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Little is known about the general biology of minisatellites. The purpose of this study is to examine repeat mutations from the D1S80
minisatellite locus by sequence analysis to elucidate the mutational process at this locus. This is a highly polymorphic minisatellite
locus, located in the subtelomeric region of chromosome 1. We have analyzed 90,000 human germline transmission events and
found seven (7) mutations at this locus. The D1S80 alleles of the parentage trio, the child, mother, and the alleged father were
sequenced and the origin of the mutation was determined. Using American Association of Blood Banks (AABB) guidelines, we
found a male mutation rate of 1.04 X 10~* and a female mutation rate of 5.18 X 10> with an overall mutation rate of approximately
7.77 x 1075, Also, in this study, we found that the identified mutations are in close proximity to the center of the repeat array rather
than at the ends of the repeat array. Several studies have examined the mutational mechanisms of the minisatellites according to
infinite allele model (IAM) and the one-step stepwise mutation model (SMM). In this study, we found that this locus fits into the

one-step mutation model (SMM) mechanism in six out of seven instances similar to STR loci.

1. Introduction

The human genome can be grossly partitioned into three
categories: nonrepetitive (single copy sequences), moderately
repetitive (families of retroposon-like sequences), and highly
repetitive (“classical” satellite) DNA [1]. Minisatellites repre-
sent a class of tandem repeats with repeat units ranging from
6 to 100 bp and fall into the class of highly repetitive satellites.
Total array sizes range from 0.5 to 30 kb. Minisatellite loci are
found throughout the genome and are estimated to number
in the thousands with a strong telomeric and strand bias [2].
They are generally clustered in subtelomeric and centromeric
regions; however, it has been suggested that minisatellites
show no obvious predisposition for accumulation in sub-
telomeric or centromeric regions but are associated with
rates of high recombination and mutation in these regions
[2-9].

Studies have shown that minisatellites may mutate by
unexpectedly complex conversion-like events [10]. Higher

mutational polar bias occurs at the termini at some, if not
most minisatellites, as well as microsatellite loci [11]. Min-
isatellite loci generally are variable near one end of the array
or in some cases both ends. It has been suggested that this
implies a mutational mechanism driven by cis-acting ele-
ments and thus the existence of a localized mutation hotspot
at one end of the array involving complex processes of gene
conversion [12-14]. One caveat is that the control regions
have not been identified and only associated flanking region
markers have been found.

Little is known about the general biology of minisatellites
[15]. The purposes of the study are (1) to examine the muta-
tional rate and (2) to examine mutations from the D1S80
minisatellite locus by sequence analysis to elucidate the mu-
tational process, as an example of a particular type of min-
isatellite array. The highly polymorphic minisatellite locus
D1S80, (gene location: 1p36.32, GenBank sequence Acces-
sion # D28507) was first described by Nakamura in 1989.
It is a minisatellite locus composed of short repeat units,
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TaBLE 1: Nucleotide sequences of observed repeat units. The consensus sequence represents the most common nucleotide observed in each
position of the repeats. Twenty variations based on the consensus sixteen base repeat unit are tabulated. Each repeat unit is assigned a letter
code. Dots (-) represent a match to the consensus sequence as represented by type H repeat unit. Letters represent nucleotide differences
when compared to the consensus sequence and correspond to A, G, C, and T nucleotides. A (-) represents a missing nucleotide in the repeat

unit A.

Repeat type Sequence

Type A T C A . C - A . . -

Type B A C A A

Type C A

Type D A A

Type E A A

Type F A

Type G A . . . .

Type H G A G G A C C A C C G G C A A G (Consensus)
Type I A G

Type J A A G

Type K A

Type L T

Type M A G G
Type N G

Type O G
Type P A A G
Type Q A G A

Type R G . A A G

Type S A A G

Type T A A

Type U A A A

Repeat units  Variable

Repeat units

(A-B-C-D) repeat units (H-1-J-I-I-L-G)

. l

L

Lo - -
HinFI/Tsp509 I SNP BsoFI SNP
(Fnu4HI)

F1GURk 1: The general structure of the D1S80 locus is that of a monomeric type VNTR consisting of four 5 repeat units (A-B-C-D) and seven
3’ repeat units (H-I-J-I-I-L-G) that are constant (motifs), with variable number of repeats in between. These two motifs are essentially
identical in almost all alleles sequenced in all population groups so far (data not shown). There is a 132 base pair 5" flanking region which
includes the forward PCR primer (P1) and a 32-base pair 3" flanking region which includes the reverse PCR primer (P2) sequence. The
two-flanking restriction site polymorphism, Hinfl (GIANTC), 58 base pairs from the 5" end of the primer, and the Fnu4HI (GCINGC), the

first base after the last repeat are shown by arrows.

typically less than or equal to 16 base pairs per unit [16, 17]
(Table 1, Figure 1). It is located in the sub-telomeric region
of chromosome 1 (chr1:2,390,716 - 2,391,193) roughly 2.4M
bases from the p-telomere [18, 19]. The total range of repeat
lengths (approx. 0.2 to 1kb) and the relatively small number
of repeats (generally 14 to >40) within the unit make this
locus suitable for PCR analysis [15, 20] (Figure 1). The
observed heterozygosity has been reported as high as 90.5%
and as low as 24% with greater than 27 alleles [21]. In most
human populations, 18 and 24 repeat units are the most
common and possibly the primordial alleles at this locus
[22]. Because of the complexity of the repeat array structure,
differences between the alleles become more evident when

the arrays of repeat units are divided into common motifs.
Six motifs ranging from three to nine repeat units have been
identified. Allele frequencies and motifs characterized by the
18 and 24 structural alleles were described earlier [23, 24].

The D1S80 locus was previously used for forensic analysis
due to its small size; however, this locus has recently been
used as an associative tool in the elucidation of the chro-
mosome 1p36 deletion syndrome which is one of the most
common deletion syndromes located near a chromosomal
terminus (one in 5000 births) [15, 25].

Recent and past work with respect to this locus has
included the use of two single nucleotide polymorphisms
(SNPs). These included rs16824398, which is a SNP that
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involves a Hinfl restriction site at a nucleotide 58 bases
downstream from the forward primer and another SNP in
the 3’ flanking region that involves an Fnu4HI restriction
site, at the base next to the last repeat. Interestingly, all 18-
repeat alleles to date have been found to be associated with
Hinfl(+) and Fnu4HI(—) restriction site polymorphisms at
the 5 and 3" ends, respectively (Figure 1). On the other
hand, allele 24 is associated with HinfI(—) and Fnu4HI(+)
polymorphism. Of the alleles tested, 98.5% exhibits linkage
disequilibrium between two specific SNPs. If an allele is
positive for Hinfl, then it is negative for Fnu4HI, and if an
allele is negative for Hinfl, it is then positive for Fnu4HI.
There is very strong linkage disequilibrium between the two
SNPs [23, 26, 27]. In this study, we report the mutation
rate and a nonpolarized mutational mechanism at the D1S80
minisatellite locus.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Sample Collection and Parentage Analysis. Buccal epithe-
lial cell samples from 45,000 trios for paternity analysis
were collected in quadruplicate from each individual using
cotton-tipped swabs and air dried at ambient temperature.
Each paternity short tandem repeat (STR) assay was done
using duplicate independently prepared DNA extractions
and assayed using proprietary inhouse STR multiplexes. Each
multiplex included a shared locus (generally D1S80) with
other multiplexes to confirm sample identity. D1S80 was
assayed in combination with two to three other STR loci in
multiplex reactions. The other STRs were selected to produce
lower molecular weight fragments that would not interfere
with analysis of the larger D1580 amplified products. Ampli-
fied products were analyzed using nondenaturing high-
resolution polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis with silver
stain detection. Alleles were manually determined by com-
parison with allelic ladders containing all common D1S80
alleles. All STR-based parentage testing was performed with
full knowledge and consent of the tested individuals or au-
thorized parent/guardian. Appropriate institutional review
board approval was obtained for sequence analysis of the
samples.

2.2. Parentage and Mutation Analysis. To fully understand
the implications and delineate the mutational mechanisms
that the D1S80 locus undergoes, we examined the number of
parent child allele transfers analyzed at this locus for the year
1996 from Laboratory Corporation of America, Burlington,
NC. Observed mutations were confirmed as coming from
concordant father or mother by analyzing short tandem re-
peat (STR) data from samples collected from alleged father,
mother, and child using AmpfISTR Identifiler human identi-
fication kit (Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA). This was
essential to confirm that the mutation occurred in the D1580
locus and was not the result of nonpaternity.

Several factors were used in the elucidation of the origin
of the mutation between the alleged father and mother of the
child. The first factor was the phase of the SNPs at the 5’'-
and 3’-flanking sequence of the repeat array. Another factor
was a match of the repeat units of the alleles most likely

to be associated between father and mother and finally we
assumed that the minimal size change was the most probable
one.

A mutation rate was then estimated by the number of
samples sequenced that contain the mutation and compared
to the number of trios sampled that year at Laboratory Cor-
poration of America. Parentage calculations and mutation
rate analysis were performed following guidelines put forth
by the American Association of Blood Banks (AABB) [28].

2.3. DNA Analysis and Sequencing. Total genomic DNA was
isolated from the trios that contained the mutation by stan-
dard organic extraction with phenol/chloroform/isoamyl
alcohol followed by purification and concentration using
Amicon Ultracel centrifugal filters (Millipore Corporation,
Billerica, MA, USA). Quantitation of total genomic DNA was
performed using Quantifiler human DNA quantitation kit
(Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA, USA). Paternity was
confirmed by analyzing a set of fifteen short tandem repeat
(STR) markers using the Identifiler human identification kit
(Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA, USA) as per manufac-
turer’s recommendations. The samples were run on an auto-
mated 310 Genetic Analyzer and analyzed with GeneMapper
ID software version 3.2 (Applied Biosystems, Foster City,
CA, USA). The D1S80 locus was amplified using primers
described by Kasai et al. [16]. Alleles were separated by
5% polyacrylamide gels and stained with ethidium bromide.
Individual allelic bands were excised from the gel using
disposable razor blades and suspended in 100 yL of Tris-
EDTA (TE) buffer overnight. One to five uL of the gel extract
was used for amplification of single alleles using the same
primers described above. The alleles were sequenced using
big dye terminator chemistry and ABI 310 genetic analyzer
(Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA, USA). Homozygous
samples or samples that did not yield clean sequence were
cloned into pBluescript plasmid vector. The DH5a compe-
tent cells were transformed using the recombinant vector
and the cells were grown in LB/ampicillin agar plates. The
resulting colonies were screened for the presence of the
right size insert by directly sequencing the plasmid DNA
isolated from minipreps of individual colonies. Sequencing
of the cloned alleles was performed using big dye terminator
chemistry and the sequence was analyzed using Applied
Biosystems DNA sequencing analysis software version 5.2.

3. Results and Discussion

Paternity calculations were performed using AABB guide-
lines [28] and a residual likelihood ratio from a low of
180,848 to a high of 190,926,913,150 was observed. Muta-
tions were identified as non-Mendelian inheritance of alleles
differing in size in seven (7) out of a total of 45,000
trios (Table 2). Most of the mutations (6/7) involved a
change of one repeat unit (Table 2). Although one mutation
involved a two-repeat deletion, our observations support the
strict step-wise replication slippage mutation (SSM) model
according to which the majority of the mutational events
at microsatellite loci involve gain or loss of one-repeat unit
rather than the complex mutational events as illustrated by



The Scientific World Journal

aagpSoN 5 TIT( T HIIXIMXIXHIXIMNHIIHDOd 3 aAdDdyV 2850 1€ TIP[P [E-IOYPON 8

2A1D3aN DTII(STIITIIIHIHIIHD O dad)DdyV 2amsod 97 [dP[E9z-1_ye] §

ZopPMepIPaouoq auvSoN 9 TI11( 1T HI IXIMXIXIITHIHIIHD O 4 dd)dDdyV aamsod [€  TIP[eIc-Pype] 8

aaySoN 5 TIT( T HIIXIXINIIHIHIIHD O d d adOD gy 2apsod 1€ TIPMEIEPIYD 8

Toyuadord aanisod 5TI1 1 [ THI[ITITIHDbSDD d 9 D gV aawsoN 0z [2P]Y 0Z-+4I0N 8

yrun pajeadar duo yo uonedrdng 24131504 DT 1 1 [ THI[II1I1HDDDddddadDgyaomwdN 17 [2P)°IZ-PMD« 8
OHL¥

aaypSoN 5 TIT( T HIIXIMNIXHYXYIMNHIIHDOd 3 AddD gV 2850 1€ TIP[R [EIPON £

an1sod 95TI1 1 [ THI(IHIIIIHDOddadad4dyVyeanedN 7 CIPR[Eyc-Pye] £

TIPR[[R PIIYP “Iouo( 24131504 95TI1 I [ TITH(IHIIIITIIHDD Oddadad4dyVaamedN 2  1R[Cy-PYON £

an111504 5TIITI[IH(IHIIIIIHDSDDO4d daaddyVeaneN 7  TPIMEFPIUD £

Toyuadord aanisod 5T 11 [ THIWJII HD5D DD d ddDgYV auwsoN 07 [P007-+v] L

jrun pajeadar duo Jo uorRPQ 2411504 5711 [ 1H/ I I HDS5 O 4 ddDqVauwdN 61 [2PUv6I-PIYD. L
OML¢

aaypSoN 5 TIT( T HIIXIXNINIITHIHIIHD O d 34 aAdD gy 2480 1€ CIP[RIE-IPPe] ¢

an1sod 9TIT(THITHI(IIIHDODdd ddad)dDgdyVaanedN 67 TIP[eST-PYoN €

a013v5IN DT 11 (1IHII HHD  dAadadD4gdyV 2assod 81 [9PESI-PIYD €

1oyuddoid a[qissog 2411wSIN 5TI1 1 /([ ITHIIHHDI A aadD gy amsod 81 [0 §I-1YIOW €

jtun pajeadar suo jo uonesrdng  241vSIN 57T 11 (1HIIHHD T, dAddAdDd4gyVy amsod 61 ZaPU6I-PIYD« €

1oyuddoad aqissog a4uwSIN DTI1 1 /[ ITHIIHHDA A4 aAadD gy amisod 8T [2)v -4y ¢
OHLT

2A1V3aN D111 (ITHIITII(IHHHD  dAAADCYV 2a850d 7T CP[eTc-PPe] |

203N DTI1I1 (TIHIIHHD  TAADCV a050d 81 TIP[ESI-PPOW |

EXEIN DT 11 (1IHIIHHD  dAaAdAD4dYV 2ass0d 81 ZIPMESI-PIYD 1

1oyuddoid a[qissog 241wSIN DT I 1 [ THIIHHDdaddad)d4qy ausod 8 [2P)v8l-~4oyw] 1

yun yeadax Suo Jo uonRPQ 241VIIN 57T 11 [ THTITI HDO 4 adDeqyVy amsod /I TP LIPIYD s 1

1oyuddoad a[qissoq 245N DT I 1 [ T1THIIHHDdadd)D4 gy ausod 8 [3v8I-+yioW 1
OHL [

sjuawwo)) JHPNU sad4y yeaday DU dPR[V opdureg

‘s1oytuadold a[qissod ay) y1oq yim pausife st s[a[e
PaleInw o) ‘SUONBINUI JJRUIULIIIPUI 1NOJ 9]} 104 “P[IYd pue Judied o) usamiaq 0UIYIP J[a[[e Isa[[ews o) pue ‘wsiydiowdjod NS OnsiIadeIRyd 25uanbas 9Y) U0 Paseq Paynuapl aIe
szoyuagold oy, -arqissod 1aaa10ym 1031U301d B3 IIM paudife pue S[a[[e pajernuu 3y sjuasaldal () Iels Y, "ot pajeinwi oY) pue 10j1uddord ay) usamlaq JUBPIOIUOD a1k pue A[pandadsar
‘syeadar oy jo suordar Sunjueyy ¢ pue ¢ ay) uo pajedso] swsigdiouwr[od 211s UONILNSII OM) ) o8 [HHNU] PUE JJUIH T d[qe], ul UaAI st saseq Surpuodsariod at) pue sad4) jeadar oy 10§
opo2 jaqeydre ay T, -apere yoes dn Sunjewr sad4y yeadar oty jo yuswaduerre oy Juasardar spdures yoes ur syoqeydye oy, *ore 21nud 3y} dn Sunjew syrun jeadas sired aseq 91 Jo roquunu )
s)uasa1da1 J7aTy “Ia11e] PaSa[[e pue IAYIOUW “PIYD ) SIAJOAUT ‘OLI) B PI[[ed 159) Aj1u1ajed pIepue)s o1 ], "JUIAS [BUOT)EINW d1]) SUTJRIISO[[T SOLI) UAIS JO SONSLIOBIRYD 2duanbas yN( iz 414V],



The Scientific World Journal

"3[a[[e pIIyo pue [eyuared ay) jo uordar pajernu ay) Juasaiday .

aapSoN D TI T ([ITHIIXIMXINXIITIHIHIIHDDDA43AdAdDdV aans0d 1€ 7IP[EIe-PYR] 71
aM1IVSIN 5TI1 1 [ THI I HHDHZAAD GV 2a3150d 81 [ 3P[e IO I
T 3PI[E PIIYO IouUO(  2413150d 5T1 1 (1 HI(IITIT1THDDDdTADIV N 07 7IP[EOT-PYPON I
an13150 5TI1 1 (1 H(II T HSDD4dAdDgV2ue3N 07 TPMCOT-PIYD TI
10y1uadord aayvsaN DT 11 [ T HI I HHDHAAD4qVy amusod 8§ [2P]p [+ 71
ytun pajeadar suo yo uonesrdnq 24yv3aN DT 11 W [ I1HI I HHD2dddDgV aumsod 61 [PIV6I-PIYD« Tl
OLIL/
aapSoN O TI T ([ITHIIXIMXNIMXHY I XYHI I HODDOd43AddDdV aansod 1€ 7IP[RIc-PYR] [
a01IVSIN 5TI1 1 [ THI I HHDIAAD GV 2a350d 81 [P I-1OYON []
aa11504 9TITI(IHI(ITHI(IIIHD DDdIAAD V4PN $7 CPMRIPIYD 11
1oyuadoxd syqissoq  aangzsoq OTI1 T [ THI[I HI[IITIHDSDAdAAD Y 2N pz [0 pz-+oyiv 11
jrun pajeadar Suo Jo uonRPQ 241150 D711 1 [ 1HI[I HIIII DD A4dAdAD gV SN €7 [PV TPIYD s 11
1oyuagdord 3[qissoq aag1sod OTI1 T [ THI[I HI[II1IHDYDAdAdA)DdYVY auwdN pz  Z2p pI-+YoW 11
OLIL9
aapSoN D TI T ([ITHTIIXIMXIMXHY I XYHI I HODDd43AddDdV aamsod 1€ 7IP[EIE-PYR] 0]
97 PIIYO YoJeW JOU $20p 30uanbas s 19YI0N 24105N STIIT(IHIIXXIIMNII HS509AdAD GV 2A8s0d FT [3P[EFT-IOPON 01
201303N STIT (THI[ITHIITIHTIIMNYI HDDd9AdAaDdV 2ansod 87 73RMEST-PIYD 01
1oyuadoxd syqissoq 21w OTIT (IHI[THITHJIXY I H5DdaAdD gV aumsod 87 122]v8T-4yivd 01
sjrun pajeadat om3 Jo UORAPR( 241VSIN D711 [ THI[THTII I XX I HODDHdAdD gV aamsod 92 [P0P 9Z-PID« 01
1oyuagdord 3[qissoq 2411w3IN DTI T [THI[IHIIHJIXY I HHO5DAdddD gV aamsod 8§ 3P|y 8ez-+ oW 01
OLILG
SJUdWIWO)) [HFNUL sadfyjeadoyy  puigH 9PV opdureg
.ﬁwBQﬁEOU e mqmﬁﬁ



other minisatellites. We assumed that the smallest size change
was most probable, thus the most parsimonious changes
were assumed in our analysis of the mutational events
[29, 30]. The phase of the Hinfl and Fnu4HI restriction
site polymorphisms of all mutated alleles of the children
was concordant to the phase of the polymorphisms of the
progenitor. Alec Jeffreys, who has examined these mutational
events in detail, has stated that replication slippage and
unequal crossover events which are intrinsic to the tandem
repeat array are not primarily the mechanisms of mutation.
Instead, he postulated that germline repeat instability which
is regulated by cis-acting elements somewhere near the array
may be responsible [31]. In our data, in four trio sets, it was
not possible to ascertain which parent was the progenitor of
the mutation. In the remaining three trios, we were able to
ascertain two mutations to the father and one to the mother.
Other studies have emphasized the origin of most mutations
from paternal lineage due to more numbers of meiotic events
[32-34], but we cannot make this prediction from our data
since four of the seven mutations are indeterminate. The
advantage of samples like this permits the analysis of true in
vivo germline events rather than somatic mutational events.

Only two studies are reported that have dealt with the
mutational events within this locus [35-37]. The first study
[35] reported three mutations involving the loss or gain of
three repeats to as much as a loss of six repeats. Of these
events, two could be attributed to a maternal origin and the
remaining event could not be discerned between mother and
father. The data of our study does not support these findings
where most mutational events involved one repeat loss or
gain. Their conclusion was that paternal events were most
prevalent in microsatellite loci, while in minisatellite loci
maternal events were most prevalent. The second study dealt
with computer simulations and a stepwise mutation model
[37]. Jeftreys et al. found that minisatellites do not mutate by
replication slippage and concluded that most mutations were
exhibited in the male germline [14].

Mutation rates for minisatellites have been estimated to
range from 0.5% to greater than 20% per generation in some
studies and in another study the rate was reported as 0.53 X
1073 to 1.53 x 107? [35]. Only one study up to this time has
examined the D1S80 locus specifically and found a mutation
rate of 3 out of 6153 meioses or 5 X 10~* [35]. We found 7
mutations out of 90,000 meioses (45,000 paternal and 45,000
maternal meioses). This then represented an effective overall
mutation rate of approximately 7.77 x 107°. The mutation
rate of 7.77 X 107> represents the overall mutation rate
rather than a rate specific to the male or female germline.
Only one event could be narrowed down to the mother
and two events attributable to the father. In the remaining
four trios, we could not choose the progenitor because of
the similarities of the maternal and paternal sequences. For
the four indeterminate mutations, the AABB prorates them
based on known mutation rates [28]. In this case, one adds
2.667 to the males and 1.333 to the female for estimated
mutation rates of 1.04 x 107* (4.667/45,000) and 5.18 X
107> (2.333/45,000), respectively. Some mutations among
the trios might not appear as Mendelian errors in the analysis
since the scoring was based on a size difference between
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alleles (difference in the number of repeats between parent
and child), and single base changes would not be detected,
and the actual mutation rates could be slightly higher.

Several studies have examined mutational mechanisms
according to infinite allele model (IAM) and the one-step
stepwise mutation model (SMM). They have found that min-
isatellites sometimes fit both mechanisms; however, short
tandem repeat loci (STR) were most similar to the simulation
results under the SMM model of mutation. In this study, we
found that this locus fit into the one-step stepwise mutation
model (SMM) mechanism in six out of seven instances
similar to STR loci [31, 37, 38]. Jeffreys, when using single-
molecule polymerase chain reaction (SP-PCR) for eluci-
dation of the minisatellite MS1, found an abundance of
mutational events in sperm consisting of the deletion or
addition of one-repeat unit [38].

Jeffreys et al. [31] reported polarized mutational events
for the three minisatellite loci MS32, MS205, and MS31A.
In this study, the authors reported that 93% of mutants lays
within 20 repeats of the progenitor allele and 90% of the
mutant alleles which had gained repeats showed extreme
polarity, with repeat segments being added in the 5" region
of the progenitor allele. This finding is in contrast to our
results in this study. All the mutated alleles have deletion or
duplication in close proximity to the center of the repeats,
while four repeats in the 5" end and seven repeats in the 3’
end are relatively constant in both the progenitor and the
mutated alleles.

In addition to the differences in the repeat regions of
the progenitor and mutated alleles, Jeffreys et al. have also
found that the polymorphisms flanking the minisatellite
repeat array have failed to reveal exchange of flanking
markers [31]. This is true with the results obtained from this
study that the 5" HinFI and the 3" Fnu4HI restriction site
polymorphisms are concordant with the progenitor and the
mutated alleles. This phenomenon suggests that the 5'- and
3’-flanking regions and at least four repeats on either end of
the repeat array are not involved in the mutational process.
These differences in the region of the mutation in the repeat
array indicate possible different mutational mechanisms in
different minisatellite loci.

The data we have reported highlights the importance of
a number of questions. (1) Do repeats have functions and do
they have an effect on genome structure? (2) Are the allelic
clades the result of constraints on mutation? (3) Is selection
acting at the D1S80 locus?, and (4) Why is the D1S80 locus
conserved among primates (unpublished data) including
humans?

Conflict of Interests

The authors declare no conflict of interests, financially or
otherwise.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank Mrs Yasotha Balasubrama-
niam, Toronto, ON, Canada for the artwork and the four
anonymous reviewers for their comments and suggestions.



The Scientific World Journal

This study was partly supported by funding provided by
the National Institute of Justice, Department of Justice,
Washington, DC, USA, under project number 2009-D1-BX-
0293 to the University of Southern Mississippi and by a
startup grant for one of the authors (K. Balamurugan) from
the University of Southern Mississippi, Hattiesburg, MS,
USA. Points of view in the document are those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent the official view of the U.S.
Department of Justice.

References

(1]
(2]

(14]

[15]

B. Lewin, Genes IV., Oxford University Press, New York, NY,
USA, 1990.

G. E Richard, A. Kerrest, and B. Dujon, “Comparative genom-
ics and molecular dynamics of DNA repeats in eukaryotes,”
Microbiology and Molecular Biology Reviews, vol. 72, no. 4, pp.
686-727, 2008.

D. L. Ellsworth, M. D. Shriver, and E. Boerwinkle, “Nucleotide
sequence analysis of the apolipoprotein B 3> VNTR,” Human
Molecular Genetics, vol. 4, no. 5, pp. 937-944, 1995.

R. Saferstein, Forensic Science Handbook, Regents/Prentice
Hall, Englewood Cliffs, NJ, USA, 1993.

J. A. L. Armour and A. J. Jeffreys, “Biology and applications
of human minisatellite loci,” Current Opinion in Genetics and
Development, vol. 2, no. 6, pp. 850—-856, 1992.

J. A. L. Armour, P. C. Harris, and A. J. Jeffreys, “Allelic diversity
at minisatellite MS205 (D16S309): evidence for polarized
variability,” Human Molecular Genetics, vol. 2, no. 8, pp. 1137—
1145, 1993.

A.J. Jeffreys, V. Wilson, and S. L. Thein, “Hypervariable 'min-
isatellite’ regions in human DNA,” Nature, vol. 314, no. 6006,
pp. 6773, 1985.

W. Stephan, “Tandem-repetitive noncoding DNA: forms and
forces,” Molecular Biology and Evolution, vol. 6, no. 2, pp. 198—
212, 1989.

G. P. Smith, “Evolution of repeated DNA sequences by unequal
crossover,” Science, vol. 191, no. 4227, pp. 528-535, 1976.

P. R. J. Bois, “Hypermutable minisatellites, a human affair?”
Genomics, vol. 81, no. 4, pp. 349-355, 2003.

C. B. Kunst and S. T. Warren, “Cryptic and polar variation
of the fragile X repeat could result in predisposing normal
alleles,” Cell, vol. 77, no. 6, pp. 853-861, 1994.

A. J. Jeffreys, A. MacLeod, K. Tamaki, D. L. Neil, and D.
Monckton, “Minisatellite repeat coding as a digital approach
to DNA typing,” Nature, vol. 354, no. 6350, pp. 204-209, 1991.
R. K. Wolff, R. Plaetke, A. J. Jeffreys, and R. White, “Unequal
crossingover between homologous chromosomes is not the
major mechanism involved in the generation of new alleles at
VNTR loci,” Genomics, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 382—384, 1989.

A.7J. Jeffreys, M. J. Allen, J. A. L. Armour et al., “Mutation pro-
cesses at human minisatellites,” Electrophoresis, vol. 16, no. 9,
pp. 1577-1585, 1995.

I. C. Gray and A. J. Jeffreys, “Evolutionary transience of hyper-
variable minisatellites in man and the primates,” Proceedings
of the Royal Society B, vol. 243, no. 1308, pp. 241-253, 1991.
K. Kasai, Y. Nakamura, and R. White, “Amplification of a
variable number of tandem repeats (VNTR) locus (pMCT118)
by the polymerase chain reaction (PCR) and its application to
forensic science,” Journal of Forensic Sciences, vol. 35, no. 5, pp.
1196-1200, 1990.

Y. Nakamura, M. Carlson, K. Krapcho, and R. White, “Iso-
lation and mapping of a polymorphic DNA sequence

(18]

(19]

(20]

[21

[26]

(pMCT118) on chromosome 1p [D1S80],” Nucleic Acids
Research, vol. 16, no. 19, p. 9364, 1988.

W. James Kent, C. W. Sugnet, T. S. Furey et al., “The human
genome browser at UCSC,” Genome Research, vol. 12, no. 6,
Pp. 996-1006, 2002.

W. J. Kent, “BLAT—the BLAST-like alignment tool,” Genome
Research, vol. 12, no. 4, pp. 656—664, 2002.

B. Budowle, R. Chakraborty, A. M. Giusti, A. J. Eisenberg,
and R. C. Allen, “Analysis of the VNTR locus D1S80 by the
PCR followed by high-resolution PAGE,” American Journal of
Human Genetics, vol. 48, no. 1, pp. 137-144, 1991.

A. Sajantila, B. Budowle, M. Strom et al., “PCR amplification
of alleles at the D1S80 locus: comparison of a Finnish and a
North American Caucasian population sample, and forensic
casework evaluation,” American Journal of Human Genetics,
vol. 50, no. 4, pp. 816-825, 1992.

R. Deka, S. DeCroo, L. Jin et al., “Population genetic character-
istics of the D1S80 locus in seven human populations,” Human
Genetics, vol. 94, no. 3, pp. 252-258, 1994.

K. Balamurugan, R. Pomeroy, G. Duncan, and M. Tracey,
“Investigating SNPs flanking the D1S80 locus in a Tamil
population from India,” Human Biology, vol. 82, no. 2, pp.
221-226, 2010.

K. Balamurugan, N. Prabakaran, G. Duncan, B. Budowle, M.
Tahir, and M. Tracey, “Allele frequencies of 13 STR loci and
the D1S80 locus in a Tamil population from Madras, India,”
Journal of Forensic Sciences, vol. 46, no. 6, pp. 1515-1517, 2001.
S. K. Shapira, C. McCaskill, H. Northrup et al., “Chromosome
1p36 deletions: the clinical phenotype and molecular charac-
terization of a common newly delineated syndrome,” Amer-
ican Journal of Human Genetics, vol. 61, no. 3, pp. 642—650,
1997.

G. T. Duncan, K. Balamurugan, B. Budowle, and M. L. Tracey,
“Hinf I/Tsp509 I and BsoF I polymorphisms in the flanking
regions of the human VNTR locus D1S80,” Genetic Analysis,
vol. 13, no. 5, pp. 119-121, 1996.

S. A. Limborska, A. V. Khrunin, O. V. Flegontova, V. A. Tasitz,
and D. A. Verbenko, “Specificity of genetic diversity in D1580
revealed by SNP-VNTR haplotyping,” Annals of Human Biol-
o0gy, vol. 38, no. 5, pp. 564-569, 2011.

Annual Report Summary for Testing in 2008, Prepared by
the Relationship Testing Program Unit, http://www.aabb.org/
sa/facilities/Documents/rtannrpt08.pdf.

J. J. Wiens and M. R. Servedio, “Phylogenetic analysis and
intraspecific variation: performance of parsimony, likelihood,
and distance methods,” Systematic Biology, vol. 47, no. 2, pp.
228-253, 1998.

E. Sober, “The contest between parsimony and likelihood,”
Systematic Biology, vol. 53, no. 4, pp. 644—653, 2004.

A. J. Jeffreys, K. Tamaki, A. MacLeod, D. G. Monckton, D. L.
Neil, and J. A. L. Armour, “Complex gene conversion events in
germline mutation at human minisatellites,” Nature Genetics,
vol. 6, no. 2, pp. 136-145, 1994.

K. Tamaki, C. H. Brenner, and A. J. Jeffreys, “Distinguishing
minisatellite mutation from non-paternity by MVR-PCR,”
Forensic Science International, vol. 113, no. 1-3, pp. 55-62,
2000.

Y. E. Dubrova, G. Grant, A. A. Chumak, V. A. Stezhka, and A.
N. Karakasian, “Elevated minisatellite mutation rate in the
post-chernobyl families from Ukraine,” American Journal of
Human Genetics, vol. 71, no. 4, pp. 801-809, 2002.

A.J. Jeffreys, P. Bois, J. Buard et al., “Spontaneous and induced
minisatellite instability,” Electrophoresis, vol. 18, no. 9, pp.
1501-1511, 1997.


http://www.aabb.org/sa/facilities/Documents/rtannrpt08.pdf
http://www.aabb.org/sa/facilities/Documents/rtannrpt08.pdf

(35]

(38]

A. Sajantila, M. Lukka, and A. C. Syvdnen, “Experimentally
observed germline mutations at human micro- and minisatel-
lite loci,” European Journal of Human Genetics, vol. 7, no. 2, pp.
263-266, 1999.

M. D. Shriver, Origins and evolution of VNTR loci: the apol-
ipoprotein B 3> VNTR, Ph.D. thesis, The University of Texas
Health Science Center at Houston, Houston, Tex, USA , 1993.
M. D. Shriver, L. Jin, R. Chakraborty, and E. Boerwinkle,
“VNTR allele frequency distributions under the stepwise
mutation model: a computer simulation approach,” Genetics,
vol. 134, no. 3, pp. 983-993, 1993.

I. Berg, R. Neumann, H. Cederberg, U. Rannug, and A. J.
Jeffreys, “Two modes of germline instability at human min-
isatellite MS1 (locus D1S7): complex rearrangements and par-
adoxical hyperdeletion,” American Journal of Human Genetics,
vol. 72, no. 6, pp. 1436-1447, 2003.

The Scientific World Journal



	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Sample Collection and Parentage Analysis
	Parentage and Mutation Analysis
	DNA Analysis and Sequencing

	Results and Discussion
	Conflict of Interests
	Acknowledgments
	References

