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Abstract  91 

Retinoblastoma (RB) proteins are highly conserved transcriptional regulators that play 92 

important roles during development by regulating cell-cycle gene expression. RBL2 93 

dysfunction has been linked to a severe neurodevelopmental disorder. However, to date, 94 

clinical features have only been described in six individuals carrying five biallelic predicted loss 95 

of function (pLOF) variants. To define the phenotypic effects of RBL2 mutations in detail, we 96 

identified and clinically characterized a cohort of 28 patients from 18 families carrying LOF 97 

variants in RBL2, including fourteen new variants that substantially broaden the molecular 98 

spectrum. The clinical presentation of affected individuals is characterized by a range of 99 

neurological and developmental abnormalities. Global developmental delay and intellectual 100 

disability were uniformly observed, ranging from moderate to profound and involving lack of 101 

acquisition of key motor and speech milestones in most patients. Frequent features included 102 

postnatal microcephaly, infantile hypotonia, aggressive behaviour, stereotypic movements 103 

and non-specific dysmorphic features. Common neuroimaging features were cerebral atrophy, 104 

white matter volume loss, corpus callosum hypoplasia and cerebellar atrophy. In parallel, we 105 

used the fruit fly, Drosophila melanogaster, to investigate how disruption of the conserved 106 

RBL2 orthologueue Rbf impacts nervous system function and development. We found that 107 

Drosophila Rbf LOF mutants recapitulate several features of patients harboring RBL2 variants, 108 

including alterations in the head and brain morphology reminiscent of microcephaly, and 109 

perturbed locomotor behaviour. Surprisingly, in addition to its known role in controlling tissue 110 

growth during development, we find that continued Rbf expression is also required in fully 111 

differentiated post-mitotic neurons for normal locomotion in Drosophila, and that adult-stage 112 

neuronal re-expression of Rbf is sufficient to rescue Rbf mutant locomotor defects. Taken 113 

together, this study provides a clinical and experimental basis to understand genotype-114 

phenotype correlations in an RBL2-linked neurodevelopmental disorder and suggests that 115 

restoring RBL2 expression through gene therapy approaches may ameliorate aspects of 116 

RBL2 LOF patient symptoms.  117 
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Introduction 118 

Retinoblastoma (RB) proteins play well-defined roles in regulating cell-cycle gene expression 119 

during development1. The mammalian RB family consists of three members, RB1, RBL1 and 120 

RBL2, which share overlapping functions and have some exclusive roles as well. RB proteins 121 

antagonize the action of E2F transcription factors, which may result in the activation or 122 

repression of gene expression depending on the genomic context, and variants of RB proteins 123 

are linked to an array of disease states. For example, RB1 is a well-known tumor suppressor, 124 

with loss-of-function (LOF) mutations associated with several types of neoplastic lesions 125 

including retinoblastoma, prostate cancer, breast cancer, lung cancer and osteosarcoma2-7. 126 

RBL1 acts as a tumor suppressor by inhibiting the activity of E2F transcription factors, 127 

particularly E2F1, thereby preventing the inappropriate progression of cells through the cell 128 

cycle. RBL2 similarly functions as a key regulator of cell division through interactions with 129 

E2F4 and E2F5, and promotes senescence by repressing repair genes, controlling DNA 130 

methylation, and influencing telomere length8-10.  131 

RBL1 and RBL2 have also been found to regulate neuronal differentiation and the 132 

survival of post-mitotic neurons11. Correspondingly, pathogenic variants in RBL2 have been 133 

associated with severe developmental delay, dysmorphic features, microcephaly, and 134 

behavioural abnormalities12-14. However, clinical features associated with RBL2 pathogenic 135 

variants have only been characterized in six individuals. Hence, a comprehensive 136 

characterization of this disorder has yet to be performed. Furthermore, the cell-types in which 137 

RBL2 expression is required to promote neural development and function remain unclear.  138 

 To define the phenotypic effects of RBL2 mutations in detail, we identified and clinically 139 

characterized a cohort of 28 patients from 18 families carrying homozygous or compound 140 

heterozygous predicted LOF (pLOF) RBL2 variants. These studies have expanded the clinical 141 

spectrum and identified the most common dysmorphic and neuroradiological features linked 142 

to the disorder. Additionally, we have broadened the molecular spectrum by identifying 143 
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fourteen new disease-causing variants, providing additional support for RBL2 LOF as basis of 144 

this disorder.   145 

RBL2 null mice display embryonic lethality coupled with impaired neurogenesis and 146 

enhanced apoptosis15. Therefore, we used the fruit fly, Drosophila melanogaster, to 147 

investigate how disruption of the conserved RBL2 orthologueue Rbf impacts nervous system 148 

function and development. We found that Drosophila Rbf LOF mutants recapitulate several 149 

features of patients harboring RBL2 variants, including alterations in the head and brain 150 

morphology reminiscent of microcephaly, and perturbed locomotor behaviour. Surprisingly, in 151 

addition to its known role in controlling tissue growth during development, we found that 152 

continued Rbf expression is also required in fully differentiated post-mitotic neurons for normal 153 

locomotion in Drosophila, and that adult-stage neuron-specific re-expression of Rbf is 154 

sufficient to rescue Rbf mutant locomotor defects. 155 

 Collectively, our work provides a clinical and experimental foundation to understand 156 

genotype-phenotype linkages in an RBL2-linked neurodevelopmental disorder, and suggests 157 

that restoring RBL2 expression in post-mitotic neurons through gene therapy approaches may 158 

mitigate some of the morbidities caused by RBL2 pLOF.  159 

  160 
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Materials and methods  161 

Patient identification and genetic investigation  162 

Patient recruitment 163 

The affected individuals were identified through data sharing with collaborators and screening 164 

databases of several diagnostic and research genetic laboratories worldwide, as well as using 165 

GeneMatcher16. Informed consent forms allowing for participation were signed by all study 166 

participants and/or their parents or guardians. Genome/exome sequencing (GS/ES) was 167 

performed on genomic DNA extracted from blood in different diagnostic or research 168 

laboratories worldwide, and if required, candidate variants were confirmed by Sanger 169 

sequencing in the available samples from other members of the families. 170 

 171 

Clinical assessment  172 

Detailed clinical data and family history were collected for new and reported cases in the form 173 

of completing a clinical proforma by the recruiting clinicians. Brain MRIs were reviewed by an 174 

experienced pediatric neuroradiologist (M.S.). Video segments of seven patients were suitable 175 

for fine analysis of the stereotypies by an experienced neurologist (E.F.). Facial photographs 176 

and/or videos were reviewed for 24 patients from 15 families, including 18 new patients from 177 

11 families and 6 previously published patients from 4 families12-14. Their dysmorphic features 178 

were described based on the terminology recommended by Elements of Morphology17. Where 179 

no term was available for a dysmorphic feature seen in a patient, HPO terminology was used 180 

instead18.  181 

 182 

Drosophila studies  183 

Drosophila husbandry 184 

All stocks and experimental crosses were raised on standard fly-food media and kept at 25 °C 185 

with 12 h light: 12 h dark cycles. Drosophila strains used in this study are listed in 186 

Supplementary Table 1. For behavioural experiments, isogenised lines (indicated in 187 
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Supplementary Table 1) were generated by outcrossing each mutation or transgene insertion 188 

into the iso31 strain of w1118 for five generations19.  189 

 190 

Immuno-histochemistry 191 

Immunohistochemical experiments were performed as previously described20. Briefly, adult or 192 

larval brains were dissected in PBS, and fixed in 4% paraformaldehyde (MP biomedicals) for 193 

20 min at room temperature. Tissues were washed with PBST (PBS, 0.3% Triton X-100), 194 

blocked in 1% goat serum in PBST and incubated in primary antibody overnight at 4 °C. 195 

Following primary antibody incubation, tissues were washed a further three times in PBST and 196 

incubated overnight in secondary antibody. Antibodies used in this study include mouse anti-197 

Elav (Developmental studies hybridoma bank - Elav-9F8A9)21, rabbit anti-cleaved DCP1 (Cell 198 

signalling technology - #9578), and mouse anti-Repo (Developmental studies hybridoma bank 199 

- 8D12)22.  200 

 201 

Drosophila behavioural analyses 202 

Drosophila activity was assayed using the Drosophila Activity Monitor system (DAM; 203 

Trikinetics, MA, USA) as previously described23,24. Briefly, individual flies obtained between 3-204 

5 days after eclosing were loaded into glass tubes containing 4% sucrose and 2% agar (w/v) 205 

and sealed with cotton-wool plugs. Monitors were kept at 25°C with 12 h light: dark cycles for 206 

two days to acclimatise. On the third day activity was recorded for 24 h. For measurements of 207 

peak activity at ZT0-1 or ZT12-13 (ZT: zeitgeber), activity was taken from the hour after lights 208 

on or off during the third day. DAM data was analysed using the Rethomics R package25. Only 209 

flies surviving for the full three days were included for analysis. For adult-specific knockdown 210 

and rescue experiments, flies were raised at 18°C until 2 days post-eclosion, at which point 211 

they were loaded into DAM monitors and moved to 29°C for 3 days (or remained at 18°C for 212 

controls). 213 
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Larval locomotion assays were conducted by transferring wandering 3rd instar larvae 214 

to a large arena containing 2% agar. The arena was placed into a 25°C incubator and larvae 215 

were left to acclimatise for 30 s. Larval crawling was video recorded for 1 min. Video files were 216 

analysed using ImageJ to calculate total distance travelled.  217 

Negative geotaxis (climbing) assays were conducted as previously described26. Briefly, 218 

cohorts of 10 flies were transferred to clean glass measuring cylinders and left to acclimatise 219 

for at least 20 mins. Flies were firmly tapped down 3-5 times and number of flies crossing an 220 

8 cm vertical threshold in 12 s was recorded. Three technical replicates were included for each 221 

genotype. 222 

 223 

Statistical analyses 224 

Statistical data analysis was performed using R or GraphPad Prism. Datasets were first 225 

tested for normality using the Shapiro-Wilk normality test. Statistical analyses were 226 

performed using a t-test with Welch’s correction or one-way ANOVA with Dunnett’s multiple 227 

comparisons post-hoc test if data were normally distributed; and Mann-Whitney U-test or 228 

Kruskall-Wallace test with Dunn’s multiple correction if data were non-normally distributed.  229 
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Results 230 

Clinical profile of the study cohort 231 

The overall cohort comprises 13 females and 15 males, whose age at last evaluation ranged 232 

between 2 and 36 years (median 11, IQR 11). An overview of the clinical findings can be found 233 

in Figure 1A and Table 1. Detailed clinical information is available in Supplementary Table 2. 234 

Consanguinity was reported in 15 families (83%). Pregnancy and delivery were unremarkable 235 

for all the patients for whom information was available (24/24, 100%) and all newborns were 236 

at term. Birth parameters of length and weight, when available, were within normal ranges for 237 

all the infants, and only one presented with decreased head circumference at birth 238 

(HP:0011451). Most of the newborns (26/28, 93%) manifested infantile hypotonia 239 

(HP:0008947). Failure to thrive (HP:0001508) and feeding difficulties in the infantile period 240 

were documented in 36% and 37% of those examined, respectively (5/14 and 7/19). 241 

Global developmental delay (HP:0001263) and intellectual disability (HP:0001249) 242 

were reported in all the affected individuals (28/28, 100%). All patients (28/28, 100%) 243 

presented motor delay (HP:0001270): while most of the affected children only presented a 244 

delay in the achievement of unsupported sitting (21/23 delayed, 2/23 not attained). The 245 

majority never attained independent walking (19/27, 70%) and the remainder had delayed 246 

acquisition. In the same way, most children (22/27, 81%) showed complete lack of 247 

development of speech and expressive language abilities (HP:0001344), while in the 248 

remaining individuals (5/27, 19%) development of speech was delayed (HP:0000750) and 249 

involved the use of just a few words (Figure 1B). Regression of motor and cognitive abilities 250 

(HP:0002376) was reported in three patients (3/22, 14%). When formal cognitive assessment 251 

was performed, degree of intellectual disability ranged from moderate (3/27), severe (17/27), 252 

to profound (7/27) (Figure 1C). Behavioural abnormalities (24/28, 86%) included stereotypies 253 

(15/25, 60%), aggressive behaviour (12/15, 80%), autism (6/21, 28%) and, when data were 254 

available, sleep disturbance (5/5). Video segments of seven patients were suitable for fine 255 

analysis of the stereotypies. The stereotypies usually involved the cervico-facial area (head 256 
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and/or orofacial region) along with the distal part of the upper limbs, typically in the form of 257 

hand clasping/squeezing and mouthing, and finger wringing (Video 1). Seizures occurred in 258 

36% of the individuals (10/28). Age of onset of the seizures ranged from 1 to 20 years (median 259 

age 8 years, IQR 7). Patients mostly presented a generalized seizure(HP:0002197) (n=6) 260 

onset, while focal onset (HP:0007359) occurred in two patients, one with secondary 261 

generalization. Seizure types were variable and included tonic-clonic (n=3), myoclonic (n=2), 262 

and tonic (n=1). Where EEG was available, abnormalities were documented in 7/10 patients 263 

examined (70%), including one patient with no clinical seizures, and included focal, multifocal, 264 

and diffuse epileptiform discharges, slowing of background activity and subcortical changes.  265 

Neurological examination showed increased tendon reflexes (HP:0001347) (10/17, 266 

59%), muscle weakness (HP:0001324) (12/22, 55%), axial hypotonia (HP:0008936) (10/21, 267 

47%) and spasticity (HP:0001257) (11/25,44%). Ophthalmological evaluation revealed 268 

presence of abnormal findings in half of the cases (14/27, 52%), including strabismus 269 

(HP:0000486) (7/19, 37%), nystagmus (HP:0000639) (6/26, 23%), refractive defects 270 

(3/25,12%), poor vision (6/26, 23%), optic disc anomalies (4/24, 17%) and orbital mass (2/26, 271 

8%).  272 

At last evaluation, 74% of the patients (20/27) were microcephalic (HP:0000252) 273 

(Figure 2A). Dysmorphic features were described in 70% of the cases and included, based on 274 

photographic assessment, low anterior hairline (50%), narrow forehead/bifrontal/bitemporal 275 

narrowing (83.3%), full or broad nasal tip (77.8%), thick/full lower lip vermilion (66.7%) and 276 

broad or tall pointed chin (77.8%) (Figure 2B, Supplementary Table 3).  277 

 278 

Neuroradiological features of RBL2 patients 279 

Brain MRIs were available for review in 12/28 cases (mean age at MRI 7 years, range 8 280 

months – 17 years). The most frequent neuroimaging finding was a mild-to-moderate cerebral 281 

atrophy with antero-posterior gradient and thin corpus callosum (10/12, 83.3%) (Figure 3). 282 

Reduced white matter volume with ventricular enlargement was associated in 8/10 cases. In 283 
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9 subjects (75%), we found white matter signal abnormalities, including faint to marked focal 284 

signal changes at the level of forceps minor (8/9), delayed myelination (2/9), and multiple 285 

patchy frontal signal changes (1/9). Mild-to-moderate cerebellar atrophy was noted in 7/12 286 

individuals (58.3%), with dentate signal changes in 3 cases and clear progression in one 287 

subject with a follow-up MRI; in one individual there were also bilateral widespread subcortical 288 

signal changes. In 4 other subjects (33%) there was hypoplasia of the inferior portion of the 289 

cerebellar hemispheres and/or vermis, with associated foliar anomalies in 1 case. Optic nerve 290 

thinning was detected in 5/12 (41%) individuals. Calcifications in the basal ganglia were found 291 

in 2/12 (16.6%) cases. Finally, expansile lesions were found in 2 subjects: a large mass 292 

extending from the III ventricular floor to the prepontine cisterns (hypothalamic hamartoma 293 

versus ectopic cerebellar tissue) in P6 and a cystic mandibular lesion in P23 (Supplementary 294 

Table 4). 295 

 296 

Molecular spectrum of RBL2 variants 297 

A total of 19 RBL2 variants are included in this study (Figure 4A), 14 of which are newly 298 

reported variants not described in the literature. Within the cohort of newly reported families 299 

(Figure 3B), only one affected family carried a previously reported variant (c.556C>T, 300 

p.Arg186Ter). Molecular findings are shown schematically in Figure 4 and described in detail 301 

in Supplementary Table 5. The variants were inherited from unaffected heterozygous parents: 302 

23 patients inherited the variant in the homozygous state and 4 in compound heterozygous 303 

state. All variants were either absent or found at very low allele frequencies in multiple variant 304 

frequency databases (range 0.0-0.00002). The molecular spectrum hereby described includes 305 

truncating (n=5), frameshift (n=6) splice (n=6) and large deletions (n=2) (Figure 4C).  306 

 According to the American College of Medical Genetics (ACMG) classification, six 307 

were classified as pathogenic and thirteen as likely pathogenic. All identified variants were 308 

predicted as damaging across a suite of in silico tools and expected to lead to LOF of the 309 
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protein. Our findings therefore confirm a clear link between biallelic pLOF mutations in RBL2 310 

and a multifaceted neurodevelopmental disorder.  311 

 312 

A Drosophila model of RBL2-linked pathology recapitulates morphological patient 313 

phenotypes. 314 

The Drosophila melanogaster genome encodes two Rb proteins: Rbf and Rbf2. Of these, Rbf 315 

shares the greater similarity to RBL2 (39% similarity and 25% identity; compared to 35% 316 

similarity and 20% identity for Rbf2). Indeed, fourteen distinct databases of orthology 317 

relationships place Rbf as the closest Drosophila orthologue of RBL2, and RBL2 was the 318 

closest match for Rbf in a reverse orthology search 319 

(https://flybase.org/reports/FBgn0015799#orthologs).  320 

Similar to RBL2, prior work has shown Drosophila Rbf interacts with and negatively 321 

regulates E2F transcription factor activity to repress cell-cycle gene expression27-29. Thus, 322 

human RBL2 and Drosophila Rbf exhibit functional as well as amino-acid conservation. 323 

Published single-cell RNAseq data further indicate that Rbf is widely expressed throughout 324 

the Drosophila nervous system, whereas Rbf2 is not (Supplementary Fig. 1A, B)30-31. Hence, 325 

we investigated how loss of Rbf function impacted neural development and behaviour in 326 

Drosophila. 327 

 We first set out to determine the extent to which Drosophila Rbf loss of function 328 

phenotypes resemble RBL2 patient symptoms. Initially, we examined male and female flies 329 

hemizygous or homozygous respectively for a hypomorphic allele of Rbf (Rbf120a) to determine 330 

whether partial loss of Rbf function in flies recapitulated morphological and behavioural 331 

phenotypes observed in RBL2 patients. While a previous study suggested that eye 332 

morphology in Rbf120a hemizygotes was relatively normal32, we noticed that the size of the eye 333 

was significantly smaller in hemizygous Rbf120a males compared to control flies, although the 334 

highly organised ommatidial structure appeared unaffected (Figure 5A, B). We also examined 335 

the eye-size of female Rbf120a homozygotes and females trans-heterozygote for Rbf120a and 336 
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the Rbf14 null allele (note that adult Rbf14 homozygotes are embryonic lethal)33. Both Rbf120a 337 

homozygote and Rbf120a/Rbf14 trans-heterozygous females also displayed smaller eyes 338 

compared to wild-type control and Rbf120a/+ or Rbf14/+ heterozygote flies (Figure 5C).  339 

 Since microcephaly is a clinical feature of RBL2 patients, we next examined whether 340 

brain size was also reduced in Drosophila Rbf mutants (Figure 5D-G). While overall brain size 341 

was not significantly smaller in Rbf120a hemizygote males (Figure 5E), we observed a 342 

significant reduction in the size of Rbf120a hemizygote optic lobes, visual processing centres 343 

that contain > 60% of all neurons in the fly brain34 (Figure 5F). In contrast, the central brain 344 

region of Rbf120a hemizygotes was unaltered (Figure 5G).  345 

 Rb proteins have been linked to apoptosis in human35 and Drosophila36, with Rbf120a 346 

mutants displaying increased apoptosis in the eye imaginal disc (the developmental precursor 347 

to the adult eye32). We therefore reasoned that decreased brain size in Rbf mutants might be 348 

driven by an increase in cell death. To determine the amount of apoptosis in the brains of 349 

Rbf120a mutants, we stained tissues with anti-DCP1, which recognises the cleaved version of 350 

a caspase protein involved in apoptotic cell death. Examination of adult Rbf120a brains 351 

indicated minimal apoptosis, as was similarly observed in control adult brains (Figure 5H). 352 

However, examination of larval brains, in which most neurons are in a more immature state, 353 

revealed significantly greater numbers of apoptotic cells in Rbf120a mutants than controls 354 

(Figure 5I, J). This suggests that neuronal precursors and immature neurons are more 355 

sensitive to the induction of apoptosis when Rbf is depleted, in agreement with previous 356 

observations of the developing eye32. Overall, the morphological phenotypes we observe in 357 

the adult head and brain are consistent with the microcephaly seen in RBL2 patients, 358 

indicating a conserved function for the RBL2 and Rbf proteins in controlling head morphology 359 

during development. 360 

 361 

Drosophila Rbf mutants display locomotor defects. 362 
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Since profound motor delay was observed in all patients homozygous for RBL2 variants, we 363 

also tested whether Drosophila Rbf mutants exhibited motor defects. To do so, we utilised the 364 

Drosophila Activity Monitor (DAM) system23, which quantifies spontaneous activity by 365 

recording the number of times individual flies interrupt an infra-red beam bisecting a glass tube 366 

housing each fly (Figure 6A). Rbf120a hemizygotes showed significantly lower locomotor activity 367 

compared to controls both over a 12 h light: 12 h dark period (Figure 6B) and during a one-368 

hour window following lights-on (ZT0-1; ZT – zeitgeber time) that corresponds to a period of 369 

peak activity (Figure 6C). We observed a similar effect in female Rbf120a homozygotes and 370 

Rbf120a/Rbf14 trans-heterozygotes, but not in females that are heterozygous for either allele 371 

(Figure 6D), thus confirming that the above alterations in locomotor activity were caused by 372 

mutations in Rbf. To further characterise these behavioural abnormalities, we conducted 373 

negative geotaxis (climbing) assays26. Rbf120a hemizygote males displayed significantly lower 374 

climbing ability compared to control animals (Supplementary Figure 1C, D), further indicating 375 

that Rbf LOF induces significant motor defects in flies. Thus, Drosophila Rbf mutants 376 

recapitulate morphological and behavioural phenotypes observed in patients harbouring RBL2 377 

mutations. 378 

 379 

Rbf is highly expressed in adult neurons. 380 

Given the strong phenotypic similarities between humans and fruit flies harbouring RBL2/Rbf 381 

LOF mutations, we tested whether we could utilise Drosophila to probe the mechanistic basis 382 

of RBL2-linked neurodevelopmental defects. Rb proteins are well-known for their role in 383 

transcriptional repression of cell-cycle related genes at the G1/S phase transition37. Hence, it 384 

is expected that Rbf would be expressed in the developing brain. However, it is unclear 385 

whether Rbf also continues to play a role in fully differentiated neurons following cell-cycle 386 

exit. To investigate which cells in the nervous system express Rbf, we took advantage of a 387 

CRISPR-mediated insertion of a Gal4 cassette (CRIMIC insertion) in an Rbf intron, which 388 

results in expression of Gal4 under control of Rbf regulatory sequences (termed Rbf-Gal4 389 
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hereafter)38 (Figure 6E). Crossing these flies to a UAS-mCherry-nls line yields expression of 390 

nuclear mCherry as a reporter of Rbf expression. Examination of Rbf-Gal4 activity in larval 391 

brains revealed widespread expression, indicating that Rbf is indeed broadly expressed in the 392 

developing brain (Supplementary Figure 1E). More surprisingly, adult brains – which do not 393 

display appreciable neurogenesis under normal conditions – also exhibited widespread Rbf-394 

driven mCherry expression that co-localised with the neuronal marker Elav (Figure 6F and 395 

Supplementary Figure 1F). Hence, Rbf expression persists in neurons long after terminal cell-396 

cycle exit. In contrast, only a small population of Repo-labelled glial cells expressed mCherry 397 

under the control of Rbf-Gal4 (Figure 6F). These findings are consistent with published single-398 

cell RNAseq data showing that Rbf is preferentially expressed in post-mitotic neurons relative 399 

to glia (Supplemental Figure 1A). 400 

 401 

Rbf knockdown in neurons causes severe behavioural defects. 402 

To directly test for an underappreciated role of Rbf in fully differentiated post-mitotic cells, we 403 

examined whether reducing Rbf expression in post-mitotic neurons resulted in locomotor 404 

defects similar to those observed in constitutive Rbf hypomorph flies. To do so, we used 405 

transgenic RNAi to deplete Rbf specifically in fully differentiated neurons using the nSyb-Gal4 406 

driver. Strikingly, using the DAM system once more, we found that pan-neuronal knockdown 407 

of Rbf with a previously verified shRNA-expressing line39 severely reduced peak movement in 408 

adult flies (Figure 6G). To rule out off-target effects, we repeated these experiments using two 409 

additional RNAi lines targeting Rbf mRNA. Both constructs similarly reduced peak movement 410 

when expressed in post-mitotic neurons (Supplementary Figure 2A, B). In contrast to neuronal 411 

knockdowns, RNAi-mediated depletion of Rbf in glial cells did not significantly reduce peak 412 

locomotor activity (Figure 6H), in accordance with the above observation that Rbf expression 413 

is less abundant in glia than neurons (Figure 6F). 414 

 We next used climbing assays to quantify stimulus-induced negative geotaxis. These 415 

assays further indicated that flies with reduced Rbf expression in neurons have severe motor 416 
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defects, showing significantly reduced climbing ability compared to controls (Supplementary 417 

Figure 2C). Interestingly, larval locomotion was unchanged in either Rbf hypomorphs or 418 

following knockdown of Rbf in post-mitotic neurons, suggesting that larval neuronal lineages 419 

have a differential requirement for Rbf compared to their adult counterparts (Supplementary 420 

Figure 2D, E). Importantly, Rbf knockdown in adult post-mitotic neurons did not reduce optic 421 

lobe size nor induce a measurable increase in neuronal apoptosis (Supplementary Figure 2F, 422 

G). Taken together, these data suggest that Rbf plays important neuron-autonomous roles 423 

that are essential for adult locomotor behaviour and which are independent of neuronal 424 

viability.  425 

  426 

Multiple neuronal subtypes are affected by Rbf knockdown. 427 

To identify which cell-types in the post-mitotic brain are affected by Rbf knockdown, we used 428 

specific drivers to restrict Rbf shRNA expression to genetically defined subsets of neurons. 429 

We knocked down Rbf in discrete neuronal subtypes, including cholinergic, GABAergic, and 430 

glutamatergic neurons. Of these, Rbf knockdown in glutamatergic neurons (which include 431 

Drosophila motoneurons) yielded the most significant decline in locomotor activity, as 432 

measured using the DAM system (Figure 6I and Supplementary Figure 3). Rbf knockdown in 433 

GABAergic and cholinergic neurons did not significantly decrease overall activity across 24 h 434 

(Supplementary Figure 3). However, in the one-hour period following lights-on (ZT0-1), during 435 

which control flies exhibit a peak period of locomotor activity, both cholinergic and GABAergic 436 

Rbf knockdown flies showed significantly reduced activity (Figure 6I), indicating a partial 437 

perturbation of locomotor capacity. We further tested the motor defect of these flies by 438 

conducting climbing assays. These experiments confirmed that reduced Rbf expression in 439 

glutamatergic, cholinergic, or GABAergic neurons, resulted in significantly decreased climbing 440 

ability compared to controls (Supplementary Figure 2C). In contrast, Rbf knockdown in 441 

peptidergic neurons did not perturb overall or peak locomotor activity (Figure 6I and 442 

Supplementary Figure 3). These data demonstrate that Rbf acts in several post-mitotic 443 
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neuronal subtypes to modulate movement, with glutamatergic neurons representing a 444 

particularly relevant cellular locus.  445 

   446 

Post-mitotic restoration of Rbf rescues locomotor defects in Rbf hypomorphs. 447 

Since Rbf mutants display morphological phenotypes consistent with cell-cycle defects and 448 

apoptosis during development, but also behavioural abnormalities that can be induced by 449 

knockdown of Rbf in post-mitotic neurons, we questioned whether locomotor phenotypes in 450 

constitutive Rbf hypomorphs were due to developmental defects or reduced Rbf expression 451 

post-neurogenesis (i.e. in post-mitotic neurons). To address this question, we expressed Rbf 452 

solely in fully differentiated neurons in the Rbf hypomorph background. Interestingly, this 453 

manipulation fully rescued the reduced peak activity of Rbf120a hypomorphs, while over-454 

expression of Rbf in a wild-type background had no effect on peak locomotor activity (Figure 455 

7A).  456 

To more precisely interrogate whether Rbf LOF affects adult behaviour due to 457 

developmental perturbations or cell-autonomous activity in adult neurons, we performed 458 

complementary adult-stage neuron-specific knockdown and rescue experiments. To do so we 459 

utilised tub-Gal80ts, a globally expressed temperature-sensitive inhibitor of Gal4-mediated 460 

transgene expression40. In concert with the nsyb-Gal4 driver and Rbf shRNA or transgenes, 461 

this construct allowed us to examine the effects of both adult neuron-specific Rbf knockdown 462 

in an otherwise wild-type background (Figure 7B, C), and adult neuron-specific re-expression 463 

of Rbf in an Rbf hypomorph background (Figure 7B, D). We first found that, as expected, peak 464 

locomotion in wild-type flies did not significantly differ from controls when Rbf shRNA 465 

expression in post-mitotic neurons was constitutively repressed at 22°C by active Gal80ts
 466 

(Figure 7B, Ci). In contrast, inducing adult-stage neuronal knockdown of Rbf by shifting mature 467 

experimental flies to 29°C (Gal80 inactive, Rbf shRNA expressed) significantly reduced peak 468 

locomotion compared to control flies expressing an irrelevant shRNA (Figure 7B, Cii).  469 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 5, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.03.24306631doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.03.24306631
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


20 
 

In the converse experiment, Rbf hypomorphs expressing transgenic Rbf in post-mitotic 470 

neurons (Rbf120, nsyb > Rbf) showed significantly higher peak locomotion at 22°C compared 471 

to flies of the same genotype but harbouring the repressive tub-Gal80ts construct (Figure 7B, 472 

Di; Gal80 active, transgenic Rbf not expressed). However, when flies were raised at 22°C and 473 

then moved to a permissive temperature of 29°C at the adult stage (Figure 7B, Dii; Gal80 474 

inactive, Rbf expressed), we observed no difference in peak activity between these two 475 

genotypes, suggesting that adult-specific restoration of Rbf expression in post-mitotic neurons 476 

was sufficient to rescue locomotor defects in Rbf hypomorphs. By extension, these findings 477 

suggest that defects in post-mitotic neuronal function may contribute to morbidities in RBL2 478 

patients, particularly those associated with motor dysfunction.     479 

  480 
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Discussion  481 

The findings presented in this study shed light on a rare recessive neurodevelopmental 482 

disorder associated with mutations in the RBL2. Alongside the other RB family members (RB1 483 

and RBL1), RBL2 acts as a crucial transcriptional regulator, particularly influencing neuronal 484 

differentiation and the survival of post-mitotic neurons. Unlike RB1 and RBL1, RBL2 is 485 

uniquely associated with a neurodevelopmental phenotype, however, only six individuals have 486 

been documented so far12-14. The limited number of patients, along with the isolated nature of 487 

the reports without comparative analysis, restricted the possibility of defining the phenotypic 488 

and genotypic spectrum of this disorder.  489 

To address this gap, we have identified and clinically characterized a cohort of twenty-490 

eight patients from eighteen families carrying homozygous or compound heterozygous 491 

predicted loss of function variants in RBL2. Within this cohort, we identified fourteen novel 492 

variants, bringing the total count of disease-associated pathogenic variants to nineteen. All 493 

variants are predicted to cause LOF, suggesting that the disease phenotype is primarily 494 

caused by total loss of protein function rather than alteration of defined active sites or protein 495 

interactions. However, it is essential to acknowledge potential limitations, such as the 496 

possibility of missing rare novel missense variants in specific domains that could be associated 497 

with milder forms of the disease. 498 

The clinical presentation of affected individuals is characterized by a range of 499 

neurological and developmental abnormalities. Notably, global developmental delay, and 500 

intellectual disability were uniformly observed in the cohort. Interestingly, most of the patients 501 

lacked acquisition of key milestones, like walking and speech development, highlighting the 502 

disease severity from very early stages of the disorder. Postnatal microcephaly was observed 503 

in a considerable proportion of patients, while head circumference was normal in almost all 504 

the patients at birth, suggesting a progressive disorder. Remarkably, the vast majority of 505 

patients presented stereotypies, variably associated with autism spectrum disorder (ASD) and 506 
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aggressive behaviour. Whilst the present cohort of patients did have facial dysmorphism, our 507 

analysis did not suggest a recognizable facial ‘gestalt’.  508 

 Common neuroimaging features included cerebral atrophy with an antero-posterior 509 

gradient variably associated with white matter volume loss and corpus callosum hypoplasia. 510 

In addition, cerebellar atrophy was noted in the majority of RBL2 patients. Considering the 511 

presence of postnatal microcephaly in most cases, these findings suggest that 512 

neurodegeneration is an important feature of this disorder. As further confirmation, we also 513 

noted in most cases bilateral faint-to-marked signal changes at the level of the forceps minor, 514 

in keeping with an “ear-of-the-lynx” sign. This neuroimaging feature has been reported in 515 

hereditary spastic paraplegias (SPG7, 11 and 15)41,42 and other neurodegenerative disorders, 516 

including those related to variants in the LNPK, CAPN1, and ATP13A243-45. Indeed, a 517 

neurodegenerative component is consistent with our Drosophila data, which suggest that the 518 

decreased brain size observed in Rbf hypomorphs is driven by an increase in cell death, most 519 

likely arising from cell-cycle defects in neuronal precursors and immature neurons. 520 

Additionally, a total of three affected individuals were found to have expansile lesions: 521 

one orbital mass, one cystic mandibular lesion, and a large mass extending from the III 522 

ventricular floor to the prepontine cisterns. This is in line with previous studies that pointed to 523 

the potential role of RBL2 dysfunction in the evolution of cancer46 and confirms the dual role 524 

of RBL2 in both tumor suppression and neuronal differentiation and survival, thus providing 525 

further connection between tumorigenic processes and neurodevelopmental disorders47. 526 

Overall, both the clinical and neuroradiological findings underscored substantial intrafamilial 527 

and interfamilial variations in phenotypic expressions and severity, revealing considerable 528 

complexity within and between families.  529 

To investigate the mechanisms linking RBL2 to neuronal development and function, 530 

we turned to the fruit fly, Drosophila melanogaster. Reductions in eye and optic lobe size, in 531 

Drosophila Rbf mutants are analogous to the microcephaly, brain atrophy and optic nerve 532 

hypoplasia seen in RBL2 patients. Furthermore, the presence of apoptotic cells in the 533 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 5, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.03.24306631doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.03.24306631
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


23 
 

Drosophila developing brain is consistent with these phenotypes and points towards a model 534 

in which cell death during development leads to the atrophy observed in patient brains.  The 535 

movement phenotypes we observe in mutant animals also seem to recapitulate aspects of the 536 

patient symptoms (e.g. gait abnormalities).  537 

The similarities between Drosophila and patient phenotypes, coupled with the 538 

conserved sequence and molecular interactors of Rbf, support the use of Drosophila Rbf 539 

mutants as a model to understand the patho-mechanisms underlying RBL2-linked disorders 540 

and mammalian neural Rb function more broadly. Indeed, we uncovered an unexpected 541 

movement-promoting role for Drosophila Rbf in adult post-mitotic neurons. How Rbf influences 542 

gene expression in post-mitotic neurons is unclear. In some post mitotic cells, Rbf has been 543 

shown to modulate gene expression outside of its canonical function in repressing cell-cycle 544 

genes (for example in controlling muscle differentiation)48. Therefore, it is conceivable that Rbf 545 

also coordinates undefined gene expression programmes in mature neurons. Alternatively, 546 

Rbf neuronal-knockdown phenotypes may arise from the canonical action of Rbf on cell-cycle 547 

gene promoters – for example, in sustaining the epigenetic environment that maintains cell-548 

cycle gene repression. Defining how Rbf and RBL2 influence gene regulatory networks in the 549 

mature fly and mammalian nervous system will thus be productive lines of future enquiry.  550 

Our Drosophila studies advocate a model in which Rbf – and by extension RBL2 – acts 551 

sequentially in neural precursors and post-mitotic neurons to promote normal brain 552 

morphology and locomotor activity respectively (Figure 7E). Taken together, our work provides 553 

a clinical and experimental foundation to understand genotype-phenotype linkages in an 554 

RBL2-linked neurodevelopmental disorder and suggests that restoring RBL2 expression 555 

through gene therapy approaches may mitigate some of the multifaceted morbidities caused 556 

by RBL2 pLOF. While our study illustrates parallels between human and fly Rb protein function 557 

in the nervous system, it is possible that some divergence in function has occurred between 558 

the two species. The human genome contains three Rb genes and eight genes encoding 559 

interacting E2F transcription factors49. Therefore, the greater complexity of the RB/E2F 560 
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network in humans could result in altered biological outcomes. However, the similarities 561 

observed between RBL2 patient phenotypes and Drosophila Rbf mutant phenotypes indicates 562 

that RBL2/Rbf protein function in the CNS is likely to be conserved across metazoan species. 563 

Future studies in Drosophila may thus yield further insights into the mechanisms underlying 564 

RBL2 pathology and inform therapeutic directions. 565 

 566 

 567 

  568 
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Figure legends. 603 

Figure 1. RBL2-related disorder is characterized by a range of neurological, behavioural 604 

and developmental abnormalities. A. Representation of the most frequent clinical features 605 

observed in the RBL2 patients (Y axis: clinical features, X axis: number of patients). B. 606 

Timeline-style schematic outlining the acquisition of key developmental milestones observed 607 

in the affected individuals. Most of the individuals did not attain independent sitting, walking or 608 

speech development (blue bar indicates range at last evaluation), while the others presented 609 

delayed acquisition (orange, line indicates median age). Normal range is indicated in green. 610 

C. Schematic depiction of the degree of intellectual disability observed in the patients (number 611 

of patients indicated in bottom line). The spectrum ranged from moderate (left) to profound 612 

(right).  613 

 614 

Figure 2. RBL2 patients present postnatal microcephaly and dysmorphic features, 615 

without a recognizable facial ‘gestalt’. A. Schematic representation of head circumference 616 

measurements, expressed in standard deviations (SD). Head circumference was within 617 

normal ranges at birth, while reduced at last examination (left panel). The right panel illustrates 618 

age at last follow-up and measurements in SD. B. Facial features of the patients.  619 

 620 

Figure 3. Molecular spectrum of loss-of-function variants in RBL2. A. Schematic 621 

representation of variants location on the RBL2 gene. Upper part: newly reported variants. 622 

Lower part: previously reported variants. B. Pedigrees of the newly reported patients. Solid 623 

black, affected. Genotype, where indicated, represent results of segregation. C. 624 

Classification of variants according to type. 625 

 626 

Figure 4. Neuroimaging features of RBL2-related disorder. Sagittal T1-weighted image 627 

(first image), axial T2-weighted or FLAIR image (central image), coronal T1 or T2-weighted or 628 

FLAIR image (last image). Most subjects have an enlargement of the cerebral CSF spaces 629 
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with an antero-posterior gradient associated with thinning of the corpus callosum, particularly 630 

in the anterior portions. There is additional cerebellar atrophy in P10, P12, P20, P22, and P23. 631 

Bilateral mild-to-moderate signal changes are noted at the level of the forceps minor in P6, 632 

P19, P20, P21, P22, and P23. Note the large prepontine lesion in P10. 633 

 634 

Figure 5. Loss of Rbf activity reduces neuronal growth in Drosophila. A. Representative 635 

images of adult eyes in control (iso31) and Rbf120a hypomorphs. Scale bars = 0.3 mm. B. 636 

Quantification of eye sizes in male Rbf120a hemizygotes (n = 16) compared to controls (n = 9). 637 

C. Quantification of eye sizes in female Rbf allelic combinations (n = 5-8). D. Representative 638 

images of adult brains in control and Rbf120a adult males. Scale bars = 50 μm. E-G. 639 

Measurements of brain morphology in control and Rbf120a hemizygotes adult males (n = 10 640 

brains, 10 central brains, and 20 optic lobes, per genotype). H. Quantification of apoptotic 641 

(DCP1 positive) cells in control and Rbf120a hemizygotes adult male brains (n = 6 per 642 

genotype). I. Representative images of DCP1-lablled control (n = 9) and Rbf120a hemizygote 643 

(n = 6) third instar larval nervous system. Nuclei are counterstained with DAPI. Scale bars = 644 

20 μm. J. Quantification of apoptosis in control and Rbf120a hemizygotes third instar larval 645 

brains. Error bars: SEM. * p< 0.05, ** p<0.005, *** p< 0.0005, ns – p> 0.05, unpaired t-test 646 

with Welch’s correction (B, E, F), one-way ANOVA with Dunnett post-doc test (C), Mann-647 

Whitney U-test (G, H, J). 648 

  649 

Figure 6. Rbf acts in post-mitotic neurons to promote movement in Drosophila. A. 650 

Schematic representation of the Drosophila Activity Monitor (DAM) system. B-C. DAM activity 651 

in Rbf120a hemizygotes (n = 38) and controls (iso31; n = 31) across a 24 h period (B) or during 652 

zeitgeber time (ZT) 0-1, a period of peak activity (C). D. DAM activity in adult females 653 

harbouring trans-heterozygote or heterozygote Rbf allelic combinations, and wild type iso31 654 

controls during ZT0-1. n = 16-20. E. Schematic representation of the CRIMIC insertion in the 655 

Rbf locus, which allows for Rbf-dependent Gal4 reporter expression. F. Rbf-Gal4 driven 656 
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nuclear mCherry expression in the adult central brain. Neurons and glia are counterstained 657 

with antibodies against ELAV and REPO respectively. Scale bar = 20 µm. G. Pan-neuronal 658 

post-mitotic knockdown of Rbf severely reduces peak locomotor activity during ZT0-1. n = 20-659 

54. H. Knockdown of Rbf in glial cells (using repo-Gal4 to express Rbf shRNA) does not 660 

significantly reduce peak locomotor activity during ZT0-1 compared to both driver and 661 

transgene alone controls (n = 18-24). I. Knockdown of Rbf in cholinergic, glutamatergic, and 662 

GABAergic neurons, reduces peak activity during ZT0-1 in adult males. n = 11-41. Upper 663 

significance notation is relative to Rbf shRNA alone controls, lower significance notation is 664 

relative to Gal4 driver alone controls. Error bars: SEM. * p< 0.05, ** p<0.005, *** p< 0.0005, 665 

ns – p> 0.05, unpaired t-test with Welch’s correction (B), Mann-Whitney U-test (C), one-way 666 

ANOVA with Dunnett post-doc test (D, H, I), or Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post-hoc test 667 

(G). 668 

 669 

Figure 7. Adult-stage neuronal expression of Rbf rescues locomotor defects in Rbf 670 

hypomorphs. A. Effects of post-mitotic, neuron-specific Rbf expression on peak locomotor 671 

activity in either wild-type or Rbf120a hypomorph backgrounds. Data are from adult males. n = 672 

15-21. B. Experimental paradigm for temperature-induced knockdown and rescue 673 

experiments shown in panels C and D. C. Quantification of peak activity for control adult male 674 

flies kept at (i) non-permissive temperature: mCherry (n = 33) or Rbf (n = 23) shRNA 675 

expression –  repressed; and (ii) experimental adult male flies maintained at a permissive 676 

temperature: mCherry (n = 24) or Rbf (n = 16) shRNA expression – permitted. D. (i) 677 

Constitutive suppression of neuronal RBF expression via tub-Gal80ts significantly decreases 678 

peak locomotor activity in Rbf120a; nsyb > Rbf adult males. Rbf120a, nsyb > Rbf: n = 13; Rbf120a, 679 

tub-Gal80ts, nsyb > Rbf: n = 10. (ii) Peak activity in adult male flies that robust RBF expression 680 

solely permitted in adult-stage post-mitotic neurons is not significantly different from Rbf120a 681 

hypomorphs with constitutive post-mitotic neuronal expression of RBF. Rbf120a, nsyb > Rbf: n 682 

= 15; Rbf120a, tub-Gal80ts, nsyb > Rbf: n = 13. E. Model of dynamic changes in RBF function 683 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 5, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.03.24306631doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.03.24306631
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


30 
 

in developing and adult neurons. Error bars: SEM. * p< 0.05, ** p<0.005, *** p< 0.0005, ns – 684 

p> 0.05, Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post-hoc test (A), unpaired t-test with Welch’s 685 

correction (Ci, Cii, Di, Dii).   686 

  687 
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Supplementary Figure 1. A-B. Single-cell RNAseq-derived t-distributed stochastic neighbor 688 

embedding (t-SNE) plots showing Rbf (A) and Rbf2 (B) expression, alongside markers for glial 689 

cells (repo) and post-mitotic neurons (nsyb), in the adult fly brain. Gene expression across 690 

adult brain cells is illustrated using SCope [1]. C. Schematic showing protocol to assess 691 

climbing ability in adult flies. D. Number of flies (out of n = 10) passing a given threshold (see 692 

Materials and Methods) as a measure of climbing ability. Control adult males: n = 5 replicates, 693 

Rbf120a hemizygotes: n = 6 replicates. Error bars: SEM. ** p<0.005, unpaired t-test with Welch’s 694 

correction. E-F. Rbf-Gal4 driven nuclear mCherry expression in the Drosophila larval (E) and 695 

adult (F) brain. Adult neuronal nuclei are counterstained with an antibody against ELAV in (F). 696 

Scale bar = 100 µm. 697 

 698 

Supplementary Figure 2. A-B. Expression in post-mitotic neurons of two distinct shRNAs 699 

(denoted as 330256 (A) and 65929 (B)) targeting Rbf mRNA reduces peak activity in adult 700 

Drosophila males. A: n = 20-37. B: n = 27-35. C. Number of flies (out of n = 10) passing a 701 

given threshold as a measure of climbing ability. n = 6-20 replicates. D-E. Crawling ability in 702 

control or Rbf120a hypomorph 3rd instar larvae (D) or larvae subject to Rbf knockdown in post-703 

mitotic neurons versus driver/transgene alone controls (E). D: n = 10 per genotype. E: n = 6-704 

9. F-G. Mean optic lobe size (F) and number of apoptotic (DCP1-positive) cells in adult male 705 

brains subject to Rbf knockdown in post-mitotic neurons versus driver/transgene alone 706 

controls. F: n = 8-14. G: n = 5-7. Error bars: SEM. * p< 0.05, ** p<0.005, *** p< 0.0005, ns – 707 

p> 0.05, one-way ANOVA with Dunnett post-doc test (A, B, G), Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s 708 

post-hoc test (C, E, F), or unpaired t-test with Welch’s correction (D).  709 

 710 

Supplementary Figure 3.  711 

Knockdown of Rbf in glutamatergic neurons, reduces total activity during ZT0-24 in adult 712 

males. n = 11-41. Upper significance notation is relative to Rbf shRNA alone controls, lower 713 
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significance notation is relative to Gal4 driver alone controls. Error bars: SEM. * p< 0.05, ** 714 

p<0.005, *** p< 0.0005, ns – p> 0.05, Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post-hoc test. 715 

 716 

Video legend 717 

Video illustrating the stereotypies observed in patients with a neurodevelopmental 718 

encephalopathy due to biallelic RBL2 pathogenic variants. Segment 1 (patient from family F3) 719 

shows orofacial stereotypies with teeth grinding associated with hand clasping stereotypies. 720 

Segment 2 (from family F11) shows multiple hands stereotypies comprising hand squeezing, 721 

hand mouthing, finger wiggling and finger tapping, and multiple orofacial stereotypies with a 722 

prominent involvement of the tongue. 723 

 724 

 725 

 726 

 727 

 728 

 729 

730 
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Table 1 Overview of the clinical features observed in the cohort. 

Family ID HPO codes F1 F1 F2 F3 F3 F4 F5 F5 F6 F7 F8 F8 F9 F9 F9 F10 F11 F11 F12 F12 F13 F14 Literature 
review Total 

Patients 
 

P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8 P9 P10 P11 P12 P13 P14 P15 P16 P17 P18 P19 P20 P21 P22 P23-28 P1-P28 

Gender  F M F F F F M M M F M M M M M M F F F M F M 3F, 3M 
12F, 
15M 

Age range 
(years)  

16-
20 

16-
20 

10-
15 

16-
20 

10-
15 

0-5 
6-
10 

0-
5 

0-5 
10-
15 

21-
25 

26-
30 

16-
20 

10-
15 

0-5 
6-
10 

16-
20 

6-
10 

0-5 
6-
10 

10-
15 

0-5 6-36 2-36 

Feeding 
difficulties HP:0011968 - - + + + - - - - + - - - - - - n/a n/a + + n/a + n/a 7/19 

FTT HP:0001508 - - - + + - + + - - n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a - - n/a n/a n/a - 1/1 5/14 

Microcephaly HP:0005484 + + + + + + + + + + - - + + + n/a + + - - + - 4/6 20/27 
Hypotonia in 

infancy HP:0008947 + + + + + + - - + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 6/6 26/28 

GDD HP:0001270 + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + 6/6 28/28 
Non-

ambulatory HP:0002540 + + - + + + + + + - - - - + + + + + + n/a + + 4/5 20/26 

Gait 
abnormalities HP:0001288 n/a n/a + n/a n/a n/a - - - + + + + n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 3/3 8/11 

Absent 
speech HP:0001344 + + - + + + + + n/a + - - + + + + + + + + + + 4/6 22/27 

ID 
+Moderate 
++Severe 

+++ Profound 

HP:0001249 ++ ++ +++ +++ +++ + + + n/a ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ +++ +++ ++ ++ ++ +++ 
++ 5/6 

+++ 1/6 

+ 3/27 
++ 

17/27 
+++ 
7/27 

Muscle 
weakness HP:0001324 + + + + + + - - - - - - - - - + + + + + - + n/a 12/22 

Hypotonia HP:0001252 + - + + + + - - n/a + - - - - - + - - + + - + n/a 10/21 

Hypertonia HP:0001276 - + - - - - - - n/a - - - - + + - + + - - + - n/a 6/21 

Dystonia HP:0001332 - + - + + - - - + - - - - - - n/a - - + + - + n/a 7/21 

Tremor HP:0001337 - + + + + + - - - - - - - - - n/a - - - - + - n/a 6/21 

Behavioural 
abnormalities HP:0000708 - + + + + + + + - + - + + + + + + + - + + + 6/6 24/28 

Stereotypies HP:0100022 - + + + + + - - - + - - - - - + + + - + + + 3/3 15/25 

Seizures HP:0001250 - - + + + - - + - + - - - - - - - - + + - - 3/6 10/28 

Brain HP:0410263 + + + + + + n/a + - + - + n/a n/a n/a + - - + - - + 4/5 16/23 
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Abnormalities 

Ophthalmic 
features HP:0000478 + - - + + + + + + + - - - - - - - - - - + n/a 5/6 14/27 
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28

Seizures

Gait abnormalities

Aggressive behaviour

Stereotypies

Ophtalmological findings

Brain Imaging Abnormalities

Dysmorphic features

Infantile hypotonia

Postnatal microcephaly

Non-ambulatory

Absent speech

GDD/ID

Yes No NA

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27

Moderate Moderate to Severe Severe Severe to Profound Profound

Degree of ID

Age (years) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 20 30 40

First words

Walking unsupported

Sitting unsupported

A

B

C

Normal range Study cohort Not attained

Developmental milestones
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Truncating
n=5

Frameshift
n=6

Splice
n=6

Deletion
n=2

c.926dupA

c.556C>T
c.901dupT

Ex 4-5 del Ex 13-17 del

c.130C>T c.636del
c.638-2A>G

c.992+1G>A
c.1096_1097del

c.1179+1G>A
c.1179+1_+5del

c.1510G>T 
c.1596_1597delCT

c.2311C>T 
c.2703+1G>A 

c.2881+1G>A
c.3057delA 

A

B F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7

F8 F9 F10 F11 F12 F13 F14

C

c.1510G>T 

T/G G/T

T/T T/T

c.3057delA 

-/A A/-

-/-

c.992+1G>A

G/AA/G

A/A A/A

c.2703+1G>A 

G/AA/G

A/A

c.2311C>T 

T/C C/T

T/T T/T

c.556C>T

T/C C/T

T/T

c.1179+1G>A

G/AA/G

A/A

c.1179+1_1179+5del

-/aggtg aggtg/-

-/- -/-

c.130C>T

T/C C/T

T/T T/T T/T

c.1596_1597delCT

-/CT CT/-

-/-

c.636delA

-/A A/-

-/- -/-

c.638-2A>G, 
c.2881+1G>A

G/AG/A

G/A G/A

c.574C>T

c.574C>T

T/C C/T

T/T

c.1096_1097del

-/CT CT/-

-/-
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