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Genetic dissection of triplicated chromosome 21 orthologs
yields varying skeletal traits in Down syndrome model mice
Kourtney Sloan1, Jared Thomas1, Matthew Blackwell1, Deanna Voisard1, Eva Lana-Elola2,
Sheona Watson-Scales2, Daniel L. Roper3, Joseph M. Wallace4, Elizabeth M. C. Fisher5,
Victor L. J. Tybulewicz2 and Randall J. Roper1,*

ABSTRACT
Down syndrome (DS) phenotypes result from triplicated genes,
but the effects of three copy genes are not well known. A mouse
mapping panel genetically dissecting human chromosome 21
(Hsa21) syntenic regions was used to investigate the contributions
and interactions of triplicated Hsa21 orthologous genes on mouse
chromosome 16 (Mmu16) on skeletal phenotypes. Skeletal structure
and mechanical properties were assessed in femurs of male and
female Dp9Tyb, Dp2Tyb, Dp3Tyb, Dp4Tyb, Dp5Tyb, Dp6Tyb,
Ts1Rhr and Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− mice. Dp1Tyb mice, with the entire
Hsa21 homologous region of Mmu16 triplicated, display bone deficits
similar to those of humans with DS and served as a baseline for other
strains in the panel. Bone phenotypes varied based on triplicated
gene content, sex and bone compartment. Three copies of Dyrk1a
played a sex-specific, essential role in trabecular deficits and may
interact with other genes to influence cortical deficits related to DS.
Triplicated genes in Dp9Tyb and Dp2Tyb mice improved some
skeletal parameters. As triplicated genes can both improve and
worsen bone deficits, it is important to understand the interaction
between and molecular mechanisms of skeletal alterations affected
by these genes.

KEYWORDS: Down syndrome, Trisomy 21, Skeletal deficits, Animal
models, Genetics

INTRODUCTION
The genotype–phenotype etiology of Down syndrome (DS), or
trisomy 21 (Ts21), affecting ∼1 in 800 live births (de Graaf et al.,
2017), is not well understood. Trisomy of human chromosome 21
(Hsa21) produces a dosage imbalance of the genes on Hsa21, which
can result in altered protein levels to cause deficits in cognitive,
skeletal, cardiac, immune and other systems seen in DS. Multiple
non-mutually exclusive hypotheses describe the potential effect of
three copy Hsa21 genes on DS phenotypes: a single ‘effector’ or

‘driver’ triplicated gene may play a major role in a particular
phenotype and may affect other triplicated or non-triplicated
responder genes that cause particular DS phenotypes; multiple
triplicated genes may interact to cause a DS phenotype; or
compensatory effects may mask the effect of three copy Hsa21
genes and their role in a phenotype (Roper and Reeves, 2006;
Antonarakis et al., 2020; Moyer et al., 2021; Duchon et al., 2021).
These hypothesized genetic mechanisms may be different for each
DS phenotype. The possibility that Ts21 disrupts normal gene
expression also leads to questions about the mechanistic
manifestation of a particular phenotype or how three copies of
‘dosage-sensitive’ genes influence subphenotypes of a DS trait,
including whether triplicated genes have both positive and negative
effects on a phenotype or subphenotype (Moyer et al., 2021).
Insights into these questions will help understand the effects of
genetic dosage imbalance and potential correction of temporally
and spatially altered gene expression to improve DS traits.

Significant differences in bone mineral density (BMD) have
been observed in individuals with DS beginning in their second and
third decades of life. Individuals with DS attain peak bone mass
5-10 years earlier than the general population, and their peak bone
mass is lower than that of the general population (Costa et al.,
2018). Additionally, people with DS experience bone loss sooner
and at a higher rate than the general population (Carfì et al., 2017).
Males with DS begin losing BMD in the femur much earlier than
females with DS, suggesting a protective effect of the Hsa21
trisomy in the female biological sex in terms of maintaining BMD
(Carfì et al., 2017; Costa et al., 2017, 2018; Tang et al., 2019).
Lowered BMD is thought to be the product of dysregulated bone
turnover and may be due to low bone formation, which has been
shown in people with DS through serum biomarkers (McKelvey
et al., 2013).

Mouse models are commonly used to study DS phenotypes, and
the availability of strains with different segments of Hsa21
orthologous genes in three copies allows mapping of the specific
dosage-sensitive genes that cause particular phenotypic outcomes
(Antonarakis et al., 2020; Lana-Elola et al., 2011, 2016; Duchon
et al., 2021). Genes orthologous to Hsa21 are located on mouse
chromosome (Mmu)16, Mmu17 and Mmu10, with the greatest
number being located distally on Mmu16 (Davisson et al., 2001).
DS skeletal phenotypes, reflecting changes in both males and
females, have been recapitulated in DS mouse models including
Ts65Dn (∼50% of Hsa21 orthologous genes on a freely segregating
extra chromosome) and Dp1Tyb (duplication of 145 protein-coding
genes and 23 Mb on Mmu16 that is orthologous to Hsa21) (Blazek
et al., 2011; Lana-Elola et al., 2021, 2016; Thomas et al., 2020;
Thomas and Roper, 2021).

Dual-specificity tyrosine phosphorylation-regulated kinase 1A
(DYRK1A), found in three copies in individuals with DS and some

Handling Editor: Monica J. Justice
Received 12 October 2022; Accepted 2 March 2023

1Department of Biology, Indiana University-Purdue University Indianapolis,
Indianapolis, IN 46202, USA. 2The Francis Crick Institute, London NW1 1AT, UK.
3Data Analytics Computing, Lehi, UT 84043, USA. 4Department of Biomedical
Engineering, Indiana University-Purdue University Indianapolis, Indianapolis,
IN 46202, USA. 5UCL Institute of Neurology, London WC1N 3BG, UK.

*Author for correspondence (rjroper@iupui.edu)

D.L.R., 0000-0001-5307-5813; E.M.C.F., 0000-0003-2850-9936; R.J.R., 0000-
0002-9860-5037

This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0), which permits unrestricted use,
distribution and reproduction in any medium provided that the original work is properly attributed.

1

© 2023. Published by The Company of Biologists Ltd | Disease Models & Mechanisms (2023) 17, dmm049927. doi:10.1242/dmm.049927

D
is
ea

se
M
o
d
el
s
&
M
ec
h
an

is
m
s

mailto:rjroper@iupui.edu
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5307-5813
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2850-9936
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9860-5037
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9860-5037


DS mouse models, including Ts65Dn and Dp1Tyb, is
hypothesized to affect multiple areas of development, including
cognitive and skeletal systems. Normalizing Dyrk1a copy number
in Ts65Dn;Dyrk1a+/+/− male mice at 6 weeks of age improved
trabecular and cortical microarchitecture, mechanical and cellular
properties, indicating that Dyrk1a copy number is important in
skeletal properties of male mice (Blazek et al., 2015). However,
other triplicated genes in addition to Dyrk1amay also be important
in skeletal phenotypes and specifically in female DS mouse
models.
Ts1Rhr mice have three copies of 31 protein-coding genes

(including Dyrk1a) and 4.2 Mb of Mmu16 that is orthologous to
Hsa21 (Olson et al., 2004, 2007). Limited skeletal measurements
found only small changes in Ts1Rhr mouse bone compared to
that of control littermates, and no skeletal differences between
male and female Ts1Rhr mice; trabecular, cortical and
mechanical parameters were never quantified in these mice
(Olson and Mohan, 2011). Tg(DYRK1A) mice with extra
DYRK1A copies showed trabecular deficits in both male and
female mice but no deficits in cortical thickness (Ct.Th) (other
cortical properties were not examined) (Lee et al., 2009). These
results led to questions pertaining to the importance of increased
Dyrk1a copy number and sexual dimorphism in DS-related
trabecular and cortical bone deficits.
To facilitate the identification of important dosage-sensitive

genes that lead to DS phenotypes, including DS-related cardiac and
locomotor deficits, a high-resolution mapping panel of seven
strains, with contiguous genetic segmental duplications covering
various regions of Mmu16 that correspond to Hsa21, was
generated (Lana-Elola et al., 2016; Watson-Scales et al., 2018).
We utilized this mouse mapping panel to identify triplicated genes
or regions that were important in bone phenotypes. We
hypothesized that mouse lines containing triplicated Dyrk1a
(Dp3Tyb and Dp5Tyb) would have more severe deficits in
skeletal phenotypes than those of other triplicated lines, and that
sexual dimorphisms would be seen in bone deficits. Coupled with
results from Ts1Rhr and Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− mice, we more
accurately defined the contribution of three copies of Dyrk1a to
deficits in various bone compartments in a sex-specific manner and
identified potential interacting genes that lead to skeletal
phenotypes associated with DS.

RESULTS
Different segments of Hsa21 orthologous genes alter
trabecular microarchitecture in diverse ways, with three
copies of Dyrk1a influencing trabecular bone in a sex-
dependent manner
Male Dp1Tyb compared to control littermate mice displayed
reduced BMD, bone volume fraction (BV/TV) and trabecular
thickness (Tb.Th) at 16 weeks (4 months) (Thomas et al., 2020).
Female 16-week-old Dp1Tyb and control mice had similar skeletal
measurements for BMD, BV/TV, trabecular number (Tb.N), Tb.Th
and trabecular separation (Tb.Sp). There were sex effects on skeletal
deficits, as male 16-week-old Dp1Tyb and control mice displayed
higher BMD, BV/TV and Tb.N, and lower Tb.Sp, than those of
female Dp1Tyb and control mice at the same age.

To better comprehend how three copies of Hsa21 orthologous
genes on Mmu16 affect trabecular bone, 4-month-old Dp9Tyb,
Dp2Tyb and Dp3Tyb mouse lines that divide the Dp1Tyb region of
duplication of Mmu16 into three, non-overlapping segments were
analyzed (Fig. 1). Male and female, triplicated and control mice
were examined together within each line. There was a significant
effect of sex, with more ‘positive’ effects on trabecular parameters
in male than in female mice (together) for the Dp9Tyb, Dp2Tyb and
Dp3Tyb mouse lines (Fig. 2A-C, Table 1; Fig. S1A-C, Fig. S2A-C,
Fig. S3A-C, Fig. S4A-C). Unexpectedly, there were significant
genotype effects in Dp9Tyb and Dp2Tyb lines compared to
controls, with increased BMD, BV/TV, Tb.N and Tb.Th, and
decreased Tb.Sp, in the Dp9Tyb compared to the control mice, and
increased Tb.N and decreased Tb.Sp in the Dp2Tyb compared to the
control mice. Dp3Tyb mice did not show any significant genotype
effects for trabecular parameters.

Given previous work showing the influence of trisomic Dyrk1a
on bone, it was surprising to find no genotypic effect in the Dp3Tyb
line. To better understand the contribution of triplicated genes from
the Dp3Tyb region on trabecular phenotypes associated with DS,
we analyzed the Dp4Tyb, Dp5Tyb and Dp6Tyb lines (including
littermate controls) that split the Dp3Tyb duplication into three
separate regions, with only Dp5Tyb mice containing three copies of
Dyrk1a (Fig. 1). At 4 months, sex effects were found in trabecular
parameters for the Dp4Tyb line, where male mice had increased
BMD, BV/TV, Tb.Th and Tb.N, and decreased Tb.Sp, compared to
those of female mice (Fig. 2D, Table 2; Fig. S1D, Fig. S2D,

Fig. 1. Mouse mapping panel of triplicated regions of the
Hsa21 orthologous genes on mouse chromosome 16
(Mmu16). The solid lines indicate the extent of the triplicated
regions, with the first and last genes included in each
triplication on the right; dashed lines denote boundaries
between triplicated regions in different strains. The numbers
of coding genes are based on the GRCm39 mouse genome
assembly and have changed slightly from the numbers
reported in Lana-Elola et al. (2016) due to changes in
genome annotation.
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Fig. S3D, Fig. S4D). There were interactive effects for trabecular
traits between sex and genotype for the Dp5Tyb (BMD and BV/TV)
and Dp6Tyb (BMD, BV/TV, Tb.Th and Tb.N) lines compared to
their respective littermate controls (Fig. 2E,F, Table 2; Fig. S1E,F,

Fig. S2E,F, Fig. S3E,F, Fig. S4E,F). Male Dp5Tyb and Dp6Tyb and
littermate control mice displayed greater BMD and BV/TV
measurements than those of female Dp5Tyb and Dp6Tyb and
littermate control mice, respectively. Only male Dp5Tyb mice,

Fig. 2. Bone volume fraction (BV/TV) measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and control mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1
and 2. Data are mean±s.e.m. Dp1Tyb data are from Thomas et al. (2020).

3

RESEARCH ARTICLE Disease Models & Mechanisms (2023) 17, dmm049927. doi:10.1242/dmm.049927

D
is
ea

se
M
o
d
el
s
&
M
ec
h
an

is
m
s

https://journals.biologists.com/dmm/article-lookup/DOI/10.1242/dmm.049927
https://journals.biologists.com/dmm/article-lookup/DOI/10.1242/dmm.049927
https://journals.biologists.com/dmm/article-lookup/DOI/10.1242/dmm.049927
https://journals.biologists.com/dmm/article-lookup/DOI/10.1242/dmm.049927
https://journals.biologists.com/dmm/article-lookup/DOI/10.1242/dmm.049927
https://journals.biologists.com/dmm/article-lookup/DOI/10.1242/dmm.049927


Ta
bl
e
1.

S
ig
ni
fic

an
ce

of
tr
ab

ec
ul
ar

bo
ne

m
ea

su
re
m
en

ts
fr
om

tr
ip
lic

at
ed

(D
p)

m
ou

se
m
od

el
s
an

d
co

nt
ro
lm

ic
e

D
p9

T
yb

D
p2

T
yb

D
p3

T
yb

T
s1

R
hr

G
en

ot
yp

e
S
ex

In
te
ra
ct
io
n

G
en

ot
yp

e
S
ex

In
te
ra
ct
io
n

G
en

ot
yp

e
S
ex

In
te
ra
ct
io
n

G
en

ot
yp

e
S
ex

In
te
ra
ct
io
n

B
M
D

F
(1
,4
8)
=
16

.2
0

F
(1
,4
8)
=
53

.2
8

F
(1
,4
8)
=
0.
14

3
F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
91

1
F
(1
,5
4)
=
18

7.
7

F
(1
,5
4)
=
1.
44

8
F
(1
,5
5)
=
0.
10

8
F
(1
,5
5)
=
81

.9
3

F
(1
,5
5)
=
0.
30

6
F
(1
,5
6)
=
2.
25

0
F
(1
,5
6)
=
44

.5
1

F
(1
,5
6)
=
0.
41

6
<
0.
00

1‡
<
0.
00

1§
0.
70

7
0.
43

0
<
0.
00

1§
0.
31

9
0.
93

0
<
0.
00

1§
0.
87

4
0.
26

1
<
0.
00

1§
0.
78

3
B
V
/T
V

F
(1
,4
8)
=
16

.8
4

F
(1
,4
8)
=
54

.7
6

F
(1
,4
8)
=
0.
40

4
F
(1
,5
4)
=
4.
43

9
F
(1
,5
4)
=
25

2.
6

F
(1
,5
4)
=
1.
86

5
F
(1
,5
5)
=
0.
14

8
F
(1
,5
5)
=
40

6.
4

F
(1
,5
5)
=
0.
77

5
F
(1
,5
6)
=
0.
07

9
F
(1
,5
6)
=
15

7.
3

F
(1
,5
6)
=
4.
70

5
<
0.
00

1‡
<
0.
00

1§
0.
66

0
0.
07

5
<
0.
00

1§
0.
26

7
0.
95

7
<
0.
00

1§
0.
82

0
0.
83

5
<
0.
00

1§
0.
08

6
T
b.
T
h

F
(1
,4
8)
=
9.
73

3
F
(1
,4
8)
=
11

.2
6

F
(1
,4
8)
=
0.
33

5
F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
02

4
F
(1
,5
4)
=
33

.4
5

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
18

7
F
(1
,5
5)
=
0.
39

6
F
(1
,5
5)
=
49

.7
7

F
(1
,5
5)
=
0.
00

01
F
(1
,5
6)
=
0.
32

9
F
(1
,5
6)
=
1.
80

3
F
(1
,5
6)
=
0.
21

4
0.
00

5‡
0.
00

3§
0.
65

3
0.
87

7
<
0.
00

1§
0.
71

5
0.
88

6
<
0.
00

1§
0.
99

1
0.
77

6
0.
30

8
0.
80

7
T
b.
S
p

F
(1
,4
8)
=
7.
13

2
F
(1
,4
8)
=
46

.1
7

F
(1
,4
8)
=
0.
25

1
F
(1
,5
4)
=
6.
70

5
F
(1
,5
4)
=
20

6.
3

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
42

9
F
(1
,5
5)
=
0.
02

0
F
(1
,5
5)
=
30

2.
4

F
(1
,5
5)
=
0.
02

1
F
(1
,5
6)
=
0.
20

2
F
(1
,5
6)
=
19

3.
1

F
(1
,5
6)
=
2.
31

1
0.
01

6*
<
0.
00

1¶
0.
66

3
0.
02

6*
<
0.
00

1¶
0.
59

5
0.
95

1
<
0.
00

1¶
1.
00

0
0.
76

7
<
0.
00

1¶
0.
28

7
T
b.
N

F
(1
,4
8)
=
14

.9
3

F
(1
,4
8)
=
57

.6
7

F
(1
,4
8)
=
0.
40

9
F
(1
,5
4)
=
8.
25

6
F
(1
,5
4)
=
33

1.
0

F
(1
,5
4)
=
2.
01

6
F
(1
,5
5)
=
0.
46

9
F
(1
,5
5)
=
43

1.
8

F
(1
,5
5)
=
1.
28

1
F
(1
,5
6)
=
0.
00

6
F
(1
,5
6)
=
19

6.
6

F
(1
,5
6)
=
5.
23

9
<
0.
00

1‡
<
0.
00

1§
0.
71

7
0.
01

5‡
<
0.
00

1§
0.
26

9
0.
93

1
<
0.
00

1§
0.
65

7
0.
94

0
<
0.
00

1§
0.
07

8

T
op

ro
w
s
co

nt
ai
n
th
e
F
va

lu
e
an

d
bo

tto
m

ro
w
s
co

nt
ai
n
th
e
ad

ju
st
ed

P
-v
al
ue

fr
om

tw
o-
w
ay

A
N
O
V
A
.S

ig
ni
fic
an

ce
w
as

de
te
rm

in
ed

by
an

ad
ju
st
ed

P
-v
al
ue

<
0.
05

.P
os

th
oc

an
al
ys
is
ca

n
be

fo
un

d
in
T
ab

le
S
1.

*V
al
ue

s
fo
rc

on
tr
ol

m
ic
e
ar
e
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly
gr
ea

te
rt
ha

n
th
os

e
fo
rt
rip

lic
at
ed

(D
p)

m
ic
e;

‡
va

lu
es

fo
rt
rip

lic
at
ed

(D
p)

m
ic
e
ar
e
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly
gr
ea

te
rt
ha

n
th
os

e
fo
rc

on
tr
ol
m
ic
e;

§
va

lu
es

fo
rm

al
e
m
ic
e
ar
e
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly
gr
ea

te
rt
ha

n
th
os

e
fo
rf
em

al
e
m
ic
e;

¶
va

lu
es

fo
rf
em

al
e
m
ic
e
ar
e
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly
gr
ea

te
rt
ha

n
th
os

e
fo
rm

al
e
m
ic
e.

D
p9

T
yb

:n
=
13

m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

12
m
al
e
D
p,

n=
13

fe
m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

14
fe
m
al
e
D
p;

D
p2

T
yb

:n
=
15

m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

15
m
al
e
D
p,

n=
14

fe
m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,

n=
14

fe
m
al
e
D
p;

D
p3

T
yb

:n
=
15

m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

15
m
al
e
D
p,

n=
15

fe
m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

14
fe
m
al
e
D
p;

T
s1

R
hr
:n

=
15

m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

14
m
al
e
T
s,
n=

15
fe
m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

16
fe
m
al
e
T
s.
B
M
D
,b

on
e
m
in
er
al
de

ns
ity
;B

V
/T
V
,b

on
e

vo
lu
m
e
fr
ac

tio
n;

T
b.
T
h,

tr
ab

ec
ul
ar

th
ic
kn

es
s;

T
b.
S
p,

tr
ab

ec
ul
ar

se
pa

ra
tio

n;
T
b.
N
,t
ra
be

cu
la
r
nu

m
be

r.

Ta
bl
e
2.

S
ig
ni
fic

an
ce

of
tr
ab

ec
ul
ar

bo
ne

m
ea

su
re
m
en

ts
fr
om

tr
ip
lic

at
ed

(D
p)

m
ou

se
m
od

el
s
an

d
co

nt
ro
lm

ic
e

D
p4

T
yb

D
p5

T
yb

D
p6

T
yb

D
p1

T
yb

,D
yr
k1

a
+
/+
/−

G
en

ot
yp

e
S
ex

In
te
ra
ct
io
n

G
en

ot
yp

e
S
ex

In
te
ra
ct
io
n

G
en

ot
yp

e
S
ex

In
te
ra
ct
io
n

G
en

ot
yp

e
S
ex

In
te
ra
ct
io
n

B
M
D

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
15

2
F
(1
,5
4)
=
11

1.
4

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
00

08
F
(1
,5
7)
=
1.
96

9
F
(1
,5
7)
=
20

5.
8

F
(1
,5
7)
=
9.
92

1
F
(1
,4
7)
=
0.
17

3
F
(1
,4
7)
=
18

3.
0

F
(1
,4
7)
=
7.
51

6
F
(1
,3
5)
=
0.
91

8
F
(1
,3
5)
=
10

6.
6

F
(1
,3
5)
=
0.
98

2
0.
87

3
<
0.
00

1§
1.
00

0
0.
24

9
<
0.
00

1§
0.
00

8*
*

0.
78

4
<
0.
00

1§
0.
01

6*
*

0.
47

0
<
0.
00

1§
0.
49

3
B
V
/T
V

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
66

7
F
(1
,5
4)
=
17

8.
5

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
00

5
F
(1
,5
7)
=
2.
18

4
F
(1
,5
7)
=
21

9.
9

F
(1
,5
7)
=
7.
19

9
F
(1
,4
7)
=
0.
00

4
F
(1
,4
7)
=
24

6.
0

F
(1
,4
7)
=
9.
57

2
F
(1
,3
5)
=
2.
74

7
F
(1
,3
5)
=
10

4.
3

F
(1
,3
5)
=
2.
17

5
0.
78

3
<
0.
00

1§
1.
00

0
0.
24

2
<
0.
00

1§
0.
02

0*
*

0.
94

9
<
0.
00

1§
0.
00

8*
*

0.
22

8‡
‡

<
0.
00

1§
,‡
‡

0.
28

0‡
‡

T
b.
T
h

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
00

07
F
(1
,5
4)
=
17

.7
6

F
(1
,5
4)
=
1.
64

8
F
(1
,5
7)
=
9.
09

8
F
(1
,5
7)
=
0.
64

3
F
(1
,5
7)
=
1.
37

0
F
(1
,4
7)
=
5.
18

2
F
(1
,4
7)
=
19

.7
3

F
(1
,4
7)
=
5.
82

0
F
(1
,3
5)
=
0.
11

5
F
(1
,3
5)
=
6.
01

4
F
(1
,3
5)
=
1.
51

8
0.
98

0
<
0.
00

1§
0.
51

2
0.
01

0*
0.
49

1
0.
30

8
0.
04

1‡
<
0.
00

1§
0.
03

3*
*

0.
73

6
0.
05

8
0.
37

7
T
b.
S
p

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
24

5
F
(1
,5
4)
=
20

6.
9

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
29

1
F
(1
,5
7)
=
0.
06

9
F
(1
,5
7)
=
28

3.
0

F
(1
,5
7)
=
1.
55

7
F
(1
,4
7)
=
0.
08

0
F
(1
,4
7)
=
34

9.
1

F
(1
,4
7)
=
3.
60

1
F
(1
,3
5)
=
0.
63

9
F
(1
,3
5)
=
13

0.
8

F
(1
,3
5)
=
0.
47

6
0.
93

4
<
0.
00

1¶
0.
98

6
0.
79

3
<
0.
00

1¶
0.
29

6
0.
83

5
<
0.
00

1¶
0.
08

7
0.
53

7
<
0.
00

1¶
0.
53

0
T
b.
N

F
(1
,5
4)
=
1.
27

3
F
(1
,5
4)
=
17

9.
2

F
(1
,5
4)
=
0.
16

1
F
(1
,5
7)
=
0.
07

8
F
(1
,5
7)
=
25

1.
0

F
(1
,5
7)
=
4.
50

2
F
(1
,4
7)
=
0.
55

4
F
(1
,4
7)
=
29

8.
8

F
(1
,4
7)
=
8.
18

0
F
(1
,3
5)
=
2.
90

7
F
(1
,3
5)
=
13

7.
1

F
(1
,3
5)
=
0.
48

3
0.
56

6
<
0.
00

1§
0.
94

0
0.
83

7
<
0.
00

1§
0.
07

2
0.
57

5
<
0.
00

1§
0.
01

4*
*

0.
24

3
<
0.
00

1§
0.
56

8

T
op

ro
w
s
co

nt
ai
n
th
e
F
va

lu
e
an

d
bo

tto
m

ro
w
s
co

nt
ai
n
th
e
ad

ju
st
ed

P
-v
al
ue

fr
om

tw
o-
w
ay

A
N
O
V
A
.S

ig
ni
fic
an

ce
w
as

de
te
rm

in
ed

by
an

ad
ju
st
ed

P
-v
al
ue

<
0.
05

.P
os

th
oc

an
al
ys
is
ca

n
be

fo
un

d
in

T
ab

le
S
1.

*V
al
ue

s
fo
r

co
nt
ro
lm

ic
e
ar
e
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly
gr
ea

te
r
th
an

th
os

e
fo
r
tr
ip
lic
at
ed

(D
p)

m
ic
e;

‡
va

lu
es

fo
r
tr
ip
lic
at
ed

(D
p)

m
ic
e
ar
e
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly
gr
ea

te
r
th
an

th
os

e
fo
rc

on
tr
ol

m
ic
e;

§
va

lu
es

fo
r
m
al
e
m
ic
e
ar
e
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly
gr
ea

te
r
th
an

th
os

e
fo
r

fe
m
al
e
m
ic
e;

¶
va

lu
es

fo
rf
em

al
e
m
ic
e
ar
e
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly
gr
ea

te
rt
ha

n
th
os

e
fo
rm

al
e
m
ic
e.

**
S
ig
ni
fic
an

ti
nt
er
ac

tio
ns

be
tw
ee

n
ge

no
ty
pe

an
d
se

x.
‡
‡
Lo

ga
rit
hm

ic
tr
an

sf
or
m
at
io
n
of

da
ta
.D

p4
T
yb

:n
=
14

m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

15
m
al
e

D
p,

n=
15

fe
m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

14
fe
m
al
e
D
p;

D
p5

T
yb

:n
=
14

m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

15
m
al
e
D
p,

n=
17

fe
m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

15
fe
m
al
e
D
p;

D
p6

T
yb

:n
=
16

m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

15
m
al
e
D
p,

n=
11

fe
m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

9
fe
m
al
e
D
p;

D
p1

T
yb

,
D
yr
k1

a
+
/+
/−
:n

=
7
m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

6
m
al
e
D
p,

n=
14

fe
m
al
e
co

nt
ro
l,
n=

12
fe
m
al
e
D
p.

B
M
D
,b

on
e
m
in
er
al

de
ns

ity
;B

V
/T
V
,b

on
e
vo

lu
m
e
fr
ac

tio
n;

T
b.
T
h,

tr
ab

ec
ul
ar

th
ic
kn

es
s;

T
b.
S
p,

tr
ab

ec
ul
ar

se
pa

ra
tio

n;
T
b.
N
,t
ra
be

cu
la
r

nu
m
be

r.

4

RESEARCH ARTICLE Disease Models & Mechanisms (2023) 17, dmm049927. doi:10.1242/dmm.049927

D
is
ea

se
M
o
d
el
s
&
M
ec
h
an

is
m
s

https://journals.biologists.com/dmm/article-lookup/DOI/10.1242/dmm.049927
https://journals.biologists.com/dmm/article-lookup/DOI/10.1242/dmm.049927


compared to male control mice, showed decreased BMD in post hoc
tests, suggesting that three copies of Dyrk1a (or another gene in the
Dp5Tyb region) are necessary to significantly alter BMD in male,
but not female, mice (Table S1).
Furthermore, an interactive effect was observed for Tb.Th, where

female Dp6Tyb mice, compared to control mice, showed an
increase in Tb.Th in post hoc tests (Table 2; Table S1). There was
also a genotype effect, with Dp5Tyb displaying decreased Tb.Th
compared to that in control mice (Table 2). Taken together, these
data suggest complex and sex-specific influences of triplicated
genes (possibly including Dyrk1a) affecting Tb.Th in the genetic
regions covered by Dp5Tyb and Dp6Tyb lines.
Additionally, Ts1Rhr mice (three copies of 31 protein-coding

genes, including Dyrk1a, with eight fewer protein-coding genes
than Dp3Tyb mice) displayed sex differences in trabecular
parameters (Fig. 2G, Table 1; Fig. S1G, Fig. S2G, Fig. S3G,
Fig. S4G). In the Ts1Rhr line, male mice had higher BMD and
Tb.N, and lower Tb.Sp, than those of female mice. Finally, the
Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− line was generated to observe the effects of
normalizing Dyrk1a copy number from conception in an otherwise
Dp1Tyb mouse. There were no genotypic effects in any trabecular
parameter in Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− mice compared to control (wild-
type) animals (Fig. 2H, Table 2; Fig. S1H, Fig. S2H, Fig. S3H,
Fig. S4H); this normalization of phenotypes in Dp1Tyb mice with
only two functional copes of Dyrk1a shows the importance of
triplicated Dyrk1a in trabecular phenotypes. Sex effects were
observed in the Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− line, with male mice
displaying higher BV/TV, BMD and Tb.N, and lower Tb.Sp, than
those of female mice. Taken together, these data suggest that three
copies of Dyrk1a are necessary, but not sufficient, to decrease
BV/TV, BMD and Tb.Th, and interact with other triplicated genes
from the Dp5Tyb and Dp6Tyb regions to cause trabecular deficits in
a sex-specific manner.

Cortical geometry parameters differ according to differential
segments of Hsa21 orthologous genes in three copies
At 16 weeks of age (4 months), total (cortical) cross-sectional area
(Tt.Ar) was larger in control male mice than in all other mice, in
male Dp1Tyb mice than in female Dp1Tyb mice, and in female
control mice than in female Dp1Tyb mice (Thomas et al., 2020). At
16 weeks of age, male control mice had larger Tt.Ar, cortical area
(Ct.Ar), periosteal perimeter (Ps.Pm) and endocortical perimeter
(Ec.Pm) than those of all other mice, with male mice as a group
having higher parameters than those of female mice. Marrow area
(Ma.Ar) was greater in male control mice than in all other mice, and
in female control mice than in female Dp1Tybmice. Female mice as
a group had lower Ct.Th than that of male mice.
At 4 months of age, sex effects were observed in the Dp9Tyb line,

with male mice displaying higher Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ct.Ar, Ps.Pm and
Ec.Pm, and lower cortical tissue mineral density (TMD), than those
of female mice. There were genotype effects, with Dp9Tyb mice
with their triplicated genes unexpectedly showing increased Tt.Ar,
Ma.Ar, Ct.Ar, Ps.Pm and Ec.Pm compared to those of control mice
(Fig. 3, Fig. 4A, Table 3; Fig. S5A, Fig. S6A, Fig. S7A, Fig. S8A,
Fig. S9A, Fig. S10A). Dp2Tyb and control mice showed significant
interactions between sex and genotype, with male Dp2Tyb and
control mice displaying higher Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar and Ec.Pm than those
of female Dp2Tyb and control mice (Fig. 3, Fig. 4B, Table 3;
Fig. S5B, Fig. S6B, Fig. S7B, Fig. S8B, Fig. S9B). Male control
mice, compared to male Dp2Tyb mice, showed increased Tt.Ar,
Ma.Ar and Ec.Pm in post hoc analysis, suggesting that triplicated
gene(s) in this region act in a sex-specific manner to decrease these

cortical parameters (Table S1). Additionally, sex effects were
present in the Dp2Tyb line, where male mice had increased Ct.Ar,
Ct.Th and Ps.Pm, and decreased TMD, compared to those of female
mice (Fig. 3, Table 3; Fig. S6B, Fig. S7B, Fig. S8B, Fig. S10B).
Differing genotypic effects were seen for Ct.Th and Ps.Pm, where
Dp2Tyb mice had increased Ct.Th, but decreased Ps.Pm, compared
to that of control mice (Fig. 3, Table 3; Fig. S7B, Fig. S8B). In
animals from the Dp3Tyb line, there were sex effects, with male

Fig. 3. Cortical models of triplicated (Dp) mouse models and control
mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Dp1Tyb data are from
Thomas et al. (2020). These radar graphs were made using average
periosteal and endocortical perimeter measurements taken every 0.5° for
each cortical slice (total of seven) of each animal. The blue, filled-in images
represent the average cross-section of male or female control animals, and
the yellow outlines represent the average cross-section of male or female
triplicated animals.
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mice displaying greater Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ct.Ar, Ct.Th, Ps.Pm and
Ec.Pm than those of female mice. Additionally, there were genotype
effects, with Dp3Tyb mice showing significantly lower Tt.Ar,
Ma.Ar, Ct.Ar, Ps.Pm and Ec.Pm than those of control mice (Fig. 3,

Fig. 4C, Table 3; Fig. S5C, Fig. S6C, Fig. S7C, Fig. S8C,
Fig. SS9C). There was also an interactive effect of sex and genotype
on TMD, with male control and Dp3Tyb mice displaying increased
TMD compared to that of female Dp3Tyb mice (Table 3; Fig. S10,

Fig. 4. Total cross-sectional area (Tt.Ar) measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and control mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1
and 2. Data are mean±s.e.m. Dp1Tyb data are from Thomas et al. (2020).
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Table S1). These results suggest that different triplicated regions
may increase (Dp9Tyb) or decrease (Dp2Tyb and Dp3Tyb) cortical
phenotypes.

To understand the impact of the triplicated genes comprising the
Dp3Tyb region on cortical phenotypes, Dp4Tyb, Dp5Tyb, Dp6Tyb
and control littermate mice were analyzed. Sex effects were
observed in the Dp4Tyb and Dp6Tyb lines, with male mice
exhibiting greater Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ct.Ar, Ps.Pm and Ec.Pm, and
lower TMD, than those of female mice (Fig. 3, Fig. 4D,F, Table 4;
Fig. S5D,F, Fig. S6D,F, Fig. S7D,F, Fig. S8D,F, Fig. S9D,F,
Fig. S10D,F). Additionally, there was a genotypic effect for Ma.Ar
in the Dp4Tyb line, where control mice exhibited greater Ma.Ar
than that of Dp4Tyb mice. The Dp5Tyb line (containing three
copies of Dyrk1a) showed significant interactions in all cortical
parameters measured except Ct.Th and TMD, for which only sex
effects and genotype effects were observed. Similar to trabecular
bone, only male Dp5Tyb mice, compared to male control mice,
showed decreased Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ct.Ar, Ps.Pm and Ec.Pm in post
hoc tests (Fig. 3, Fig. 4E, Table 4; Fig. S5E, Fig. S6E, Fig. S8E,
Fig. S9E, Table S1). For most parameters, both male Dp5Tyb and
control mice had significantly greater measurements than those of
female Dp5Tyb and control mice in post hoc tests, suggesting that
three copies of Dyrk1a or other triplicated genes in this region are
necessary to significantly alter Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ct.Ar, Ps.Pm and
Ec.Pm in male, but not female, mice (Table S1).

The Ts1Rhr line displayed similar cortical parameters to the
Dp3Tyb line, with the exception of no significant differences in Ct.Ar
or Ct.Th, and an opposite sex effect for TMD (Fig. 3, Fig. 4G, Table 3;
Fig. S5G, Fig. S6G, Fig. S7G, Fig. S8G, Fig. S9G, Fig. S10G).
Normalizing Dyrk1a copy number in Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− mice did
not normalize cortical parameters and still resulted in significant
differences in Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ct.Ar, Ps.Pm and Ec.Pm according to sex
and genotype (Fig. 3, Fig. 4H, Table 4; Fig. S5H, Fig. S6H, Fig. S7H,
Fig. S8H, Fig. S9H). Also, TMD was higher in female mice than in
male mice in the Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− line (Table 4; Fig. S10H). Male
mice with three copies of Dyrk1a (Dp3Tyb, Dp5Tyb and Ts1Rhr)
showed significant percentage decreases in Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ps.Pm and
Ec.Pm, compared to those of control mice, but these percentage
decreases were generally not of the same magnitude as those in male
Dp1Tyb mice (Table S3). Female mice with the Dp3Tyb region in
three copies had significant percentage decreases in Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar,
Ps.Pm and Ec.Pm compared to those of control mice (Tables S3).Male
mice with three copies of the Dp2Tyb region also showed a reduction
in the percentage decreases in multiple cortical parameters compared
to those of control mice (Table S3). Taken together, these data indicate
that the effects of three copies of Dyrk1a are important in reducing
many cortical parameters, but there is an interactive effect of sex, with
cortical parameters mostly affected in male mice. Other triplicated
genes inside and outside the Dp3Tyb region may interact withDyrk1a
to cause differences in cortical parameters between triplicated and
normal mice, and there may be different interacting genes involved in
male and female mice with three copies of Hsa21 homologs.

Whole-bone property differences lessen in the presence of a
smaller number of Hsa21 orthologous genes in three copies
Alterations in extrinsic mechanical properties, based on bone mass
and cortical geometry, were observed in 16-week-old (4-month-old)
Dp1Tybmice (Thomas et al., 2020). At 16 weeks of age, therewas a
sex×genotype interaction for ultimate force, with control males
having greater values than those of all other mice and Dp1Tybmales
having greater values than those of Dp1Tyb females. Control,
compared to Dp1Tyb, mice had higher values for ultimateTa
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displacement, stiffness and total work; Dp1Tyb, compared to
control, mice displayed higher values for displacement to yield and
work to yield. Also, males, compared to females, had higher
measurements for ultimate displacement, stiffness and total work.
At 16 weeks, sex, and especially genotype, had non-interactive
effects on overall bone properties, and additional gene dosage and
female sex were detrimental to whole-bone properties.

Comparisons were made between the Dp9Tyb, Dp2Tyb and
Dp3Tyb lines that divide the triplicated region of Dp1Tyb. In the
Dp9Tyb line, there was a genotypic effect on ultimate force, where
Dp9Tyb mice could handle a greater force than control mice could
(Table 5). Sex effects were also observed in the Dp9Tyb line, where
female mice had higher measurements for yield force, displacement
to yield and work to yield than those of male mice, suggesting they
have a greater elastic region. In the Dp2Tyb line, there was a
genotypic effect on ultimate displacement, with control mice having
greater displacement than Dp2Tyb mice (Table 5). Additionally,
there were sex effects, with male mice showing greater values for
ultimate force and ultimate displacement, but lower values for yield
force, displacement to yield and work to yield, than female mice.
The Dp3Tyb line showed sex effects only, where male mice had
higher values for ultimate force and ultimate displacement, but
lower values for displacement to yield and work to yield, than those
of female mice (Table 5). A sex effect on ultimate displacement was
also observed in Dp3Tyb mice, with male mice having higher
values than those of female mice.

To understand the potential impact of triplicated genes in the
Dp3Tyb region on extrinsic properties in bone, we examined the
Dp4Tyb, Dp5Tyb and Dp6Tyb lines, in which the Dp3Tyb region is
split (Table 6). The Dp4Tyb and Dp5Tyb lines showed no
significant differences in any extrinsic parameter. The Dp6Tyb
line showed only sex effects, with female mice displaying higher
values for displacement to yield and work to yield than those of
male mice, and male mice displaying higher values for ultimate
displacement, stiffness and total work than those of female mice.

Ts1Rhr mice showed sex effects on ultimate displacement and
total work, with male mice having higher values than those of
female mice (Table 5). Extrinsic differences previously seen in
Dp1Tybmice, except for sex and genotype effects on ultimate force,
were not observed in Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− mice (Table 6).

Material property improvements lessen with smaller regions
of Hsa21 orthologous gene triplication
Improvements in intrinsic mechanical properties, also called
material properties, were noted in 16-week-old (4-month-old)
Dp1Tyb mice (Thomas et al., 2020). At 16 weeks, there was a
sex×genotype interaction for modulus, with control males having a
lower modulus than that of all other mice, and both female and male
Dp1Tyb mice having a higher modulus than that of their control
littermates. Additionally, Dp1Tyb mouse femurs, compared to
those from control mice, displayed higher values for yield stress,
ultimate stress and resilience. Control, compared to Dp1Tyb, mice
had higher values for ultimate strain.

The triplicated segments dividing the Dp1Tyb region all showed
a strong sex effect for material properties (Table 7). The Dp9Tyb
line displayed sex effects on all intrinsic parameters, with female
mice having higher values than those of male mice for all but
ultimate strain. The Dp2Tyb line showed interactions for yield
stress, ultimate stress and resilience, with male Dp2Tyb and female
Dp2Tyb and control mice having significantly higher values than
those of male control mice for these parameters, as demonstrated by
a post hoc test (Table S1). Additionally, there were differingTa
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genotypic effects on ultimate strain and modulus, and sex effects on
strain to yield, ultimate strain and modulus (Table 7). Control mice
had greater values than those of Dp2Tybmice for ultimate strain, but
Dp2Tyb mice had greater modulus. Female mice had greater values
for strain to yield and modulus but lower values for ultimate strain,
than those of male mice. In the Dp3Tyb line, female mice had
greater values for yield stress, ultimate stress, strain to yield,
modulus and resilience than those of male mice, and male mice had
greater values for ultimate strain than those of female mice. A
genotypic effect was observed for yield stress, where Dp3Tyb mice
had greater values than those of control mice.

To better understand the influence of triplicated genes in Dp3Tyb
mice on intrinsic bone parameters, the Dp4Tyb, Dp5Tyb and
Dp6Tyb lines were investigated (Table 8). There were only minimal
effects in the Dp4Tyb line, with female mice exhibiting higher
values for ultimate stress than those of male mice. In the Dp5Tyb
line, female mice had greater measurements for yield stress, ultimate
stress and modulus than those of male mice. A genotypic effect was
observed for ultimate strain, where control mice had greater values
than those of Dp5Tyb mice. In the Dp6Tyb line, there was a
sex×genotype interaction for modulus, with female Dp6Tyb mice
showing greater values than those of female control, male control
and Dp6Tyb mice in post hoc tests (Table S1). Additionally, female
mice, compared to male mice, had greater values for yield stress,
ultimate stress and resilience, while male mice had larger values for
ultimate strain than those of female mice.

A genotypic effect on ultimate strain was observed for the Ts1Rhr
line, with Ts1Rhr mice displaying lower values than those of control
mice (Table 7). Additionally, the Ts1Rhr line showed sex effects on
yield and ultimate stress, ultimate strain and modulus, with female
mice having greater measurements than those of male mice for all
but ultimate strain. Genotype effects on yield stress, ultimate stress,
ultimate strain and modulus appeared to still be present in Dp1Tyb;
Dyrk1a+/+/− mice, which had higher measurements than those in
control mice for all but ultimate strain (Table 8).

DISCUSSION
Triplicated Hsa21 orthologous genes interact to cause
skeletal phenotypes and,when reduced in number,mayhave
different effects on bone
The manifestation of skeletal defects associated with DS appears to
have genetic and sexually dimorphic components. Although three
copies of Hsa21 homologous, Mmu16 genes together produce
trabecular, cortical and mechanical bone deficits in the Dp1Tyb DS
mouse model in a sex-specific manner (Thomas et al., 2020), the
contribution of triplicated genes other than Dyrk1a has not been
elucidated. The analysis of skeletal phenotypes from the mouse
mapping panel comprising different sets of triplicated genes
demonstrated that, although Dyrk1a may influence some bone
parameters, other triplicated genes also affect the incidence and
severity of DS-related bone phenotypes. Similar to data from the
Dp1Tyb line (Thomas et al., 2020), male mice generally had
increased trabecular and cortical skeletal measurements compared
to those of female mice. Additionally, there appear to be sex effects
that interact with triplicated genes that may portend the sexually
dimorphic appearance and severity of skeletal deficits in humans
with DS.

For trabecular bone, the triplicated genes included in the Dp9Tyb
and Dp2Tyb mouse lines improved many trabecular parameters
compared to those of euploid littermates, indicating a positive effect
of triplicated genes in both regions. Other genotypic effects of three
copy Hsa21 orthologous genes on trabecular phenotypes wereTa
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observed when the Dp5Tyb and Dp6Tyb segments were isolated
from the rest of the Hsa21 homologous genes. In post hoc analyses,
male, but not female, Dp5Tyb mice had reduced BMD compared to
that of control mice.

For cortical bone, Dp9Tyb males and females exhibited generally
increased cortical parameters, in addition to their increased
trabecular parameters. In Dp2Tyb mice, there were genotype×sex
interactions for Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar and Ec.Pm. In contrast to increased
trabecular parameters, Dp2Tyb, compared to control mice, showed
decreased cortical measurements. Dp3Tyb, Ts1Rhr and Dp5Tyb
mice all showed generally decreased cortical parameters compared
to those of control mice.

For extrinsic bone properties, some measurements were better in
female mice and others were better in male mice. Female mice
showed better intrinsic properties than those of male mice, except
for ultimate strain, in most of the lines. Most interactive effects on
intrinsic measurements were seen in the Dp2Tyb line. The Ts1Rhr
line seemed to have extrinsic and intrinsic skeletal phenotypes that
bridged differences between the Dp3Tyb and Dp5Tyb lines,
suggesting effects from one or more of the 19 additional
triplicated protein-coding genes in the Ts1Rhr, but not the
Dp5Tyb, regions.

The varying changes in trabecular microarchitecture, cortical
geometry and mechanical properties between the mouse mapping
panel lines suggest the presence of interactive, additive and
compensatory effects with Hsa21 orthologous genes in three
copies. However, this study only accounts for the contribution of
Hsa21 homologs from Mmu16; the contributions of trisomic
homologs from Mmu10 and Mmu17 are unknown and could alter
these results. The interaction of triplicated Dyrk1a with the other
three copy genes found on Mmu16 has been analyzed for
hippocampus-dependent memory processes (Duchon et al., 2021).
Increased dosage of Dyrk1a was found to be important in working
memory deficits and increased activity but was modified by other
genes on Mmu16 to suppress changes in activity. Genetic
interactions of at least two causative and two modifying loci were
found to influence recognition memory. Triplicated Mmu16 loci
were also analyzed in a panel of triplicated DSmouse models but did
not seem to be causative of behavioral deficits (Duchon et al., 2021).
In the hippocampal expression analyses, 38-57% of the triplicated
genes in a panel of triplicated DS mouse models exhibited dosage
compensation and were not significantly differentially expressed.

Similar additive and compensatory dosage effects have been seen
in triplicated Hsa21 orthologous gene dosage experiments in
zebrafish (Edie et al., 2018). When combinations of mRNA from
Hsa21 homologs were injected into zebrafish, some combinations
produced additive effects, where the additional mRNA dosage
resulted in a significant increase in phenotypic penetrance, while
others represented a partial compensatory effect, where the
additional mRNA dosage resulted in a significant decrease in
phenotypic penetrance. Data from mice and zebrafish, and our
current data, suggest that interaction between triplicated Hsa21
orthologous genes and the effect of sex have a complex influence on
DS-associated phenotypes.

Three copies of Dyrk1a cause DS-related skeletal
differences specific to different bone compartments
Preclinical genetic studies have hypothesized the influence of three
copies of Dyrk1a on skeletal deficits in DS mouse models. For
trabecular measures at 4 months of age, three copies of Dyrk1a
appear to play a significant role, with a major effect on trabecular
bone deficits in male mice. In 16-week-old male Dp1Tyb mice,Ta
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there were significant reductions in BMD, BV/TV and Tb.Th
compared to those in age-matched control mice. Similar reductions
were seen in male Dp5Tyb mice that also have three copies of
Dyrk1a and 11 other genes, although these measurements appeared
reduced in magnitude in Dp5Tyb male mice compared to those in
Dp1Tyb mice (Table S2). Combining the data from the mouse
mapping panel with those from the Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− line
suggested a direct influence of three copies of Dyrk1a and
interaction with other genes in the Dp3Tyb region on decreasing
Tb.Th in triplicated mice, although triplicated gene(s) in the
Dp6Tyb region may result in increased Tb.Th in female Dp6Tyb
compared to control mice.
Both male Dp3Tyb and Ts1Rhr mouse models have three copies

of Dyrk1a but did not show significant differences in trabecular
phenotypes at 4 months. It is possible that the 19 protein-coding
genes in three copies found on the Ts1Rhr, but not the Dp5Tyb, line
modify trabecular phenotypes. Additionally, the normalization of
trabecular phenotypes in Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− mice indicated that
three copies of Dyrk1a also influence manifestation of these
trabecular deficits in male triplicated mice. However, Dyrk1a is
likely to interact with a gene(s) in the Dp6Tyb region to fully
manifest this deficit in DS mice.
Three copies of Dyrk1a may also be involved in some cortical

deficits and may interact with other triplicated Hsa21 orthologous
genes, but are not sufficient to cause these phenotypes at 4 months
of age. Dp1Tyb, Dp3Tyb, Ts1Rhr and Dp5Tyb mice (all with three
copies of Dyrk1a), compared to control mice, all have significant
reductions in Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ps.Pm and Ec.Pm. None of the affected
cortical measures, however, were corrected when Dyrk1a copy
number was normalized in the Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− mice.
Additionally, the percentage difference in cortical measures
between mice with triplicated regions and control littermates
within each strain, especially in male mice, is larger in Dp1Tyb
compared to Dp3Tyb, Ts1Rhr and Dp5Tyb lines (Table S3). Taken
together, these data indicate that Dyrk1a or other genes in the
Dp5Tyb region may be necessary, but not sufficient, for cortical
phenotypes, but, if Dyrk1a is causal, other triplicated Hsa21
orthologous genes are involved in DS-associated cortical
phenotypes as well. It is likely that interacting and compensatory
triplicated Hsa21 orthologous genes affect cortical phenotypes.
As for potential gene interactions and mechanisms, DYRK1A

phosphorylates APP and RCAN1, also known as DSCR1 (Ryoo
et al., 2008; Jung et al., 2011). App is found in three copies in
Dp1Tyb and Dp9Tyb mice, and previous studies indicate that
changes in App dosage negatively impact bone. Male App−/−mice
displayed decreased BV/TV and Tb.Th, and increased Tb.Sp, at
the age of 2 months, which was attributed to increased bone
resorption and decreased bone formation (Pan et al., 2018).
Tg2567 mice overexpress a mutated human APP gene with the
Swedish mutation (APPswe), resulting in increased levels of
amyloid-beta and amyloid plaques (Hsiao et al., 1996). At the age
of 2 months, male Tg2567 mice displayed decreased BV/TV,
thought to be due to increased osteoclast activation (Cui et al.,
2011). In further study of APPswe in mature osteoblasts,
decreased BV/TV, Tb.N and Tb.Sp were observed in
TgAPPswe-Ocn mice at the age of 5 months, likely due to
increased osteoclast formation and decreased osteoblastogenesis
(Xia et al., 2013). Rcan1 is triplicated in Dp2Tyb mice, and
in vitro overexpression of Rcan1 in mouse bone marrow-derived
macrophage-like cells resulted in fewer TRAP+ multinucleated
osteoclasts, indicating that RCAN1 may have a negative effect
on osteoclastogenesis (Kim et al., 2016). In primary calvarial

osteoblasts, there was significantly increased ALP activity and
bone nodule formation, indicating that RCAN1 may have a
positive effect on osteoblast function (Kim et al., 2016). Although
the effects of Rcan1 overexpression alone have not been observed
in relation to bone phenotypes in vivo, we suspect that a similar
phenomenon would occur, potentially resulting in increased
BMD and other skeletal parameters, and could influence the
skeletal differences seen in the Dp2Tyb line.

Current study compared to previous bone reports in Ts1Rhr
and Tg(DYRK1A) mice
Previous reports measuring BMD in 16-week-old Ts1Rhr and
control mice found no significant differences in BMD, BMC or
bone area in areal measures, no differences in regional femur BMD,
a small decrease in regional tibia BMD, and a small increase in
regional lumbar spine BMD, as quantified by dual-energy X-ray
absorptiometry (DXA). These results led the authors to conclude
that 31 protein-coding genes in three copies were insufficient to
cause a bone density phenotype (Olson and Mohan, 2011). There
were also no significant differences between the sexes seen in the
previous study, and no further bone quantification of Ts1Rhr mice
was done. In the present study, we examined male and female
Ts1Rhr mice on a similar genetic background as previously
reported (C57BL/6) and also found no differences in femoral BMD
inmale or female mice between Ts1Rhr and euploid littermate mice
at 4 months, although male mice had increased BMD compared to
that of female mice. However, when micro-computed tomography
(microCT) analyses of geometry and microarchitecture were
performed on the cortical and trabecular bone, respectively, we
found that Ts1Rhr male and female mice, compared to control
mice, at 4 months had significantly reduced cortical bone
measurements, similar to those observed in Dp3Tyb mice. We
also observed sex effects on trabecular BMD, BV/TV, Tb.N and
Tb.Sp. Taken together, these data indicate that measurement of
BMD, BMC and bone area via DXA may not accurately show all
the parameters that affect bone in DS mouse models or individuals
with DS, and more intricate measures of quantification, such as
microCT, are necessary to find skeletal differences. By extension,
individuals with DS may have skeletal deficits or may be
developing bone deficits that are not reflected at early ages or by
measurements of BMD. Only through precise examination of bone
structure were these developmental differences, and differences
between males and females, teased out.

Previous reports on skeletal abnormalities in Tg(DYRK1A) mice,
compared to control mice, showed differences in BV/TV, Tb.N and
Tb.Sp in male and female mice, and Tb.Th in male mice (Lee et al.,
2009). The addition of an extra copy (copies) ofDYRK1Awith these
results corroborates our finding of the effect of increased Dyrk1a
copy number on trabecular phenotypes for male mice. Although we
did not see trabecular differences in female Dp5Tyb mice, it may be
that other genes in the Dp5Tyb region are modulating the effects of
three copies of Dyrk1a. This could also be true for Tb.N and Tb.Sp
in male mice, in which we also do not see any significant differences
in Dp5Tyb from control. The only cortical phenotype measured in
the aforementioned study was Ct.Th, and no differences were seen.
We still observed differences in Ct.Th between Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/−

mice and control mice, and Ct.Th is also the least well correlated
phenotype among other cortical phenotypes (Fig. S11). We
observed other cortical phenotypes to be affected by an extra copy
of Dyrk1a or other genes triplicated in the Dp5Tyb region, and
similar cortical deficits may have been found in Tg(DYRK1A) mice
had these analyses been done.
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Hsa21 orthologous genes in three copies may result in
improvement in skeletal measurements
Three copies of some genes orthologous to Hsa21 may also improve
trabecular and cortical bone phenotypes (Figs 2-4, Tables 1 and 3).
Dp9Tyb mice, compared to control mice, with 74 protein-coding
genes in three copies, displayed improved trabecular and cortical
bone measures. Dosage-imbalanced genes in the Dp9Tyb region
that could contribute to these improved phenotypes include Btg3,
Usp16, Bach1, Tiam1 and Sod1. ANA, also known as Btg3,
deficiency was shown to enhance ectopic bone formation (Miyai
et al., 2009). Deletion of Usp16 was shown to lead to decreased
mature and progenitor hematopoietic stem cell populations (Gu
et al., 2016). Bach1 inhibition suppressed osteoclastogenesis and
upregulated ALP activity and osteoblast mineralization (Wada et al.,
2020; Hama et al., 2012; Tian et al., 2019). Knockdown of Tiam1
was shown to enhance ALP activity (Onishi et al., 2013). Sod1
knockout in mice had effects on bone formation, and resulted in
reduced BMD and stiffness, which may be a result of excessive
reactive oxidative species (ROS) (Zhang et al., 2021; Morikawa
et al., 2013; Smietana et al., 2010). The aforementioned studies
reduced expression of these genes instead of triplicating the
expression, and results may vary with differences in the genetic
dosage imbalance. For example, overexpression of Sod1 may
improve bone phenotypes through increased elimination of ROS.
Dp2Tyb mice, compared to control littermate mice, displayed

increased Tb.N and Ct.Th and reduced Tb.Sp, Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ps.Pm
and Ec.Pm. These changes may be due to three copies of Runx1
and/or Rcan1. Runx1 overexpression has rescued bone loss in
ovariectomized mice and enhances osteogenic differentiation (Ji
et al., 2017; Luo et al., 2019; Tang et al., 2021). As described earlier,
increased expression of Rcan1 could increase osteoblast function
while decreasing osteoclastogenesis, leading to increased bone
mass. Additionally, increased copy number of four interferon
receptor genes – Ifnar1, Ifnar2, Ingr2 and Il10rb – may disrupt
osteoclast function, as interferon signaling components are involved
in bone homeostasis (Place et al., 2021). It will be interesting to
examine whether the overexpression of these genes improves
trabecular deficits and whether associated mechanisms could be
used to improve diverse types of bone abnormalities.
Female Dp6Tyb mice appear to have increased Tb.Th compared

to that of control mice. In the Dp6Tyb region, Pcp4 is naturally
overexpressed during the differentiation of osteoblasts, and its
induced overexpression in vitrowas shown to enhance Alizarin Red
staining intensity, alkaline phosphatase activity, calcium deposition,
and expression of osteocalcin and bone sialoprotein, all indications
that osteoblast function is increased (Meng et al., 2020; Xiao et al.,
2008). Triplicated Dyrk1a could interact with Pcp4 or other
triplicated genes in the Dp6Tyb region to exacerbate trabecular
deficits.

Sexual dimorphism in triplicated DS model mice
Almost all trabecular and cortical skeletal parameters were increased
in male compared to female mice, except for TMD. When there was
a sex×genotype interaction, male mice with a triplicated region
almost always had greater measurements for the trabecular and
cortical skeletal parameters than those of female mice within the
same line. The effects of sex on extrinsic parameters were mixed,
and female mice had better intrinsic measurements than male mice,
except for ultimate strain.
As for the comparisons between male and female mice that

include three copies of Dyrk1a, there appear to be certain bone
phenotypes for which triplicated Hsa21 orthologous genes only

affect certain skeletal traits in male or female mice. Overall, it
appears that female mice at 4 months of age with any of the Hsa21
orthologs have similar or less-affected skeletal phenotypes than
those of euploid littermate mice, whereas male mice with three
copies of genes appear to be more affected. Using BV/TV and Tt.Ar
as a representation of trabecular and cortical phenotypes,
respectively, in males, Dp5Tyb skeletal deficits most resemble
those of Dp1Tyb mice, whereas in females, Dp3Tyb skeletal
deficits most resemble those of Dp1Tyb mice, at 4 months (Fig. 5).
This sexual dimorphism seen in DSmouse models phenocopies that
in humans with DS, where males seem to have more differences in
skeletal phenotypes than females compared to the general
population at an age of peak bone mass (Thomas et al., 2020;
Thomas and Roper, 2021). If analyzed at a later time point (post-
peak bone mass), skeletal deficits, like decreased BMD, may appear
in female mice, as seen in female humans with DS (Carfì et al.,
2017).

Conclusion
It has been assumed that three copies of genes orthologous to Hsa21
on Mmu16 in mice play an important role in the manifestation of
trabecular, cortical and mechanical bone property phenotypes. Our
previous work, mostly using male mice, implicated triplicated
Dyrk1a in architectural and mechanical bone phenotypes. By using
the mouse mapping panel, we show that three copies of Dyrk1a are
essential for some skeletal deficits in mice but may interact with
other triplicated Hsa21 orthologous genes to cause trabecular,
cortical and mechanical deficits in DS mouse models.
Understanding how these triplicated Hsa21 orthologous genes
interact at the molecular level is an essential next step for
understanding and improving skeletal deficits associated with DS.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Animals
The following mouse strains (Mus musculus) were used: Dp(16Lipi-
Zbtb21)1TybEmcf (Dp1Tyb), Dp(16Mis18a-Runx1)2TybEmcf
(Dp2Tyb), Dp(16Mir802-Zbtb21)3TybEmcf (Dp3Tyb), Dp(16Mir802-
Dscr3)4TybEmcf (Dp4Tyb), Dp(16Dyrk1a-B3galt5)5Tyb (Dp5Tyb),
Dp(16Igsf5-Zbtb21)6TybEmcf (Dp6Tyb), Dp(16Lipi-Hunk)9TybEmcf
(Dp9Tyb) and Dp(16Cbr1-Fam3b)1Rhr (Ts1Rhr or Dp1Rhr), all which
have been previously reported (Lana-Elola et al., 2016; Olson et al., 2004).
To generate Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/−, Dp1Tyb animals were crossed with mice
carrying a loss-of-function allele of Dyrk1a (Dyrk1a+/−) (Fotaki et al.,
2002). Breeding of the resulting double mutant resulted in an occasional
recombination, which brought both alleles onto the same chromosome. This
Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− double mutant was then bred against wild-type
C57BL/6J mice, giving 50% Dp1Tyb;Dyrk1a+/+/− double mutant and
50% wild-type offspring. The latter were used as controls for the double
mutant mice. All mice were backcrossed to the C57BL/6J background for at
least ten generations and were maintained on this background by crossing
heterozygous mutants to C56BL/6J wild-type mice. Mice were bred and
maintained in specific pathogen-free conditions at the MRC Harwell
Institute using Rat and Mouse No.3 breeding chow (Special Diets Services,
UK) and given water ad libitum. Mice were housed in cages of three to five
animals and randomized at weaning into cages of mixed genotype, so that
each cage had both mutants and wild types across several litters. Male and
female mice were used for all strains at 16-18 weeks (4 months) of age.
Genotyping was carried out by Transnetyx (Cordova, TN, USA) using
quantitative real-time PCR (qPCR). For each mutant allele, a custom qPCR
assay was established using a forward and reverse primer and a reporter
probe (Table S5). Protein-coding genes were defined by the GRCm39
mouse genome assembly; for this reason, gene numbers have changed from
previous estimates. Right femurs were dissected from male and female mice
at 4 months of age, wrapped in gauze and frozen in phosphate-buffered
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saline (PBS) for shipment, and stored at −20°C or −80°C until needed for
microCT analysis or mechanical testing. All regulated procedures were
carried out with approval from a Local Ethical Review Panel and under
authority of a Project Licence granted by the UK Home Office, and in
accordance with EU Directive 2010/63/EU. Sample sizes were based on
effect sizes of previous results (Thomas et al., 2020) and sample numbers
are listed in Tables 1-4.

MicroCT analysis
Bone analysis was performed as described in Stringer et al. (2017). Briefly,
femurs were scanned using a high-resolutionmicroCT system (SkyScan 1172,
Bruker, Kontich, Belgium) that was calibrated using two cylindrical
hydroxyapatite phantoms (0.25 and 0.75 g/cm3 CaHA) prior to each
scanning session. Hydration of the femurs was maintained while scanning
by wrapping them in parafilm. Femurs were scanned from the distal condyle to
the third trochanter using 60 kV, 12 µm resolution, 885 ms integration time, Al
0.5 mm filter and an angular increment of 0.7°. Post-scan, the bones were
wrapped in PBS-soaked gauze and stored at−20°C or−80°C until mechanical
testing. Scans were reconstructed and rotated using NRecon and Dataviewer
(SkyScan, Bruker). Reconstructed and rotated bones were then analyzed using
a CT analyzer (CTan; SkyScan, Bruker) and MATLAB (MathWorks, Natick,

MA,USA). Trabecular region of interest (ROI) was defined as beginning at the
end of the distal growth plate, extending 10% of the total bone length, and
isolated from the cortical bone using a custom MATLAB code that creates an
irregular anatomic ROI 10 pixels away from the endocortical perimeter. The
CTan’s batch analyzer was used to obtain BMD, BV/TV, Tb.Th, Tb.Sp and
Tb.N for trabecular ROIs. Cortical ROI was calculated as a region of seven
transverse slices at 60% of the total bone length away from the end of the distal
growth plate. Geometric properties, including Tt.Ar, Ma.Ar, Ct.Ar, Ct.Th,
Ps.Pm, Ec.Pm and TMD, were obtained using a custom MATLAB code
(Berman et al., 2015; Stringer et al., 2017). The threshold used for
segmentation of the trabecular bone was 55-255 and 70-255 for cortical
bone. In addition, one analyzer performed rotation and ROI determination for
the entirety of one mouse strain to limit variability between analyzers.

Mechanical testing
Mechanical properties were determined as described previously (Thomas
et al., 2020). Briefly, three-point bending was performed on a mechanical
testing machine while the bones were fully hydrated with PBS (TA
ElectroForce 3200, TA Instruments, Eden Prairie, MN, USA). Bones were
tested with a 7 mm support span in anterior–posterior direction with the
posterior surface in compression. The loading point was placed directly at

Fig. 5. Representative line images summarizing the significant results on BV/TV and Tt.Ar for all Dp mouse mapping strains. Solid lines indicate
normal compared to control, dotted lines indicate a deficit compared to control, and double lines indicate improvement compared to control. One-way
ANOVA; adjusted P-value <0.05.
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the midshaft location, the bone was preloaded to establish contact, and then
testing occurred at 0.025 mm/s to failure. The yield point was determined
using the slope of the stress-strain curve, then implementing the 0.2% offset
method. The ultimate point was determined as the maximum force recorded.
The failure point was determined as when the bone broke. Whole-bone
(extrinsic) properties included yield and ultimate force and displacement,
yield and total work, and stiffness, based on the force-displacement curve.
Material (intrinsic) properties included yield and ultimate stress and strain,
modulus, resilience and toughness based on the stress-strain curve. Cortical
geometry was used to normalize the stress-strain curve from the force-
displacement curve.

Correlational analysis
Data Analytics Computing measured the correlation between cortical
features in each category of data – male wild type, male triplicated, female
wild type and female triplicated – in each test group. The graphs in Fig. S11
show the correlation values with a range of −1 to 1 and visually represent
these numbers with circles so that the relationship between values is
immediately apparent. Larger circles represent greater correlation between
the features. Smaller dots represent decreasing linear relationship. The
darker blue color in circles and values indicated a greater degree of linear
dependence; circles and values of darker red corresponded with decreasing
linear correlation. The smallest dots and values closest to 0 with a hue of
gray approach feature independence.

In addition, we looked at the bidirectional correlation between male wild-
type and male triplicated features, as well as female wild-type and female
triplicated features. The correlation in Fig. S11 was plotted with only circles
(size representing magnitude and color indicating the increasing, decreasing
or independent correlation) to get a clear understanding of directional
correlation – positive or negative – or independence of the feature of one
genotype to the features in the other genotype.

Statistical analysis
Normality of the datasets was assessed via Shapiro–Wilk test using an alpha of
0.05.When datasets violatedGaussian distribution, the dataset was transformed
to their logarithmic form and normality was assessed again via Shapiro–Wilk
test. The transformed datasets are annotated with ‘‡‡’ in the tables. A total of
three outliers, determined by the ROUT method (Q=1%; GraphPad Prism),
were excluded from the data analysis: one male Ts1Rhr was excluded from the
trabecular and cortical datasets, a different male Ts1Rhr was excluded from the
intrinsic and extrinsic (mechanical) datasets, and one male Dp5Tyb was
excluded from the mechanical datasets. Two-way ANOVAwas performed for
all parameters (trabecular, cortical and mechanical) to examine the potential
effects of sex and genotype and their potential interaction separately in each
independently generated strain. If a significant sex effect occurred, the average
for all one sex (e.g. male), regardless of genotype, was compared to the average
for all the other sex (e.g. female). If a significant genotype effect occurred, the
average for all one genotype (e.g. control mice), regardless of sex, was
compared to the average for all the other genotypes (e.g. triplicated mice). If a
significant interaction occurred, Tukey’s post hoc analysis was performed for
the two-way ANOVA, comparing each of the four groups using a family-wise
alpha threshold of 0.05 (displayed in Table S1). The assumption of equal
variance was assessed using the Levene’s test for equality of sample error
variances. In cases in which the groups did not have equal variances, main
effects were confirmed by one-wayWelch’s F statistic, and the Games-Howell
test for multiple comparisons was used as a confirmation when a significant
interaction occurred (Table S6). For percentage difference comparisons,
unpaired two-tailed Student’s t-test was utilized, comparing either male control
to male Dp/Ts or female control to female Dp/Ts (Tables S2-S4). Given the
number of tests run, P-values for each category of parameters (trabecular
cortical, extrinsic and intrinsic) were adjusted using the Benjamini–Hochberg
method (An et al., 2013). An adjusted P-value <0.05 was considered
significant, and adjusted P-values >1.000 were reported as 1.000.
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Fig. S1. Bone mineral density measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse model and control 

mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb data 

comes from Thomas et al. (2020). 
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Fig. S2. Trabecular thickness measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and control 

mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb data 

comes from Thomas et al. (2020). 
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Fig. S3.Trabecular separation measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and control 

mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb data 

comes from Thomas et al. (2020). 
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Fig. S4. Trabecular number measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and control 

mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb data 

from Thomas et al. (2020). 
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Fig. S5. Marrow area measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and control mice. 

Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb data comes 

from Thomas et al. (2020).  
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Fig. S6. Cortical area measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and control mice. 

Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb data comes 

from Thomas et al. (2020). 
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Fig. S7. Cortical thickness measurements in triplicated (Dp) models and control mice. 

Animal numbers in Tables 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb data from Thomas et al. 

(2020). 
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Fig. S8. Periosteal perimeter measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and control 

mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb data 
comes from Thomas et al. (2020). 
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Fig. S9. Endocortical perimeter measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and 

control mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb 

data comes from Thomas et al. (2020). 
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Fig. S10. Tissue mineral density measurements in triplicated (Dp) mouse models and 

control mice. Animal numbers are as listed in Tables 1 and 2. Data are mean ± SEM. Dp1Tyb 

data comes from Thomas et al. (2020). 
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Male Dp5Tyb Male Dp5Tyb control 

Female Dp5Tyb Male Dp5Tyb control 

Male Ts1Rhr 

Female Ts1Rhr Control Female Ts1Rhr 

Male Ts1Rhr Control 

Fig. S11. Correlation between bone parameters of Dp5Tyb and Ts1Rhr male and female 

mice. Scale of correlation is at the right, with blue as a positive and red as a negative correlation. 

The larger the circle, the greater the correlation. 
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Table S1. Results of Tukey’s post hoc analysis (multiple comparisons) for two-way ANOVAs.
This was only performed if there was a significant (adjusted p value < 0.05) interaction on the two-

way ANOVA.
 a
 logarithmic transformation of data. 

b
 significant Levene’s test (unequal variances) 

and subsequent analysis indicated no significant difference. M = male, F = female, WT = control/

wildtype, Dp = triplicated Dp/Ts strain 

Dp2Tyb 

Tt.Ar Ma.Ar Ec.Pm 
Yield 
Stress 

Ultimate 
Stress 

Resilience 

M WT vs M Dp 0.0003 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0006 0.0016 0.0158 

M WT vs F WT <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0010 <0.0001 

M WT vs F Dp <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 <0.0001 

M Dp vs F WT 0.0002 0.0073 <0.0001 0.0185 0.9673 0.0728 

M Dp vs F Dp <0.0001 0.0001 <0.0001 0.0010 0.8413 0.0804 

F WT vs F Dp 0.6889 0.5669 0.6048 0.8560 0.9886 0.9988 

Dp3Tyb 

TMD 

M WT vs M Dp 0.7818 

M WT vs F WT 0.8954 

M WT vs F Dp 0.0093 

M Dp vs F WT 0.3618 

M Dp vs F Dp 0.0005 

F WT vs F Dp 0.0565 

Dp5Tyb 

BMD BV/TV Tt.Ar Ma.Ara Ct.Ar Ps.Pm Ec.Pm 

M WT vs M Dp 0.0137 0.0283b <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 

M WT vs F WT <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0346 <0.0001 <0.0001 

M WT vs F Dp <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0002 <0.0001 <0.0001 

M Dp vs F WT <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0654 <0.0001 0.1077 0.0039 <0.0001 

M Dp vs F Dp <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0011 <0.0001 0.9847 <0.0001 <0.0001 

F WT vs F Dp 0.5883 0.8185 0.4037 0.4407 0.2208 0.4387 0.6417 

Dp6Tyb 

BMD BV/TV Tb.Th Tb.N Modulus 

M WT vs M Dp 0.0685 0.0684 0.9995 0.029b 0.9836 

M WT vs F WT <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0292 

M WT vs F Dp <0.0001 <0.0001 0.4481 <0.0001 <0.0001 

M Dp vs F WT <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0684 

M Dp vs F Dp <0.0001 <0.0001 0.5147 <0.0001 <0.0001 

F WT vs F Dp 0.4520 0.2257 0.0215 0.5337 0.002 
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Table S2. Percent differences in trabecular skeletal values of male and female triplicated and control 

littermate mice. Percent change ([([mean of Dp-mean of Control]/mean of Control)*100]) reported in 
tables. Red indicates significant deficit; blue indicates significant improvement compared to same-sex 

control littermates (adjusted p < 0.05 via two-tail t test). Adjusted p values reported in Table S4. 

MALE

Dp1Tyb 
Dp1Tyb,  

Dyrk1a+/+/- 
Dp9Tyb Dp2Tyb Dp3Tyb Ts1Rhr Dp4Tyb Dp5Tyb Dp6Tyb 

BMD -15.78% -0.11% 17.03% 6.85% -0.82% -5.27% 1.21% -10.35% -8.03% 

BV/TV -15.83% 1.30% 29.48% 13.17% -3.29% -7.82% 2.71% -11.63% -8.72% 

Tb.Th -6.71% -2.60% 3.64% 0.52% 0.88% -1.21% -2.33% -5.68% -0.19% 

Tb.Sp 3.76% -0.46% -11.25% -9.35% 0.67% 2.94% -2.87% 2.27% 4.96% 

Tb.N -10.29% 4.16% 25.04% 12.88% -4.12% -6.64% 5.14% -6.36% -8.35% 

FEMALE

Dp1Tyb 
Dp1Tyb, 

Dyrk1a+/+/- 
Dp9Tyb Dp2Tyb Dp3Tyb Ts1Rhr Dp4Tyb Dp5Tyb Dp6Tyb 

BMD 10.84% 10.55% 19.26% -1.31% 4.99% -21.00% 2.17% 6.59% 10.09% 

BV/TV 11.12% 22.32% 37.26% 6.27% 2.84% 11.34% 6.35% 6.60% 17.36% 

Tb.Th 0.73% 1.57% 5.61% -1.22% 1.02% -0.13% 2.49% -2.57% 7.41% 

Tb.Sp -4.37% -4.14% -6.29% -4.00% -0.004% -3.80% 0.09% -2.46% -2.50% 

Tb.N 9.97% 20.15% 29.24% 8.78% 2.01% 11.48% 4.33% 9.32% 9.19% 
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Table S3. Percent differences in cortical skeletal values of male and female triplicated and control 
littermate mice. Percent change ([([mean of Dp-mean of Control]/mean of Control)*100]) reported in tables. 

Red indicates significant deficit; blue indicates significant improvement compared to same-sex control 

littermates (adjusted p < 0.05 via two-tail t test). Adjusted p values reported in Table S4.  

MALE

Dp1Tyb 
Dp1Tyb, 

Dyrk1a+/+/- 
Dp9Tyb Dp2Tyb Dp3Tyb Ts1Rhr Dp4Tyb Dp5Tyb Dp6Tyb 

Tt.Ar -22.64% -11.99% 7.81% -10.19% -9.12% -10.22% -6.23% -12.88% -1.95% 

Ma.Ar -28.91% -14.16% 8.80% -17.78% -14.11% -14.39% -10.57% -14.72% -2.26% 

Ct.Ar -16.18% -9.44% 6.65% -1.08% -4.28% -5.59% -1.24% -10.55% -1.61% 

Ct.Th -3.48% -3.14% 2.12% 6.32% 1.60% 0.65% 3.39% -3.72% -0.59% 

Ps.Pm -9.89% -5.71% 3.50% -4.87% -4.13% -4.54% -2.60% -5.36% -0.44% 

Ec.Pm -13.55% -7.34% 4.17% -7.85% -5.68% -5.88% -4.33% -6.91% -1.35% 

FEMALE

Dp1Tyb 
Dp1Tyb,  

 Dyrk1a+/+/- 
Dp9Tyb Dp2Tyb Dp3Tyb Ts1Rhr Dp4Tyb Dp5Tyb Dp6Tyb 

Tt.Ar -11.54% -13.12% 6.44% -3.32% -6.49% -4.49% -0.67% -4.32% 2.29% 

Ma.Ar -16.09% -16.78% 7.82% -5.22% -11.19% -6.88% -0.84% -4.41% -1.77% 

Ct.Ar -7.13% -9.04% 5.07% -1.42% -2.34% -2.23% -0.52% -4.23% 5.96% 

Ct.Th -0.01% -1.31% 1.39% 0.79% 2.51% 1.00% -0.12% -1.82% 5.89% 

Ps.Pm -4.94% -6.26% 3.06% -1.68% -2.87% -2.11% -0.36% -1.75% 0.89% 

Ec.Pm -7.77% -8.13% 4.66% -2.23% -5.39% -3.88% -0.38% -2.06% 0.98% 
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Table S4. Results (adjusted p values) of two-tail t tests for trabecular and cortical parameters. Significance was 

declared with an adjusted p value < 0.05). M = male, F = female, WT = control/wildtype, Dp = triplicated Dp/Ts strain 

Dp1Tyb Dp1Tyb, 
Dyrk1a+/+/- 

Dp9Tyb Dp2Tyb Dp3Tyb Ts1Rhr Dp4Tyb Dp5Tyb Dp6Tyb 

BMD M WT vs M Dp 0.014 0.986 0.003 0.249 1.000 0.562 0.836 0.024 0.089 

F WT vs F Dp 0.444 0.135 0.063 0.822 1.000 0.330 0.851 0.394 0.188 

BV/TV M WT vs M Dp 0.015 1.000 0.002 0.073 1.000 0.609 0.837 0.034 0.054 

F WT vs F Dp 0.178 0.077 0.059 0.834 1.000 0.391 0.973 0.371 0.050 

Tb.Th M WT vs M Dp 0.014 1.000 0.068 0.861 1.000 0.478 1.000 0.019 0.920 

F WT vs F Dp 0.689 0.471 0.097 0.791 1.000 0.937 1.000 0.368 0.113 

Tb.Sp M WT vs. M Dp 0.304 1.000 0.018 0.007 0.974 0.578 0.764 0.482 0.100 

F WT vs F Dp 0.189 0.299 0.180 0.748 0.999 0.295 0.976 0.301 0.341 

Tb.N M WT vs M Dp 0.059 1.000 0.004 0.015 0.829 0.316 1.000 0.211 0.045 

F WT vs F Dp 0.272 0.129 0.068 1.000 0.938 0.538 0.854 0.556 0.113 

Tt.Ar M WT vs M Dp <0.001 0.007 0.068 0.001 0.002 0.009 0.105 <0.001 1.000 

F WT vs F Dp <0.001 <0.001 0.043 0.226 <0.001 0.191 1.000 0.217 0.746 

Ma.Ar M WT vs M Dp <0.001 0.004 0.085 <0.001 0.002 0.008 0.030 <0.001 0.986 

F WT vs F Dp <0.001 <0.001 0.035 0.236 <0.001 0.239 1.000 0.178 0.588 

Ct.Ar M WT vs M Dp <0.001 0.052 0.046 0.723 0.058 0.101 0.734 <0.001 0.986 

F WT vs F Dp 0.001 <0.001 0.068 0.651 0.178 0.351 0.997 0.305 0.082 

Ct.Th M WT vs M Dp 0.108 0.297 0.288 0.024 0.284 0.822 0.277 0.019 0.860 

F WT vs F Dp 0.997 0.466 0.393 0.556 0.122 0.510 0.943 0.165 0.0158 

Ps.Pm M WT vs M Dp <0.001 0.007 0.101 0.001 0.001 0.006 0.107 <0.001 0.860 

F WT vs F Dp <0.001 <0.001 0.080 0.231 <0.001 0.343 1.000 0.242 0.667 

Ec.Pm M WT vs M Dp <0.001 0.048 0.113 <0.001 0.004 0.016 0.131 <0.001 1.000 

F WT vs F Dp <0.001 <0.001 0.043 0.211 <0.001 0.567 1.000 0.221 0.698 
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Table S5. qPCR probes utilized by Transnetyx (Cordova, TN, USA) for genotyping

Probe 1 Probe 2 Probe 3 Probe 4 

Name 
Forward 
Primer 

Reporter 
Reverse 
Primer 

Name 
Forward 
Primer 

Reporter 
Reverse 
Primer 

Name 
Forward 
Primer 

Reporter 
Reverse 
Primer 

Name 
Forward 
Primer 

Reporter 
Reverse 
Primer 

Dp1Tyb 3’i17 CGGGCC 
TCTTCG 
CTATTA 

CG 

CTGCAA 
ACTCTA 
AAAGAT 
CCGGC 

CTCTCT 
CCCTGA 
GTGCAT 

TCTC 

5’i16 CCCTAA 
GTCCTT 
GTCCCT 

CACA 

CAGTGC 
AGATCC 
GGCGCG 

GCAGTT 
GTTTAA 
ACTTCT 

AGAGAA 
TGAGTT 

C 

Dp9Tyb 3’i17 CGGGCC 
TCTTCG 
CTATTA 

CG 

CTGCAA 
ACTCTA 
AAAGAT 
CCGGC 

CTCTCT 
CCCTGA 
GTGCAT 

TCTC 

5’h04 CTTCTC 
TGGACC 
AAAGGG 
TTCTTG 

ACA 

CTAGTG 
GATCTC 
GAGCC 

CTATGG 
CTTCTG 

AGGCGG 
AAAGAA 

CCA 

Dp2Tyb 3’h04 CGGTGC 
GGGCCT 

CTT 

ATTACG 
CCAGGG 

CGCG 

CCCCAC 
CCAATG 
TCCAAA 

GAC 

5’i02 GCCTTG 
ACTGAG 
GACGTT 

GA 

CGCGCC 
GGATCG 

AT 

GCAGTT 
GTTTAA 
ACTTCT 

AGAGAA 
TGAGTT 

C 

Dp3Tyb 3’i02 CGTTGG 
CCGATT 
CATTAA 

TGCA 

CTTAAC 
CACACC 
CTTACT 

CG 

GACACA 
CCACAT 
CACTGA 
AACAG 

5’i16 CCCTAA 
GTCCTT 
GTCCCT 

CACA 

CAGTGC 
AGATCC 
GGCGCG 

GCAGTT 
GTTTAA 
ACTTCT 

AGAGAA 
TGAGTT 

C 

Dp4Tyb 3’i02 CGTTGG 
CCGATT 
CATTAA 

TGCA 

CTTAAC 
CACACC 
CTTACT 

CG 

GACACA 
CCACAT 
CACTGA 
AACAG 

5’c09 GCGTTA 
CACACA 
GAGCAT 

GAAC 

CCGGAT 
CACACT 
CATGTC 

G 

GGCTTC 
TGAGGC 
GGAAAG 

A 

Dp5Tyb 3’c09 CGGGCC 
TCTTCG 
CTATTA 

CG 

CACAGC 
TTTGAT 
CCGGCG 

CG 

AGCCAG 
GCGGTG 

CTG 

5’b18 CGAACA 
ACTCAA 
GGGAGG 
AAAGAT 

C 

CGCGCC 
AAGCTT 

TA 

AGAGCA 
GAATAG 
CAGTTG 
TTTAAA 
CTTCT 

Dp6Tyb 3’b18 CGTTGG 
CCGATT 
CATTAA 

TGCA 

ATTTGA 
GCTTTG 
ATCCGG 

CGCG 

CCTTCC 
TTCATA 
ACTGAG 
TGTCGT 

A 

5’i16 CCCTAA 
GTCCTT 
GTCCCT 

CACA 

CAGTGC 
AGATCC 
GGCGCG 

GCAGTT 
GTTTAA 
ACTTCT 

AGAGAA 
TGAGTT 

C 

Ts1Rhr Ts1Rhr 
Tg 

CCTGAA 
GTCCCG 

CACACC 
ATATCT 

CATCAA 
TGTATC 

GATGCC 
A 

GCATCA TTATCA 
TGTCTT 
TTCCGG 

GCT 

Dp1Tyb, 
Dyrk1a

+/+/-
 

3’i17 CGGGCC 
TCTTCG 
CTATTA 

CG 

CTGCAA 
ACTCTA 
AAAGAT 
CCGGC 

CTCTCT 
CCCTGA 
GTGCAT 

TCTC 

5’i16 CCCTAA 
GTCCTT 
GTCCCT 

CACA 

CAGTGC 
AGATCC 
GGCGCG 

GCAGTT 
GTTTAA 
ACTTCT 

AGAGAA 
TGAGTT 

C 

Dyrk1a-
1-KO 

GGAAGA 
CAATAG 
CAGGCA 

TGCT 

CTATGG 
GTCTAG 
AGCTCA 

TG 

GTACTT 
CATTTC 
AGTGTC 
GTGTTT 

GTT 

Dyrk1a-
1-WT 

GCGTTT 
CTGAAT 
CAAGCC 
CAGATA 

AAGTGC 
GGCTGC 
TTGAGC 

T 

TCATTT 
CAGTGT 
CGTGTT 
TGTTCA 

TG 

Table S6. Results of significant Levene's test and subsequent Welch's F statistic and Games-Howell test. M = male, F = female, 

WT = control/wildtype, Dp = triplicated Dp/Ts strain. Highlighted cells indicate significance was lost with the alternative analysis. 

Click here to download Table S6
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