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A retrospective analysis of the application value of chromosome karyotyping

and chromosomal microarray analysis in prenatal diagnosis
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[ Abstract] Objective : To investigate the application value of chromosome karyotyping and chromosomal microarray analysis (CMA) in
prenatal diagnosis. Methods: We retrospectively analyzed the karyotyping and CMA results of 1 575 amniotic fluid samples. Results :
The detection rates of abnormalities by karyotyping, CMA, and their combination were 5.84%, 11.68%, and 13.65%, respectively. In
the samples of normal karyotypes, for cases of sonographic structural anomalies , ultrasound soft markers, and normal structure on ultra-
sonography, the detection rates of pathogenic/likely pathogenic copy number variations were 3.03%, 1.54%, and 1.10%, respectively.
Conclusion : Prenatal abnormality detection rate can be improved effectively by combining karyotyping and CMA , especially for cases
of sonographic structural anomalies. The detection of chimerism should select appropriate technologies and samples. Special micro-
structural variations should be monitored for a long term.
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2017 41 F 2 2018 4F 10 A 72 5 PRl i 4 PRAgE e 7 i i2
Wi ORI 1 s TG SUIR 22 401 1 575 9], A% (33 £ 5) % (JU
19~474) 2#J5(19.6 + 2.6) A G 15~33 &) o Fi s BERHLSR
SERE L ATE DA RNSWHEAE, 20 R LU 130 O
TEIR (AEURAF IR >35 %) 3 @) FF R ERAAIE LT 27 0 2 o XU 5
G TC A= i 2% (noninvasive prenatal testing , NIPT) & JXUK 5
@A 5 3 O R4 L EGR LSRR (K 1)
1.2 Fik
121 FRARARE PRG35 38 (R IR 2RI AR I
oK G @A TS W R ) 2 ) R MR TR 2 AR
TE IR [ 45 , 28 9 DRI I 4y Ak B B 2718 B 2
SAlLifE, 1 575 BIA R IATE BAEE S T &M@ AT 2 fs 2 )
AL FHE30 mL K,
122 Q@RI HT A i it AL 5200 % S K 40 I s R
LG @ AR R b i AERER : 20 mL KBGO, 5 1
Wi L IEFR 7~9 d(37 °C, 5% S ML) WOk il .G
Bl BT 202U, i 5 AL, BB (NS
2f f 35t % 2 [ B 24 456 ) (ISCN2013) i i Az B o B 25 R
123 CMA  F# 1 llumina Human CytoSNP-12 ;8% F- #2:4F T
W10 mL 3K B 0, 37 L IE , DNeasy #% B2 48 UK 7] &
(DNeasy Blood & Tissue Kit, Qiagen) $2 HU - 7K 40 i DNA, €
[ Tllumina CytoSNP-12 385 H+, ISCAN 94 & 48 R 4R B , 17
JH Karyostudio 21 , 45 G [ B i FH 2 PR 20 5 3R A0 48 I i
P, A FE OMIM Chttps://www.omim.org/) , ClinGen Chttps://www.
ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/projects/dbvar/clingen/index.shtml/) DGV

(http://dgv. tcag. ca/dgv/app/) . DECIPHER (http://dgv. tcag. ca/
dav/app!) ZE el e . #2IR CNVs IIfi R B 55 8 %) >
100 kb ) CNVs #E475535 : OB % (pathogenic, P) ; @1 fig
U 1 (likely pathogenic, LP) ; @i & 2 A BH #ff (variants
of unknown significance, VOUS) ; @7 fE K& 1 (1ikely benign,
LB) ;@E‘@(benign,B)o
1.3 %itErx

>R H SPSS 19.0 H % Bt HEAT HE XS R J7 K, HL gk 2
B B AEAN R 8 AR 43 4 b B 22 5% o Ge it Kappa {8,
Kappa=>0.75, UL 2 Ffh 7 i W ot R — SRR i 0.4<kappa<
0.75, VLA 2 Fh 5 512 Wi 25 SR — B0PE — i s Kappa<0.4, U 2
T EZ WA R — Bk 2 . B KIfE a=0.05,

2 & B

2.1 FEhRBRSHER

B X T BEAR Y (AR T A BT G Hh U iR 2 S AR 7
68 141, Ye fo, (R T 92 f8i] , S H A 1 6. 5.849%(92/1 575) , Mo
Ye O ARBH S 510, A5 21 =R 29 451 18 =K 7451 P Yy
CEH S8 15 B e AR5 58 35 ), A 45 V105 5 11 25
B B 45 Besk 3 ) A 1B AT AR iR 2 s i AR 6
i, A4 2 v e iR, 2 0P8 S it &, 149 21 =14
A LEbRC R O A (R 1),
22 CMA%R

EF XA FEAR CMA K2 5% 184 ], S0 A R R
11.68%(184/1 575) , Forh AR A% 44 51 4], it & 1k 4 4], 22
B2 (loss of heterozygosity , LOH) 11 51 ,CNVs 118 441, 45
05 M CNVs (pCNVs) 18 7], 7T GE B M CNVs (IpCNVs) 9
f],VOUS 91 1] (%£2).
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F1 1575 BIFKMAMPEBREZBEITER #3 BENAZESHMCMALERSH

2 %k (f51) SR (%) 25 ol (f1) SR (%)
Pt B H R 51 3.24 RIS HE A CMA 2525 61 3.87

(e JREN 15 0.95 B[RRI 55 3.49

18 =4 7 0.44 e 6 0.38

21 =fk 29 1.84 % RS CMA TEH 31 1.97
Yo (R GEH S 35 222 i 27 1.71

i 25 1.59 (el 4 0.25

fHIL 4 0.25 BBy BT IR 1 CMA S5 123 7.81

Bk 3 0.19 LOH 11 0.70

il 1 0.06 pCNVs 12 0.76

firrge ik 2 0.13 IpCNVs 9 0.57
Ak 6 0.38 VOUS 91 5.78

Fric s gk 1 0.06 &t 215 13.65

21 =1k 1 0.06

[ECRUREN 2 0.13 2R 575 955 91 pCNVs A IpCNVs 3t 4 5], K5 % 3.03% , USM

i 2 0.13 P 7R 955 71l pCNVs 1 IpCNVs e 4 1], K6 1 3 1.54% , 8 75 1
it 92 5.84 25 K UL 5 %956 ] pCNVs 1 IpCNVs 25 12 ] , & 2% 1.10%

(F£4).
&2 157581FKCMALR 25 REGAIGAELLA B A 54T 5 CMA A th 25 R 547

2 g () SHR(%) RAEF= B2 WiHE HE AN 5] 1 575 BIREAR T 43k 6 41« = i
AEREfE A 51 3.24 A EE XU AL NIPT /5 RS 41 7 59 241 USM 4R /R 41
ek 4 0.25 (B34 NTHYJE e sk i % & AR R4 FIR BLZ ™ e
LOH 1 0.70 Tt AL PE R R s 2 (L3S R AL R R R ) o x5 4l
A CNVs s 7.49 TR BT T CMA A6 1345 52 50T , B NIPT 75 U 41 R B 28

pCNVs 18 14 7 s AL PR S S L8 BRI 5 CMA K H 3688

IPCNVs ? 0-57 A0 8 22 50 . NTPT 725 IR 201 7 7 3 A6 o 45 50— SO F

VOoUs ot 3.78 (Kappa=0.828, P<0.001) ; A~ FL 2 7= ] 33t {5 P 5 o 52 ik o0
&it 184 11.68

2.3 BRA AL S A CMA 2 R 547
BRI AR AR 2 TR AR LA 1 S 215 4], S A
% 13.65% HA AT RN CMA Y573 61 61, % AL
T CMA 1 31 6, B 53 Bt NS 23R 1.97% 5 2250 43 B 1F
B CMA 55 123 4, CMA &AM H 2R 7.819%, Horh pCNVs
FpCNVs 221 i, K R R 1.339%(F3) .
2.4 Qe fRAZHIAT M A UL H ] CMA K 255 i
PO R AL TR 3B IE R 995 9 23t 1 483 441, v 7R A A
ZER SR 13209, A5 A1 (ultrasound soft markers , USM) # 75
259 {4, #B PR A R LR 1 09240, BB A IE AR o
A H pCNVs FTIpCN Vs 2061, K 1356 1.35% , Ho ol o i

2H 2 T 7 v R 4 SR — BOPE K 22 (Kappa=0.102, P>0.05) 5 H:
45 20 2 F oy A s A5 SR — B iy (38 5) .

2.6 k%A

2.6.1 PR EH SRR KNG R T AT e
B H S H 5SS, 54518 K 18 .21 Ak Y (iR B H 7o, ¥
1T 5 1 BRI S o Rk i A VR (BESERR 08 D) i, S Be b
Joi it G e AR Ay S oh, PR AR LR ) I R DL W L
WEAL WP ARIET R ) L ERG(F6 case 1)
2.6.2 Yt iREEFISEE 2K YN Y (0 A TR b e
S50 S w37 B, 6 49 A M 45 F R 5 CMA K Hh 4G
— 5 KR (32 6 case 2~7) o YL 5y v B A3 31 #i
YRS AT R, v 17 f51) e 0 P 45 4 S5 B a8t AL 11 R AL IR 1Y)
A

®4 FEEZBESITRALRERG CMAKHEERI (n;n,%)

- . pCNVs FlIpCNVs
B3l % VOus pCNVs IpCNVs .
S R LA S 132 10 3 1 4(3.03)
USM #2718 259 18 4 0 4(1.54)
P A A A L 1092 70 5 7 12(1.10)
At 1483 98 12 8 20(1.35)
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2.6.3 #4r CNVs

CMA £ Hi pCNVs 18 ], 6 {5 Yt (o A58 53
SRR AT AL B B SR T A R B AR AT
URo 125 MMS, 5351 ) DiGeorge ZR A1 3 4], 16p1 1.2 fi{ L &L
RG22 BRI 2R 25 G AR 2 ], 16p13.11 SRR 25 G AIE 1
1, Potocki—-Lupski ZEAE 161 ( 17p1 121 ER) 28

#5 AEIGKIEEABEZES TS CMARKH &R

27 4 1iE (charcot—marie—tooth syndrome type 1A, CMTIA) 1 {3
(17p12 U AL ) , B 4 Jif 55 1 bR 25 45 1iE (Renaleysts and
Diabetes syndrome, RCAD) 1 {41 (17q12 ft#Hit2% ) , ML /M 2b
PR E G 22 5 4F (Thrombocytopenia with Absent Radii syn-
drome, TAR) 1 (1q21. 1q21 2 EE) FERET) .

PRI WHEAE B BB TR AR CMA BRI R P(Mc) Kappa(P)
e i 641 2.50(16) 9.05(58) <0.001 0.269(P<0.001)
JREG 1o DAL 215 1.86(4) 6.98(15) 0.001 0.404(P<0.001)
NIPT 5 XU 53 28.30(15) 35.85(19) 0.125 0.828(P<0.001)
S 139 5.04(7) 14.39(20) 0.001 0.400(P<0.001)
USM #2713 284 8.80(25) 15.85(45) <0.001 0.613(P<0.001)
AR oL 243 10.29(25) 10.70(26) 1 0.102(P=0.161)
At 1575 5.84(92) 11.62(183) <0.001 0.420(P<0.001)
*6 7HIRBEZESNRERNERITRERES
~ +:
Wbl R BB L‘;g: RS AL GRO3T) KEORE
case 1 NIPT/R dup(15)(q11.2-q13.1) mos 47,XY ,+mar[ 11] /46,XY[16] 15q11.1q13.1(20161372-28939335)x  Jifij™ , if 25 A%
(6.13M) 3 mat NKRBIRG
case 2 BRI 4 46,XX,del(13)(g32.1) 13¢32.1(95680285-115106996 ) x1 L IE YR
case 3 NIPT/R 13 ={K(4.63M) 46,XX,del(13)(q33.2) 13¢32.1(105369014-115106996)%1 24T R
case 4 HFE RS AS 10l 75 R R 5 46,XX,del(4)(p15.32) 4p15.32(48283-16642464)x1 ZE TR
case 5 R EVETAA 46,XX,der(2) (2pter—2q37: : 11q13.3  11q13.3¢25(69442963-134944006)x3 LR TR
—qter)
case 6 PR GE R R 46,XX, der(9) (9pter— 9p11.1p24(457305-35610912)%3 LI R
9p11::9p24—9qter)
case 7 HARWIE 2K, LK 46,XY,1(3;  46,XY,dup(4) (pl6.4pl15.1) 4p15.1p16.3(48283-31754447)%3, LR
4)(p26;p13) ,NIPT /R dup(4) 3p26.2p26.3(66894-3326866 )1
(p16.3- p15.1)(27.44M)
£7 126IMMSTRHINE RS T RITRER
I 15l PRI WHERTE CMA 255 (2% 3 [H 20 GRCh37/hg19) IEREE R Fifi i1
case 8 & 22q11.21(18877787-21462353)x1(2.58Mb) 21k AT R /
case 9 NT3.7 22q11.21(18877787-21462353)x1(2.58Mb) i SRR
2 FAWST
case 10 ik 22q11.21(18895227-21462353)x1 dn(2.57Mb) 2R /
case 11 [l 16p11.2(29647342-30439309 )x3(792Kh) e AREEIEH
case 12 NT 2.7 16p11.2p12.1(26746283-32137965)%3 dn(5.14Mb) 2k AT R /
case 13 MPFUREEBUK, LR A BT AR,  16p11.2(29614976-30328317)%1 pat(713Kh) 21k TR /
IR A4 7 B B dste
case 14 FiE 16p11.2(29661217-30328317)%1 pat(667Kb) Bl EREHFIER
16p12.2(21951415-22424794)%3 pat(473Kb)
case 15 ik 16p13.11p13.12(14771789-16303388)x1(1.53Mb) HlE EREHIER
case 16 PalifEsd 17p11.2(16568122-20462758)%3 mat(3.9Mb) Jigi 7= W N5 &
HiRZ
case 17 NT 3.3 17p12(14101029-15449627)%3 mat(1.29Mb) 2Tl /
case 18 HMFURGMZRIELTARYE 17q12(34815551-36249565)x1 pat(1.43Mb) 2Rk /
case 19 HFURAMAHT LT AR 1q21.1q21.2(146516199-148343412)x3 pat(1.8Mb) Jigi 7= AEREHFIER
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5 case 2. case 10 case 16.case 18 [0 4T T 24 0 T
2H =38 Y (whole exome wequencing, WES) ¥, 45 514
5 CMA — B, Il RRBUAHAT o

CMA Ky IpCNVs 9 {9, #5715 57tk SR I, sl 28 L H000
PETA A R BOWBOR OB 45 . 6 B2 10 M K IR AT AN A
I CMA 5k, Fovb 149382 1% A B2 3R J B ik 1 B 2% (3R 6
case 1), 5 st f A ORI SEA, RS20 Ik, Bl VT 2 1 A2
B JLAMLTE 50 5 3 IR S UE PR R SL AT R BT 22 37 %7
EREFIER.

CMA K5t VOUS 91 ], 40 28241 K 52 Jg 47414 ifi. CMA
Y AiE, Hih 38 (it A% B TC R BB A ARSI I, Bifi 17 28 1Y
Az B JLANILTE S8 5 2 B R & 987 1 2 1k AR L 1 451
PRSLIER BT 37 AR KR HIEH .

3 3t i

LG 1 G O AAZ L A B AR N 20 1128 70 4R4K
TR R IR, H i ik 1 53 2 v 0 40 i s G A
G {7 400~500 25747 , AT WA AG: H1>10 Mb BB | HE
I AN VAR SN RS AU R ISR N
FUS i AE R R A AT T A N 5L A 2246, 20 i
5% 37 I )RR 00 J] 400 LA A 200 i % 5 2R I XL
o CMA J3 A b33 R 2 4= A8 3 B4 371 (array—based
comparative genomic hybridization, aCGH ) Fl P42 f
IR 2 5 P B4 51 (single nucleotide polymorphism
array, SNP array) , HL 25 5 0 5 m il i & R
JE i E SR AR, TR O R B, R A7
FAED, F TR IS B AR LY, {H CMA A
REAS H 1181 25 0 B HE RS R RS R B S i e (1
AR DX S 1 S € I DX R AR X3, AN i 43 9 )
R R = A 3B A AT REAG K VOUS! ™, 3219
FIm B, BRI LR

ABIFFELL 1 575 491 v A B0 i 28 401 = JSE s 2 ) =
IKFRA TR G2, [R] I R HIAZ B 73 A H CMA 2047
R, 45 2R R TG (R B0 H S 7 T, B R O b
5 CMA K 45 2R — Bk m o b R B B 48,X2,
+21,+mar 1 5], CMA G5 R AE 78 21 =48, R R
Tl g o i B AT, SRR IZ bR IC Y AR T BB AL T
Fr AT B i XS LA S MR G . % 8 50 HT 46,X7,1(13;
21)(p10;q10) mat 1 ], 2Bk AL 11 2713 55 L HY)
BESE B CMA T8 X 73 53 43 8 21 = AR A BE S AIE
AWM B AL, BERXE TG )L 21 =R 22 1
L7 @ AT A A g AR T 0 A, Ry PR AR R
S AL RAE =

TS R TT B 34T 5 CMA K 45 2R — 2L
PE2E . ARG SE K A B AR AP R R e v

o A LA 240 3 (1 R RN A T 8 T =R, PRI It
K YRR R B T B 3R IS 0 2 K BR AR o1
S H LS A UG 5 1 VLA RS £ i R 45 DL 802>
0 [F]— Ze CeA b8 D1 B0 384 Jn s 2D Jor A, BRI AN
REHG i Mol R AN — I A7 ik B K, %Al
3BT mos 47,XXX[211/45,X[6] 1 ], CMA %53 5t
Ptk =R JERIE R A IS, 1T e S R IME SR
T PP B AR AR A AR K LA B CMA G X 2% 6 fA
PAREE DUBCYE — RST- i A 5 AR T Y ik
PR AN = AR R A AE B B AR B BCR AR BE 32 1)
LI BRASFT 9SG JRAV 22 A8 (fluorescence in situ hy-
bridization, FISH) , LA BH#f 4 & Fb Bl . #5143 Hr 45,
X 2] CMA 255 7R itk B 44, ol e 5 BER 40 s
MO, JF K G s 72 W BE AR K v o — i R
HEBRBE R 40 B T4k . 4% 550 B mos 46,X7,t(7;8)
(q21;q23)[51/46,X?[45] 1 5 Fl mos 46,X?,t(4;5) (q12;
q35)[81/46,X?[22] 1 5, Ay ~F-ir 1 45 #4 5 HE H i 5 L
BIAK, CMA ASRERE H |, 2200 I 5K @ S ik M &) 1 Y (2
A% AL, B Wz S A B G 5
TR0 Eh G L 9% 400 it s A R 6 40 B A AR 1% 35 & A g
AR Ak SR AR A o P SCHERHRAE", 7 SR K 40
W R AR R AR N 3.4%~8.6% , (A KR4 8
TR A o PR 2R K A% B 5B & B4 S
F A P R 1 S AT R LB AT I e 0 R &2 4 LA
TESE S [] At 2R FH L Ath 4G 0 - B 40 FISH %5 4 B 56
UE {5 2605 75 BE R BRI 0 T 5 I e (e AROR RE 58
ARG ILA B A . A 0T mos 47,X?,+mar
[11]/46,X2[16] 141, 44 CMA K 25 52 HriZbric
Yea kR 155 G RT3 B, istfe AT 08
B RE R BEVF R 4% BILIES B A B R
% o LR N TR R o3 BT TG A SR JR A R A R
B, CMA AT HERR 4R R 0 Ok A1 B ST i
WA= IS W B A 18 R o ] W, = a2
A A 1 I 2 5 G (R A% T 4 BT L.CMA (FISH
e PR 7 65 285 45 22 AR I - BB, SR FH 335 % MR B 57
E S/ 011| N2 B A7 v = % NI Z 2 0 T v
B, AT W R AR 5 B

BT X BT A REAC IR A 2 T AR LG R 215
1], S A6 R 13.65% , 8 T4 43 A 0 S5 4G 1
2R 5.84% I CMA 1 575 46 H R 11.68% . 1% A1 Hr
AN 3 1.97% ;5 CMA AN 3R 7.81%, Horp
pCNVs Ml IpCNVs ¥ 1% 1.33%., b ml 0, A% 50
BFAE AT K )43 3 2640 BBl P9 o] & SR o R 5 5 S
FEEA S8 T CMA BB 05 5B 42 3 PR AL /KP4
TERf B AR S XAl AR SR 2R R LA H e ik
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T A2 07 T B S AL H A B A% AL o B
A DL S AELER P s S A S IR LT A 3.1% ~
7.9% 1F7E pCNVs 8 IpCN V516170 4 434 1 8 7
PR KIS I ILT A 1.0%~1.7% f£1E pCNVs
S IpCNVS“ L ABFFEAZ I A AR UL S w5 b
PG 8 R pCNVs T IpCNVs 461, K i 5%
3.03%, 75 K A oK & R E LA T pCNVs Al
IpCNVs 1241, 46 1 N 1.10% , 5 SCHk 8 2 A —
o 2014 4FFR E L R AR 7 H M A A
T (A A% AL 53 B T = CMA A 32 2 PR
FRIEZ—"", 2016 4F- 3¢ [6 1017 ) B2 Uil 25 B (ameri-
can college of obstetricians and gynecologists, ACOG)
N A i BR 27 £ society for maternal—fetal medicine,
SMFM) % A7 ()46 F IR B2 10, 8 P A G L4540 =
W, CMA TR Ry — 4 A2 Wy ik, H AT
O, T BRI T CMA ARSI A8 P 25 ) S L 4
ONE GBIR RS PR R B W iE WY S
ABHF ST A% B 53 B 1E 3 491 K i pCNVs 1 IpCNV's
2041, Hir 5 {545 USM, 3 5l 8 7 5 44 S 87, 46 1
5] 2 TR] B kA | 14970 B A AN BRI 1497 R A RUK
W RO NE R RGP AR R GE . S i
PR AL 53 B oA R B S 9 491 idF — 25 4T CMA Azl mT
B e % (IR et ) 728 e A 2000 DXL, I L2 X T
PR AL S8 pCNVs Il IpCN Vs 46 H %k i
AW B 88 . S AR PR, TR
RV FEA XURS: =5, v i 22 AN VR 75 R A 2 A 4R
S, LRI AT 3 K A% R 43 B 0 CMA A6, 3k 47
TR 2% N [1) 338 A 272 M 00 5% 2 B0

AN [e e R I 2 1) 25 5 43 B Sl /s 7 i i NTPT
e KU, B A S USM 37 4543 4 CMA 1 8 3%
PR T SEH A R, NTPT = KUK 20 2 Fhoy 45 1
—HWEA H BEA S 5 ,3X 5 NIPT 1Y SE g0 1 x
FHOG, NIPT DA A AR B4 A 3, 2 Rl e stk
AT Ty TR 45 R — B0, $&7R 7E NIPT /5 XU
B NHE T, 2 F0 05 ek BA Rl SO0 3, ml 255 2%
] A 2% 45 22 05 T PR 3R e R B0 i A I 7 v . TEAS
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