Potential of cfDNA aneuploidy screening
to reduce invasive prenatal testing
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False-positive rate
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Sex Chromosome Aneuploidy
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Micro-deletion syndromes
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Rare Autosomal Trisomy & Segmental Aneuploidy
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Invasive test uptake
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Invasive tests/year
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Victoria, Australia (2015)
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In theory, theory and practice are
the same. In practice, they are not.

— Albert Einstein —




