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Abstract

Since Robertsonian translocations (ROB) are essential in the etiology of congenital
malformations and reproductive disorders, it is natural to assume that they represent a
thoroughly studied subject. However, on closer inspection, there are poorly studied areas
within this field. The aim of this report is to present results of a comprehensive analysis of
available data collected by researchers worldwide that allows a new look at the problems
mentioned above. There were determined rates and spectrums of ROB in the general popu-
lation and in patients with reproductive disorders. The comprehension of a female-based sex
ratio (male-to-female ratio) among newborn carriers of balanced nonhomologous ROB in the
general population leads to a conclusion on the mechanism of sex-specific correction of
translocation trisomy, which might explain both inexplicably low occurrence of rob-associ-
ated uniparental disomy and phenomenon of “non-Mendelian-inheritance.” The data
obtained indicate that female ROB carriers are at a much higher risk of uniparental disomy
compared to male ROB carriers. In the majority of asymptomatic male carriers of homolo-
gous translocation/isochromosome (HT), spermatogenesis is not impaired. An analysis of sex
ratio amonyg ill-defined HT carriers showed a difference between patients with Prader-Willi
syndrome and Angelman syndrome, indicating different mechanisms of HT formation.

Keywords: Robertsonian translocations, isochromosomes, sex ratio, uniparental disomy;,
non-Mendelian inheritance, reproductive disorders, Prader-Willi syndrome, Angelman
syndrome

© 2019 The Author(s). Licensee IntechOpen. This chapter is distributed under the terms of the Creative
InteChOpen Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use,

distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.



100 Cytogenetics - Past, Present and Further Perspectives

1. Introduction

Robertsonian translocations (ROBs) are common structural chromosome rearrangement in
humans. Since they are central in the etiology of congenital malformations and reproductive
disorders, it is natural to assume that they represent a thoroughly studied subject. However,
on closer inspection, there are poorly studied areas within this field. Surprisingly, exact rates of
ROB carriers were determined neither among consecutive newborns nor among patients with
reproductive disorders. The literature reiterates the information on tenfold, or even more than
tenfold, increase in the rate of ROB carriers among patients with reproductive disorders
compared to the general population. In addition, the quoted rates among newborns vary
depending on the source that the authors cite [1-3]. Another omission in the area under
consideration is the lack of systematic comparative analysis of the ROB spectrum in various
carrier groups. The phenomenon of exceptional rarity of some nonhomologous rearrange-
ments was not given due attention. There are some enigmatic problems in the field not yet
resolved. One of them, unusual segregation of maternally transmitted translocations, has been
discussed for the last five decades [4-6]. Another, established more recently, is the unexpect-
edly low incidence of ROB-associated uniparental disomy among carriers of balanced
rearrangement [7]. The epidemiology of Robertsonian homologous translocations (HTs)/iso-
chromosomes, due to their rarity, has largely not been investigated. The aim of this report is to
present results of a comprehensive analysis of available data collected by researchers world-
wide that allows a new look at the problems mentioned above.

2. Materials and methods

Study groups: newborns, prenatal diagnoses for indications other than familial rearrangement
(the main indication for prenatal testing was advanced maternal age, and the transmitting parent
was defined following detection of a rearrangement in the fetus), spontaneous abortuses with
regular and translocation trisomy for chromosome 13 and chromosome 14, carriers of rob (13;14)-
associated maternal uniparental disomy for chromosome 14, couples with reproductive disorders,
patients with male infertility, and ill-defined carriers of homologous translocation/isochromosome
(listed in Additional files S1-S8: Tables S1-S10; Additional file 11: Supplemental References,
available either on request or from https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Natalia_Kovaleva/contri-
butions).Methods:meta-analysis of data retrieved from published studies. Only reports on ROB
carriers of known sex were selected for the study. The data were analyzed using two packages of
statistical programs: one of which utilized procedures of traditional approach and the other one
utilized procedures of a modern Bayes approach. Guided by modern recommendations for the
statistical analysis, we did not limit ourselves to the null hypothesis significance testing based on
the p-values but also calculated the 95% confidence intervals (Cls) for proportions and their ratios.
StatXact, the world’s most expansive toolkit for exact nonparametric inference StatXact-8 (Cytel
Co., USA), was used. To construct CIs for the proportion ratios, the method of variance estimates
recovery (MOVER) algorithm implemented in the program MOVER-R.XlIs (http://medicine.cf.ac.
uk/primary-care-public-health/resources/) was used.
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3. Results and discussion

3.1. Determination of exact rates and spectrums of ROB in the general population and in
patients with reproductive disorders

The rates, spectrum, and parental origin of major nonmosaic balanced rearrangements in the
general population are presented in the Additional files, Tables S1-S4. Statistical analysis
showed distributions of nonhomologous ROBs from all studied groups to be homogenous in
all combinations; therefore, both control groups were aggregated for further analysis. In the
aggregated control (Table 1), the results seem to be in accordance with current views on the
spectrum of individual ROBs, with the overwhelming majority of rob(13;14) 71%, followed by
rob(14;21) 12%; the remaining translocations are rare or exceptionally rare; rob(15;21) and rob
(13;21) were detected once each (0.4%). The total frequency of all translocations, calculated for
newborns, is 1.06%o0 with 95% CI from 0.8 to 1.3%eo.

Data on patients with reproductive disorders are presented in Additional files S1-S3:
Tables S1-S3. The distribution of translocations in couples with reproductive disorders
(Table 2) is generally similar to that observed in the aggregated control group. However, the
proportion of rob(13;14) is much less in couples with habitual abortion (139/245 = 57%, with
95% CI of 51-63%), while the proportion of homologous translocations is high (24/245 = 10%,
with CI of 7-14%). The overall rate of ROB carriers among couples with infertility is 3.6%o (95%
CI of 2.8-4.1%o), and 4.8%o (95% CI of 4.2-5.5%0) among couples with multiple miscarriages.
These values, as can be seen, do not exceed ten times the value in general population. A high
incidence of ROB was found among patients with male infertility, 7.1%o (95% CI of 6.2-8.2%o).
Among couples with miscarriages, there is a difference between males and females by pro-
portions of carriers of rob(14;15) (1 and 6%, correspondingly) and carriers of rob(14;21) (5 and
14%, correspondingly). There is a difference between couples with habitual abortion and
couples with infertility in involving of chromosome 22 into nonhomologous rearrangements
(32/245 = 14% with 95% CI of 9-18% vs. 4/110 = 4.2% with 95% CI of 1.5-9%), as well as with
patients with male infertility (2/201 = 1.3% with CI 0.3-3.5%). In addition, among HT patients
with habitual miscarriages, most are carriers of translocations/isochromosomes 22 (7 of 24).

Of note is the extremely low frequency of rob(13;21); no carriers of this translocation were
found in the newborn population, while among patients with habitual miscarriage, with a
fourfold concentration of translocation carriers, only one carrier of rob(13;21) was found. This
suggests one possible mechanism, a negative selection against certain types of translocations.

This hypothesis is consistent with the data of British authors [9] who reported the discovery of
three constitutional rob(15;21) carriers among 95 children with acute lymphoblastic leukemia. It
was proposed that the mechanism of triggering the neoplastic process is chromotrypsis. The
authors concluded that in carriers of this rearrangement, the risk of the disease is 2700 times
higher than in the general population. Interestingly, their assumption of a population frequency of
rob(15;21) of about 1 per 100,000 newborns is very close to the real value presented in this paper.

Indeed, rob(15;21) appeared to be a very rare rearrangement, which is clearly not supported by
natural selection: in the normal population, only one carrier of a rob(15;21) was detected (sex
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Studied group Gender Number of Number of Nonhomologous rearrangements Homologous rearrangements
tested patients ROB carriers

13;14 13;15 13;21 13;22 14,15 14;21 14,22 15,21 15;22 21;22 13;13 14,14 15;15 21;21 22;22

Newborns 23 33371 24 (25)° 8 o o o 2 1 1 o0 1 1 0 0 0 0 o0
(Table 51) 00 31,534 38 (39)° 3 o o 1 0O 4 0 0 o0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ns 28,811 34¢ % o o0 o0 0 6 O0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 93,716 96 (98)"" 77 o o 1 2 11 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0
Prenatal aa 56 3% 4 o0 1 0 12 3 o0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
?Ti:glr; o;g; 00 86 55 5 1 3 4 6 5 0 2 3 1 0 1 0 0
Total 142 (143)° 9 10 1 4 3 18 8 0 3 3 1 0 1 0 0
Total 238 (241) 4 9 1 5 5 28 8 1 5 4 1 0 1 0 0

“Including carrier of 45,XY,tdic(D;D).
bInclucling carrier of 45,XX,t(D;D).
“In a part of this study (Nielsen, Wohlert, 1991), gender was reported (Nielsen, Sillesen, 1975); see Additional file 11: Supplemental references.

Table 1. Spectrum of Robertsonian translocations in consecutive newborns and in prenatal diagnoses for indications other than familial translocation (updated from [8]).
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Patients Number of Number of Nonhomologous rearrangements Homologous rearrangements

tested detected
patients carriers 1314 1315 1321 1322 1415 1421 1422 1521 1522 21,22 1313 14;14 1515 21,21 2222
Couples with 324 15432 91 6 5 o0 o0 5 1 1 o0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
infertility (Table 55) - o0 15 48 20 2 2 0 1 1 2 0 0 1 o 1 0 0 0 0
Total 30,900 111 s 6 o0 1 6 13 1 o0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0
Couples with habitual &3 25,577 86 (87)° 56 3 0 2¢ 1 4 4 1 5 1 2 1 2 1 3
abortion (Table 6) o 5 o7¢ 159 (160)° 8 2 1 4 9o 2 ¢ 7 5 5 5 4 1 1 4
Total 51,253 245 (248)° % 1 6 10 2 10 8 10 6 7 5 3 2 7
Patients with male ~ J& 28,112 201 4 1 1 o 9 22 1 5 0 1 22 2 1 0 1

infertility (Table S7)

“Including 45,XY,t(D;G) carrier.

bIncluclirlg 45, XX,t(D;D) carrier.

“Including carrier of 45,XY,t(13;22), inv.(6) (Valkova, 1986).

dIncluding a carrier of 44,XX,t(13;22),t(14;15) (Sugiura-Ogasawara et al., 2008).

“Including carrier of t(13;14) of unknown gender.

fIncludirlg two patients with 45,XY,inv.(5) (Dul et al., 2012; Tuerlings et al., 1998).

&Carrier of 45,XY,der(13;13)/46,XY,der(13;13),der(13;13) (Tuerlings et al., 1998); see Additional file S11: Supplemental references.

Table 2. Spectrum of Robertsonian translocations in patients with reproductive disorders (updated from [8]).
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not specified), while among about a twofold smaller group of patients with habitual miscar-
riage, eight carriers of this translocation were diagnosed. Five carriers of rob(15;21) were
identified among patients with male factor of infertility. These observations are of significance
for medical genetic counseling of the carriers. Firstly, it is necessary to find out whether the risk
of leukemia varies among the carriers depending on whether this translocation is inherited or
occurred de novo. Currently, such data are not available.

Based on this data review, it is evident that it is necessary to continue accumulating survey
data of couples with reproductive disorders to establish the existence or absence of differences
in the range of ROB both between the patient groups and the population.

3.2. The phenomenon of female predominance among carriers of ROB in the general
population has promoted comprehension of both low incidence of ROB-associated
uniparental disomy and transmission ratio distortion in offspring of female ROB carriers

3.2.1. The parental origin of ROB and the sex ratio among carriers in the general population and in
prenatal diagnosis

The sex ratios (SR) and parental origin of major nonmosaic balanced rearrangements in the
general population are presented in the Additional files, Tables S2 and S4. The observed sex
ratio was 1.06 (95% CI 1.04-1.07) which correlates with population ratios worldwide (Table S2).

The majority of both RECs and ROBs detected among consecutive newborns (but not inversions)
occurred de novo. Interestingly, the proportions of mutant REC and mutant ROB in newborns were
similar (9/50 = 18% and 7/52 = 13%, correspondingly), despite different parental origins: RECs arise
predominantly in spermatogenesis [10, 11], while ROBs arise predominantly in oogenesis [12, 13].

Some female prevalence among transmitting parents was in concordance with reported data
on REC carriers (23mat/18pat), but not on carriers of ROB (24mat/21pat), since according to
common conception, a twofold female predominance should be expected in this group due to
reduced male fertility of ROB heterozygotes [14].

However, the most intriguing finding is the SR variability in newborns depending on the type
of rearrangement (Table 3); there were equal numbers of REC carriers of both sexes (31 M/31F;
for rates of 0.93 and 0.98%., correspondingly) and a notable female predominance among
carriers of ROB (27 M/41F, for rates of 0.77 and 1.24%o., correspondingly). The difference
between the SR among carriers of ROB (0.61 with 95% CI of 0.27-1.00) and the SR among
tested newborns (1.06 with CI of 1.04-1.07) was statistically significant (Bayes approach).

Analysis of the SR according to the parental origin of rearrangements showed female prepon-
derance among ROB carriers in either maternal or paternal origin or de novo origin: 11 M/13F,
7 M/14F, and 2 M/5F, correspondingly. Among carriers identified prenatally for indications
other than familial rearrangement, female-based SR was found for both maternally and pater-
nally transmitted rearrangements: 26 M/43F and 23 M/35F, correspondingly.

Collectively, among carriers of ROB with known parental origin, there were 67 males and 105
females (SR = 0.64), a difference from the expected ratio of 1:1 was determined to be significant
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Studied group Reciprocal translocations Robertsonian translocations Inversions
Maternal Paternal Maternal Paternal Maternal Paternal
origin origin origin origin origin origin
38 f¢ 338 22 438 ¢ 38 @2 343 22 3438 29
Newborns (Table S4) 15 8 8 9 11 13 7 14 2 6 0
23 M/17F, SR = 1.35 18 M/27F, SR = 0.67 2 M/9F

Prenatal diagnoses (Table S5) 51 43 52 36 26 43 23 35 45 49 54 47

103 M/79F, SR = 1.3 49 M/78F, SR = 0.63 99 M/96F, SR =0.96
Total 126 M/96F, SR = 1.31 67 M/104F, SR = 0.64" 101 M/105F, SR = 0.96
Sex ratio with 95% CI 0.92 1'22162 0500.680‘93b 0771.031_39

“Difference with the expected ratio of 1:1 is statistically significant at p = 0.0033 (binomial test).
PDifference with the expected population ratio of 1.06 is statistically significant (Bayes approach).

Table 3. Sex ratio among carriers of balanced rearrangements according to parental origin (updated from [19]).

statistically by both traditional statistics (p =0.0033, binomial test) and by a Bayes approach (Table 3).
Among offspring of REC carriers and carriers of inversion, SR was not different statistically from the
expected ratio of 1:1. (126 M/96F, SR =1.31 and 102 M/105F, SR = 0.96, correspondingly).

Among ROBs identified in newborns, the vast majority of the cases constitute translocations
between chromosomes 13 and 14 (50 of 61). It is these rearrangements that determine unusual
SR among ROB carriers: out of 50 carriers of der(13;14), 18 were males and 32 were females
(SR = 0.56). A similar ratio was observed among fetuses with der(13;14): 32 male carriers and
53 female carriers (SR = 0.60). In total, SR among carriers of der(13;14) was 0.59 (50 M/85F),
which is statistically significant from the expected 1:1 ratio both when using standard statistics
(p=0.001) and when using Bayes approach.

Thus, there is currently unexplained mechanism for maintaining female-biased sex ratio in
carriers of ROB. A biased SR among offspring of male ROB carriers would have been
explained by some meiotic process providing preferable production of X-bearing gametes with
ROB. However, for female carriers, such a mechanism cannot be considered, since women
produce X-bearing gametes only, and the offspring’s gender is determined by male gametes.
For an explanation of the discussed phenomenon, the author suggests application of the
concept of sex-specific correction of initial trisomy mostly in female embryos [15, 16]. In
relation to ROBs, that means the loss of the odd chromosome is not involved to the transloca-
tion. If it is true, among carriers of balanced rearrangements, female-biased SR is expected,
along with male preponderance among carriers of unbalanced translocations.

3.2.2. Sex ratio among abortuses with unbalanced translocation 13 and among abortuses with
unbalanced translocation 14

Carriers of an unbalanced 46,+13,der(13;14) rearrangement are rarely found among liveborns.
In the population of 64,905 newborns, translocation T13 was detected in four instances; among
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them only 1 was identified as der(13;14). Similarly, they are rarely found at amniocentesis in
the second trimester: 2 instances only among 52,965 and 31,194 tested fetuses [17, 18]. Carriers
of the other unbalanced derivative of rob(13;14), i.e., translocation trisomy for chromosome 14,
46,+14,der(13;14), are unlikely to survive to a long gestation age. Therefore, aiming to obtain
data on SR among carriers of T13 and/or T14, the author analyzed studies on chromosomal
constitution in spontaneous abortions.

Table 4 summarizes the data from 26 surveys that detected cases of regular and/or transloca-
tion trisomy (T) of either chromosome 13 or 14 (see Additional file: Table S8). Analysis showed
that among abortuses with regular T13, there were some predominance of male carriers, 75 M/
63F (SR = 1.2), not statistically different from the population ratio of 1.06. In contrast, an
unusual increase in the proportion of male carriers was observed among carriers of transloca-
tion T13 (17 M/3F) which might be interpreted as evidence supporting female-specific correc-
tion of translocation trisomy. Increased SR among carriers of translocation T14 in comparison
with carriers of regular T14 was observed as well, with 15 M/9F (SR = 1.7) vs. 25 M/39F
(SR = 0.6), correspondingly. It is quite possible that elimination of male embryos trisomic for
chromosome 14 occurred at earlier stages of embryo development.

3.2.3. Sex ratio among carriers of balanced translocation 45,der(13;14), upd(14) resulted from
correction of initial translocation trisomy 14

To evaluate whether a correction of translocation T14 occurs predominantly in female carriers,
one may study the SR among individuals with uniparental disomy 14, upd(14). Unlike upd
(13), upd(14) carriers demonstrate clinical manifestations depending on the sex of the trans-
mitting parent and have therefore undergone cytogenetic and molecular testing. Analysis of
published cases with reported sex of the carriers of upd(14) showed that of 16 patients with 45,
der(13;14),upd(14), 12 were females, including 8 carriers of upd(14)mat [20-27] and 4 carriers
of upd(14)pat [28-31]; the remaining 4 male patients had upd(14)mat [32-35].

It was logical to assume that in this group, incomplete correction of initial translocation
trisomy 14 may take place as the result of postzygotic events, i.e.,, mosaicism can be found.
Moreover, carriers of mosaicism were expected to be females. Accordingly, mosaicism 45,XX,
der(13;14)/46,XX,der(13;14),+14 was detected in two female patients [20-21].

References® Regular trisomy Translocation trisomy
Chromosome 13 Chromosome 14 46,+13,der(13;14) 46,+14,der(13;14)
33 2% 338 ee 33 e% 338 ee
Additional file: Table S8 73 63 27 39 17 3 15 9
Sex ratio with 95% Cls 0812 16 043 0.7 113 154.8%174 0717 37

“Only studies where trisomy for either chromosome 13 or chromosome 14 were detected.
PDifferent statistically from the expected ratio of 1.06, P (Bayes approach).

Table 4. Sex ratio in spontaneous abortions with nonmosaic regular and translocation trisomy 13 or 14 (updated
from [19]).
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Among carriers of other translocations with upd(14)mat, there was also a female predomi-
nance, with four females out of five patients [25, 36-39]. This observation supports the sugges-
tion that the trisomy correction phenomenon might not be restricted to unbalanced
translocation (13;14). The data obtained is of clinical significance, indicating that female ROB
carriers are at a much higher risk of uniparental disomy than male ROB carriers.

3.2.4. Preferential loss of a maternal extra chromosome in female embryos as a correction mechanism
leading to biparental disomy

The data obtained, while presenting evidence for sex-specific correction of trisomy as a reason
for female predominance among carriers of balanced ROB, are in apparent contradiction with
the data on low incidence of uniparental disomy carriers among both prenatally tested fetuses
and abortuses with familial translocations. According to collective data, the incidence of
translocation trisomy correction causing uniparental disomy does not exceed 1% [7]. It is
understandable that so rare an event cannot cause the observed bias in the sex ratio. In turn,
the low incidence of uniparental disomy due to trisomy correction is in contradiction with the
data on a very high incidence of self-correction found in preimplantation embryos [40, 41].

An assumption of a special correction mechanism leading to biparental disomy might explain
this contradiction. Such a mechanism, a preferential loss of maternal chromosome (and, hence,
reconstitution of biparental disomy) in female embryos, was suggested as an explanation of
the twofold male predominance among patients with Prader-Willi syndrome due to maternal
uniparental disomy [15] (for details, see Section 4.3.2).

Preferential loss of maternal extra chromosome in carriers of inherited unbalanced transloca-
tion may be explained “topographically”: in the human zygote, maternal and paternal
pronuclei are separated, and this condition is preserved during some mitotic divisions. In the
case of translocation trisomy (which mostly have maternal origin), a competition for spindle
attachment occurs. The vast majority of human ROBs are dicentric [12]. The dicentric structure
allows for more spindle attachment sites and consequently for a “stronger” centromere [14],
which provides preferential loss of maternal extra chromosome. At later postzygotic stages,
while trisomy correction results in mosaicism for balanced translocation, preferable loss of
maternal chromosome should not occur.

Sex-specific correction of transmitted translocation trisomy might explain either partly or
entirely the phenomenon discussed since the 1960s, namely, transmission ratio distortion in
offspring of female carriers of ROB [4-6]. Unfortunately, the precise mechanism of selective
trisomy correction in female embryos is undefined.

3.3. Homologous Robertsonian translocations/isochromosomes: uneven involvement of
acrocentric chromosomes, varying sex ratio, and no association with infertility

3.3.1. Rates and spectrum of HT in asymptomatic carriers

When groups of couples with reproductive disorders are compared (Table 2), tenfold differ-
ence is evident between them by both an incidence of HT carriers (0.03%o in couples with
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infertility and 0.4% in couples with habitual abortion) and a proportion among all detected
ROBs: 0.9% (1/111) with 95% CI of 0.2—-4.9% vs. 10% (24/245) with CI of 7-14%, the difference is
significant at p < 0.0013. And since the only carrier of HT in the group with infertility was a
woman, one can assume that her “infertility” was due to early undiagnosed pregnancy losses.

In patients with male factor of infertility, it was originally intended to combine them with
males from couples with infertility, especially since these groups did not statistically signifi-
cantly differ either in the frequency of the detected ROB carriers (0.36 and 0.21%o, respectively)
or in the spectrum of translocations. However, it was taken into account that in the surveyed
couples, about half of males were partners of females with a female factor, and therefore their
aggregation into one group is unnecessary. Nevertheless, despite the fact that in this group, the
majority of the patients had a proven male infertility factor, proportion of HT carriers was only
3% (6/201 = 3.3 with 95% CI of 1.4-6.4%), which is not statistically different from that in the
males from couples with infertility (0/91 = 0.0% with CI of 0.0-4%) at p = 0.18. Of note is that
one of the six patients presented mosaicism for balanced/unbalanced HT [42].

Seventy-one single cases of HT carriers, including 48 females, were identified from the litera-
ture (Additional file S7). Almost all female carriers, except for two, were tested cytogenetically
for multiple miscarriage and/or abnormal offspring. Of 23 male carriers, only 2 were tested for
infertility, 1 of whom had mosaicism for an unbalanced rearrangement.

Table 5 presents the data collation from single reports, systematic surveys of couples with
reproductive disorders, and also the publication of the authors who summarized the results of
the diagnostic laboratory without detailing the indications for the testing. The most frequent were
the HT of chromosome 13 and chromosome 22. A somewhat smaller number of asymptomatic
carriers of HT of chromosomes 14 and 15 might be explained by the presence of imprinted genes
on these chromosomes, a proportion of both HT14 and HT15 carriers have clinical manifestations
depending on which of the parents the HT is inherited from (see Section 3.4).

The sex ratio in carriers of HT of chromosomes 13-15 and 21 is female biased, varying from
0.21 to 0.54, with the overall figure of 0.34 (22 M/64F) with 95% CI of 0.21-0.56. The predom-
inance of female individuals among carriers of chromosome rearrangements of this type is
explained by the sex-specific instability of pericentromeric regions [15, 69]. In contrast, sex

Translocations Couple with reproductive  Single cases tested for =~ Consecutive patients Total Sex ratio

disorders (Tables S5, S6) various reasons from a genetic unit [44]

(Table S9)

338 e% 338 eF 338 ee 338 29
13,13 2 6 1 15 2 3 5 24 021
14,14 1 4 5 6 1 3 7 13 054
15,15 2 1 3 9 0 2 5 12 042
21,21 1 1 4 8 0 6 5 15 033
22,22 3 4 10 8 2 1 15 13 115

Table 5. Spectrum of homologous translocations and sex ratio among carriers, updated from [43].
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ratio among carriers of HT22 is not female biased (15 males/13 females, with 95% CI of
0.56-2.45), which might indicate some different “circumstances” of the formation of HT22
and the other acrocentric chromosomes. It is known that HT may have either a meiotic or
mitotic origin and may be mono- or dicentric and biparental or uniparental [45]. All the
information that the authors reported on the origin of HT is included in Additional file:
Table S9. However, its scarcity does not allow drawing any conclusions as to the possible
differences in the mechanisms of the formation of certain HT.

3.3.2. Problems of reproduction in carriers of HT

The data of the previous study suggested that homologous translocations do not contribute to
a disturbance of spermatogenesis [8]. The present study showed that in patients with a male
factor of infertility, the percentage of HT is 3% of the identified ROBs, in contrast to 10.5% in
partners of women with miscarriage (although in the latter group about half of the individuals
are partners of women with a female factor for infertility). It was noted that of the 22 male HT
carriers (Additional file: Table S9), only 2 have been evaluated for infertility, 1 of them having a
cell line with an unbalanced HT [3]. In the analysis of a testicular biopsy of another carrier, the
authors found no reason to link the presence of HT with the impairment of his spermatogen-
esis [46].

Thus, in the overwhelming majority of cases, male HT carriers produce gametes capable of
fertilization. The absence of spermatogenesis disorders, typical to nonhomologous ROB car-
riers, is most likely due to the ability of chromosome arms of HT to conjugate, as previously
reported [47]. The authors, examining a man whose wives had habitual miscarriages, found
completely normal spermogram parameters and testicular histology, wherein conjugation
between the long arms of the isochromosome 14 took place in such a way that the chromosome
did not differ from the usual bivalent. It is obvious that such a configuration is fraught with the
possibility for formation of a ring chromosome. Indeed, in the offspring of two carriers of HT,
there were children with ring chromosomes, most likely formed from parental HT [48, 49].
There are multiple reports in the literature on patients with ring chromosomes accompanying
homologous translocations but of postzygotic origin [50-53]. Stetten et al. [53] suggested that
the presence of HT is a necessary precursor to the formation of ring chromosomes.

Despite the fact that carriers of nonmosaic HT produce only abnormal gametes, there are cases
of the birth of healthy children with the same rearrangement [54-59]. These rare cases can be
the result of one of two mechanisms: the syngamy of a gamete carrying HT with a gamete
nullisomic for the same chromosome or correction of a trisomic zygote by losing a free extra
chromosome. It is curious that out of seven of these cases, in four of them, HT22 was transmit-
ted. Studies of the inheritance events of balanced HTs provided initial evidence that chromo-
somes 13, 21, and 22 did not bear imprinted gene.

Several cases of the birth of healthy children with normal chromosomes to apparently
nonmosaic HT carriers were reported [60-64]. The birth of chromosomally normal children
indicates the presence of a normal line in the gonads of the parents with HT. In addition, one
can assume a rare event—sporadic dissociation of centromere. This phenomenon was shown
both for ROB [65, 66] and for nonacrocentric chromosomes [67, 68]. Another possibility was
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discussed as well, gonadal mosaicism in unbalanced HT (translocation trisomy), since gamete
precursor cells with such a set of chromosomes are expected to produce 50% of daughter cells
with normal karyotype [69].

It would seem that the feasibility of this possibility with respect to male patients is highly
doubtful, since the presence of an additional chromosome induces spermatogenesis disorders.
For example, it is well known that women with nonmosaic trisomy of chromosome 21
(Down’s syndrome) are fertile, while men are mostly infertile, due to impaired spermatogen-
esis [70]. It is possible to assume that it is the presence of a cell line with unbalanced HT in the
gonads as a result of incomplete correction of the original translocation trisomy that causes
spermatogenesis disorders in carriers of apparently balanced HT.

Currently, infertility due to chromosomal abnormalities, with the corresponding pathologies of
spermatogenesis, is overcome by reproductive technologies, and, paradoxically, it is possible
that it is in male HT carriers with infertility that there is a chance to have a healthy offspring.
For example, encouraging results were obtained using reproductive technologies for the pro-
duction of healthy children from male carriers of trisomy 21 [71, 72].

In general, the reproductive prognosis for carriers of HT is pessimistic. But, given the nonzero
chance of having gonadal mosaicism in them, we can recommend testing, the algorithm of
which was published [69, 73]. In addition, another possibility of having a healthy child with
the same rearrangement was discussed, that is, gamete donation from a carrier of the same
balanced rearrangement, which does not carry imprinted genes [73].

3.4. Sex ratio in ill-defined carriers of homologous translocations/isochromosomes

A scrupulous search in available literature yielded 10 ill-defined carriers of HT14 and 28
carriers of HT15 (Additional file: S10). Although the number of published cases of HT with
clinical manifestation of uniparental disomy is small, there are some observations of interest.

3.4.1. Sex ratio in patients with UPD(HT14)

Unlike asymptomatic individuals with biparental HT14, patients with UPD(HT14) demon-
strate some male predominance (6 M/2F), while the majority of them (eight of ten) had
maternally derived rearrangement. More cases are needed for solid conclusion on the SR in
this group.

3.4.2. Sex ratio in patients with maternal UPD(HT15), Prader-Willi syndrome

Strong female predominance among patients with maternal UPD(HT15) was first reported in
the discussion of the concept of trisomy correction due to parent-sex-specific loss [15]. In
previous studies, a male predominance among patients with maternal non-ROB UPD (15)
was suggested to be the result of either a bias of ascertainment due to milder phenotype in
female UPD patients or difference in survival of early trisomy 15 conceptuses [74]. However, in
contrast, Kovaleva noted that among patients with UPD(HT15), there was no male predomi-
nance, with five male and ten female carriers [15]. Mitchel et al. also suggested a possible
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difference in the probability of trisomic zygote rescue depending on the sex [74]. However, the
predominant rescue of trisomic male zygotes would result in a male predominance in mosaic
cases, while no male predominance was reported in a collective sample of 50 fetuses with T15
mosaicism (SR = 0.67) [15]. Kovaleva suggested that the male prevalence among patients with
non-ROB UPD(15) can be explained by female-specific loss of a maternal chromosome, causing
biparental inheritance and therefore complete correction of trisomy in females (without UPD)
[15]. For an explanation of the female predominance among carriers of UPD(HT15), parent-
sex-specific loss should be considered, but in this case, a preferential loss of paternal extra
chromosome from female trisomic zygotes with unbalanced HT is suggested.

3.4.3. Sex ratio in patients with paternal UPD(HT15), Angelman syndrome

Nine reported HT15 carriers with Angelman syndrome were males. All of eight tested for UPD
patients had paternal isodisomy. Among homologous HT, the majority of them were
established to be isochromosomes. Several mechanisms of isochromosomes formation were
discussed, including gametic complementation, trisomy rescue, and monosomy rescue. It was
suggested that they mainly should be formed postzygotically (see for review [73]). However,
postzygotic formation of pericentromeric rearrangements is essentially female-specific [15, 69].

A strong male prevalence among patients with UPD(HT15) can be explained by meiotic event,
nonhomologous co-orientation of the isochromosome with X chromosome during the first
meiotic division in the spermatocyte. In such a case, X chromosome and isochromosome travel
to the opposite poles, providing preferential segregation of isochromosome with Y chromo-
some. This mechanism, proven for Drosophila [75, 76], was proposed to explain male excess
among carriers of paternally derived regular trisomy 21 [77], as well as male-biased SR in
trisomic offspring fathered by carriers of dup(21) [78], and in trisomy 21 offspring inherited
paternal noncontributing rearrangement [79].

4. Conclusion

It is interesting that very recently the epidemiology of Robertson translocations was suggested
to this author as not worthy of any attention. Currently, in this field there are multiple
unanswered questions. Further studies are required to elucidate the nature of female prepon-
derance among carriers of Robertsonian translocation in newborns, as well as of other intrigu-
ing phenomena uncovered in this paper, such as a nonuniformity in the HT spectrum and
difference in sex ratio between the carriers of the HT22 and the carriers of HT of the other
acrocentric chromosomes. Moreover, chromosome 22 is rather mysterious in the context of the
differences in the spectrum of nonhomologous translocations between groups of patients with
reproductive disorders. There is no clear understanding of the role of HT in the etiology of
male infertility and what factors determine the association of part of HT with impaired sper-
matogenesis. In addition, there are some aspects of ROB epidemiology not considered in this
chapter, including interchromosomal effect and mosaicism.

11



112 Cytogenetics - Past, Present and Further Perspectives

Acknowledgements

The author is greatly indebted to Prof. Philip D. Cotter (University of California, San Francisco,
USA) for the helpful comments and amending English in this paper and to Dr. Nikita N.
Khromov-Borisov (Almazov National Medical Research Centre, St. Petersburg, Russia) for
statistical analysis of the data.

Author details

Natalia V. Kovaleva

Address all correspondence to: kovalevanv2007@yandex.ru

Academy of Molecular Medicine, St. Petersburg, Russian Federation

References

[1]

Gada Saxena S, Desai K, Shawale L, et al. Chromosomal aberrations in 2000 couples of
Indian ethnicity with reproductive failure. Reproductive Biomedicine Online. 2012;25(2):
209-218. DOI: 10.1016/j.rbmo.2012.04.004

Mau UA, Backert IT, Kaiser P, Kiesel L. Chromosomal findings in 150 couples referred for
genetic counselling prior to intracytoplasmic sperm injection. Human Reproduction. 1997;
12(5):930-937

Veld PA, Weber RF, Los FJ, et al. Two cases of Robertsonian translocations in oligozoospermic
males and their consequences for pregnancies induced by intracytoplasmic sperm injection.
Human Reproduction. 1997;12(8):1642-1644

Hamerton JL. Robertsonian Translocations in Man: Evidence on Segregation from Family
Studies. Pfizer Medical Monographs no. 5. Edinburgh: University of Edinburgh Press; 1970

Boue A, Gallano P. A collaborative study of the segregation of inherited chromosome struc-
tural rearrangements in 1356 prenatal diagnoses. Prenatal Diagnosis. 1984;4(Specno):45-67

De Villena FP-M, Sapienza C. Transmission ratio distortion in offspring of heterozygous
female carriers of Robertsonian translocations. Human Genetics. 2001, n.d.;108(1):31-36

Shaffer LG. Risk estimates for uniparental disomy following prenatal detection of a
nonhomologous Robertsonian translocation. Prenatal Diagnosis. 2006;26(4):303-307. DOI:
10.1002/pd.1384

Kovaleva NV. Examination of rates and spectrums of Robertsonian translocations in the
general population and in patients with reproductive disorders. Russian Journal of Genet-
ics. 2018;54(4):489-493. DOI: 10.1134/51022795418040099



9]

[11]

[13]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

Resolving Paradoxes of Robertsonian Translocations
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.79237

Harrison JC, Schwab C. Constitutional abnormalities of chromosome 21 predispose to
IAMP21-acute lymphoblastic leukaemia. European Journal of Human Genetics. 2016;
59(3):162-165. DOI: 10.1016/j.ejmg.2016.01.006

De Gregori M, Ciccone R, Magini P, et al. Cryptic deletions are a common finding in
“balanced” reciprocal and complex rearrangements: A study of 59 patients. Journal of
Medical Genetics. 2007;44(12):750-762. DOI: 10.1136/jmg.2007.052787

Hockner M, Spreiz A, Frithmesser A, et al. Parental origin of de novo cytogenetically
balanced reciprocal non-Robertsonian translocations. Cytogenetic and Genome Research.
2012;136(4):242-245. DOI: 10.1159/000337923

Page SL, Shaffer LG. Chromosome stability is maintained by short intercentromeric dis-
tance in functionally dicentric human Robertsonian translocations. Chromosome
Research. 1998;6(2):115-122

Bandiopadhyay R, Heller A, Knox-DuBois C. Parental origin and timing of de novo
Robertsonian translocation formation. American Journal of Human Genetics. 2002;71(6):
1456-1462. DOI: 10.1086/344662

Daniel A. Distortion of female meiotic segregation and reduced male fertility in human
Robertsonian translocations: Consistent with the centromere model of co-evolving centro-
mere DNA/centromeric histone (CENP-A). American Journal of Medical Genetics. 2002;
112(4):450-452. DOI: 10.1002/ajmg.10618

Kovaleva NV. Sex-specific chromosome instability in early human development. Ameri-
can Journal of Medical Genetics. 2005;136A(1):401-413. DOI: 10.1002/ajmg.a.30815

Kovaleva NV. Germ-line transmission of trisomy 21: Data from 80 families suggest an
implication of grandmaternal age and a high frequency of female-specific trisomy rescue.
Molecular Cytogenetics. 2010;3:7. DOI: 10.1186/1755-8166-3-7

Ferguson-Smith MA, Yates JRW. Maternal age-specific rates for chromosome aberrations
and factors influencing them: Report of a collaborative European study on 52 965 amnio-
centeses. Prenatal Diagnosis. 1984;4(4, Special issue):5-45

Chen C-P, Chern S-R, Wu P-C, et al. Unbalanced and balanced acrocentric rearrangements
involving chromosomes other than chromosome 21 at amniocentesis. Taiwanese Journal
of Obstetrics & Gynecology. 2009;48(4):389-399. DOI: 10.1016/510284559(09)60329-6

Kovaleva NV. An overlooked phenomenon: Female-biased sex ratio among carriers of
Robertsonian translocations detected in consecutive newborn studies. Russian Journal of
Genetics. 2017;53(12):1366-1373. DOI: 10.1134/51022795417120067

Antonarakis SE, Blouin JL, Maher J, et al. Maternal uniparental disomy for human chro-
mosome 14 due to loss of a chromosome 14 from somatic cells with t(13;14) trisomy.
American Journal of Medical Genetics. 1993;52(6):1145-1115

Barton DE, McQuaid S, Stallings R. Further evidence for an emerging maternal uniparen-
tal disomy chromosome 14 syndrome: Analysis of a phenotypically abnormal de novo

113



114  Cytogenetics - Past, Present and Further Perspectives

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

obertsonian translocation t(13;14) carrier. American Journal of Human Genetics. 1996;59
(Suppl):687

Coviello DA, Panucci E, Manttero MM, et al. Maternal uniparental disomy for chromo-
some 14. Acta Geneticae Medicae et Gemellologiae. 1996;45(1-2):169-172

Desilets VA, Yong SI, Kalousek DK, et al. Maternal uniparental disomy for chromosome
14. American Journal of Human Genetics. 1997;61(Suppl):691

Giunti L, Lapi E, Guarducci S, et al. Maternal heterosomy for chromosome 14 and 13/14
Robertsonian translocation in a female with normal development, short stature, and
dysmorphic features. European Journal of Human Genetics. 2002;10(Suppl 1):120

Healey S, Powell F, Battersby M, et al. Distinct phenotype in maternal uniparental disomy
of chromosome 14. American Journal of Medical Genetics. 1994;51(2):147-149. DOI:
10.1002/ajmg.1320510213

Mitter D, Buiting K, von Eggeling F, et al. Is there a higher incidence of maternal uniparental
disomy 14 [upd(14) mat]? Detection of 10 new patients by methylation-specific PCR. Amer-
ican Journal of Medical Genetics. 2006;140A(19):2039-2049. DOI: 10.1002/ajmg.a.31414

Takanashi I, Takanashi T, Utsanomiya M, et al. Long-acting gonadotropin-releasing hor-
mone analogue treatment for central precocious puberty in maternal disomy chromosome
14. The Tohoku Journal of Experimental Medicine. 2005;207(4):333-338. DOI: 10.1620/
tjem.207.333

Harrison KJ, Allingham-Hawkins DJ, Hummel ], et al. Risk of uniparental disomy in
Robersonian translocation carriers: Identification of upd(14) in a small cohort. American
Journal of Human Genetics. 1998;63(Suppl 4):51

Link L, McMillin K, Popovich B, Magenis RE. Maternal uniparental disomy for chromo-
some 14. American Journal of Human Genetics. 1996;59(Suppl):687

Temple IK, Cockwell A, Hassold T, et al. Maternal uniparental disomy for chromosome
14. Journal of Medical Genetics. 1991;28(8):511-514

Worley KA, Rundus VR, Lee EB, et al. Maternal uniparental disomy 14 presenting as
language delay. American Journal of Human Genetics. 2001;69(Suppl 4):738

Cotter PD, Kaffe S, McCurdy LD, et al. Paternal uniparental disomy for chromosome 4: A
case report and review. American Journal of Medical Genetics. 1997;70(1):74-79

Kurosawa K, Sasaki H, Sato Y, et al. Paternal UPD14 is responsible for a distinctive
malformation complex. American Journal of Medical Genetics. 2002;110(3):268-272. DOI:
10.1002/ajmg.10404

Wang J-CC, Passage MB, Yeh PH, et al. Uniparental heterosomy for chromosome 14 in a
phenotypically abnormal familial balanced 13/14 Robertsonian translocation carrier.
American Journal of Human Genetics. 1991;48(6):1069-1074



[35]

[36]

[41]

[43]

Resolving Paradoxes of Robertsonian Translocations
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.79237

Yano S, Li L, Owen S, et al. Further delineation of the paternal uniparental disomy (UPD)
14: The fifth reported liveborn case. American Journal of Human Genetics. 2001;69(Suppl
4):739

Senci A, Cavani S, Villa N, et al. Nonhomologous Robertsonian translocations and unipa-
rental disomy risk: An Italian multicentric prenatal survey. Prenatal Diagnosis. 2004;24(8):
647-652. DOI: 10.1002/pd.962

Smith KK, Boyle TA, Morgan DL, Parkin CA. Uniparental disomy: UK Collaborative
Study. American Journal of Human Genetics. 2001;69(Suppl):911

Berends JW, Hordijk R, Oosterwijk JC, et al. Two cases of maternal uniparental disomy 14
with a phenotype overlapping with the Prader-Willi phenotype. American Journal of
Medical Genetics. 1999;84(1):76-79

Ruggeri A, Dulcetti F, Miozzo M, et al. Prenatal search for UPD 14 and UPD15 in 83 cases
of familial and de novo heterologous Robertsonian translocations. Prenatal Diagnosis.
2004;24(12):997-1000. DOI: 10.1002/pd.961

Barbash-Hazan S, Frumkin T, Malcov M, et al. Preimplantation aneuploid embryos
undergo self-correction in correlation with their developmental potential. Fertility and
Sterility. 2009;92(3):890-895. DOI: 10.1016/j.fertnstert.2008.07.1761

Bazrgara M, Gourabia H, Valojerdic MR, et al. Self-correction of chromosomal abnormal-
ities in human preimplantation embryos and embryonic stem cells. Stem Cells and Devel-
opment. 2013;22(17):2449-2456. DOI: 10.1089/scd.2013.0053

Tuerlings JHAM, de France HF, Hamers A, et al. Chromosome studies in 1792 males prior
to intra—Cytoplasmic sperm injection: The Dutch experience. European Journal of
Human Genetics. 1998;6(3):194-200. DOI: 10.1038/sj.ejhg.5200193

Zhao W-W, Wu M, Chen F, et al. Robertsonian translocations: An overview of 872
Robertsonian translocations identified in a diagnostic laboratory in China. PLoS One.
2015;10(5):e0122647. DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0122647

Kovaleva NV. Homologous Robertsonian translocations: Spectrum, sex ratios, reproduc-
tive risks. Russian Journal of Genetics. 2018;54. in press

Robinson WP, Bernasconi F, Basaran S, et al. A somatic origin of homologous Robertsonian

translocations and isochromosomes. American Journal of Human Genetics. 1994;54(2):
290-302

Laurent C, Papathanassiou Z, Haour P, Cognat M. Mitotic and meiotic studies on 70 cases
of male sterility. Andrologie. 1973;5(3):193-200

Hulten M, Lindsten J. The behavior of structural aberrations at male meiosis. In: Jacobs
PA, Price WH, Law P, editors. Human Population Cytogenetics. Edinburgh, United King-
dom: Edinburgh University Press. pp. 23-61

115



116  Cytogenetics - Past, Present and Further Perspectives

[48]

[49]

[50]

[54]

[55]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

de Almeida JCC, Llerena JC Jr, Gomes DM. Ring 13 in an adult male with a 13;13
translocation mother. Annales de Génétique. 1983;26(2):112-115

Neri G, Ricchi R, Pelino A, et al. A boy with ring chromosome 15 derived from a t(15q;15q)
Robertsonian translocation in the mother: Cytogenetic and biochemical findings. Ameri-
can Journal of Medical Genetics. 1983;14(2):307-314. DOI: 10.1002/ajmg.1320140211

Adam LR, Kashork CD, Van den Veyver IB, et al. Ring chromosome 15: Discordant
karyotypes in amniotic fluid, placenta and cord. American Journal of Human Genetics.
1998;63(Suppl):A126

Dallapiccola B, Bianco I, Brinchi V, et al. t(21q;21q)/r(t(21q;21q)) mosaic in two unrelated
patients with mild stigmata of Down syndrome. Annales de Génétique. 1982;25(1):56-58

Pangalos C, Vellisariou V, Ghica M, Liacacos D. Ring-14 and trisomy 14q in the same child.
Annales de Génétique. 1984:27(1)

Stetten G, Tuck-Miller C, Blakemore K], et al. Evidence for involvement of a Robertsonian
translocation 13 chromosome in formation of a ring chromosome 13. Molecular Biology &
Medicine. 1990;7(6):479-484

Borgaonkar DS. Repository of human chromosomal variants and anomalies. 13th ed.
Newark, Delaware: Medical Center of Delaware; 1999. p. 352

Chopade DK, Harde H, Ugale P, Chopade S. Unexpected inheritance of a balanced
homologous translocation t(22q;22q) from father to a phenotypically normal daughter.
Indian Journal of Human Genetics. 2014;20(1):85-89. DOI: 10.4103/0971-6866.132765

Kirkelis VGH]J, Hustinx TW], Scheres JMJC. Habitual abortion and translocation (22q;
22q): Unexpected transmission from a mother to her phenotypically normal daughter.
Clinical Genetics. 1980;18(6):456-461. DOI: 10.1111/j.1399-0004.1980.tb01794.x

Miny P, Koppers B, Bogdanova N, et al. Paternal uniparental disomy 22. American
Journal of Medical Genetics. 1995;7(Suppl):216

Palmer CG, Schwartz S, Hodes ME. Transmission of a balanced homologous t(22q;22q)
translocation from mother to normal daughter. Clinical Genetics. 1980;17(6):418-422

Slater H, Shaw JH, Dawson G, et al. Maternal uniparental disomy of chromosome 13 in a
phenotypically normal child. Journal of Medical Genetics. 1994;31(8):644-646

Cinar C, Beyazyurek C, Ekmekci CG, et al. Sperm fluorescence in situ hybridization
analysis revels normal sperm cells for 14,14 homologous male Robertsonian translocation
carrier. Fertility and Sterility. 2011;95(1):e285-e289. DOI: 10.1016/j.fertnstert.2010.05.033

Daniel A, Hook EB, Wulf G. Risks of unbalanced progeny at amniocentesis to carriers of
chromosome rearrangements: Data from United States and Canadian laboratories. Amer-
ican Journal of Medical Genetics. 1989;33(1):14-53. DOI: 10.1002/ajmg.1320330105

Lipson MH, Breg WR. Non-karyotyping evidence for mosaicism in 15;15 translocation:
Implications for genetic counseling and patient management. American Journal of
Human Genetics. 1978;30(Suppl 6):58 A



[63]

[64]

[65]

[71]

[72]

[74]

Resolving Paradoxes of Robertsonian Translocations
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.79237

Lucas M. Translocation between both members of chromosome pair number 15 causing
recurrent abortions. Annals of Human Genetics. 1969;32(4):347-352

Van Erp F. Offspring of a male 45,XY,der(22;22)(q10;q10) carrier. European Journal of
Human Genetics. 2016;24(Suppl 1):58

Fujimoto A, Lin MS, Korula SR, Wilson MG. Trisomy 14 mosaicism with t(14;15)(q11;p11)
in offspring of a balanced translocation carrier mother. American Journal of Medical
Genetics. 1985;22(2):333-342. DOI: 10.1002/ajmg.1320220217

McFadden DE, Dill F, Kalousek DK. Fission in 1q isochromosome. American Journal of
Human Genetics. 1986;39(Suppl 3):A133

Fryns JP, Kleczkowska A, Limbos C, et al. Centric fission of chromosome 7 with 47,XX,del
(7)(pter->cen::q21->qter)+cen fr karyotype in a mother and proximal 7q deletion in two
malformed newborns. Annales de Génétique. 1985;28(4):248-250

Del Porto G, Di Fusco C, Baldi M, et al. Familial centric fission of chromosome 4. Journal of
Medical Genetics. 1984;21(5):388-391

Kovaleva NV. Nonmosaic balanced homologous translocations of major clinical significance:
Some may be mosaic. American Journal of Medical Genetics. 2007;143A(23):2843-2850. DOI:
10.1002/ajmg.a.31745

Hsiang YH, Berkovitz GD, Bland GL, et al. Gonadal function in patients with Down
syndrome. American Journal of Medical Genetics. 1987;27(2):449-458. DOI: 10.1002/ajmg.
1320270223

Kim ST, Cha YB, Park JM, Gye MC. Successful pregnancy and delivery from frozen
thawed embryos after cytoplasmic sperm injection using round-headed spermatozoa
and assisted oocyte activation in a globozoospermic patient in mosaic Down syndrome.
Fertility and Sterility. 2001;75(2):445-447. DOI: 10.1016/S0015-0282(00)01698-8

Aghajanova L, Popwell ]M, Chetkowski R], Herndon CN. Birth of a healthy child after
preimplantation genetic screening of embryos from sperm of a man with non-mosaic
Down syndrome. Journal of Assisted Reproduction and Genetics. 2015;32(9):1409-1413.
DOI: 10.1007/510815-015-0525-z

Kovaleva NV, Shaffer LG. Under-ascertainment of mosaic carriers of balanced homolo-
gous acrocentric translocations and isochromosomes. American Journal of Medical Genet-
ics. 2003;121A(2):180-187. DOI: 10.1002/ajmg.a.20156

Mitchell ], Schinzel A, Langlois S, et al. Comparison of phenotype in uniparental disomy and
deletion Prader-Willi syndrome: Sex specific differences. American Journal of Medical Genet-
ics. 1996;65(2):133-136. DOI: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-8628(19961016)65:2<133::AIDAJMG10>3.0.
CO;2-R

Grell RF. Distributive pairing in man? Annales de Génétique. 1971;14(3):165-171

Chadov BF. From the phenomenon of nondisjunction to the problem of chromosome co
orientation (75th anniversary of Bridges' article). Genetika. 1991;27(11):1877-1903

17



118 Cytogenetics - Past, Present and Further Perspectives

[77]

[78]

[79]

Kovaleva NV. Distributive pairing of chromosomes and aneuploidy in man. Genetika.
1992;28(10):5-15

Kovaleva NV. Additional evidence for nonhomologous meiotic co-orientation (NMC) in
man. Chromosome Research. 2005;13(Suppl 1):41

Kovaleva NV. Trisomy 21 in offspring of carriers of balanced non-contributing autosomal
rearrangement. Examination of interchromosomal effect and nonhomologous meiotic co-
orientation. In: van den Bosch A, Dubois E, editors. New Developments in Down Syn-
drome Research. NY: Nova Science Publishers, Inc.; 2012. pp. 149-176. Available from:
https://www.novapublishers.com/catalog/product_info.php?products_id=376



