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Abstract 52 

Introduction 53 

Genomic conditions can be associated with developmental delay, intellectual disability and 54 

physical and mental health symptoms, but are individually rare and variable, which limits the 55 

use of standard clinical guidelines. A simple screening tool to identify young people with 56 

genetic conditions associated with neurodevelopmental disorders (ND-GC) who could 57 

benefit from further support would be of considerable value. We used machine learn 58 

approaches to address this question. 59 

Methods 60 

A total of 489 individuals were included: 376 with a ND-GC, mean age=9.33, 63% male) and 61 

113 unaffected siblings; mean age=10.35, 50% male). Primary carers completed detailed 62 

assessments of behavioural, neurodevelopmental and psychiatric symptoms and physical 63 

health conditions. Machine learning techniques (elastic net regression, random forests, 64 

support vector machines and artificial neural networks) were used to develop classifiers of 65 

ND-GC status using a limited set of variables. Exploratory Graph Analysis was used to 66 

understand associations within the final variable set. 67 

Results 68 

We identified a set of 30 variables best discriminating between ND-GC carriers and control 69 

individuals, which formed 4 dimensions: Anxiety, Motor Development, Insomnia and 70 

Depression. All methods showed high discrimination accuracy with Linear Support Vector 71 

machines outperforming other methods (AUROC between 0.959 and 0.971).  72 

Conclusions 73 

In this study we developed models that identified a compact set of psychiatric and physical 74 

health measures that differentiate individuals with a ND-GC from controls and highlight the 75 

structure within these measures. This work is a step toward developing of a screening 76 
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instrument to select young people with ND-GCs who might benefit from further specialist 77 

assessment.   78 
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Introduction 79 

Up to 20% of patients with a neurodevelopmental disorder have an identifiable genomic 80 

condition (1–4). Such conditions include copy number variants, single nucleotide variants 81 

and aneuploidies, which we collectively call neurodevelopmental genomic conditions (ND-82 

GC). ND-GCs have been associated with schizophrenia (5), attention deficit hyperactivity 83 

disorder (ADHD), autism spectrum disorder (ASD) (6), and intellectual disability (ID) (7).  84 

The clinical presentation of ND-GCs is variable and complex. For example, children with 85 

22q11.2 deletion syndrome, a disorder caused by a deletion in the q11 region of 86 

chromosome 22, have a high risk of developmental delay and intellectual disability (8), 87 

seizures (57%) (9), motor coordination problems (81%) (10), sleep disturbances (60%) (11) 88 

and psychiatric disorders (12). Such complex presentation is not unique to 22q11.2 deletion 89 

but is typical for many ND-GCs (13), as is incomplete and variable penetrance (14,15).  90 

It is therefore extremely important for families of a child with an ND-GC to be informed about 91 

the impact that the variant may have on their child’s development, so that they can obtain 92 

the best possible support. Additionally, clinicians, such as psychiatrists in CAMHS and 93 

community learning disability services, who care for affected children after diagnosis are 94 

challenged by complex presentations where symptoms which may require input from 95 

multiple clinical specialities are present.  96 

This problem can be exacerbated by variability in the conditions that present in children with 97 

a ND-GCs, which may not follow the expected symptom patterns based on research from 98 

non-genotyped populations. For example, we have observed that children with 22q11.2 99 

deletion and ADHD are much more likely to be affected with an inattentive subtype than the 100 

children with idiopathic ADHD (16). A clinician who is unaware of this may be less likely to 101 

diagnose ADHD, meaning that the child misses beneficial treatment. Diagnostic 102 

overshadowing may also take place, a well-recognised phenomenon where difficulties that 103 

are experienced by a child with a genomic disorder are interpreted as wholly due to ID (17–104 
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19). This can reduce the chance for referral to appropriate services and access to 105 

appropriate treatment (20,21). 106 

One solution to these problems would be to identify patterns of neurodevelopmental and 107 

physical health symptoms that are most associated with carrying a ND-GCs, to stratify 108 

affected patients for graded approaches to investigation and treatment. In the present study, 109 

we identify those symptoms that most robustly differentiate between children with ND-GCs 110 

and typically developing control siblings, and analyse whether these symptoms form broader 111 

symptom domains, using a large sample of children with a wide range of ND-GCs and deep 112 

physical and mental health phenotyping.   113 
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Methods and Materials  114 

Participants  115 

We defined ND-GCs as conditions associated with increased risk of neurodevelopmental 116 

symptoms (22) and caused by a genetic variant which was either pathogenic or likely 117 

pathogenic, according to American College of Medical Genetics and Genomics guidance 118 

(23). We aimed to recruit a population of participants with a range of ND-GCs that 119 

represented a “snapshot” of presentations to UK CAMHS, intellectual disability, clinical 120 

genetics or community paediatrics clinics.  121 

Families of children with ND-GCs were recruited through UK Medical Genetics clinics, word 122 

of mouth and the charities UNIQUE (https://rarechromo.org) and MaxAppeal! 123 

(https://www.maxappeal.org.uk), as part of ongoing cohort studies at Cardiff University  124 

including the ECHO study (https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/cy/centre-neuropsychiatric-genetics-125 

genomics/research/themes/developmental-psychiatry/copy-number-variant-research-group) 126 

and the IMAGINE study (https://imagine-id.org) (13,22).  127 

In total 589 individuals (441 individuals with a ND-GC and 148 unaffected control siblings) 128 

were included in the study, from whom data from 489 individuals was included in our 129 

machine learning analysis after initial data preparation (Supplementary Methods). Our 130 

sample size was the maximum number of participants in our dataset who had all the 131 

required variables.  132 

Informed, written consent was obtained prior to recruitment from the carers of participants 133 

and recruitment was carried out in agreement with protocols approved by relevant NHS and 134 

university research ethics committees. Individual ND-GC genotypes were established from 135 

medical records and in-house genotyping at the Cardiff University MRC Centre for 136 

Neuropsychiatric Genetics and Genomics using microarray analysis. Participant genotypes 137 

are shown in Supplementary Table 1. 138 
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Assessments 139 

Primary carers of participants completed a battery of assessments to collect comprehensive 140 

information on physical and mental health problems through semi-structured interview with 141 

trained research staff and questionnaires. Assessments were carried out between January 142 

2011 and December 2019. Our goal was to generate a set of items that could be easily and 143 

conveniently completed by a carer or community clinician either on paper or online. 144 

Therefore, measures which involved complex or invasive testing, such as cognition or blood 145 

tests, were not included in our analysis.  146 

Psychiatric symptoms were measured using the Child and Adolescent Psychiatric 147 

Assessment (CAPA, (24)), Strengths and Difficulties Questionnaire (SDQ, (25)) and the 148 

Social Communication Questionnaire (SCQ, (26)). The CAPA assesses domains including 149 

ADHD, anxiety disorders, oppositional defiant disorder, obsessive compulsive disorder, 150 

psychosis and psychotic experiences, tic disorders, mood disorders, and substance abuse. 151 

The SDQ is a dimensional measure of psychopathology that includes measures of 152 

hyperactivity, emotional problems, peer problems, and prosocial behaviour. The SCQ 153 

measures ASD-associated symptoms and was used as the CAPA and SDQ lack of 154 

coverage of ASD symptoms. 155 

Additionally, as mounting evidence indicates difficulties with coordinated movement are an 156 

important symptom in individuals with ND-GCs (10,13,27,28), we assessed coordination 157 

using the developmental coordination questionnaire (DCDQ, (29)).  158 

Information about physical health problems and development was collected through a 159 

questionnaire including questions asking about presence or absence of heart problems, 160 

seizures, musculoskeletal problems, and respiratory problems. 161 

Statistical Analysis and Data Availability 162 

All statistical analysis was carried out in R version 4.2.1 (30). An overview of the analysis 163 

workflow is presented in Figure 1. Code used in the project is provided in a GitHub 164 
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repository https://github.com/NADonnelly/nd_cnv_ml and fitted models are presented as an 165 

interactive Shiny app: https://nadonnelly.shinyapps.io/cnv_ml_app/. Data from the IMAGINE 166 

study is available via the IMAGINE ID study website: https://imagine-id.org/healthcare-167 

professionals/datasharing/. Analysis is reported in line with the TRIPOD guidelines, 168 

Supplementary Table 2 (31). An early version of this manuscript was deposited as a 169 

preprint: . 170 

Dimensional Structure Assessment 171 

We applied principal components analysis (PCA) followed by partial least squares 172 

discriminant analysis (PLSDA, where the outcome was ND-GC status) to explore the 173 

dimensional structure of our dataset, using the mixOmics package (32). A cross-validation 174 

process was used find the optimal number of components and variables for the PLSDA 175 

(Supplementary Methods).  176 

Machine Learning (ML) Model Fitting 177 

We prepared our data for ML model fitting by splitting participants into a training dataset of 178 

390 (80% of the dataset) and a test set of 99 (20% of the dataset), stratifying by ND-GC 179 

status.  180 

Our outcome was binary classification of ND-GC status (carrier vs control), and we 181 

evaluated model performance using the area under the receiver operator characteristic 182 

curve (AUROC). We used elastic net regression (using the glmnet package (33)), random 183 

forests (using the Ranger package (34)), linear support vector machines (SVMs, using the 184 

kernlab package (35)) and single layer artificial neural networks (using the nnet package 185 

(36)) to create models capturing linear and non-linear relationships.  186 

Models were fit using nested cross-validation (CV), with 20 outer folds and 20 inner folds. 187 

Outer folds were generated by splitting the data into 5 folds, repeated 4 times. Inner folds 188 

were generated from the outer fold analysis set using bootstrapping with replacement. 189 
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Within each outer fold missing data was imputed using bagged tree models (37) and the 190 

same model was used to impute missing data in the analysis set.  191 

Grid search (30 elements) was used to optimise hyperparameters for ML models across 192 

inner folds. Model performance was evaluated by fitting the model with the best performing 193 

set of hyperparameters in the inner fold data to the (previously unseen) outer fold 194 

assessment dataset. This process was then repeated for all outer folds. 195 

Following nested CV, we selected models with the highest AUROC, and evaluated the 196 

importance of all included variables for model prediction using permutation testing (38). We 197 

selected the top 30 variables for all ML models and generated two further variable sets: all 198 

variables which were included in the top 30 most important for more than one ML model, 199 

and those variables included in the top 30 for at least 3 models, to give a total of 6 sets of 200 

variables. 201 

We extracted 30 variables for each model because we wanted to achieve a balance 202 

between accurate prediction, including a wide set of variables for exploration of dimensional 203 

structure and limiting the number of items to that which could be realistically completed by 204 

young people’s carers and/ or clinicians. 205 

We repeated our nested CV process, using the same ML models using the 6 sets of most-206 

predictive variables, giving a total of 24 combinations of models and predictor variables, 207 

selecting the best performing combinations of variables and ML model, based on AUROC. 208 

We evaluated the performance of the final models using the held-out training data. Missing 209 

data in the test dataset was imputed using a model fit to the full training dataset, and the ND-210 

GC status of each participant in the test dataset was predicted using the best ML models.  211 

Model performance was evaluated by drawing 2000 bootstrap samples from the test dataset 212 

and estimating performance (AUROC and mean log loss) for the bootstrap sample. This 213 

produced a distribution of values from which a median value and a 95% confidence interval 214 

were calculated. 215 
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Model calibration i.e., the relationship between true and model-predicted probability of ND-216 

GC status, was estimated by binning model predictions by predicted probability of ND-GC 217 

status and plotting this against true ND-GC status. Model performance was also estimated 218 

for male and female participants separately, and after binning participants by age quintile. 219 

The importance of each variable in the best fitting model was evaluated using a permutation-220 

based approach, as above.  221 

The optimal threshold for converting model predicted probability of ND-GC status into a 222 

binary classification was estimated by finding the threshold which maximised the j-index 223 

(sensitivity + specificity – 1, (39)). 224 

Exploratory Graph Analysis 225 

Bootstrap Exploratory Graph Analysis (EGA) was used to investigate the dimensional 226 

structure of the best performing variable set. EGA has been shown to be as accurate or 227 

more accurate than traditional factor analytic methods such as parallel analysis (40,41). 228 

Bootstrap EGA estimates and evaluates dimensional structure in a set of variables by first 229 

applying a network estimation method (EBICglasso as applied using the qgraph package 230 

(42)), followed by a community detection algorithm for weighted networks (Walktrap 231 

community detection algorithm (43)). Non-parametric bootstrapping is then used to generate 232 

bootstrap samples (n = 10,000) from the input dataset, and EGA was applied to each 233 

replicate sample to form a sampling distribution from which the median value of each edge 234 

across the replicate networks, resulting in a single network. The stability of the network can 235 

be assessed by measuring the proportion of bootstrapped networks where a given variable 236 

is included in each putative dimension (41), and the number of variables included can be 237 

adjusted to improve the stability of dimension representations. We therefore fit an EGA 238 

model to a full set of variables, then repeated the analysis with the variables with the most 239 

consistent relationship to our dimensions (item stability > 0.75; this left 20 variables), 240 

generating a stable and consistent EGA model. 241 
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To provide an additional assessment of the fit of the proposed dimensional structure to the 242 

data, confirmatory factor analysis was carried out on the typical dimension structure 243 

identified by bootstrap EGA, with fit assessed using CFI and RMSEA. 244 

Finally, we repeated the above model fitting processing using the most important variables in 245 

each of the identified four dimensions identified by EGA.  246 
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Results 247 

Study Participant Characteristics 248 

Characteristics of study participants are given in Supplementary Table 3 and genotypes in 249 

Supplementary Table 1. Individuals with an ND-GC were approximately a year younger 250 

than controls and there was a higher proportion of males in the ND-GC group. Compared to 251 

families where both a control and a ND-GC carrier took park, families where just a ND-GC 252 

carrier took part had lower parental educational level and income, and there were fewer 253 

participants of European ancestry; the discrepancy between ND-GC carriers and control 254 

individuals was due to most ND-GC carriers not having a sibling included in the study (59%). 255 

Partial Least Squares Analysis 256 

We applied principal components analysis (PCA) and partial least squares discriminant 257 

analysis (PLSDA) to our full set of variables 233 for the 390 participants in our training 258 

dataset to describe the dimensional structure of our variables. This analysis indicated that 259 

one component explained a particularly large proportion of the variance (16.6%, 260 

Supplementary Figure 1), with the second and third components (5.7 and 3.9% 261 

respectively) also providing useful explanation of variation. We applied PLSDA to our 262 

dataset, a supervised dimension reduction method which focusses on discrimination 263 

between groups. We found that 3 components provided optimal discrimination between 264 

groups, with 140, 220 and 230 variables selected for each of the three components, 265 

respectively (Supplementary Figure 1). This analysis indicated that it was possible to 266 

identify ND-GC carriers from controls using our dataset, with ND-GC carriers having higher 267 

scores on component 1. Some individuals with a ND-GC showed similar profiles to controls 268 

and likely represent participants with a ND-GC that are relatively mildly affected; some 269 

controls showed profiles more like those with ND-GCs, reflecting individuals in the control 270 

sample with elevated difficulties across the measured domains. 271 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 20, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.16.22283581doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.16.22283581
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Neurodevelopmental and Psychiatric Signatures of Genomic Disorders 

15 
 

However, this analysis still selected large numbers of variables. We applied machine 272 

learning approaches to develop classification models with an optimally predictive subset of 273 

variables. 274 

Developing machine learning models 275 

We developed machine learning models to classify individuals by ND-GC status, including 276 

artificial neural networks (ANN), linear support vector machines (SVM), penalised logistic 277 

regression (LR) and random forest classifiers, using our full training set of 233 variables and 278 

390 participants, with nested cross validation (CV). After nested CV, all models performed 279 

well at distinguishing between individuals in the training data set with a ND-GC and controls, 280 

with median AUROCs ≥ 0.9 in all cases (Supplementary Table 4). The SVM performed 281 

best, with an overall median AUROC of 0.936. The random forest and penalised logistic 282 

regression models did not perform significantly worse than the SVM, but the performance of 283 

the ANN was significantly poorer (AUROC difference = -0.036, 95% credible interval of 284 

difference [ -0.047, -0.025]). 285 

Predictive performance with optimised variable sets 286 

We repeated model fitting using nested cross validation using the sets of variables selected 287 

as being most important to the models fit to the full set of variables (determined using 288 

permutation testing). Results were similar across multiple models and variable sets (Figure 289 

2A, Supplementary Table 5). We selected the “SVM” variable set for further analysis as 290 

this set appeared to produce both the single best classification performance (the 291 

combination of the linear SVM model and SVM variables) and the best performance across 292 

multiple model types. 293 

We then fit the best performing models to our held-out test set of data from 99 participants. 294 

Classification performance with this test dataset was (Figure 2B, Table 1). The best 295 

performing model was an SVM, achieving an AUROC of 0.971 (95% CI [0.942, 0.997]) with 296 

a mean log loss of 0.197 (95% CI [0.110, 0.286]). This model correctly classified 72/76 ND-297 
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GC carriers (94.75%) and 18/23 controls (78.3%). Performance of other models was not 298 

significantly poorer than the SVM. The optimal probability for classifying a participant as a 299 

ND-GC carrier, the point at which the j-index is maximised, was 0.57 (Figure 2C).  300 

We investigated whether classification performance varied over participant age or between 301 

genders. Performance appeared to be marginally higher in male than female participants, 302 

but the difference was small, and there did not appear to be consistent differences in 303 

performance across participant ages, although our sample was mostly of younger 304 

participants (Supplementary Table 6).  305 

Analysis of model calibration demonstrated some miss-calibration between predicted and 306 

actual probabilities, with the model having some tendency to given higher-than-optimal 307 

predicted probabilities of  ND-GC status at higher predicted probabilities (Figure 2D).  308 

We investigated variable importance in our best performing model (Figure 2E). This 309 

demonstrated that a subset of variables appeared to have a particularly large importance to 310 

the model. We next investigated whether there was a dimensional structure within our 311 

variable set that could be used to understand the predictors of ND-GC status.  312 
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Underlying dimensional structure of selected variables 313 

We next investigated an underlying structure of the variables included using an exploratory 314 

graph analysis (EGA). The 30 variables used were the optimised variable set of the best 315 

performing SVM model, determined using permutation testing. These variables included 316 

items from the Developmental Coordination Disorder Questionnaire, Social Communication 317 

Questionnaire, Child and Adolescent Psychiatric Assessment and the Health and 318 

Development Questionnaire.  319 

EGA fit to the most stable set of variables (20 variables were included in the final EGA 320 

model) revealed that the variables formed a structure consisting of 4 dimensions: 1: Anxiety 321 

(predominately separation anxiety and agoraphobia/fear of public places); 2: Developmental 322 

Milestones and Motor Co-ordination; 3: Insomnia and 4: Depression (Figure 3, 323 

Supplementary Table 7).  324 

Confirmatory factor analysis based on this four-dimension structure demonstrated that the 4-325 

factor structure fit with RMSEA of 0.052 and CFI of 0.934, indicating a reasonable fit to the 326 

data. 327 

Finally, we investigated if the variable domains identified through EGA could be used to 328 

develop a further reduced set of variables for use in a ML model; although a 30-item scale 329 

could be realistically used in a clinical setting, a much shorter screener could be useful in 330 

busy clinical environments. We therefore selected the variable in each dimension with the 331 

highest variable importance from our 30 item SVM ML model and fit a linear SVM model to 332 

our training data, using these 4 variables. A linear SVM fit to 4 variables (DeI [depression 333 

intensity], SAP [physical symptoms of separation anxiety], InI [initial insomnia], SLT [history 334 

of speech and language therapy]) had an AUROC = 0.955 [ 0.914, 0.993] and mean log loss 335 

= 0.253 [ 0.203, 0.308], with 70/76 participants with an ND-GC being correctly classified 336 

(92.1%), and 22/23 control participants classified correctly (95.7%). This performance was 337 

lower than the full 30 variable model, but still indicative of high absolute classification 338 

performance.   339 
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Discussion 340 

Main findings 341 

In this study we demonstrate the potential of using machine learning to identify key variables 342 

where individuals with genetic conditions associated with intellectual disability and 343 

neurodevelopmental disorders differ from unaffected control individuals, based on a limited 344 

set of psychiatric, behavioural and physical health related variables, in the absence of 345 

biochemical, genetic, IQ or neurocognitive data. Using an SVM classifier, we were able to 346 

classify individuals with an ND-GC with excellent performance, achieving an AUROC of 347 

0.971. We identified 4 dimensions in our variable set that appeared to be most relevant to 348 

identifying individuals with an ND-GC, namely, development/health, anxiety, insomnia and 349 

depression.  350 

Relationship to previous studies 351 

Previous studies have described the high rates, and complex presentations, of psychiatric 352 

and neurodevelopmental difficulties in children with ND-GCs (8,12,13,22,44). ND-GCs are 353 

associated with a wide range of health outcomes (15), along with multimorbidity later in life 354 

(45), and are highly enriched in the population with developmental delay/intellectual disability 355 

(1,3,4,46). However, not all individuals with a ND-GC will meet diagnostic criteria for specific 356 

psychiatric disorders (47). We attempted to address this by not including diagnostic status in 357 

our classification models, only symptom scores; the highly accurate classification we were 358 

able to achieve supports the idea that profiles of symptoms are most informative when 359 

identifying areas of relative difficulty or strength in individuals with ND-GCs.  360 

We identified 4 underlying dimensions in our final set of 30 variables. These dimensions 361 

identify potential key phenotypic areas where individuals with ND-GCs differ from controls: 362 

anxiety (particularly separation anxiety), motor skills and development, insomnia, and 363 

depression, as well as suggesting that other domains, such as difficulties with conduct or 364 

hyperactivity, may be less discriminating. The identified dimensions map onto areas of 365 
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difficulty elucidated in previous studies (11,27,47–50), and highlight that specific symptoms 366 

may be particularly informative about ND-GC status, including initial insomnia, intensity of 367 

depressive symptoms, physical symptoms of separation anxiety, and having a history of 368 

speech and language therapy.  369 

Clinical care pathways may be enhanced by focusing more on the areas identified as key 370 

dimensions by our analysis if further research demonstrates that they are areas that predict 371 

longer term difficulties for children with ND-GCs. It will also be important to take the items 372 

identified and work with parents and clinicians to optimise the wording and content of any 373 

items that could be used in a screening test derived from our analysis. For example, one 374 

highly predictive item refers to a history of speech and language therapy. As ND-GC carriers 375 

can struggle to access therapies in a timely fashion, this item might miss individuals who 376 

might have needed speech and language therapy, but not been able to access it; therefore, 377 

asking about relative difficulties with speech and language may be more informative. 378 

Strength and limitations 379 

This is the largest study of its kind to investigate the possibility of differentiation between 380 

individuals with a broad range of ND-GCs and controls based solely on psychiatric and 381 

health phenotypes using machine learning models. We were able to produce a model with 382 

very high AUROC, which appeared to perform well across a range of relevant ages, and in 383 

both males and females. 384 

However, while including a very broad range of genomic disorders provided a more 385 

representative sample of those variants seen by clinical services, it may have increased the 386 

noise and variability in symptoms. Our sample was also unbalanced, in that there were a 387 

larger number of individuals with a ND-GC than controls, because not all families with a child 388 

with an ND-GC had an unaffected sibling of a similar age. This can affect model 389 

performance, as most techniques work best in balanced samples.  390 
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Our initial partial least squares discriminant analysis on our full dataset of phenotypic and 391 

psychiatric information indicated that young people with an ND-GC and control individuals lie 392 

on a spectrum of symptoms, and that while it is possible to distinguish between the two 393 

groups based on psychiatric, behavioural and health information, there remain some 394 

individuals with a ND-GC who have profiles that are very similar to unaffected individuals. 395 

This highlights the wide variety of phenotypic expression that is seen within individuals with 396 

ND-GCs, which will impose limits on the performance of any classification algorithm.  397 

Additionally, ascertainment bias may affect our results. Developmental delay is a major 398 

reason for referral for genetic testing in the UK, and it is likely that our sample has a 399 

preponderance to include those individuals with ND-GCs who are on the more severe end of 400 

the phenotypic presentation, and as such it may be the case that the common dimensional 401 

structure we identify as being associated with ND-GC carriage may be applicable only to 402 

relatively more severe difficulties, rather than the phenotype of the entire population of ND-403 

GC carriers.  404 

Our machine learning models and EGA would be strengthened by measuring performance 405 

and performing confirmatory factor analysis using an independent sample. Future studies 406 

which combine measurement of most differentiating variables and longer-term follow-up of 407 

psychiatric and health outcomes would allow the predictive accuracy of our model to be 408 

evaluated. 409 

We considered the role of decision curve analysis in our study, as this approach has been 410 

recommended in studies of prediction models (51). However, such calculations rely on 411 

samples being drawn from a population comparable to the clinical population. Our study 412 

sample was drawn from a cohort explicitly required to be ND-GC carriers (or sibling 413 

controls). Therefore, such an analysis is not applicable to our study. However, it should be 414 

performed in a future study validating our model in a broader population. 415 

Despite these limitations, it is important to better understand the difficulties faced by this 416 

group of patients as they make up a significant proportion of those presenting to intellectual 417 
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disability services and clinicians often lack complete information on prognosis for patients 418 

with ND-GCs. This study highlights areas of difficulties for those children who may most 419 

need further support, which may warrant further research and may be targets for 420 

individualised interventions.  421 

Conclusions 422 

We demonstrate that it is possible to accurately detect individuals with ND-GCs associated 423 

with neurodevelopmental disorders and intellectual disability based on a limited set of 424 

psychiatric and health variables which could form the basis for clinical screening 425 

instruments. We highlight that separation anxiety, development of motor skills and speech, 426 

insomnia and depression are important areas where children with ND-GCs differ from 427 

control individuals. Future research should investigate these areas in more detail so that 428 

targeted interventions can be developed.  429 
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Tables 434 

Table 1 435 

Model Mean Log Loss AUROC AUROC difference AUROC 

p-value 

Linear SVM 0.194 [ 0.112, 

0.279] 

0.971 [ 0.943, 

0.996] 

- - 

Penalised 

LR 

0.250 [ 0.198, 

0.313] 

0.964 [ 0.928, 

0.992] 

0.007 [ -0.037, 

0.05] 

0.720 

Random 

Forest 

0.237 [ 0.177, 

0.306] 

0.964 [ 0.931, 

0.992] 

0.007 [ -0.031, 

0.053] 

0.774 

ANN 0.411 [ 0.376, 

0.446] 

0.959 [ 0.919, 

0.997] 

0.012 [ -0.041, 

0.06] 

0.696 

 436 

Table 1 Caption: Final model performance on held-out test dataset. Values shown are 437 

bootstrapped performance and the 95% confidence interval of the measure (Mean Log Loss 438 

and AUROC), and difference in AUROC between the linear SVM and the other models, with 439 

its 95% confidence interval, and the p-value of the AUROC difference  440 
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Figures 441 

  442 
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Figure 1 443 

 444 
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Figure 1 Caption: Flowchart of analysis workflow including variable and participant 445 

selection and machine learning model fitting. CV: Cross-validation; ML: Machine Learning; 446 

PCA: Principal Components Analysis; PLSDA: Partial Least Squares Discriminant Analysis 447 

  448 
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Figure 2 449 

 450 

Figure 2 Caption: Performance of final models on test data. A: Plot of performance 451 

(AUROC) of four machine learning models (ANN = Artificial Neural Network, Penalised LR = 452 

Penalised Logistic Regression, Linear SVM = Linear Support Vector Machine fit to 7 453 

difference variable sets (All Variables = All 233 variables; ANN = the top 30 most important 454 

variables identified by an ANN fit to all variables; Penalized LR = the top 30 most important 455 

variables identified by a penalized logistic regression fit to all variables; Random Forest = the 456 

top 30 most important variables identified by a random forest model fit to all variables; > 1 457 

Model = variables identified as being in the top 30 most important variables by more than 458 

one ML model; > 2 Models = variables identified as being in the top 30 most important 459 
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variables by more than two ML models; Linear SVM = the top 30 most important variables 460 

identified by a linear SVM fit to all variables. Points show the median posterior AUROC, error 461 

bars show the 95% credible interval of the AUROC. 462 

B: Receiver-operator characteristic curves for the 4 machine learning models, using the 30 463 

variables from the linear SVM dataset). C: Top – histogram of predicted probability of ND-464 

GC status in the 99 participants in our testing dataset using the best performing Linear SVM 465 

model; Bottom – plots of sensitivity, specificity of model classification performance at 466 

different thresholds for categorising a predicted probability into control or ND-GC. Optimal 467 

performance, as indexed by the j-index (sensitivity + specificity – 1) occurred at a threshold 468 

of 0.57. D: Calibration plot for the best performing linear SVM. The sensitivity plot compares 469 

the predicted and true probability of participants being ND-GC carriers across 10 bins of 470 

predicted probability. Points are performance in each decile, vertical lines show 95% 471 

confidence intervals, thick diagonal linear shows a linear model fit to the data, with the shade 472 

area showing the 95% confidence interval of the linear model. A perfectly performing model 473 

would following the diagonal dashed line. E: Variable importance for the best fitting model. 474 

Mean dropout loss is the mean change in model AUROC after a given variable is permuted 475 

(repeated 500 times). Horizontal line indicates (1 – AUROC) of the full model; therefore, 476 

variables with mean values above this line have a negative impact on model fit when 477 

permuted. Variable definitions: see table 6 for full definitions; SLT: Ever had speech therapy; 478 

AWM: Invented words, odd indirect, metaphorical ways; CBA: catches a small ball thrown 479 

from 6-8ft; CRF: runs as fast and easily as other children; SAP: Physical symptoms on 480 

separation intensity; LIE: Lying; EST: educationally statemented; COB: can organise her 481 

body to do a planned motor activity; SAF: Separation Anxiety if not co-sleeping with a carer; 482 

ARP: say the same thing over and over; SAS: Avoidance of sleeping away from family; 483 

CCP: cuts pictures and shapes accurately; CAR: heart problems; FBI: Fear of 484 

blood/injection; MSK: skeletal or muscular problems; FPB: Fear of activities in public 485 

avoidance; REA behind in reading; SAI: Separation worries/anxiety; InI: Initial insomnia 486 
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intensity; DeI: Episode of depressed mood intensity; W18: walking by 18 months; LUN: other 487 

problems with airways/lungs; AGO: Agoraphobia; InT: Insomnia intensity; BLT: Often blurts 488 

out answers to questions; D2M: Period of 2 continuous months without depressed mood in 489 

last year; DeQ: Distinct quality of depressed mood; RUM: Rumination; CHT: Cheating; FGT: 490 

Forgetful in daily activities   491 
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Figure 3 492 

 493 

 494 

Figure 4 Caption: Exploratory Graph Analysis. The graph shows correlations between 495 

variables (notes) as lines, where line thickness represents correlation strength. Nodes are 496 

coloured by the putative dimensions they are assigned to by the Bootstrapped EGA 497 

algorithm. Variable Definitions: See Table 6 for full variable definitions; AGO: Agoraphobia; 498 

CBA: catches a small ball thrown from 6-8ft; CCP: cuts pictures and shapes accurately; 499 

COB: can organise her body to do a planned motor activity; CRF: runs as fast and easily as 500 

other children; D2M: Period of 2 continuous months without depressed mood in last year; 501 

DeI: Episode of depressed mood intensity; DeQ: Distinct quality of depressed mood 502 

intensity; EST: educationally statemented; FPB: Fear of activities in public avoidance; InI: 503 

Initial insomnia intensity; InT: Insomnia intensity; MSK: skeletal or muscular problems; REA: 504 

Is your child behind in reading; SAF: Separation Anxiety; SAI: Separation worries/anxiety 505 

intensity; SAP: Physical symptoms of separation intensity; SAS: Avoidance of sleeping away 506 

from family intensity; SLT: Has your child had speech therapy; W18: Did your child walk by 507 

18 months 508 

  509 
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Supplementary Items 663 

Supplementary Methods  664 

Initial Variable Filtering 665 

The initial dataset contained 1450 variables with information from 589 individuals (441 666 

individuals with a ND-GC and 148 unaffected control individuals). To prepare the data for 667 

analysis, we began by removing those variables that contained administrative, free text and 668 

date and time information, as well as variables that were not quantitative questionnaire 669 

responses or coding of symptom intensity. Following these initial steps, variables where the 670 

most common response made up greater than 95% of responses to the question were 671 

removed as these items would likely not be useful in distinguishing young people with ND-672 

GCs and phenotypic difficulties from other young people. In addition, those variables with a 673 

missing rate greater than 25% were also removed. Once the variables had been filtered, 674 

individuals with missing data rates across the remaining variables greater than 25% were 675 

also removed. These steps resulted in 489 individuals (376 ND-GC carriers [76.9%], of 676 

whom 41% had at least one sibling also included in the study) and 233 variables retained for 677 

further analysis. 678 

Principal Components Analysis and Partial Least Squares Discriminant Analysis 679 

To develop an initial understanding of the dimensional structure of our data, we applied 680 

principal components analysis (PCA) followed by partial least squares discriminant analysis 681 

(PLSDA) to our training dataset, using the R mixOmics package (32). We used PCA as an 682 

initial unsupervised approach to identify the number of components that explained variance 683 

in our measured variables. Next, we applied a supervised approach (where the outcome 684 

was ND-GC status): sparse PLSDA. The number of components retained and number of 685 

variables per component were selected using 5-fold cross-validation, repeated 50 times, 686 

finding the combination that minimised prediction distance using one-sided t-tests testing for 687 
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significant differences in the mean error rate when components are added to the model. The 688 

PLSDA model was then fit with the optimal number of components and variables.  689 

Model Evaluation 690 

Elastic net regression models optimised penalty and mixture parameters; random forests 691 

used 1000 trees and optimised minimal node size and number of variables split at each 692 

node; SVM models optimised cost and margin parameters, neural network models optimised 693 

the number of hidden units, epochs and model penalty. 694 

Model performance was evaluated for each outer fold by fitting the model with the best 695 

performing set of hyperparameters in the inner fold data to the (previously unseen) outer fold 696 

assessment dataset. This process was then repeated for all outer folds. 697 

Following nested cross validation, we compared model performance based on the AUROC 698 

values for each outer fold, using a Bayesian linear mixed model fit with the R rstanarm 699 

package (52), where the outer fold identity was included as a varying intercept. From this 700 

model we calculated the performance of each model using the median of the posterior 701 

distribution, and the 95% credible interval using the highest density interval method. Models 702 

were then compared using the probability of direction method (53). 703 

Modell variable importance was determined using permutation testing. This approach 704 

randomly permutes data from each variable in turn and evaluates the change in model 705 

performance (i.e., change in AUROC) following permutation. This was repeated 500 times to 706 

give a distribution of changes in performance after permutation. Variables with greater 707 

importance to the model will cause larger drops in AUROC than variables with lower 708 

importance  709 
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Supplementary Table 1 710 

 711 

Genetic Condition N 

Controls 104 

16p11.2 proximal deletion 45 

15q11.2 deletion 39 

22q11.2 proximal deletion 30 

1q21.1 distal duplication 28 

15q13.3 deletion 24 

16p11.2 proximal duplication 24 

22q11.2 proximal duplication 23 

15q13.3 duplication 20 

1q21.1 distal deletion 17 

NRXN1 deletion 15 

1q21.1 proximal TAR duplication 13 

16p11.2 distal deletion 11 

Kleefstra Syndrome 11 

15q11.2 duplication 5 

Other ND-GC* 80 

 712 

Supplementary Table 1 Caption: Counts of the genotypes of all study participants. *To 713 

preserve the confidentiality of individuals who had ND-GCs with a total count of < 5 714 

participants with the same ND-GC in the study, we have grouped all such low frequency ND-715 

GCs into a single group. This group contained 31 deletions and 25 duplications, with 15 716 

other conditions being related to mixed deletions and duplications, single nucleotide 717 

variants, triplications, translocation, chromosomal trisomy, or imprinting. Chromosomal 718 
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regions affected by ND-GCs in this group were: 1p21, 1p33, 1p36, 1q21, 1q42, 1q44, 2p12, 719 

2p16, 2q11-q21, 2q13, 2q33, 2q34, 2q37, 3q28-29, 4p15, 4q28-31, 5p15, 5q23, 6p25, 6q27, 720 

7p22, 7q11, 8q21, 8q24, 9p24, 9q34, 11q23, 12p13, 15pter-q13, 15q11, 15q11-q13, 15q13, 721 

16p11, 16p12, 16p13, 16p21, 16q23, 17p11, 17p13, 17q12, 17q23, 17q25, 18p11, 20q13, 722 

22q11, 22q12-q13, 22q13, Xp21, Xp22, Xp28.  723 

  724 
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Supplementary Table 2: TRIPOD Table 725 

Section/Topic Item Checklist Item Page 

Title and abstract 

Title 1 
Identify the study as developing and/or validating a multivariable 

prediction model, the target population, and the outcome to be predicted. 
Title 

Abstract 2 

Provide a summary of objectives, study design, setting, participants, 

sample size, predictors, outcome, statistical analysis, results, and 

conclusions. 

Abstract 

Introduction 

Background 

and objectives 

3a 

Explain the medical context (including whether diagnostic or prognostic) 

and rationale for developing or validating the multivariable prediction 

model, including references to existing models. 

Introduction 

3b 
Specify the objectives, including whether the study describes the 

development or validation of the model or both. 
Introduction 

Methods 

Source of data 

4a 

Describe the study design or source of data (e.g., randomized trial, 

cohort, or registry data), separately for the development and validation 

data sets, if applicable. 

Methods and 

Materials - 

Participants 

4b 
Specify the key study dates, including start of accrual; end of accrual; 

and, if applicable, end of follow-up.  

Methods and 

Materials - 

Assessments 

Participants 

5a 
Specify key elements of the study setting (e.g., primary care, secondary 

care, general population) including number and location of centres. 

Methods and 

Materials - 

Participants 

5b Describe eligibility criteria for participants.  

Methods and 

Materials - 

Participants 

5c Give details of treatments received, if relevant.  

N/A – 

observational 

study 
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Outcome 

6a 
Clearly define the outcome that is predicted by the prediction model, 

including how and when assessed.  

Methods and 

Materials - 

Participants 

6b Report any actions to blind assessment of the outcome to be predicted.  

N/A 

observational 

study 

Predictors 

7a 

Clearly define all predictors used in developing or validating the 

multivariable prediction model, including how and when they were 

measured. 

Methods and 

Materials - 

Assessments 

7b 
Report any actions to blind assessment of predictors for the outcome and 

other predictors.  

N/A 

observational 

study 

Sample size 8 Explain how the study size was arrived at. 

Methods and 

Materials - 

Participants 

Missing data 9 

Describe how missing data were handled (e.g., complete-case analysis, 

single imputation, multiple imputation) with details of any imputation 

method.  

Methods and 

Materials – Initial 

Variable Filtering 

and Machine 

Learning Model 

Fitting 

Statistical 

analysis 

methods 

10a Describe how predictors were handled in the analyses.  

Methods and 

Materials – Initial 

Variable Filtering 

and Machine 

Learning Model 

Fitting 

10b 
Specify type of model, all model-building procedures (including any 

predictor selection), and method for internal validation. 

Methods and 

Materials – 

Machine 

Learning Model 

Fitting 
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10d 
Specify all measures used to assess model performance and, if relevant, 

to compare multiple models.  

Methods and 

Materials – 

Machine 

Learning Model 

Fitting – 

paragraph 1 

Risk groups 11 Provide details on how risk groups were created, if done.  N/A 

Results 

Participants 

13a 

Describe the flow of participants through the study, including the number 

of participants with and without the outcome and, if applicable, a summary 

of the follow-up time. A diagram may be helpful.  

Figure 1 

13b 

Describe the characteristics of the participants (basic demographics, 

clinical features, available predictors), including the number of participants 

with missing data for predictors and outcome.  

Table 1 

Model 

development  

14a Specify the number of participants and outcome events in each analysis.  Table 1 

14b 
If done, report the unadjusted association between each candidate 

predictor and outcome. 
N/A 

Model 

specification 

15a 

Present the full prediction model to allow predictions for individuals (i.e., 

all regression coefficients, and model intercept or baseline survival at a 

given time point). 

Results – 

Predictive 

performance 

with optimised 

variable sets; 

Shiny app 

https://nadonnell

y.shinyapps.io/c

nv_ml_app/  

15b Explain how to the use the prediction model. 

Results– 

Predictive 

performance 

with optimised 

variable sets; 

Shiny App 

https://nadonnell
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y.shinyapps.io/c

nv_ml_app/  

Model 

performance 
16 Report performance measures (with CIs) for the prediction model. 

Results – 

Developing 

machine learning 

models, Results 

– Predictive 

performance 

with optimised 

variable sets  

Discussion 

Limitations 18 
Discuss any limitations of the study (such as nonrepresentative sample, 

few events per predictor, missing data).  

Discussion – 

Strengths and 

limitations 

Interpretation 19b 
Give an overall interpretation of the results, considering objectives, 

limitations, and results from similar studies, and other relevant evidence.  

Discussion – 

Main Findings, 

Discussion – 

Relationship to 

previous studies 

Implications 20 
Discuss the potential clinical use of the model and implications for future 

research.  

Discussion - 

Conclusions 

Other information 

Supplementary 

information 
21 

Provide information about the availability of supplementary resources, 

such as study protocol, Web calculator, and data sets.  

Methods and 

Materials – 

Statistical 

Analysis 

Funding 22 
Give the source of funding and the role of the funders for the present 

study.  

Funding 

statement 

 726 

Supplementary Table 2 Caption: TRIPOD Reporting Guideline Table 727 
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Supplementary Table 3  729 

Variable 
 

Group 
  

 
Overall,  

N = 4891 

Sibling 

Control,  

N = 1131 

ND-GC,  

N = 3761 

p-

value2 

Age 9.33  

(7.27, 12.22) 

10.35  

(8.13, 13.11) 

9.02  

(7.12, 11.79) 

<0.001 

Gender 
   

0.001 

Female 180 (37%) 56 (50%) 124 (33%) 
 

Male 309 (63%) 57 (50%) 252 (67%) 
 

Highest Educational 

Level 

   
0.001 

No School Leaving Exams 32 (6.5%) 4 (3.5%) 28 (7.4%) 
 

Low 102 (21%) 22 (19%) 80 (21%) 
 

Middle 174 (36%) 38 (34%) 136 (36%) 
 

High 128 (26%) 25 (22%) 103 (27%) 
 

Unknown 53 (11%) 24 (21%) 29 (7.7%) 
 

Income 
   

0.009 

<=£19,999 123 (25%) 21 (19%) 102 (27%) 
 

£20,000 - £39,999 164 (34%) 35 (31%) 129 (34%) 
 

£40,000 - £59,999 73 (15%) 14 (12%) 59 (16%) 
 

£60,000 + 71 (15%) 20 (18%) 51 (14%) 
 

Unknown 58 (12%) 23 (20%) 35 (9.3%) 
 

Ethnicity 
   

<0.001 

European 435 (89%) 92 (81%) 343 (91%) 
 

Other 31 (6.3%) 5 (4.4%) 26 (6.9%) 
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Unknown 23 (4.7%) 16 (14%) 7 (1.9%) 
 

1 Median (IQR); n (%) 
    

2 Wilcoxon rank sum test; Pearson’s Chi-squared test 
  

 730 

Supplementary Table 3 Caption: Demographic information about the sample of children 731 

affected by a ND-GC and sibling controls.  732 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 20, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.16.22283581doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.16.22283581
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Neurodevelopmental and Psychiatric Signatures of Genomic Disorders 

45 
 

Supplementary Table 4 733 

Model Performance Difference Probability of Direction 

Linear SVM  0.936 [0.917, 0.955] - 1 

Random Forest 0.933 [0.915, 0.952] -0.002 [-0.014, 0.008] 0.654 

Penalised LR 0.928 [0.909, 0.947] -0.008 [ -0.019, 0.003] 0.172 

ANN 0.9 [0.881, 0.919] -0.036 [ -0.047, -0.025] 0 

 734 

Supplementary Table 4 Caption: Classification performance for each of the different 735 

machine learning techniques using training data and all variables. ANN: Artificial Neural 736 

Network; LR: Logistic Regression; SVM: Support Vector Machine 737 

  738 
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Supplementary Table 5 739 

Model Variable Set Performance Difference Probability 

of Direction 

Linear SVM SVM 0.944 [ 0.923, 

0.964] 

- 1 

Penalised LR SVM 0.938 [ 0.918, 

0.959] 

-0.005 [ -0.021, 

0.011] 

0.506 

ANN SVM 0.935 [ 0.915, 

0.956] 

-0.008 [ -0.025, 

0.008] 

0.310 

Random 

Forest 

SVM 0.942 [ 0.921, 

0.962] 

-0.002 [ -0.018, 

0.014] 

0.814 

     

Linear SVM Penalised LR 0.942 [ 0.922, 

0.963] 

-0.002 [ -0.018, 

0.014] 

0.812 

Penalised LR Penalised LR 0.935 [ 0.914, 

0.955] 

-0.009 [ -0.025, 

0.007] 

0.300 

ANN Penalised LR 0.905 [ 0.885, 

0.926] 

-0.038 [ -0.054, -

0.022] 

0 

Random 

Forest 

Penalised LR 0.936 [ 0.917, 

0.958] 

-0.007 [ -0.024, 

0.009] 

0.384 

     

Linear SVM ANN 0.925 [ 0.904, 

0.945] 

-0.019 [ -0.035, -

0.002] 

0.022 

Penalised LR ANN 0.926 [ 0.905, 

0.946] 

-0.018 [ -0.034, -

0.002] 

0.030 

ANN ANN 0.922 [ 0.901, 

0.942] 

-0.022 [ -0.038, -

0.006] 

0.008 
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Random 

Forest 

ANN 0.937 [ 0.916, 

0.957] 

-0.007 [ -0.023, 

0.009] 

0.418 

     

Linear SVM Random 

Forest 

0.938 [ 0.918, 

0.959] 

-0.006 [ -0.022, 

0.011] 

0.492 

Penalised LR Random 

Forest 

0.933 [ 0.912, 

0.953] 

-0.011 [ -0.027, 

0.005] 

0.184 

ANN Random 

Forest 

0.917 [ 0.896, 

0.938] 

-0.027 [ -0.043, -

0.011] 

0 

Random 

Forest 

Random 

Forest 

0.942 [ 0.921, 

0.962] 

-0.002 [ -0.018, 

0.015] 

0.842 

     

Linear SVM All Variables 0.933 [ 0.914, 

0.955] 

-0.01 [ -0.027, 

0.006] 

0.214 

Penalised LR All Variables 0.926 [ 0.905, 

0.946] 

-0.018 [ -0.034, -

0.002] 

0.028 

ANN All Variables 0.898 [ 0.877, 

0.919] 

-0.046 [ -0.062, -

0.03] 

0 

Random 

Forest 

All Variables 0.931 [ 0.91, 

0.951] 

-0.013 [ -0.029, 

0.003] 

0.120 

     

Linear SVM Variables 

selected by > 

1 model 

0.944 [ 0.923, 

0.964] 

0 [ -0.016, 0.016] 0.986 

Penalised LR Variables 

selected by > 

1 model 

0.936 [ 0.915, 

0.956] 

-0.008 [ -0.023, 

0.009] 

0.350 
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ANN Variables 

selected by > 

1 model 

0.923 [ 0.902, 

0.943] 

-0.021 [ -0.037, -

0.005] 

0.012 

Random 

Forest 

Variables 

selected by > 

1 model 

0.938 [ 0.918, 

0.959] 

-0.006 [ -0.022, 

0.01] 

0.498 

     

Linear SVM Variables 

selected by > 

2 models 

0.944 [ 0.923, 

0.964] 

0 [ -0.017, 0.016] 0.982 

Penalised LR Variables 

selected by > 

2 models 

0.94 [ 0.92, 

0.962] 

-0.003 [ -0.019, 

0.013] 

0.704 

ANN Variables 

selected by > 

2 models 

0.934 [ 0.914, 

0.955] 

-0.01 [ -0.026, 

0.006] 

0.234 

Random 

Forest 

Variables 

selected by > 

2 models 

0.939 [ 0.918, 

0.959] 

-0.005 [ -0.021, 

0.011] 

0.568 

 740 

Supplementary Table 5 Caption: Classification performance for each of the different 741 

machine learning techniques using training data and different sets of variables. Column 742 

Performance is the median model performance over 20 outer folds of nested cross 743 

validation, estimated using a Bayesian generalised linear model, with 95% credible interval; 744 

Column Difference shows the model estimated difference in performance between the top 745 

performing model (Linear SVM with the top 30 model important variables estimated by the 746 

linear SVM fit to all variables) and a given model 747 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 20, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.16.22283581doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.16.22283581
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Neurodevelopmental and Psychiatric Signatures of Genomic Disorders 

49 
 

Supplementary Table 6 748 

 749 

Covariate Value AUROC Mean Log Loss 

Age (quintile) [5.89,6.72] 1 0.105 

 
(6.72,8.57] 0.964 0.288 

 
(8.57,9.41] 1 0.28 

 
(9.41,12.2] 1 0.108 

 
(12.2,21.6] 0.987 0.201 

Gender Female 0.949 0.312 

 
Male 0.99 0.132 

 750 

Supplementary Table 6: Performance statistics split by age and gender 751 

  752 
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Supplementary Table 7 753 

Variable Name Variable Definition Dimension  

SAP Separation Anxiety: do they get aches and pains, 

feel sick, get headaches etc. on school days,  

or at other times when separated from a 

parent/carer (Binary Variable) 

1: Anxiety 

SAI Separation Anxiety: Excessive worries or fear 

concerning separation from the persons to whom 

the child is attached (Binary Variable) 

1: Anxiety 

FPB Fear of activities in public: does fear of activities in 

public lead to a restricted lifestyle (Binary Variable) 

1: Anxiety 

SAS Separation Anxiety: Avoidance, or attempted 

avoidance, of sleeping away from family, as a result 

of worrying or anxiety about separation from home 

or family (Binary Variable) 

1: Anxiety 

SAF Separation Anxiety: The child sleeps with a family 

member because of persistent refusal to sleep 

through the night without being near a major 

attachment figure (Binary Variable) 

1: Anxiety 

AGO Agoraphobia: Does agoraphobia lead to a restricted 

lifestyle (Binary Variable) 

1: Anxiety 

EST Health and Development: Is your child educationally 

statemented? (Binary Variable) 

2: Development/ 

Co-ordination 

SLT Health and Development: Has your child had 

speech therapy? (Binary Variable) 

2: Development/ 

Co-ordination 

W18 Health and Development: Did your child walk by 18 

months of age? (Binary Variable) 

2: Development/ 

Co-ordination 
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CBA Coordination and motor development: Your child 

catches a small ball (e.g. tennis ball size) thrown 

from a distance of 6-8 feet (1.8-2.4 metres) (Ordinal 

variable: 1: Not at all like your child; 2: A bit like your 

child; 3: Moderately like your child; 4: Quite a bit like 

your child; 5: Extremely like your child) 

2: Development/ 

Co-ordination 

CRF Coordination and motor development: Your child 

runs as fast and in a similar way to other children of 

the same age and gender (Ordinal variable: 1: Not 

at all like your child; 2: A bit like your child; 3: 

Moderately like your child; 4: Quite a bit like your 

child; 5: Extremely like your child) 

2: Development/ 

Co-ordination 

COB Coordination and motor development: If your child 

has a plan to do a motor activity, they can organise 

their body to follow the plan and effectively 

complete the task (e.g., building a cardboard or 

cushion ‘fort’, moving on playground equipment, 

building a house or a structure with blocks, or using 

craft materials) (Ordinal variable: 1: Not at all like 

your child; 2: A bit like your child; 3: Moderately like 

your child; 4: Quite a bit like your child; 5: Extremely 

like your child) 

2: Development/ 

Co-ordination 

CCP Coordination and motor development: Your child 

cuts pictures and shapes accurately (Ordinal 

variable: 1: Not at all like your child; 2: A bit like your 

child; 3: Moderately like your child; 4: Quite a bit like 

your child; 5: Extremely like your child) 

2: Development/ 

Co-ordination 
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REA Health and Development: Is your child behind in 

reading? (Binary Variable) 

2: Development/ 

Co-ordination 

MSK Health and Development: Has your child had 

skeletal or muscular problems? (Binary Variable) 

2: Development/ 

Co-ordination 

InT Insomnia: Does the child experience overall 

insomnia greater than 1 hour per night? (Binary 

Variable) 

3: Insomnia 

InI Insomnia: Is initial insomnia present (Does it take 

more than an hour to get to sleep at night?) (Binary 

Variable) 

3: Insomnia 

DeI Depression: Was there a week when the participant 

felt miserable most days? (Binary Variable) 

4: Depression 

D2M Depression: Has there been a period of two months 

in the last year when the participant did not feel 

depressed in mood? (Binary Variable) 

4: Depression 

DeQ Depression: Depressed mood has a subjectively 

different quality from sadness, contrasted with an 

experience that caused sadness, such as loss of a 

pet or watching a sad film (Binary variable) 

4: Depression 

 754 

Supplementary Table 7 Caption: Final variables and associated dimensions identified 755 

using bootstrap exploratory graph analysis.  756 
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Supplementary Figure 1 757 

 758 

Supplementary Figure 1 Caption: PCA and PLSDA. A: Variance explained by the first 10 759 

principal components of all 233 variables in 390 participants in the training dataset. One 760 

component explains a particularly large proportion of variance (16.6%). B: scatter plot of all 761 

participants by the first two PLSA components, with 95% confidence ellipse for each class. 762 

C: as B, for PLS components 1 and 3. 763 
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