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Abstract

Several studies have demonstrated increased rates of anxiety and depressive disorders among 

female carriers of the fragile X premutation. However, the majority of these studies focused on 

mothers of children with fragile X syndrome, who experience higher rates of parenting stress that 

may contribute to the emergence of these disorders. The present study compared psychiatric 

symptom presentation (utilizing measures of current symptoms and lifetime DSM-IV Axis I 

disorders) in 24 female carriers without affected children (mean age = 32.1 years) to 26 non-

carrier women from the community (mean age = 30.5years). We also examined the association 

between CGG repeat size (adjusted for X activation ratio) and mRNA, with severity of psychiatric 

symptoms. Women with the premutation reported significantly elevated symptoms of anxiety, 

depression, interpersonal sensitivity, obsessive-compulsiveness, and somatization relative to 

controls during the past week. Carriers had significantly higher rates of lifetime social phobia 

(42.3%) compared to controls (12.5%); however, this comparison did not remain significant after 

multiple comparison adjustment. Rates of other psychiatric disorders were not significantly 

elevated relative to controls, though it should be noted that lifetime rates among controls were 

much higher than previously published population estimates. Although the sample is relatively 
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small, the study of this unique cohort suggests the premutation confers risk for mood and anxiety 

disorders independent of the stress of parenting children with FXS. Screening for psychiatric 

disorders in women with the premutation, even before they become parents, is important and 

highly encouraged.
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INTRODUCTION

Fragile X syndrome (FXS) is the most common hereditary cause of intellectual disabilities 

(ID) and the most common single gene cause of autism [Turner et al., 1996; de Vries et al., 

1998; Kooy et al., 2000]. This disorder is caused by disruption in the expression of the 

fragile X mental retardation (FMR1) gene, found on the long arm of the X-chromosome 

[Verkerk et al., 1991]. This region includes an abnormal trinucleotide CGG repeat expansion 

of 55–200 repeats in premutation carriers, and over 200 repeats in individuals with the full 

mutation and FXS. While the prevalence of the full mutation, typically leading to FXS, is 

relatively low, affecting approximately one in 4,000–5,000 individuals [Coffee et al., 2009], 

the premutation is much more common, occurring in up to one in 250 females and one in 

250–800 males, depending on regional differences [Rousseau et al., 1995; Dombrowski et 

al., 2002; Hagerman, 2008; Fernandez-Carvajal et al., 2009; Tassone et al., 2012; Maenner 

et al., 2013]. In contrast to the full mutation, the premutation typically does not cause a 

substantial reduction in FMRP levels, but instead leads to increased production of FMR1 
mRNA, correlated with CGG repeat length (2–8 times normal levels) [Tassone et al., 2000b]. 

Female premutation carriers typically have normal development and intellectual function, 

but are at increased risk for developing primary ovarian insufficiency [FXPOI; Wittenberger 

et al., 2007], depression and anxiety [Johnston et al., 2001; Hessl et al., 2005; Bailey et al., 

2008; Roberts et al., 2009; Adams et al., 2010; Bourgeois et al., 2011; Cordeiro et al., 2015], 

hypothyroidism, and late-onset neurological problems such as neuropathy, fibromyalgia, and 

the fragile X-associated tremor ataxia syndrome (FXTAS) [Bourgeois et al., 2007; Coffey et 

al., 2008; Liu et al., 2013; Wheeler et al., 2014]. Because the premutation is relatively 

common in the general population, practicing mental health practitioners will very likely 

encounter these individuals.

FXTAS and FXPOI are the most well-known and well-defined disorders in premutation 

carriers [Sullivan et al., 2005; Hagerman and Hagerman, 2013]. Although mounting 

evidence suggests a heightened risk for some psychiatric disorders, especially mood and 

anxiety disorders, in carriers, most studies relied primarily on individuals with FXTAS or 

mothers of children with FXS [Roberts et al., 2009; Bourgeois et al., 2011]. Because 

parenting children affected by developmental disability and/or autism is associated with 

increased rates of emotional stress and health [e.g., Miodrag and Hodapp, 2010], the studies 

make it difficult to determine whether the premutation itself is a risk factor, independent of 

the indirect effects of these other major life stressors. An exception was Franke et al. [1998] 

who carried out a study to determine whether psychological problems were related to the 
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mutation itself or to the stress of raising a developmentally impaired child. This study 

compared 13 mothers with the full mutation, 61 mothers with the premutation, 17 women 

with the premutation who were siblings of the first two groups but did not have children with 

FXS, 18 women siblings without the FMR1 mutation and without children, and 42 mothers 

without the FMR1 mutation who had children with autism. Mothers with a premutation, as 

well as their siblings without affected children, were more likely to be diagnosed with social 

phobia than a control group of mothers of children with autism. Also, Roberts et al. [2009] 

reported that mothers of affected children with a history of major depression retrospectively 

reported that their illness occurred before the birth of their child, providing preliminary 

evidence of a more direct effect of the FMR1 premutation as a risk factor.

The findings of this prior work suggest that the premutation itself contributes to anxiety and 

its sequelae and even in childhood anxiety can be associated with the premutation [Cordeiro 

et al., 2015]. However, this conclusion has been difficult to confirm because the majority of 

women participating in the aforementioned studies were mothers of one or more children 

diagnosed with FXS. The number of children with FXS is associated with the likelihood of 

developing postpartum depression in mothers with the premutation, with a 158% increased 

risk with each additional affected child [Obadia et al., 2013]. In addition to the 

psychological impact of raising affected children, these mothers are faced with significant 

parenting stresses, child behavioral challenges, and associated changes in the dynamics of 

the home and family environment [Hessl et al., 2001; Johnston et al., 2003]. Studies have 

shown a strong relationship between the behavioral presentation of the child with FXS and 

associated changes in maternal stress levels [Johnston et al., 2003; Wheeler et al., 2007]. 

The level of child problematic behavior is significantly related to maternal stress level, and 

likely exacerbates maternal symptoms of depression and anxiety [Wheeler et al., 2007]. 

These stressors are known to impact the central stress response system, the hypothalamic–

pituitary–adrenal axis (HPA axis), detrimentally in mothers of children with FXS [Seltzer et 

al.,2012], a phenomenon that appears to be dependent on the premutation allele size. In 

general, it is widely understood that mothers raising children with disabilities have higher 

levels of depression, stress, and anxiety compared to women from the general population 

[Dumas et al., 1991; Blacher et al., 1997; Hoare et al., 1998; Veisson, 1999; Olsson and 

Hwang, 2001; Baker et al., 2002; Glidden & Schoolcraft, 2003; Hastings, 2003; Saloviita et 

al., 2003].

In this study, we aimed to fill a gap in the knowledge of psychological health of women with 

the premutation by carefully evaluating a cohort that does not have children affected by FXS 

or any disability. Based on previous literature and clinical experience we expected that, 

compared to controls, women in the premutation group would report higher levels of 

psychiatric distress and would have greater rates of formal anxiety and depression diagnoses. 

Furthermore, we predicted that higher CGG repeat lengths and elevated mRNA levels would 

be associated with higher levels of psychiatric distress, especially anxiety and depression.

Gossett et al. Page 3

Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 December 12.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants

The study protocol was approved by the Institutional Review Board at the University of 

California, Davis Medical Center. Approximately 900 pedigrees of families affected by 

fragile X were screened to identify women previously known to carry the FMR1 
premutation (55–200 CGG repeats) or women who were subsequently offered testing based 

on their known risk to be a carrier. Additional participants were recruited through flyers 

posted by the National Fragile X Foundation. Only women without children or with children 

confirmed negative for FXS or any disability were enrolled. None of the women with the 

premutation were clinic referred or selected for recruitment based on any criteria other than 

the premutation status. Many of the participants were sisters, daughters, or cousins of 

mothers with children with FXS. All participants were between the ages of 18 and 50 years, 

and were neurologically unaffected. For a comparison group, females within the same age 

range were drawn from the general population through the MIND Institute participant 

registry and from use of flyers posted at the University, and were subsequently confirmed to 

have normal FMR1 alleles (<45 CGG repeats). Individuals with drug/alcohol abuse or 

dependence were excluded. At screening and consent for the overall study, participants were 

informed that “we hoped to learn more about the structure and activity of the brain related to 

memory and emotion in individuals with the fragile X premutation in comparison to those 

who do not carry the premutation.”

On all demographic data, the premutation group and the control group were similar, with no 

significant differences. The average age for the premutation group was32.14years(SD = 

7.15), and for the control group 30.52 years (SD = 8.03). The overall sample comprised 6% 

Asian, 2% African-American, 12% Hispanic, 72% Caucasian, 6% more than one race, and 

2% unknown or not reported. There were no group differences in marital status, household 

income, education level, ethnicity, or age. These descriptive statistics are illustrated in Table 

I.

At the time of assessment, 8 of the 26 premutation carriers (30.8%) and 0 (0%) controls 

were being treated with selective serotonin/serotonin-norepinephrine reuptake inhibitors 

(SSRI/SNRI). Other psychoactive medication use included: three carriers (11.5%)and 

zero(0%)controls were treated with benzodiazepines; one carrier (3.8%) and zero (0%) 

controls were taking an anticonvulsant medications; one carrier (3.8%) and zero (0%) 

controls were prescribed sleep aids; and one control (4%) and zero (0%) of carriers were 

treated with psychostimulants.

Molecular Genetic Measures

CGG repeat size.—Genomic DNA was isolated from peripheral blood lymphocytes using 

standard methods (Qiagen, Valencia, CA). Repeat size and methylation status were 

determined using both polymerase chain reaction and Southern blot analysis using an Alpha 

Innotech FluorChem 880 Image Detection System (San Leandro, CA) as previously 

described [Tassone et al., 2008; Filipovic-Sadic et al., 2010].
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FMR1 mRNA.—FMR1 mRNA expression levels were determined by qRT-PCR as 

previously described [Tassone et al., 2000a]. Levels of FMR1 mRNA were missing for one 

participant (premutation carrier).

Psychological and Psychiatric Measures

Structured clinical interview for DSM-IV axis I disorders.—The SCID-I is a 

clinician administered, semi-structured interview, covering a broad range of psychiatric 

diagnoses according to DSM-IV criteria [First et al., 1997]. The SCID was customized for 

this study to include the mood, anxiety, somatoform, and adjustment disorders modules, as 

well as the psychotic symptom screener. Lifetime and current psychiatric diagnoses were 

noted. All SCID interviews were completed by a psychiatrist or a psychologist with SCID 

training to ensure administrations were standardized across examiners. The interviewers 

were kept blind to participant group in the majority of cases, except when participants’ 

comments during interviews made group membership to be known occasionally.

Symptom checklist-90-revised.—The SCL-90-R is a standardized self-report measure 

of psychiatric symptoms occurring over the past week [Derogatis,1994]. Ninety questions 

are clustered into the following symptom dimensions: somatization, obsessive compulsive, 

interpersonal sensitivity, depression, anxiety, hostility, phobic anxiety, paranoid ideation, and 

psychoticism. A Global Severity Index (GSI) is an indicator of overall level of psychiatric 

disturbance. Internal reliability coefficient alphas range from a low of 0.77 to a high of 0.90 

across scales and 1-week test–retest reliability ranges from 0.80 to 0.90. Details of the 

internal structure and convergent-discriminant validity of the instrument are reported in the 

SCL-90-R manual [Derogatis, 1994].

Beck anxiety inventory.—The Beck Anxiety Inventory is a 21-item self-report 

questionnaire including typical symptoms of anxiety during the past week such as 

nervousness, inability to relax, and heart pounding or racing[Becketal.,1988].It has high 

internal consistency (Cronbach’s alphas ranging from 0.90 to 0.94) and test–retest reliability 

over a 1-week interval (0.67–0.93). It has demonstrated good convergence with other 

measures of anxiety in adults in psychiatric and community samples.

Data Analysis

Group differences.—To examine differences in self-reported psychiatric symptoms, we 

carried out a MANOVA with FMRI status (premutation vs. control) as the independent 

variable and subscalesoftheSCL-90-R as dependent variables. Follow-up t-tests were 

completed to determine which subscale means differed by group. A Benjamini–Hochberg 

adjustment for false discovery rate was applied to P-values for the SCL-90-R and Beck 

Anxiety scores combined (all self-report rating scales). In order to cover a broader range of 

anxiety symptoms, both the BAI and the SCL-90-R Anxiety Subscale were used for 

analysis. For the SCID group differences, we coded each disorder as present or absent 

according to the DSM-IV criteria for each participant, and carried out chi-squared tests. The 

lifetime rates of each disorder are reported, in contrast to the levels of current psychiatric 

problems captured by the SCL-90-R and Beck Anxiety Inventory (Table II). We completed 

Pearson’s correlations to examine the associations between FMR1 molecular measures 
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(corrected for AR) and the dimensional measures of psychiatric symptoms (SCL-90-R and 

BAI). Analyses were carried out using SPSS and R software [IBM Corp, 2015; R Core 

Team, 2016].

The correlation analysis between CGG repeat size and psychiatric symptom severity took 

into account the protective effects of the normal X chromosome expressed by the AR, which 

indicates the proportion of cells carrying the normal allele on the active X chromosome. 

Thus, the data were corrected for the influence of the AR as previously described [Tassone 

et al., 2000b].

RESULTS

Symptom Check List-90-Revised (SCL-90-R) and Beck Anxiety Inventory

The internal consistency of the SCL-90-R in this sample was very strong (Global Index, α = 

0.98; subscale α’s ranged from 0.73 for somatization to 0.91 for depression). Assumptions 

were met for independence, normality, and homogeneity of variances. Results from the 

MANOVA showed a significant overall group difference, F (9, 40) = 3.49, P = 0.003. The 

means and standard deviations used for this analysis and the results of the follow-up t-tests 

are presented in Table II. Females with the premutation reported experiencing significantly 

elevated symptoms relative to controls on all scales with the exception of hostility, phobic 

anxiety, and paranoid ideation, after adjusting for multiple comparisons. The internal 

consistency of the BAI was also good (α = 0.87). Women with the premutation also reported 

significantly elevated anxiety than controls on the BAI, t (48) = 3.75, P = 0.001. The mean 

score of the premutation group was over one standard deviation above the mean scores for 

the control group on the BAI (MP = 60.96, MC = 49.92).

Correlations Between FMR1 Measures and Self-Reported Psychiatric Symptoms

Within the premutation carrier group, all correlations between molecular (AR-corrected 

CGG and FMR1 mRNA) and SCL-90-R and BAI scores were not significant (all P> 0.14; 

all r< 0.34).

Structural Clinical Interview for DSM Diagnoses (SCID)

Chi-squared tests of independence were used to determine whether there was a difference in 

rate of each diagnosis as a function of group. The number of participants within each group 

for several of the individual anxiety and depression diagnoses were not adequate to complete 

the chi-squared analyses (NA shown in Table III). However, we were able to perform post-

hoc analyses after combining all anxiety disorder (panic disorder without agoraphobia, 

agoraphobia without history of panic disorder, social phobia, specific phobia, obsessive-

compulsive disorder, posttraumatic stress disorder, and generalized anxiety disorder) and all 

depressive disorder (dysthymic disorder, major depressive episode, depressive disorder 

NOS) diagnoses into the categories: any anxiety and any depression diagnoses. These results 

are shown in Table III.

For individual disorders with adequate sample sizes, chi-squared tests showed a significantly 

higher rate of social phobia in premutation carriers (42.3%) relative to controls (12.5%), χ2 
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(1,N = 50) = 5.50,P= 0.02.However, after correction for multiple comparisons, this 

difference was no longer significant (P= 0.12). The frequencies of any depression diagnosis, 

χ2 (1, N= 49) = 0.17, P= 0.68 and any anxiety diagnosis, χ2 (1, N = 49) = 1.05, P= 0.50 did 

not differ significantly by group, although the rates of these in the control group were very 

high, at 54.2% and 62.5%, respectively.

DISCUSSION

The present study provides preliminary evidence that significant depression, somatization 

symptoms, interpersonal sensitivity, obsessive-compulsive symptoms, and anxiety occur at 

high rates in this unselected, non-referred sample of women with the FMR1 premutation 

who are not mothers of children with FXS. Eleven of the 26 (42.3%) women with the 

premutation had a lifetime history of social phobia, which was significantly higher than our 

control group. Although this difference was not significant after adjustment for multiple 

comparisons, the premutation rate was over three times the rate in women in the general 

population and our control group reported a higher than normal rate of this disorder. The 

high rate of social phobia is consistent with prior studies of premutation carriers of both 

genders [Bourgeois et al., 2011] and with the earlier study of females only by Franke et al. 

[1998]. An especially insightful study by Hunter et al. [2012] showed that genetic variance 

within corticotropin-releasing hormone receptor gene (CRHR1) moderates the parenting 

stress of raising a child affected by FXS to impact the severity of social phobia symptoms 

among women with the fragile X premutation. Although formal diagnostic psychiatric 

interviews were not used, a clinical cutoff on the social phobia scale used for the study 

resulted in similar findings. Thus, it is of interest that we observed high rates of diagnosed 

social phobia among women with the premutation without affected children. Combined, the 

two studies suggest a special vulnerability to social anxiety that is exacerbated by both 

secondary genes impacting the stress response as well as ongoing stressors related to raising 

affected children. However, it is important to note that Roberts et al. [2009], using the same 

diagnostic interview as reported here (SCID), but in a group of premutation carriers with 

affected children, reported a significantly lower lifetime rate of social phobia (7.53%) but an 

elevated rate of major depression (43.01%), compared to the general population. Thus, the 

emergence and symptomatic expression of mood and anxiety disorders in women with the 

premutation appears to be shaped by both secondary genetic and family environmental 

factors.

A recent study by Roberts et al. [2016] found changes in the psychological profile of 

mothers with the premutation over time, specifically noting that lifetime major depression 

disorder (MDD) increased from 46% to 54%, and anxiety disorders increased from 28% to 

35% across a 3-year span. Women with midrange CGG repeat size were found to be at a 

moderately higher risk for developing MDD, indicating an inverse relationship between 

CGG repeat length and psychiatric symptom severity [Roberts et al., 2016]. Although this 

study found FXPOI to be highly prevalent (41%), this factor failed to account for the 

elevated rates of psychiatric disorders, as rates of MDD and anxiety disorders did not differ 

between women over age 40 with and without FXPOI. Overall this study identified specific 

risk factors for the development of psychological disorders, including midrange CGG repeat 

length, elevated child problem behaviors, and unmarried status.
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Although the rates of other formal Axis I disorders did not differ from the control group, we 

noted that the premutation group rates of these disorders were considerably higher than 

general population estimates of women using the National Comorbidity Survey Replication 

[NCS-R; Kessler et al., 2005]. Indeed, the rates of several anxiety and depressive disorders 

are two to three times higher than the NCS-R population prevalence estimates. We also 

emphasize that eight of the female premutation carriers (30.8% of the sample) were taking 

some kind of psychoactive medication, compared to zero controls. With such a high 

proportion of premutation carriers on psychoactive medication, it is plausible that current 

psychiatric symptoms and/or disorders would have been even greater in this group, had this 

subgroup not been on active medication at the time of the study. Our control group did not 

adequately represent the general population in terms of psychiatric illness, which likely 

explains the lack of significant differences between groups for several disorders. This may 

reflect regional and/or cohort differences between our controls and the national sample, with 

some controls perhaps seeking care by participating in research. For example, the rate of 

lifetime major depressive disorder in our control group was 46% compared to 20% in the 

general population. However, the SCL-90-R and BAI detected significant elevations in a 

range of symptoms of premutation carriers over the past week, relative to controls. Thus, 

there may be more common subclinical psychiatric symptoms in many carriers that fall 

below SCID criteria for a formal diagnosis.

Our prior work examining psychiatric symptoms (using the SCL-90-R) and FMR1 
molecular measures in an older and larger cohort of women with the premutation did not 

demonstrate an association with CGG repeat size, mRNA, or FMRP, as measured by 

immunocytochemistry staining of lymphocytes [Hessl et al., 2005]. In that study, we did find 

a significant correlation between elevated mRNA and anxiety in the subgroup of females 

with skewed AR toward active premutation alleles. In the current study cohort, though much 

smaller, we found no such effect by examining AR-adjusted CGG size. Although FMRP 

measurements are not available in the current study, the prominence of social phobia 

suggests that subtler FMRP deficits may be contributory to these symptoms in some women 

with the premutation—indeed, social anxiety is a phenotypic feature of the full mutation, 

which is caused by much more substantial FMRP deficits. The role of FMRP levels in 

premutation carrier expression of psychiatric disorder may be an important focus of future 

research. For example, our preliminary fMRI studies in male premutation carriers suggest 

that FMRP is associated with limbic system and social-emotional functioning [Hessl et al., 

2011]. However, given the lack of robust genotype–phenotype correlations for 

psychopathology in women with the premutation, we suggest that other secondary genetic 

[e.g., Hunter et al., 2012] and/or environmental factors may be involved, requiring more 

complex statistical modeling and larger samples than was possible here. For example, two 

studies of independent cohorts demonstrated a non-linear association between molecular 

measures (CGG repeat length) and psychiatric symptoms, especially depression and anxiety 

[Seltzer et al., 2012; Loesch et al., 2015], and several studies have detected a similar non-

linear effect of CGG length on severity of FXPOI symptoms [Sullivan et al., 2005; Allen et 

al., 2008; Hunsaker et al., 2011]. Furthermore, in this study sample, visual inspection of 

scatter plots indicated the possibility of a non-linear relationship between psychiatric distress 

and FMR1 mRNA; however, sample size limited our ability to more formally test these 
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associations, and thus we caution against any firm conclusions about the lack of such 

associations observed in this relatively small study.

The study was limited by small sample sizes, likely limiting generalizability to the larger 

population of women with the premutation. However, the uniqueness and importance of the 

cohort, excluding mothers of children affected by FXS, elevate the potential novelty and 

importance of the observations. Although the female carriers in the study were recruited 

without regard to clinical concerns, there is likely to be recruitment bias, as those who 

choose to travel to our site for research may have been more likely to be seeking medical or 

psychiatric care or to be motivated by helping their affected family members. However, 

females with more severe psychiatric symptoms, particularly social phobia, may be less 

likely or able to engage in the research. Similarly, the exclusion of participants with a history 

of alcohol or drug abuse may also screen out individuals with more severe or complex 

psychiatric involvement. Finally, we do not have information regarding whether any of the 

women in the study had FXPOI or were undergoing hormone fertility treatments. It is 

possible that fertility issues play into psychiatric symptoms of depression, anxiety, and stress 

in this population. This is an important area for future research.

Our data, when considered in light of prior reports of anxiety and depression in carriers, 

suggest that the premutation appears to confer additional risk for mood and anxiety 

disorders, which, when combined with parenting and other stressors associated with raising 

children with FXS, may lead to yet greater susceptibility of these disorders in young 

mothers. Thus, a careful screening by the medical practitioner for histories of psychiatric 

disorder in all women with the premutation is warranted. This screening may be especially 

critical for women with the premutation planning to have children, and certainly after having 

a child with FXS, as any predisposing depression or anxiety symptoms can be treated earlier. 

This early treatment is important given the known association between parent 

psychopathology and maladaptive behaviors in children with FXS [Hessl et al., 2001]. In 

addition to screening for psychiatric disorders in young mothers, it is also important to 

continue to screen for the presence of mood and anxiety disorders in premutation carriers 

throughout the lifetime, as the age of onset of symptoms in premutation carriers has been 

found to be significantly later for major depression, panic disorder, and specific phobias, 

than in the general population [Seritan et al., 2013].

To date, there are no premutation-specific empirically validated treatments for psychiatric 

disorders. Currently, treatment for mood and anxiety disorders in carriers should be 

addressed as it is with the adult general population with cognitive behavioral therapy, 

pharmacological treatment if needed, and exercise, for example. The use of medication for 

treatment of anxiety, depression, and obsessive compulsive symptoms for women with the 

premutation appears to be effective [Polussa et al., 2014]. In addition, SSRI can stimulate 

neurogenesis in an aging brain, thus may be neuroprotective against later cognitive decline 

[Jacobs et al., 2000; Santarelli et al., 2003; Hagerman et al., 2009; Polussa et al., 2014], 

which may be relevant for protection against FXTAS and other neurological symptoms 

related to the premutation. Confirmation of this speculation awaits further study.
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Future research using larger sample sizes will help shed further light upon the results 

presented in this study. Samples that include women with the premutation with and without 

affected children, control mothers of children with other forms intellectual disability, and 

mothers of children without disabilities as additional comparison groups may help further 

tease apart the impact of raising an affected child from more direct impacts of the FMR1 
premutation on emotional and physical health.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the National Institutes of Health Grant MH078041 to Drs. Hessl and Rivera; HD02274 
to Dr. Tassone; and the MIND Institute Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities Research Center (U54 
HD079125). The project described was supported by the National Center for Advancing Translational Sciences 
(NCATS), National Institutes of Health (NIH), through grant UL1 TR000002. We thank Scott Summers, Floridette 
(Lori) Abucayan, Ashwini Mulgaonkar, Haley Valletta, for coordinating appointments, performing assessments, and 
entering data. We also thank Louise Gane for assisting in recruitment and providing genetic counseling. Finally, we 
thank the women participating in the research who dedicated time and shared personal experiences.

Grant sponsor: National Institutes of Health Grant; Grant numbers: MH078041, HD02274; Grant sponsor: MIND 
Institute Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities Research Center; Grant number: U54 HD079125; Grant 
sponsor: National Center for Advancing Translational Sciences; Grant sponsor: National Institutes of Health Grant; 
Grant number: UL1 TR000002.

REFERENCES

Adams PE, Adams JS, Nguyen DV, Hessl D, Brunberg JA, Tassone F, Zhang W, Koldewyn K, Rivera 
SM, Grigsby J, Zhang L, DeCarli C, Hagerman PJ, Hagerman RJ. 2010 Psychological symptoms 
correlate with reduced hippocampal volume in fragile X premutation carriers. Am J Med Genet B 
Neuropsychiatr Genet 153B(3):775–785. [PubMed: 19908235] 

Allen EG, Juncos J, Letz R, Rusin M, Hamilton D, Novak G, Shubeck L, Tinker SW, Sherman SL. 
2008 Detection of early FXTAS motor symptoms using the CATSYS computerised neuromotor test 
battery. J Med Genet 45(5):290–297. [PubMed: 18234731] 

Bailey DB, Raspa M, Olmsted M, Holiday DB. 2008 Co-occurring conditions associated with FMR1 
gene variations: Findings from a national parent survey. Am J Med Genet Part A 146A(16):2060–
2069. [PubMed: 18570292] 

Baker BL, Blacher J, Crnic KA, Edelbrock C. 2002 Behavior problems and parenting stress in families 
of three-year-old children with and without developmental delays. Am J Ment Retard 107(6):433–
444. [PubMed: 12323068] 

Beck AT, Epstein N, Brown G, Steer RA. 1988 An inventory for measuring clinical anxiety: 
Psychometric properties. J Consult Clin Psychol 56(6):893. [PubMed: 3204199] 

Blacher J, Shapiro J, Lopez S, Diaz L.1997 Depression in Latina mothers of children with mental 
retardation: A neglected concern. Am J Ment Retard 101(5):483–496 [PubMed: 9083605] 

Bourgeois JA, Cogswell JB, Hessl D, Zhang L, Ono MY, Tassone F, Farzin F, Brunberg J, Grigsby J, 
Hagerman RJ. 2007 Cognitive, anxiety and mood disorders in the fragile X-associated tremor/ataxia 
syndrome. Gen Hosp Psychiatry 29(4):349–356. [PubMed: 17591512] 

Bourgeois JA, Seritan AL, Casillas EM, Hessl D, Schneider A, Yang Y, Kaur I, Cogswell JB, Nguyen 
DV, Hagerman RJ. 2011 Lifetime prevalence of mood and anxiety disorders in fragile X 
premutation carriers. J Clin Psychiatry 72(2):175–182. [PubMed: 20816038] 

Coffee B, Keith K, Albizua I, Malone T, Mowrey J, Sherman SL, Warren ST. 2009 Incidence of fragile 
X syndrome by newborn screening for methylated FMR1 DNA. Am J Hum Genet 85:503–514. 
[PubMed: 19804849] 

Coffey SM, Cook K, Tartaglia N, Tassone F, Nguyen DV, Pan R, Bronsky HE, Yuhas J, 
Borodyanskaya M, Grigsby J, Doerflinger M, Hagerman PJ, Hagerman RJ. 2008 Expanded 
clinical phenotype of women with the FMR1 premutation. Am J Med Genet Part A 146A(8):1009–
1016. [PubMed: 18348275] 

Gossett et al. Page 10

Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 December 12.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



Cordeiro L, Abucayan F, Hagerman R, Tassone F, Hessl D. 2015 Anxiety disorders in fragile X 
premutation carriers: Preliminary characterization of probands and non-probands. Intractable Rare 
Dis Res 4(3):123–130. [PubMed: 26361563] 

Derogatis LR. 1994 SCL-90-R Symptom Checklist-90-R administration, scoring and procedures 
manual. Minneapolis, MN: National Computer Systems. CIT0011.

de Vries BB, Halley DJ, Oostra BA, Niermeijer MF. 1998 The fragile X syndrome. J Med Genet 35(7):
579–589. [PubMed: 9678703] 

Dombrowski C, Levesque S, Morel ML, Rouillard P, Morgan K, Rousseau F. 2002 Premutation and 
intermediate-size FMR1 alleles in 10572 males from the general population: Loss of an AGG 
interruption is a late event in the generation of fragile X syndrome alleles. Hum Mol Genet 
61:660–667.

Dumas JE, Wolf LC, Fisman SN, Culligan A. 1991 Parenting stress, child behavior problems, and 
dysphoria in parents of children with autism, Down syndrome, behavior disorders, and normal 
development. Exceptionality 2(2):97–110.

Fernandez-Carvajal I, Walichiewicz P, Xiaosen X, et al. 2009 Screening for expanded alleles for the 
FMR1 gene in blood spots from newborn males in a Spanish population. J Mol Diagn 11:324–329. 
[PubMed: 19460941] 

Filipovic-Sadic S, Sah S, Chen L, Krosting J, Sekinger E, Zhang W, Hagerman P, Stenzel T, Hadd A, 
Latham G, Tassone F. 2010 A novel FMR1 PCR method for the routine detection of low 
abundance expanded alleles and full mutations in fragile X syndrome. Clin Chem 56(3):399–408. 
[PubMed: 20056738] 

First MB, Spitzer RL, Gibbon M, Williams JBW. 1997 Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV Axis 
I Disorders (SCID-I), clinical version. Washington, DC and London.

Franke P, Leboyer M, Gänsicke M, Weiffenbach O, Biancalana V, Cornillet-Lefebre P, Francoise 
Croquette M, Froster U, Schwab SG, Poustka F, Hautzinger M, Maier W. 1998 Genotype–
phenotype relationship in female carriers of the premutation and full mutation of FMR-1. 
Psychiatry Res 80(2):113–127. [PubMed: 9754690] 

Glidden LM, Schoolcraft SA. 2003 Depression: Its trajectory and correlates in mothers rearing 
children with intellectual disability. J Intellect Disabil Res 47(4–5):250–263. [PubMed: 12787157] 

Hagerman P 2008 The fragile X prevalence paradox. J Med Genet. 45:498–499. [PubMed: 18413371] 

Hagerman RJ, Berry-Kravis E, Kaufmann WE, Ono MY, Tartaglia N, Lachiewicz A, Kronk R, 
Delahunty C, Hessl D,Visootsak J, Picker J, Gane L, Tranfaglia M. 2009 Advances in the 
treatment of fragile X syndrome. Pediatrics 123(1):378–390. [PubMed: 19117905] 

Hagerman R, Hagerman P. 2013 Advances in clinical and molecular understanding of the FMR1 
premutation and fragile X-associated tremor/ataxia syndrome. Lancet Neurol 12(8):786–798. 
[PubMed: 23867198] 

Hastings RP. 2003Child behaviour problems and partner mental health as correlates of stress in 
mothers and fathers of children with autism. J Intellect Disabil Res 47(4–5):231–237. [PubMed: 
12787155] 

Hessl D, Dyer-Friedman J, Glaser B, Wisbeck J, Barajas RG, Taylor A, Reiss AL. 2001 The influence 
of environmental and genetic factors on behavior problems and autistic symptoms in boys and girls 
with fragile X syndrome. Pediatrics 108(5):e88.

Hessl D, Tassone F, Loesch DZ, Berry-Kravis E, Leehey MA, Gane LW, Barbato I, Rice C, Gould E, 
Hall D, Grigsby J, Wegelin J, Harris S, Lewin F, Weinberg D, Hagerman PJ, Hagerman RJ. 2005 
Abnormal elevation of FMR1 mRNA is associated with psychological symptoms in individuals 
with the fragile X premutation. Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet 139(1):115–121.

Hessl D, Wang JM, Schneider A, Koldewyn K, Le L, Iwahashi C, Cheung K, Tassone F, Hagerman PJ, 
Rivera SM. 2011 Decreased fragile X mental retardation protein expression underlies amygdala 
dysfunction in carriers of the fragile X premutation. Biol Psychiatry 70(9):859–865. [PubMed: 
21783174] 

Hoare P, Harris M, Jackson P, Kerley S. 1998 A community survey of children with severe intellectual 
disability and their families: Psychological adjustment, carer distress and the effect of respite care. 
J Intellect Disabil Res 42(3):218–227. [PubMed: 9678406] 

Gossett et al. Page 11

Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 December 12.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



Hunsaker MR, Greco CM, Spath MA, Smits AP, Navarro CS, Tassone F, Kros JM, Severijnen LA, 
Berry-Kravis E, Berman RF, Hagerman PJ, Willemsen R, Hagerman RJ, Hukema R. 2011 
Widespread non-central nervous system organ pathology in fragile X premutation carriers with 
fragile X-associated tremor/ataxia syndrome and CGG knock-in mice. Acta Neuropathol 122(4):
467–479. [PubMed: 21785977] 

Hunter JE, Leslie M, Novak G, Hamilton D, Shubeck L, Charen K, Abramowitz A, Epstein MP, Lori 
A, Binder E, Cubells JF, Sherman SL. 2012 Depression and anxiety symptoms among women who 
carry the FMR1 premutation: Impact of raising a child with fragile X syndrome is moderated by 
CRHR1 polymorphisms. Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet 159(5):549–559.

IBM Corp. 2015 IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows. Armink, NY: IBM Corp.

Jacobs BL, Van Praag H, Gage FH. 2000 Adult brain neurogenesis and psychiatry: A novel theory of 
depression. Mol Psychiatry 5(3):262–269. [PubMed: 10889528] 

Johnston CK, Eliez S, Dyer-Friedman J, Hessl DR, Glaser B, Blasey CM, Taylor AK. 2001 Reiss AL: 
Neurobehavioral phenotype in carriers of the fragile X premutation. Am J Med Genet 103:314–
319. [PubMed: 11746012] 

Johnston C, Hessl D, Blasey C, Eliez S, Erba H, Dyer-Friedman J, Glaser B, Reiss AL. 2003 Factors 
associated with parenting stress in mothers of children with fragile X syndrome. J Dev Behav 
Pediatr 24(4):267–275. [PubMed: 12915799] 

Kessler RC, Berglund P, Demler O, Jin R, Merikangas KR, Walters EE. 2005 Lifetime prevalence and 
age-of-onset distributions of DSM-IV disorders in the National Comorbidity Survey Replication. 
Arch Gen Psychiatry 62(6):593–602. [PubMed: 15939837] 

Kooy RF, Willemsen R, Oostra BA. 2000 Fragile X syndrome at the turn of the century. Mol Med 
Today 6(5):193–198. [PubMed: 10782066] 

Liu Y, Winarni TI, Zhang L, Tassone F, Hagerman RJ. 2013 Fragile X-associated tremor/ataxia 
syndrome (FXTAS) in grey zone carriers. Clin Genet 84(1):74–77. [PubMed: 23009394] 

Loesch DZ, Bui MQ, Hammersley E, Schneider A, Storey E, Stimpson P, Bergess T, Francis D, Slater 
H, Tassone F, Hagerman RJ, Hessl D. 2015 Psychological status in female carriers of premutation 
FMR1 allele showing a complex relationship with the size of CGG expansion. Clin Genet 87(2):
173–178. [PubMed: 24428240] 

Maenner MJ, Baker MW, Broman KW, Tian J, Barnes JK, Atkins A, McPherson E, Hong J, Brilliant 
MH, Mailick MR. 2013 FMR1 CGG expansions: Prevalence and sex ratios. Am J Med Genet Part 
B 162B:466–473. [PubMed: 23740716] 

Miodrag N, Hodapp RM. 2010 Chronic stress and health among parents of children with intellectual 
and developmental disabilities. Curr Opin Psychiatry 23(5):407–411. [PubMed: 20592593] 

Obadia RW, Losif A-M, Seritan AL. 2013 Postpartum depression in women with the FMR1 
premutation. Curr Psychiatry Rev 9(1):72–77. [PubMed: 25620900] 

Olsson MB, Hwang CP. 2001 Depression in mothers and fathers of children with intellectual disability. 
JIntellectDisabilRes45(6):535–543.

Polussa J, Schneider A, Hagerman R. 2014 Molecular advances leading to treatment implications for 
fragile X premutation carriers. Brain Disord Ther 3:119.

R Core Team. 2016 R: A language and environment for statistical computing. Vienna, Austria: R 
Foundation for Statistical Computing Retrieved from http://www.r-project.org/

Roberts JE, Bailey DB, Mankowski J, Ford A, Sideris J, Weisenfeld LA, Morgan Heath T, Golden RN. 
2009 Mood and anxiety disorders in females with the FMR1 premutation. Am J Med Genet B 
Neuropsychiatr Genet 150(1):130–139.

Roberts J, Tonnsen B, McCary L, Ford A, Golden R, Bailey D. 2016 Trajectory and predictors of 
depression and anxiety disorders in mothers with the FMR1 premutation. Biol Psychiatry, 79(10):
850–857. [PubMed: 26300270] 

Rousseau F, Rouillard P, Morel ML, Khandjian EW, Morgan K. 1995 Prevalence of carriers of 
premutation-size alleles of the FMRI gene-and implications for the population genetics of the 
fragile X syndrome. Am J Hum Genet 57(5):1006–1018. [PubMed: 7485149] 

Saloviita T, Itälinna M, Leinonen E. 2003 Explaining the parental stress of fathers and mothers caring 
for a child with intellectual disability: A double ABCX model. J Intellect Disabil Res 47(4–5):
300–312. [PubMed: 12787162] 

Gossett et al. Page 12

Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 December 12.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

http://www.r-project.org/


Santarelli L, Saxe M, Gross C, Surget A, Battaglia F, Dulawa S, Weisstaub N, Lee J, Duman R, 
Arancio O, Belzung C, Hen R. 2003 Requirement of hippocampal neurogenesis for the behavioral 
effects of antidepressants. Science 301(5634):805–809. [PubMed: 12907793] 

Seltzer MM, Barker ET, Greenberg JS, Hong J, Coe C, Almeida D. 2012 Differential sensitivity to life 
stress in FMR1 premutation carrier mothers of children with fragile X syndrome. Health 
Psychology 31(5):612. [PubMed: 22149120] 

Seritan AL, Bourgeois JA, Schneider A, Mu Y, Hagerman RJ, Nguyen DV. 2013 Ages of onset of 
mood and anxiety disorders in fragile X premutation carriers. Curr Psychiatry Rev 9(1):65–71. 
[PubMed: 25844075] 

Sullivan AK, Marcus M, Epstein MP, Allen EG, Anido AE, Paquin JJ, Yadav-Shah M, Sherman SL. 
2005 Association of FMR1 repeat size with ovarian dysfunction. Hum Reprod 20(2):402–412. 
[PubMed: 15608041] 

Tassone F, Hagerman RJ, Loesch DZ, Lachiewicz A, Taylor AK, Hagerman PJ. 2000a Fragile X males 
with unmethylated, full mutation trinucleotide repeat expansions have elevated levels of FMR1 
messenger RNA. Am J Med Genet 94(3):232–236. [PubMed: 10995510] 

Tassone F, Hagerman RJ, Taylor AK, Gane LW, Godfrey TE, Hagerman PJ. 2000b Elevated levels of 
FMR1 mRNA in carrier males: A new mechanism of involvement in the fragile-X syndrome. Am J 
Hum Genet 66(1):6–15. [PubMed: 10631132] 

Tassone F, Iong KP, Tong TH, Lo J, Gane LW, Berry-Kravis E, Nguyen D, Mu LY, Laffin J, Bailey 
DB, Hagerman RJ. 2012 FMR1 CGG allele size and prevalence ascertained through newborn 
screening in the United States. Genome Med, 4(12):100. [PubMed: 23259642] 

Tassone F, Pan R, Amiri K, Taylor AK, Hagerman PJ. 2008 A rapid polymerase chain reaction-based 
screening method for identification of all expanded alleles of the fragile X (FMR1) gene in 
newborn and high-risk populations. J Mol Diagn 10(1):43–49. [PubMed: 18165273] 

Turner G, Webb T, Wake S, Robinson H. 1996 Prevalence of fragile X syndrome. Am J Med Genet 
64(1):196–197. [PubMed: 8826475] 

Veisson M 1999 Depression symptoms and emotional states in parents of disabled and non-disabled 
children. Soc Behav Personal 27(1):87–97.

Verkerk AJ, Pieretti M, Sutcliffe JS, Fu YH, Kuhl DP, Pizzuti A, Reiner O, Richards S, Victoria MF, 
Zhang F, Eussen BE, Eussen BE, Gert-Jan B, van Ommen L, Blonden AJ, Riggins GJ, Chastain 
JL, Kunst CB, Galjaard C, Caskey T, Nelson DL, Oostra BA, Warren ST. 1991 Identification of a 
gene (FMR-1) containing a CGG repeat coincident with a breakpoint cluster region exhibiting 
length variation in fragile X syndrome. Cell 65(5):905–914. [PubMed: 1710175] 

Wheeler A, Bailey DB, Berry-Kravis E, Greenberg J, Losh M, Mailick M, et al. 2014 Associated 
features in females with an FMR1 premutation. J Neurodev Disord 6:30. [PubMed: 25097672] 

Wheeler A, Hatton D, Reichardt A, Bailey D. 2007 Correlates of maternal behaviours in mothers of 
children with fragile X syndrome. J Intellect Disabil Res 51(6):447–462. [PubMed: 17493028] 

Wittenberger MD, Hagerman RJ, Sherman SL, McConkie-Rosell A, Welt CK, Rebar RW, Corrigan 
EC, Simpson JL, Nelson LM. 2007 The FMR1 premutation and reproduction. Fertil Steril 87(3):
456–465. [PubMed: 17074338] 

Gossett et al. Page 13

Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 December 12.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

Gossett et al. Page 14

TA
B

L
E

 I.

D
em

og
ra

ph
ic

 a
nd

 F
M

R
1 

M
ol

ec
ul

ar
 C

ha
ra

ct
er

is
tic

s 
by

 G
ro

up

C
on

tr
ol

 (
n 

= 
24

)
P

re
m

ut
at

io
n 

(n
 =

 2
6)

C
 v

er
su

s 
P

 t
, χ

2  
(d

f, 
P

)

C
G

G
a  r

ep
ea

t, 
M

 (
SD

),
 r

an
ge

31
.2

 (
2.

7)
, 2

8–
39

b
89

.5
 (

21
.7

),
 6

0–
15

2

FM
R

1 
m

R
N

A
, M

 (
SD

),
 r

an
ge

  1
.3

 (
0.

3)
, 0

.5
–1

.7
  2

.3
 (

0.
5)

, 1
.5

–3
.6

c

A
ge

 (
ye

ar
s)

, M
 (

SD
)

30
.5

2 
(8

.0
3)

32
.1

4 
(7

.1
5)

   
0.

76
 (

48
, 0

.4
5)

R
ac

e/
et

hn
ic

ity
 (

%
)

7.
04

 (
5,

 0
.2

2)

 
W

hi
te

/C
au

ca
si

an
58

.3
84

.6

 
H

is
pa

ni
c

20
.8

  3
.8

 
A

si
an

  3
.8

  3
.8

 
B

la
ck

/A
fr

ic
an

-A
m

er
ic

an
  0

.0
  3

.8

 
M

or
e 

th
an

 o
ne

 r
ac

e
  8

.3
  3

.8

 
U

nk
no

w
n/

no
t r

ep
or

te
d

  4
.2

  0
.0

M
ar

ita
l s

ta
tu

s 
(%

)
1.

33
 (

2,
 0

.5
1)

 
N

ev
er

 m
ar

ri
ed

45
.8

53
.8

 
M

ar
ri

ed
41

.7
42

.3

 
D

iv
or

ce
d

12
.5

  3
.8

E
du

ca
tio

n 
(%

)
7.

19
 (

5,
 0

.2
1)

 
H

ig
h 

sc
ho

ol
 d

ip
lo

m
a/

G
E

D
 0

 .0
  3

.8

 
So

m
e 

co
lle

ge
29

.2
  3

.8

 
A

ss
oc

ia
te

s 
de

gr
ee

  4
.2

  3
.8

 
B

ac
he

lo
r’

s 
de

gr
ee

37
.5

46
.2

 
So

m
e 

gr
ad

ua
te

/p
ro

fe
ss

io
na

l
12

.5
11

.5

 
G

ra
du

at
e/

pr
of

es
si

on
al

16
.7

30
.8

FS
IQ

, M
 (

SD
)

11
6.

4 
(1

1.
8)

11
9.

1 
(1

3.
9)

‒
0.

73
 (

47
, 0

.4
7)

Y
ea

rs
 a

tte
nd

ed
 s

ch
oo

l, 
M

 (
SD

)
  1

6.
7 

(2
.3

)
  1

7.
7 

(3
.6

)
  1

.1
3 

(4
6,

 0
.2

6)

H
ou

se
ho

ld
 in

co
m

e 
(%

)
2.

48
 (

6,
 0

.8
7)

 
<

$2
5,

00
0

  1
6.

7
  1

5.
4

 
$2

5–
50

k
  3

3.
3

  3
0.

8

 
$5

0–
75

k
  2

0.
8

  1
5.

4

 
$7

5–
10

0k
   

  0
.0

   
  3

.8

Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 December 12.



A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

Gossett et al. Page 15

C
on

tr
ol

 (
n 

= 
24

)
P

re
m

ut
at

io
n 

(n
 =

 2
6)

C
 v

er
su

s 
P

 t
, χ

2  
(d

f, 
P

)

 
$1

00
–1

50
k

   
  8

.3
   

  3
.8

 
$1

50
–2

50
k

   
16

.7
   

19
.2

 
Pr

ef
er

 n
ot

 to
 s

ay
   

  4
.2

   
11

.5

M
, m

ea
n;

 S
D

, s
ta

nd
ar

d 
de

vi
at

io
n.

a C
G

G
 r

ep
ea

t s
iz

e 
w

as
 c

al
cu

la
te

d 
us

in
g 

th
e 

la
rg

er
 o

f 
th

e 
tw

o 
X

 c
hr

om
os

om
e 

al
le

le
s.

b C
G

G
 r

ep
ea

t s
iz

e 
w

as
 c

al
cu

la
te

d 
fo

r 
23

 c
on

tr
ol

 p
ar

tic
ip

an
ts

.

c FM
R

1m
R

N
A

 w
as

 c
al

cu
la

te
d 

fo
r 

25
 s

ub
je

ct
s 

w
ith

 th
e 

pr
em

ut
at

io
n.

Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 December 12.



A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

Gossett et al. Page 16

TA
B

L
E

 II
.

M
ea

ns
, S

ta
nd

ar
d 

D
ev

ia
tio

ns
, a

nd
 R

es
ul

ts
 o

f 
G

ro
up

 C
om

pa
ri

so
ns

 f
or

 S
C

L
-9

0-
R

 a
nd

 B
ec

k 
A

nx
ie

ty
 S

ca
le

C
on

tr
ol

 (
n 

= 
24

)
P

re
m

ut
at

io
n(

n 
= 

26
)

Sc
al

e
M

 (
SD

)
M

 (
SD

)
t 

(d
f, 

P
)

In
te

rp
er

so
na

l s
en

si
tiv

ity
50

.4
6 

(1
0.

42
)

60
.2

3 
(9

.4
9)

3.
47

 (
48

, 0
.0

01
* )

D
ep

re
ss

io
n

49
.0

0 
(1

1.
18

)
57

.3
8 

(8
.1

2)
3.

05
 (

48
, 0

.0
04

* )

H
os

til
ity

  4
7.

13
 (

7.
47

)
53

.4
2 

(9
.5

5)
   

   
2.

58
 (

48
, 0

.0
13

)

So
m

at
iz

at
io

n
  4

6.
58

 (
8.

37
)

54
.1

9 
(8

.9
3)

3.
04

 (
48

, 0
.0

04
* )

A
nx

ie
ty

  4
5.

96
 (

9.
15

)
  5

4.
85

 (
11

.5
1)

3.
01

 (
48

, 0
.0

04
* )

Ph
ob

ic
 a

nx
ie

ty
  4

6.
92

 (
8.

32
)

51
.0

0 
(9

.1
5)

   
   

1.
65

 (
48

, 0
.1

06
)

Pa
ra

no
id

 id
ea

tio
n

  4
6.

96
 (

8.
60

)
48

.3
1 

(8
.1

2)
   

   
0.

57
 (

48
, 0

.5
71

)

O
bs

es
si

ve
-c

om
pu

ls
iv

e
  5

1.
71

 (
9.

28
)

60
.5

0 
(8

.0
3)

3.
59

 (
48

, 0
.0

01
* )

G
lo

ba
l s

ev
er

ity
 in

de
x

47
.6

3 
(1

1.
31

)
57

.6
2 

(9
.1

2)
3.

45
 (

48
, 0

.0
01

* )

B
ec

k 
an

xi
et

y 
in

ve
nt

or
y

  4
9.

92
 (

7.
11

)
  6

0.
96

 (
13

.0
7)

   
   

3.
75

 (
39

.2
3,

 0
.0

01
* )

M
, m

ea
n;

 S
D

, s
ta

nd
ar

d 
de

vi
at

io
n.

* Si
gn

if
ic

an
t a

ft
er

 B
en

ja
m

in
–H

oc
hb

er
g 

fa
ls

e 
di

sc
ov

er
y 

ra
te

 a
dj

us
tm

en
t.

Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 December 12.



A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

Gossett et al. Page 17

TA
B

L
E

 II
I.

M
ea

ns
, S

ta
nd

ar
d 

D
ev

ia
tio

ns
, a

nd
 R

es
ul

ts
 o

f 
C

hi
-S

qu
ar

ed
 te

st
s 

fo
r 

SC
ID

 D
ep

re
ss

io
n 

an
d 

A
nx

ie
ty

 D
ia

gn
os

es
 C

om
pa

ri
ng

 W
om

en
 W

ith
 th

e 
Pr

em
ut

at
io

n 
to

 

C
on

tr
ol

s

C
on

tr
ol

 (
n 

= 
24

)
P

re
m

ut
at

io
n 

(n
 =

 2
6)

C
on

tr
ol

 v
er

su
s 

pr
em

ut
at

io
n

SC
ID

 d
ia

gn
os

is
n 

(%
)

n 
(%

)
χ

2  
(d

f, 
P

)

D
ys

th
ym

ic
 d

is
or

de
r

  3
 (

12
.5

)
  4

(1
5.

4)
N

A

M
aj

or
 d

ep
re

ss
iv

e 
di

so
rd

er
11

 (
45

.8
)

15
 (

57
.7

)
0.

70
 (

1,
 0

.5
0)

D
ep

re
ss

iv
e 

di
so

rd
er

 N
O

S
1 

(4
.2

)
1 

(3
.8

)
N

A

A
ny

 d
ep

re
ss

iv
e 

di
so

rd
er

13
 (

54
.2

)
15

 (
60

.0
)

0.
17

 (
1,

 0
.6

8)

Pa
ni

c 
di

so
rd

er
 w

ith
ou

t a
go

ra
ph

ob
ia

2 
(8

.3
)

  6
 (

23
.1

)
N

A

A
go

ra
ph

ob
ia

 w
ith

ou
t p

an
ic

1 
(4

.2
)

   
   

   
   

 0
 (

0)
N

A

So
ci

al
 p

ho
bi

a
  3

 (
12

.5
)

11
 (

42
.3

)
5.

50
 (

1,
 0

.1
2)

Sp
ec

if
ic

 p
ho

bi
a

10
 (

41
.7

)
  8

 (
30

.8
)

0.
64

 (
1,

 0
.5

0)

O
bs

es
si

ve
-c

om
pu

ls
iv

e 
di

so
rd

er
1 

(4
.2

)
  4

 (
15

.4
)

N
A

Po
st

tr
au

m
at

ic
 s

tr
es

s 
di

so
rd

er
2 

(8
.3

)
  3

 (
11

.5
)

N
A

G
en

er
al

iz
ed

 a
nx

ie
ty

 d
is

or
de

r
  3

 (
12

.5
)

  8
 (

30
.8

)
2.

43
 (

1,
 0

.3
6)

A
ny

 a
nx

ie
ty

 d
is

or
de

r
15

 (
62

.5
)

19
 (

76
.0

)
1.

05
 (

1,
 0

.5
0)

N
A

, n
ot

 a
pp

lic
ab

le
 d

ue
 to

 in
su

ff
ic

ie
nt

 c
ou

nt
s 

to
 a

llo
w

 f
or

 c
om

pa
ri

so
ns

; N
O

S,
 n

ot
 o

th
er

w
is

e 
sp

ec
if

ie
d;

 S
E

, s
ta

nd
ar

d 
er

ro
r.

Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 December 12.


	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Participants
	Molecular Genetic Measures
	CGG repeat size.
	FMR1 mRNA.

	Psychological and Psychiatric Measures
	Structured clinical interview for DSM-IV axis I disorders.
	Symptom checklist-90-revised.
	Beck anxiety inventory.

	Data Analysis
	Group differences.


	RESULTS
	Symptom Check List-90-Revised (SCL-90-R) and Beck Anxiety Inventory
	Correlations Between FMR1 Measures and Self-Reported Psychiatric Symptoms
	Structural Clinical Interview for DSM Diagnoses (SCID)

	DISCUSSION
	References
	TABLE I.
	TABLE II.
	TABLE III.



