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FA #(sibpair)e] 43 A (continuous traits) AEE o] &3 FAAAAL H

A (linkage test) 22 A Haseman} Elston (1972)2] Z 4 A3 (ordinary least square,
OLS) 3| AEAol 2 ALSHETE ¥E4Z Yoz A AAIE Kruglyakd} Lander
(1995)2] AAF A %2 Haseman} Elston (1972)9] *ol tl-g= = A8 Holx
ok AAZE v tarh 2 =R A& Kruglyake} Lander (1995)¢) 7745 A 2t
Haseman¥} Elston (1972)9] AR EAZFS] #AAE AWty 2oz T AAFA
ol AR vudtt fAARAN AHEEHE FA AR EAL B H AHHS
2] groll mj$ @& 25 7} ¥k (replicated) ¥ A TH= Folw, o] 23t WHE 2170 ¢ % &
A3 7= §]:H B AHS Aotsith 7= A RN 84S
27} ol A% WA 2P AR LopE AT BA 2 A
A % S e AR St Bkl S pe s

|:m oL
lo,
Ho
=
re,
ry
oX,
o
ox

Z 2 89]: Haseman} Elston?] 374, Kruglyake} Lander] v 24 SA =2, A %
AR, SAATY 24,

1. AME

PA| H(sibpair) AtRE ©]-&3 FAAA 77 (linkage test) W S 2 A Hasemandh
Elston (1972)9] ] &A1+ 3] AL A H o] 71 vl stA AHgH 1 I, ol =2 AP
A} 8= A (late-onset disease)oll that Ao A B} R 7L 2] k= 790
PA| A AR E ol &ote] A FAAALS Lot E 5+ dvke FH £ o7 = strh
Haseman} Elston (1972) 3] A A4 2] ¥l R22HE 44 22 JASY g 44
- (identical by descent, IBD)2] A =7} Z7151H T-= F Ao JAL v|535l0] §
A Af(trait difference)] A3 o] ZropRth= A o]t} Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)+= ool T
S M ESE E S A SE e AAES Hasemand} Elston (1972)9) & 44 3
AEAAHAY A E T 28 A gt & %E—E—Oﬂ/ﬂ T e AAE Lotr A st
.

1) (137-701) €A A2 W% 505, 7152 ojshar o) S5 A 8t A AFahA.
E-mail: hillupperstar@Qcatholic.ac.kr

2) (137-701) IAAZF. A Al M2 BhEF 505, 7HEH Wt o ste A st as
E-mail: hhsong@catholic.ac.kr



2 227

;

Haseman} Elston (1972) 37249 £ AME FA ol T Yy FAx
of st st R} & Aol AR FH5(5 LA IBD S8 F=27th7} 0, 1,
29 Al ol EFE R 3| R4 oA A STt E = IBD ol S50 A A
PA A Aol = wHE(replicated)d A o]t} Bl 5 o] Al -F ol RHE7F #55HA &
I AA B4V IA =W IBD 50, 1, 20 AR 7 ZAHH o2 1:2:12] ¥ & & WHEE A
Letdth SR 2 AN S7EH e 718 7HAEA 4 AT FEM S5
o] BAto] FUst ot Ao AHE A et Folth (Wang 5, 1998). ©l%o] A+F
Exae A FA B A5 ANA 2] Al B4l o?e FAARG ] EA)gthd IBD
T7H0, 1,28 S7HE5 4 S Hlth (Kim 5, 2006). THA] D3l Al of 2] S ol A
EE2 dA S 3L o?S MRt 7P oA o Rt Y A o] AEE Afoe duty
02 22 o*& F) 37 (overestimate) 3HA| F o] 3] AR A& YA 279 e
o] FolXith (ZA 3} A5, 2001). o]# o]-{F & o] & Hst ol v A v o]
AATgS & 5 Uk

Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)9] |22 #H-2 4 PJA| o2 R e 73t F4 29| A
H9 A5 E < (rank) Z ¥} TE oA IBD £ 0, 1, 298] Al ] 9 2] B4of tfst A o]
HFE Kruskal?} Wallis (1952)2] v] 24 AR A oY Kruglyak?} Lander (1995)+= Al 2]
THATE -1,0, 19 7oz FAAFQ FAAA 71 Aol 7t A =8 v= IBD 4= 07
279 =T vlael e FAES AASTh SolstAlE AA ARl AT I
B3} vl ko] gi2k @uke] zkg 9 d 33t IBD =71 03 291 ko] Ak 243 3
A SAFY AA7F = S FY3 A7 e, 28 olF F otbe oE = &F
St So o R EA IBD 4 073 279] dl¥](contrast) & HAsI= EAE A A A
oF 31 Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)= ZuFE 077 279 thuwke] AR EA S A A 81517
u] & o] t}. w2} A Hasemand} Elston (1972) § A %3 Kruglyak$} Lander (1995) 5 7 22
ARY & 94 712 F gloy, v B =FoA o] F AAHE A3 vad A
olt}. o] 2] 3t 74 ol A Haseman} Elston (1972)9] SA Zo A 275 & 5L Earo 714
of thet A RS Bt 7H5 ARl ARG AAANA oAfEA K8 Aol
ol el Agog AAH HA S/ AJAE Lottt RYHF 27 Haseman}
Elston (1972) 3] A& 4 3} Kruglyak$} Lander (1995)9] w242 24 2 715 A EAH
o] ARYE vl 8 Aot}

—
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Haseman®} Elston (1972)¢] @A % 242 Ao 9FS nxcty 388 E= G4
A &9 (marker locus) & &<ls}7] 23] & 32
FAA 29 Aole] ABAL 3T w0 @
Haseman} Elston (1972)2] 317 A A ¥ o] 2} £ =7 t}. Haseman3} Elston (1972)2] 3] AR
e o 2

¢



Kruglyak®} Lander®] W} 715 3| AEAH v 3
AZNAM zj= jAA FA| o FAA} FRHTEA, ;=00 FA B A2 FHF

1o of

=
A7 QA z; = 201 A B2 T L FAAE (genotype) S 7FATh T8k jHA] &
AN A HA FALL F A FAY A% A g2 47V, Yo E BT W V= F
FAY FA 29 A AlF(square of the difference) &2 T} 3} 2t}

Yj = (Y1; — Yo5)*. (2.2)

Z, IAEAHY 712 5= AR 59U (2,,Y5), (J = 1,...,n)°]th Kruglyak®} Lander
(1995)2] v 242 B XS A 3}3 Haseman} Elston (1972) A ARNT} @A A
= =R ot Zth

o
T
Al 2
=

r_>1r1r
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2.1. Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)2| H|2 4+ WY

Kruglyak2} Lander (1995)] %ioi-»]- ]S FofR = v B4 He Az =5 A
A BA AR Y5 = 1,...,n) &9 r(j))E Foe AoE U} (Kruglyake} Lan-
der(1995)+= F FAY A% FA 9 7‘“’/117L Z}(absolute difference)2] <=9 2 A 2] 3}A| 2k A
F9 99 Zt}). Kruglyak?} Lander (1995)%= o] # 3t <& F JA9 482 37 A
=9 F f2m) R TMSAIA T SAF X = D), 7(1) f(2m;) & A3 01714

me A Bol gy FAAE TR AR Yoty FHIIBD 7 FF3 FEI}F
% ol 79 7hse g2 0, 0.5, 1] At 28 B = 21;& FA| &l Ffrshe= IBD
7FE o] 0,1, 29] Zre] "o} 7HH 2 & (additive model) 3}ol| A Kruglyak$} Lander (1995)&
V2 f2m)E FAASRE f(2) = —1,f(1) =0 283 f(0) =12 HsD F= AHS A
P 3teH( & =l A= Haseman} Elston (1972)9] 3|72 Aol A 29 7]& 7] 3 &=
4782 Al eke 2 22 e fAS7] A f(2) =1, f(1) =0, f(0) = -1 &},
Z, Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)9] S A2 Xk = Ry — Ro°lth 91714 R;+= IBD 47149l
o = Foltt FAARAG o] glrks FAF7HE StollA SAF Xk 7Igh2 0012
Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)= B4t 24 V = n(n + 1)(2n + 1)/12& A 23} t}. whebA]
7KL :XKL/\FO AR EZ2 AFETE NEL o] 83 FAABY L AR
At} o] Atel] tisiA] 2 A& et
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2.2. Haseman-Elston (1972)2} Kruglyak-Lander (1995) & E7|2ko| 27

i

F S w2 AsAE @ A8 (raw data)ol] 27 3F= Haseman} Elston (1972)
W} &9 A& (rank data)oll & A8t Kruglyak?} Lander (1995)9] & A @] 2ol & 3+
Hol FaA, F Uy ‘j—‘?— A 7250 ALt A2 vuE AlFsH

Dietz (1989)% 37 238 2] (2.1)ol|A] 71L7] 9] HAaAF FAF G55 O] F )
A5 AR TR HA FEF(subset)d] 71279 PR HHSy e, oE
AR 7”401] o] &3t HH frst WS Ted FEjE %1F 571 Ytk 94 2=
Y, G=1,...,n)o A T} 2 BRT0| 7]L7] 5,5 A st o]2]st B
9 = 7H01EP- Thok 2,9 el BF g2oE N = (5)°] Foh

Sii= (Y5 =Y /(xj —x),  i<j, i # (2.3)
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oAl HLAF FAF frse A4 BEZ 727 §,59 /ERFoE THAG
(Dietz , 1989).

r7h AR 5D e e HAa FEE 9ot w7k 00] Ho} 712718 ANSHA %
A e,

FAAFAAY S ¢olHE = Haseman ¥} Elston (1972) 3] 7 A A H-2 dvb7 9l 3] 7 &4 2
AL A BFEA SHATT 7 gk Al JiEolm A A 2 & IBD 4 0, 1, 20|t} w}
2tAl ZHIBD 0, 1, 20] S5 V7 S glo] v E A f-olth 2 =&l A 9
ZF 3 wo, 1,222 B IBD 0, 1, 28 ST ZF SS9 gell &
£ no,n1,n2(n = ng+ny+ng) 2t FSch AA AR AR SHQA (w Y;),0=1,...,n)%
FAE W 8l A 24NN 2,2 0,7k BA SAs] w7k AR 2SR AAE AL B
TTEe g BEsHA HH A A BojgY R D}/\] ®¥E 5 Uk

A Ao 283 ¥ 7HA] 7158 BTt IBD 710, 1, 2(F SHHST T 20, 21, 22
)?—] A5 S (x0,Y3), (i =1,...,m0); (xlaYno+J) (J=1,. n1); (x27yno+n1+k) (k=1,...
,ng)i E35Hd, o] 59 01‘4\“ FA 7] Hg2 YO = 1/”0 ZZ 1 Y Yl = 1/77‘1 Z;i1 Yno+j>
s T 1%k o1 2 2 Bl 22 Aelshel [BD 7103 1
=22 TAP O REF, IBD 71 1329 e AR = Avg 7AR
,ZﬂL IBD 47} 0%} 291 gheks 7HAl = A8 2 749 02 FEFolth ;9
A ARTBOE oo BEZY HLAE 187 FAFLS 08T 2ol

I
(e
>
1o
T

5 = ol
R
L o —
I"IE N
ﬂ-‘w

e o
2
fifo

o
=

Bij _ [’I’Lin]‘ (l‘j - xl)(Y Y)]/(nl + ng) 7

nin; (l’j - 1'1)2/(”1 + n])

= 2 i< (2.5)

ageg 7 REZ 7127 for, fro, foo e FETol TFH IBD 71 A= 02 F 79
Y; o H A2 Tk A 2 Yok o] A ‘01, 127, 02° F2 7Y 7He wor, wiz, wo2 s TN
Boh A E T8 o3k 7HA & A8 The] 27 71& 7] ALt 2FEH B R wyp = nong (21—
79)?, w12 = nina(z2 — 21)?, woa = nona(wa —z0)%0] B TE WekA 2] (2.4)0] AAH Z4A
F 7127 24 frse oS3} 2ol ¥ ALY

nin(; — ;)

Brs = Z
= nom (1 — @o)? + mng (w2 — 1)? + nona (2 — wo)?

Bij. (2.6)
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Kruglyaks} Lander®] W3} 745 37124 % 9] H]

TAHOZE x0, 21,2200 IBD 21 0, 1, 28 tJAIA BW 7459 T2 nony + ning +
dngna7b E1 v kA Brsol Al Bor, Biz, foo ZH2HE] 7452 nony, ning, dngne 7F ATH A A
FA A x2 57 E5E F FAY IBD 710, 1, 27F 5= HlE&-2 0.25, 0.5, 0.2500] &
AVl F BE ng = ny = myny = 2mo & 78| Bt o213 74 el A Bor, fiz, oo
717ke] 7452 2m?,2m2, 4m? o] H o, fpa 7t A T A2 FA A 5IF uFoR
Brsoll 713 81A Ak B2 o213 wlioll for, fuo, foz 22 712717} A2 Tha A 33
Fol et A kgt

o] Al Haseman} Elston (1972)2] 7] 7] 2} Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)2] S A& Xi S
H 23 BT} ng = ne = me 7F4 stolA @ A5 2 T Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)2] %
AL m(Ya—Yo)olth o] 7| A Y29} Vo= IBD 427} 2+2F 29} 091 342 7FA = A g wke] 7
o]t}. 3 Haseman¥} Elston (1972)9] 02" B830] 712 7] Fpg = (Yo — Yo)/ (22 —20) =
(Y2 —Y0) /224 A= oh23 22 A7 A siot

o X
Boz = 2“
m

metd £ SAHS 25 9 A5 2 A3 A4tettid Kruglyakel Lander (1995)9] &
A% X Hasemand} Elston (1972)9] 02’ REZ2] 7127] fpo 9k 44 BAlol 952
& 4 Qi AT X0l B At

Ee T 2T A A5l 483 A2 vlwE AFetodnt ohA] Azl Kolof
3t A2 Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)2] S A 2Fo] AA| <=9 A5 A HAAE IBD 47}
0} 291 wuke] A Fe T2 HH8Y X = Ry — RoQl A& Zebstttd AA A5
o 273 Haseman} Elston (1972)9] 712 7] 3159 Kruglyake} Lander (1995)¢] % 7 %
S vu o] = o u)E A A Aok A 22 ng = na 3ol A, T3 g, 24, 220 IBD
£90, 1, 28 YA A 4] (2.6)2 71€7] 4% frsE F3hd thS3 2o

EE_}‘;_" XKL = Qmﬁog. (27)

BLS = m[nonl(ﬁm + [312) + 4”02B02]o (2.8)

ol A A1 (2.5)] For, iz, for S THY BT

brs = m[nom(ﬂ —Y0) + 2no2 (Y — Yp)]
1 U — — —
= Sy 2ng) 2~ Y0) + 2n0(Y2 — o). (2.9)

o) b e tgs) go] A2 d@HETh AA A5 AN ng =ny9 2
Aol Al 3 7127 frse HFE IBD 57} 29} 091 2we] F#xE ¥FH, o]t
2 Kruglyak$} Lander (1995)¢] EA %] 2aA7} SA3lch thek n, 3 2n0] S L3k A
(2.9)9] 4 o] fpaoll 71 FRol AR Fo] fo, T fiool 71N BRAS w35}
W frso] BT Y, - Yoo dejz vk 2@E ot strlets Auke G, 3} Go0l 98 F]eolz
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A AR Bl 7169171 obd S & 4 Qi) o] Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)9] % 7] 2ol A
A AR 2907 AHSD A% 2 Wetolet AT AEAOL ng = nye] Z A5 A
Kruglyak?} Lander (1995)2] % A &3} Haseman¥} Elston (1972)2] A &) ¥ 52} ¢
1 A ApolvkS Aot LS FHE HHH AT ng # np0l HW F FAFS 4
A AR AL 5 gl

2.2.2. S| 24t
%21 Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)9] A% X9 24 A5 2ch ojn] oA 33
vRel Zro] -4 A o] gtk 71 dholl A X o] B4Eo & Kruglyak$} Lander (1995)+=
“ﬁﬂ EEFU FLAV =n(n+1)(2n +1)/12& AN S o2& Eadz42] w7
© mo = my = muny = 2m] A% Sl A, 2 IBD 27 254 091 29 AR AA Az
Anbo] Aokl ot Xip o) 71t g2 0] whebA] #4he &3 o537 2ok

Var(Xgp) = BE(XkL?) = %le

H@2n+1) nm+1)2n+1)
6 N 12 '
Els Ay AT A52RE SR =

%”(” + (2.10)

rlr

71 = FAe 2 A ohA] et e glo] v

3299 B0 A4 518 A8 A ¢ 3 2ol 72 4 9ok,
Kruglyak?} Lander (1995) SAH2 Xk = Ry — Ro©l™, o714 Ry8} Ry2 IBD &=

7 4% 0% 00 29 4 AR 2HY olr, o] m 7 A4ES w9 AH AR +

9 o]t} Hettmansperger (1984)0] =3t <=9 ge] 7|ulgad B4 & E(R;) = ni(n +

1)/2, Var(R;) = ni(n —n;)(n+1)/12, Cov(R;, Rj) = —nynj(n+1)/12 & o] &3t <9 &

A xE F4H2 th33 2t

X
=
/‘\_]_,

o rin

(n +1)[n(n2 + ng) — (n2 — no)?]
12
o] =™ ng =ny®] 7} ol A= Var(Ry — Ro) = n(n+1)(2ne) /1228 T<d] £ HTH
Kruglyak®} Lander(1995) 7} A AJ 8k 24F F 21 V = n(n+1)(2n+1)/123} vl 23] £} S
7FAQl ng = ng = m,ny = 2me 7Fg dtof| A 4] (2.11)9] A t2F (4m)? x 2m/120 )
vhaf), Kruglyak?} Lander (1995)7} A A8 BARS ZALA 02 (4m)? x 8m /12022 V 7}
ek 42 S
olAl A AF ] ZASE 3F HAAY VL7 s e 2oh fEle o
Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)2] A Fo] (yp, 28] 1L 5L59]' AGA AAFH A=A A™
ot WA fpe9t frs® BAFS AASE F Rl 2718 =3 vladch ¢4 B
B0 BAS Fote th2o g AA A5 HAANA ng = ny = me AT A 73
3749 7187 frse] Bare Fa) 2t
oA 4y HETY Az AT I B
er ~ N(0,0;%)8 7H8 gtk o714 047 & “if’

Var(Rg — Ro) = (211)

q

of| &
a4
g

AY; = a+ Bz + e (l =n; +nj)ollA
2ol e, T HIBD $7}i9l 23

—{11 ol



Kruglyaks} Lander®] W3} 745 37124 % 9] H]

Kl
J

IBD 7} jol 9] g5 84do|t). 34 71.7] 3,9 A2AF FA4FL oS3 2k
/3,,:37]‘*1‘ _ at Bz t+é — (at Bzt e)
* .’I?j—.’lﬁi .’L‘j—l‘i
e; — €
= i . 2.12
By + D2 .12

01714 By Rtrue) 718712 450l L, 6% e FERSR 22 %07} 27e) 3
Folth ;9 tER ZAF Bibe

Var(B;;) = (xj_xi)QVar(ej—el)
1 1 9 9

= (nj + le‘) 07/ (x5 — x;) (2.13)

ol o020 FAFORA 4ij T 37 B Ao o gk MSE;;(Mean squares of error
of the subset ‘ij )% AHgEte] Var(6;)9 FAFE 7 & Atk oA ijRET] A}
EETE& YV = (nY; +nJY])/(nZ+n]) T = (niz; +nja;)(n; +n])7} :ILOHZ] o] 2 F¥
=Y — B3z A (25)°] AAR B2 ol &3] FAG a4+ Gzt DD Vi7h =,

+ Byzye Yi7h HW, ol Aa R oz fA olsiAth WA 0429 —zr JgozA o
z] T 7oz FAE Yy BREFY 37 FA4 MSE; 9 s;2e TF FEEAH(pooled

sample variance) S 2

PR L s PR Sl T 1) e
Y ni+nj; —2 ’

oW o] & 4] (2.13)0l] th A8t Var(3;;)S F3} o714 2o, 21,227+ A G o] YA FS
wj Z+IBD & Ak59] $abs @] 1/n; )" Y, 2 7138 Th

o)Al AA Az 2] 3 FANA ng =npo] ZABFANA F3 37 A9 7127 fre] Hat
S Pl Bk G50 Barol] ZF BEFo| 2AFE fp o] BT vty 98 Al (2.6)2 &
JozRE S3ith 2 REZ #F BAL BE 5282 JFA S A C = ngny +nins +
4ngna, Co = ngn1/C, Cy = nmz/C, Cy = 4”0712/0% Aotk frs = Cofor + Cifra +
Cofie oA ZF BEFol Bk A (2.13)F =3 Cov(fBor, fi2) = —02/n1, Cov(Bor, foz) =
Cov(Bra, foz) = 02/(2n0) & THE Aol hA 8t 3159 BATS F3Th

Var(Brs) = Co*Var(Boi) + C1*Var(Bi2) + Co*Var(fo2)
+2CCq COV(BOM 312) + 20(]CQCOV(BO17 Bo2)
+2010200V(312, BOQ). (215)
158 BAF F4] (2.15)0014] 027 FEFY] B4 RE, F 2 8F A WA F vy

FEE vlas] BH 02 REFY 24 FEL2 g0’ /n7 o) UYmA] FEo B REE
1=

ni(ny +4ng)o?/(2ngn?) ol th. kA A zpol| that T 2Fe] vl= ny(ng +4ng)/(4ne?) o] = ™



ng =ng = m,n; = 2me 7} 3to A 30] H
Ao Var(Brs)/Var(Bo2) = 49 BAo 982 &

Brsol A AR pFET U &S 5 Q= 7ML T
<719 &4h 283 ARFEe SAAA 2R A4A-Y ]
o2 AAY % G AZ = vk o)Al A FAFY v E thy HolA AAIS

o},

vy
9
tu
4z
2
=
h

195

o

2.2.3. A9 SAHE2| Ul

Kruglyak2} Lander (1995)9] BA#2 <9 A5 2AS Xk = Ry — Rp°lW Zkp =
Xgr/VVel 2AACE & AFEEE WEL o&3te] FA AT ol B3k 02
2T 71e7] Boe7t 0 AF7HE S A

T— 2 _ - 2 1o : (2.16)
Var(hoe) a2 (Y, — Yo)? + X (Y, — %27
STE 7717 F W T7F A% ng 4+ ngp — 29 ¢t R X5 o] &5t &5 AASh 1

21} Haseman3} Elston (1972)2] 3] 74 AA A7 At} 712 7] Brs7F 091 714
o] AR SAZFL frs/\/Var(frs)olm o] HFoNA 275 = MSEE AA| 2189 3|7 4]
o2 HE 28 Zxe] AFETLS n-28 Wi Aolth o] Brs/y/Var(frs)S A= n—29]
t HETE o] 83t &5 AA ST o]+ ‘02 FETY A9l 4 (2.16)7 o] A F
B2 g ok A gkttt

9] 25 o 2 A3 Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)2] S A8 Z 3 ¥ 250 27 St Hase-
man¥} Elston (1972)9] BAZFE ZASt= A5, A% 2 A =7 tt27] wjio 5
Al vlart ook F 9 &9 el A Kruglyake} Lander (1995)9] & 7 % o]
2 AA A5 E AFE3lE Hasemand} Elston (1972)2] SAHFRT 02 o3t 9=
o metA RYAPE S o] S vt FAS 83E Y 7 FAFANA 87EHE 7HE
A BRAPCRE AARES v Aot}

—Egg]-o_‘
% ¥al of N

4

Haseman3} Elston (1972) Sl A A 7H4 & 3=
th= Aottt dnkd o g deA YA & #4ke] =3
T B2 ARSST 2 A S Fholl AR J%Q‘ﬂ UL, o] vhE 7}
tt27] uf2el S24F 7F o] Ay etA gheth B A ABA AAAA AAEE
2= PAY FA X AFY AFY 42 IBD 710, 1, 22 Hel|7EA g4 FTF
otk ol A AF3HATE thA] Za| A o] A (variance heterogeneity) holl A 2 §hst
Haseman3} Elston (1972) 3] AA S A <t3lH &3] FE5HTE 715 (weight) Al A A E
Aot S AA ST S5 UL E 24 PE 3 A1 5 AR o= V&
7o) 2Aekol ALEM EAS 24 Bon 24D olSgel MEW Ars dojAx

e 20l 2oz IR
Pl
4

g8 349 23 A

rqu

o Mo ml

n:r"l'FEﬁ

o ¢



o
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(0]
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g,
i)
=
2
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(ol
9)
1o
o2
i)
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N
ol
=Y
i
1%
i)
o
R
kl
Ne)

F0HH 7H5 & A A (method of weighted least squares) ©] H}ELK. sich Ui o7 F &

o] o E4k(inverse variance) & 7o o2 A€ sttt ek Bato] &4y A QoA T
Go Aeol AW AAE RS RE] wlRol AR RN BAL AT 0] AEhS
Qe ek 53 2 IBD ol A% Y29 Asb B 0B fAdBA AANA 7
F AT INARL S ARAY T ol BAL 245 AeA L BBS} 7
oF 57] W Eo|th. WHE T} ]S WOﬁm<unﬂT4Awﬁ‘ﬂ%%%1@oaz
H AR5 EXE el E FAFCZ FF3HA] ¢4t} (Carrolld} Cline, 1988).
2.3.1. It 2l7142] J1=27|

Who] gl ol 34t Bl AR AL UL Ly

Y = o+ Bx; + e, j=1,...,n5n; > 1. (2.17)

Zb xioll WFEFE nolH ey Bo] 003 &
ds 7H3 :}‘3]1 Zy x; ek /“]i o UZQE O]#H ol @it el iFHLh 029 FAF

&
[ V]
Il
iy
=
.
|
<
=
~ ¢
S
|
C
]
2
z
QL
R=)
N
_,d
ofN
fo =
=
1>
rlo

Q= ZZ(?}” —a— Br;)?/si? (2.18)

A 71719 28 a9t bE FIA HH, 9714 1/s27F FHE 7+
= IARFANA @; =n;/s5.2 2 B EH a2} b= TS 2k

SOV Y 0wt = > @i Y Wi Y
SO Y w2 — (O] wimy)?
SO @Y = S @i Y @Y

b= SO w2 — (O] wy)? (2.19)

dutH oz 71 3 Aol A 7HEo] FAFH o Foll =t AERRYH 249 F
T e Fod Ae= H:Lo}oﬂ 71€719 4be F Jacquez & (1968) e 7t
w; o] FEHFAS FA3H 4 (2.19)0 AAE 71+7] bS] F4HE v 2ol A S

D .

ljj = QL:ijj Zd)le — (I)j 2@2.1312 - c:)j.TjQ ZUA}“
2

52 = Zfai 1-4
vo= ks 3

[ wj D;

TL]‘—].
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8 Z ol A W ep Bako] thES oS 7153 o = ny /st S ARR S 7S &
AAFHEY 712718 Jacquez 5 (1968)°] F =3t F4to R AR AAS AFT A
S A otst E =R oA AF 3 Haseman} Elston (1972) 37 7 A 3 Kruglyak 2} Lander
(1995)9] BAZFE o83t AR A} vwstaz} st 3 A% FA O] 57 B2
FEe NAFEEE OB get 242 od 24l ¥ ARAUA 2 AW Foto
ool r Z ot

B2 = o2 2ol Ak iR FA e AA FA et = FAY FE
= Z47E Y19 Yo et T ] Y89} Vo0 AubAQl By S thedt 2ol 7HA st

Yij = ptgytey,
Yoj = p+g2+ €. (3.1)

A7NA pe DA FFOlAL, g5 448 E I (genetic effect), T3 ¢;;+= 74 A &3} (en-
vironmental effect) & UYEPATE Y5 A2 B2 b7F 9= W 22k o -7 A X} W= (allele
frequency)+< p2t q(= 1—p) & Ve, B oA p= 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, 0.92 7} st}
FAAY ek Wk g, B9 Aol ol el B9 0. 2902 59| A9 4
gejgttt. a9t do] 2742 2 28 H & FA &l whel Fetoh 44 a5 el
R PR A AT A
ARk, AFRE] A ol o)1 Babo] 19 £ AFEER AASHAL, ¥4
FEEZ2A A A A &34 (contaminated) FFEEZ 2} X% (skewed) 3 Z A Elﬁ
TEER AT TR AFEEY FATTE FTARLE (1-0)(z) +6D(z/k)°l
A= 0.0259Jr k=58 Fo] AA TF AFEZ 259 2.5%= FFo] 0ol A}
7k 591 xR A3t g
sttt UJ*‘EJ"ﬂH HAFEE A5 E 1T olfe oA AFEEE B2+
4 34 A5E AR A+ <
é\_ 6‘3/\_\‘}:]_ /\7 Hﬂé‘:]:[L T =2 7@%%\
LDL-Z¥2HE A= AFELE =R )
FA Y] thx Aol A= BE FAFH=AE UEt & 7% & (heritability)
h*e o3 Zo] ZeojHth

0 r{m
bl

N

_'O_‘

F o
_>'~l_‘

i1

¢

2 9y
- 3.2
0,2+ 0.2 (32)
B =RoA h2E 270, 0.2, 04, 0.6, 082 7FA3T) 34 0.2 = 12 7FHs A%
B gi;d B o’ 0. + 0”2 REHAY 0,23 04’5 A4 oI 2ol FoXint
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(Haseman3} Elston, 1972).

o = 4pPPdt. (3.3)

4 23 (dominance model)e] A%l d = a°]l3 7} R 3 (additive model) Q] 7 -$-of
d=0°]", g4 X3 (recessive mode)©] F W d = —aolth. webA FA &} Y FH2 ¥l
=7 A A A (3.2)2 (3.3)0l o3l ZF 23 sl A a2} d7F AL T

2t A3 b dAR F JAV HFFAAE Tk 7@‘:7 é IBD <=of u}z}
T PA 9 FAAES Adsich 4 F A ¥A IBD 7 4720, 1, 271 HE A
£ 0.25, 0.5, 0257 I =& E]-?J'—‘_v—_,_(multmomlal distribution) A& & % 35HA] A A St
ZF MA S FAAE 2] BB, Bb,bb % 3tz zhzhe] WA EE 2 p? 2pg, ¢* o]t} (Falconer}
Mackay, 1996). WetA + FAY FAAFS 2T EA 97]’;(] 7F o, oA B4
d IBD Fof w2t ZF ZA92] AR FEL2 Hasemand} Elston (1972)2] =& =%
o] = & 1o A%} (A *o 1S B =5 % 312 AL, & 3.1 Uk
3] Agstd _1’:_ A dell= F A FA A AFAY; = (Vi — Ya))?0] Xﬂ/\]ﬂoq S
1 = FAY %7‘4;(]'63 zZ3el wet A B.1)EFRE FaR Aot ol &
T2y 2ol BB - BbolH z; = p+a+ej 2 xy =p+d+ GQJETH

T @Ae
Yj:(a+61j—d—62])2_(a—d—|—e])20] =g

% 319 vpAut Al Lol ANE o] WE F FA HAAY 2o 222 FEL o
&3} 2ol TR 1, = 09 A9E ¥ BA FHAE AAFAA) Qe A2 59
Ao Bz Sl olels A9o] BEL 7 WAl §AA] FEL F Ao AL,
7 =19 A9E F WA} Aw E98 $AA4FL m A9z A Al Wite] 753t
o] 7} 3o s 52 o A FAAH FEQ p?, 2, * 2 E AR AL 1 = 0.5%

(

&9l

T JA7E g e HEFAANE FHE = F —ri FTHE = HE AR e &
B 194 g2 g {FAAE M FEY Fo= PR &, BB - BBo|W piol1
bb — bbo] A ¢*e]th. BB — Bbo| 9 p x p x 7k F o] p*qo]il, Bb—bbol™ ¢ x g x p7} 5 o]

, Oof

"t

#31mo WE YA GEAYY 2AN 23 9E

Conditional probability

Sib pair Y; =0 mi=1 mi=1
BB — BB e]‘2 p* p3 p?
bb — bb e;2 q* q3 q°
Bb— Bb ej2 4p2q? pq 2pq
BB — Bb ((Z*d+ej)2 2p°q p%q 0
Bb— BB (—a+d+ej)2 2p3q p%q 0
Bb—bb (a+d+ ej)2 2pg> pg? 0
bb — Bb (fafd+ej)2 2pq® pqg? 0
BB —bb (2a + ¢;)? p2q? 0 0
bb — BB (—2a + ¢;)? p2q> 0 0
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R

0.2

00

pg*elth. wkA et 2 Bb — BbolW pg® + p°q = pgolth. OlXﬂ F 319 AP FEE %
3o % Ao fAAP 2L AAHT FoIA ART PUES A4S W LA}
B AF A H)

2 =FoA Adge oy AAUEY vlaZA 1;]-—5.4 ARHES SR
sk Zlolth. ¥ AF o] Haseman¥} Elston (1972) 39 A A (HE)S & 8311, ‘02° &2
2} o] Haseman} Elston (1972) 3] 7 A A (HE_02)S 283t A

pRrol Brsoll 2AT AA o pFETI HE T2 5 g+ 7}%@

mlo =
ot 2,
ro, I
o

2

N

o

%

o

_gl ul
o

A AA AR E =9 A2 Z H33lo] Haseman} Elston (1972) 37 4 3 (HE_r)< 283}
a1, &9 AF8E Kruglyak$} Lander (1995)9] ®FH o2 AA(KL)sto) 4 (2.11)f AA| g
E A4S 0]-g3Fo] Kruglyak?} Lander (1995)¢] W2 AR (KL_n)dte] 249 B9 3¢
o A4 viadch v Ro g 4 gl 715 317 A A (WLS_HE)E, <9 A2 7t
% IAAB(WLS_HE )& &gt o] 48 A4S 9 A5 2A% L 4 44

< =9 A5 A7) wEeolt
7H B3 stoll A R AHE Iy skl o, EEA 7)1 ol Ed ol 2 A3t 50071
A & A5 E A RoA R v s 1,0000 22 st

Lo

3 3.2¢ AR E SlolA, & 34 ol 9 A7
Az vizol wet of2] FAME fFleES AAIR Aotk AR E st A fof
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E32 AFREE Ber 93 A0 488 99 348 Fo5F
original data rank transformed data
P h? HE HE_02 WLS_HE HE_r KL KL_.n WLS_HE_r
0.1 0 0.043 0.045 0.052 0.051 0.042 0.048 0.049
0.3 0 0.052 0.047 0.050 0.038 0.043 0.040 0.036
0.5 0 0.046 0.047 0.049 0.045 0.049 0.042 0.048
0.7 0 0.051 0.047 0.055 0.056  0.049 0.044 0.057
0.9 0 0.050 0.047 0.049 0.056  0.052 0.045 0.054
£33 AFEEE g2t 97 A0 8 o2 AW AR
original data rank transformed data
P h? HE HE_02 WLS_HE HE_r KL KL_n WLS_HE_r
0.2 0.705 0.696 0.705 0.460 0.191  0.307 0.464
01 0.4 0.996 0.997 0.997 0.905 0.444 0.621 0.909
0.6  1.000 1.000 1.000 0.993 0.607 0.800 0.995
0.8 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.999 0.686 0.859 0.999
0.2 0.692 0.707 0.706 0.542 0.195 0.344 0.550
0.3 0.4 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.979 0.579  0.787 0.980
0.6 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.901 0.977 1.000
0.8 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.986 0.997 1.000
0.2 0.752 0.748 0.737 0.588 0.235 0.367 0.593
05 0.4 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.987 0.585 0.794 0.984
0.6 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.937 0.979 1.000
0.8 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.998 1.000 1.000
0.2 0.732 0.735 0.739 0.536  0.216  0.330 0.544
07 0.4 0.997 0.998 0.998 0.981 0.564 0.774 0.983
0.6 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.886 0.966 1.000
0.8 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.995 1.000 1.000
0.2 0.710 0.722 0.708 0.476 0.194 0.301 0.476
0.9 0.4 0.996 0.995 1.000 0.920 0.426 0.654 0.923
0.6 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.990 0.645 0.838 0.992
0.8 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.997 0.694 0.863 0.999
%34 MAFETSE 9 ARl A8 o] ARW) Fo5E
original data rank transformed data
P h? HE HE_02 WLS_HE HE_r KL KL_n WLS_HE_r
0.1 0 0.048 0.038 0.077 0.046  0.050 0.045 0.045
0.3 0 0.052 0.042 0.098 0.053 0.063 0.051 0.051
0.5 0 0.059 0.054 0.115 0.047 0.051  0.049 0.053
0.7 0 0.042 0.049 0.086 0.048 0.048 0.054 0.049
0.9 0 0.060 0.046 0.093 0.050 0.052  0.047 0.052

13
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F 3.5 M AFEESE B AR A8 A AMY AR

original data rank transformed data
D h? HE HE_02 WLS_HE HE_r KL KL_n WLS_HE_r
0.2 0.151 0.182 0.219 0.457 0.186  0.293 0.455
o1 0.4 0.431 0.489 0.485 0.875 0.384 0.612 0.880
0.6 0.829 0.825 0.833 0.983 0.576  0.786 0.988
0.8 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.995 0.662 0.831 0.996
0.2 0.128 0.163 0.207 0.501 0.209 0.318 0.510
0.3 0.4 0.398  0.466 0.464 0.956  0.518 0.723 0.959
0.6 0.856  0.841 0.869 1.000 0.870 0.957 1.000
0.8 1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000 0.980 0.996 1.000
0.2 0.152 0.180 0.227 0.496 0.213  0.327 0.496
0.5 0.4 0413  0.495 0.498 0.964 0.530 0.736 0.967
0.6 0.842 0.828 0.859 1.000 0.867 0.960 1.000
0.8 0.999  0.999 0.999 1.000 0.992 1.000 1.000
0.2 0.125  0.167 0.208 0.516 0.169  0.306 0.516
07 0.4 0.431 0.479 0.478 0.963 0.511 0.751 0.968
0.6 0.848 0.861 0.879 1.000 0.875 0.962 1.000
0.8 1.000 0.998 1.000 1.000 0.978 0.993 1.000
0.2 0.150 0.175 0.216 0.454 0.175  0.298 0.457
0.9 0.4 0430 0.487 0.488 0.876 0.398 0.613 0.884
0.6 0.814 0.835 0.847 0.978 0.597  0.781 0.986
0.8 0.999  0.999 0.999 0.988 0.673  0.842 0.992
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>
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3.3 At stoll A, & 3.5 NI AFEE st A FHE0] 0.2,
AZF W=7} 0.1,0.3,0.5,0.7, 092 t}& uf o8] AAH AA
T 7H EPoA iR AA WEe e ARYES AR "
H,HEFAARET 2 o A& S71E5F Aol =4 R

2ol A Haseman} Elston (1972) S| A AA R A2 tp2 9lE4E 7f5 o024 HAS £
7t AN AR Y] ¥ E8th HA2AFHY AR Yol ¥ 2 e &0
0.29] AF-ol AT FoIA B & d=o] P4 22 AL ohirh. 02 B30l A Hasemans}
Elston (1972) S]A AR AA o] ¥ RF oA Hasemand} Elston (1972) 3|7 A A X}
o =2 497 ek 222804 AWKl fro] Hako] fLso] HAake] 1/4 FEolm
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2 ol g 27t BT 28 AR =T oF 1/28 FolAl= A 1R ¢ glov B
AN FEFTF 5000|9008 AF R s Aol ALY itk & 4 k. 1
Hu B247E A HU o 202 FS5ETh 4 (211)9 2AE B4k AR S 2o
AAE -2 Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)9] W H ot 34 AR o] o =4 yglth & =
AE BAabe 7|20 Eathh 1/4 A o) 7] wfZol g HA el A 7] Ze] B WS
oF 4~ gt} w3 v R 4A ¥ 9l Kruglyak®}t Lander (1995)2] # Bt <9 A2 oA 7}
T AR B =2 AR Y e vAFEE AR AAE 7HE FFAEAR o 4
S & 5 Ak A AAHEY 49T 44 B st AR HY L2 wTe] ¢l
k.

of 2] Wy ke AFE S okt % 33904 A A5} &9 A5 AFE W 9 A

89 AAHo] © =4 vetgth vtdo] F 3594 9 A8 AAHo] © =4
Ebyth Kruglyak®} Lander (1995)9] Wi o] 7F3 w2 A A =S e 913, Haseman3}
Elston (1972) 3] A A ot 7+ AR Yol 2 AAF S Uit v AFEE 2
59 Aot 9 ARz WBdt] AR Aol O ¥ AAAL Uehpdin,

FAAAN AFE= AHE VAT Y= 7MY AZRY A58 £ A &

A RRZRE AL = npAL A AXE Gl &, Hoh AlEshA A Ao

2 AAEE 54 FAAY 44 W39 AALS k] A ¥ 71 A4S Il

el o] e G FARE A AT ot oy FAAY B DA
st AW A Gl F&5HA &gt
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o ARYe molAFow dolHgth Y At AFEEE wat ds
£ A4 7H3E wEdl ofF 5+ Haseman} Elston (1972) 37 A4 o]y 7
o] A3} vt ¥ AE/ H|AFEZE ot AL FFo A=
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Comparisons of Kruglyak and Lander’s Nonparametric
Linkage Test and Weighted Regression Incorporating

Replications

Eun-Kyeong Choi") Hae-Hiang Song?

ABSTRACT

The ordinary least squares regression method of Haseman and Elston(1972) is most
widely used in genetic linkage studies for continuous traits of sib pairs. Kruglyak and
Lander(1995) suggested a statistic which appears to be a nonparametric counterpart to
the Haseman and Elston(1972)’s regression method, but in fact these two methods are
quite different. In this paper the relationships between these two methods are described
and will be compared by simulation studies. One of the characteristics of the sib-pair
linkage study is that the explanatory variable has only three different values and thus
dependent variable is heavily replicated in each value of the explanatory variable. We
propose a weighted least squares regression method which is more appropriate to this
situation and the efficiency of the weighted regression in genetic linkage study was
explored with normal and non-normal simulated continuous traits data. Simulation

studies demonstrated that the weighted regression is more powerful than other tests.

Keywords: Haseman and Elston regression, Kruglyak and Lander nonparametric statistic,

sib pairs, linkage test.
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