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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the value of combined application of multiple genetic detection technolo-
gies in the prenatal diagnosis of cat-eye syndrome (CES) without obvious ultrasonic phenotypes, and
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to analyze its genetic characteristics. Methods: A fetus with copy number gain of chromosome 22, in-
dicated by non-invasive prenatal testing (NIPT), was enrolled in this study. Chromosome karyotype
analysis and chromosomal microarray analysis (CMA) were performed on amniotic fluid samples,
combined with low-throughput genomic sequencing technology of cell-free DNA, to accurately iden-
tify the chromosomal rearrangement. Results: NIPT suggested a copy number gain of approximately
2.66 Mb in the 22q11.1-q11.21 region. Chromosome karyotype analysis confirmed the presence of
chromosome 22 abnormality in all metaphase cells. CMA further precisely mapped a 2.73 Mb duplica-
tion in the chr22q11.1-q11.21 region. No obvious ultrasonic structural abnormalities were observed
in the fetus during pregnancy. In addition, the analysis revealed that homologous recombination
events may frequently occur in the chr22:16888899 region. Conclusion: For chromosomal microdu-
plications (e.g., CES) without obvious ultrasonic findings, multiple methods such as NIPT combined
with CMA are required for prenatal diagnosis. This case may be the first reported case of mouth devia-
tion phenotype associated with a specific genetic recombination mechanism.
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1. 3]

Schmid-Fraccaro £ A 1E, WA AMEIREE A ME(CES), A& —F0 4% UL I Y AR 55 10 J3ANER= )L
It E — AN B 1], CES ¥ K& 22 St itim K8 (q), & 22 S YAk E (q) 2 Hls =
fEM G RI[2]. BB = IRAECLHRUT PR SRR . AL PR B S 0, Wl FH R IR CES [3]. (HIf KRR I
MG S ASHRIRI[2] [4] [5]o AN TG RR AT BB BT ANIA), AL &5 PRI 1 RO ok 0 W TR AR AU 21 O
Wi T A I AR g BB RS [ 1] [6]

T A= R I (NTPT) 2 A1 BEAA MLV A o 17 25 116 )L DNA (cffDNA), 38 & -0 25 WL iR JLGs 6
PRARSEAEAAR, G021 4K, 18 ZARF 13 =AK[7][8]. LR, WEMFFREM, NIPT b nl LIRS LK
T S FNGERIR[9]. SATIT, —LURFFLRM, NIPT A Jetafk CNVs 1B 18 H Sk 25 ([ 10]. 7EA L
PEH MG T, NIPT A3 22 5 Y ki ik B N T 2.66 Mb (). FEF1 73 B 45 & 4% 24 43 #r
BE—BUESE T NIPT RILIGAR N E. & H B2 AF MR RS, MIMIESS T CES 12 Hi.

2. BENMGE
2.1. IRBINB

—44 39 B Aid, GAP2AL, JREY 18 i 1 K, A NIPT &5 3R 5w ik A4 5 T = 2= Be b e B B (b | ol AR
GET)e RALTHE 165 JEK, A 78 AT, WEPHRZARIR . Wr)sLk 40 &, &5 178 BEK. X4
RIAFARMERE, BAMEKR R AT FR LR T EZR e ). B MM, mH
RN, BoANETRLE, BRERMEMAMER. OAEE—RTAHE=MH BRR~. BT
BILAETS, B U IR PR P AR R A& b AN, AR AR IR . BT e AL £ NIPT R &
EPIIR/ SN o

][l
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2.2. ZBl=aMTGE

ZA SR A MREAR (5 ml), SRJGHHIN &4 EDTA MR . 7ER10 8 /NN, 4rBSif e . #le
DL G AR B AR R 1 G o AR SRR AR AR EBR R AR T, S8R NIPT #2/%, W4l il 59 DNA $2HL.
PEREEFN T — 4RI F(NGS)-

23. REEFZB S

SEYRER 18 J, A 513 T HEAT B RIS K BEAR (BEK 30 ml)o B, MRS B 1 2 Wik
FAMAL P HREFF (320~400 b), Xt 20 ml FEARFEARGAT AL . BRI RIFEAEGE IR TR, LRAE I
b, JIFET g AR TR, ATRIN ¢ WA n SEA) . SRHT GSL-120 VA 8L 22 0 T RGEHEAT L
RO (R SRS 2, EE). S0 40 MZA, BEPLEEE 5 MZRGET .

2.4. CMA 534

P ARSI BT H B )5 10 ml 227K {1 QIAamp DNA i 77 & (QIAGEN, Hilden, Germany)
4T DNA 8, FFEME R & F M (http:/www.giagen.com/). CMA K f] Affymetrix CytoScan 750k i
F (Affymetrix, USA) ) = 73 #E B ] ping AL B IR Z S T . EXAEVHEAREEHO0HME TA
RS IR H 37 (NCBI37Thgl DRI, X4& CNV /M 3L Al . CNV i & 7 2 N 50 B AT VR4,
£135 DGV (https://ngdc.cncb.ac.cn/databasecommons/database/id/283) OMIM (https://omim.org/)» DECIPHER
(https://www.deciphergenomics.org/). SANGER (https://www.sanger.ac.uk/). PubMed
(https:/www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/)5 . LA NFHIH TXF CMA KILHEAT 7020 i R 2 2 R R AL HE 2
I3 PE B AT REEUR 14 CN Vs, A= AR 2 (VOUS) BRI AR 782 A T 10%0 CNVs. IE 5 &5 A5 E CNV,
RAE/FBERTE CNV, 8 VOUS 45 R 207K 1 A1 2 Mb (18R A0 H B4 75 iR AR AR -

3. &R
3.1. NIPT. ¥%&HM CMA &R

NIPT 7R 134 18 fl 21 SYAMAFIEARMELE A, 22 54t fR KB (ql1.1-q11.21)3E )1 2.66 Mb. {E
N NIPS g5 RIbE Vs, FRATEIG = AT T QIEE I . 2FREAHEZ RN 46, XY, add (22) (q11.1) (&
D)o XX ZRIAMZILIES , KT 22 54O pRE A8 1.
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Figure 1. Amniotic membrane karyogram

B 1. FRMAEEEE

DOI: 10.12677/md.2026.161024 175 L2212 W


https://doi.org/10.12677/md.2026.161024
http://www.qiagen.com/
https://ngdc.cncb.ac.cn/databasecommons/database/id/283
https://omim.org/
https://www.deciphergenomics.org/
https://www.sanger.ac.uk/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/

f

R

=1
=

KA

&

3.2. ERGEREMEHRR

it 7oy e &, RES CES M2 SSMC G )LTIJG A, EAQBHESZ T 71 1l B /E A FE B
B CES Ml REME, K gREIT R A fEUEUR 39 +3 RS, —& B = ERERAG 35 e m T
BEWMA 1 8 Apgar VP48 9 4r. HERT, AR EE 3400 g, KA 50 cm, FLAE(OFC) 34
cm, BR7FHIRIASE R, PR RSO E KRG, B, SRR, BT, JHEAURE, KR
TRL AN, BERL HERTIV, BFLATEL BJE0, ATITRSE, RSN, BT A ) LI R R EESME
PEMIUAN HA I, BB TE AR S A ARG BT 038 2B ) LB S I 7 3= (NICU)

OFRE AR A R DLIR AL, Bk S8 R =R ISR BRI R E AR . IRE
KEEREARE. BT, f—N—2 05 E%a SRR A 5K E LR (K 2(A), Bl 2(B)).

Figure 2. Abnormal facial features of a male child

2. BHREEEIHEE

4. W1ig

FE A BE B (ACOG) I S B A B W, TCIRZHIFR N, HRIZN I 22 a5 ik T4l DNA
IR 11] o ORI 22 1 2 T A B DRI AL 43 T 16 7 40 L3R mh JC 48 i DN 1) NIPS il 48 FH TR DBk 5 L1 21
18 A1 13 5 He ik =R A I e o S i R PE B R B A AR, 0458 Tl 2R A0 B 3 25 S A A AR B0 1 CNV
HIEE DL Ge AR = A& (rat) . {H7& NIPT X MG O T A A ARAFE i [12]. L, ARG 71
FERT 2-q11.1-q11.21 AR B, 7E=REBAE I, AR B S . AR T — AN, 45
GV T, W BT MRS % . CMA fil NIPT &,/ NIPT Al LLRILKT 10 Mb (1)
CNV, BAEE R AU 13]-[17]. ERNBmREIT, FELH CMA UESE T NIPT Al f4tAH Y
HERE e AL, FIFIESE T NIPT 23R 51/ T 10 Mb (e AR E & 7 T I AERPE . ok, 75 M
77 T 7 R R AT ART B S 2 T, NPT n] DA & 3R il A R £5 A E(MMIS) o ZESESR 1 G I8
R I 22q11 Bt REE R L, TR L EIKK B AR 0% R E R O
BT BN H 2] [18]0 3 ©22q11 IR )L, 77 Al b A5 Ao 2 A R I W S R 7 S (4] [19]. FRATTA &5 2R
FH, NIPT 7RG I3 A0 S8 5 T LR 5 A 2. RN CES AMURATERRE =1, BT AR F#
T, HB R BN BT 77 S 34T NIPT i

MR 25 G E(CES) A2 HH 22q G iAol o DX 35 (1) DU B AR/ = 64 (4 A5 D) 51 RS ). FES5 M 1, X PRI
DA A B 22 55 AN bR il B (iR (SMO) I S B, ZE 40 M a8t A% 2% Bl ik 9 — > invdup (Y fiik
DNA J75{5| B E ) (22) (pter-q11.2). (HIRAVHEFFIZ R R RN 46, XY, add (22) (q11.1), &AHHIIE
2 hi. CMA 45 Bik—5 % %% ) rr[GRCH37]22q11.1q11.21(16888899 19684557)x3. CMA 23 M iik7n, 7E

DOI: 10.12677/md.2026.161024 176 L2212 W


https://doi.org/10.12677/md.2026.161024

KA

%

i34

22q11.1q11.21 {7 FAFAE 2796 kb IE R, ¥ k& 27 4> OMIM 2K, 4% CECR1. ATP6VIEl. BCL2L13.
BID. CDC45. CECR1. CLDN5. CLTCLI. DGCR2. DGC R6. ESS2. GGTLC3. GSC2. HIRA. IL17RA.
MICA L3. MRPL40. PEX26. PRODH. RIMBP3. slc25al. SLC25A18. TSSK2. TUBAS. UFDI. USPI8.
XK R3, JH CECRI #l CECR2 /50 CES HE 7 KR AW EEELH[20]. CECRI fEHIF . O
5~ DR H AN VIIVIIL $REE T 53205, 5 s A O ARSI OG[21]. A, BIL 5 'E BEFI O 6k
[543 55[22]. CECR2 #il A& —Fhgeta i B . 1T CECR2 MIRIATIL T KM, IRESAIE 251k
H, KEZH CES #g R I HRIE FIH 251 7% [23]. AW 7HE7R micai3. TUBAS F1 BID fid ik Al i §
3 CES B M 2545 24] . 404> 24 5 3 45 (CDC45) /& A% AL W) DNA 44 ) 55 41 i 4673 - HIRA
WHEFR A DGCR1 8¢ TUPLEL, TESII(E RAS) o E. WE 5 Fph 2 ig ook I1[25]. CLTCLI &5 5 W
BEAFBRIIR G, AR E P RIEET(EM[26]. ¥ & CLTCL1 4 A il A 5.0 T B T A 1 5
WA DR[27 ] PRIk, 3 A [ 5 R 119 52 1) T 5 E0OW 5% 280 19 O [0 FL oA AT D B TS0 A PR B T S o
SRIM, A HIRA 225 7 V5 2 0 BEXT H AN FR 42 00 H AR AR [ 28]« 0K B JE PR (1) 52 1l A= Mgt A o2 3 P s
B AT AR £ J5 R

241 CES ML OBR 4 IE 2 22q11.1-q11.2 X DUR4 A5 0L, T8 LA MR L Gtk (SMC)
P AAAAE, Bl invdup (22) (pter-q11.2), ZbRic YRS 5 2k, & FECRBN £ B AL AH[2] [29].
AT 5] R 8 A% 22 25O 22q11.1q11.21 X3 =ARG N5 ), BARBN 46, XY, add (22) (q11.1), &
BAMRC Y B R BT 220, JE T Al Y otk B BRE R, N AE 4 CES MbRic G i/ S 1 DUk 57
X — 2R X A 54 CES [5eft: 28 CES & “Fric YRS R IUk” , AR “ il A
BEESEN=ART , ZHR R R B UG E R R R AR .

Lt fPE DB 77 B N2 5 CES R ERE MO R —. &t CES 1 4 # T,
22q11.1-q11.2 X348 FL K (40 CECR1. CECR2. CLTCLI 25 &k 8 58 T, 8w FkpE o ™ & H
R IG R R, BRI SR LTI PABE . 7™ B0 MR T (0 58 A VI e Bk e 67 51 ) BB B2 ) i 46 4]
[19][29]. il lu1, BEAEFRIERIZ M CES W4, 80% LA LA FF UL ISR, 50% LA A7 75 ™ 50 fJE 4544 7
B R EIRERAZREIE 70%~80% [3] [5]. MAME N 3 # A, REEI B, JEhBL”
FHIE: JoZ Mt CES bR VERMLIRERAR, Ol 5 0O BRI Sk S8 RIASER A RE, &)
REIERNRRE, FEm IR ) AR T AE R T (AR . Hom ) LT TP S R R gy . X — R 2 7
Fr 48 VUBGR SN : 3 #5 DS BN B RS RIAFE AR T 4 #8501, XK & @ 10 iR AT, H
AU EFEE R ERIC, HEZ 20 CES M RMEMIE. BEAL, AR F BL(2.73 Mb)EEH 7 4 4
CES HIHE Jy B (B 3~4 Mb)g/)N, FIRedE— D HI 55 778N g, (R s IR 3= 7 96 DLEL 3
POl vs 4 ¥ 00, g4 | P CARIE CES Wil o0 #r: 7 B2 CES Wifil(352h 4 # D)rh, 6 BilfFAE™ &
oW T (L 2 (I RR AR . SR K R L 51, 5 & HF IR BRI B IR B 4500 e 5, 4 BN FE R IR 4%
A3 5 DO TEHRE 8, O R R, (ChRER GRS, d—PRiE 7 “HIHRE, KRR
FEEL L RN G R, X RISER, CES MIRALS RS ERE A BN A E
FHOG, TEHHE TIHGIEQG #5 01 vs 4 ¥ TO)EYIMEIC, RIER TG PRS- AL 1 5 2 (10 18 45 224K 40

WAV, BHFALLE, iR K24 100 4 CES BE MRS . FEE A A &R AR F R T#%
RN FISH. ZHI & RAT T 7 AT St 2] 22q11.1 BIZRBIEE 1) [4] [5]1[18][19] [29]-[31]. CES %
DAL A () = BRAE ONHFAE, EFEATTTHAIEE. MBS A s . % 1, 7 BB WL E R, AN
HRT R . BRRTYUIREEAL ¢ BUATT PSR, 5 BB BLIL I T8t 3 1 o A LI mhast; 6 i
BN 5 e, ARG . EMEE R, TAPVR . FRATHR NG B RTMIRE . 095 FLA& AL
B IRBHS AR WL FH . 8 BIRH R R Z AN, IR ™ 52 5 2 1 e A b B/ INFE A% A 25 )
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ToARSCHE . S5 RERW, A 4 B0 TEUR RAE chr22:16888899 XI5, ififE chr22:18400884 | 19684557 [X
BRUA— S SR W8 TR, (RIS AR R 22q1 1 W A2 A [R5 S 4 4 R /E CES - S HE
A u RS, ARG AR ARG R 2 M AT LAAE CES BT invdup IITE(22) [32]. BATIAAN
chr22:16888899 [X I ] LAt I [F) Y5 B 4 A oS B4, B AR RIHLEIA Frit 7T 45 R8T, R E R 41
BB T AW AL . TP - PR AR LR B R B EE e A R B A O SR EPTA,
IRZE AL — AP WA S R B0 . NIPT I 1 17 CES, ZllE A RIS H, LRAMESH A
JERANESL . BT A 13, 18 F1 21 =f4h, NIPT & n] AGH A W R AW 4E . NIPT 54 7 nl A —
MRS A R e AR R R A 7 1%, Rl e B A A R CES. BLAh, R HTEOR, BRI
SR CMA, WPREH R AW B R E B, SR L% &) JRIT R, R AR SRR SR R A )
PR o MbAh, ATV AN ETE CES AHOGI AN R 2R AR B 22 e R FE AR

Table 1. Summary of karyotyping results, CMA findings, protein-coding genes, OMIM genes, outcomes, prenatal ultrasound
findings, and clinical symptoms for the current witness and previously reported CES cases

= 1. YEISoEE FLLETIRIER CES BHIMIZBLER, CMA R, EOHBEE. OMIM £HE., 45, FEBEKR
EERMIGKER DS

g o vk v = =
EPGE ORGSR CMA LR é%gzﬁ OMIM JEFH ig%%ﬁ; kAR
ADA2,
BCLaL 13 B, XU KT, B,
CDC45, CECR2, B3R, Bt BE
CLDN3, WNFR B, I 2 1) R
CLTCLI, # NP, R, B
DGCR?2, AR, EFLATET, /N
22q11.1q11.21 DGCR6, ESS2, JEA, AT TR, SR 4

GOTLCS, GSC2. & smmges panmin. #i4 )L 4

AT 46, XY, add (16888899- 35 HIRA, IL17RA,

Z 1 (229) 19684557)x3, MICAL3 5 KRR AMGMEA . 5
2.73 Mb MRPL40: LM, Bk SFEEN
PEX26, PRODH, RE =ML WK
RIMBP3, HREERR. REHEE
SLC25Al, KWEH. HEl, fh—
SLC25A18, %, HRMMEBEERE
TSSK2, TUBAS, IRGEANE KT 4
UFDI, USP18,
XKR3
Ada K. R TFR B
’ RERAREHFEREA
mﬁ;g’ 4 EERTIN 7 K R0
Béf’ B . AT I . 4k
@ Ve B IR R A . RRE
ﬁi; PEAR MR L AR SR AR
22q11.1q11.21 mical3, pe’:x26’ %ET %ﬂiwm%%
GGregorio (1605469 1901 Slc25al8, 4 BEERE ‘350&@\ &Eﬁﬁﬁii
Serra2022 4 XX, fmar 0508)x4, 23 tubas, wORRM HE(GHAL, ﬁﬁ'm”?
3 Mb 18 I %A% R AR R K
iS’ BHAL, BEHRE AR
drg SR EAR T,
gero: HBEAREKES, K
ggtles, HIRGE, BIFEIK, AW
rimp3, TR ), i
prodh, BKITIOR, TR R
rimp3 &
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22q11.1q11.21 Bé\gzpl?l\gl%ll’]) gﬁ? Y A P,
W » 51D, e o b, A2 ESE L, A
BT 47,XY,+mar, (16900884 184 CECR2, B sy o /e HEIE JIT)
13 . P, SRS, XCEAK
2021 dn 00884)x4, IL17RA, T AR, & 72 TRMES 25 T B2
1.5 Mb MICALS3, Dk b IPHRTEAC R
SLC25A18, e, e CHERTE
XKR3 W 2k
IR (E 1), a5
ADA2, &/ IREES . N A
ATP6VIEIL, M. NI EE ., WEH
BCL2L13, BID, fENE AT BR T
Andressa mos RPN CRCRa RLF T2 AL T PR A B
Gf;:e‘; 47, XX, +mar ¢ 414683 15 MICALS & NG BRI AL RS
ool l681a6, XX [32] U peoe R B A4 i 57
SLC25A18, KT ﬁ@iﬁ?@f)@ﬂj?qﬂ
TUBAS, USP18, ERMIZE R GIRE.
XKR3 W RILOE . IR
- L0 7 TH P S
Kl . TR (K
ADA2, D B S BT .
ATP6VIEL, (B b = e R ks, A
47 XY idi 22q11.1q11.21 BCIgéé%zBID, JER R BB, A
FEE 0 0 21§ (16888899_186 | e E NG RAERIERABEUR,
2021 20 44241)x, CAL3 PEx2e. ANGURBIE . AT,
1.76 Mb SLCISALS, R FARRMBLE,
TUBAS, USP18, FHEBEGEE, S
XKR3 %, WV, REWRIE
&Yy, HEBg T
ADAD T NN, A5 )
e SEER AL, O
7 BRiMAFRIE, TaiX
BCL2L13, BID, i - D
22q11.1q11.21 CECR2, . }FED’T E;FE”
Nélia S . A IL17RA, MI- My, ERIEEAAT
Gaspar ?;iii(yirlzdlli (179("16;915)?@188 21 CAL3, PEX26, %2 SRk TR ARKE R 4 it
2022 o 3 M SLC25AIS, WIS % [ 7 (TAPVR),
TUBAS, USPI8, ACTTREE, IR A 24
XIS, DUCRO, BR, HR A 7
ey 4 O BT
St P S A RPN
ATTTEA
ADA2, 8, FK
ATP6VIEL, Hx, =
BCL2L13, BID, 161 KB L A
22ql1.1q11.21 CECR?2, 5, XL EIIjlfJ o, FkL %, =
RANE 47, XY, +psu (16888899 186 P IL17RA, 5t H*:*%Hﬂk f A, XU _E s E K,
2022 idic(22)(ql1.2)  49190)x4, MICAL3, 1= gzﬁﬂ’ HEUE FEIK R, A
1.76 Mb PEX26, AJ\E’J O, SRR
SLC25A18, Bkt
TUBAS, USP18, W, Ao
XKR3 EMK,
R B Rk
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