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Historically, investigations of FMR1 have focused almost exclusively on the clinical
effects of CGG expansion within the categories of the premutation (55–200 CGG
repeats) and fragile X syndrome (>200 CGG repeats). However, emerging evidence
suggests that CGG-dependent phenotypes may occur across allele sizes traditionally
considered within the “normal” range. This study adopted an individual-differences
approach to determine the association between language production ability and CGG
repeat length across the full range of normal, intermediate, and premutation alleles.
Participants included 61 adult women with CGG repeats within the premutation (n = 37),
intermediate (i.e., 41–54 repeats; n = 2), or normal (i.e., 6–40 repeats; n = 22) ranges.
All participants were the biological mothers of a child with a developmental disorder, to
control for the potential effects of parenting stress. Language samples were collected
and the frequency of language disfluencies (i.e., interruptions in the flow of speech)
served as an index of language production skills. Verbal inhibition skills, measured
with the Hayling Sentence Completion Test, were also measured and examined as
a correlate of language disfluency, consistent with theoretical work linking language
disfluency with inhibitory deficits (i.e., the Inhibition Deficit Hypothesis). Blood samples
were collected to determine FMR1 CGG repeat size. A general linear model tested CGG
repeat size of the larger allele (allele-2) as the primary predictor of language disfluency,
covarying for education level, IQ, age, and CGG repeats on the other allele. A robust
curvilinear association between CGG length and language disfluency was detected,
where low-normal (∼ <25 repeats) and mid-premutation alleles (∼90–110 repeats) were
linked with higher rates of disfluency. Disfluency was not associated with inhibition
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deficits, which challenges prior theoretical work and suggests that a primary language
deficit could account for elevated language disfluency in FMR1-associated conditions.
Findings suggest CGG-dependent variation in language production ability, which was
evident across individuals with and without CGG expansions on FMR1.

Keywords: fragile X carriers, FMR1 premutation, verbal inhibition, executive dysfunction, language dysfluency,
low-normal CGG repeats, gray zone, FMR1 phenotype

INTRODUCTION

Compromised function of the Fragile X Mental Retardation-1
(FMR1) gene has significant consequences for brain development
and function (Darnell et al., 2011; Sidorov et al., 2013). FMR1
gene function is directly tied to the length of a trinucleotide
(CGG) repeat on the 5’untranslated region (5′UTR) (Chen
et al., 2003; Peprah et al., 2010). Historically, investigations
of the FMR1 phenotype have focused almost exclusively on
two clinical conditions associated with CGG expansion: fragile
X syndrome and FMR1 premutation associated disorders. In
most cases, fragile X syndrome occurs when a “full mutation”
expansion > 200 CGG repeats occurs, leading to gene silencing
and failure to produce Fragile X Mental Retardation Protein
(FMRP). Fragile X syndrome is the most common form of
inherited intellectual disability; yet, it is relatively rare, affecting
1:4,000–8,000 individuals (Song et al., 2003; Coffee et al., 2009;
Santoro et al., 2012). In contrast, the FMR1 premutation, defined
by a CGG expansion in the 55–200 CGG repeat range, is
exceedingly common, occurring in 1:291 females and 1:855
males (Hunter et al., 2014). Individuals with premutation alleles
are at risk for a range of cognitive, language, social, affective,
and physical health symptoms, which vary in penetrance and
severity (Wheeler et al., 2017). In addition, female and male
premutation carriers can develop a late onset neurodegenerative
disorder named fragile X-associated tremor/ataxia syndrome
(FXTAS), and approximately 20% of females will develop fragile
X-associated primary ovarian insufficiency (FXPOI; Rodriguez-
Revenga et al., 2009; Sullivan et al., 2011). These clinical
features are thought to result from mild reductions in FMRP,
elevated levels of messenger RNA (mRNA), and repeat-associated
non-AUG (RAN) translation that occur in individuals with
CGG expansions within the premutation range (Hagerman and
Hagerman, 2013; Todd et al., 2013).

The boundary that separates the FMR1 premutation from the
“normal” repeat range is not clear-cut. Clinical involvement has
been reported, albeit not in all studies, at the “intermediate” CGG
repeat range (41–54 repeats), leading to coinage of the term “gray
zone” to describe this CGG region of unclear clinical significance
that bridges the boundaries of “normal” and “premutation”
(Bretherick et al., 2005; Loesch et al., 2009, 2011; Hall et al., 2011,
2012; Liu et al., 2013; Debrey et al., 2016). These clinical findings
are supported by molecular genetic evidence demonstrating a
continuous scale of increased FMR1 mRNA across premutation
and intermediate alleles (Kenneson et al., 2001; Chen et al.,
2003; Loesch et al., 2007; Sellier et al., 2014). Indeed, it has been
suggested that the translational efficiency of FMR1 is optimized
when CGG repeats are the population mode, which has been

documented at 29 or 30 copies (Chen et al., 2003; Ludwig et al.,
2011; Tassone et al., 2011; Peprah, 2012; Kraan et al., 2018).
Specifically, some evidence suggests increased protein translation
when FMR1 CGG repeat sizes are at the modal number, relative
to higher or lower CGG repeat lengths (Chen et al., 2003).
Therefore, it is possible that CGG repeats that deviate from the
population mode may be associated with inefficient translation
and possible adverse phenotypic outcomes, despite being within
the “normal” range. Consistent with this hypothesis that FMR1
gene function varies across the range of CGG repeat length,
emerging evidence suggests “low-normal” CGG repeat numbers
have been linked with cognitive difficulties, cancer risk, and
increased likelihood of having a child with a disability (Weghofer
et al., 2012; Mailick et al., 2014b, 2017; Adamsheck et al., 2017).
In these reports, “low-normal” repeats have been variably defined
as ≤22, ≤23, or ≤25 CGG repeats and have typically been
captured through dichotomous grouping of males who possess
a low-normal allele or females who are homozygous for low-
normal alleles on both X chromosomes (Mailick et al., 2014a;
Adamsheck et al., 2017). The findings of Mailick et al. (2017)
also suggest that gene-environment interactions may play a role
in the manifestation of risk at low-normal CGG repeats. In a
population-based study of over 5,000 parents, low-normal alleles
were associated with poorer health and functional outcomes only
among parents who had a child with a disability, suggesting
that the low-normal genotype may have made parents more
vulnerable to environmental stressors.

Outside of these few reports very little is known about
phenotypic variation occurring across the continuous range of
normal CGG repeats (i.e., 6–40 copies) in the general population.
Together, this emerging body of research suggests that CGG-
dependent phenotypes may occur across the range of normal,
intermediate, and premutation alleles, with the categorical
demarcation of these boundaries being less straightforward
than once assumed. Expanding on this work, the present
study adopted a continuous approach to identify CGG-
dependent phenotypes occurring across the full range of normal,
intermediate, and premutation alleles. We focused specifically on
language fluency because it is a feature that can be measured
continuously, displays inter-individual variability in the general
population, and accurately discriminates individuals with the
FMR1 premutation from controls (i.e., Movaghar et al., 2017).

Language disfluency is defined by interruptions in the flow
of speech, such as revisions, repetitions, and fillers (e.g., “um”).
These features are thought to reflect disruptions in utterance
planning and production resulting from both language-specific
processes (e.g., slow lexical retrieval) as well as executive
problems that can manifest through linguistic function, such as
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deficits in planning or inhibition (Kemper et al., 2001; Burke
et al., 2008). High rates of disfluency are seen in a number of
neurocognitive disorders, such as attention-deficit/hyperactivity
disorder and Alzheimer’s disease (Engelhardt et al., 2011; López-
de-Ipiña et al., 2013). Disfluencies also occur in the speech of
neurotypical individuals, affecting about 6% of words on average
(Bortfeld et al., 2001). Recent evidence indicates that mothers
with premutation alleles exhibit elevated rates of disfluency,
with the presence of these disfluencies accurately discriminating
mothers with premutation alleles from mothers of children with
other developmental disorders (Sterling et al., 2013; Movaghar
et al., 2017). In this emerging work, the severity of disfluency
was not correlated with CGG size within the premutation range
(Sterling et al., 2013), although non-linear associations was not
tested. Follow-up studies are needed to test curvilinear CGG
associations, which have been detected relative to other aspects
of the FMR1 premutation phenotype (Ennis et al., 2006; Roberts
et al., 2009; Seltzer et al., 2012; Mailick et al., 2014a).

The cognitive-executive mechanisms underlying disfluency
are also unclear. Disfluency among carriers of the FMR1
premutation is thought to stem from the underlying executive
deficits that are characteristic of this group (Sterling et al.,
2013). This assumption has not been tested empirically, although
emerging reports within the broader psycholinguistics literature
support a link between disfluency and individual differences
in executive function (Turkstra et al., 2004; Engelhardt et al.,
2013). Theoretical work suggests that inhibitory aspects of
executive control, specifically, plays a role in language disfluency.
According to this Inhibition Deficit Hypothesis, inhibition
deficits prevent irrelevant information from being filtered from
working memory, leading to “mental clutter” and the inability
to suppress inappropriate words and word sequences during
language production (Hasher and Zacks, 1988). The hypothesized
role of inhibition in language disfluency is particularly relevant
to the study of FMR1, given that inhibition deficits have been
documented in individuals with the FMR1 premutation (Yang
et al., 2013; Kraan et al., 2014b; Shelton et al., 2014). In sum, an
inhibition deficit is a plausible explanation for FMR1–associated
language disfluency, although this hypothesis has yet to be tested.

In summary, growing evidence suggests that CGG-dependent
phenotypic variation may occur across the continuous range of
normal, intermediate, and premutation FMR1 alleles. However,
genotype–phenotype associations across the full range of CGG
repeat sizes are poorly understood because investigations of
FMR1 have traditionally focused on clinical conditions of the
FMR1 premutation and fragile X syndrome. The present study
examined language disfluency as a sensitive linguistic marker that
may relate to variation in CGG repeat length across individuals
with and without CGG expansions. We adopted a continuous
individual-differences approach to determine CGG-dependent
changes in language fluency across normal, intermediate, and
premutation allele sizes. Building on prior theoretical work, we
also investigated inhibitory control as an executive process that
may relate to language fluency, and may also be associated
with CGG repeat size. Our specific research questions were:
(a) What is the relationship between language disfluency and
verbal inhibition skills? and (b) Is CGG repeat length associated

with language disfluency and verbal inhibition skills across the
continuous range of normal, intermediate, and premutation
alleles?

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants
The study cohort included 61 adult females, aged 26.6–64.2 years
(M = 45.8, SD = 8.6). To control for the potential effects
of parenting stress related to raising a child with a disability,
all participants were biological mothers of a child with a
neurodevelopmental disorder (the mean child age was 16.7 years,
SD = 6.5). Twenty-four participants had a child with autism
spectrum disorder (ASD) and CGG repeat sizes within the
normal range of 6–40 repeats (n = 22) or the intermediate
range of 41–54 repeats (n = 2). We defined the intermediate
range as 41–54 repeats, following Loesch et al. (2007) and
Hall et al. (2011). Thirty-seven participants had a child with
fragile X syndrome and carried premutation alleles of 55–200
CGG repeats. All participants had a full scale IQ ≥ 80 on
the Kaufman Brief Intelligence Test-2 (Kaufman and Kaufman,
2004), with a mean full scale IQ of 104.7 (SD = 12.3). Participants
were native speakers of American English and clinical fluency
disorders (e.g., stuttering) were ruled out via observation by a
speech-language pathologist during administration of the study
protocol. No participants reported a clinical diagnosis of Fragile
X Associated Tremor Ataxia Syndrome (FXTAS). The sample
primarily identified as Caucasian (86%) or African American
(8%). Most participants had completed some college (33%), a
bachelor’s degree (25%), or a graduate degree (27%). Detailed
descriptive statistics are reported in Table 1.

Assessments took place as part of a larger study of social
communication in the FMR1 premutation, which has been
previously described (e.g., Klusek et al., 2017a). Participants
were recruited through their children who were participating in
ongoing developmental studies of fragile X syndrome or ASD
(e.g., Hogan et al., 2017; Matherly et al., 2018) or from the
local community via social media, flyers, and word-of-mouth
recruitment strategies targeting mothers of children with fragile
X syndrome or ASD. Local recruitment methods included social
media, word of mouth, and flyers posted at local pediatrician
offices. Written informed consent was obtained and study
procedures were approved by the Institutional Review Board of
the University of South Carolina and conducted in accordance
with the Declaration of Helsinki.

Language Disfluency
Disfluencies were evaluated from language produced during
the Five Minute Speech Sample (FMSS; Magaña et al., 1986).
The FMSS is a language sample in which participants talk
about “what kind of person” their child is and “how they get
along” with their child for 5 min without any interruptions
from the examiner. The FMSS provides an ideal sample of
spontaneous, non-interrupted language from which to code
disfluencies and has been used as the basis for disfluency
coding in prior research on the premutation phenotype (Sterling
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TABLE 1 | Descriptive statistics.

Variable CGG Repeat Category (Allele-2)

Low-normal
(≤25)

Normal
(26–32)

High-normal
(33–40)

Intermediate
(41–54)

Premutation-low
(55–89)

Premutation-mid
(90–110)

Premutation-high
(111–200)

n 3 13 6 2 14 19 4

Allele-1 CGG size

M ± SD 21.0 ± 1.7 27.2 ± 5.94 29.2 ± 3.4 30.0 ± 0 29.4 ± 5.2 28.1 ± 3.6 29.0 ± 0.8

Range 20.0–23.0 10.0–31.0 23.0–33.0 30.0–30.0 20.0–43.0 20.0–32.0 28.0–30.0

Age

M ± SD 49.4 ± 10.5 44.2 ± 8.7 40.2 ± 10.3 56.1 ± 2.7 46.3 ± 7.7 46.8 ± 8.2 44.6 ± 11.2

Range 37.5–57.4 31.9–62.1 29.4–56.5 54.2–58.0 26.6–60.0 30.6–64.18 30.4–56.8

IQ

M ± SD 113.1 ± 10.4 101.8 ± 11.2 100.4 ± 15.8 97.5 ± 7.8 107.8 ± 14.0 103.9 ± 11.9 110.0 ± 7.8

Range 102.2–123.0 83.0–126.0 86.0–127.0 92.0–103.0 88.0–130.0 81.0–126.0 101.0–117.0

Overall disfluency percent

M ± SD 9.3 ± 2.2 6.7 ± 2.6 8.2 ± 2.3 7.9 ± 4.2 6.9 ± 2.1 9.1 ± 2.6 8.5 ± 2.1

Range 7.8–11.9 3.0–11.9 5.4–12.4 5.0–10.9 3.4–9.9 3.3–12.8 5.7–10.5

Repetition disfluency percent

M ± SD 1.3 ± 1.7 1.0 ± 0.6 1.2 ± 0.9 1.2 ± 0.9 1.0 ± 0.5 1.2 ± 0.9 1.3 ± 0.5

Range 0.1–3.3 0–3.1 0–2.6 0.5–1.8 0.3–2.0 0.2–3.5 0.7–1.8

Repair disfluency percent

M ± SD 1.9 ± 0.5 1.5 ± 0.7 0.9 ± 0.6 1.6 ± 0.2 1.4 ± 0.5 1.5 ± 0.7 1.7 ± 0.7

Range 1.3–2.1 0.3–2.8 0.3–1.8 1.4–1.7 0.6-2.5 0.3–2.8 1.1–2.7

Filled pause disfluency percent

M ± SD 6.1 ± 0.8 4.6 ± 1.8 6.0 ± 1.8 5.2 ± 3.5 4.5 ± 2.1 6.1 ± 2.0 5.5 ± 2.2

Range 5.3–6.8 1.8–8.0 4.2–9.1 2.7–7.6 0.2–8.1 2.4–9.9 3.6–8.0

Hayling error score

M ± SD 3.0 ± 1.4 5.8 ± 6.9 4.8 ± 5.3 19.5 ± 17.7 12.2 ± 10.6 8.6 ± 11.9 4.3 ± 2.5

Range 2.0–4.0 0–23.0 1.0–14.0 7.0–32.0 1.0–33.0 0–43.0 1.0–7.0

Hayling error score log transformation

M ± SD 1.4 ± 0.4 1.5 ± 1.0 1.5 ± 0.8 2.8 ± 1.0 2.2 ± 1.0 1.7 ± 1.1 1.5 ± 0.6

Range 1.1–1.6 0–3.2 0.7–2.7 2.1–3.5 0.7–3.5 0–3.8 0.7–2.1

et al., 2013; Movaghar et al., 2017). Samples were transcribed
using Systematic Analysis of Language Transcripts (Miller and
Chapman, 2008) conventions by blinded research assistants
trained to 85% morpheme-morpheme agreement on three
consecutive training files. Twenty percent of transcripts were
randomly selected for inter-rater reliability by an independent
transcriber, with average morpheme-to-morpheme agreement
at 92%. Transcripts were coded for filled pauses, repetitions,
revisions, and false starts, following the definitions outlined
by Dollaghan and Campbell (1992) and Thurber and Tager-
Flusberg (1993). Filled pauses were defined as non-lexical filler
vocalizations (e.g., “um”) and lexical fillers (e.g., “you know”).
Repetition disfluencies consisted of identical repetitions of a unit
at the partial-word, word, or utterance level (e.g., “he he went
to the store.”). Repairs consisted of revisions (modification of a
unit already produced by the speaker, such as “he she went to
the store.”) and false starts (utterances that are abandoned/not
brought to a successful, coherent conclusion and do not involve
any attempt to correct an error or add, delete, or change
information, such as “he went to. . . I never met his teacher.”).
The total number of disfluencies were tallied and divided by

the total number of words to control for the amount of talk.
Disfluencies were coded by two raters who were naïve to genetic
status and were trained to κ ≥ 0.85 reliability with each other
prior to independent coding. Inter-rater reliability estimated
on 20% of random transcripts was estimated at κ = 0.85 for
total disfluencies, 0.95 for repetitions, 0.85 for repairs, and 0.99
for filled pauses, indicating “outstanding” agreement across all
categories (Landis and Koch, 1977).

Verbal Inhibition
Verbal inhibition was measured with the Hayling Sentence
Completion Test (Burgess and Shallice, 1997). In this test the
examiner reads two sets of 15 sentences that have the last word
missing. In the first set the participant provides a word that
completes the sentence as quickly as they can. In the second
set the participant completes the sentence with an unconnected
word as quickly as possible, thus requiring the inhibition of an
established prepotent response. Responses from the second set
are scored for category A errors (responses that are connected
to the sentence) and category B errors (responses that are loosely
connected to the sentence). The converted A+ B error score was
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computed as described by the test developers. Potential converted
error scores range from 0 to 78 and higher scores reflect
inhibitory errors that are more frequent and/or severe. Impaired
performance on this index has been previously documented in
women with the FMR1 premutation (Kraan et al., 2014b).

FMR1 CGG Repeat Number
CGG repeat size analysis of the 5′-UTR of FMR1 was conducted
on either DNA isolated from peripheral blood lymphocytes
using standard methods (Qiagen, Valencia, CA, United States)
or extracted from whole blood dried blood spots, as previously
described (Adayev et al., 2014). Polymerase chain reaction (PCR)
amplification of the FMR1 CGG repeat region was conducted
with AmplideX R© FMR1 PCR (RUO) reagents according to
the manufacturer’s directions (Asuragen, Austin, TX 78744,
United States). PCR products were analyzed by capillary
electrophoresis and GeneMapper software for FMR1 allele CGG
repeat sizing (ABI 3130 Genetic Analyzer, Applied Biosystems,
Foster City, CA, United States) (Chen et al., 2010). DNA analysis
was conducted at either the MIND Institute at the University
of California, Davis or the New York State Institute for Basic
Research in Developmental Disabilities. To evaluate inter-lab
reliability, 18% of participants submitted blood samples to both
labs. Intraclass correlation coefficients (ICC [3,1]) indicated
excellent reliability at 0.99 for both alleles. The allele with the
lower CGG repeat length was designated allele-1 and the one
with the higher repeat length as allele-2, consistent with the
terminology used in prior reports (e.g., Gleicher et al., 2009a;
Voorhuis et al., 2014).

Statistical Analysis
Analyses were conducted in SAS v9.4 (SAS Institute, 2013).
Descriptive statistics were computed and variables were
examined for normalcy. The Hayling Error Score was log
transformed to correct for right skew and the transformed
variable was used in all analyses. To test the first research
question regarding the association between disfluency and verbal
inhibition, we computed Pearson correlations between the
disfluency variables and the Hayling error score. Next, we fit
general linear models to test CGG size as a predictor of disfluency
and the Hayling error score. Examination of the plotted raw
data suggested non-linear patterns and therefore quadratic and
cubic terms for CGG repeat size were probed in the models. The
models were successively fit with higher-order polynomial terms.
If the polynomial term accounted for significant variance and
visual examination of the fit diagnostic plots indicated improved
model fit relative to the lower-order model, the higher-order
term was retained. In all models we focused on CGG repeat
size on allele-2 (the allele with the higher copy number) as the
primary predictor and corrected for CGG repeat size on the other
allele statistically. Although there are a variety of possible analytic
methods to account for the presence of two X chromosomes in
females, there is little consensus in the field as to which analytic
technique is optimal. We selected this analytic technique based
on established precedent, as this is the most common method
used to account for two alleles in females in the extant literature
(Gleicher et al., 2009a,b; Lledo et al., 2012; Voorhuis et al., 2014;

Schufreider et al., 2015). We did not have activation ratio data
available (i.e., the percent of cells carrying any given allele on
the active X chromosome), which prevented us from employing
other techniques that account for the relative influence of each
allele (i.e., Allen et al., 2004). In addition to the CGG length on
allele-1, covariates included education level, IQ, and age, which
have been linked to individual differences in disfluency in prior
work (e.g., Bortfeld et al., 2001; Engelhardt et al., 2013; Sterling
et al., 2013). We retained the same covariates in the Hayling
model to facilitate comparison across the models. Education
level was coded as a four-level categorical variable reflecting the
highest degree of educational attainment (grade school, high
school, associate’s/bachelor’s degree, graduate degree). Age and
IQ were grand-mean centered to facilitate interpretation of the
parameter estimates. Partial eta squared (η2

p) effect sizes were
computed, with values of 0.01, 0.06, and 0.14 reflecting “small,”
“medium,” and “large” effects, respectively (Cohen, 1988). To
facilitate comparison with prior literature focused on the FMR1
premutation, the general linear models were also repeated while
limiting the sample to individuals with premutation alleles.

RESULTS

Descriptive Statistics
The number of CGG repeats was treated as a continuous
variable in all inferential analyses, however, for descriptive
purposes we constructed categories based on CGG repeat length.
The demarcation of “low-normal” and “high-normal” alleles
has not been established in the literature. For descriptive
purposes, we defined low-normal at ≤25 repeats and set the
boundary for high-normal at ≤33 repeats, consistent with
Gleicher et al. (2010). Low, mid-size, and high premutation
alleles were categorized as 55–89, 90–110, 111–200, consistent
with the zone of mid-size vulnerability detected by Mailick
et al. (2014a). Consistent with our analytic approach (described
above), descriptive characterization of the participants was based
on allele-2 (the larger allele). Descriptive statistics are presented
in Table 1. Three participants had low-normal repeats on allele-
2; it is notable that these participants also had low-normal
repeat sizes on allele-1 and thus were homozygous for low-
normal repeats on both alleles. Across all participants, low-
normal repeats on allele-1 occurred relatively frequently: 26%
of individuals with normal/intermediate repeats on allele-2 and
22% of individuals with premutation repeats on allele-2 had low-
normal repeats on the smaller allele. The cohort had relatively
limited representation of individuals with intermediate CGG
repeats on allele-2 (n = 2), which is a limitation (see Discussion).
For descriptive purposes, performance on the disfluency and
inhibition variables was compared across dichotomized groups of
individuals with normal vs. premutation alleles. Individuals with
a premutation allele showed increased repair disfluencies relative
to those with normal alleles (p = 0.049). No other differences
were observed across these dichotomized groups in repetition
disfluencies (p = 0.461), filled pause disfluencies (p = 0.719),
overall disfluency (p = 0.307), and Hayling error score (p = 0.172).
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Relationship Between Language
Disfluency and Verbal Inhibition
Pearson correlations tested the association between disfluency
and verbal inhibition. The Hayling error score was associated
with severity of repair disfluencies (r = −0.31, p = 0.020)
but not with overall disfluency (r = −0.17, p = 0.211) or the
repetition or filled pause disfluency subtypes (r = 0.01, p = 0.950;
r = −0.12, p = 0.374, respectively). Patterns were similar when
correlations were tested within the subgroup of individuals with
premutation alleles: a significant correlation was observed with
repair disfluencies (r = −0.45, p = 0.006) but not with the other
disfluency variables (all r’s <−0.18, p’s > 0.295).

CGG Repeat Size as a Predictor of
Language Disfluency
Overall Disfluency
A general linear model tested CGG repeat length as a predictor of
disfluency. Regression diagnostics indicated that one case had an
unduly large influence on the regression coefficients, as indicated
by a Cook’s D value that far exceeded the recommended cut-off
criteria (i.e., Di > 4/n-k-1; Cook, 1977) and was considerably
larger than all other cases (D = 1.34, all other D’s < 0.13). This
highly influential point was excluded from the final model. The
final overall model accounted for significant variance in total
disfluency, F(9,49) = 2.40, p = 0.024, R2 = 0.31. Significant effects
were observed for the linear (p = 0.013, η2

p = 0.12), quadratic
(p = 0.014, η2

p = 0.12), and cubic terms (p = 0.018, η2
p = 0.11) for

allele-2 CGG size, with medium-to-large effect sizes. Disfluencies
were the least likely in individuals with 40–70 repeats, increased
by degree in individuals with 70–110 repeats, then decreased at
> 110 repeats; see Figure 1. An increase in disfluency was also
observed at <30 CGG repeats. The terms for education level, age,
IQ, and allele-1 CGG size did not contribute significantly to the
model (all p’s > 0.213).

To facilitate comparison with extant literature focused on the
FMR1 premutation, the model was repeated while restricting the
sample to the subset of participants with premutation alleles.
Similar to the full model reported above, fit diagnostics indicated
that one observation far exceeded the recommended Cook’s D
cut-off criteria for influence and this point was excluded. The
overall model accounted for significant variance in disfluency,
F(8,27) = 4.02, p = 0.003, R2 = 0.54. The covariates for education
level (p = 0.077), age (p = 0.336), IQ (p = 0.293), and allele-1
CGG repeat size (p = 0.435) did not contribute significantly to
the model. Significant linear (p = 0.002, η2

p = 0.29) and quadratic
(p = 0.005, η2

p = 0.26) terms for CGG size were detected; see
Figure 2.

Disfluency Subtypes
Associations with specific disfluency subtypes were explored.
The model predicting filled pause disfluency yielded results that
were nearly identical to the overall disfluencies model. The cubic
model was the best fit, with significant linear, quadratic, and
cubic terms for CGG size, of medium-to-large effect sizes (all
p’s < 0.018, η2

p’s > 0.11). The curvilinear pattern with filled pause
disfluencies mirrored that of the overall disfluency model, which

is depicted in Figure 1. Filled pauses disfluencies were increased
at <30 and 70–110 CGG repeats, and the lowest at 40–70 repeats.
No significant linear, quadratic, or cubic effects for CGG repeat
length were observed in the models predicting repair or repetition
disfluency subtypes.

CGG Repeat Size as a Predictor of Verbal
Inhibition
The next model tested CGG repeat size as a predictor of verbal
inhibition. Results indicated that the overall model did not
account for significant variance in the Hayling error score,
F(9,47) = 1.46, p = 0.191, R2 = 0.22. However, the individual
linear, quadratic, and cubic terms for CGG size did account for
significant variance, with medium-to-large effect sizes (linear,
p = 0.012, η2

p = 0.13; quadratic, p = 0.017, η2
p = 0.12; and

cubic, p = 0.026, η2
p = 0.10); see Figure 3. The covariates did

not contribute significantly to the model (all p’s > 0.232). To
facilitate comparison with prior studies focused on the FMR1
premutation, the model was repeated while including only
individuals with premutation alleles. The overall models testing
linear, quadratic, and cubic CGG predictors did not account for
significant variance in verbal inhibition skills (all p’s > 0.419) and
the individual terms for CGG repeat size were also not significant
(all p’s > 0.122).

DISCUSSION

Building on emerging evidence that phenotypic variation may
occur across the full range of CGG repeat size, this study adopted
an individual-differences approach to investigate linguistic and
cognitive phenotypes occurring across the continuous range
of normal, intermediate, and premutation alleles. A robust
curvilinear association between CGG length and language
disfluency was detected, where low-normal alleles of about
≤25 repeats and mid-size premutation alleles of about 90–110
CGG repeats were associated with elevated risk. Disfluency was
not associated with inhibition deficits, which challenges prior
theoretical work and suggests that other factors, such as a primary
language deficit, could account for elevated language disfluency
in FMR1-associated conditions. The detected CGG-dependent
patterns of language disfluency open a new line of inquiry into
the role of FMR1 gene function in language production processes,
both in individuals with and without expanded CGG repeats on
FMR1.

This study builds on the work of Sterling et al. (2013), who
were the first to report increased disfluency in women with the
FMR1 premutation, but did not detect an association between
disfluency and CGG repeat length within the premutation
range. Our study incorporated a wider range of allele sizes and
allowed for non-linear relationships, yielding new evidence of
CGG-dependent changes in disfluency occurring across the full
range of normal, intermediate, and premutation alleles. The
curvilinear association between CGG repeat size and disfluency
was robust and evident even after accounting for relevant
confounds, including education level, age, and IQ. This finding
suggests associations with CGG repeat size occurring across
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FIGURE 1 | Relationship between disfluency and CGG repeat length. Cubic association between CGG repeat length and disfluency. Model-predicted values are
shown, controlling for education level, IQ, age, and allele-1 CGG size.

the continuum of normal, intermediate, and premutation alleles
that has not been evident in prior studies using categorical
classification of CGG size. However, appropriate circumspect
is warranted as our sample was characterized by limited
representation at low-normal and intermediate allele sizes and
replication in a larger sample is needed to confirm the patterns
observed here. The detected risk patterns for language disfluency
were largely consistent with the existing literature. Within
the range of premutation alleles, we found elevated language
disfluency at mid-size repeats (∼90–110 CGG repeats) relative
to the higher and lower ends of the premutation range. This
finding adds language production difficulties to the growing
list of clinical features that have increased severity within the
mid-size premutation range, which also includes psychiatric and
reproductive problems (Sullivan et al., 2005; Ennis et al., 2006;
Allen et al., 2007; Roberts et al., 2009; Seltzer et al., 2012; Mailick
et al., 2014a; Loesch et al., 2015).

A sharp increase in disfluency was also observed at the low
end of the normal range, beginning at about 25 CGG repeats.
Others have also reported increased risk for adverse phenotypes
at low-normal CGG lengths (e.g., Weghofer et al., 2012; Mailick
et al., 2014b), although there is little consensus as to where the
boundary of low-normal occurs. Our data are consistent with
Gleicher et al. (2010), who identified the low-normal range as
occurring at ≤25 CGG repeats based on descriptive analyses
of the allele sizes of 358 women. It is notable that the severity
of language disfluency at low-normal CGG sizes was similar to

that observed within the mid-size premutation range, suggesting
the potential for shared phenotypes across low-normal and mid-
premutation CGG lengths that may be further explored in future
work. This pattern of phenotypic overlap was also reflected in
our model testing inhibition skills. Historically, FMR1 has been
viewed as a gene with high importance for fragile X-associated
conditions, but little attention has been paid to the relevance
of FMR1 for the general population. Our findings, consistent
with other emerging reports (e.g., Mailick et al., 2014b, 2017;
Adamsheck et al., 2017), underscore the relevance of FMR1 at the
population level. Findings suggest that normal variation in FMR1
CGG repeat length relates to the language production skills of
individuals within the general population. However, replication
in a larger sample with better representation within the low-
normal range is needed to confirm this intriguing finding.

It will also be critical, in future research, to conduct targeted
methodological work aimed at determining the optimal analytic
strategy to account for the presence of two alleles in females. We
employed an analytic technique that focused on the larger allele as
the primary predictor while covarying for the size of the smaller
allele, which is the method that has been used most widely in
the extant literature (Gleicher et al., 2009a,b; Lledo et al., 2012;
Voorhuis et al., 2014; Schufreider et al., 2015). This strategy was
successful in detecting robust CGG associations in the present
study. However, there are other possible methods to account
for the presence of two alleles, such as focusing on the allele
that deviates further from 30 as the primary predictor, similar
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FIGURE 2 | Relationship between language disfluency and CGG repeat length across the premutation range. Quadratic association between CGG repeat length
and disfluency. Model-predicted values are shown, controlling for age, education level, IQ, and allele-1 CGG size.

to the technique adopted by Mailick et al. (2017). There is no
consensus on the field regarding the optimal analytic approach,
and little to no methodological work has been conducted to
delineate the strengths and weakness of these varied analytic
strategies. It is notable that, by focusing on the larger allele, the
participants who were characterized as having a low-normal allele
in the present study were indeed homozygous for low-normal
repeats on both alleles (i.e., by default, if the larger of the two
alleles was in the low-normal range, then the smaller allele was
of an equal or smaller size). This may have increased our ability
to detect phenotypic variation associated with the low-normal
range, and it is possible, and perhaps likely, that the detected
patterns do not generalize to individuals who carry only one low-
normal allele. Follow-up work contrasting phenotypes associated
with homozygous vs. heterozygous low-normal alleles in females
is needed to address this empirical question. The distinction
between homozygous and heterozygous low-normal alleles is
critical because, while only about 4% of females carry low-normal
CGG repeats on both X chromosomes, heterozygous low-normal
alleles are common, seen in about one-third of females (Kraan
et al., 2018).

Although the curvilinear patterns suggested that disfluency
was elevated at low-normal and mid-premutation CGG sizes,
it is unlikely that the increased disfluency reached the level of
clinical impairment. The average rate of disfluency at these alleles
sizes was ∼9%, compared to a rate of ∼7% observed in the
rest of the study cohort. In non-disordered adult speech, the

average rate of disfluency has been reported at about 6% (Bortfeld
et al., 2001), which is similar to the rate of 7% observed here.
Normal speakers show substantial individual variation in the rate
of disfluency, which is influenced both by context as well as
speaker characteristics (e.g., gender, IQ), which were controlled
in this study (Bortfeld et al., 2001; McDougall and Duckworth,
2017). Even when disfluencies do not reach clinical thresholds,
the quantification of these features can lend insight into broader
neurocognitive risk. For example, disfluencies have proven useful
as a marker of early neurodegeneration and disease progression
in clinical groups such as Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s disease
(McDowd et al., 2011; López-de-Ipiña et al., 2013; Tóth et al.,
2015). As discussed by Sterling et al. (2013), it is possible that
the presence of disfluencies within the context of the FMR1
premutation could portend the later development of FXTAS;
further research is needed to test this hypothesis.

Prior studies of the FMR1 premutation have postulated that
language disfluency marks executive dysfunction (Sterling et al.,
2013; Movaghar et al., 2017). An aim of the present study was
to test this assumption, which would inform the mechanisms
underlying disfluency relevant to the FMR1 premutation. We
focused specifically on inhibitory aspects of executive function,
given the theoretical ties between language production errors and
poor inhibitory control (i.e., the Inhibition Deficit Hypothesis;
Hasher and Zacks, 1988). Our data are at odds with the Inhibition
Deficit Hypothesis, as the overall severity of language disfluencies
was not associated with inhibition errors on the Hayling. We did
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FIGURE 3 | Relationship between verbal inhibition and CGG repeat length. Cubic association between CGG repeat length and inhibition skill. Model-predicted
values are shown, controlling for age, education level, IQ, and allele-1 CGG size. A higher Hayling error score reflects poorer verbal inhibition skills.

observe a correlation between inhibitory control and a specific
subtype of disfluencies: repairs. However, the direction of the
association was contrary to the Inhibition Deficit Hypothesis,
where individuals who exhibited greater difficulty on the verbal
inhibition task were less likely to exhibit revisions or restarts in
their language. Relatively few prior reports have directly tested
associations between inhibition and disfluency, making it difficult
to interpret this finding. The direction of effects detected here is
opposite that reported by Engelhardt et al. (2013), who found that
inhibition difficulties accounted for about a third of the variance
in repair disfluencies in typically developing speakers. However,
there are a number of methodological differences across studies
that may account for the discrepant findings, such as the focus
on a younger, mixed sex sample in the Engelhardt study, as well
as the measurement of disfluency from a constrained sentence
production task. Age, gender, and sampling context are all
factors that have been shown to influence the rate of disfluency
(Bortfeld et al., 2001; Shriberg, 2001). Additionally, Engelhardt
and colleagues found that repair disfluencies were only associated
with certain inhibition measures (the Stroop task but not the
Stop task), suggesting that choice of inhibition measure may
influence results; we used the Hayling Sentence Completion Task
in the current study because prior research suggests that it is
sensitive to premutation-associated inhibitory deficits (Kraan
et al., 2014b). Overall, the role of individual differences in
executive function have only begun to be explored with respect
to language production, and research has yet to link the variance

in executive skills with specific processes or sub-processes of the
language production system. These findings highlight the need
for more nuanced investigation into the mechanisms associated
with language disfluency, both in the FMR1 premutation as well
as in the general population.

One possible interpretation of our findings is that language
disfluencies do not arise from inhibitory deficits specifically,
but nonetheless are influenced by other aspects of executive
function. In general, a variety of executive control processes
are necessary for fluent language production, such as planning,
self-monitoring, and attention (Bosshardt, 2002; Turkstra et al.,
2004; Schnadt and Corley, 2006; Felsenfeld et al., 2010). It may
not be possible to trace disfluency back to a single executive
domain. Additionally, the hypothesis that disfluency is a primary
reflection of executive deficits may be misguided because it
largely ignores the role of specific language processes in language
production. For example, fluent language production relies
heavily on language processes that support word-finding, such
as phonological and lexical access (Levelt, 1992; Postma, 2000;
Hartsuiker and Notebaert, 2010). Although cognitive-executive
deficits have been researched more extensively in the FMR1
premutation, the literature suggests that the specific language
deficits may also occur in this group, such as abnormalities in
semantic activation (Yang et al., 2014a,b), verbal recall (Shelton
et al., 2017), verbal encoding (Hippolyte et al., 2014), and
pragmatic language (Losh et al., 2012; Klusek et al., 2016). The
present study raises the possibility that language-related deficits
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of the FMR1 premutation may occur independent of an executive
dysfunction phenotype.

The disfluency subtype analyses, which suggested that
the observed FMR1 CGG length associations were driven
primarily by the occurrence of filled pause disfluencies, are also
informative. Unlike repetition and repair disfluencies that are
thought to arise as an unintentional by-product of difficulty
within the language production system, filled pauses (e.g.,
“um,” “uh”) can be produced intentionally as listener-oriented
signals that fulfill discourse-related pragmatic functions. For
example, filled pauses can be used by the speaker to signal an
upcoming delay, hold the conversational floor, and convey the
speaker’s level of confidence (Clark, 1994; Brennan and Williams,
1995; Clark and Tree, 2002). Thus, filled pauses can serve as
pragmatic markers, and some emerging evidence suggest that
their occurrence is correlated with measures of autism symptom
severity (Irvine et al., 2016). Pragmatic language difficulties and
features of the broad autism phenotype have been documented in
women with the FMR1 premutation in a number of prior reports
(Losh et al., 2012; Schneider et al., 2016; Klusek et al., 2017b,c,
2018). Follow-up studies are needed to explore the possibility that
the filled pause disfluencies observed in the present study marked
pragmatic, rather than executive, processes.

We are unable to draw strong conclusions regarding CGG-
dependent changes in verbal inhibition. The individual predictors
for linear, quadratic, and cubic CGG terms accounted for
significant variance in verbal inhibition skills, with medium-
to-large effect sizes, although this result should be interpreted
with caution as the overall model was not significant. We
may have been underpowered, perhaps due, in part, to the
inclusion of several covariates that reduced degrees of freedom
(inference was identical in a simplified model omitting covariates,
although the model approached significance at p = 0.063; data not
shown). Although the detected patterns are preliminary, they are
consistent with emerging literature on CGG-dependent changes
in behavioral inhibition. We detected poor inhibitory control
at the low end of the premutation range, with inhibition skills
improving with higher CGG repeat size until about 120 repeats
(see Figure 3). This pattern mirrors the findings of Shelton
et al. (2014), who found that ocular-motor inhibitory errors
decreased linearly with increasing CGG size in women with the
FMR1 premutation. Notably, the Shelton et al. (2014) report was
based on a truncated sample of women carrying premutation
alleles of 61–102 CGG repeats, which may explain why a linear
pattern fit the data. Our results were based on a wider range of
premutation alleles (as high as 147 CGG repeats), which allowed
us to detect a non-linear pattern where inhibitory errors began to
increase at > 120 CGG repeats. Other reports have not detected
associations between CGG size and inhibition, but have relied
only on tests of linear association that may have obscured patterns
(e.g., Kraan et al., 2014a,b). It will be important to test for
non-linear associations in future research on FMR1-associated
variation to clarify the inconsistencies in the literature. Another
notable finding related to the inhibition data was that the patterns
of CGG-associated risk differed across language disfluency and
verbal inhibition. For instance, mid-size premutation alleles were
associated with decreased risk for inhibition deficits but increased

risk for disfluency. Additional research is needed to explore these
preliminary findings, which may indicate mechanistic specificity
or domain-specific effects.

Regarding intermediate or “gray zone” alleles, the results of
the present study are tentative and replication is needed, as
our sample was underrepresented within this range. Preliminary
findings suggested that intermediate repeat sizes were associated
with the lowest level of disfluency and the highest level of
inhibition errors relative to CGG repeat sizes in the normal
and premutation ranges. This study highlights intermediate
alleles as an opportunity for future research. Prior investigations
of intermediate alleles have focused primarily on movement
disorders and reproductive function (e.g., Bodega et al., 2005;
Debrey et al., 2016; Entezari et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2017) and
findings are controversial, as not all reports indicate increased
risk in these areas (Toft et al., 2005; Bennett et al., 2010; Kline
et al., 2014). To our knowledge, no prior studies have investigated
cognitive or linguistic phenotypes relative to intermediate alleles,
which is a fruitful avenue of future investigation as intermediate
alleles affect a significant proportion of the population (about 1:57
individuals; Cronister et al., 2008).

There are a number of future directions and considerations
related to the findings of this study. First, replication in a
larger sample with better representation across the full range
of normal, intermediate, and premutation allele sizes will lend
further credence to results. The representation of our study
cohort was limited at some allele sizes, particularly within the
low-normal, intermediate, and higher end of the premutation
ranges. As previously discussed, this study underscores the
need for methodological work to determine the most optimal
analytic technique for accounting for the presence of two alleles
in females, particularly with respect to the characterization of
homozygous vs. heterozygous low-normal alleles. This work
could also be extended through the incorporation of FMRP
and FMR1 mRNA indices in future studies, which may be
more accurate predictors of FMR1-related phenotypes. It is
also notable that our sample consisted of mothers who had
children with developmental disorders (fragile X syndrome or
ASD). The inclusion of mothers of children with ASD to
represent normal/intermediate CGG repeat sizes was necessary to
account for the potential impact of parenting stress on cognitive
and linguistic performance across all participants. However, a
limitation of this design is that it is unclear whether the cognitive
and linguistic attributes of parents of disabled children are
representative of the general population. For example, there is
evidence that the chronic stress of parenting a child with a
disability is linked with accelerated cognitive aging (Song et al.,
2015) and therefore could theoretically also impact language
production performance. Inclusion of an additional comparison
group of mothers of typically developing children, or mothers
of children with other intellectual or developmental disabilities,
would have allowed us to better determine caregiver-related
effects. Additionally, fragile X syndrome and ASD vary in their
severity and presentation and it is possible that we were unable to
completely account for differences in caregiver burden across the
range of normal/intermediate and premutation alleles. Finally,
our focus on inhibition as a correlate of disfluency was guided

Frontiers in Genetics | www.frontiersin.org 10 August 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 344

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics#articles


fgene-09-00344 August 24, 2018 Time: 12:14 # 11

Klusek et al. Disfluency Across FMR1 CGG Repeats

by theory, but inhibition represents just one of several cognitive-
executive mechanisms likely involved in language production;
incorporating a wider battery of executive tests, and well as other
measures of language function, would have allowed us to better
tease apart the contributions of specific executive and language
skills on disfluency.

CONCLUSION

This study adopted an individual differences approach to
examine cognitive and linguistic correlates of FMR1 CGG
repeat size across the continuum of normal, intermediate,
and premutation allele ranges. We detected CGG-dependent
changes in language disfluency, with evidence of increased risk
at mid-premutation and low-normal alleles. Disfluency was not
associated with verbal inhibition deficits, highlighting the need
to clarify the relative contributions of executive and linguistic
processes in disfluency associated with the FMR1 premutation.
Overall, this study provides novel evidence suggesting a role
of FMR1 in language production skills that is observed
across both individuals with and without CGG expansions on
FMR1.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The data that support the findings are available from the
corresponding author upon reasonable request.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

JK conceived the study, led the data collection, analysis, and
interpretation, and drafted the manuscript. AP led the disfluency
coding. LA and JR provided guidance on study design, data
collection, and data interpretation. MM and BT contributed to
data analysis and interpretation. TA, FT, and AG contributed
to the collection and interpretation of the genetic data. All the
authors contributed to the interpretation of the results, critical
revision of the manuscript, and read and approved the final
manuscript.

FUNDING

This research was supported by the National Institutes of
Health (F32DC013934, PI: Klusek; R01MH090194, PI: Roberts;
R01HD024356, PI: Abbeduto; R01HD02274, PI: Tassone), the
Research Participant Registry Core of the Carolina Institute
for Developmental Disabilities (P30HD03110), the IDDRC
Administrative Core (U54HD079125). Support was also
provided, in part, by ASPIRE grant awarded by the Office of the
Vice President for Research at the University of South Carolina
and a University of South Carolina Magellan Scholars grant.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the women who participated in this study.

REFERENCES
Adamsheck, H. C., Petty, E. M., Hong, J., Baker, M. W., Brilliant, M. H., and

Mailick, M. R. (2017). Is low FMR1 cgg repeat length in males correlated with
family history of BRCA-associated cancers? An exploratory analysis of medical
records. J. Genet. Counsel. 26, 1401–1410. doi: 10.1007/s10897-017-0116-5

Adayev, T., Lafauci, G., Dobkin, C., Caggana, M., Wiley, V., Field, M., et al. (2014).
Fragile X protein in newborn dried blood spots. BMC Med. Genet. 15:119.
doi: 10.1186/s12881-014-0119-0

Allen, E., Sullivan, A., Marcus, M., Small, C., Dominguez, C., Epstein, M., et al.
(2007). Examination of reproductive aging milestones among women who carry
the FMR1 premutation. Hum. Reprod. 22, 2142–2152. doi: 10.1093/humrep/
dem148

Allen, E. G., He, W., Yadav-Shah, M., and Sherman, S. L. (2004). A study of the
distributional characteristics of FMR1 transcript levels in 238 individuals. Hum.
Genet. 114, 439–447. doi: 10.1007/s00439-004-1086-x

Bennett, C. E., Conway, G. S., Macpherson, J. N., Jacobs, P. A., and Murray, A.
(2010). Intermediate sized CGG repeats are not a common cause of idiopathic
premature ovarian failure. Hum. Reprod. 25, 1335–1338. doi: 10.1093/humrep/
deq058

Bodega, B., Bione, S., Dalpra, L., Toniolo, D., Ornaghi, F., Vegetti, W., et al.
(2005). Influence of intermediate and uninterrupted FMR1 CGG expansions
in premature ovarian failure manifestation. Hum. Reprod. 21, 952–957.
doi: 10.1093/humrep/dei432

Bortfeld, H., Leon, S. D., Bloom, J. E., Schober, M. F., and Brennan, S. E.
(2001). Disfluency rates in conversation: effects of age, relationship, topic,
role, and gender. Lang. Speech 44, 123–147. doi: 10.1177/002383090104400
20101

Bosshardt, H.-G. (2002). Effects of concurrent cognitive processing on the fluency
of word repetition: comparison between persons who do and do not stutter.
J. Fluency Disord. 27, 93–114. doi: 10.1016/S0094-730X(02)00113-4

Brennan, S., and Williams, M. (1995). The feeling of another’s knowing: prosody
and filled pauses as cues to listeners about the metacognitive states of speakers.
J. Mem. Lang. 34, 383–398. doi: 10.1006/jmla.1995.1017

Bretherick, K. L., Fluker, M. R., and Robinson, W. P. (2005). FMR1 repeat sizes in
the gray zone and high end of the normal range are associated with premature
ovarian failure. Hum. Genet. 117, 376–382. doi: 10.1007/s00439-005-1326-8

Burgess, P., and Shallice, T. (1997). Hayling Sentence Completion Test. Suffolk:
Thames Valley Test Company.

Burke, D. M., Shafto, M. A., Craik, F., and Salthouse, T. (2008). Language and aging.
Handb. Aging Cognit. 3, 373–443.

Chen, L., Hadd, A., Sah, S., Filipovic-Sadic, S., Krosting, J., Sekinger, E., et al. (2010).
An information-rich CGG repeat primed PCR that detects the full range of
fragile X expanded alleles and minimizes the need for southern blot analysis.
J. Mol. Diagn. 12, 589–600. doi: 10.2353/jmoldx.2010.090227

Chen, L.-S., Tassone, F., Sahota, P., and Hagerman, P. J. (2003). The (CGG) n repeat
element within the 5′ untranslated region of the FMR1 message provides both
positive and negative cis effects on in vivo translation of a downstream reporter.
Hum. Mol. Genet. 12, 3067–3074. doi: 10.1093/hmg/ddg331

Clark, H. H. (1994). Managing problems in speaking. Speech Commun. 15,
243–250. doi: 10.1016/0167-6393(94)90075-2

Clark, H. H., and Tree, J. E. F. (2002). Using uh and um in spontaneous speaking.
Cognition 84, 73–111. doi: 10.1016/S0010-0277(02)00017-3

Coffee, B., Keith, K., Albizua, I., Malone, T., Mowrey, J., Sherman, S. L., et al. (2009).
Incidence of fragile X syndrome by newborn screening for methylated FMR1
DNA. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 85, 503–514. doi: 10.1016/j.ajhg.2009.09.007

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences. Hillsdale,
NJ: L. Erlbaum Associates.

Cook, R. D. (1977). Detection of influential observation in linear regression.
Technometrics 19, 15–18.

Cronister, A., Teicher, J., Rohlfs, E. M., Donnenfeld, A., and Hallam, S. (2008).
Prevalence and instability of fragile X alleles: implications for offering fragile

Frontiers in Genetics | www.frontiersin.org 11 August 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 344

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10897-017-0116-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12881-014-0119-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dem148
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dem148
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00439-004-1086-x
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deq058
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deq058
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dei432
https://doi.org/10.1177/00238309010440020101
https://doi.org/10.1177/00238309010440020101
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0094-730X(02)00113-4
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmla.1995.1017
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00439-005-1326-8
https://doi.org/10.2353/jmoldx.2010.090227
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddg331
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-6393(94)90075-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-0277(02)00017-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2009.09.007
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics#articles


fgene-09-00344 August 24, 2018 Time: 12:14 # 12

Klusek et al. Disfluency Across FMR1 CGG Repeats

X prenatal diagnosis. Obstet. Gynecol. 111, 596–601. doi: 10.1097/AOG.
0b013e318163be0b

Darnell, J. C., Van Driesche, S. J., Zhang, C., Hung, K. Y., Mele, A., Fraser, C. E.,
et al. (2011). FMRP stalls ribosomal translocation on mRNAs linked to synaptic
function and autism. Cell 146, 247–261. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2011.06.013

Debrey, S. M., Leehey, M. A., Klepitskaya, O., Filley, C. M., Shah, R. C., Kluger, B.,
et al. (2016). Clinical phenotype of adult fragile X gray zone allele carriers: a case
series. Cerebellum 15, 623–631. doi: 10.1007/s12311-016-0809-6

Dollaghan, C. A., and Campbell, T. (1992). A procedure for classifying disruptions
in spontaneous language samples. Top. Lang. Disord. 12, 56–68. doi: 10.1159/
000319913

Engelhardt, P. E., Ferreira, F., and Nigg, J. T. (2011). Language production
strategies and disfluencies in multi-clause network descriptions: a study of adult
attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder. Neuropsychology 25, 442–453. doi: 10.
1037/a0022436

Engelhardt, P. E., Nigg, J. T., and Ferreira, F. (2013). Is the fluency of language
outputs related to individual differences in intelligence and executive function?
Acta Psychol. 144, 424–432. doi: 10.1016/j.actpsy.2013.08.002

Ennis, S., Ward, D., and Murray, A. (2006). Nonlinear association between CGG
repeat number and age of menopause in FMR1 premutation carriers. Eur. J.
Hum. Genet. 14, 253–255. doi: 10.1038/sj.ejhg.5201510

Entezari, A., Khaniani, M. S., Bahrami, T., Derakhshan, S. M., and Darvish, H.
(2017). Screening for intermediate CGG alleles of FMR1 gene in male Iranian
patients with Parkinsonism. Neurol. Sci. 38, 123–128. doi: 10.1007/s10072-016-
2723-6

Felsenfeld, S., Van Beijsterveldt, C. E. M., and Boomsma, D. I. (2010). Attentional
regulation in young twins with probable stuttering, high nonfluency, and typical
fluency. J. Speech Lang. Hear Res. 53, 1147–1166. doi: 10.1044/1092-4388(2010/
09-0164)

Gleicher, N., Weghofer, A., and Barad, D. H. (2009a). A pilot study of premature
ovarian senescence: I. Correlation of triple CGG repeats on the FMR1 gene to
ovarian reserve parameters FSH and anti-Müllerian hormone. Fertil. Steril. 91,
1700–1706. doi: 10.1016/j.fertnstert.2008.01.098

Gleicher, N., Weghofer, A., Oktay, K., and Barad, D. H. (2009b). Correlation
of triple repeats on the FMR1 (fragile X) gene to ovarian reserve: a new
infertility test? Acta Obstet. Gynecol. Scand. 88, 1024–1030. doi: 10.1080/
00016340903171058

Gleicher, N., Weghofer, A., and Barad, D. H. (2010). Effects of race/ethnicity on
triple CGG counts in the FMR1 gene in infertile women and egg donors.Reprod.
BioMed. Online 20, 485–491. doi: 10.1016/j.rbmo.2009.12.017

Hagerman, R., and Hagerman, P. (2013). Advances in clinical and molecular
understanding of the FMR1 premutation and fragile X-associated tremor/ataxia
syndrome. Lancet Neurol. 12, 786–798. doi: 10.1016/S1474-4422(13)70125-X

Hall, D., Tassone, F., Klepitskaya, O., and Leehey, M. (2012). Fragile X–associated
tremor ataxia syndrome in FMR1 gray zone allele carriers. Mov. Disord. 27,
297–301. doi: 10.1002/mds.24021

Hall, D. A., Berry-Kravis, E., Zhang, W., Tassone, F., Spector, E., Zerbe, G., et al.
(2011). FMR1 gray-zone alleles: association with Parkinson’s disease in women?
Mov. Disord. 26, 1900–1906. doi: 10.1002/mds.23755

Hartsuiker, R. J., and Notebaert, L. (2010). Lexical access problems lead to
disfluencies in speech. Exp. Psychol. 57, 169–177. doi: 10.1027/1618-3169/
a000021

Hasher, L., and Zacks, R. T. (1988). “Working memory, comprehension, and aging:
a review and a new view,” in Psychology of Learning and Motivation, ed. G. H.
Bower (New York, NY: Academic Press), 193–225.

Hippolyte, L., Battistella, G., Perrin, A. G., Fornari, E., Cornish, K. M., Beckmann,
J. S., et al. (2014). Investigation of memory, executive functions, and anatomic
correlates in asymptomatic FMR1 premutation carriers. Neurobiol. Aging 35,
1939–1946. doi: 10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.01.150

Hogan, A. L., Caravella, K. E., Ezell, J., Rague, L., Hills, K., and Roberts, J. E. (2017).
Autism spectrum disorder symptoms in infants with fragile X syndrome: a
prospective case series. J. Autism. Dev. Disord. 47, 1628–1644. doi: 10.1007/
s10803-017-3081-9

Hunter, J., Rivero-Arias, O., Angelov, A., Kim, E., Fotheringham, I., and Leal, J.
(2014). Epidemiology of fragile X syndrome: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. Am. J. Med. Genet. Part A 164, 1648–1658. doi: 10.1002/ajmg.a.36511

Irvine, C. A., Eigsti, I.-M., and Fein, D. A. (2016). Uh, um, and autism: filler
disfluencies as pragmatic markers in adolescents with optimal outcomes from

autism spectrum disorder. J. Autism. Dev. Disord. 46, 1061–1070. doi: 10.1007/
s10803-015-2651-y

Kaufman, A. S., and Kaufman, N. L. (2004). Kaufman Brief Intelligence Test, 2nd
Edn. Los Angeles, CA: Pearson Assessments.

Kemper, S., Thompson, M., and Marquis, J. (2001). Longitudinal change in
language production: effects of aging and dementia on grammatical complexity
and semantic content. Psychol. Aging. 16, 600–614. doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.16.
4.600

Kenneson, A., Zhang, F., Hagedorn, C. H., and Warren, S. T. (2001). Reduced
FMRP and increased FMR1 transcription is proportionally associated
with CGG repeat number in intermediate-length and premutation
carriers. Hum. Mol. Genet. 10, 1449–1454. doi: 10.1093/hmg/10.
14.1449

Kline, J. K., Kinney, A. M., Levin, B., Brown, S. A., Hadd, A. G., and
Warburton, D. (2014). Intermediate CGG repeat length at the FMR1 locus is not
associated with hormonal indicators of ovarian age. Menopause (N.Y.) 21:740.
doi: 10.1097/GME.0000000000000139

Klusek, J., Fairchild, A. J., and Roberts, J. E. (2018). Vagal tone as a putative
mechanism for pragmatic competence: an investigation of carriers of the FMR1
premutation. J. Autism Dev. Disord. doi: 10.1007/s10803-018-3714-7 [Epub
ahead of print].

Klusek, J., LaFauci, G., Adayev, T., Brown, W. T., Tassone, F., and Roberts, J. E.
(2017a). Reduced vagal tone in women with the FMR1 premutation is associated
with FMR1 mRNA but not depression or anxiety. J. Neurodev. Disord. 9:16.
doi: 10.1186/s11689-017-9197-6

Klusek, J., Mcgrath, S. E., Abbeduto, L., and Roberts, J. E. (2016). Pragmatic
language features of mothers with the FMR1 premutation are associated
with the language outcomes of adolescents and young adults with fragile X
syndrome. J. Speech Lang. Hear Res. 59, 49–61. doi: 10.1044/2015_JSLHR-L-
15-0102

Klusek, J., Ruber, A., and Roberts, J. E. (2017b). Impaired eye contact in the
FMR1 premutation is not associated with social anxiety or the broad autism
phenotype. Clin. Neuropsychol. doi: 10.1080/13854046.2017.1384063 [Epub
ahead of print].

Klusek, J., Schmidt, J., Fairchild, A. J., Porter, A., and Roberts, J. E. (2017c).
Altered sensitivity to social gaze in the FMR1 premutation and pragmatic
language competence. J. Neurodev. Disord. 9:31. doi: 10.1186/s11689-017-
9211-z

Kraan, C. M., Bui, Q. M., Field, M., Archibald, A. D., Metcalfe, S. A., Christie,
L. M., et al. (2018). FMR1 allele size distribution in 35,000 males and females:
a comparison of developmental delay and general population cohorts. Genet.
Med. [Epub ahead of print]. doi: 10.1038/gim.2018.52

Kraan, C. M., Hocking, D. R., Bradshaw, J. L., Georgiou-Karistianis, N., Metcalfe,
S. A., Archibald, A. D., et al. (2014a). Symbolic sequence learning is associated
with cognitive-affective profiles in female FMR1 premutation carriers. Genes
Brain Behav. 13, 385–393. doi: 10.1111/gbb.12122

Kraan, C. M., Hocking, D. R., Georgiou-Karistianis, N., Metcalfe, S. A., Archibald,
A. D., Fielding, J., et al. (2014b). Impaired response inhibition is associated with
self-reported symptoms of depression, anxiety, and ADHD in female FMR1
premutation carriers. Am. J. Med. Genet. B Neuropsychiatr. Genet. 165, 41–51.
doi: 10.1002/ajmg.b.32203

Landis, J. R., and Koch, G. G. (1977). The measurement of observer agreement for
categorical data. Biometrics 33, 159–174. doi: 10.2307/2529310

Levelt, W. J. M. (1992). Accessing words in speech production: stages, processes
and representations. Cognition 42, 1–22. doi: 10.1016/0010-0277(92)90038-J

Liu, Y., Winarni, T. I., Zhang, L., Tassone, F., and Hagerman, R. J. (2013). Fragile
X-associated tremor/ataxia syndrome (FXTAS) in grey zone carriers. Clin.
Genet. 84, 74–77. doi: 10.1111/cge.12026

Lledo, B., Guerrero, J., Ortiz, J. A., Morales, R., Ten, J., Llacer, J., et al.
(2012). Intermediate and normal sized CGG repeat on the FMR1 gene does
not negatively affect donor ovarian response. Hum. Reprod. 27, 609–614.
doi: 10.1093/humrep/der415

Loesch, D., Bui, M., Hammersley, E., Schneider, A., Storey, E., Stimpson, P., et al.
(2015). Psychological status in female carriers of premutation FMR1 allele
showing a complex relationship with the size of CGG expansion. Clin. Genet.
87, 173–178. doi: 10.1111/cge.12347

Loesch, D. Z., Bui, Q. M., Huggins, R. M., Mitchell, R. J., Hagerman, R. J., and
Tassone, F. (2007). Transcript levels of the intermediate size or grey zone fragile

Frontiers in Genetics | www.frontiersin.org 12 August 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 344

https://doi.org/10.1097/AOG.0b013e318163be0b
https://doi.org/10.1097/AOG.0b013e318163be0b
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.06.013
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12311-016-0809-6
https://doi.org/10.1159/000319913
https://doi.org/10.1159/000319913
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022436
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2013.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.ejhg.5201510
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10072-016-2723-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10072-016-2723-6
https://doi.org/10.1044/1092-4388(2010/09-0164)
https://doi.org/10.1044/1092-4388(2010/09-0164)
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2008.01.098
https://doi.org/10.1080/00016340903171058
https://doi.org/10.1080/00016340903171058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rbmo.2009.12.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(13)70125-X
https://doi.org/10.1002/mds.24021
https://doi.org/10.1002/mds.23755
https://doi.org/10.1027/1618-3169/a000021
https://doi.org/10.1027/1618-3169/a000021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.01.150
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-017-3081-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-017-3081-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.a.36511
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-015-2651-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-015-2651-y
https://doi.org/10.1037/0882-7974.16.4.600
https://doi.org/10.1037/0882-7974.16.4.600
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/10.14.1449
https://doi.org/10.1093/hmg/10.14.1449
https://doi.org/10.1097/GME.0000000000000139
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-018-3714-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s11689-017-9197-6
https://doi.org/10.1044/2015_JSLHR-L-15-0102
https://doi.org/10.1044/2015_JSLHR-L-15-0102
https://doi.org/10.1080/13854046.2017.1384063
https://doi.org/10.1186/s11689-017-9211-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s11689-017-9211-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/gim.2018.52
https://doi.org/10.1111/gbb.12122
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.b.32203
https://doi.org/10.2307/2529310
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-0277(92)90038-J
https://doi.org/10.1111/cge.12026
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/der415
https://doi.org/10.1111/cge.12347
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics#articles


fgene-09-00344 August 24, 2018 Time: 12:14 # 13

Klusek et al. Disfluency Across FMR1 CGG Repeats

X mental retardation 1 alleles are raised, and correlate with the number of CGG
repeats. J. Med. Genet. 44, 200–204. doi: 10.1136/jmg.2006.043950

Loesch, D. Z., Godler, D. E., Evans, A., Bui, Q. M., Gehling, F., Kotschet, K. E., et al.
(2011). Evidence for the toxicity of bidirectional transcripts and mitochondrial
dysfunction in blood associated with small CGG expansions in the FMR1 gene
in patients with parkinsonism. Genet. Med. 13, 392–399. doi: 10.1097/GIM.
0b013e3182064362

Loesch, D. Z., Khaniani, M. S., Slater, H. R., Rubio, J. P., Bui, Q. M., Kotschet, K.,
et al. (2009). Small CGG repeat expansion alleles of FMR1 gene are associated
with parkinsonism. Clin. Genet. 76, 471–476. doi: 10.1111/j.1399-0004.2009.
01275.x

López-de-Ipiña, K., Alonso, J.-B., Travieso, C. M., Solé-Casals, J., Egiraun, H.,
Faundez-Zanuy, M., et al. (2013). On the selection of non-invasive methods
based on speech analysis oriented to automatic Alzheimer disease diagnosis.
Sensors 13, 6730–6745. doi: 10.3390/s130506730

Losh, M., Klusek, J., Martin, G. E., Sideris, J., Parlier, M., and Piven, J. (2012).
Defining genetically meaningful language and personality traits in relatives of
individuals with fragile X syndrome and relatives of individuals with autism.
Am. J. Med. Genet. B Neuropsychiatr. Genet. 159B, 660–668. doi: 10.1002/ajmg.
b.32070

Ludwig, A. L., Hershey, J. W., and Hagerman, P. J. (2011). Initiation of
translation of the FMR1 mRNA Occurs predominantly through 5′-end-
dependent ribosomal scanning. J. Mol. Biol. 407, 21–34. doi: 10.1016/j.jmb.
2011.01.006

Magaña, A. B., Goldstein, M. J., Karno, M., Miklowitz, D. J., Jenkins, J., and Falloon,
I. R. (1986). A brief method for assessing expressed emotion in relatives of
psychiatric patients. Psychiatry Res. 17, 203–212. doi: 10.1016/0165-1781(86)
90049-1

Mailick, M., Hong, J., Greenberg, J., Dawalt, L. S., Baker, M. W., and Rathouz,
P. J. (2017). FMR1 genotype interacts with parenting stress to shape health and
functional abilities in older age. Am. J. Med. Genet. B Neuropsychiatr. Genet.
174, 399–412. doi: 10.1002/ajmg.b.32529

Mailick, M. R., Hong, J., Greenberg, J., Smith, L., and Sherman, S. (2014a).
Curvilinear association of CGG repeats and age at menopause in women with
FMR1 premutation expansions. Am. J. Med. Genet. B 165, 705–711. doi: 10.
1002/ajmg.b.32277

Mailick, M. R., Hong, J., Rathouz, P., Baker, M. W., Greenberg, J. S., Smith, L.,
et al. (2014b). Low-normal FMR1 CGG repeat length: phenotypic associations.
Front. Genet. 5:309. doi: 10.3389/fgene.2014.00309

Matherly, S., Klusek, J., Thurman, A. J., Mcduffie, A., Abbeduto, L., and Roberts,
J. E. (2018). Cortisol profiles differentiated in adolescents and young adult males
with fragile X syndrome versus autism spectrum disorder. Dev. Psychobiol. 60,
78–89. doi: 10.1002/dev.21578

McDougall, K., and Duckworth, M. (2017). Profiling fluency: an analysis of
individual variation in disfluencies in adult males. Speech Commun. 95, 16–27.
doi: 10.1016/j.specom.2017.10.001

McDowd, J., Hoffman, L., Rozek, E., Lyons, K. E., Pahwa, R., Burns, J., et al.
(2011). Understanding verbal fluency in healthy aging, Alzheimer’s disease,
and Parkinson’s disease. Neuropsychology 25, 210–225. doi: 10.1037/a002
1531

Miller, J. F., and Chapman, R. S. (2008). Systematic Analysis of Language Transcripts
(SALT). Madison, WI: University of Wisconsin-Madison, Waisman Center.

Movaghar, A., Mailick, M., Sterling, A., Greenberg, J., and Saha, K. (2017).
Automated screening for Fragile X premutation carriers based on linguistic and
cognitive computational phenotypes. Sci. Rep. 7:2674. doi: 10.1038/s41598-017-
02682-4

Peprah, E. (2012). Fragile X syndrome: the FMR1 CGG repeat distribution among
world populations. Ann. Hum. Genet. 76, 179–191. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-1809.
2011.00694.x

Peprah, E., He, W., Allen, E., Oliver, T., Boyne, A., and Sherman, S. L. (2010).
Examination of FMR1 transcript and protein levels among 74 premutation
carriers. J. Hum. Genet. 55, 66–68. doi: 10.1038/jhg.2009.121

Postma, A. (2000). Detection of errors during speech production: a review of
speech monitoring models. Cognition 77, 97–132. doi: 10.1016/S0010-0277(00)
00090-1

Roberts, J. E., Bailey, D. B., Mankowski, J., Ford, A., Weisenfeld, L. A., Heath,
T. M., et al. (2009). Mood and anxiety disorders in females with the FMR1

premutation. Am. J. Med. Genet. B Neuropsychiatr. Genet. 150B, 130–139.
doi: 10.1002/ajmg.b.30786

Rodriguez-Revenga, L., Madrigal, I., Pagonabarraga, J., Xuncla, M., Badenas, C.,
Kulisevsky, J., et al. (2009). Penetrance of FMR1 premutation associated
pathologies in fragile X syndrome families. Eur. J. Hum. Genet. 17, 1359–1362.
doi: 10.1038/ejhg.2009.51

Santoro, M. R., Bray, S. M., and Warren, S. T. (2012). Molecular mechanisms of
fragile X syndrome: a twenty-year perspective. Ann. Rev. Pathol. Mech. Dis. 7,
219–245. doi: 10.1146/annurev-pathol-011811-132457

SAS Institute (2013). SAS Institute Version 9.4. Cary, NC: SAS Institute.
Schnadt, M. J., and Corley, M. (2006). “The influence of lexical, conceptual and

planning based factors on disfluency production,” in Proceedings of the Twenty-
Eighth Cognitive Science Society, Vol. 28 (Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates).

Schneider, A., Johnston, C., Tassone, F., Sansone, S., Hagerman, R., Ferrer, E.,
et al. (2016). Broad autism spectrum and obsessive–compulsive symptoms
in adults with the fragile X premutation. Clin. Neuropsychol. 30, 929–943.
doi: 10.1080/13854046.2016.1189536

Schufreider, A., Mcqueen, D. B., Lee, S. M., Allon, R., Uhler, M. L., Davie, J., et al.
(2015). Diminished ovarian reserve is not observed in infertility patients with
high normal CGG repeats on the fragile X mental retardation 1 (FMR1) gene.
Hum. Reprod. 30, 2686–2692. doi: 10.1093/humrep/dev220

Sellier, C., Usdin, K., Pastori, C., Peschansky, V. J., Tassone, F., and Charlet-
Berguerand, N. (2014). The multiple molecular facets of fragile X-associated
tremor/ataxia syndrome. J. Neurodev. Disord. 6:23. doi: 10.1186/1866-19
55-6-23

Seltzer, M. M., Barker, E. T., Greenberg, J. S., Hong, J., Coe, C., and Almeida, D.
(2012). Differential sensitivity to life stress in FMR1 premutation carrier
mothers of children with fragile X syndrome. Health Psychol. 31, 612–622.
doi: 10.1037/a0026528

Shelton, A. L., Cornish, K., and Fielding, J. (2017). Long term verbal memory recall
deficits in fragile X premutation females. Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 144, 131–135.
doi: 10.1016/j.nlm.2017.07.002

Shelton, A. L., Cornish, K., Kraan, C., Georgiou-Karistianis, N., Metcalfe, S. A.,
Bradshaw, J. L., et al. (2014). Exploring inhibitory deficits in female premutation
carriers of fragile X syndrome: trough eye movements. Brain Cogn. 85, 201–208.
doi: 10.1016/j.bandc.2013.12.006

Shriberg, E. (2001). To ‘errrr’is human: ecology and acoustics of speech
disfluencies. J. Int. Phonet. Assoc. 31, 153–169. doi: 10.1017/S0025100301001128

Sidorov, M. S., Auerbach, B. D., and Bear, M. F. (2013). Fragile X mental retardation
protein and synaptic plasticity. Mol. Brain 6:15. doi: 10.1186/1756-6606-6-15

Song, F., Barton, P., Sleightholme, V., Yao, G., and Fry-Smith, A. (2003). Screening
for fragile X syndrome: a literature review and modelling study. Health Technol.
Assess. 7, 1–106. doi: 10.3310/hta7160

Song, J., Mailick, M. R., Greenberg, J. S., Ryff, C. D., and Lachman, M. E. (2015).
Cognitive aging in parents of children with disabilities. J. Gerontol. Ser. B
Psychol. Sci. Soc. Sci. 71, 821–830. doi: 10.1093/geronb/gbv015

Sterling, A. M., Mailick, M., Greenberg, J., Warren, S. F., and Brady, N. (2013).
Language dysfluencies in females with the FMR1 premutation. Brain Cogn. 82,
84–89. doi: 10.1016/j.bandc.2013.02.009

Sullivan, A. K., Marcus, M., Epstein, M. P., Allen, E. G., Anido, A. E., Paquin, J. J.,
et al. (2005). Association of FMR1 repeat size with ovarian dysfunction. Hum.
Reprod. 20, 402–412. doi: 10.1093/humrep/deh635

Sullivan, S. D., Welt, C., and Sherman, S. (2011). FMR1 and the continuum of
primary ovarian insufficiency. Semin. Reprod. Med. 29, 299–307. doi: 10.1055/
s-0031-1280915

Tassone, F., De Rubeis, S., Carosi, C., La Fata, G., Serpa, G., Raske, C., et al.
(2011). Differential usage of transcriptional start sites and polyadenylation sites
in FMR1 premutation alleles. Nucleic Acids Res. 39, 6172–6185. doi: 10.1093/
nar/gkr100

Thurber, C., and Tager-Flusberg, H. (1993). Pauses in the narratives produced
by autistic, mentally retarded, and normal children as an index of
cognitive demand. J. Autism. Dev. Disord. 23, 309–322. doi: 10.1007/BF0
1046222

Todd, P. K., Oh, S. Y., Krans, A., He, F., Sellier, C., Frazer, M., et al. (2013). CGG
repeat-associated translation mediates neurodegeneration in fragile X tremor
ataxia syndrome. Neuron 78, 440–455. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2013.03.026

Frontiers in Genetics | www.frontiersin.org 13 August 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 344

https://doi.org/10.1136/jmg.2006.043950
https://doi.org/10.1097/GIM.0b013e3182064362
https://doi.org/10.1097/GIM.0b013e3182064362
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-0004.2009.01275.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-0004.2009.01275.x
https://doi.org/10.3390/s130506730
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.b.32070
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.b.32070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2011.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2011.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-1781(86)90049-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-1781(86)90049-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.b.32529
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.b.32277
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.b.32277
https://doi.org/10.3389/fgene.2014.00309
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.21578
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.specom.2017.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021531
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021531
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-02682-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-02682-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1809.2011.00694.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1809.2011.00694.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/jhg.2009.121
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-0277(00)00090-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-0277(00)00090-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.b.30786
https://doi.org/10.1038/ejhg.2009.51
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-pathol-011811-132457
https://doi.org/10.1080/13854046.2016.1189536
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dev220
https://doi.org/10.1186/1866-1955-6-23
https://doi.org/10.1186/1866-1955-6-23
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0026528
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2017.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2013.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025100301001128
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-6606-6-15
https://doi.org/10.3310/hta7160
https://doi.org/10.1093/geronb/gbv015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2013.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deh635
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0031-1280915
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0031-1280915
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr100
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr100
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01046222
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01046222
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.03.026
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics#articles


fgene-09-00344 August 24, 2018 Time: 12:14 # 14

Klusek et al. Disfluency Across FMR1 CGG Repeats

Toft, M., Aasly, J., Bisceglio, G., Adler, C. H., Uitti, R. J., Krygowska-Wajs, A.,
et al. (2005). Parkinsonism, FXTAS, and FMR1 premutations. Mov. Disord. 20,
230–233. doi: 10.1002/mds.20297

Tóth, L., Gosztolya, G., Vincze, V., Hoffmann, I., and Szatlóczki, G. (2015).
“Automatic detection of mild cognitive impairment from spontaneous speech
using ASR” in Proceedings of the Annual Conference of the International Speech
Communication Association, INTERSPEECH, Vol. 2015 (Dresden: ISCA),
2694–2698.

Turkstra, L. S., Fuller, T., Youngstrom, E., Green, K., and Kuegeler, E. (2004).
Conversational fluency and executive function in adolescents with conduct
disorder. Acta Neuropsychol. 2:70.

Voorhuis, M., Onland-Moret, N. C., Janse, F., Ploos Van, Amstel, H. K., Goverde,
A. J., et al. (2014). The significance of fragile X mental retardation gene 1 CGG
repeat sizes in the normal and intermediate range in women with primary
ovarian insufficiency. Hum. Reprod. 29, 1585–1593. doi: 10.1093/humrep/
deu095

Wang, X.-H., Song, X.-H., Li, T., Diao, X.-H., Li, Q.-C., Zhang, X.-H., et al.
(2017). Expanded alleles of the FMR1 gene are related to unexplained recurrent
miscarriages. Biosci. Rep. 37:BSR20170856. doi: 10.1042/BSR20170856

Weghofer, A., Tea, M.-K., Barad, D. H., Kim, A., Singer, C. F., Wagner, K., et al.
(2012). BRCA1/2 mutations appear embryo-lethal unless rescued by low (CGG
n(26) FMR1 sub-genotypes: Explanation for the “BRCA paradox”? PLoS One
7:e44753. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0044753

Wheeler, A., Raspa, M., Hagerman, R., Mailick, M., and Riley, C. (2017).
Implications of the FMR1 premutation for children, adolescents, adults,

and their families. Pediatrics 139, S172–S182. doi: 10.1542/peds.2016-
1159D

Yang, J.-C., Simon, C., Niu, Y.-Q., Bogost, M., Schneider, A., Tassone, F., et al.
(2013). Phenotypes of hypofrontality in older female fragile X premutation
carriers. Ann. Neurol. 74, 275–283. doi: 10.1002/ana.23933

Yang, J. C., Chi, L., Teichholtz, S., Schneider, A., Nanakul, R., Nowacki, R., et al.
(2014a). ERP abnormalities elicited by word repetition in fragile X-associated
tremor/ataxia syndrome (FXTAS) and amnestic MCI. Neuropsychologia 63,
34–42. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2014.08.001

Yang, J.-C., Simon, C., Schneider, A., Seritan, A. L., Hamilton, L., Hagerman,
P. J., et al. (2014b). Abnormal semantic processing in females with fragile
X-associated tremor/ataxia syndrome (FXTAS). Genes Brain Behav. 13,
152–162. doi: 10.1111/gbb.12114

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2018 Klusek, Porter, Abbeduto, Adayev, Tassone, Mailick, Glicksman,
Tonnsen and Roberts. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms
of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or
reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the
copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal
is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or
reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Genetics | www.frontiersin.org 14 August 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 344

https://doi.org/10.1002/mds.20297
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deu095
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deu095
https://doi.org/10.1042/BSR20170856
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0044753
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2016-1159D
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2016-1159D
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.23933
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2014.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/gbb.12114
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/genetics#articles

	Curvilinear Association Between Language Disfluency and FMR1 CGG Repeat Size Across the Normal, Intermediate, and Premutation Range
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Participants
	Language Disfluency
	Verbal Inhibition
	FMR1 CGG Repeat Number
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Descriptive Statistics
	Relationship Between Language Disfluency and Verbal Inhibition
	CGG Repeat Size as a Predictor of Language Disfluency
	Overall Disfluency
	Disfluency Subtypes

	CGG Repeat Size as a Predictor of Verbal Inhibition

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	References


