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ABSTRACT

Background: Prior research has identified associations between pregnancy complications and
specific fetal genetic diagnoses in the offspring.

Objective: The purpose of this study is to provide a large-scale investigation of associations
between infant genetic diagnoses and pregnancy complications.

Methods: Retrospective chart review of maternal-infant dyads born at Duke University (2013-
2021) identified 236 mothers who had infants with genetic diseases (exposed group) and 472
matched dyads without concern for newborn genetic disease (unexposed group). Logistic
regression examined associations between gestational factors and infant genetic diseases.

Results: The risk of gestational diabetes was elevated among mothers of infants with
aneuploidy (RR=1.65; 95% CI 1.05,2.61). The risk of preeclampsia was elevated among
mothers of infants with imprinting conditions (RR=5.08; 95% CI 2.41,10.73). The presence of
any infant genetic disease was associated with an increase in placental disorders (RR=1.98;
95% CI 1.61,2.43), including a 2.25-fold increase in placental infarction (RR=2.25; 95% CI
1.72,2.93).

Conclusions: These findings provide insight into relationships between fetal genetic diseases
and gestational complications and may guide identification of pregnancies that would benefit
from expanded prenatal and antenatal genetic screening for earlier identification and treatment
of genetic conditions.

Keywords: Preeclampsia; Gestational Diabetes; Placental Infarction; Aneuploidy; Imprinting;
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SYNPOSIS

Study question: Are there associations between genetic conditions in offspring and pregnancy
health complications?

What'’s already known: Prior research has identified associations between pregnancy
complications and specific fetal genetic diseases, including pregnancy-related
hypertension/preeclampsia in association with EP300-related Rubinstein-Taybi syndrome.

What this study adds: This retrospective cohort study provides the first comprehensive
investigation into potential links between offspring genetic diagnoses and pregnancy
complications, identifying associations between aneuploidy and gestational diabetes, imprinting
disorders and preeclampsia, and fetal genetic conditions and specific placental abnormalities.
These findings can inform future medical management of pregnancies affected by a fetal
genetic condition and help guide the future development of algorithms to prospectively identify
parent/infant dyads who may benefit from expanded prenatal and neonatal genetic testing.
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BACKGROUND

The etiologies of complications during pregnancy are complex and remain incompletely
understood, but there is accumulating evidence that fetal genetic features may contribute to
pregnancy complications. In particular, prior research has identified several associations
between pregnancy complications and individual fetal genetic diseases. Infants with numeric
sex chromosome defects, including Klinefelter Syndrome and Triple X Syndrome, are more
likely to be born to individuals experiencing gestational diabetes."? Other studies have identified
associations between preeclampsia or gestational hypertension and fetal aneuploidies including
Trisomy 13, Trisomy 18, and Trisomy 21 (OMIM # 190685),%*° though these findings have not
been consistently replicated.”® More recently, several monogenic conditions including EP300-
related Rubenstein Taybi Syndrome (OMIM # 613684 ), mitochondrial trifunctional protein
deficiency (TFP) (OMIM # 609015), ®'° Long-chain 3-hydroxyacyl-CoA dehydrogenase
(LCHAD) deficiency (OMIM # 609016),""-'3 and fatty acid oxidation conditions (FAOD)'* have
been observed at higher frequencies among children born to individuals with preeclampsia,
placental disorders, and gestational liver disease, among other complications during pregnancy.
Importantly, these studies have primarily focused on describing pregnancy complications
associated with a specific fetal genetic diagnosis.

To date, there have been few broad investigations of potential associations between fetal or
infant genetic diagnoses and pregnancy complications. Such an analysis could identify patterns
of association between fetal and pregnancy conditions that may help identify mother-infant
dyads at risk of poor pregnancy outcomes, help to better elucidate the molecular pathways
underlying common pregnancy complications, and guide prospective identification of
pregnancies that would benefit from early and/or expanded genetic screening. We therefore
conducted a chart review of 708 mother-infant dyads, including 236 dyads with a postnatal
infant genetic disease diagnosis (exposed) and 472 matched dyads without genetic disease
diagnosis nor a concern for genetic disease (unexposed). Using data derived from this chart
review, we evaluated associations between different categories of fetal genetic disease and
pregnancy complications.

METHODS
Data Collection

We conducted a retrospective study through evaluation of electronic health records (EHR) data
at Duke University Health System (DUHS), located in central North Carolina. DUHS is a large,
integrated health system consisting of three hospitals and over 100 outpatient clinics. This
retrospective study was deemed exempt from review by the DUHS Institutional Review Board
(protocol number Pro00106469). All study activities were conducted in accordance with the
Declaration of Helsinki.

Electronic health records (EHR) were reviewed and selected data elements were abstracted
into a REDCap database’® for all mothers and associated infants who were born at DUHS-
affiliated hospitals between July 2013 and January 2021. Records were reviewed for
identification of inpatient genetic consult or genetic testing in the infant, and for subsequent
confirmation of infant genetic diagnosis (a proxy for exposure to a fetal genetic condition).
Based on the EHR review, we identified 236 dyads in which the child had a postnatally
confirmed genetic diagnosis (exposed group) and 472 matched dyads in which the children did
not receive a confirmed genetic diagnosis, were not consulted on by genetics, and did not
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receive genetic testing (unexposed). Unexposed and exposed dyads were matched at a 2:1
ratio by maternal age at delivery, patient-reported race and ethnicity, parity, and infant sex
(Table 1). The unexposed group was filtered for removal of secondary maternal records in the
case of a twin gestation and filtered for removal of dyads in which a child did not receive genetic
services but was reported to have multiple congenital anomalies. Mothers could be included
twice in the dataset if they had two or more distinct pregnancies during the study period.

With the exposure of fetal genetic conditions defined, we performed an independent, double-
coded chart review to assess factors associated with maternal health conditions during
pregnancy and infant genetic disease, respectively. We conducted two separate assessments
of the maternal chart ("double coding”) to ensure accuracy and consistency of the following
abstracted data elements: presence or absence of preeclampsia, gestational hypertension,
gestational diabetes, preexisting hypertension, preexisting diabetes, placental disorders, and
obesity. When chart abstraction differed across assessors, these instances were reviewed, and
a consensus determination was made following discussion with the study supervisor (JLC).

Diagnosis Categories

The following maternal data elements were abstracted from the EHR: presence or absence of
specific health conditions during pregnancy (see below), age at delivery, race, ethnicity, parity.
Pregnancy complications were classified as follows: diabetes (preexisting type 1 or type 2
diabetes and gestational diabetes), hypertension or preeclampsia, and placental complications.
A notation of abnormal glucose level without a diabetes diagnosis was coded as negative for
gestational diabetes or pre-existing diabetes. If hypertension or diabetes was described as a
disease ‘complicating pregnancy’, we considered this to be a preexisting version of that
condition, rather than a gestational-onset condition. Premature rupture of membranes (PROM),
pre-viability premature rupture of membranes (PPROM), Anti-Rho or other antibodies, and
postpartum hemorrhage were not coded as health factors of concern. Conditions affecting the
placenta were coded in the following categories: low-lying placenta/placenta previa; spectrum of
placenta accreta, increta, percreta along with retained placenta; placental abruption; placental
infarction/insufficiency; placentitis, and ‘other’ placental issues (which included circumvallate
placenta and placenta chorangioma).

The following data elements were abstracted from the infant charts: singleton vs. twin or
multiple gestation, sex, presence or absence of genetic diagnosis, and genetic diagnosis type,
categorized as follows: aneuploidy, other chromosomal anomaly, single-gene biochemical,
single-gene non-biochemical, and imprinting conditions.

Statistical Analysis

All numerical data were evaluated using R Studio 2022.02.2 Build 485 Statistical Software using
Package “readx|” R Statistical Software.'®'” To compare demographic attributes between
exposed and unexposed dyads, a Pearson's Chi-squared Test was used for categorical
variables. Risk ratios (RR) were calculated by logistic regression using a log-link to determine
the associations between pregnancy complications and fetal genetic conditions, adjusting for
maternal age, parity, preexisting hypertension or diabetes, and obesity. RR were reported with
their 95% confidence intervals.
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RESULTS

Of the 19,583 mothers who gave birth to children at Duke from 2013-2021, 18,809 had infants
with no genetic consult or genetic testing, and 797 had infants receiving a genetic consult and/or
genetic testing. Based on a review of the 797 charts in which infants underwent a genetic
consult or testing, we identified 236 mothers of infants with a postnatally confirmed genetic
diagnosis; these mother-infant dyads were considered the exposed group for the purposes of
this study. Of the 18,809 mothers who had infants with no genetic consult or genetic testing, 472
were selected as matched dyads in the unexposed group (Figure 1, Table 1). Exposed dyads
with confirmed infant genetic diagnoses were categorized into 5 groups: aneuploidy (N=96;
40.7%), other chromosomal anomalies (N=43; 18.2%), single-gene non-biochemical (N=83;
35.2%), single-gene biochemical (N=6; 2.5%), and imprinting condition (N=8; 3.4%) (Figure 2).

Pregnancy complications, including preeclampsia or gestational hypertension, gestational
diabetes, and placental issues, were identified in 51.7% exposed dyads and 33.5% unexposed
dyads. Multivariable logistic regression models evaluated the associated risk of pregnancy
complications in the exposed group. Preeclampsia risk was only modestly elevated among the
exposed group compared to the unexposed group overall (RR=1.32; 95% CI 0.88,1.98), even
controlling for age, parity, and obesity (Table 2). Importantly, when genetic diagnoses were
subcategorized, the exposed dyads in which the infant had an imprinting condition had a higher
risk of preeclampsia compared to the unexposed dyads (RR=5.08; 95% CI 2.41,10.73) (Table
2). Risk of gestational diabetes was modestly elevated among the exposed group compared to
the unexposed group overall (RR=1.43; 95% CI 0.97,2.10) (Table 2); however, in dyads in
which the infant had aneuploidy, there was a more elevated risk of gestational diabetes
compared to unexposed dyads (RR=1.65; 95% CI 1.05,2.61) (Table 2).

Placental problems were identified in 27.1% exposed dyads and 10.2% unexposed dyads.
Compared to the unexposed group, the exposed group had increased risk of any placental
problem (RR 1.98; 95% CI 1.61,2.43), regardless of the type of genetic diagnosis in the infant
(Table 3). We assessed associations between subcategories of placental problems and
subcategories of infant genetic diagnosis. Of note, we removed subcategories with n<10 due to
small sample size and the requirement to censor cells with fewer than 10 individuals. These
omitted categories included imprinting conditions, single-gene biochemical conditions, low-lying
placenta, and placentitis. Based on the stratified analysis of groups with n>10, the exposed
group had an increased risk ratio of placental infarction for all reported genetic disease groups
combined, including aneuploidy, other chromosomal anomalies, and single-gene non-
biochemical genetic conditions (RR=2.25; 95% CI 1.72,2.93) (Table 3).

COMMENTS
Principal findings

We performed a retrospective chart review of maternal-infant dyads and used logistic regression
to identify associations between fetal genetic diagnoses and pregnancy complications.
Compared to pregnancies that were not affected by an infant with a genetic diagnosis, we found
that risk of gestational diabetes was elevated 1.65-fold among pregnancies in which the infant
was affected by aneuploidy and that preeclampsia risk was elevated 5-fold among pregnancies
in which the infant was diagnosed with an imprinting condition. Furthermore, placental
abnormalities were more common in pregnancies where the infant had any genetic disease
diagnosis, including a notable 2-fold increase in placental infarction. More specifically, a
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significant increase in placental infarction was observed among pregnancies in which the infant
was diagnosed with aneuploidy, other chromosomal anomalies, or single-gene non-biochemical
genetic conditions. The associations between placental abnormalities and fetal genetic
conditions were largely consistent in direction and magnitude across subgroups of genetic
disease, although the increased risk ratio of placental infarction appeared largely attributable to
the ‘other chromosomal anomaly’ subgroup, with a risk ratio of 4.92 (Cl 1.47,10.06).

Strengths of the study

Our study has several strengths and limitations. Strengths of the study include the relatively
large size and diverse composition of our study sample, inclusion of unexposed dyads matched
to exposed dyads by both demographics and parity, and the use of independent double coding
to ensure accuracy and consistency of the chart review process.

Limitations of the data

Limitations of the study include the retrospective, chart review-based data collection, the
correlational nature of the study, and the use of data from a single site — specifically a large
academic referral center. Our study did not match exposed and unexposed dyads by birth year;
however, the year range in which infants were born in this study is relatively small and similar
genetic testing was available throughout the study period. Our study also did not have data
available to match exposed and unexposed dyads by social determinants of health, and choices
may differ regarding continuing or terminating a pregnancy that is impacted by fetal genetic
disease, based on social determinants of health. Because all genetic testing was done
postnatally, prenatal genetic test results that led to elective termination of a pregnancy would
not be captured as “exposed” dyads due to our study’s design.

Interpretation of the data

Gestational diabetes is estimated to affect up to 10% of pregnancies worldwide, making it one of
the most common pregnancy complications.® Importantly, gestational diabetes is associated
with multiple adverse birth outcomes, including fetal malformations, preeclampsia, macrosomia,
and preterm birth."® We identified an association between fetal aneuploidy and gestational
diabetes, primarily Trisomy 13, 18, and 21 (OMIM # 190685). A prior study by Moore and
colleagues also observed increased gestational diabetes in aneuploid pregnancies and
specifically noted a higher prevalence among those with a sex chromosome difference.’ We did
not identify a similar association; however, the number of infants with sex chromosome
differences was relatively few within our cohort.

Prior literature has reported conflicting associations between specific fetal genetic diagnoses
and pregnancy complications, particularly between fetal aneuploidy and preeclampsia or
gestational hypertension.?® We did not observe fetal aneuploidy (consisting mainly of Trisomy
13, 18, and 21 in our cohort) to be strongly associated with elevated preeclampsia risk; nor did
we did identify a general association between fetal genetic disease and risk of preeclampsia or
gestational hypertension in our study. Interestingly, we identified an increased risk of gestational
diabetes among pregnancies in which the fetus was diagnosed with aneuploidy, and an
increased risk of preeclampsia among pregnancies in which the fetus was diagnosed with an
imprinting disorder. Although pregnancies impacted by an imprinting disorder comprised a small
percentage of pregnancies in our study, this finding warrants future investigation. Prior studies
have designated specific biochemical genetic conditions or monogenic non-biochemical
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conditions as being associated with preeclampsia,®'* but either the small numbers of these
biochemical conditions in our study, or the fact that we grouped them into a category of disease
rather than investigating a single disease in isolation may have impacted our ability to replicate
these prior findings.

An important finding from our work was that all fetal genetic diseases in aggregate were
associated with placental problems. We observed a significantly greater number of placental
problems in pregnancies in which the fetus had any genetic disease diagnosis compared to
pregnancies in which the fetus did not have a genetic disease diagnosis. Specifically, risk of
placental infarction, ‘other placental issues,” and all placental disorders combined was elevated
among pregnancies affected by any fetal genetic diagnosis compared to those unaffected by
fetal genetic disease. There was an association between placental issues and all subcategories
of genetic disease, even when controlling for preeclampsia or preexisting hypertension. These
findings are in line with a murine model study by Perez-Garcia and colleagues that
characterized placental defects among embryonic lethal and sub-viable mouse knockout lines.?°
In particular, Perez-Garcia and colleagues observed specific associations between placental
conditions and variants in genes required for normal development of the heart, brain, and
vascular system, suggesting potential molecular links between placenta-related health
conditions and fetal genetic conditions. These findings support the need for future studies
evaluating associations between specific fetal genetic alterations and placental defects to clarify
the developmental mechanisms that are impaired (e.g., neovascularization, immunologic
rejection, embryological patterning).

Conclusions

The findings presented here may have utility in guiding medical management of mothers and
infants at risk of a genetic disorder due to maternal heterozygote status or following a prenatal
genetic testing result. For example, if a pregnancy is determined to be impacted by fetal
aneuploidy, the medical care of the mother could benefit from augmented surveillance for
gestational diabetes. Similarly, if preeclampsia or placental infarction is diagnosed, this may
alert providers to have a lower threshold to evaluate the fetus or infant for genetic disease. It will
be necessary to investigate whether directional causality exists among the associations
identified in this and similar studies, including specific evaluation of the underlying biology
linking fetal genetic conditions to pregnancy complications. Such studies will support the
development of novel methods to diagnose, manage, and potentially prevent adverse
gestational and birth outcomes associated with fetal genetic disease. Further, these findings will
help support future work to develop algorithms for the prospective identification of infants
potentially affected by a genetic condition. Such algorithms will be needed to guide the timing
and deployment of expanded genetic testing methods, allowing early identification and
treatment of infants affected by genetic disease, even prenatally. Early identification will be
particularly important as new prenatal treatment modalities and expanded screening methods
become available.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.17.23284690

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.17.23284690; this version posted January 18, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

REFERENCES

1. Moore LL, Bradlee ML, Singer MR, Rothman KJ, Milunsky A. Chromosomal Anomalies
among the Offspring of Women with Gestational Diabetes. American Journal of Epidemiology.
2002;155(8):719-724. doi:10.1093/aje/155.8.719

2. Dotters-Katz SK, Senz KL, Humphrey WM, Lee VR, Caughey AB. Trisomy 18
Pregnancies: Is there an Increased Maternal Risk? Am J Perinatol. Sep 2017;34(11):1054-
1057. doi:10.1055/s-0037-1603679

3. Dotters-Katz SK, Humphrey WM, Senz KL, et al. Trisomy 13 and the risk of gestational
hypertensive disorders: a population-based study. J Matern Fetal Neonatal Med. Aug
2018;31(15):1951-1955. doi:10.1080/14767058.2017.1332037

4, Tuohy JF, James DK. Pre-eclampsia and trisomy 13. Br J Obstet Gynaecol. Nov
1992;99(11):891-4. doi:10.1111/j.1471-0528.1992.tb14436.x

5. Boyd PA, Lindenbaum RH, Redman C. Pre-eclampsia and trisomy 13: a possible
association. Lancet. Aug 22 1987;2(8556):425-7. doi:10.1016/s0140-6736(87)90960-3

6. Kang JH, Farina A, Park JH, et al. Down syndrome biochemical markers and screening
for preeclampsia at first and second trimester: correlation with the week of onset and the
severity. Prenatal Diagnosis. 2008/08/01 2008;28(8):704-709.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1002/pd.1997

7. Zhang J, Christianson RE, Torfs CP. Fetal Trisomy 21 and Maternal Preeclampsia.
Epidemiology. 2004;15(2):195-201. doi:10.1097/01.ede.0000112141.09008.37

8. Defant J, Gambello MJ, Monga M, Langlois PH, Noblin SJ, Vidaeff AC. Fetal trisomy 21
and the risk of preeclampsia. J Matern Fetal Neonatal Med. Jan 2010;23(1):55-9.
doi:10.3109/14767050903118288

9. Cohen JL, Schrier Vergano SA, Mazzola S, et al. EP300-related Rubinstein-Taybi
syndrome: Highlighted rare phenotypic findings and a genotype-phenotype meta-analysis of 74
patients. Am J Med Genet A. Dec 2020;182(12):2926-2938. doi:10.1002/ajmg.a.61883

10. Fergelot P, Van Belzen M, Van Gils J, et al. Phenotype and genotype in 52 patients with
Rubinstein-Taybi syndrome caused by EP300 mutations. Am J Med Genet A. Dec
2016;170(12):3069-3082. doi:10.1002/ajmg.a.37940

11. Ibdah JA, Zhao Y, Viola J, Bennett MJ. Maternal complications and sudden infant death
in families with mutations in mitochondrial trifunctional protein. Genetics in Medicine. 2000/01/01
2000;2(1):62-62. doi:10.1097/00125817-200001000-00049

12. Ibdah JA, Yang Z, Bennett MJ. Liver disease in pregnancy and fetal fatty acid oxidation
defects. Mol Genet Metab. Sep-Oct 2000;71(1-2):182-9. doi:10.1006/mgme.2000.3065

13. Ibdah JA, Bennett MJ, Rinaldo P, et al. A fetal fatty-acid oxidation disorder as a cause of
liver disease in pregnant women. N Engl J Med. Jun 3 1999;340(22):1723-31.
doi:10.1056/nejm199906033402204

14. Shekhawat PS, Matern D, Strauss AW. Fetal Fatty Acid Oxidation Disorders, Their
Effect on Maternal Health and Neonatal Outcome: Impact of Expanded Newborn Screening on

8


https://doi.org/10.1002/pd.1997
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.17.23284690

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.17.23284690; this version posted January 18, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Their Diagnosis and Management. Pediatric Research. 2005/05/01 2005;57(7):78-86.
doi:10.1203/01.PDR.0000159631.63843.3E

15. Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, Payne J, Gonzalez N, Conde JG. Research electronic
data capture (REDCap)--a metadata-driven methodology and workflow process for providing
translational research informatics support. J Biomed Inform. Apr 2009;42(2):377-81.
doi:10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010

16. Team R. RStudio: Integrated Development or R. RStudio, Inc., Boston, MA
http://www.rstudio.com/.

17. Wickham H BJ. _readxl: Read Excel Files_. R package version 1.4.0. https://CRAN.R-
project.org/package=readxl.

18. Ramezani Tehrani F, Naz MSG, Yarandi RB, Behboudi-Gandevani S. The Impact of
Diagnostic Criteria for Gestational Diabetes Mellitus on Adverse Maternal Outcomes: A
Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. J Clin Med. Feb 09 2021;10(4)doi:10.3390/jcm10040666

19. Buchanan TA, Xiang AH, Page KA. Gestational diabetes mellitus: risks and
management during and after pregnancy. Nat Rev Endocrinol. Nov 2012;8(11):639-49.
doi:10.1038/nrendo.2012.96

20. Perez-Garcia V, Fineberg E, Wilson R, et al. Placentation defects are highly prevalent in
embryonic lethal mouse mutants. Nature. 03 22 2018;555(7697):463-468.
doi:10.1038/nature26002

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

RAG, BA, LE, KW, JH, and JLC conceived and designed the study. RAG, BA, JH, and JLC
curated the data. RAG, BA, KW, JH, and JLC conducted the data analysis. RAG, BA, LE, JH,
and JLC drafted the initial version of the manuscript. All authors provided important insight
during the data analysis and critically revised the manuscript.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This research was supported by the YT and Alice Chen Pediatric Genetics and Genomics
Research Center at Duke University. The funding sources had no role in the study design, data
collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript. The opinions in
this article belong to the authors. Figure 1 was created using BioRender.com.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
The authors have no competing financial interests.
DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The data that support the findings of this study are available upon request by emailing the
corresponding author, subject to any restrictions regarding the need to restrict access to
protected health information.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.17.23284690

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.17.23284690; this version posted January 18, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

FUNDING STATEMENT

This research was supported by the YT and Alice Chen Pediatric Genetics and Genomics
Research Center at Duke University. The funding sources had no role in the study design, data
collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript. The opinions in
this article belong to the authors.

ETHICS DECLARATION

This study was reviewed and approved as an exempt, retrospective research protocol by the
DUHS Institutional Review Board, including a waiver of consent for retrospective chart review
(protocol Pro00106469). All study activities were conducted in accordance with the Declaration
of Helsinki.

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.17.23284690

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.17.23284690; this version posted January 18, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Mothers who gave birth te infants at
Duke from 2013-2021

n=19,583
Mothers with infants who had NO inpatient Mothers with infants who had inpatient genetic
genetic consult AND/OR genetic testing consult AND/OR genetic testing
n=18,809 n=797

v h.

Unexposed dyads (mothers and infants
without genetic disease), matched to exposed
dyads based on age, race, ethnicity, multiple
gestation, and infant sex

Exposed dyads {mothers and infants with
confirmed genetic diagnosis)

n=236

n=472

Figure 1 — CONSORT diagram of retrospective cohort selection. Unexposed dyads included
all mothers who gave birth to a child at Duke between 2013-2021 and did not receive a genetic
consult or testing for their child. Exposed dyads included all mothers who gave birth to children
at DUHS-affiliated hospitals between 2013-2021 and have a child with a confirmed genetic
diagnosis.
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Single-Gene
Imprinting Biochemical
3.4% (n=8) 2.5% (n=6)

Other Chromosomal

18.2% (n=43) Aneuploidy
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Figure 2 — Distribution of genetic diagnoses across pregnancies affected by a fetal
genetic disease. The exposed group included 236 mothers who had an infant with a confirmed
genetic diagnosis. Of the diagnosed diseases, there were 96 cases classified as aneuploidy
(40.3%), 43 cases classified as other chromosomal (18.9%), 83 cases classified as single-gene
non-biochemical (35.2%), 6 cases classified as single-gene biochemical (2.5%), and 8 cases
classified as imprinting (3.4%).
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Table 1. Demographics of exposed and unexposed groups. The exposed group includes
236 mother-infant dyads whose child was found to have a confirmed genetic diagnosis. The
unexposed group includes 472 mother-infant dyads whose child did not have a suspected or
confirmed genetic disease. Unexposed dyads were matched to exposed dyads for maternal age
at delivery, race/ethnicity, parity, and infant sex in a 2:1 unexposed to exposed ratio.

Exposed
Unexposed (Genetic Overall p value
(n=472) Disease) (n=708) (<0.05)
(n=236)

Ethnicity 0.23
Hispanic 74 (15.7%) 37 (15.7%) 111 (15.7%)
Not Hispanic/Latino 386 (81.8%) 193 (81.8%) 579 (81.8%)
Not Reported/Declined 12 (2.5%) 6 (2.5%) 18 (2.5%)
Race 0.90
Asian 9 (1.9%) 6 (2.5%) 15 (2.1%)
Black 161 (34.1%) 81 (34.3%) 242 (34.2%)
Not Reported/Declined 14 (3.0%) 6 (2.5%) 20 (2.8%)
Other 76 (16.1%) 39 (16.5%) 115 (16.2%)
White 212 (44.9%) 104 (44.1%) 316 (44.6%)
Birth parent age (year) 31.2 (6.60) 31.4 (6.99) 31.3 (6.73) 0.72
Gestational age (weeks) 38.4 (2.82) 36.6 (4.64) 37.8 (3.67) <0.0001
Nulliparous 166 (35.2%) 82 (34.7%) 248 (35.0%) 0.91
Infant sex (female) 239 (50.6%) 118 (50.0%) 357 (50.4%) 0.87
Diagnosis NA
No genetic disease 472 (100%) 0 (0%) 472 (66.7%)

Any genetic disease
Aneuploidy
Other chromosomal
Single-gene non-biochemical
Single-gene biochemical

Imprinting

0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)

236 (100%)
96 (40.7%)
43 (18.2%)
83 (35.2%)
6 (2.5%)
8 (3.4%)

236 (33.3%)
96 (13.6%)
43 (6.1%)
83 (11.7%)
6 (0.8%)

8 (1.1%)
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Table 2. Preeclampsia and Gestational Diabetes risk in mothers of infants with genetic
disease. Risk of preeclampsia and gestational diabetes were evaluated via multivariate logistic
regression analyses. Risk Ratios were reported with 95% confidence intervals. The risk of
preeclampsia was controlled for maternal age, parity, and obesity. The risk of gestational

diabetes was controlled for maternal age and obesity. RR, risk ratio

Preeclampsia Gestational Diabetes
RR RR
Any genetic disease 1.32 1.43
[0.88-1.98] [0.97-2.10]
Aneuploidy 0.90 1.65
[0.48-1.70] [1.05-2.61]
1.63 1.02
Other chromosomal [0.81-3.29] [0.39-2.71]
, . . 2.45 2.00
Single-gene, biochemical [0.36-16.60] [0.33-11.93]
1.47 1.18
Single-gene, non-biochemical [0.82-2.62] [0.61-2.29]
Imprinting 5.08 1.15
[2.41-10.73] [0.18-7.54]
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Table 3. Placental disorders and associated risk in mothers of infants with genetic
disease. Univariate logistic regression models were generated to answer the question of what,
if any, associations there are with placental disorders and risk of genetic disease in offspring.
Placental and genetic disease subcategories with n<10 were removed including imprinting,
single-gene biochemical, low-lying placenta, and placentitis. Risk Ratios were reported with
95% confidence intervals.

Placenta
Accreta,
Any Percreta, Other Placental Placental
Placental I ta: Placental Abrupti Infarcti
Issue Rn;:rg aa Issue (ru;;zu))n n(argzlc;n
etaine n= n=
(n=112) Placenta (n=50)
(n=11)
Any genetic disease 1.98 0.59 2.03 1.91 2.25
(n=238) [1.61-2.43] [0.17-2.10] [1.58-2.60] [1.16-3.12] [1.72-2.93]
Aneuploidy 215 0.62 215 [(2)'33_ 2.57
(n=96) [1.35-3.42] [0.10-4.06] [1.25-3.71] 5.87] [1.40-4.71]
Other chromosomal 2.51 Undefined 1.79 [(2)';132_ 4.92
(n=45) [1.41-4.48] [0.59-5.39] 13' 50] [2.41-10.06]
Single-gene, non-biochemical 2.97 Undefined 3.52 2.19 2.88
(n=83) [1.94-4.52] [2.28-5.42] [0.67-7.26] [1.47 - 5.67]
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