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ScienceDirect
What can mice tell us about Foxp2 function?
Catherine A French1 and Simon E Fisher2,3
Disruptions of the FOXP2 gene cause a rare speech and
language disorder, a discovery that has opened up novel
avenues for investigating the relevant neural pathways.
FOXP2 shows remarkably high conservation of sequence
and neural expression in diverse vertebrates, suggesting that
studies in other species are useful in elucidating its functions.
Here we describe how investigations of mice that carry
disruptions of Foxp2 provide insights at multiple levels:
molecules, cells, circuits and behaviour. Work thus far has
implicated the gene in key processes including neurite
outgrowth, synaptic plasticity, sensorimotor integration and
motor-skill learning.
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Contemporary findings from neurobiology and cognitive
neuroscience indicate that speech and language skills
depend on the activities of multiple sets of distributed
neural circuits, both cortical and subcortical. It has been
proposed that our unique human abilities arose through
adaptive evolution of pre-existing systems (neural, physiological and anatomical) brought together in novel configurations [5,6]. This hypothesis is supported by existing
molecular data. Thus far, genes that have been connected
to aspects of speech and language have also been found in
other species, often with surprisingly deep evolutionary
histories [5]. Certain aspects of the neural infrastructure
supporting spoken language may be particularly tractable
for studying in an evolutionary framework. For example,
learning to speak depends crucially on auditory-guided
vocal learning; the acquisition of a vocal repertoire is
based on hearing vocalisations of a conspecific. Thus,
human speech may be partly built on modifications of
ancestral brain networks involved in sensorimotor integration and motor-skill learning [7]. Against this background, it is valuable to investigate roles of genes like
FOXP2 by studying corresponding orthologues in other
species. For discussion of songbird research, see the
article in this issue by Wohlgemuth, Adam and Scharff.
Here we focus on relevant findings from studying genetically manipulated mice.

FOXP2: first insights
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Introduction
The capacity to produce and understand language is
uniquely human and an integral part of our society and
culture. The turn of the century marked the beginning of
a concerted effort to establish its neural underpinnings
from a molecular perspective. This was initially driven
by the discovery of genomic variants and gene disruptions that correlate with disorders of speech, language
or reading [1]. The first gene to be implicated in this
way was FOXP2 [2]. It encodes a transcription factor,
mutations of which cause a severe neurodevelopmental
speech and language disorder [3,4]. Identification of
FOXP2 and other candidate genes provided vital
insight at the level of molecular mechanisms — the
challenge is now to determine how the proteins they
encode impact on the brain circuits that ultimately
allow us to talk.
Current Opinion in Neurobiology 2014, 28:72–79

FOXP2 was first implicated in speech and language
through studies of a large pedigree, the KE family [8].
Around half the family members (15 people) carry a
heterozygous FOXP2 mutation, yielding an amino-acid
substitution which interferes with the encoded protein’s
capacity to regulate target genes [2,9]. A growing number
of other individuals and small families are being identified with mutations, chromosome rearrangements and
deletions involving FOXP2 (to date at least 34 people
with 25 types of disruption, summarised in Refs [3,10]).
In all instances only one gene copy is affected, but in
some cases the nature of the disruption means that effects
of additional genes cannot be discounted.
A common feature associated with FOXP2 disruptions is
imprecise and inconsistent control of the co-ordinated
sequences of movements required for fluent speech
(developmental verbal dyspraxia, DVD or childhood
apraxia of speech, CAS) [3,8]. Affected people make
speech errors that can differ from one utterance to another
and become worse with increasing complexity, suggesting
problems with the brain’s capacity to plan speech-related
motor sequences. In addition to DVD/CAS, other expressive and receptive impairments also exist affecting both
www.sciencedirect.com
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oral and written language. When the genomic disruption
specifically or primarily affects FOXP2, non-verbal
aspects of cognition are relatively spared [3,4,11–13].
Neuroimaging studies of the KE family identified subtle
but significant structural abnormalities in the caudate
nucleus, inferior frontal gyrus (including Broca’s area)
and the ventral cerebellum [14,15]. Functional MRI
has shown underactivation of the putamen, Broca’s area
[16,17] and the rolandic operculum [17] during languagebased tasks. These regions are concordant with sites of
high FOXP2 expression, which include subpopulations of
neurons in the cortex, basal ganglia, thalamus, inferior

olives and cerebellum [18]. These studies show that
FOXP2 impacts on brain areas implicated in speech
and motor control, supporting a framework where
speech-related circuitry broadly overlaps with circuits
required for other motor processes [8].
Mouse Foxp2 is highly similar to human FOXP2, with
respect to neural expression pattern and sequence of the
encoded protein [18,19,20]. Whilst expression commences embryonically it also persists into adulthood
[19,20]. Several mouse lines have now been generated
with disruptions of Foxp2 (Table 1), including alleles

Table 1
Mouse lines with disruption of Foxp2
Mouse line

Reference

Genomic background

Disruption

Basic phenotypes

Exons 12–13 replaced by a
neomycin cassette. Removes
the FOXa domain yielding
knockout mice
Point mutation introduced into
exon 14 using a knockin
strategy resulting in an Arg-toHis substitution in the FOX
domain of the encoded
protein. This substitution is
found in affected members of
the KE family (R553Hb)
Mice with a point mutation in
exon 14 isolated from an ENUmutagenesis screenc. Results
in the Arg-to-His substitution
seen in the KE family
Mice with a point mutation in
exon 7 isolated from an ENUmutagenesis screen. Results
in a premature stop codon,
shown to be equivalent to a
null allele (no protein)
Mice with a point mutation in
exon 14 isolated from an ENUmutagenesis screen. Results
in an Asn-to-Lys substitution
in the FOX domain
LoxP sites inserted around
exons 12–14 to facilitate Cremediated removal of the FOX
domain

Homozygotes die by 3 weeks
of age. Heterozygotes show
mild developmental delay

Foxp2-KO

Shu et al. [21]

Generated on 129 and then
crossed to C57BL/6 resulting
in a mixed background.

Foxp2-R552H-KI

Fujita et al. [23]

Generated on 129 and then
crossed to C57BL/6 resulting
in a mixed background

Foxp2-R552H-Enu

Groszer et al. [22]

ENU-mutagenesis on BALB/
c. Marker-assisted
backcrossing to C3H or
C57BL/6

Foxp2-S321X

Groszer et al. [22]

ENU-mutagenesis on C3H.
Marker-assisted
backcrossing to C57BL/6

Foxp2-N549K

Groszer et al. [22]

ENU-mutagenesis on BALB/
c. Marker-assisted
backcrossing to C3H or
C57BL/6

Foxp2-Flox

French et al. [24]

Generated and maintained on
C57BL/6 (NB. Cre lines can be
of any background)

Foxp2-Hum

Enard et al. [27]

Generated and maintained on
C57BL/6

Knockin strategy used to
modify exon 7 and to
introduce flanking LoxP sites.
Results in 2 changes (T302N
and N324S), where the amino
acids found in the mouse are
substituted for the
orthologous human amino
acids, partially humanizing the
encoded protein

Homozygotes die by 3 weeks
of age. Some heterozygotes
show mild-moderate
developmental delay

Homozygotes die at 3–4
weeks of age. Heterozygotes
are overtly normal

Homozygotes die at 3–4
weeks of age. Heterozygotes
are overtly normal

Homozygotes survive into
adulthood (3-5 months age)
with severe motor problems.
Heterozygotes are overtly
normal
When crossed to the global
Sox2-Cre line, homozygotes
die at 3–4 weeks of age and
heterozygotes are overtly
normal
Both homozygous and
heterozygous humanized
mice are overtly normal.
Removal of exon 7 using a
global Cre line results in a
knockout phenotype.
Homozygous knockouts die
postnatally and heterozygous
knockouts are overtly normal

a

The FOX or forkhead box domain mediates the DNA-binding and transactivation properties of the Foxp2 protein [9].
The murine Foxp2 protein is one amino acid shorter than the human protein, due to a difference in an N-terminal polyglutamine tract.
c
ENU (N-ethyl-N-nitrosourea) is a compound used to induce mutations in the mouse genome. Screens can be carried out to identify interesting
genetic changes or behavioural phenotypes [63].
b
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Figure 1
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Recent examples of studies using Foxp2-R552H-Enu mice. (Grey box) This line has a missense mutation in exon 14 of the Foxp2 gene; one of 3
exons which encode the DNA-binding domain (dark grey). The mutation causes an arginine to histidine substitution at position 552 which is
equivalent to the change found in affected members of the KE family [22]. (Blue box) At the cellular level, process length and branch number were
reduced in neurites of primary cells isolated from the ganglionic eminences of E16 Foxp2-R552H homozygotes compared to wild-type littermates.
Data represent the mean of 84 and 141 Foxp2-positive cells taken from R552H and wild-type embryos respectively. Error bars indicate SEM and
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hat lead to a lack of Foxp2 protein (Foxp2-KO [21] or
Foxp2-S321X [22]) and those that recapitulate the missense mutation found in the KE family (Foxp2-R552H-KI
[23] or Foxp2-R552H-Enu (Figure 1, grey box) [22]).
Homozygous mice that completely lack Foxp2, or that
have only non-functional protein, are developmentally
delayed and have severe motor impairments, dying at 3–4
weeks of age [21,22,23,24]. Similar findings are also
observed for compound heterozygotes that carry two
different non-functional alleles on different gene copies
[22]. In contrast, heterozygous mice survive to adulthood and appear overtly normal [22,24], although some
studies have reported mild-to-moderate developmental
delay [21,23] which might relate to differences in genomic background [25].
In addition to examining effects of gene dysfunction,
mice have also been used to assess potential phenotypic
effects of human evolutionary changes. Although there
are only three amino-acid substitutions distinguishing
human FOXP2 protein from mouse Foxp2, two of these
occurred after the human lineage diverged from the
chimpanzee and have been speculated to represent adaptive changes [26]. Foxp2-Hum (partially humanised)
mice were engineered to carry the two amino acids found
in humans. In this case homozygotes and heterozygotes
are all healthy with normal fertility and lifespan [27].

Deconstructing molecular networks
Large scale chromatin immunoprecipitation and expression profiling of midgestation embryonic mouse brain
have uncovered gene networks regulated by Foxp2
during neural development, giving clues into the biological processes it affects [28]. This work identified many
putative targets, particularly highlighting potential roles
in modulating neurite outgrowth and synaptic plasticity
[28], themes which also emerged in other studies [29–
31]. Functional studies have confirmed the impact of
Foxp2 disruption on neurite branching and length
(Figure 1, blue box) [28,32]. Attention is now turning
to how Foxp2 is itself regulated; for example one study
reported that microRNAs (miR-9 and miR-132) repress
Foxp2 expression, mediating effects on neurite outgrowth and radial migration of cortical projection

neurons [33]. The Foxp2-regulated gene, CNTNAP2,
has been associated with neurodevelopmental disorders
that involve language deficits [34], and even with variation in language development in the general population [35]. Other Foxp2 targets and interacting proteins
have been implicated in autism spectrum disorders,
schizophrenia, bipolar disorder, epilepsy and intellectual disability [10,36,37]. One such target is SRPX2,
mutations of which lead to epilepsy in speech-related
areas of the brain and DVD/CAS [38]. Recently,
SRPX2 knockdown was shown to impair synaptogenesis
and lead to reduced ultrasonic vocalisation of P7 mouse
pups (see below for discussion of rodent vocalisations)
[39]. Together these data hint at common molecular
and circuit mechanisms that cross diagnostic borders.
However, it is often unclear whether regulation of
targets is cell-type or brain-region specific, and what
effect dysregulation has on the organism as a whole.

Foxp2 and sensory processing
Foxp2 is expressed in cortical and subcortical areas
involved in sensory processing and integration. In the
olfactory system expression is found in the glomerular
layer of the olfactory bulb, the accessory olfactory bulb
and the olfactory tubercle. Foxp2 is also expressed in the
ascending auditory and visual relays as well as thalamic
somatosensory areas. In the cortex, Foxp2 shows broad
expression in layer VI and more restricted expression in
layer V, where it is largely localised to the association and
premotor areas [19,20]. To date, work has concentrated
mainly on the auditory system, presumably because of the
importance of auditory processing for speech development. In mice, Foxp2 expression in the medial geniculate
nucleus of the thalamus is dependent on auditory experience [40]. Foxp2-R552H heterozygotes (carrying the same
mutation as the KE family) have auditory brainstem
responses (ABRs) with longer latencies and smaller
amplitudes than controls, which could reflect changes
in the number or synchrony of activated neurons [41].
However, ABRs of Foxp2-S321X heterozygotes (with a
half-dosage of functional Foxp2 protein) are not significantly different from wild-type littermates [41]. Both
Foxp2-R552H and Foxp2-S321X heterozygotes showed
slower learning of auditory-motor associations, assessed

Figure 1 Legend Continued p-values were calculated using ANCOVA followed by post hoc Sidak correction (****P < 0.001, ***P = 0.001, **P < 0.01)
[28]. (Red box) At the behavioural level, learning of an auditory-motor association task was delayed in Foxp2-R552H heterozygotes compared to wildtype controls. Animals had to jump across a hurdle in the presence of a 12 kHz tone or remain where they were in the presence of a 7 kHz tone. CR+
and CR represent jumps after the 12 kHz and 7 kHz tones respectively. Differences in CR+ and CR rates were compared for each session
(***P < 0.001, **P < 0.01), error bars indicate SD (top panel) [42]. Latency to fall from the accelerating rotarod was significantly reduced in Foxp2R552H heterozygotes compared to wild-type littermates (repeated measures ANOVA, F1,19 = 9.87, P < 0.05). Mice received 10 trials per day for five
consecutive days. Error bars indicate SEM (bottom panel) [47]. (Green box) At the electrophysiological level, in vivo recording uncovered significantly
increased ongoing striatal activity in Foxp2-R552H heterozygotes compared to wild-type littermates (repeated measures ANOVA, F1,9 = 5.54,
P < 0.05) (left panel). Wild-type animals also showed predominantly positive modulation of firing rate during running compared to inter-trial intervals,
whereas Foxp2-R552H heterozygotes were significantly different and showed negative firing rate modulation (repeated measures ANOVA, F1,9 = 7.68,
P < 0.05). First = trials 1 and 2, last = trials 9 and 10 (right panel). Error bars indicate SEM on both graphs [47].
Figures were adapted with permission from prior publications [28,42,47].
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via a conditioned avoidance paradigm using a shuttle-box,
with more severe deficits for the Foxp2-S321X mice
despite their normal ABRs (Figure 1, red box) [42].

Contributions of Foxp2 to motor-skill learning
and performance
Particularly noteworthy sites of Foxp2 expression are the
cortico-striatal and cortico-cerebellar circuits involved in
the acquisition and performance of motor-skills
[18,19,20]. In the cerebellum, expression is confined
to Purkinje cells and deep cerebellar nuclei. It is also
intense in the inferior olives of the medulla [19,20,43]. In
the striatum, Foxp2 is heterogeneously expressed and
enriched in striosomes [19,20,44]. Levels are higher in
medium spiny neurons that express type 1 dopamine
receptor (DRD1) than in those which express DRD2
[45]. Foxp2 is also found in the substantia nigra pars
compacta, the ventral tegmental area and the subthalamic
nucleus, pointing to possible roles in integrating motivation with motor output [19,20]. As mentioned above,
homozygotes for loss-of-function alleles of Foxp2 show
severe motor dysfunction and postnatal lethality whereas
heterozygotes are viable, appearing largely normal
[21,22,23,24]. However, detailed analyses of Foxp2R552H heterozygotes with normal baseline motor abilities uncovered learning deficits on accelerating rotarods
and on voluntary running wheel systems [22]. These
effects on motor-skill learning and performance appear
more generalised than those seen in humans with FOXP2
disruptions, which seem to disproportionately disturb
orofacial sequencing [4,8]. These differing observations
may reflect species differences in Foxp2 function. However, more challenging tasks could reveal more pronounced deficits outside of the orofacial system in
humans. Although they do not have limb dyspraxia [4],
one study reported deficits in tapping rhythm in affected
KE-family members [46]. Development of new behavioural tasks in humans and mice, or fine analyses of
existing ones, would help identify what features of motorskill learning are being affected, for example speed,
accuracy or variability. It should then be possible to
see if similar types of feature are consistently affected
in speech and other motor-skills.
Targeted investigations of cortico-striatal circuits
revealed increased striatal dopamine levels and reduced
dendrite lengths in Foxp2-KO heterozygotes [27], and
impaired long-term depression (LTD) at cortico-striatal
synapses of Foxp2-R552H heterozygotes [22]. In vivo
electrophysiological recordings in Foxp2-R552H heterozygotes during training on the accelerating rotarod,
showed abnormally high striatal activity, which was aberrantly modulated when animals ran on the rod (Figure 1,
red and green boxes) [47]. Cortico-striatal functions have
also been a major focus for understanding potential
effects of partially humanizing this gene. In contrast to
the findings from loss-of-function alleles, Foxp2-Hum
Current Opinion in Neurobiology 2014, 28:72–79

homozygotes have increased cortico-striatal LTD, with
no detectable differences in motor-skill learning [27].
These mice also have longer dendrites in the cortex,
striatum and thalamus but not in the cerebellum. It has
therefore been postulated that the amino-acid changes
which occurred in FOXP2 on the human lineage specifically affected cortico-striatal circuitry [26,32].
In the cerebellum, Foxp2-R552H heterozygotes show
subtle electrophysiological changes at parallel-fibre Purkinje-cell synapses [22]. However, relatively little work
has been done in this area. Region-specific Foxp2 deletion
is now possible, for example through conditional knockout
strategies using floxed alleles [24]. Such approaches will be
important to decipher the roles this gene plays in different
circuits, and to properly tease apart striatal and cerebellar
abnormalities following Foxp2 loss [24].
Several papers have described early developmental roles
for Foxp2 in the embryonic forebrain [48,49] and spinal
cord [50]. Given that expression persists into adulthood
[19], it seems likely that the protein also has regulatory
functions in postnatal animals, perhaps throughout adult
life. In songbirds, FoxP2 knockdown in striatal Area X of
juvenile zebra finches results in inaccurate imitation of
the song of a tutor [51]. A recent study [52] extended the
findings to adult birds, where reduced FoxP2 levels led to
disrupted social modulation of song variability. FoxP2
depletion disrupted activity propagation through the
anterior forebrain pathway (analogous to the mammalian
basal ganglia–thalamocortical pathway), rendering it
insensitive to DRD1-mediated signalling. In mice, the
consequences of retaining Foxp2 expression during development, followed by selective knockdown in adulthood are not yet known.

What can vocalisations tell us?
Young mouse pups emit calls in the audible and ultrasonic
range in situations such as thermal stress and separation
from the mother. These calls are innate, not modulated
by auditory feedback (mouse pups <10 days old are deaf),
and thought to be an involuntary response to altered
arousal state. Pup ultrasonic isolation calls (USIs) elicit
retrieval by the mother [53] and homozygotes that lack
functional Foxp2 emit very few compared to wild-type
littermates [21,22,23,54]. However, under conditions of
elevated arousal (applying gentle pressure to the tail
while lifting the animal) homozygotes do produce ultrasonic calls, albeit of lower intensity [22,54]. Pups that
are heterozygous for loss-of-function Foxp2 alleles have
been described as producing the same number of USIs as
wild-types [22,54], or a reduced number [21,23]. Where
fewer USIs were reported, developmental delay was also
observed in the heterozygous state [21,23]. In-depth
studies of heterozygotes carrying Foxp2 disruptions
(Foxp2-S321X and Foxp2-R552H lines) did not detect
major differences in the acoustic properties of USIs
www.sciencedirect.com
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emitted by pups, as compared to wild-type littermates
[54]. A study of Foxp2-Hum homozygotes reported that
USIs of these partially humanized pups had lower frequency than controls but the number of calls was
unchanged [27]. Together, the data suggest that the
reduced number of USIs described for some Foxp2
mouse mutants is secondary to other developmental
problems, which are particularly severe in homozygotes
with loss-of-function. Moreover, Foxp2 is not essential for
ultrasonic vocalisation in mice.
A recent study [55] compared 4-day-old male and female
rat pups, finding that males emit more USIs, and that
these USIs have lower frequency and amplitude. Males
are retrieved preferentially by the mother and have
higher Foxp2 levels in several brain regions. Apart from
one report of a possible sex difference in Foxp2 expression in the adult rat cerebellum [56], this is the only
study in rodents or humans to uncover sexual dimorphism in this regard although the issue has not been
systematically examined at all developmental stages
[18,19,20]. To test how Foxp2 expression relates to
USIs and order of retrieval, siRNAs were used at P0–P1
to knock down the gene. This resulted in a transient
reduction in Foxp2 at P2, but by P4 male protein levels
had returned to control levels and female protein levels
were higher than that of controls. At P4, sex differences
in the number and acoustic properties of USIs were no
longer seen in siRNA treated animals and the order of
retrieval was reversed [55].
The same study reported that 4–5-year-old boys had less
FOXP2 protein than girls (the opposite effect to rat pups)
in BA44 of the left hemisphere, based on analysing this
cortical region in postmortem tissue from five males and
five females [55]. The authors of the study postulated
that higher FOXP2 expression in girls confers a linguistic
advantage and/or makes them more communicative [55],
a claim that has gained widespread attention. However,
there are grounds for caution. First, the sample size was
small, and males and females differed in their ethnicity.
Second, it is known from prior work that FOXP2 has a
complex and dynamic expression pattern during foetal
development and in postnatal brain, making it difficult to
draw conclusions about the role of sex differences from
analysing a single time point in one isolated brain region.
Third, although girls appear to have some advantage in
the early stages of language acquisition, after this point
the existence of sex differences is contentious [57].
Fourth, while studies of innate USIs in rodents may be
an informative readout of arousal state or motor function,
such findings do not necessarily translate to vocal communication that is learned and socially motivated. Indeed,
it is likely that largely different neural circuits underpin
these two types of vocalisations [58]. Foxp2 mutant mice,
or other rodent models, have yet to be studied with regard
to the ultrasonic sounds produced by adult males in
www.sciencedirect.com

response to females or pheromones. These vocalisations
have a rich structure [59] and there is some evidence that
mice have a limited capacity to learn them, although this
is still an area of much debate [60] (see article in this issue
by Portfors).

Conclusions
Studies of FOXP2 orthologues in humans, mice, songbirds and other species have greatly increased our understanding of its neural functions. Neurite outgrowth
and synaptic plasticity are two processes in which Foxp2
targets have been heavily implicated. These findings
have been confirmed in vivo where Foxp2 depletion
results in aberrant striatal plasticity as well as deficits
in motor-skill learning and sensorimotor integration.
Some differences in pup vocalisation have been reported
and studies of the ultrasonic sounds emitted by adult
rodents may prove interesting. To date, most Foxp2
mouse studies combined global genetic manipulation
with either behavioural, morphological or electrophysiological analyses. Refinement of these approaches could
provide significant advances. Genetic manipulations
could be restricted to specific brain regions, cell types
or developmental time points [24,61]. More detailed
investigations of behavioural microstructure coupled with
more complex analytical methods will also help explain
the intricacies of an often subtle phenotype. A distinct
advantage afforded by mice is the rapidly expanding
range of genetic, molecular and electrophysiology tools
available. Technology now exists to image and record
neural activity in genetically defined circuits in behaving
animals, and to optogenetically manipulate activity in
these circuits [61,62]. Applying these techniques in mice
with Foxp2 disruptions will fully exploit the benefits this
species offers as an experimental system. Such
approaches promise insights into underlying subcircuits
in unprecedented detail, and may illuminate their contributions to speech and language in humans.

Conflict of interest statement
Nothing declared.

Acknowledgements
The authors thank Lauren E McElvain for insightful discussion and
comments on the manuscript. CAF is funded by the Simons Foundation
Autism Research Initiative and the Fundação para a Ciência e a Tecnologia,
and is the recipient of a grant from the BIAL Foundation. SEF is supported
by the Max Planck Society.

References and recommended reading
Papers of particular interest, published within the period of review,
have been highlighted as:
 of special interest
 of outstanding interest
1. Graham SA, Fisher SE: Decoding the genetics of speech and
language. Curr Opin Neurobiol 2013, 23:43-51.

Recent review of the chromosomal loci and candidate genes implicated in
speech and language impairment, as well as associated functional
studies.
Current Opinion in Neurobiology 2014, 28:72–79

78 Communication and language

2.

Lai CS, Fisher SE, Hurst JA, Vargha-Khadem F, Monaco AP: A
forkhead-domain gene is mutated in a severe speech and
language disorder. Nature 2001, 413:519-523.

3.

Turner SJ, Hildebrand MS, Block S, Damiano J, Fahey M, Reilly S,
Bahlo M, Scheffer IE, Morgan AT: Small intragenic deletion in
FOXP2 associated with childhood apraxia of speech and
dysarthria. Am J Med Genet A 2013, 161:2321-2326.

4.

Watkins KE, Dronkers NF, Vargha-Khadem F: Behavioural
analysis of an inherited speech and language disorder:
comparison with acquired aphasia. Brain 2002, 125:452-464.

5.

Fisher SE, Marcus GF: The eloquent ape: genes, brains and the
evolution of language. Nat Rev Genet 2006, 7:9-20.

6.

Pinker S, Jackendoff R: The faculty of language: what’s special
about it? Cognition 2005, 95:201-236.

7.

Petkov CI, Jarvis ED: Birds, primates, and spoken language
origins: behavioral phenotypes and neurobiological
substrates. Front Evol Neurosci 2012, 4:12.

8.

9.

Vargha-Khadem F, Gadian DG, Copp A, Mishkin M: FOXP2 and
the neuroanatomy of speech and language. Nat Rev Neurosci
2005, 6:131-138.
Vernes SC, Nicod J, Elahi FM, Coventry JA, Kenny N, Coupe AM,
Bird LE, Davies KE, Fisher SE: Functional genetic analysis of
mutations implicated in a human speech and language
disorder. Hum Mol Genet 2006, 15:3154-3167.

10. Bacon C, Rappold GA: The distinct and overlapping phenotypic

spectra of FOXP1 and FOXP2 in cognitive disorders. Hum
Genet 2012, 131:1687-1698.
Reviews the clinical phenotypes of patients with FOXP1 or FOXP2
disruptions, and describes how researchers are trying to elucidate the
mechanisms underlying these impairments.
11. Rice GM, Raca G, Jakielski KJ, Laffin JJ, Iyama-Kurtycz CM,
Hartley SL, Sprague RE, Heintzelman AT, Shriberg LD: Phenotype
of FOXP2 haploinsufficiency in a mother and son. Am J Med
Genet A 2012, 158A:174-181.
12. Shriberg LD, Ballard KJ, Tomblin JB, Duffy JR, Odell KH,
Williams CA: Speech, prosody, and voice characteristics of a
mother and daughter with a 7;13 translocation affecting
FOXP2. J Speech Lang Hear Res 2006, 49:500-525.
13. Tomblin JB, O’Brien M, Shriberg LD, Williams C, Murray J, Patil S,
Bjork J, Anderson S, Ballard K: Language features in a mother
and daughter of a chromosome 7;13 translocation involving
FOXP2. J Speech Lang Hear Res 2009, 52:1157-1174.
14. Belton E, Salmond CH, Watkins KE, Vargha-Khadem F,
Gadian DG: Bilateral brain abnormalities associated with
dominantly inherited verbal and orofacial dyspraxia. Hum Brain
Mapp 2003, 18:194-200.
15. Watkins KE, Vargha-Khadem F, Ashburner J, Passingham RE,
Connelly A, Friston KJ, Frackowiak RS, Mishkin M, Gadian DG:
MRI analysis of an inherited speech and language disorder:
structural brain abnormalities. Brain 2002, 125:465-478.
16. Liegeois F, Baldeweg T, Connelly A, Gadian DG, Mishkin M,
Vargha-Khadem F: Language fMRI abnormalities associated
with FOXP2 gene mutation. Nat Neurosci 2003, 6:1230-1237.
17. Liegeois F, Morgan AT, Connelly A, Vargha-Khadem F:
Endophenotypes of FOXP2: dysfunction within the human
articulatory network. Eur J Paediatr Neurol 2011, 15:283-288.
18. Lai CS, Gerrelli D, Monaco AP, Fisher SE, Copp AJ: FOXP2
expression during brain development coincides with adult
sites of pathology in a severe speech and language disorder.
Brain 2003, 126:2455-2462.
19. Campbell P, Reep RL, Stoll ML, Ophir AG, Phelps SM: Conservation

and diversity of Foxp2 expression in muroid rodents: functional
implications. J Comp Neurol 2009, 512:84-100.
Detailed examination of Foxp2 expression in four species, including the
laboratory mouse, Mus musculus, and two species of ‘singing mice’.
Contains an in depth discussion of circuits potentially regulated by Foxp2.
20. Ferland RJ, Cherry TJ, Preware PO, Morrisey EE, Walsh CA:
Characterization of Foxp2 and Foxp1 mRNA and protein in the
developing and mature brain. J Comp Neurol 2003, 460:266-279.
Current Opinion in Neurobiology 2014, 28:72–79

21. Shu W, Cho JY, Jiang Y, Zhang M, Weisz D, Elder GA,
Schmeidler J, De Gasperi R, Sosa MA, Rabidou D et al.: Altered
ultrasonic vocalization in mice with a disruption in the Foxp2
gene. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2005, 102:9643-9648.
22. Groszer M, Keays DA, Deacon RM, de Bono JP, Prasad Mulcare S, Gaub S, Baum MG, French CA, Nicod J, Coventry JA
et al.: Impaired synaptic plasticity and motor learning in mice
with a point mutation implicated in human speech deficits.
Curr Biol 2008, 18:354-362.
Reports an allelic series of mice with mutations in the Foxp2 gene, and a
detailed characterisation of the Foxp2-R552H line which carries the same
amino-acid substitution as the KE family.
23. Fujita E, Tanabe Y, Shiota A, Ueda M, Suwa K, Momoi MY,
Momoi T: Ultrasonic vocalization impairment of Foxp2 (R552H)
knockin mice related to speech-language disorder and
abnormality of Purkinje cells. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2008,
105:3117-3122.
24. French CA, Groszer M, Preece C, Coupe AM, Rajewsky K,
Fisher SE: Generation of mice with a conditional Foxp2 null
allele. Genesis 2007, 45:440-446.
25. Fisher SE, Scharff C: FOXP2 as a molecular window into speech

and language. Trends Genet 2009, 25:166-177.
Describes how the discovery of FOXP2 disruptions in speech and language disorder opened a window into the molecular pathways it regulates. Also details the effects of disruption of the gene in mice and
songbirds.
26. Enard W: FOXP2 and the role of cortico-basal ganglia circuits

in speech and language evolution. Curr Opin Neurobiol 2011,
21:415-424.
Review of evolutionary studies of this gene with emphasis on the contribution of investigations of humanised mice (see following reference).
27. Enard W, Gehre S, Hammerschmidt K, Holter SM, Blass T,
 Somel M, Bruckner MK, Schreiweis C, Winter C, Sohr R et al.: A
humanized version of Foxp2 affects cortico-basal ganglia
circuits in mice. Cell 2009, 137:961-971.
Generation and characterisation of mice carrying two amino-acid
substitutions which underwent positive selection on the human lineage. Includes a comparison with heterozygous mice carrying Foxp2
disruption.
28. Vernes SC, Oliver PL, Spiteri E, Lockstone HE, Puliyadi R,
Taylor JM, Ho J, Mombereau C, Brewer A, Lowy E et al.: Foxp2
regulates gene networks implicated in neurite outgrowth in
the developing brain. PLoS Genet 2011, 7:e1002145.
29. Konopka G, Bomar JM, Winden K, Coppola G, Jonsson ZO, Gao F,
Peng S, Preuss TM, Wohlschlegel JA, Geschwind DH: Humanspecific transcriptional regulation of CNS development genes
by FOXP2. Nature 2009, 462:213-217.
30. Spiteri E, Konopka G, Coppola G, Bomar J, Oldham M, Ou J,
Vernes SC, Fisher SE, Ren B, Geschwind DH: Identification of the
transcriptional targets of FOXP2, a gene linked to speech and
language, in developing human brain. Am J Hum Genet 2007,
81:1144-1157.
31. Vernes SC, Spiteri E, Nicod J, Groszer M, Taylor JM, Davies KE,
Geschwind DH, Fisher SE: High-throughput analysis of
promoter occupancy reveals direct neural targets of FOXP2, a
gene mutated in speech and language disorders. Am J Hum
Genet 2007, 81:1232-1250.
32. Reimers-Kipping S, Hevers W, Paabo S, Enard W: Humanized
Foxp2 specifically affects cortico-basal ganglia circuits.
Neuroscience 2010, 175:75-84.
33. Clovis YM, Enard W, Marinaro F, Huttner WB, De Pietri Tonelli D:

Convergent repression of Foxp2 30 UTR by miR-9 and miR-132
in embryonic mouse neocortex: implications for radial
migration of neurons. Development 2012, 139:3332-3342.
Two microRNAs which repress Foxp2 were identified through gene
expression profiling after microRNA deletion. Ectopic expression of
Foxp2 resulted in delayed neurite outgrowth in vitro and impaired radial
migration in the neocortex.
34. Vernes SC, Newbury DF, Abrahams BS, Winchester L, Nicod J,
Groszer M, Alarcon M, Oliver PL, Davies KE, Geschwind DH et al.:
A functional genetic link between distinct developmental
language disorders. N Engl J Med 2008, 359:2337-2345.
www.sciencedirect.com

Mice with Foxp2 disruptions French and Fisher 79

35. Whitehouse AJ, Bishop DV, Ang QW, Pennell CE, Fisher SE:
CNTNAP2 variants affect early language development in the
general population. Genes Brain Behav 2011, 10:451-456.

49. Tsui D, Vessey JP, Tomita H, Kaplan DR, Miller FD: FoxP2
regulates neurogenesis during embryonic cortical
development. J Neurosci 2013, 33:244-258.

36. Mukamel Z, Konopka G, Wexler E, Osborn GE, Dong H,
Bergman MY, Levitt P, Geschwind DH: Regulation of MET by
FOXP2, genes implicated in higher cognitive dysfunction and
autism risk. J Neurosci 2011, 31:11437-11442.

50. Rousso DL, Pearson CA, Gaber ZB, Miquelajauregui A, Li S,

Portera-Cailliau C, Morrisey EE, Novitch BG: Foxp-mediated
suppression of N-cadherin regulates neuroepithelial
character and progenitor maintenance in the CNS. Neuron
2012, 74:314-330.
Describes a developmental role for Foxp2 in concert with Foxp4 in spinal
cord motor neurons. Foxp2/4 regulate expression of N-cadherin, a
component of adherins junctions, which mediate detachment of differentiating neurons from the neuroepithelium.

37. Walker RM, Hill AE, Newman AC, Hamilton G, Torrance HS,
Anderson SM, Ogawa F, Derizioti P, Nicod J, Vernes SC et al.: The
DISC1 promoter: characterization and regulation by FOXP2.
Hum Mol Genet 2012, 21:2862-2872.
38. Roll P, Vernes SC, Bruneau N, Cillario J, Ponsole-Lenfant M,

Massacrier A, Rudolf G, Khalife M, Hirsch E, Fisher SE et al.:
Molecular networks implicated in speech-related disorders:
FOXP2 regulates the SRPX2/uPAR complex. Hum Mol Genet
2010, 19:4848-4860.
The discovery that FOXP2 represses expression of SRPX2, disruptions of
which have been linked with epilepsy in speech regions of the brain as
well as developmental verbal dyspraxia (also see following reference).
39. Sia GM, Clem RL, Huganir RL: The human language-associated
 gene SRPX2 regulates synapse formation and vocalization in
mice. Science 2013, 342:987-991.
This study revealed effects of SRPX2 on synaptogenesis and the number
of vocalizations made by mouse pups.
40. Horng S, Kreiman G, Ellsworth C, Page D, Blank M, Millen K, Sur M:
Differential gene expression in the developing lateral
geniculate nucleus and medial geniculate nucleus reveals
novel roles for Zic4 and Foxp2 in visual and auditory pathway
development. J Neurosci 2009, 29:13672-13683.
41. Kurt S, Groszer M, Fisher SE, Ehret G: Modified sound-evoked
brainstem potentials in Foxp2 mutant mice. Brain Res 2009,
1289:30-36.
42. Kurt S, Fisher SE, Ehret G: Foxp2 mutations impair auditory
motor association learning. PLOS ONE 2012, 7:e33130.
Study showing that heterozygous mice carrying Foxp2 mutations have
deficits in auditory-motor association. Employed a task in which animals
learn that one tone means they must cross a barrier to avoid a mild foot
shock, whereas a second tone of a different frequency means they must
stay where they are.
43. Fujita H, Sugihara I: FoxP2 expression in the cerebellum and
inferior olive: development of the transverse stripe-shaped
expression pattern in the mouse cerebellar cortex. J Comp
Neurol 2012, 520:656-677.
44. Takahashi K, Liu FC, Hirokawa K, Takahashi H: Expression of
Foxp2, a gene involved in speech and language, in the
developing and adult striatum. J Neurosci Res 2003, 73:61-72.
45. Heiman M, Schaefer A, Gong S, Peterson JD, Day M, Ramsey KE,
Suarez-Farinas M, Schwarz C, Stephan DA, Surmeier DJ et al.: A
translational profiling approach for the molecular
characterization of CNS cell types. Cell 2008, 135:738-748.
46. Alcock KJ, Passingham RE, Watkins K, Vargha-Khadem F: Pitch
and timing abilities in inherited speech and language
impairment. Brain Lang 2000, 75:34-46.
47. French CA, Jin X, Campbell TG, Gerfen E, Groszer M, Fisher SE,

Costa RM: An aetiological Foxp2 mutation causes aberrant
striatal activity and alters plasticity during skill learning. Mol
Psychiatry 2011, 17:1077-1085.
The authors recorded in vivo neural activity from the striatum of Foxp2R552H heterozygotes during training on the accelerating rotarod. Striatal
neurons showed abnormally high ongoing activity which was aberrantly
modulated during motor-skill learning.
48. Chiu YC, Li MY, Liu YH, Ding JY, Yu JY, Wang TW: Foxp2
regulates neuronal differentiation and neuronal subtype
specification. Dev Neurobiol 2014, 74:723-738.

www.sciencedirect.com

51. Haesler S, Rochefort C, Georgi B, Licznerski P, Osten P, Scharff C:
Incomplete and inaccurate vocal imitation after knockdown of
FoxP2 in songbird basal ganglia nucleus Area X. PLoS Biol
2007, 5:e321.
52. Murugan M, Harward S, Scharff C, Mooney R: Diminished
 FoxP2 levels affect dopaminergic modulation of
corticostriatal signaling important to song variability.
Neuron 2013, 80:1464-1476.
Recent study showing that FoxP2 knockdown in the striatum (Area X)
results in elevated song variability in juvenile birds, and loss of modulation
of song variability in adult birds. The authors also provide evidence that
these effects are due to impaired dopaminergic modulation of premotor
areas via corticostriatal circuits.
53. Ehret G: Infant rodent ultrasounds — a gate to the
understanding of sound communication. Behav Genet 2005,
35:19-29.
54. Gaub S, Groszer M, Fisher SE, Ehret G: The structure of innate
vocalizations in Foxp2-deficient mouse pups. Genes Brain
Behav 2010, 9:390-401.
55. Bowers JM, Perez-Pouchoulen M, Edwards NS, McCarthy MM:

Foxp2 mediates sex differences in ultrasonic vocalization by
rat pups and directs order of maternal retrieval. J Neurosci
2013, 33:3276-3283.
This paper uncovered sexually dimorphic Foxp2 expression in rat pups.
The authors demonstrated that Foxp2 levels affect the number of vocalisations made by pups and the order in which they are retrieved by the
mother. They also suggested that there are differences in FOXP2 expression in human girls and boys.
56. Hamson DK, Csupity AS, Gaspar JM, Watson NV: Analysis of
Foxp2 expression in the cerebellum reveals a possible sex
difference. Neuroreport 2009, 20:611-616.
57. Wallentin M: Putative sex differences in verbal abilities
and language cortex: a critical review. Brain Lang 2009,
108:175-183.
58. Fischer J, Hammerschmidt K: Ultrasonic vocalizations in mouse
models for speech and socio-cognitive disorders: insights
into the evolution of vocal communication. Genes Brain Behav
2010, 10:17-27.
59. Holy TE, Guo Z: Ultrasonic songs of male mice. PLoS Biol 2005,
3:e386.
60. Arriaga G, Jarvis ED: Mouse vocal communication system: are
ultrasounds learned or innate? Brain Lang 2013, 124:96-116.
61. Soden ME, Gore BB, Zweifel LS: Defining functional genecircuit interfaces in the mouse nervous system. Genes Brain
Behav 2014, 13:2-12.
62. Alivisatos AP, Andrews AM, Boyden ES, Chun M, Church GM,
Deisseroth K, Donoghue JP, Fraser SE, Lippincott-Schwartz J,
Looger LL et al.: Nanotools for neuroscience and brain activity
mapping. ACS Nano 2013, 7:1850-1866.
63. Quwailid MM, Hugill A, Dear N, Vizor L, Wells S, Horner E, Fuller S,
Weedon J, McMath H, Woodman P et al.: A gene-driven ENUbased approach to generating an allelic series in any gene.
Mamm Genome 2004, 15:585-591.

Current Opinion in Neurobiology 2014, 28:72–79

