cell types (for example,
fig. S18B). This led us to devise single-cell methylation barcodes (scMCodes) to determine
brain cell types at single cell level using the methylation status of selected CpG sites (Fig.
6A and fig. S18A; Methods).

We first selected CpG sites distinguishing brain cell types iteratively (Methods). These

sites were further clustered into 39k groups according to their across-cell-type methylation
patterns. We then assessed their cell-type predicting power through machine learning models
with cross-validation (fig. S18A; Methods). 800 groups with a total of 12k CpG sites were
selected as the scMCodes (Fig. 6B and C, and tables S8 and S9) to achieve good predicting
power (Fig. 6D) while minimizing feature number (fig. S18C). These scMCodes achieved
~93% accuracy (Fig. 6D; Methods).

Cross-donor tests were conducted among the three donors of this study and an

external individual (5). The results showed high prediction accuracies (92~96%; Fig.

6E), demonstrating the cross-individual robustness of the scMCode approach. Single-cell
sequencing has limited genomic coverage. On average, only ~200 CpG sites of scMCodes
were detected in each cell (Fig. 6F), which underscores the effectiveness of scMCode in
determining human brain cell types using a few hundred select methylation sites.

Discussion

A profound understanding of cellular diversity and distinctive gene regulatory mechanisms
in the human brain is pivotal for elucidating brain functions and formulating therapeutics
for brain disorders. We have compiled a comprehensive single-cell DNA methylation and
3D genome structure atlas of human brains with 524,010 deeply sequenced nuclei from 46
distinct brain regions, permitting us to identify 188 epigenetically distinct cell types. The
extensive profiling of brain regions in this study has allowed us to identify cell types specific
to subcortical regions and compare epigenetic diversity within the same cell type across
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different brain regions, which considerably expands previous work (3, 5, 56). Additionally,
we have made considerable strides in understanding the 3D genome diversity across brain
cell types and regions, facilitated by a 30-fold increase in cell profiling via snm3C-seq.
Moreover, the specificity of domains and loops across 29 cell types was determined, pushing
the cell type resolution extensively beyond previous studies (28, 57-59).

Single-nucleotide resolution DNAm has proven valuable in predicting epigenetic age

(60), tracing cell lineage (61, 62), and diagnosing life-threatening diseases (63, 64). The
intricate regulatory information encoded in DNAm has enabled us to distill a set of
single-cell methylation barcodes (scMCodes) for reliable cell-type identification. Given that
circulating-free DNA (cfDNA) methylation has been recognized as a robust tool for cancer
diagnosis (58) and provided promising biomarkers for brain disorders (59), our scMCode
method presents itself as a potentially transformative tool for the non-invasive diagnosis of
brain disorders. It could aid in pinpointing pathological brain cell types and inform treatment
selection, marking a stride forward in precision medicine.

However, several avenues warrant further exploration. 1) Beyond the 46 brain regions
sampled in this study, the human brain has other intricate structures with complex cell
diversity, particularly in subcortical regions. A more comprehensive brain region sampling,
beyond what was available for this study, would provide deeper insights into the underlying
gene regulation complexities. 2) Availability of high-quality tissues restricted us to only
three male donors. Although this satisfied the purpose of this study for surveying human
brain cell types and revealing their epigenomic patterns, expanding the donor base would
further elucidate individual variations of brain cells, alongside the genetic impact on gene
regulatory diversity. 3) Our findings largely stem from molecular modality correlations.
Verifying these associations is imperative for delineating the functionality of regulatory
elements, mapping regulatory networks, and harnessing putative enhancers for cell subtype
studies.

Overall, this multimodal human brain cell atlas enriches our understanding of brain cells
with a foundational epigenomic perspective. It offers not only an invaluable resource

for exploring cell type diversity, gene regulation complexity, regional variation, and
evolutionary conservation within brain cells but also provides the essential elements, such
as putative regulatory elements, for the development of innovative genetic tools for cell
type-specific targeting.

Supplementary Material

Refer to Web version on PubMed Central for supplementary material.

Acknowledgments:

This publication was supported by and coordinated through the NIH’s Brain Research through Advancing
Innovative Neurotechnologies (BRAIN) Initiative - Cell Census Network (BICCN). This publication is part of
the Human Cell Atlas- www.humancellatlas.org/publications. We thank Jesse R Dixon, Trygve E Bakken, and
Nikolas L Jorstad for the scientific discussion and suggestive comments. We are very grateful to members of the
Ecker group for their feedback and discussion. We thank Dr. Erica Melief and Aimee Schantz for outstanding
administrative assistance, Lisa Keene, Katelyn Kern, and Amanda Keen for support in tissue collection, and most
importantly the brain tissue donors and their families, without whom this work would not be possible.

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.


http://www.humancellatlas.org/publications

1duosnue Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnue Joyiny

1duosnuen Joyiny

Tian et al.

Funding:

Page 14

This work was supported by grants from NIMH U01MH121282 to B.R., M.M.B and J.R.E., UM1 MH130994 to
J.R.E., M.M.B. and B.R., NIMH U01MH114812 to E.L and S.L, and in part by the Nancy and Buster Alvord
Endowment to C.D.K. The Flow Cytometry Core Facility of the Salk Institute is supported by funding from
NIH-NCI CCSG: P30 014195 and Shared Instrumentation Grant S10-OD023689. J.R.E is an investigator of the
Howard Hughes Medical Institute.

Data availability:

The data analyzed in this study were produced through the Brain Initiative

Cell Census Network (BICCN:RRID:SCR_015820) and deposited in the NEMO

Archive (RRID:SCR_002001) under identifier nemo:dat-jx4eu3g accessible at https://
assets.nemoarchive.org/dat-jx4eu3g. Raw and processed data were also deposited

to NCBI GEO/SRA with accession number GSE215353. A browser of single

cell methylation can be found at https://cellxgene.cziscience.com/collections/fdebfda9-
bb9a-4b4b-97e5-651097ea07h0. A summarization of data availability can be found at http://
neomorph.salk.edu/hba/.

References and Notes

1. Liu H, Zhou J, Tian W, Luo C, Bartlett A, Aldridge A, Lucero J, Osteen JK, Nery JR, Chen H,
Rivkin A, Castanon RG, Clock B, Li YE, Hou X, Poirion OB, Preissl S, Pinto-Duarte A, O’Connor
C, Boggeman L, Fitzpatrick C, Nunn M, Mukamel EA, Zhang Z, Callaway EM, Ren B, Dixon JR,
Behrens MM, Ecker JR, DNA methylation atlas of the mouse brain at single-cell resolution. Nature.
598, 120-128 (2021). [PubMed: 34616061]

2. Li YE, Preissl S, Hou X, Zhang Z, Zhang K, Qiu Y, Poirion OB, Li B, Chiou J, Liu H, Pinto-Duarte
A, Kubo N, Yang X, Fang R, Wang X, Han JY, Lucero J, Yan Y, Miller M, Kuan S, Gorkin D,
Gaulton KJ, Shen Y, Nunn M, Mukamel EA, Behrens MM, Ecker JR, Ren B, An atlas of gene
regulatory elements in adult mouse cerebrum. Nature. 598, 129-136 (2021). [PubMed: 34616068]

3. Lee D-S, Luo C, Zhou J, Chandran S, Rivkin A, Bartlett A, Nery JR, Fitzpatrick C, O’Connor C,
Dixon JR, Ecker JR, Simultaneous profiling of 3D genome structure and DNA methylation in single
human cells. Nat. Methods. 16, 999-1006 (2019). [PubMed: 31501549]

4. He Y, Hariharan M, Gorkin DU, Dickel DE, Luo C, Castanon RG, Nery JR, Lee AY, Zhao Y, Huang
H, Williams BA, Trout D, Amrhein H, Fang R, Chen H, Li B, Visel A, Pennacchio LA, Ren B,
Ecker JR, Spatiotemporal DNA methylome dynamics of the developing mouse fetus. Nature. 583,
752-759 (2020). [PubMed: 32728242]

5. Luo C, Keown CL, Kurihara L, Zhou J, He Y, Li J, Castanon R, Lucero J, Nery JR, Sandoval JP,
Bui B, Sejnowski TJ, Harkins TT, Mukamel EA, Behrens MM, Ecker JR, Single-cell methylomes
identify neuronal subtypes and regulatory elements in mammalian cortex. Science. 357, 600-604
(2017). [PubMed: 28798132]

6. de Mendoza A, Poppe D, Buckberry S, Pflueger J, Albertin CB, Daish T, Bertrand S, de la
Calle-Mustienes E, Gomez-Skarmeta JL, Nery JR, Ecker JR, Baer B, Ragsdale CW, Griitzner F,
Escriva H, Venkatesh B, Bogdanovic O, Lister R, The emergence of the brain non-CpG methylation
system in vertebrates. Nat Ecol Evol. 5, 369-378 (2021). [PubMed: 33462491]

7. Lister R, Mukamel EA, Nery JR, Urich M, Puddifoot CA, Johnson ND, Lucero J, Huang Y, Dwork
AJ, Schultz MD, Yu M, Tonti-Filippini J, Heyn H, Hu S, Wu JC, Rao A, Esteller M, He C, Haghighi
FG, Sejnowski TJ, Behrens MM, Ecker JR, Global epigenomic reconfiguration during mammalian
brain development. Science. 341, 1237905 (2013). [PubMed: 23828890]

8. Tillotson R, Cholewa-Waclaw J, Chhatbar K, Connelly JC, Kirschner SA, Webb S, Koerner MV,
Selfridge J, Kelly DA, De Sousa D, Brown K, Lyst MJ, Kriaucionis S, Bird A, Neuronal non-CG
methylation is an essential target for MeCP2 function. Mol. Cell. 81, 1260-1275.e12 (2021).
[PubMed: 33561390]

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.


https://assets.nemoarchive.org/dat-jx4eu3g
https://assets.nemoarchive.org/dat-jx4eu3g
https://cellxgene.cziscience.com/collections/fdebfda9-bb9a-4b4b-97e5-651097ea07b0
https://cellxgene.cziscience.com/collections/fdebfda9-bb9a-4b4b-97e5-651097ea07b0
http://neomorph.salk.edu/hba/
http://neomorph.salk.edu/hba/

1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnue Joyiny

1duosnuen Joyiny

Tian et al.

Page 15

9. Dekker J, Mirny L, The 3D Genome as Moderator of Chromosomal Communication. Cell. 164,
1110-1121 (2016). [PubMed: 26967279]

10. Luo C, Rivkin A, Zhou J, Sandoval JP, Kurihara L, Lucero J, Castanon R, Nery JR, Pinto-Duarte
A, Bui B, Fitzpatrick C, O’Connor C, Ruga S, Van Eden ME, Davis DA, Mash DC, Behrens MM,
Ecker JR, Robust single-cell DNA methylome profiling with snmC-seq2. Nat. Commun. 9, 3824
(2018). [PubMed: 30237449]

11. Siletti K, Hodge R, Albiach AM, Hu L, Lee KW, Lénnerberg P, Bakken T, Ding S-L, Clark
M, Casper T, Dee N, Gloe J, Dirk Keene C, Nyhus J, Tung H, Yanny AM, Arenas E, Lein ES,
Linnarsson S, Transcriptomic diversity of cell types across the adult human brain. bioRxiv (2022),
p. 2022.10.12.511898.

12. Li YE, Preissl S, Miller M, Johnson ND, Wang Z, Jiao H, Zhu C, Wang Z, Xie Y, Poirion O,

Kern C, Pinto-Duarte A, Tian W, Siletti K, Emerson N, Osteen J, Lucero J, Lin L, Yang Q, Zhu

Q, Espinoza S, Yanny AM, Nyhus J, Dee N, Casper T, Shapovalova N, Hirschstein D, Hodge RD,
Linnarsson S, Bakken T, Levi B, Dirk Keene C, Shang J, Lein ES, Wang A, Margarita Behrens

M, Ecker JR, Ren B, A comparative atlas of single-cell chromatin accessibility in the human brain.
bioRxiv (2022), p. 2022.11.09.515833.

13. Feng J, Zhou Y, Campbell SL, Le T, Li E, Sweatt JD, Silva AJ, Fan G, Dnmt1 and Dnmt3a
maintain DNA methylation and regulate synaptic function in adult forebrain neurons. Nat.
Neurosci. 13, 423-430 (2010). [PubMed: 20228804]

14. He Y, Ecker JR, Non-CG Methylation in the Human Genome. Annu. Rev. Genomics Hum. Genet.
16, 55-77 (2015). [PubMed: 26077819]

15. Zhou J, Ma J, Chen Y, Cheng C, Bao B, Peng J, Sejnowski TJ, Dixon JR, Ecker JR, Robust
single-cell Hi-C clustering by convolution- and random-walk-based imputation. Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences. 116, 14011-14018 (2019).

16. Tan L, Ma' W, Wu H, Zheng Y, Xing D, Chen R, Li X, Daley N, Deisseroth K, Xie XS, Changes
in genome architecture and transcriptional dynamics progress independently of sensory experience
during post-natal brain development. Cell. 184, 741-758.e17 (2021). [PubMed: 33484631]

17. Hodge RD, Bakken TE, Miller JA, Smith KA, Barkan ER, Graybuck LT, Close JL, Long B,
Johansen N, Penn O, Yao Z, Eggermont J, Hollt T, Levi BP, Shehata SI, Aevermann B, Beller A,
Bertagnolli D, Brouner K, Casper T, Cobbs C, Dalley R, Dee N, Ding S-L, Ellenbogen RG, Fong
O, Garren E, Goldy J, Gwinn RP, Hirschstein D, Keene CD, Keshk M, Ko AL, Lathia K, Mahfouz
A, Maltzer Z, McGraw M, Nguyen TN, Nyhus J, Ojemann JG, Oldre A, Parry S, Reynolds
S, Rimorin C, Shapovalova NV, Somasundaram S, Szafer A, Thomsen ER, Tieu M, Quon G,
Scheuermann RH, Yuste R, Sunkin SM, Lelieveldt B, Feng D, Ng L, Bernard A, Hawrylycz M,
Phillips JW, Tasic B, Zeng H, Jones AR, Koch C, Lein ES, Conserved cell types with divergent
features in human versus mouse cortex. Nature. 573, 61-68 (2019). [PubMed: 31435019]

18. Nagano T, Lubling Y, Varnai C, Dudley C, Leung W, Baran Y, Mendelson Cohen N, Wingett
S, Fraser P, Tanay A, Cell-cycle dynamics of chromosomal organization at single-cell resolution.
Nature. 547, 61-67 (2017). [PubMed: 28682332]

19. Buenrostro JD, Wu B, Litzenburger UM, Ruff D, Gonzales ML, Snyder MP, Chang HY, Greenleaf
WJ, Single-cell chromatin accessibility reveals principles of regulatory variation. Nature. 523,
486-490 (2015). [PubMed: 26083756]

20. Zhang R, Zhou T, Ma J, Multiscale and integrative single-cell Hi-C analysis with Higashi. Nat.
Biotechnol. 40, 254-261 (2022). [PubMed: 34635838]

21. Zhang R, Zhou T, Ma J, Ultrafast and interpretable single-cell 3D genome analysis with Fast-
Higashi. Cell Syst. 13, 798-807.e6 (2022). [PubMed: 36265466]

22. Dixon JR, Selvaraj S, Yue F, Kim A, Li Y, Shen Y, Hu M, Liu JS, Ren B, Topological domains
in mammalian genomes identified by analysis of chromatin interactions. Nature. 485, 376-380
(2012). [PubMed: 22495300]

23. Rao SSP, Huntley MH, Durand NC, Stamenova EK, Bochkov 1D, Robinson JT, Sanborn AL,
Machol I, Omer AD, Lander ES, Aiden EL, A 3D map of the human genome at kilobase
resolution reveals principles of chromatin looping. Cell. 159, 1665-1680 (2014). [PubMed:
25497547]

24. Dixon JR, Jung |, Selvaraj S, Shen Y, Antosiewicz-Bourget JE, Lee AY, Ye Z, Kim A,

Rajagopal N, Xie W, Diao Y, Liang J, Zhao H, Lobanenkov VV, Ecker JR, Thomson JA, Ren

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.



1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnue Joyiny

1duosnuen Joyiny

Tian et al.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Page 16

B, Chromatin architecture reorganization during stem cell differentiation. Nature. 518, 331-336
(2015). [PubMed: 25693564]

Schmitt AD, Hu M, Jung I, Xu Z, Qiu Y, Tan CL, Li Y, Lin S, Lin Y, Barr CL, Ren B,

A Compendium of Chromatin Contact Maps Reveals Spatially Active Regions in the Human
Genome. Cell Rep. 17, 2042-2059 (2016). [PubMed: 27851967]

Bonev B, Mendelson Cohen N, Szabo Q, Fritsch L, Papadopoulos GL, Lubling Y, Xu X, Lv
X, Hugnot J-P, Tanay A, Cavalli G, Multiscale 3D Genome Rewiring during Mouse Neural
Development. Cell. 171, 557-572.e24 (2017). [PubMed: 29053968]

Zhang Y, Li T, Preissl S, Amaral ML, Grinstein JD, Farah EN, Destici E, Qiu Y, Hu R, Lee AY,
Chee S, Ma K, Ye Z, Zhu Q, Huang H, Fang R, Yu L, Izpisua Belmonte JC, Wu J, Evans SM, Chi
NC, Ren B, Transcriptionally active HERV-H retrotransposons demarcate topologically associating
domains in human pluripotent stem cells. Nat. Genet. 51, 1380-1388 (2019). [PubMed: 31427791]
Winick-Ng W, Kukalev A, Harabula I, Zea-Redondo L, Szah6 D, Meijer M, Serebreni L, Zhang

Y, Bianco S, Chiariello AM, Irastorza-Azcarate I, Thieme CJ, Sparks TM, Carvalho S, Fiorillo L,
Musella F, Irani E, Triglia ET, Kolodziejczyk AA, Abentung A, Apostolova G, Paul EJ, Franke

V, Kempfer R, Akalin A, Teichmann SA, Dechant G, Ungless MA, Nicodemi M, Welch L,
Castelo-Branco G, Pombo A, Cell-type specialization is encoded by specific chromatin topologies.
Nature, 1-8 (2021).

Wiehle L, Thorn GJ, Raddatz G, Clarkson CT, Rippe K, Lyko F, Breiling A, Teif VB, DNA
(de)methylation in embryonic stem cells controls CTCF-dependent chromatin boundaries. Genome
Res. 29, 750-761 (2019). [PubMed: 30948436]

Noack F, Vangelisti S, Raffl G, Carido M, Diwakar J, Chong F, Bonev B, Multimodal profiling

of the transcriptional regulatory landscape of the developing mouse cortex identifies Neurog2 as a
key epigenome remodeler. Nat. Neurosci. 25, 154-167 (2022). [PubMed: 35132236]

Scelfo A, Barra V, Abdennur N, Spracklin G, Busato F, Salinas-Luypaert C, Bonaiti E,

Velasco G, Chipont A, Guérin C, Tijhuis AE, Spierings DCJ, Francastel C, Foijer F, Tost

J, Mirny L, Fachinetti D, Tunable DNMT1 degradation reveals cooperation of DNMT1 and
DNMT3B in regulating DNA methylation dynamics and genome organization. bioRxiv (2023), p.
2023.05.04.539406.

Mo A, Mukamel EA, Davis FP, Luo C, Henry GL, Picard S, Urich MA, Nery JR, Sejnowski

TJ, Lister R, Eddy SR, Ecker JR, Nathans J, Epigenomic Signatures of Neuronal Diversity in the
Mammalian Brain. Neuron. 86, 1369-1384 (2015). [PubMed: 26087164]

Heavner WE, Ji S, Notwell JH, Dyer ES, Tseng AM, Birgmeier J, Yoo B, Bejerano G, McConnell
SK, Transcription factor expression defines subclasses of developing projection neurons highly
similar to single-cell RNA-seq subtypes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 117, 25074-25084 (2020).
[PubMed: 32948690]

Warming S, Rachel RA, Jenkins NA, Copeland NG, Zfp423 is required for normal cerebellar
development. Mol. Cell. Biol. 26, 6913-6922 (2006). [PubMed: 16943432]

Casoni F, Croci L, Bosone C, D’Ambrosio R, Badaloni A, Gaudesi D, Barili V, Sarna JR,
Tessarollo L, Cremona O, Hawkes R, Warming S, Consalez GG, Zfp423/ZNF423 regulates cell
cycle progression, the mode of cell division and the DNA-damage response in Purkinje neuron
progenitors. Development. 144, 3686-3697 (2017). [PubMed: 28893945]

Croci L, Chung S-H, Masserdotti G, Gianola S, Bizzoca A, Gennarini G, Corradi A, Rossi

F, Hawkes R, Consalez GG, A key role for the HLH transcription factor EBF2COE2,0/E-3

in Purkinje neuron migration and cerebellar cortical topography. Development. 133, 2719-2729
(2006). [PubMed: 16774995]

Takahashi K, Liu F-C, Oishi T, Mori T, Higo N, Hayashi M, Hirokawa K, Takahashi H, Expression
of FOXP2 in the developing monkey forebrain: comparison with the expression of the genes
FOXP1, PBX3, and MEIS2. J. Comp. Neurol. 509, 180-189 (2008). [PubMed: 18461604]

Kaoru T, Liu F-C, Ishida M, Qishi T, Hayashi M, Kitagawa M, Shimoda K, Takahashi H,
Molecular characterization of the intercalated cell masses of the amygdala: implications for the
relationship with the striatum. Neuroscience. 166, 220-230 (2010). [PubMed: 20004711]

Nasser J, Bergman DT, Fulco CP, Guckelberger P, Doughty BR, Patwardhan TA, Jones TR,
Nguyen TH, Ulirsch JC, Lekschas F, Mualim K, Natri HM, Weeks EM, Munson G, Kane M,
Kang HY, Cui A, Ray JP, Eisenhaure TM, Collins RL, Dey K, Pfister H, Price AL, Epstein CB,

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.



1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnue Joyiny

1duosnuen Joyiny

Tian et al.

Page 17

Kundaje A, Xavier RJ, Daly MJ, Huang H, Finucane HK, Hacohen N, Lander ES, Engreitz JM,
Genome-wide enhancer maps link risk variants to disease genes. Nature. 593, 238-243 (2021).
[PubMed: 33828297]

40. Bulik-Sullivan BK, Loh P-R, Finucane HK, Ripke S, Yang J, Schizophrenia Working Group of

the Psychiatric Genomics Consortium, Patterson N, Daly MJ, Price AL, Neale BM, LD Score
regression distinguishes confounding from polygenicity in genome-wide association studies. Nat.
Genet. 47, 291-295 (2015). [PubMed: 25642630]

41. Hansen DV, Hanson JE, Sheng M, Microglia in Alzheimer’s disease. J. Cell Biol. 217, 459-472

(2018). [PubMed: 29196460]

42. Liu M, Jiang Y, Wedow R, Li Y, Brazel DM, Chen F, Datta G, Davila-\elderrain J, McGuire

D, Tian C, Zhan X, 23andMe Research Team, HUNT All-In Psychiatry, Choquet H, Docherty
AR, Faul JD, Foerster JR, Fritsche LG, Gabrielsen ME, Gordon SD, Haessler J, Hottenga J-J,
Huang H, Jang S-K, Jansen PR, Ling Y, Mégi R, Matoba N, McMahon G, Mulas A, Orru V,
Palviainen T, Pandit A, Reginsson GW, Skogholt AH, Smith JA, Taylor AE, Turman C, Willemsen
G, Young H, Young KA, Zajac GJM, Zhao W, Zhou W, Bjornsdottir G, Boardman JD, Boehnke
M, Boomsma DI, Chen C, Cucca F, Davies GE, Eaton CB, Ehringer MA, Esko T, Fiorillo E,
Gillespie NA, Gudbjartsson DF, Haller T, Harris KM, Heath AC, Hewitt JK, Hickie 1B, Hokanson
JE, Hopfer CJ, Hunter DJ, lacono WG, Johnson EO, Kamatani Y, Kardia SLR, Keller MC, Kellis
M, Kooperberg C, Kraft P, Krauter KS, Laakso M, Lind PA, Loukola A, Lutz SM, Madden PAF,
Martin NG, McGue M, McQueen MB, Medland SE, Metspalu A, Mohlke KL, Nielsen JB, Okada
Y, Peters U, Polderman TJC, Posthuma D, Reiner AP, Rice JP, Rimm E, Rose RJ, Runarsdottir

V, Stallings MC, Stan¢akova A, Stefansson H, Thai KK, Tindle HA, Tyrfingsson T, Wall TL,
Weir DR, Weisner C, Whitfield JB, Winsvold BS, Yin J, Zuccolo L, Bierut LJ, Hveem K, Lee JJ,
Munafo MR, Saccone NL, Willer CJ, Cornelis MC, David SP, Hinds DA, Jorgenson E, Kaprio J,
Stitzel JA, Stefansson K, Thorgeirsson TE, Abecasis G, Liu DJ, Vrieze S, Association studies of
up to 1.2 million individuals yield new insights into the genetic etiology of tobacco and alcohol
use. Nat. Genet. 51, 237-244 (2019). [PubMed: 30643251]

43. Sansom SN, Livesey FJ, Gradients in the brain: the control of the development of form and

function in the cerebral cortex. Cold Spring Harb. Perspect. Biol. 1, a002519 (2009). [PubMed:
20066088]

44. Hawrylycz MJ, Lein ES, Guillozet-Bongaarts AL, Shen EH, Ng L, Miller JA, van de Lagemaat

LN, Smith KA, Ebbert A, Riley ZL, Abajian C, Beckmann CF, Bernard A, Bertagnolli D, Boe AF,
Cartagena PM, Chakravarty MM, Chapin M, Chong J, Dalley RA, David Daly B, Dang C, Datta S,
Dee N, Dolbeare TA, Faber V, Feng D, Fowler DR, Goldy J, Gregor BW, Haradon Z, Haynor DR,
Hohmann JG, Horvath S, Howard RE, Jeromin A, Jochim JM, Kinnunen M, Lau C, Lazarz ET,
Lee C, Lemon TA, Li L, Li Y, Morris JA, Overly CC, Parker PD, Parry SE, Reding M, Royall JJ,
Schulkin J, Sequeira PA, Slaughterbeck CR, Smith SC, Sodt AJ, Sunkin SM, Swanson BE, Vawter
MP, Williams D, Wohnoutka P, Zielke HR, Geschwind DH, Hof PR, Smith SM, Koch C, Grant
SGN, Jones AR, An anatomically comprehensive atlas of the adult human brain transcriptome.
Nature. 489, 391-399 (2012). [PubMed: 22996553]

45. Yao Z, Liu H, Xie F, Fischer S, Adkins RS, Aldridge Al, Ament SA, Bartlett A, Behrens MM,

Van den Berge K, Bertagnolli D, de Bézieux HR, Biancalani T, Booeshaghi AS, Bravo HC, Casper
T, Colantuoni C, Crabtree J, Creasy H, Crichton K, Crow M, Dee N, Dougherty EL, Doyle WI,
Dudoit S, Fang R, Felix V, Fong O, Giglio M, Goldy J, Hawrylycz M, Herb BR, Hertzano R, Hou
X, Hu Q, Kancherla J, Kroll M, Lathia K, Li YE, Lucero JD, Luo C, Mahurkar A, McMillen D,
Nadaf NM, Nery JR, Nguyen TN, Niu S-Y, Ntranos V, Orvis J, Osteen JK, Pham T, Pinto-Duarte
A, Poirion O, Preissl S, Purdom E, Rimorin C, Risso D, Rivkin AC, Smith K, Street K, Sulc J,
Svensson V, Tieu M, Torkelson A, Tung H, Vaishnav ED, Vanderburg CR, van Velthoven C, Wang
X, White OR, Huang ZJ, Kharchenko PV, Pachter L, Ngai J, Regev A, Tasic B, Welch JD, Gillis J,
Macosko EZ, Ren B, Ecker JR, Zeng H, Mukamel EA, A transcriptomic and epigenomic cell atlas
of the mouse primary motor cortex. Nature. 598, 103-110 (2021). [PubMed: 34616066]

46. Krienen FM, Goldman M, Zhang Q, Del Rosario RCH, Florio M, Machold R, Saunders A,

Levandowski K, Zaniewski H, Schuman B, Wu C, Lutservitz A, Mullally CD, Reed N, Bien
E, Bortolin L, Fernandez-Otero M, Lin JD, Wysoker A, Nemesh J, Kulp D, Burns M, Tkachev
V, Smith R, Walsh CA, Dimidschstein J, Rudy B, S Kean L, Berretta S, Fishell G, Feng G,

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.



1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnue Joyiny

1duosnuen Joyiny

Tian et al.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

Page 18

McCarroll SA, Innovations present in the primate interneuron repertoire. Nature. 586, 262—-269
(2020). [PubMed: 32999462]

Yao Z, van Velthoven CTJ, Nguyen TN, Goldy J, Sedeno-Cortes AE, Baftizadeh F, Bertagnolli D,
Casper T, Chiang M, Crichton K, Ding S-L, Fong O, Garren E, Glandon A, Gouwens NW, Gray J,
Graybuck LT, Hawrylycz MJ, Hirschstein D, Kroll M, Lathia K, Lee C, Levi B, McMillen D, Mok
S, Pham T, Ren Q, Rimorin C, Shapovalova N, Sulc J, Sunkin SM, Tieu M, Torkelson A, Tung H,
Ward K, Dee N, Smith KA, Tasic B, Zeng H, A taxonomy of transcriptomic cell types across the
isocortex and hippocampal formation. Cell. 184, 3222-3241.e26 (2021). [PubMed: 34004146]
Tasic B, Yao Z, Graybuck LT, Smith KA, Nguyen TN, Bertagnolli D, Goldy J, Garren E, Economo
MN, Viswanathan S, Penn O, Bakken T, Menon V, Miller J, Fong O, Hirokawa KE, Lathia K,
Rimorin C, Tieu M, Larsen R, Casper T, Barkan E, Kroll M, Parry S, Shapovalova NV, Hirschstein
D, Pendergraft J, Sullivan HA, Kim TK, Szafer A, Dee N, Groblewski P, Wickersham I, Cetin A,
Harris JA, Levi BP, Sunkin SM, Madisen L, Daigle TL, Looger L, Bernard A, Phillips J, Lein E,
Hawrylycz M, Svoboda K, Jones AR, Koch C, Zeng H, Shared and distinct transcriptomic cell
types across neocortical areas. Nature. 563, 72-78 (2018). [PubMed: 30382198]

Chen H, Albergante L, Hsu JY, Lareau CA, Lo Bosco G, Guan J, Zhou S, Gorban AN,

Bauer DE, Aryee MJ, Langenau DM, Zinovyev A, Buenrostro JD, Yuan G-C, Pinello L, Single-
cell trajectories reconstruction, exploration and mapping of omics data with STREAM. Nature
Communications. 10 (2019), , doi:10.1038/s41467-019-09670-4.

Feng J, Hsu W-H, Patterson D, Tseng C-S, Hsing H-W, Zhuang Z-H, Huang Y-T, Faedo A,
Rubenstein JL, Touboul J, Chou S-J, COUP-TFI specifies the medial entorhinal cortex identity and
induces differential cell adhesion to determine the integrity of its boundary with neocortex. Sci
Adv. 7 (2021), doi:10.1126/sciadv.abf6808.

Alexander GE, DeLong MR, Strick PL, Parallel organization of functionally segregated circuits
linking basal ganglia and cortex. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 9, 357-381 (1986). [PubMed: 3085570]

Middleton FA, Strick PL, Basal ganglia and cerebellar loops: motor and cognitive circuits. Brain
Res. Brain Res. Rev. 31, 236-250 (2000). [PubMed: 10719151]

Bakken TE, Jorstad NL, Hu Q, Lake BB, Tian W, Kalmbach BE, Crow M, Hodge RD, Krienen
FM, Sorensen SA, Eggermont J, Yao Z, Aevermann BD, Aldridge Al, Bartlett A, Bertagnolli D,
Casper T, Castanon RG, Crichton K, Daigle TL, Dalley R, Dee N, Dembrow N, Diep D, Ding S-L,
Dong W, Fang R, Fischer S, Goldman M, Goldy J, Graybuck LT, Herb BR, Hou X, Kancherla

J, Kroll M, Lathia K, van Lew B, Li YE, Liu CS, Liu H, Lucero JD, Mahurkar A, McMillen

D, Miller JA, Moussa M, Nery JR, Nicovich PR, Niu S-Y, Orvis J, Osteen JK, Owen S, Palmer
CR, Pham T, Plongthongkum N, Poirion O, Reed NM, Rimorin C, Rivkin A, Romanow WJ,
Sedefio-Cortés AE, Siletti K, Somasundaram S, Sulc J, Tieu M, Torkelson A, Tung H, Wang X,
Xie F, Yanny AM, Zhang R, Ament SA, Behrens MM, Bravo HC, Chun J, Dobin A, Gillis J,
Hertzano R, Hof PR, Hollt T, Horwitz GD, Keene CD, Kharchenko PV, Ko AL, Lelieveldt BP, Luo
C, Mukamel EA, Pinto-Duarte A, Preissl S, Regev A, Ren B, Scheuermann RH, Smith K, Spain
WJ, White OR, Koch C, Hawrylycz M, Tasic B, Macosko EZ, McCarroll SA, Ting JT, Zeng H,
Zhang K, Feng G, Ecker JR, Linnarsson S, Lein ES, Comparative cellular analysis of motor cortex
in human, marmoset and mouse. Nature. 598, 111-119 (2021). [PubMed: 34616062]

Vormstein-Schneider D, Lin JD, Pelkey KA, Chittajallu R, Guo B, Arias-Garcia MA, Allaway
K, Sakopoulos S, Schneider G, Stevenson O, Vergara J, Sharma J, Zhang Q, Franken TP, Smith
J, Ibrahim LA, Mastro KJ, Sabri E, Huang S, Favuzzi E, Burbridge T, Xu Q, Guo L, Vogel I,
Sanchez V, Saldi GA, Gorissen BL, Yuan X, Zaghloul KA, Devinsky O, Sabatini BL, Batista-Brito
R, Reynolds J, Feng G, Fu Z, McBain CJ, Fishell G, Dimidschstein J, Viral manipulation of
functionally distinct interneurons in mice, non-human primates and humans. Nat. Neurosci. 23,
1629-1636 (2020). [PubMed: 32807948]

Hon GC, Rajagopal N, Shen Y, McCleary DF, Yue F, Dang MD, Ren B, Epigenetic memory at
embryonic enhancers identified in DNA methylation maps from adult mouse tissues. Nat. Genet.
45, 1198-1206 (2013). [PubMed: 23995138]

Luo C, Liu H, Xie F, Armand EJ, Siletti K, Bakken TE, Fang R, Doyle WI, Stuart T, Hodge RD,
Hu L, Wang B-A, Zhang Z, Preissl S, Lee D-S, Zhou J, Niu S-Y, Castanon R, Bartlett A, Rivkin
A, Wang X, Lucero J, Nery JR, Davis DA, Mash DC, Satija R, Dixon JR, Linnarsson S, Lein

E, Margarita Behrens M, Ren B, Mukamel EA, Ecker JR, Single nucleus multi-omics identifies

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.



1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnue Joyiny

1duosnuen Joyiny

Tian et al.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

Page 19

human cortical cell regulatory genome diversity. Cell Genomics. 2 (2022), p. 100107. [PubMed:
35419551]

Nott A, Holtman IR, Coufal NG, Schlachetzki JCM, Yu M, Hu R, Han CZ, Pena M, Xiao J,

Wu Y, Keulen Z, Pasillas MP, O’Connor C, Nickl CK, Schafer ST, Shen Z, Rissman RA, Brewer
JB, Gosselin D, Gonda DD, Levy ML, Rosenfeld MG, McVicker G, Gage FH, Ren B, Glass

CK, Brain cell type-specific enhancer-promoter interactome maps and disease-risk association.
Science. 366, 1134-1139 (2019). [PubMed: 31727856]

Hu B, Won H, Mah W, Park RB, Kassim B, Spiess K, Kozlenkov A, Crowley CA, Pochareddy S,
PsychENCODE Consortium, Li Y, Dracheva S, Sestan N, Akbarian S, Geschwind DH, Neuronal
and glial 3D chromatin architecture informs the cellular etiology of brain disorders. Nat. Commun.
12, 3968 (2021). [PubMed: 34172755]

Song M, Pebworth M-P, Yang X, Abnousi A, Fan C, Wen J, Rosen JD, Choudhary MNK, Cui

X, Jones IR, Bergenholtz S, Eze UC, Juric I, Li B, Maliskova L, Lee J, Liu W, Pollen AA, Li

Y, Wang T, Hu M, Kriegstein AR, Shen Y, Cell-type-specific 3D epigenomes in the developing
human cortex. Nature. 587, 644—649 (2020). [PubMed: 33057195]

Horvath S, Zhang Y, Langfelder P, Kahn RS, Boks MPM, van Eijk K, van den Berg LH, Ophoff
RA, Aging effects on DNA methylation modules in human brain and blood tissue. Genome Biol.
13, R97 (2012). [PubMed: 23034122]

Gabbutt C, Schenck RO, Weisenberger DJ, Kimberley C, Berner A, Househam J, Lakatos E,
Robertson-Tessi M, Martin I, Patel R, Clark SK, Latchford A, Barnes CP, Leedham SJ, Anderson
ARA, Graham TA, Shibata D, Fluctuating methylation clocks for cell lineage tracing at high
temporal resolution in human tissues. Nat. Biotechnol. 40, 720-730 (2022). [PubMed: 34980912]
Salas LA, Wiencke JK, Koestler DC, Zhang Z, Christensen BC, Kelsey KT, Tracing human stem
cell lineage during development using DNA methylation. Genome Res. 28, 1285-1295 (2018).
[PubMed: 30072366]

Gormally E, Caboux E, Vineis P, Hainaut P, Circulating free DNA in plasma or serum as biomarker
of carcinogenesis: practical aspects and biological significance. Mutat. Res. 635, 105-117 (2007).
[PubMed: 17257890]

Cisneros-Villanueva M, Hidalgo-Pérez L, Rios-Romero M, Cedro-Tanda A, Ruiz-Villavicencio
CA, Page K, Hastings R, Fernandez-Garcia D, Allsopp R, Fonseca-Montafio MA, Jimenez-
Morales S, Padilla-Palma V, Shaw JA, Hidalgo-Miranda A, Cell-free DNA analysis in current
cancer clinical trials: a review. Br. J. Cancer. 126, 391-400 (2022). [PubMed: 35027672]

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.



1duosnuepy Joyiny 1duosnuely Joyiny 1duosnuepy Joyiny

1duosnuely Joyiny

Tian et al.

A

Basal nuclei (BN)
Amy (BL-La, BM,
CEN, CMN), CaB, <
Gpe BNST, NAC, L

nalam w1\
MD-Re, Pul
SEP, SI

Hippocampus (HIP)
Sub, HiT (CA1-3 caudal,
DG-CA4 caudal), HiB

Cerebral cortex (CX)

Temporal cortex (A1C, A38, MTG, ITG, Idg, Ig, LEC, MEC),
Fromal cortex (A44-A45, A46, A25, FI, M1C),
~Occipital cortex (A19, Pro, V1C, V2),

4 Parietal cortex (A5-A7, S1C),

Limbic cortex (ACC, TH-TL),

Paleocortex (Pir)

Cerebellum (CB)

f

Page 20

DNA methylation

badild

S e ]

snm3C-seq

N

(CA1-3 rostral, DG-CA4 CBL, CBY :
rostral) —(_)gﬁns PN Chromatin conformation Compartments Domains
C E SLC17A6
- SeExest b
L6-IT-Car3 i 3 . sCinha %m
5
HIP-Miscl Loty opc b e
LS-ET Rl > 3
Le-cT opc A
LaT it 3
3 v, e bt
L2737 -, & (¥ sC-Exc2
— s o8 Vip '-_
i < MSN-D1
W iscz err** e o e 3 s b - MSN-D2
- = THM-Inh Sncg ; W > &
o MSN-D1 el i PR ;7&] ) / ‘% MGC  Foxp2 Am’f
e e @ ; AP b
3 chd7 g ¢ i,-% AP & vime o
s HsMr2 Pvalb-ChC : S -
3 i o o AR B s sm& oo Lgrons
B o Lamps-thes &.& Lae ‘ g i#F - &~ oS - SubCtx- Cplx‘ﬂ;
3 Pvalb o ] *; y: £
sl - S g "\‘S * 5y W ¥ Lamp5-Lhx6  Chd7- e
............ ‘ Pvalb-ChC L5/6-NP
..................... G cells &£ 1; Colored by Pl s m3C cells
N=373,976 & dissection region N= 143,760 Low
& mCG mCH
Telencephalic excitatory neurons Inhibitory/non-telencephalic neurons Non-neuronal cells <

B(am structure = BF

Donor h19.30.001

== = CX = PN

h19.30.002 h19.30.004

= THM

mCH level
o 9o 9o
o o o
S & 2
& 3 &

3 i
MECP2 DNMT1
avg log10(CPM+1)

Figure 1. Epigenomic profiling of human brain cells with snmC-seq3 and snm3C-seq.
(A) Human brain structures and regions covered. (B) Schematics of profiling modalities

of snmC-seq3 and snm3C-seq. (C) Iterative clustering and annotation of human brain
nuclei. Cells from the whole mC dataset, from the inhibitory/non-telencephalic neuron cell
class, and from the SubCtx-Cplx major type are visualized successively using t-distributed
stochastic neighbor embedding (t-SNE), colored by the cell groups annotated in the
corresponding iterations. (D) The robust dendrogram of the major types and the meta info
of subtype numbers, brain structure, and donor origins. The color palettes are shared across
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this study. (E) CH-methylation of excitatory and inhibitory markers (SLC17A1 and GAD1)
of the major type SubCtx-Cplx. (F) Human brain cells are colored by the dissection regions.
(G) 2D visualization of brain nuclei profiled by snm3C-seq. (H) Variation of global CG- and
CH-methylation across brain cell types. (1) Correlations between global DNA methylation
and gene expressions of MECP2 and DNMT1 across major types.

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.



1duosnuepy Joyiny 1duosnuely Joyiny 1duosnuepy Joyiny

1duosnuely Joyiny

Tian et al.

Contact

Page 22

A 117,540 single cells
5k
20k
g 100k EA
R — "
N ‘

MajorType NSNS 1" IS W I J
Cell Class i
log2 Cis/Trans 0
°
i {"}'H"}'}%%%%{l-}%{-{--}{--}
2 %*
§
. L
: -I--I-
2 Lk
@« FOoFEQ- XAkEEQAEAQANESSQ 2VOBOOOOO
y H88GF058053s 85 E0SEEAE888¢
° 9 &= G2 9§°0-lm-.‘01 6z¢
2 Eox0- " g9k " 32 >
Exc < s=2Q= e S
Ctx Inh S 3 § a
Su = =
NonN 02 08 00 012 00 o012 02 08
F FOXP2 G LAMP5 H  Domain (ARI=0.297)
- Lamp5 Sncg
. ,
3 s
g .'
o b Er i 2 o~
) 43S Y
° L, D ®
§ K e O = W jU R Ao b L A AL o A(102 8 “teNE1
o ©
-| -| Lamp5-Lhx6 Vip
0008 ¥ sf ' 0012
B ; - a
0 3 0
& s
S 2
a 5
S
§ oz g T 45
5 ook S| | X A.Awﬁﬂml le /A weng] LG MR AL SO 102 &
8  1126M 1136MTSSTES 1156M 112.6M 113.6M TSS TES 115.6M G5M TSSTES 108V 115M 85M TSSTES 10SM 11sM G
I ATAC mCG mCH J
1.0 m Compartment 1
w Domain
o 05 m Loop o
S 00 g0
05 TSS ol bin m
B ene body ol bin m
-1.0 Gene body with loop m -1
Alltype Neuronaltype  Alltype Neuronaltype  Alltype Neuronal type Compartment Domain Loop Compartment Domain Loop
All Gene DEG
K Compartment M Loop N
Q
g 00 o Prop. Sig PCC +PCCI-PCC Ave. PCC
=2} E 55
& 025 3 3 Compartment™™ "3 Domain
o 3 i 1
g R LT G Uikt
& 000-; L . ' eelinh | w i
L P pomain Boundary N9 £
g 02
' TES i 1
g 01 s HO.G
g
g oo 7 [Py +2M T . 00

M Tss TES  +5M 2M  TSS  TES  +2M 2M

Figure 2. Diversity of 3D genome structures across major types.

(A) Frequency of contacts against genomic distance in each single cell, Z-score normalized
within each cell (column). The cells are grouped by major type and then ordered by the
median log2 short/long ratio over cells. The y-axis is binned at log2 scale. (B) log2 short/
long ratio of major types, ordered the same as in (A).(C) Imputed contact maps of four
major types. (D) Heatmaps show the correlation matrices of distance normalized contact
maps in (C), and line plots show the first principal component of the correlation matrices.
(E) Zoom in view of two matrices in (D) and the corresponding correlation matrices of

Science. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2023 October 13.




1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnue Joyiny

1duosnuen Joyiny

Tian et al.

Page 23

mCG across cells. (F and G) Imputed contact matrices (heatmap), boundary probabilities
(blue lines), insulation scores (orange lines), differential boundaries (red dots in line plots),
and differential loops (cyan dots in heatmaps) of excitatory IT neurons at FOXP2 locus (a
marker of cell type L4-IT; F) or CGE-derived inhibitory neurons at LAMPS5 locus (a marker
of Lamp5 and Lamp5-Lhx6; G). Grey shade represents the gene body (TSS to TES). (H)
t-SNE plot of cells (n=5,707) using domains (top) or loops (bottom) as features, colored by
major types. (I) PCC between compartment score, boundary probability, or loop interaction
strength and ATAC signals, mCG and mCH fractions of the bin(s) across all major types for
all genes (left) or top DEGs only (right). (J) PCC between compartment scores, boundary
probabilities, or loop interaction strength and gene expression across all major types for
different categories of overlap (x-axis) using all genes (left) or top DEGs (right). (K

and L) Proportion of significantly positively or negatively correlated compartment (K) or
domain boundary (L) out of all the bins located at different positions relative to a gene,
average across the top neuronal DEGs. (M) Proportion of significantly correlated loop
pixels out of all the loop pixels (left), ratio between positively and negatively correlated
loop pixels (middle), or average PCC of significantly correlated loop pixels (right) located
at different positions relative to a gene, average across the top neuronal DEGs. (N) The
number of genes, out of the top neuronal DEGs, having significantly positively correlated
compartments, domain boundaries overlap the gene body, or loop pixels within the gene
body or with at least one anchor overlaps the TSS or TES of the gene. 35 genes were not
included in any of the three circles.
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Figure 3. Generegulation in brain cells.
(A) mCG of cell type-specific DMRs across 188 cell subtypes. (B) CH-hypomethylated

transcription factors and the enrichment of their motifs in CG hypo-DMRs. The lower
panel showed average methylation fractions of transcription factor PBX3 in its potential
binding sites across the whole genome. (C) Workflow of determining putative CREs. (D)
Distribution of correlation between methylation of putative CREs and the corresponding
genes from different filtering. (E) Numbers of putative CREs and overlapping proportions
with open chromatin regions for different filtering. (F) Heatmaps showing mCG of putative
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CREs, mCH and expression of the target genes, and contact strength of the corresponding
loops. (G) The gene body mCH, DMR mCG, and 3D chromatin organization around the
gene SYTL1 in the major types L2/3-1T and MSN-D1. (H) Heatmap showing the results
of LDSC analysis of the variants associated with the indicated traits or diseases in DMRs
identified from major human cell types. The asterisks indicate the magnitude of p-values
(*:_1’ *ko_) kkk=_3 and ****:_4)_
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Figure 4. Regional axes of cortical and subcortical cells.
(A) Workflow of determining regional axis from single-nucleus DNAm. (B) 2D

visualization of cortical neurons in regional spaces, colored by dissection locations. (C)
The common regional axis among cortical neurons. The scatter plot showed how regional
indices vary in each cortical region. (D) Schematic of example cortical dissection locations.
(E) Regional gradients in mCG of rDMRs, and mCH and expression of rDMGs in L2/3-IT
cells. (F) Regional difference in chromatin conformation around NR2F1. The blue and
purple numbers showed respectively the relative domain strength and promoter strength of
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each domain. (G) Zoom-in view of example differential-loop-overlapping rDMRs marked

in F. In the decreasing domain (left), the methylation fractions increase from V1C to A46

to LEC, while the methylation fractions decrease in the increasing domain (right). (H)
Inhibitory neurons in basal ganglia showed an L-D-V axis in DNA methylation (1) 2D t-
SNE visualization of MSN-D1. Cells from NAC, CaB and Pu were highlighted. (J) Regional
differences of gene body mCH-methylation and expression of LSAMP in MSN-D1. (K)
Regional difference in chromatin conformation around LSAMP in MSN-D1.
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Figure 5. Cross-species comparison between human and mouse brain cell methylomes.
(A) Integration of single-cell methylomes between human and mouse brains, visualized

using 2D t-SNE. (B) Discrepancy between cell types of human and mouse brains in cell
types L4-IT, HIP-Miscl, and HIP-Misc2. (C) CH-hypomethylation and gene expression of
TF TSHZ2 in the cell types HIP-Miscl and HIP-Misc2. (D) Correlated global mCH and
mCG of conserved cell types between human and mouse. (E) Schematic of cross-species
matching of cell type DMRs. (F) Overall, ~50% of DMRs have orthologous sequences

in the other species, among which ~25% are reciprocal DMRs. (G) Distribution of cross-
species correlation of DMR methylations (red) and the randomly shuffled background
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(black). (H) Examples of methylation fractions of hcCnsvDMRs. (1) The enrichment of the
hcCnsvDMRs in the histone modification marks. (H) Browser view of hcCnsvDMRs around
gene INPP5J in major type Pvalb. The regions colored by red are the cell type-specific distal
enhancers validated in Ref (54).
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Figure 6. snM Codesfor brain cell types.
(A) Workflow of deriving snMCodes. (B) snMCodes derived from all three donors. (C)

Examples of cell-type specificity of snMCode features. (D) Heatmap showing confusion

matrix of snMCodes in predicting cell types. (E) Cell-type-prediction accuracy in cross-

donor test. (F) snMCodes predict human cell types with a limited number of CpG sites at
single-cell resolution.
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