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MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Criteria for patient inclusion/exclusion  

The SLE cohort was comprised of patients who had attended the Department of Allergy and 

Rheumatology at the University of Tokyo Hospital, Division of Rheumatic Diseases at National Center 

for Global Health and Medicine or Immuno-Rheumatology Center at St. Luke's International Hospital, 

who met the 1997 revised version of ACR SLE criteria 1. Of the enrolled 136 patients, 88 cases had active 

disease with SLEDAI-2K ≥ 4. The other cases were inactive at the time of blood withdrawal. Patients 

administered cyclophosphamide or rituximab within one year or taking ≥ 21 mg/day prednisolone were 

excluded from this analysis. For 22 patients, belimumab was initiated after the collection of the samples, 

and samples after a half-year treatment were also collected. To assess the drug’s effect, cases with 

concomitant prednisolone increase ≥ 5 mg/day or concomitant addition of other immunosuppressants were 

excluded.  

The SSc cohort was comprised of patients who had attended the Department of Allergy and 

Rheumatology at the University of Tokyo Hospital or Department of Rheumatology at Tokyo Metropolitan 

Komagome Hospital, who met the 2013 American College of Rheumatology (ACR)/ European League 

Against Rheumatism (EULAR) classification criteria for Systemic Sclerosis 2. Patients taking ≥ 21 mg/day 

of prednisolone were excluded from this analysis. 

The IIM cohort was comprised of patients who had attended to the Department of Allergy and 

Rheumatology at the University of Tokyo Hospital or Division of Rheumatology at the Jikei University 

Hospital. They met standards defined by the Bohan and Peter criteria 3 4, or the European Neuromuscular 

Center criteria 5, or the Sontheimer criteria 6 or the Griggs criteria 7. Patients taking ≥ 12 mg/day 

prednisolone were excluded. Of the 85 patients, 36 cases had active disease and required subsequent 

initiation or an increase of immunomodulatory drugs. 

The inclusion criteria for HC were people with no apparent co-morbidities, no direct family history of 

autoimmune diseases and no use of prescription drugs or supplements. Age and sex were matched with 

the patient cohort as much as possible. For 30 HC cases, only naïve B cells among 5 B cell subsets were 

collected and utilized for the analysis. For the remaining 107 cases, 5 B cell subsets were collected. 

Patient inclusion/exclusion criteria for the other diseases were described in detail in our first report 8. 

Samples were collected from the University of Tokyo, the Jikei University School of Medicine, St. 

Luke's International Hospital, National Center for Global Health, and Medicine and Tokyo Metropolitan 



Komagome Hospital with approval by the Ethics Committees at each site. Written informed consent was 

obtained from all subjects enrolled. 

 

RNA-seq experiments 

We followed the same protocol that we reported previously 8. Briefly, peripheral blood mononuclear cells 

(PBMCs) were isolated by density gradient separation with Ficoll-Paque (GE Healthcare) immediately 

after blood drawing. After lysis of erythrocytes, up to 26 immune cell subsets were collected with purity 

> 99% using a MoFlo XDP instrument (Beckman Coulter) or a 14-colour cell sorter BD FACSAria Fusion 

(BD Biosciences). We intended to collect a minimum of 1,000 cells (up to 5,000 cells) per subset. Libraries 

for RNA-seq were prepared using SMART-seq v4 Ultra Low Input RNA Kits (Takara Bio). Samples 

failing any of the quality control steps (RNA quality and quantity, PCR amplification, library fragment 

size) were eliminated from further downstream steps. Libraries were sequenced on the HiSeq 2500 

Illumina platform to obtain 100-bp paired-end reads with HiSeq SBS Kit v4 (Illumina).  

 

Mapping of the transcriptome 

We followed the same protocol we reported previously 8. Briefly, adaptor sequences were trimmed using 

cutadapt (v1.16) and 3′- ends with low-quality bases (Phred quality score < 20) were trimmed using the 

fastx-toolkit (v0.0.14). Reads containing more than 20% low-quality bases were removed. Subsequently, 

reads were aligned against the GRCh38 reference sequence using STAR (v2.5.3) 9 in two-pass mode with 

GENCODE, version 27 annotations 10. A median of 10.1 million paired fragments were uniquely mapped 

per sample and utilized for the subsequent analysis. Expression was quantified using HTSeq (v 0.11.2) 11.  

 

Mapping and QC of BCR sequences from RNA-seq data 

We utilized MiXCR software (version 3.0.13) 12 for BCR mapping. With FASTQ files after adapter and 

quality trimming, we utilized the “analyze shotgun” option with parameters “-s hsa", “--starting-material 

rna” and “--receptor-type bcr”. After alignment and assembly of clonotypes based on the CDR3 sequence, 

the full BCR sequence was assembled with the “--contig-assembly” parameter. We set 

“specificMutationProbability” parameter to 2 × 10−3. Only productive heavy-chain sequences were kept 

for the analysis unless specified. For all analyses, samples with more than 500 unique CDR-H3 sequences 

were used for the analysis. For each sample, we treated each unique CDR3 sequence as a single event, 

regardless of read depth. For mapping non-productive sequences, we raised the 



“specificMutationProbability” parameter to 8 × 10−3 in order to reduce the amount of productive sequences 

with error or mutations counted as non-productive sequences. 

 

BCR-seq experiments 

We utilized residual RNA samples after RNA-seq for BCR-targeted sequence. We chose 20 samples which 

had the wide range in the number of BCR-mapped reads and sufficient volume of residual RNA: 5 samples 

from naïve B cells, 6 samples from USM B and 9 samples from plasmablasts. 

BCR region amplification and library preparation was performed with SMARTer Human BCR IgG IgM 

H/K/L Profiling Kit (Takara Bio). Heavy chain IgM sequences were amplified for naïve B cells and USM 

B, and heavy chain IgG sequences were amplified for plasmablasts. Libraries were sequenced on the 

MiSeq Illumina platform to obtain 300-bp paired-end reads. We utilized the same version of MiXCR 

software (version 3.0.13) as RNA-seq data analysis for BCR-seq data analysis. All samples were used for 

the comparison with RNA-seq. 

 

Principal component analysis based on VDJ gene usage 

All B cell samples used in this study except those samples after belimumab treatment were utilized for 

PCA analysis. For each sample, each VDJ gene usage was calculated by dividing the number of clonotypes 

using that gene by the total number of clonotypes in that sample. We retained genes that were used more 

than 0.5% by 10% or more of the samples. Each gene usage was scaled to mean = 0 and variance = 1, and 

PCA was performed with prcomp function in R. 

To project samples after belimumab treatment to the same PCA space described above, for each VDJ 

gene, we centered the mean and standardized the variance with regards to those calculated among all the 

other B cell samples above. Then, this normalized VDJ gene usage matrix and the PC loadings of each 

gene calculated in the above analysis were utilized for calculating PC scores for samples after belimumab 

treatment. 

We assessed the disease effects on PC scores by linear regression analysis comparing each disease 

sample versus HC samples in each subset. Treatment effects on PC scores were assessed by the linear 

mixed model comparing samples before and after treatment, with individuals treated as random effects. 

The linear mixed model was fit with lme4 package. 

 

Calculation of the Repertoire Naïveness Score 



For scoring, we only included VDJ genes that were used by more than an average of 0.1% of the 

clonotypes in each of the 5 subsets. At first, each VDJ gene usage was scaled to mean = 0 and variance = 

1 among the 5 B cell subsets of HCs. Then, the effect sizes of VDJ genes were estimated by comparing 

their usage between naïve B and USM B among HC samples with a linear mixed model, with individuals 

treated as random effects. Only genes that attained Bonferroni-adjusted p values < 0.05 in this comparison 

were utilized for the subsequent scoring. In addition, genes whose usage showed substantial correlation 

among 5 B cell subsets of HCs (|β| > 0.4 in the linear mixed model) were pruned to keep the most 

significantly different ones in the comparison of USM B and naïve B. As a result, 55 genes (35 V genes, 

16 D genes and 4 J genes) were retained for the scoring (Table S3). 

  For each sample, VDJ gene usage was mean-centered and variance-standardized with regards to those 

calculated among the 5 B cell subsets of HCs. Then, the following formula was applied for calculating the 

RN score: 
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where 𝛽̂𝛽𝑉𝑉𝑘𝑘 corresponded to the effect size of the Vk gene usage as calculated above, and UVki corresponded 

to the normalized usage of the Vk gene in individual i. 

 

Calculation of gene set enrichment score 

We utilized the GSVA package 13 to calculate the gene set enrichment score for samples. After TMM 

normalization 14 of count data, conversion to log count per million values and batch effect removal with 

the ComBat function from the sva package 15, the “gsva” function was utilized for calculating the gene set 

enrichment score for the gene sets in Table S6. The Tph1 score was calculated using the 54 genes that 

were significantly upregulated in PD-1hi CD4+ T cells compared with PD-1− populations in the original 

article 16 and normalized expression values of Th1 cells. The IFN score was calculated using 97 genes in 

HALLMARK_INTERFERON_ALPHA_RESPONSE gene set in MSigDB 17.  

 

Association analysis with gene expression 

The association of naïve B cell CDR-H3 length with gene expression in naïve B cells was assessed in each 

disease at first for reducing the confounding of inter-disease differences in gene expression-CDR-H3 

length association. For this step, gene expression data after filtering of low expressed genes was assessed 



for the association with CDR-H3 length using the limma 18 package with voom transformation. Known 

batch effects and age were treated as covariates. Then, resultant effect sizes of each comparison and their 

standard deviations were utilized for fixed effect meta-analysis with Metasoft (version 2.0.1) software 19.  

For the assessment of association of RN score and gene expression in each immune cell subset, we also 

utilized limma with voom transformation. The RN score was scaled to mean = 0 and variance = 1 and 

known batch effects and age were treated as covariates. In this comparison, genes fulfilling FDR < 0.05 

and |logFC| > 0.1 were treated as significantly associated genes. 

 

Gene set enrichment analysis 

We tested the enrichment of CDR-H3 length-associated genes that passed a Bonferroni significance 

threshold in fixed-effect meta-analysis to hallmark gene sets by MsigDB 17 using the clusterProfiler 

package 20.  

 

Differential usage analysis 

For the assessment of disease effects on VDJ gene usage in each subset, we kept genes that were used 

more than 0.5% by 10% or more of the samples. For each disease, gene usage of the disease and HC 

samples were scaled to mean = 0 and variance = 1 and tested for the disease effect on gene usage by linear 

regression with age and known batch effects as covariates. 

 

Mediation analysis 

The relationships among IFN scores, Tph1 scores and RN scores in plasmablasts were tested among SLE 

patients by utilizing the classical mediation analysis framework 21. The IFN score was treated as the 

independent variable, the Tph1 score was treated as the mediator and the RN score was treated as the 

outcome variable. P values were calculated via 10000-time bootstrapping using mediation package in R. 

 

Calculation of V gene mutation frequency 

For the assessment of gene mutation frequency, we quantified per-base mutation frequency in the heavy-

chain V gene except for the CDR3 region, that is, in FR1, CDR1, FR2, CDR2 and FR3 regions. As MiXCR 

assembles the sequence of these regions after alignment and assembly of clonotypes based on CDR3 

sequence, only a portion of the nucleotides is actually sequenced in these regions. We counted the number 

of mutations in these regions in each individual and divided it by the total number of sequenced 



nucleotides in these regions in the individual to infer the V gene mutation frequency. 

 

Comparison with the data from the other cohort 

The BCR repertoire sequencing data of sorted B cells from human tonsil 22 was downloaded from 

ArrayExpress with the accession number E-MTAB-8999. 

Gene expression data of PD-1hi and PD-1− T cells 16 were downloaded from the ImmPort repository 

with the accession number SDY939. We performed the differential expression analysis between 

(memoryCD4+PD-1hiCXCR5-MHCII-ICOS+ + memoryCD4+PD-1hiCXCR5-MHCII+ICOS+) versus 

memoryCD4+PD-1-CXCR5- populations to obtain “PD-1hi versus PD-1− logFC”. 

To validate the reproducibility of the correlation between Tph1 transcriptome signature and RN score 

in plasmablasts, we utilized peripheral blood Th1 cells and plasmablast RNA-seq data of Japanese SLE 

patients and HCs that we had obtained previously 23. We excluded the overlapped participants with this 

study and this dataset consisted of 30 SLE patients and 26 HCs. 

 

Comparison of the frequency of IGHV4-34 clonotypes with nonmutated AVY/NHS motifs 

We counted the number of IGHV4-34 clonotypes with or without mutations in the AVY motif in the FWR1 

region or the NHS motif in the CDR2 region. Only clonotypes sequenced at these positions were included 

in the analysis. As the number of IGHV4-34 clonotypes was not large in one sample, we aggregated the 

IGHV4-34+ clonotypes in each comparison group (e.g., SLE plasmablasts, HC plasmablasts, etc.), and 

compared the cumulative number of mutated and nonmutated clonotypes between groups by Fisher’s 

exact test. 

 

Data visualization and statistical analysis 

The statistical test performed are indicated in the figure legends or Methods. Throughout the analyses, 

multiple test correction was performed with Benjamini-Hochberg procedure to obtain FDRs unless 

otherwise indicated. In boxplots, the center lines indicate the median, the box limits indicate the 

interquartile range (IQR), the whiskers reflect the maximum and minimum values no further than 1.5 × 

IQR from the hinge and the points indicate outliers. 

  



Supplementary Figures 
 
 

 
Fig. S1. BCR repertoire characteristics and comparison between RNA-seq and BCR-seq, related to 

Fig. 1 

(A) Mean number of clonotypes identified in each subset in our cohort. Bars indicate 2SD. Dotted line 

indicates the mean number of identified clonotypes among 5 subsets. (B-D) Comparison of total number 

of clonotype counts which reflect the effective read counts (B), number of identified clonotypes (C), and 

VDJ gene usage (D) between the results from RNA-seq experiment and BCR-seq experiment. Solid lines 

indicate y = x. 

 
  



 
Fig. S2. Association of CDR-H3 length with IMDs and gene expression, related to Fig. 2 
(A) Comparison of distribution of CDR-H3 lengths in SLE and HC in naïve B cells and plasmablasts. KS test, 

Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. (B) Comparison of lengths of sections that constitute the CDR-H3 region, 

related to Fig. 2B. (C) Comparison of CDR-H3 lengths between IMDs and HC among non-productive 



clonotypes. Differences between HC and each disease were tested with linear regression adjusting for age 

and batch effects. *, p < 0.05/50. (D) Comparison of IFN scores in naïve B cells among IMD and HC. 

Median values are marked with black line. Differences between HC and each disease were tested with 

linear regression adjusting for age and batch effects. *, p < 0.05/10. (E) Comparison of light chain CDR3 

length between IMD and HC. Differences between HC and each disease were tested with linear regression 

adjusting for age and batch effects. *, p < 0.05/50. (F) Effect sizes for the associations of labeled genes 

and CDR-H3 lengths in each disease as well as fixed effect meta-analysis. Bars indicate 95% CI. (G) 

Association of gene expression in 4 B cell subsets with naïve B CDR-H3 length, related to Fig. 2C. Fixed 

effect meta-analysis p values and effect sizes are plotted. Genes attained Bonferroni-adjusted p < 0.05 are 

marked red. Genes in “HALLMARK_INTERFERON_ALPHA_RESPONSE” gene set are marked as 

diamonds.  
  



 



Fig. S3. Comparison of gene usage patterns between IMDs and evaluation of the Repertoire 

Naïveness score, related to Fig. 3 

(A) Comparison of mean V gene usage among 5 B cell subsets in HC. Genes that are utilized at least 1% 

in any of 5 subsets are shown. For comparison, gene usages were Z score normalized column-wise and 

hierarchically clustered. (B) Disease effects on PC scores generated by linear regression analysis: 

comparison of each disease sample versus HC samples. Bars indicate 95% CI. (C) Comparison of gene 

usage-based scoring methods. Weights of VDJ genes used for scoring were calculated in 10 different ways 

(y axis) based on the gene usage difference between B cell subsets in HC. The performance of each scoring 

method was evaluated by AUC for distinguishing SLE patients from HC using the scores in 5 B cell 

subsets by fitting the logistic regression model. (D) Comparison of RN scores determined for 5 B cell 

subsets among all participants in our cohort. (E) Comparison of RN scores among IMDs in USM B (left) 

and plasmablasts (right). Black bars indicate median values. Differences between HC and each disease 

were tested with linear regression adjusting for age and batch effects. *, p < 0.05/10. (F) Comparison of 

RN scores among previously reported BCR-seq data of sorted B cells from human tonsil. MBC, memory 

B cell. GC, germinal center B cell. PB, plasmablast. Naïve, naïve B cell. (G) Distribution of median CDR-

H3 lengths of clonotypes utilizing each V (top), D (middle), and J (bottom) gene in plasmablasts among 

HC. Dotted lines indicate the median CDR-H3 length among all clonotypes. (H) Comparison of the effect 

size estimates of SLE versus HC gene usage comparison in plasmablasts (x-axis) and median CDR-H3 

length of each gene among HC in plasmablasts (y-axis). 

  



 

Fig. S4. RN score-associated gene expression profiles and their reproducibility in the independent 

cohort, related to Fig. 4 

(A) Comparison of SHM frequencies in the V gene region of plasmablasts among IMDs. Differences 

between HC and each disease were tested with linear regression adjusting for age and batch effects. *, p 

< 0.05/10. (B) Association of SHM frequencies (left) and RN scores of plasmablasts (right) with age. (C) 



ROC curve for classifying SLE patients from HC using RN score in plasmablasts (left) or SHM 

frequencies (right) in plasmablasts. (D) Association of gene expression in Th1 cells and RN score among 

SLE patients in the independent cohort. RN score was calculated in plasmablasts. Significantly associated 

genes are colored red. (E) Log fold change in Th1 expression versus RN score comparison in two different 

cohorts. Each dot corresponds to each gene. They showed high concordance between SLE patients in this 

study and the independent SLE cohort. RN score was calculated in plasmablasts. (F) Comparison of Tph1 

scores. Differences between HC and each disease were tested with linear regression adjusting for age and 

batch effects. *, p < 0.05/10. (G) Correlation between Tph1 scores and RN scores in USM B (left) or 

plasmablasts (right). Pearson’s r and its significance are provided. (H) Correlation between Tph1 scores 

and RN scores in plasmablasts in the independent cohort. (I) Correlation between IFN scores and RN 

scores in plasmablasts among SLE patients. (J) Association of gene expression in USM B cells and RN 

scores in USM B. Significantly associated genes are marked red. 
  



 
Fig. S5. Comparison of RN score, VH4-34 motifs and isotype frequencies, related to Fig. 5 

(A) Correlation between RN scores and serum total IgG concentrations. Pearson’s r and its significance 

are provided. (B) Correlation between IGHV4-34 usage in USM B and SLEDAI-2K. Pearson’s r and its 

significance are provided. (C) Correlation between RN scores and IGHV4-34 usage in USM B. R2 and p 

values were calculated with linear regression model. Mean values among HC, SLE, SSc, and IIM are 

marked with large points. The color of each point indicates the clinical diagnosis as illustrated in Fig. 1A. 

(D) Mediation model representing the relationships among RN scores in USM B (left) or plasmablasts 

(right), IGHV4-34 usage in USM B and SLEDAI-2K among SLE patients. (E) Comparison of the 

frequencies of clonotypes with mutations in AVY/NHS motifs among IGHV4-34 clonotypes (left) and 

IGHV4-34 usage (right) before and after treatment with belimumab. For motif comparison, Fisher’s exact 

test comparing the number of mutated/nonmutated clonotypes before and after treatment samples was 

performed in each subset; *, p < 0.01.  
  



Table S5. Abbreviations for immune cell subsets, Related to Figure 4 
 

Abbreviation Subset name 

CD4 CD4 T cells  
Naïve CD4  Naïve CD4 T cells  
Mem CD4  Memory CD4 T cells 

Th1    T helper 1 cells 
Th2    T helper 2 cells 

Th17    T helper 17 cells 
Tfh  T follicular helper cells 

Fr. II eTreg    Fraction II effector regulatory T cells 
Fr. I nTreg    Fraction I naïve regulatory T cells 

Fr. III T    Fraction III non-regulatory T cells 

CD8 CD8 T cells  
Naïve CD8  Naïve CD8 T cells 

TEMRA CD8    CD8+ T effector memory CD45RA+ cells 

EM CD8    Effector Memory CD8 T cells 
CM CD8    Central Memory CD8 T cells 

B B cells  
Naïve B  Naïve B cells 
USM B  Unswitched memory B cells 
SM B  Switched memory B cells 
DN B  Double Negative B cells 

Plasmablast  Plasmablasts 

NK Natural Killer cells 

Mono Monocytes 
CD16p Mono  CD16 positive monocytes 

NC Mono    Non-classical monocytes 
Int Mono    Intermediate monocytes 
CL Mono  Classical monocytes 

DC Dendric cells 
mDC  Myeloid dendritic cells 
pDC  Plasmacytoid dendritic cells  

Neu Neutrophils 
LDG    Low-Density Granulocytes 
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