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Etiology and diagnosis of intellectual disability
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Abstract: Intellectual disability, occurring in 1%-3% of the general population, is a common disease of the nervous

system in children. Since diverse genetic and environmental factors contribute to its pathogenesis, the etiological

diagnosis of intellectual disability is challenging with respect to the selection of diagnostic tests. It is important to
determine the etiology of intellectual disability for the assessment of prognosis, treatment and the family plan. This paper
summarizes the research progress in etiology and diagnosis for intellectual disability and introduces the recommended

clinical genetics diagnostic approach from the American Academy of Pediatrics.
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REREIL, HARREAE RN, bR RED
BZWh 1D,

e R AR 4 1Q 1 F AY R2 KR KR
Gy AR, R (1Q<20) , B
(1Q 20~35) , ' & (1Q 36~50) , %% J& (1Q
51~70) o ML 2N 1Q<50 PR 8 B
JIBERR, 50<1Q<70 FR MR 1 BhG, 75— 14
ML 432 RS ID 43 R 25 B AE PR F1 i ( SID,
bR 1D b, WA IEH 2 Kk WIE o e TAEAR B )
AL A AETER J1BEts (NSID, 1D g iE— Ayl AR
) M,

ID 76 N e R 0 & 906 R 24 1%~3%, GDD &
iR 5 ID KRR, H R 1D e AR &
RN 0.3%~0.5%, LRI 85% B 1D i Mt
JE DY, FEFRIE, 2000 4R A R 0~6 %L
# ID LY LR 1.331%0, R8T -1 B4
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WR4E SCkge i, HEEEID &, fOlkREY
h25%, X 3% 8 & 1 B % (X-linked intellectual
disability, XLID ) £ 5§ 10%~12%, #1475 (de
novo mutation ) 5 16%~39% A & B0 H g {4
PR B M B 77 B 5 (autosomal recessive intellectual
disability, ARID ) #J/5 10%~20%, 4% Nl 25N
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MELLIfE . S TR AR ID &R K RIE T
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PR Rz X FHEE S R ID AR 2 — " B2
e A 2= 38 4% AR (fluorescent in situ hybridization,
FISH) . 2 & 4 & K 5 ¥ 8 £ R (multiplex
ligation dependent probe amplification, MPLA ) 5§ 43
40 35 A 2 H R BN T e R T g b DX
ARG o 5 g o (A H A X SR S5 R A L, Y ik
it B X ol R %% 32 v AP TE AR e M, G AT
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S RN Ay AR O R ATA T EE (AR S R OR AR DN TS
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4p16.3 BRI ZEAME ( Wolf-Hirschhorn Z551F ) BN
OO BEJE L S ARG A (chromosomal
microarray, CMA ) H AN LLH & 04 43 #E % ( 5 Al
i R R FH 8285 e B A7 R 200 100 kb ) 7E 42 A&
PRI 2B 1 Fl A ARG D TP S8 7K P 1) G e A 5 DL 50 S
( copy number variants, CNVs ) , H FH AR
L B E)T RN O, AR I SRR A B
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AL F5 e G R A B DR 8728 0 e AR g B3 )
RAF, BUE 2014 47 4 1, ©H11D BUs A 528 1,
fiE e Eow N 628 4~ 1, WFFT Won 1D (95 £ K
FEfi R 1.3~1.4:1, #8 X Jefafk BA KRS 1D
FIEMIBURIEN . T X SR Wb
AR, AR KRR R A7 815
Mrowbesum I ; Fr, 5HAbAE 7,
G T AR EE RSN X YO AR X ] A
P05 Ik, HAT X Geifi &I 1D Bk
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R EEME X ZRAE, Rl R R & W T B
CEOIE, TERME AR LR L A 1:5 000 (5
A ID B 0.5% ) ", MECP2 J& % — /> W 1)
X EPR RS, A S 30 Ret ZEA1E, R
S ER R I BEAS , Aot o = R 20124,
SCHRARAE ) XLID 3£ A 102 4>, X EERLH AR G
£ 82 A XLID ZEA4E (B0 160 Fh XLID ZEA1E )
150 MELESEM: XLID R KW, b, b
30 Ff XLID ZE A AiEF 48 AN HELE A 1EME XLID R &
(RS0 IX )t o7 27

5 XLID AfA], ARID #5053 R e v 5 v b B
WIEIG . X5V EF RS ISR AT R,
ARID KFK R/ UL, T H T B pr sl &5 7 2
AV 1 350 ik PR {67 o o SR M A E AR TR BE R R R
ZA K, 2002~2011 4F 10 4E[E{LA 8 41> NS-ARID
Hop (k) B ke, 2011 45, AR
T ( Next-generation sequencing, NGS ) FARMNAT
ARID BUREH MY, 1RZ NS-ARID Eohs (it )
FERRAE R, #%AE 2014 4E 1, i NGS #R
FEN SRR NS-ARID Bo( e R k5] 3241,
TN, LR AR B AT B R A H G R B 5
fER BFERNG, — BRI NLEAAEM: ARID, f045
AR . AV B A LR | WA AR S
SCHRIRIE HLAE ID B 190~5% A% P, ARID 76
AR E R ID B il i il —, P97 B RAG
TR 109%~20%, 178 T 55 45 18 UL P 4R =
K, HplEk 329,

YR ) P 35 A% T RE R I B AT (autosomal
dominant intellectual disability, ADID ) HEFIR/HE
AFER, MR b R AR S B U R
I RE N PN b S iR LR R N TR G [ RS (T
ID R ZE A S N B e B i aE . LA R NGS
AR AN [ FEAS F A IR B2 B8 1D Je ik & J A B

(trios ) FEATEHMNE T4 /1 TR A 5 &
B 16%~39% 1D A AT FERRAE ZOR PR K A%
iR A5 S ( single nucleotide variations, SNVs ), R
ADID 7EFEJE 1D (B iy L BIAE 1 Bk H T,
LL “autosomal dominant mental retardation” & & 2%
JCHE R A i) OMIM 2idfe %2, AT R3¢ 1 33 2% ADMR
PRI, HEURHR B E 20 r0pE .

3 EREECWAE

3.1 GH&BELSHH FISH

2010 4E i, G 7 A% B o A o JL 2 A B 5L A
GDD/ID HAR e B — S il T B, JLHAE B ILS
IR R, SR, HBETTER A B )5 K GDD/ID
A LHEAT CMA K DU I 2 75 5 S [m) I R AT G o G
AR HTAFTER AL [ B v 20 35 R 2 % 91

( International Standard Cytogenetic Array, ISCA ) 1/}
SHERFAAE FOGEOLHAT G a8 pr: (1) &
JUA I R AT TR0 1 28 4% 1 43 B R A7 12 1Y) G £ 1A 25
BAE CAFEIRERGAE ) 5 (2) AAZBS A Al G
R EH GG S (3) A RE AR
GRS I DR v P B S B 2
EART AR / R IZZRAIER (40 Williams ZEE1E |
DiGeorge ZEA1E )L, FISH AIVE A £ 0T B
LRI R, A =ik — 51T CMA, Array-
CGH JoiER ik G4, i 20 4 G AL b
REAG I R AG iR & LL Ry 149%™, (M R 23
P05 i (single nucleotide polymorphism-based array,
SNP-array ) A G 4 B A1 A L AR 5% 2010
A ISCA P2 % 33 DM FSEHEAT meta 43 H7 % 3L 1D
BE P S B R AR 03%, XEHRF PR
#B43 FTREAFAE CMA AR () CNVs, A5 —
53 8 R RE K R V- 2 AT 1 A DB BE PR i
FECID, JE AT R AT AR T Pk e
(LT R A RIS
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CMA 2 H i A B 5 B GDD/D 83 A7 it
s Wkl ARSI T8, LB 2 W Ak 3
15%~20%. 2010 4F ISCA 2 5%t 33 A~ AH X AF
FEHEAT meta ST HERE CMA BEiZAEN GDD/D
ASD (autism spectrum disorders ) F1 22 & Wi JE
M —L2 W FBr . CMA XS BT RN CNVs
HEATARGIN, B 7 PEA N 100 kb, HApHERE G
A ISR AT T 30~50 fiF 7. CMA AL BRI 2L
JRPE CNVs, 3 REAGIN 1 B30 B 1 AN A 2 (TR
AL, HHEE ) CMA -5 24 A R 20 2 420k
F ( comparative genomic hybridization array, array-
CGH ) H1 SNP-array; SHi# lL#K, J5&H LA LUK
M EE %K (uniparental disomy, UPD ) | =A%k
Fi A I 5% VAL Qe @k aF = B2
MIFRR . BORBIEER, HETE 24T RH] FISH 8
MLPA J5 % CMA Ky CNVs HEATHIE

CMA 75 K i B 42 w55 B 2 Wi R i [ i, o
B I PR T SR BT CNVs, - 3 4 I PR 38
i WAl RAR R B Pk H A — b 2 SR e
RESE A CNVs B2 '8 L 35 5 R Rl PR A
SR B AW CNVs Al RS SC,H A a2
£, 45 Database of Genomic Variants ( http://projects.
tcag.ca/variation ) . DECIPHER #{ #& J%& (https:/
decipher.sanger.ac.uk/application/ ) . UCSC %% ¥ J&

( http://genome.ucsc.edu/ ) F1 OMIM £3& 2 (http:/
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/omim ) %, ISCA & 1 &
AT X R B SUAN ] CNVs SR 1750 28 B A ife 2
PRUEFS R ARG LT CNVs 3R BE 2 B 19«

(1) CNVs 7ER/IN 158 448 55 58 i © R A ik
KN HERELAIER RN (2) CNVs a5 REE
M BOREEN o F358, RO B AR T 0]
CNVs 7 M i€ HOM AL P slOp A= 5 i T CNVs 7
[l —Z R PRI EAL S, —RFH A RE
ID =3 W ID; —48 CNVs Al gl i “ ik
T AL CRRZEIFAERY CNVs BRSSP 585 al
HIEHEER ) 5 GDDAD™; ik, il A IJCiER
ACEERY CNVs — R AEBORTER, (A4 XY
SN
3.3 FMR1 ERE4#h

FMR1 2N AT S8BT GDD/ID j 4%
LW — L TB, KX R mie - h R b

VB RIG o Hrieon X EpiL . Mtk X £ G 1E K
Ji5 FMR1 2 15N & 1 C6C =BHMRELY
WAX, 2RABE CCC EAWE>200, KN
GDD/ID (BN, LR ) , T h5H
(Zah s UEAER L), Bl (k.
K. KRH, B2 W), SigrH8 s (O
Pt FREE ST K ) KA AR BRI,
HREGIA/NKL, 2RISRV EE D,
HizWr R ifatk X 8 G AR AT REPEAE /N, A5 B F IR IR
RERFUAFMETE X LG IER2 M, W] LI Sk
1 FMR1 B 734 A 0], CMA 458K 2 A W] st A
GDD/ID F# 1 BRI T B o
3.4 ZRMFHER

Sanger | J¥* J& HAL I UG IZWT I “ AR
BHGE BN, X 24 R BEaEAS g4 I e 2% i)
ey, AR AR s AR I L A
e B AEREAR,  LA-A HAY M i 780K B EUR (1 1)
(] P X 4 A - 2H B A B P A AT I Y, Ok
22 S0 F SR R AT 382 A% 90 1) AT BIF 58 A g A o
2.

A0 F 4 F (Whole Exome Sequencing,
WES ) Fl23EFH M F ( Whole Genome Sequencing,
WGS) B2l T GDD/D (38 (&5 9T

“Trio” J3Hr ( RIVIE s 28 ni e Bl 5 HOCE
ARIYACEREAE A, fEE FnFMg Y GDD/ID A
B A ) SR NGS HRTERUE GDD/ID
SR PR R BUL R H 1 R, Vissers 55
KT WES (# Trio /387X 10 44 NSID 75 #E17
B, TEH T 6 2 B E h | T e mEie
TEID FEH AT A 2878 . de Ligt 45 PR FHAH IR 5K
WX 100 44 CMA A0 25 SR 1 1) 20 %8 1D A8 3 3k
TG 29T, 78 53 4 B Th AR 79 A R A%,
TS 16 2 AR T ity [Rln4E5E
3 AT ID BOR LR 21 ANk 1D BowRSEH
X ID REFR, 8 G B o 5 R BUR
BER XTI AT e AL, AR5 X R A6 X [R] A JIr A ik P
HEAT B ARFT NGS I e f) SR st i e W S —
AR BOR B sE ke T-B . FEREE NGS fEit L%
9o PRLAIE S v 7 RGBT R 8 FH A DR AT, 1l PR 4
R F4 A 2107 ( clinical genome and exome
sequencing, CGES ) I &2 JE AlIf R 5212 Wi B B,
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NGS B AR M) & Rt AL T DARAR B AR [R] Bsf ok
BS80S T4 GDDAD JE P #4743 #r 1 F
Ho —SINE O AL I panels #E1T GDD/
ID (iR 12 W, X EEFEA panels # H R E T HEA
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3.5 FEXRMRIGFERPEFE

SCHRARAE T2 W e R AR G 5 1D B
95 R A 19%~59%4, i A L A8 A A 45 20 BUL
Pl A AR . AR e R ARG 2 s R AH
XA, (HAFRe AT W2 W AR YT, HIm R4S
JOE R RE K . BRI, AR ARt 2 Xt 1D
BEA R RN INZW T B, HATIRIR TR
PRI 89 A, WIRIRM AR . Al
[N (iR N B2 i S d e 1 s B [
7- Jd SRH . SRR NI A A A S YL
65% 119 5 RAEAR I g T LASE 3 H Al R — 26 i
A T BEUEAT IR0 P, At 5 FME AR i ke s ) 7 2
vE— 5 1% 24 F-Bt . van Karnebeek %5 ™ i 2534
SCHRJG B2 1D R A 7 5 R i A 1 W 20 i
e SB—X A RIS 1D B E TR 54
ASTIRTT S R () JE S 1a) R i A 5 A7
ST S R YIE, SR B B AR
O AP AT E NS L LR E IR B R, AR
P B B BB, FERIARY 35 FATIRYT SE Rk
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P 1A ] i A

4 D BEEZHIRTE

GDD/ID &k, WA, sife =itk
IR LA — L BB AR RESAR 2
¥R GDD/ID Mt i2 W%, 15 5 B8 U EAL
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(1) RETEEMRL . 20 3RERA, it
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(2) A BFIGRGORRZIEE R S B ) S
BASEP (U0 Rett ZEAAE . itk X LA 1F ) oy
R (ANERZESIE . Tumer ZESAE ) , WIE 5
HEATXF R Y 38 AL 2 A I, B2 5 2 kst 14 7
W, IR . R R ER S,

(3) & BE AW ERE GDD/ID, JW#EfT DA
Tt el D CMA, PREEA e (oK f HETT
AT G WAL s Qe R (i
HWHE3.5) 3 @ FMR1 ZH .

(4) 25 B AL APAb AR A T2 T,
WA DU AL 22004 . O FRIERFE MR AR
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