
Molecular Psychiatry (2020) 25:1704–1717
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41380-019-0638-3

REVIEW ARTICLE

Magnitude and heterogeneity of brain structural abnormalities
in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome: a meta-analysis

Maria Rogdaki 1,2
● Maria Gudbrandsen 3

● Robert A McCutcheon 1
● Charlotte E Blackmore 3

●

Stefan Brugger2,4,5 ● Christine Ecker3,6 ● Michael C Craig3,7
● Eileen Daly3 ● Declan G M Murphy 3,8

● Oliver Howes1,2

Received: 16 December 2018 / Revised: 2 December 2019 / Accepted: 12 December 2019 / Published online: 10 January 2020
© The Author(s) 2020. This article is published with open access

Abstract
The 22q11.2 deletion syndrome (22q11.2DS) is a neurodevelopmental disorder associated with a number of volumetric brain
abnormalities. The syndrome is also associated with an increased risk for neuropsychiatric disorders including schizophrenia and
autism spectrum disorder. An earlier meta-analysis showed reduced grey and white matter volumes in individuals with
22q11.2DS. Since this analysis was conducted, the number of studies has increased markedly, permitting more precise estimates
of effects and more regions to be examined. Although 22q11.2DS is clinically heterogeneous, it is not known to what extent this
heterogeneity is mirrored in neuroanatomy. The aim of this study was thus to investigate differences in mean brain volume and
structural variability within regions, between 22q11.2DS and typically developing controls. We examined studies that reported
measures of brain volume using MRI in PubMed, Web of Science, Scopus and PsycINFO from inception to 1 May 2019. Data
were extracted from studies in order to calculate effect sizes representing case–control difference in mean volume, and in the
variability of volume (as measured using the log variability ratio (lnVR) and coefficient of variation ratio (CVR)). We found
significant overall decreases in mean volume in 22q11.2DS compared with control for: total brain (g=−0.96; p < 0.001); total
grey matter (g=−0.81, p < 0.001); and total white matter (g=−0.81; p < 0.001). There was also a significant overall reduction
of mean volume in 22q11.2DS subjects compared with controls in frontal lobe (g=−0.47; p < 0.001), temporal lobe (g=
−0.84; p < 0.001), parietal lobe (g=−0.73; p= 0.053), cerebellum (g=−1.25; p < 0.001) and hippocampus (g=−0.90; p <
0.001). Significantly increased variability in 22q11.2DS individuals compared with controls was found only for the hippocampus
(VR, 1.14; p= 0.036; CVR, 1.30; p < 0.001), and lateral ventricles (VR, 1.56; p= 0.004). The results support the notion that
structural abnormalities in 22q11.2DS and schizophrenia are convergent, and also to some degree with findings in autism
spectrum disorder. Finally, the increased variability seen in the hippocampus in 22q11.2DS may underlie some of the
heterogeneity observed in the neuropsychiatric phenotype.

Introduction

22q11.2 deletion syndrome (22q11.2DS), also known as
DiGeorge or Velo-Cardio-Facial syndrome, is a neurogenetic
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disorder with an estimated prevalence ranging between
1:3000 and 1:6000 [1] and is the most commonly occurring
microdeletion in humans [1–3]. About 90% of the cases arise
from de novo mutations, whilst about 10% are inherited in an
autosomal dominant pattern. The 22q11.2 locus is one of the
most complex regions in the genome due to the large clusters
of low copy repeats (LCR), which predict genomic instability
[4, 5]. Non allelic homologous recombination between LCRA
and LCRD, the two largest LCRs, leads to a 3Mb deletion
and accounts for 90% cases, whereas recombination of LCRA
and LCRB or LCRA and LCRC leads to 1.5 and 2Mb
deletions, respectively [4–6]. It has been suggested that
variability in the deletion size and breakpoint locations, as
well as characteristics of the intact chromosome are likely to
be playing an important role in the clinical phenotype of
individuals with 22q11.2DS [7]. The physical manifestations
have their onset in early childhood and include abnormalities
of the cardiac, endocrine and immune systems in addition to
facial deformities and cleft palate [1, 8]. Furthermore, anxiety
disorders are prevalent across the lifespan and by adolescence
mood disorders emerge [9]. In addition, neurodevelopmental
disorders such as autism spectrum disorder (ASD) have
estimated prevalence rates between 18 and 58% [9–12]. Over
the last 20 years, it has been well established that indi-
viduals with 22q11.2 deletion have greater than 25% risk
of developing psychosis [9], making this copy number
variant one of the strongest risk factors for the develop-
ment of psychosis [13, 14].

Given the neuropsychiatric sequelae of the syndrome,
there has been considerable interest in brain structure in
22q11.2DS. There have been two meta-analyses on struc-
tural neuroimaging studies in 22q11.2DS to date. The first
meta-analysis reported global volumetric reductions of total
grey and white matter, as well as reductions in frontal cortex
and hippocampal volume [15]. Authors further found that
the magnitude of the effect sizes increased from frontal
towards the occipital regions [15], supporting the theory
that brain structural abnormalities in 22q11.2DS may reflect
neurodevelopmental pathology along the rostrocaudate
gradient [16]. More recently Sun et al. conduced a large
multicentre study, examining cortical grey matter, and
showed overall decreased volume, driven by reduced sur-
face area, and increased cortical thickness, with the excep-
tion of the temporal pole [17].

As 22q11.2DS confers significant risk for both schizo-
phrenia and ASD, the question as to whether they share
similar structural abnormalities has been repeatedly asked
[10, 12, 18–25]. Moreover, in 22q11.2DS, the physical and
psychiatric consequences of the deletion are highly variable,
both in terms of nature and degree of symptomatology,
suggesting that multiple neurobiological pathways may
mediate the relationship between genes and phenotypic
expression [7]. Therefore, when examining the brain

structure, it is also important to consider the variability of
brain regions volumes. This enables the examination of
whether the clinical heterogeneity of the disorder is simi-
larly reflected at the level of neuroanatomy and whether the
evidence of differences in subgroups is a false positive
finding deriving from the selection of individuals from
extreme ends of distribution of similar variance to that of
healthy volunteers, but with shifted mean. Variability is a
relatively new concept, which was examined recently by a
meta-analysis in idiopathic schizophrenia [26]. Although
one might expect similar neuroanatomical variability to be
present in 22q11.2DS, this has not yet been tested.

Since the publication of an initial meta-analysis of
structural brain differences by Tan et al. [15], including
studies up to March 2008, the total number of structural
magnetic resonance studies in 22q11.2DS has almost dou-
bled, and to our knowledge, no previous study has exam-
ined variability of brain region volumes in 22q11.2DS. This
study therefore aimed to (1) perform an updated meta-
analysis of mean volume differences between individuals
with 22q11.2DS and typically developing controls; and (2)
examine differences in brain structural variability between
groups. We hypothesised that there would be volumetric
reductions in total white and grey matter, as well as in
cortical and subcortical regions including frontal, temporal,
parietal lobe and hippocampus, and further that neuroana-
tomical variability would be greater in 22q11.2DS com-
pared with controls.

Materials and methods

Study selection

A comprehensive search was conducted of PubMed, Web
of Science, Scopus and PsycINFO from inception to 1st
May 2019. Search terms used to identify the studies
included: 22q11.2 DS OR DiGeorge OR Velo-Cardio-
Facial syndrome OR Shprintzen syndrome OR CATCH22,
Conotruncal anomaly face syndrome; AND magnetic
resonance (MRI) OR volume OR SBM OR seed OR mor-
phology OR morphometry OR gray/grey OR cortical OR
anatomy OR structur* OR brain. In addition, we supple-
mented the search by manual and bibliographic cross
referencing, and by examining the previous meta-analysis
[15] to identify potentially missed studies (see Supple-
mentary Fig. 1 for flow chart).

Studies were initially included if they were (1) published
as a peer-reviewed article with original data and reported
measures of regional brain volumes in individuals with
22q11.2DS and typically developing controls; (2) had suf-
ficient data to extract mean and standard deviations for both
groups; and (3) were written in English. For papers with
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missing information, authors were contacted for raw data
and/or means and standard deviations.

In papers where samples overlapped, we only included
the study with the largest participant size. However, some
of the smaller studies included regions that were not cov-
ered in the larger paper and, if so, these duplicate samples
remained included for the missing regions, but weighted by
the smaller participant number. The search, screening and
data extraction was completed independently by three
separate researchers, MR, MG and CEB.

Measures reported by subgroups (e.g. male vs. female or
two control groups) were included as separate results. To
avoid overweighting, in cases where a control group was
used multiple times against different patient groups, the
number of participants recorded for that studies’ control
group was reduced accordingly, in line with standard
guidelines [27]. Where studies presented left and right
hemisphere volumes separately, these were combined to a
single measure, as previously described [28], using corre-
lation coefficients derived from an existing dataset (see
Supplementary Table 1).

Means and standard deviations of volumetric measures
for both patient and control groups were extracted. Brain
structures were included in the analysis if at least three
studies met the inclusion criteria. Further, we recorded
details of the potential moderating factors, such as sex
and IQ.

Outcome measures for mean differences

A meta-analysis of between-group differences in mean
volumes was conducted, indexed using Hedges g.

Outcome measures for variability

We measured the relative variability of brain regions in
patients compared with controls, by using the log variability
ratio (InVR): [26, 29]

lnVR ¼ ln
σp
σc

� �
¼ ln

Sp
Sc

� �
þ 1

2ðnp � 1Þ � 1
2ðnc � 1Þ ;

where σp and σc are unbiased estimates of population
standard deviations, Sp and Sc are reported samples standard
deviations, and np and nc are the sample sizes for patient and
control. However, as variance is positively correlated with
mean, some of the between-group difference in relative
variability might be partly driven by between-group
differences in the mean. This is in particular true for brain
structures with larger mean volume in patients, such as
lateral ventricles. We therefore also calculated the log
coefficient of variation ratio (lnCVR), which is a more
conservative test [26, 29]. The latter term, measures
variability differences after accounting for differences in

mean:

lnCVR ¼ ln
σp=xp
σc=xc

� �
¼ ln

Sp=xp
Sc=xc

� �
þ 1

2ðnp � 1Þ � 1
2ðnc � 1Þ ;

where xp and xc are the reported means for patients and
controls.

Statistical analysis

As many of our studies reported volumes for multiple
structures of interest, we used a multivariate approach,
enabling an estimation of summary effect sizes across all
regions of interest, while reducing multicity concerns [30].
This approach estimates covariance among outcome mea-
sures, thereby improving estimation of summary effect size
relative to univariate analysis [31].

All analyses were conducted using the metafor package
in R (3.3.2) [32]. Separate multivariate random effect
models for Hedges’ g, lnVR and lnCVR were performed so
as to conduct meta-analysis of all regions concurrently [32].
We added random effects to the model for each region
within each study and region was added to the model as a
categorical moderator to derive summary effect size for
regions separately. Random effects models were then fitted
to data in all regions by means of restricted maximum
likelihood estimation for Hedges g, lnVR and lnCVR. A
Wald-type chi-square omnibus test was performed to assess
the significance of the model coefficients across regions.

For each significant omnibus test, we tested the effect
separately by region. Where VR (or CVR) was 1, equal
variability between patients and controls were found,
whereas >1 indicated greater variability in the patient group,
and <1 indicated lower variability in the patient group.

In addition, an omnibus test of effect of moderators was
used to examine the overall effect of region on mean values
and subsequently post hoc tests were applied to assess
differences between regions at pairwise level. In view of the
number of tests we conducted, we employed false discovery
rate adjustment of the probability threshold to the expected
proportion of type I error to 5% of rejected null hypotheses.

Meta-regression/sensitivity analysis

To examine the effects of moderating factors on mean dif-
ferences and variability, we employed a univariate mixed
effects meta-regression. We separately examined age, sex
and IQ as moderators for the mean volume differences and
variability. No correction for multiple comparisons was
applied when assessing effects at the level of the individual
region, as these meta-regression analyses were exploratory.

Eleven studies in the meta-analysis included individuals
with 22q11.2DS with psychiatric comorbidities (e.g. psy-
chosis, ASD, ADHD, anxiety and mood disorder) or on
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psychotropic medication. To test whether diagnosis had an
influence on our results, we repeated the analysis for mean
volume differences and variability only for individuals with
22q11.2DS without psychiatric comorbidities.

Publication bias and inconsistency for meta-analysis
of mean differences

Publication bias was assessed across all regions simulta-
neously by inspection of funnel plots of standard errors
against regional residuals and by a multivariate analogue of
Egger’s regression test [33]. Inconsistency between studies
was evaluated using the I2 statistic (with >50% con-
ventionally indicating moderate–high inconsistency and
<50% indicating low–moderate inconsistency [34]), an
approach that generalises straightforwardly to the multi-
variate setting [35].

Results

Study selection

A total of 24 studies, reporting data from 988 individuals
with 22q11.2DS and 873 controls were included (see
Table 1). Inter-rater reliability was assessed using Fleiss
Kappa test. The kappa was 0.9 for included studies and 0.94
for data extraction, reflecting excellent between rater relia-
bility. Sufficient studies were found to conduct analyses for
the following regions: total brain, total grey matter, total
white matter, cerebral spinal fluid, frontal, temporal and
parietal lobes, cerebellum, lateral ventricles, caudate
nucleus, amygdala and hippocampus. Mean (standard
deviation) age for individuals with 22q11.2DS was 14.4
(5.8) years and for controls 14.5 (6.6), and the male:female
percentage (%) was 50:50 in the 22q11.2DS group and
53:47 in the control group.

Mean differences

We found significant overall decreases in mean volume in
22q11.2DS compared with controls for: total brain (g=
−0.96; 95% CI, −1.26 to −0.65, p < 0.001); total grey
matter (g=−0.81; 95% CI, −0.97 to −0.65, p < 0.001);
and total white matter (g=−0.81; 95% CI, −0.98
to −0.64, p < 0.001), but no mean volume differences in
cerebral spinal fluid (g= 0.10; 95% CI, −0.21 to 0.42,
p= 0.519).

When examining brain regions, there was an overall
significant effect of group on mean volume (x2= 148.25,
p < 0.001). We also found significant overall decreases of
mean volume in 22q11.2DS compared with controls in
frontal lobe (g=−0.47; 95% CI, −0.68 to −0.25, p <

0.001), temporal lobe (g=−0.84; 95% CI, −1.19 to −0.48,
p < 0.001), parietal lobe (g=−0.73; 95% CI, −1.46 to
0.01, p= 0.053), cerebellum (g=−1.25; 95% CI, −1.56 to
−0.95, p < 0.001) and hippocampus (g=−0.90; 95% CI,
−1.10 to −0.70, p < 0.001). There were no significant mean
effects of group for lateral ventricles (g= 0.02; 95% CI,
−0.54 to 0.58, p= 0.949), caudate nucleus (g= 0.07; 95%
CI, −0.25 to 0.39, p= 0.680) or amygdala (g= 0.08; 95%
CI, −0.21 to 0.36, p= 0.605) (see Fig. 1 and Supplemen-
tary Table 2). Pairwise interregional comparisons adjusted
for multiple comparisons were also calculated (see Sup-
plementary Table 3 for further details).

Variability ratio

In the brain regions we examined, we found significantly
increased variability in 22q11.2DS individuals compared
with controls for the hippocampus (VR, 1.15; 95% CI,
1.01–1.31; p= 0.036) and lateral ventricles (VR, 1.56; 95%
CI, 1.15–2.13; p= 0.004). Variability was not significantly
different between groups for any other regions: frontal lobe
(VR, 1.00; 95% CI, 0.78–1.27; p= 0.972), temporal
lobe (VR, 1.13; 95% CI, 0.86–1.46; p= 0.379), parietal
lobe (VR, 1.01; 95% CI, 0.80–1.28; p= 0.919), cerebellum
(VR, 0.92; 95% CI, 0.75–1.13; p= 0.417), caudate
nucleus (VR, 1.13; 95% CI, 0.94–1.35; p= 0.196) or
amygdala (VR, 1.09; 95% CI, 0.94–1.27; p= 0.260) (see
Fig. 2 and Supplementary Table 2).

Coefficient of variation ratio

There was increased variability in 22q11.2DS compared
with controls remained significant when using CVR for the
hippocampus (CVR, 1.30; 95% CI, 1.14–1.47; p < 0.001).
However, this was not the case for the lateral ventricles
(CVR, 0.89; 95% CI, 0.71–1.11; p= 0.304). Nor did
variability, using coefficient ratio, become significant for
any of the remaining regions; frontal lobe (CVR, 1.05; 95%
CI, 0.83–1.33; p= 0. 655), temporal lobe (CVR, 1.25;
95% CI, 0. 97–1.61; p= 0.090), parietal lobe (CVR, 1.08;
95% CI, 0.88–1.32; p= 0.451), cerebellum (CVR, 1.09;
95% CI, 0.88–1.34; p= 0.432), caudate nucleus (CVR,
1.09; 95% CI, 0.92–1.29; p= 0.311) or amygdala
(CVR, 1.12; 95% CI, 0.96–1.30; p= 0.139) or (see Fig. 3
and Supplementary Table 2).

Meta-regression/sensitivity analysis

Age was not associated with regional mean volume differ-
ences (p > 0.05 for all regions). Interestingly, we found that
sex was associated with the magnitude of mean volume
differences in frontal lobe (z=−2.38, p= 0.017) and lat-
eral ventricles (z= 3.12, p= 0.013), with studies containing
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a greater proportion of females showing greater reductions
in brain volumes (see Supplementary Fig. 2). In addition,
IQ was associated with lateral ventricles mean volume.
Studies with greater differences in IQ between 22q11.2DS
and healthy controls showed larger increase of lateral ven-
tricle volume for the 22q11.2DS group (z= 3.12, p=
0.002) (see Supplementary Fig. 3).

However, there was no significant relationship between
variability of age or IQ with hippocampal variability (z=
0.02, p= 0.86; z= 0.118, p= 0.578, respectively) (see
Supplementary Fig. 4), nor with variability in lateral ven-
tricles (z= 0.028, p= 0.87; z=−0.068, p= 0.845,
respectively) (see Supplementary Fig. 5).

When we conducted the analysis, excluding individuals
with 22q11.2DS with psychiatric comorbidities and/or
psychotropic medication, results remained similar both for
mean volume differences and variability (see Supplemen-
tary Results).

Publication bias and inconsistency

Using a multivariate analogue of Egger’s test [33], we
found that funnel plot asymmetry was significant for
Hedges g (x2= 25.98, p= 0.011), but not for lnVR (x2=
0.48, p= 0.975), nor lnCVR (x2= 2.107, p= 0.716) (see
Supplementary Fig. 5).

Inconsistency (between-study heterogeneity), as mea-
sured by l2, depending on brain regions, ranged from 23.82
to 76.89 for Hedges g, 0.30 to 71.51 for lnVR and 1.98 to
69.18 for lnCVR (Figs. 1–3).

Discussion

Our first finding was a widespread volumetric reduction in
22q11.2DS compared with typically developing controls in
total brain, total grey and total white matter with large effect
sizes. Further, we identified regionally specific decreases in
the volume of frontal and temporal lobe, as well as in
subcortical regions such as hippocampus. Secondly, we
identified the hippocampus as a region of uniquely
increased variability in 22q11.2DS.

Brain volume reductions in 22q11.2 deletion

Reductions in grey and white matter volume in 22q11.2DS
compared with controls have been a consistent finding
across studies. More recently, grey matter differences have
been examined as its two independent components, cortical
thickness and surface area [19, 22, 25, 36], with a study by
the ENIGMA 22q11.2DS consortium analysing the largest
sample to date (n= 474) [17], and finding reduced cortical
volume in 22q11.2DS, primarily driven by reduced surfaceTa
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area, whereas increases were found in cortical thickness
[17]. Similarly, studies have observed white matter reduc-
tions in this population, which might indicate potential
impairments in myelination, which could contribute to
abnormalities in brain circuitry. For example, a recent large
multicentre diffusion tensor imaging study from the
ENIGMA 22q11.2DS working group found decreased

diffusivities, with smaller and undulated axons in
22q11.2DS compared with healthy controls [37]. As such,
the aberrant axonal differentiation and migration in
22q11.2DS may lead to the reduction in gyral complexity
in the syndrome, which could drive the regional decreases
in surface area [37]. Further, in the 22q11.2 locus, there are
genes related to axonal migration, shaping brain

Fig. 2 The variability ratio
(VR) was significantly
increased in the lateral
ventricles and hippocampus,
indicating greater variability
in their volumes for
individuals with 22q11.2DS.
There were no significant VR for
any other sub-regions. VR
Variability Ratio; CL
Confidence Interval; P indicates
statistical significance; I2

indicates inconsistency.

Fig. 3 The coefficient of
variability ratio (CVR) was
significantly increased in
hippocampus, indicating
greater variability in volume
for individuals with
22q11.2DS. There were no
significant CVR for any other
sub-regions. CVR Coefficient
Variability Ratio; CL
Confidence Interval; P indicates
statistical significance; I2

indicates inconsistency.

Fig. 1 Mean volumes of total
brain, total grey matter, total
white matter, frontal lobe,
temporal lobe, cerebellum and
hippocampus were
significantly reduced in
individuals with 22q11.2DS.
There were no significant mean
differences between groups for
cerebral spinal fluid (CSF),
parietal lobe, lateral ventricles,
caudate nucleus or amygdala.
CL Confidence Interval;
P indicates statistical
significance; I2 indicates
inconsistency.
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morphology (i.e. PIK4CA and RTN4R) [38, 39] and when
the microdeletion occurs, this may contribute to the
observed white matter abnormalities [24, 40].

Our results extend the findings of the original meta-
analysis [15], by both including a larger sample, and studies
with more updated methodological approaches. In the pre-
sent study, we found reduction in cortical and subcortical
regions including frontal, temporal, parietal lobe, cere-
bellum and hippocampus. When we conducted the omnibus
test and pairwise comparisons, the effect size in the volume
of frontal lobe volume was smaller than that in the cere-
bellum. No significant differences were observed between
frontal and temporal lobe or temporal lobe and cerebellum.
This outcome is only partly in agreement with the rostro-
caudal gradient (frontal < temporal < cerebellum) that has
been shown in previous studies, which may be explained by
increased sample size, or differences in methodological
approaches e.g. use of multivariate vs. univariate analysis.
Nonetheless, the finding of frontal < cerebellum is con-
sistent with an aberrant developmental trajectory along the
anterior–posterior axis early in developmental years
[15, 16], potentially secondary to disruption of genes that
encode neurodevelopmental morphogens that are implicated
in the rostro-caudal axis [41].

Given the increased rates of neuropsychiatric disorders in
22q11.2DS, drawing parallels with studies examining
individuals at high clinical and genetic risk for developing
psychosis and/or ASD is crucial to enhance understand the
neurodevelopmental phenotype of this microdeletion. For
example, a meta-analysis in individuals at high risk of
developing psychosis found structural abnormalities in
similar regions to those found in this study, with reduced
volume of middle and superior temporal gyri, middle frontal
gyrus, hippocampus, parahippocampus and anterior cingu-
late cortex [42]. Comparably, studies at genetic high risk
groups for psychosis (including unaffected first degree
relatives and twins discordant for schizophrenia) have
shown volumetric decreases in frontal lobe [43–45], tem-
poral lobe [46], hippocampus [43, 44, 47], para-
hippocampus [43, 48, 49], as well as increases of lateral and
third ventricles [43, 47]. Further metanalytic evidence in
first episode psychosis has shown an inverse correlation
between grey matter volume in temporal lobe and severity
of psychotic symptoms [48]. It is worth noting that there
was a larger magnitude of the effect sizes of mean differ-
ences in our study compared with the ones previously
reported in genetic high-risk groups for psychosis [50] and
in schizophrenia [26]. In addition, the most recent meta-
analysis by the ENIGMA Schizophrenia working group
showed widespread cortical thinning with regional specifi-
city and decrease in surface area without specificity in
psychosis [51]. Frontal and temporal lobe were the brain
regions with the largest effect sizes for both measures, with

specificity only for cortical thickness, but not for surface
area [51].

Similarly, in 22q11.2DS, a longitudinal study following
up adolescents over a 3-year period found an inverse cor-
relation between volume in the prefrontal, temporal lobe
and cerebellum with severity of total prodromal psychotic
symptoms [52]. In this study, only decrease of grey matter
volume in temporal lobe was associated with increase of
positive prodromal psychotic symptoms [52]. Moreover,
when comparing individuals with 22q11.2DS with or
without schizophrenia, Chow et al. showed an association
of the disorder with reduction of superior temporal gyrus
[18]. Further, a recent large-scale study in 22q11.2DS found
increased cortical thickness, along with decreased surface
area in 22q11.2DS relative to control [17], which is in
contrast with the widespread cortical thinning that has been
found in idiopathic schizophrenia [51]. However, there was
significant convergence of affected brain regions between
22q11.2DS and idiopathic schizophrenia. Individuals with
22q11.2DS and psychosis showing cortical thinning in
fronto–temporal regions compared with the ones without
psychosis, with effect sizes similar to the ones observed in
idiopathic schizophrenia [17]. Combined, these findings
might suggest that in individuals with 22q11.2DS, frontal
and medial temporal lobe grey matter loss linked to cortical
thinning may serve as a vulnerability marker for psychosis
[53].

Likewise, in the ASD literature, several of the observed
regions in this study have been highlighted. For example,
there is evidence that frontal and temporal regions appear to
be more affected than parietal and occipital regions, sug-
gesting that the temporal sequence of typical early brain
development (i.e. back to front) is perturbed in ASD [54]. A
recent large-scale study from the ENIGMA-ASD working
group has shown decreased volume in striatum, amygdala
and hippocampus, enlarged lateral ventricles, increased
frontal thickness and decreased temporal thickness with
small to moderate effect sizes in ASDs relative to controls
[55]. Our results partially overlap with these findings, for
example, by showing reductions in hippocampus. Although
there have been few studies in 22q11.2DS individuals with
ASD, the findings to date have implicated volumetric dif-
ference in the amygdala [10, 12], decreased cortical thick-
ness in bilateral parahippocampus [10] and increased
cortical volume and surface area in right parieto–temporal
regions, and left posterior cingulate and dorsolateral pre-
frontal cortex [25]. However, in view of the limited number
of structural imaging studies investigating ASD on
22q11.2DS, any interpretations about convergence of
affected regions between these disorders should be made
cautiously.

In summary, decrease in grey matter volume in frontal
and medial temporal lobe associated with cortical thinning
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in 22q11.2DS may suggest increased vulnerability to psy-
chosis. It still remains unclear whether structural abnorm-
alities in 22q11.2DS may help us explain the increased risk
for ASD. This becomes more complicated given that idio-
pathic ASD and schizophrenia share some neuroanatomical
abnormalities, as well as the high rates of comorbidity of
these disorders in the 22q11.2DS population. Future long-
itudinal studies in 22q11.2DS are needed to disentangle the
degree that these disorders share neuroanatomical variation,
and to establish common or distinct genetic or molecular
mechanisms across disorders.

Variability

In the second part of our study, we demonstrated greater
volumetric variability in the group of 22q11.2DS compared
with the group of typically developing controls in hippo-
campus and lateral ventricles; with this remaining sig-
nificant for the hippocampus when controlling for mean
volume of the region.

There are several potential explanations for this finding.
For example, it is possible that variability differences may
reflect heterogeneous biological mechanisms in 22q11.2DS,
suggesting that brain regions are affected differently across
carriers. In support of this notion, a large-scale study on
22q11.2DS has found that deletion size impacts on brain
structure, in particular for cortical surface area [17]. The
increased variability in hippocampus and lateral ventricles
may imply that these brain areas are affected only in some
patients or to a varying extent across carriers. The hippo-
campus plays a key role in memory and cognition and
aberrant morphology has been shown in schizophrenia,
ASD and 22q11.2DS. Previous studies in mice models of
22q11.2DS have shown reduced neurogenesis [56] and
density of dendritic spines in hippocampus [57], suggesting
that these processes may lead to morphological alterations
observed in 22q11.2DS. Moreover, it has been suggested,
that in children with 22q11.2DS, the reduction in hippo-
campal volume might be due to greater variation in the
shape of the anterior hippocampus, and a greater inward
deformation [58]. In addition, it has been demonstrated that
hippocampus, particularly ventral hippocampus, can reg-
ulate dopamine function via involvement of glutamatergic
input to nucleus accumbens that leads to increase of
GABAergic activity to the ventral pallidum [59]. Further-
more, evidence from preclinical and clinical data has shown
that hyperactivity of hippocampus in schizophrenia can lead
to increased tonic dopamine firing and hyperdopaminergia
[60, 61]. More recently, a longitudinal study in 22q11.2DS
showed a volumetric decrease of hippocampus, with indi-
viduals with 22q11.2DS and psychotic symptoms present-
ing with a further reduction of volume during adolescence, a
crucial period for the emergence of psychosis [62]. All

subfields in hippocampus were similarly affected, except
CA2/3, which was interestingly decreased in 22q11.2DS
and psychosis, suggesting that this atrophy is associated
with the appearance of psychotic symptoms [62]. In view of
the above, it can be speculated that hippocampal abnorm-
alities in 22q11.2DS may be more common in those who
develop psychosis. Thus, variability in the neurobiology
affecting the hippocampus may contribute to the clinical
heterogeneity, and explain why not all individuals with
22q11.2DS develop psychosis, consistent with differing
neurodevelopmental trajectories underlying psychosis [63].
On the other hand, there seems to be less evidence to
support a link between variability in hippocampus
and ASD.

Notably, we observed unaltered variability in frontal,
temporal, parietal, amygdala, cerebellum and caudate
regions, which suggest that these are affected consistently
among patients. Brugger et al. reported greater volumetric
variability in individuals with first episode psychosis in
putamen, temporal lobe, thalamus and third ventricle,
unaltered variability in frontal lobe and caudate, and
reduced variability in anterior cingulate cortex, supporting
neurobiological heterogeneity in this disorder and high-
lighting the anterior cingulate cortex as a core component of
the biological processes across schizophrenia subtypes [26].
Our results suggest a level of convergence with the previous
variability meta-analysis, showing unaltered variability of
frontal lobe and caudate and increased variability in hip-
pocampus. However, when comparing the studies, it is
important to bear in mind, that individuals included in our
meta-analysis, were much younger and therefore, less likely
to have developed psychotic symptoms/psychosis. There-
fore, any interpretation should be made cautiously.

Another possible explanation is that the variability dif-
ferences we observe may be due to homogeneity of the
control groups, who are often unusually healthy, as the
presence of significant illness are often recruitment exclu-
sion criteria for controls, while individuals with 22q11.2DS
are at increased risk of numerous physical and mental
comorbidities [64]. This is, of course, an issue in general to
case–control research across medicine, however the concern
is more acute in relation to measures of variability (as
opposed to mean differences), as here, “the noise is the
signal”. It is worth noting that in the majority of the studies
we included in our analysis, IQ was higher in controls than
in individuals with 22q11.2DS. In the meta-regression we
conducted, we found that IQ had a significant effect on
mean volume differences in lateral ventricles, however,
there was no association between variability in hippo-
campus and/or lateral ventricles with variability in IQ. To
our knowledge, no study has previously examined the effect
of IQ on lateral ventricles volume in 22q11.2DS. Deboer
et al. previously investigated the relationship between
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hippocampal volume and IQ in 22q11.2DS [65]. Authors
showed that there was a strong association between hip-
pocampal volume and Verbal IQ, which is relatively pre-
served in this group. In contrast, no correlation was found
between hippocampal volume with Performance IQ [65].
Thus, the lack of association between hippocampal varia-
bility with variability in IQ in our study does not exclude
the possibility of relationship between hippocampal varia-
bility with specific cognitive functions. However, we were
unable to test this due to the small number of studies pro-
viding this information. Moreover, we found no association
between age variability and variability in either hippo-
campus or lateral ventricles, which may not be surprising
given that groups in the studies were matched for age.

Limitations and future directions

First, there was evidence for moderate-to-high incon-
sistency of effect size estimates for mean volume differ-
ences for some brain regions, with parietal lobe having the
highest inconsistency (i.e. I2= 72%). However, there were
only three studies for this region, thus a relatively large
effect size confidence interval for this measure. Although
the meta-regression indicated that age did not account for
the observed inconsistency, sex did significantly influence
our findings for mean volumetric differences in frontal lobe
and lateral ventricles. Studies with a greater proportion of
females had greater reduction in brain volume. In addition,
IQ was associated with the mean volumetric differences for
lateral ventricles, with studies with a greater difference in
IQ between the two groups showing larger lateral ventricle
volumes in the patient group. For the variability analysis,
inconsistency was found in frontal lobe and lateral ven-
tricles (i.e. I2= 74%, both for VR and CVR). However, the
random effects model was applied in our analysis, which
takes into account inconsistency.

In the sensitivity analysis, we demonstrated that diag-
nosis did not influence our results for either mean volume
differences or variability.

Second, our regression test showed asymmetry of the
funnel plot for mean volumetric differences, which may
represent a degree of publication bias. In contrast, we did
not find significant asymmetry for lnVR or lnCVR, which is
perhaps unsurprising as variability is rarely a primary out-
come in imaging studies.

Third, as the majority of the studies in our analysis
included young individuals and adolescents, it is not clear
whether we can extrapolate our results to the adult popu-
lation of 22q11.2DS. It is important to consider different
neurodevelopmental stages when comparing individuals
with 22q11.2DS, as rates of cortical development are not
linear across lifespan, and it is unclear at which exact stages
it might be disrupted in this population. Moreover, due to

insufficient number of studies to conduct a meta-analysis in
some brain regions that have been involved previously in
22q11.2DS, such as occipital lobe [66, 67], anterior cin-
gulate cortex [19, 68], insula [69], it would be crucial in the
future to expand this analysis in these regions when more
data are available, as well as in current regions (i.e. par-
ietal), where only a small number of studies was available.

Last, many of the studies included in this meta-analysis
examined large regions of interest and used techniques,
which do not compare regions on a voxel-wise basis. In
contrast, recent studies deploy the Freesurfer software
(http://surfer.nmr.mgh.harvard.edu/) which enables accurate
and robust registration and parcellation of cortical regions
[70]. Similarly, a vertex-based approach has recently being
employed in the analysis in an attempt to detect subtle and
spatially distributed differences across regions [25].

Currently, large-scale multicentre imaging studies are
being conducted, as part of the ENIGMA 22q11.2DS con-
sortium, using advanced approaches (e.g. FreeSurfer) for
the analysis of grey and white matter structures in this
microdeletion. Results to date have shown the size of the
22q11.2 deletion can influence brain structure [17]. In one
of these studies, reduction in cortical grey matter volume
was found, driven by reductions in surface area, whereas
cortical thickness was increased [17]. Further, the spatial
pattern of thicker cortex resembled that of surface area
reduction [17]. Similarly, there were large effects of the
22q11.2 deletion on white matter microstructure, such as
widespread reductions in mean, axial and radial diffusivities
in 22q11.2DS, especially in regions with major cortico-
cortical and cortico-thalamic fibres [37]. Authors proposed
that the pattern of abnormalities observed may reflect dis-
rupted neurogenesis of projection neurons in outer cortical
layers [37]. However, none of these studies have yet
investigated the neuroanatomical variability within regions.
Future studies should, where possible, examine this in more
detail, both in regards to grey and white matter, as well as
across regions in an attempt to detect more subtle and
spatially distributed differences.

Conclusions

In summary, we found that 22q11.2DS is associated with
both global and regional volumetric decrease in total brain,
total grey and white matter, frontal, temporal, parietal lobe,
cerebellum and hippocampus. Our meta-analysis further
suggests that there might be a convergence in neuroanato-
mical abnormalities between 22q11.2DS and what has
previously been found in schizophrenia and to some degree
in ASD. Finally, the increased variability in hippocampus in
22q11.2DS may explain some of the neuropsychiatric het-
erogeneity we observed in this genetic mutation and may be
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more likely associated with the emergence of psychosis.
Future large-scale structural imaging studies are required to
test the potential utility of the increased variability of hip-
pocampus for stratification or prognostic biomarker in
22q11.2DS.

Acknowledgements This study was funded by Medical Research
Council-UK (no. MC-A656-5QD30), Maudsley Charity (no. 666),
Brain and Behavior Research Foundation, and Wellcome Trust (no.
094849/Z/10/Z) grants to OH and the National Institute for Health
Research (NIHR) Biomedical Research Centre at South London and
Maudsley NHS Foundation Trust and King’s College London. RM’s
work is supported by the Wellcome Trust (no. 200102/Z/15/Z). CE
gratefully acknowledges support by grants EC480/1-1 and EC480/2-1
from the German Research Foundation under the Heisenberg Pro-
gramme. The views expressed are those of the author(s) and not
necessarily those of the NHS, the NIHR or the Department of Health.

Compliance with ethical standards

Conflict of interest MR, MG, RM, CB, SB, ED have no conflict of
interest to declare. OH has received investigator-initiated research
funding from and/or participated in advisory/speaker meetings orga-
nised by Angellini, Astra-Zeneca, Autifony, Biogen, BMS, Eli Lilly,
Heptares, Jansenn, Lundbeck, Lyden-Delta, Otsuka, Servier, Suno-
vion, Rand and Roche. Neither OH or his family have been employed
by or have holdings/a financial stake in any pharmaceutical company.
DGMM sat on an advisory board for Roche and received an
honorarium.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as
long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if
changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright
holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.
org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

1. McDonald-McGinn DM, Sullivan KE, Marino B, Philip N,
Swillen A, Vorstman JA, et al. 22q11.2 deletion syndrome. Nat
Rev Dis Prim. 2015;1:15071.

2. Yamagishi H. The 22q11.2 deletion syndrome. Keio J Med.
2002;51:77–88.

3. Drew LJ, Crabtree GW, Markx S, Stark KL, Chaverneff F, Xu B,
et al. The 22q11.2 microdeletion: fifteen years of insights into the
genetic and neural complexity of psychiatric disorders. Int J
Developmental Neurosci. 2011;29:259–81.

4. Edelmann L, Pandita RK, Morrow BE. Low-copy repeats mediate
the common 3-Mb deletion in patients with velo-cardio-facial
syndrome. Am J Hum Genet. 1999;64:1076–86.

5. Shaikh TH, Kurahashi H, Saitta SC, O'Hare AM, Hu P, Roe BA,
et al. Chromosome 22-specific low copy repeats and the 22q11.2
deletion syndrome: genomic organization and deletion endpoint
analysis. Hum Mol Genet. 2000;9:489–501.

6. Karayiorgou M, Simon TJ, Gogos JA. 22q11.2 microdeletions:
linking DNA structural variation to brain dysfunction and schi-
zophrenia. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2010;11:402–16.

7. Jonas RK, Montojo CA, Bearden CE. The 22q11.2 deletion
syndrome as a window into complex neuropsychiatric disorders
over the lifespan. Biol Psychiatry. 2014;75:351–60.

8. Bassett AS, McDonald-McGinn DM, Devriendt K, Digilio MC,
Goldenberg P, Habel A, et al. Practical guidelines for managing
patients with 22q11.2 deletion syndrome. J Pediatr.
2011;159:332–339.e331.

9. Schneider M, Debbane M, Bassett AS, Chow EW, Fung WL, van
den Bree M, et al. Psychiatric disorders from childhood to
adulthood in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome: results from the Inter-
national Consortium on Brain and Behavior in 22q11.2 Deletion
Syndrome. Am J Psychiatry. 2014;171:627–39.

10. Jalbrzikowski M, Ahmed KH, Patel A, Jonas R, Kushan L, Chow
C, et al. Categorical versus dimensional approaches to autism-
associated intermediate phenotypes in 22q11.2 microdeletion
syndrome. Biol Psychiatry Cogn Neurosci Neuroimaging.
2017;2:53–65.

11. Fiksinski AM, Schneider M, Murphy CM, Armando M, Vicari S,
Canyelles JM, et al. Understanding the pediatric psychiatric phe-
notype of 22q11.2 deletion syndrome. Am J Med Genet A.
2018;176:2182–91.

12. Antshel KM, Aneja A, Strunge L, Peebles J, Fremont WP, Stal-
lone K, et al. Autistic spectrum disorders in velo-cardio facial
syndrome (22q11.2 deletion). J Autism Dev Disord.
2007;37:1776–86.

13. Murphy KC, Jones LA, Owen MJ. High rates of schizophrenia in
adults with velo-cardio-facial syndrome. Arch Gen Psychiatry.
1999;56:940–5.

14. Monks S, Niarchou M, Davies AR, Walters JT, Williams N,
Owen MJ, et al. Further evidence for high rates of schizophrenia
in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome. Schizophr Res. 2014;153:231–6.

15. Tan GM, Arnone D, McIntosh AM, Ebmeier KP. Meta-analysis of
magnetic resonance imaging studies in chromosome 22q11.2
deletion syndrome (velocardiofacial syndrome). Schizophr Res.
2009;115:173–81.

16. Gothelf D, Schaer M, Eliez S. Genes, brain development and
psychiatric phenotypes in velo-cardio-facial syndrome. Dev Dis-
abil Res Rev. 2008;14:59–68.

17. Sun D, Ching CRK, Lin A, Forsyth JK, Kushan L, Vajdi A, et al.
Large-scale mapping of cortical alterations in 22q11.2 deletion
syndrome: convergence with idiopathic psychosis and effects of
deletion size. Mol Psychiatry. 2018. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41380-018-0078-5.

18. Chow EW, Ho A, Wei C, Voormolen EH, Crawley AP, Bassett
AS. Association of schizophrenia in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome
and gray matter volumetric deficits in the superior temporal gyrus.
Am J Psychiatry. 2011;168:522–9.

19. Jalbrzikowski M, Jonas R, Senturk D, Patel A, Chow C, Green
MF, et al. Structural abnormalities in cortical volume,
thickness, and surface area in 22q11.2 microdeletion syndrome:
relationship with psychotic symptoms. NeuroImage Clin.
2013;3:405–15.

20. Mihailov A, Padula MC, Scariati E, Schaer M, Schneider M, Eliez
S. Morphological brain changes associated with negative symp-
toms in patients with 22q11.2 deletion syndrome. Schizophr Res.
2017;188:52–8.

21. Padula MC, Schaer M, Armando M, Sandini C, Zoller D, Scariati
E, et al. Cortical morphology development in patients with

Magnitude and heterogeneity of brain structural abnormalities in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome: a. . . 1715

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41380-018-0078-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41380-018-0078-5


22q11.2 deletion syndrome at ultra-high risk of psychosis. Psy-
chol Med. 2018;48:2375–83.

22. Schmitt JE, Vandekar S, Yi J, Calkins ME, Ruparel K, Roalf DR,
et al. Aberrant cortical morphometry in the 22q11.2 deletion
syndrome. Biol Psychiatry. 2015;78:135–43.

23. Kates WR, Antshel K, Willhite R, Bessette BA, AbdulSabur N,
Higgins AM. Gender-moderated dorsolateral prefrontal reductions
in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome: implications for risk for schizo-
phrenia. Child Neuropsychol. 2005;11:73–85.

24. Kates WR, Burnette CP, Bessette BA, Folley BS, Strunge L, Jabs
EW, et al. Frontal and caudate alterations in velocardiofacial
syndrome (deletion at chromosome 22q11.2). J Child Neurol.
2004;19:337–42.

25. Gudbrandsen M, Daly E, Murphy CM, Wichers RH, Stoencheva
V, Perry E, et al. The neuroanatomy of autism spectrum disorder
symptomatology in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome. Cereb Cortex.
2018;29:3655–65.

26. Brugger SP, Howes OD. Heterogeneity and homogeneity of
regional brain structure in schizophrenia: a meta-analysis. JAMA
Psychiatry. 2017;74:1104–11.

27. Higgins JPT, Green S. Cochrane Handbook for Systematic
Reviews of Interventions Version 5.1.0 [updated March 2011].
The Cochrane Collaboration, 2011. Available from www.ha
ndbook.cochrane.org.

28. McCutcheon R, Beck K, Jauhar S, Howes OD. Defining the locus
of dopaminergic dysfunction in schizophrenia: a meta-analysis
and test of the mesolimbic hypothesis. Schizophr Bull.
2017;44:1301–11.

29. Nakagawa S, Poulin R, Mengersen K, Reinhold K, Engqvist L,
Lagisz M, et al. Meta-analysis of variation: ecological and evo-
lutionary applications and beyond. Methods Ecol Evol.
2015;6:143–52.

30. Bender R, Bunce C, Clarke M, Gates S, Lange S, Pace NL, et al.
Attention should be given to multiplicity issues in systematic
reviews. J Clin Epidemiol. 2008;61:857–65.

31. Mavridis D, Salanti G. A practical introduction to multivariate
meta-analysis. Stat Methods Med Res. 2013;22:133–58.

32. Viechtbauer W. Conducting meta-analyses in R with the metafor
package. J Stat Softw. 2010;36:1–48.

33. Egger M, Smith GD, Schneider M, Minder C. Bias in meta-
analysis detected by a simple, graphical test. BMJ.
1997;315:629–34.

34. Higgins JPT, Thompson SG, Deeks JJ, Altman DG. Measuring
inconsistency in meta-analyses. Br Med J. 2003;327:557–60.

35. Jackson D, White IR, Riley RD. Quantifying the impact of
between-study heterogeneity in multivariate meta-analyses. Stat
Med. 2012;31:3805–20.

36. Lin A, Ching CRK, Vajdi A, Sun D, Jonas RK, Jalbrzikowski M,
et al. Mapping 22q11.2 gene dosage effects on brain morpho-
metry. J Neurosci. 2017;37:6183–99.

37. Villalón-Reina JE, Martínez K, Qu X, Ching CRK, Nir TM,
Kothapalli D, et al. Altered white matter microstructure in 22q11.2
deletion syndrome: a multisite diffusion tensor imaging study. Mol
Psychiatry. 2019. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41380-019-0450-0.

38. Vorstman JA, Chow EW, Ophoff RA, van Engeland H, Beemer
FA, Kahn RS, et al. Association of the PIK4CA schizophrenia-
susceptibility gene in adults with the 22q11.2 deletion syndrome.
Am J Med Genet B Neuropsychiatr Genet. 2009;150B:430–3.

39. Wang KC, Koprivica V, Kim JA, Sivasankaran R, Guo Y, Neve
RL, et al. Oligodendrocyte-myelin glycoprotein is a Nogo receptor
ligand that inhibits neurite outgrowth. Nature. 2002;417:941–4.

40. Kates WR, Burnette CP, Jabs EW, Rutberg J, Murphy AM,
Grados M, et al. Regional cortical white matter reductions in
velocardiofacial syndrome: a volumetric MRI analysis. Biol
Psychiatry. 2001;49:677–84.

41. Frank DU, Fotheringham LK, Brewer JA, Muglia LJ, Tristani-
Firouzi M, Capecchi MR, et al. An Fgf8 mouse mutant pheno-
copies human 22q11 deletion syndrome. Development.
2002;129:4591–603.

42. Fusar-Poli P, Radua J, McGuire P, Borgwardt S. Neuroanatomical
maps of psychosis onset: voxel-wise meta-analysis of
antipsychotic-naive VBM studies. Schizophr Bull.
2012;38:1297–307.

43. Baaré WC, van Oel CJ, Hulshoff Pol HE, et al. Volumes of brain
structures in twins discordant for schizophrenia. Arch Gen Psy-
chiatry. 2001;58:33–40.

44. Nenadic I, Dietzek M, Schonfeld N, Lorenz C, Gussew A,
Reichenbach JR, et al. Brain structure in people at ultra-high risk
of psychosis, patients with first-episode schizophrenia, and heal-
thy controls: a VBM study. Schizophr Res. 2015;161:169–76.

45. Cooper D, Barker V, Radua J, Fusar-Poli P, Lawrie SM. Multi-
modal voxel-based meta-analysis of structural and functional
magnetic resonance imaging studies in those at elevated genetic
risk of developing schizophrenia. Psychiatry Res.
2014;221:69–77.

46. Guo W, Hu M, Fan X, Liu F, Wu R, Chen J, et al. Decreased gray
matter volume in the left middle temporal gyrus as a candidate
biomarker for schizophrenia: a study of drug naive, first-episode
schizophrenia patients and unaffected siblings. Schizophr Res.
2014;159:43–50.

47. Lawrie SM, McIntosh AM, Hall J, Owens DG, Johnstone EC.
Brain structure and function changes during the development of
schizophrenia: the evidence from studies of subjects at increased
genetic risk. Schizophr Bull. 2008;34:330–40.

48. Fusar-Poli P, Borgwardt S, Crescini A, Deste G, Kempton MJ,
Lawrie S, et al. Neuroanatomy of vulnerability to psychosis: a
voxel-based meta-analysis. Neurosci Biobehav Rev.
2011;35:1175–85.

49. Fusar-Poli P, Smieskova R, Serafini G, Politi P, Borgwardt S.
Neuroanatomical markers of genetic liability to psychosis and first
episode psychosis: a voxelwise meta-analytical comparison.
World J Biol Psychiatry. 2014;15:219–28.

50. Boos HM, Aleman A, Cahn W, Pol H, Kahn RS. Brain volumes in
relatives of patients with schizophrenia: a meta-analysis. Arch
Gen Psychiatry. 2007;64:297–304.

51. van Erp TGM, Walton E, Hibar DP, Schmaal L, Jiang W, Glahn
DC, et al. Cortical brain abnormalities in 4474 individuals with
schizophrenia and 5098 control subjects via the Enhancing Neuro
Imaging Genetics Through Meta Analysis (ENIGMA) Con-
sortium. Biol Psychiatry. 2018;84:644–54.

52. Kates WR, Antshel KM, Faraone SV, Fremont WP, Higgins AM,
Shprintzen RJ, et al. Neuroanatomic predictors to prodromal
psychosis in velocardiofacial syndrome (22q11.2 deletion syn-
drome): a longitudinal study. Biol Psychiatry. 2011;69:945–52.

53. Jalbrzikowski M, Bearden CE. Clinical and genetic high-risk
paradigms: converging paths to psychosis meet in the temporal
lobes. Biol Psychiatry. 2011;69:910–1.

54. Ecker C, Bookheimer SY, Murphy DG. Neuroimaging in autism
spectrum disorder: brain structure and function across the lifespan.
Lancet Neurol. 2015;14:1121–34.

55. van Rooij D, Anagnostou E, Arango C, Auzias G, Behrmann M,
Busatto GF, et al. Cortical and subcortical brain morphometry
differences between patients with autism spectrum disorder and
healthy individuals across the lifespan: results from the ENIGMA
ASD working group. Am J Psychiatry. 2018;175:359–69.

56. Ouchi Y, Banno Y, Shimizu Y, Ando S, Hasegawa H, Adachi K,
et al. Reduced adult hippocampal neurogenesis and working
memory deficits in the Dgcr8-deficient mouse model of 22q11.2
deletion-associated schizophrenia can be rescued by IGF2. J
Neurosci. 2013;33:9408–19.

1716 M. Rogdaki et al.

https://www.handbook.cochrane.org
https://www.handbook.cochrane.org
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41380-019-0450-0


57. Mukai J, Dhilla A, Drew LJ, Stark KL, Cao L, MacDermott AB,
et al. Palmitoylation-dependent neurodevelopmental deficits in a
mouse model of 22q11 microdeletion. Nat Neurosci.
2008;11:1302–10.

58. Scott JA, Goodrich-Hunsaker N, Kalish K, Lee A, Hunsaker MR,
Schumann CM, et al. The hippocampi of children with chromo-
some 22q11.2 deletion syndrome have localized anterior altera-
tions that predict severity of anxiety. J Psychiatry Neurosci.
2016;41:203–13.

59. Lodge DJ, Grace AA. Hippocampal dysregulation of dopamine
system function and the pathophysiology of schizophrenia. Trends
Pharmacol Sci. 2011;32:507–13.

60. Grace AA. Dysregulation of the dopamine system in the patho-
physiology of schizophrenia and depression. Nat Rev Neurosci.
2016;17:524–32.

61. Stone JM, Howes OD, Egerton A, Kambeitz J, Allen P, Lythgoe
DJ, et al. Altered relationship between hippocampal glutamate
levels and striatal dopamine function in subjects at ultra high risk
of psychosis. Biol Psychiatry. 2010;68:599–602.

62. Mancini V, Sandini C, Padula MC, Zoller D, Schneider M, Schaer
M, et al. Positive psychotic symptoms are associated with diver-
gent developmental trajectories of hippocampal volume during
late adolescence in patients with 22q11DS. Mol Psychiatry. 2019.

63. Howes OD, Murray RM. Schizophrenia: an integrated
sociodevelopmental-cognitive model. Lancet. 2014;383:1677–87.

64. Schwartz S, Susser E. The use of well controls: an unhealthy
practice in psychiatric research. Psychol Med. 2011;41:1127–31.

65. DeBoer T, Wu Z, Lee A, Simon TJ. Hippocampal volume
reduction in children with chromosome 22q11.2 deletion syn-
drome is associated with cognitive impairment. Behav Brain
Funct. 2007;3.

66. Eliez S, Schmitt JE, White CD, Reiss AL. Children and adoles-
cents with velocardiofacial syndrome: a volumetric MRI study.
Am J Psychiatry. 2000;157:409–15.

67. Gothelf D, Feinstein C, Thompson T, Gu E, Penniman L, Van
Stone E, et al. Risk factors for the emergence of psychotic dis-
orders in adolescents with 22q11.2 deletion syndrome. Am J
Psychiatry. 2007;164:663–9.

68. Dufour F, Schaer M, Debbane M, Farhoumand R, Glaser B, Eliez
S. Cingulate gyral reductions are related to low executive func-
tioning and psychotic symptoms in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome.
Neuropsychologia. 2008;46:2986–92.

69. Van Amelsvoort T, Daly E, Robertson D, Suckling J, Ng V,
Critchley H, et al. Structural brain abnormalities associated with
deletion at chromosome 22q11—quantitative neuroimaging study
of adults with velo-cardio-facial syndrome. Br J Psychiatry.
2001;178:412–9.

70. Fischl B. FreeSurfer. NeuroImage. 2012;62:774–81.
71. Antshel KM, AbdulSabur N, Roizen N, Fremont W, Kates WR.

Sex differences in cognitive functioning in velocardiofacial syn-
drome (VCFS). Developmental Neuropsychology. 2005;28:849–69.

72. Antshel KM, Peebles J, AbdulSabur N, Higgins AM, Roizen N,
Shprintzen R, et al. Associations between performance on the

Rey-Osterrieth Complex Figure and regional brain volumes in
children with and without velocardiofacial syndrome. Develop-
mental Neuropsychology. 2008;33:601–22.

73. Baker K, Chaddock CA, Baldeweg T, Skuse D. Neuroanatomy in
adolescents and young adults with 22q11 Deletion Syndrome:
Comparison to an IQ-matched group. Neuroimage. 2011;55:
491–9.

74. Bearden CE, van Erp TG, Monterosso JR, Simon TJ, Glahn DC,
Saleh PA, et al. Regional brain abnormalities in 22q11.2 deletion
syndrome: association with cognitive abilities and behavioral
symptoms. Neurocase. 2004;10:198–206.

75. Bearden CE, van Erp TGM, Dutton RA, Tran H, Zimmermann L,
Sun DQ, et al. Mapping cortical thickness in children with
22q11.2 deletions. Cerebral Cortex. 2007;17:1889–98.

76. Bearden CE, van Erp TGM, Dutton RA, Lee AD, Simon TJ,
Cannon TD, et al. Alterations in Midline Cortical Thickness and
Gyrification Patterns Mapped in Children with 22q11.2 Deletions.
Cerebral Cortex. 2009;19:115–26.

77. Campbell LE, Daly E, Toal F, Stevens A, Azuma R, Catani M, et
al. Brain and behaviour in children with 22q11.2 deletion syn-
drome: a volumetric and voxel-based morphometry MRI study.
Brain. 2006;129:1218–28.

78. Chow EWC, Zipursky RB, Mikulis DJ, Bassett AS. Structural
brain abnormalities in patients with schizophrenia and 22q11
Deletion Syndrome. Biological Psychiatry. 2002;51:208–15.

79. Debbane M, Schaer M, Farhoumand R, Glaser B, Eliez S. Hip-
pocampal volume reduction in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome. Neu-
ropsychologia. 2006;44:2360–5.

80. Eliez S, Blasey CM, Schmitt EJ, White CD, Hu D, Reiss AL.
Velocardiofacial syndrome: Are structural changes in the temporal
and mesial temporal regions related to schizophrenia? American
Journal of Psychiatry. 2001;158:447–53.

81. Eliez S, Barnea-Goraly N, Schmitt JE, Liu Y, Reiss AL. Increased
basal ganglia volumes in velo-cardio-facial syndrome (deletion
22q11.2). Biological Psychiatry. 2002;52:68–70.

82. Glaser B, Schaer M, Bemey S, Debbane M, Vuilleumier P, Eliez
S. Structural changes to the fusiform gyrus: A cerebral marker for
social impairments in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome? Schizophrenia
Research. 2007;96:82–6.

83. Gothelf D, Penniman L, Gu E, Eliez S, Reiss AL. Developmental
trajectories of brain structure in adolescents with 22q11.2 deletion
syndrome: A longitudinal study. Schizophrenia Research.
2007;96:72–81.

84. Sandini C, Scariati E, Padula MC, Schneider M, Schaer M, Van
De Ville D, et al. Cortical Dysconnectivity Measured by Structural
Covariance Is Associated With the Presence of Psychotic Symp-
toms in 22q11.2 Deletion Syndrome. Biological Psychiatry:
Cognitive Neuroscience and Neuroimaging. 2017;3:433–42.

85. van Amelsvoort T, Daly E, Henry J, Robertson D, Ng V, Owen
M, et al. Brain anatomy in adults with velocardiofacial syndrome
with and without schizophrenia - Preliminary results of a structural
magnetic resonance Imaging study. Archives of General Psy-
chiatry. 2004;61:1085–96.

Magnitude and heterogeneity of brain structural abnormalities in 22q11.2 deletion syndrome: a. . . 1717


	Magnitude and heterogeneity of brain structural abnormalities in�22q11.2 deletion syndrome: a meta-analysis
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study selection
	Outcome measures for mean differences
	Outcome measures for variability
	Statistical analysis
	Meta-regression/sensitivity analysis
	Publication bias and inconsistency for meta-analysis of mean differences

	Results
	Study selection
	Mean differences
	Variability ratio
	Coefficient of variation ratio
	Meta-regression/sensitivity analysis
	Publication bias and inconsistency

	Discussion
	Brain volume reductions in 22q11.2 deletion
	Variability
	Limitations and future directions

	Conclusions
	Compliance with ethical standards

	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	References




