S8FA AT (2009)
22(5), 1085-1096
S . | -3 - =5 () e | ke °
sA-UE 2 AF0A AP SSDF oAy 23Sy
L od=
480l Ojxl= g
UZIE! - LUE? UM’ - JHe!
Leoitietn A2, *OAMTIStR MERIAEA UAAISME
SOIMITHEt L ol 2ThEt ofstE A St at, ‘oM ThSt R of aiehst ofetelst A
(20091 88 =, 200011 92 RHEY)
Y
A Y2T AR AFNN TR FAAS 2ol ABH ol YA PR AP S A 7A@l
WY x gy £ %‘LOML oA Fel A2 Atz GBL A7l AFAD SHE AT PR A
42 A7) A7 P OR, Zaykin 5 (2002)0] AL LAY AP Byl AT B3}l R ARG F

WA

Ak BTk, Zaykin 5 (2002)%) B A B /2% LAAFY Fo44 BRANA ATHD 385

2ol 03 B2 247} A1E L5 UL L voldYe Bal AuHTh ATl B8 9

@ 2 AR 48 QTHTE AH & S UL 0, Zaykin 5 (2002)9) BY A2 AW AF 9 FES D

289 FRAY & AT ALY BYoll 7128 ARL ALF LRSS T 2ASHE Ao2 ka2

Aol SHH o} Y BE LA7F ZAHY A 5P 12T AT AF 0 FEL 2PeA Rehu 7
¥ R95300 2 U8 2 AR duiy. HAA BRI 128 SAET 9B 425 Y
M2 QuAYe] 2% BA-UETE A8 ATANE A7HY S0 e FRE 2T ABA = 2 o
24 2 oo SR o] SAdEke A8 @ & 90T

FRE0|: APYL B3, T A2, plU, LA A&ty Y, 25 5L

A 9 (genetic epidemiology) FotellA] A3} AAH §-H A} (disease-susceptible gene) & B 3H=

A7} i 3] IYPH D glow BEe] FEAQ ATE A% AF4EAY FRAE FA FUHeln

At} (Terwilliger®k Ott, 1994). A A& F-A2ke} AP A4 +4(association analysis) S 9

F b o7 xL-thZF AFd A (case-control design) 7} Bol AREE Qth. I olF+= AFF TS

23 fAA Holo i3 AR} )Y A allele) 2] £ Y (disequilibrium) 22 Yeh}=t] ©]& ¥
O

¢

O

f

Ao F2 4G A A FH AR HAE BN 5 7] W ol
HA G 71thE A (single nucleotide polymorphism; SNP)o] 7123t HAL-t)2F AFAA ENAE=

A7 29 NEFRARY A (genotype) ] WIEE v @3= 9hH-& AHEST} (Sasieni,
1997; Nielseni} Weir, 1999). 121} Q13X tho] &3] (population stratification)F o] Qo THG

ol =F+ 2008 FR(ZFAHAAR)S] AP o2 R TATE A YL Pol £PF AT Y (KRF-2008
313-C00150).
ARAAR: (120-752) ASA] M EF 22F 134912 AAdista o) Aofst oftetstud, ;s

E-mail: cmnam@yuhs.ac
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Aztet Ay 7ol ok AT e ek @7*5101 Ackal F2d H %A (false positive) ol
AXA "} (Setakis 5, 2006). °1} 22 A7 Z31E | A3t 98] tJER O F Genomic con-
trol ¥H (Devlin} Roeder, 1999)3} Structured association “}H (Pritchard %, 2000a, 2000b;
Satten %, 2001; Zhu 5, 2002; Hoggart 5, 2003)°) AM&5 1 glc}. ’
SNP+= 74l (genome) “ollAl AGsHA FE3= Ao] ohet B5(block) o] HENE 2A13}7] uf&of
o SNP Hobs 59§22 dolA Mz dysiA 425 0] Y SNPEE Lujzl B (haplotype) &
T35t ABEH Y (linkage disequilibrium; LD)S H713= Zo) I FAxES gAs = 583
o2 3753 ) (Jorde, 1995; Keavney, 2002).
Iy SNPQ‘ 2] duiAiPel 712d A3 E4AEs FAAY o] unphased HEE Fo]2]7]
2o 2E SNPE°| 5% (homozygous)o| At ¢je] 3 SNPul o]¥ (heterozygous)dl ZA$-7}+
b9 %_lBHxﬂFg ol fdstA ZAHA gtk ol T JuiAE el EI A (ambiguity) S
N Z237] $13 molecular haplotyping 7]&2 24 4% JA|v o] ¥py-e o &3} A7
o] 923}7] wf&o] &3] Hardy-Weinberg % ¥ (Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium; HWE) 7}3 o}
EM(expectation-maximization) ¥1e]& 22 He UujAY ¥N=E S35 Whyo] AEE o
(Excoffier3} Slatkin, 1995; Long %, 1995).
Atz drolA duiAde] 7123 A3 A4S 93] Zhao 5 (2000)3} Fallin § (2001)2
EM & MA 2 22 dajA¥ge] Ri=E 348 & 7 2 ?-_lﬁﬂxﬂ?ﬂ WES vashs AAYEE
Arstdet. et o] AW Al AHY AB/NE FTHALE FA] wEel 53 gl
AFol Ao vAx FFL F2F 5 AAh 2@l Schaid § (2002)F Zaykin T (2002)2 2z}
A FAZH A g GujAIFe] FoiHE wf AW FFol WS HFgH ‘?‘E(PFOSPeCtiVe like-
lihood) € BeIste °] 2AIE MASHAS. 53] Zaykin 5 (2002)2 7 /WA € 7 QuiAd
#ol] th 3t A} FEE (posterior probability) & A4tele AP S Mix s 2% 3, 2 gL =Y
T2 e duiAlY F A 31724 (haplotype trend regression; HTR)2 £3] 57 duljA| o] I
o] ulx]= EIE FA ATt Epsteind Satten (2003)-2 Aro] Fo]H LS ul] YuhAHol ch3t 3k
% (retrospective likelihood)& Fe|3l1 o8] FARH A FLE 4 9+ WS A L34}t Tanck
T (2003)2 7Me@e 2 ARHES 2 2o, vt B2 dujAIE Y axte] gt o] AAH
=5 7] 8 F QA B oA FRdhe HHFAAY Aol o £33 E % (penalty)E 715t 8
A ¥ % (penalized likelihood)E A9 3l3, EM WS A 248 23380
Quia gl 7123 o8 JA-NET ABA BA g Fo|A Zaykin S (2002)9] HTR #hge
SAS/Genetics (SAS Institute, 2002), R (http://www.R-project.org) 53 Z-2 A& AT Egojo A
AA o] 88 & Urt. B AFdAE ZATE AT E B3l AT 33 E A7 EH?:S_ =
X}(measurement error)7} HTRll 7|28t A#A Aol ”]7(]“ FEFE gotEuzt gtk 28X+
Zaykin 5 (2002)2] HTR £3g A=gon, A7 2312 £33 2= HTR E’ﬁéé N
ok 3-oA= BdE A7 E M A7 RS 337 29 SNP € iAol 7123 A2+
A3 AR AT L7580 A9A FFE F= A€ AFEITE 4FA = EA-URE A3 A
Toll g 1 stgem £ A7 #AE 9 FF AAE AAsA

S

[—o

[UN

2. HTR 23
2.1. Zaykin § (2002)2]| 2
Nz £99 nBel AR AT, & AAE A8 L(> 0)749] SNP cheh §a4

o
M)
rlr
v
ki
)



BAN-UHRE S20IA Q2T B3t ALl Aatd ol 0iAls g 1087

Azl o714 xEH B AA 5 D e, dBolH, WA n = c +dojth. B BE F
9 (locus)oll A AP o] BEH W, BE 7158 AT QAR 242 £ 35, 28 (= m)Aelth
GE ol® AAY +AAEE Yz, H = (b, A)E 2 A digshs aiAd 2 vehdo
stat. 2#Ed od WAL o3 HAE 270 o4 AW I A YAE e FLsHA AAHA
2t FAZY Goll -$3he BE 7Hsdh e HE A¥E S(G)EtL sk 7H L =30lx
9 <A ZE SNPY YR-A27} Ala, Blb, Clc2tal 318 7Fs 3t FAARE L & 2770 oItk I
A $AA8 G, = (AA,BB,CC), G2 = (AA,BB,Cc), G3 = (AA, Bb,Cc), G4 = (Aa, Bb,Cc) W&
a2 So] A% 27 S(G1) = {H: = (ABC, ABC)}, S(G2) = {H1 = (ABC, ABc)}, S(Gs) =
{H, = (ABC, Abc), H» = (ABc, AbC)}, 8(Gs) = {H: = (ABC,abc), H2 = (ABc,abC), Hy =
(AbC,aBc), Hy = (Abc,aBC)}$} 2t} G1,Go ol &3k Ay %2 FYsAT, Gs,Gaol W
S5k el AL RLEA o AR FE9 IV wet 2 o] FEH 2T A
Yili = 1,...,n)%E i8R A AP 47 det 42 1 EE 09 g 2E ol PugHsety 3
A Dyl = 1,...,m 5 = 1,...,m)E oA AAZ 23 Qe 734 uARe) UEetn o,
D, = (D1,...,Dim)(i = 1,...,n) 8 ¢85 744 Ml 82 4L de)de m = 8olx, I
Hﬂiﬂﬁé%% Z.}Z.]- hi = ABC, hy = ABC, hs = AbC, h4 = Abc, h5 = aBC, hs = ch, h7 =
abC, hs = abcolth. S(Gs)oll £3E YA Y BES 2AR FEEL py; = Pr(H;|G:)(§ = 1,2)8
T 943, S(Ga)ol Z8E DAY HEY 2DY FBE pyy = Pr(H[Ca)( = 1,...,4) 2T 32 o
AM Y2 psy =1, Yb_, pey = 10Ith @A D} =(1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0), D5 =0.5(1,1,0,0,0,0,0,0),
5 = 0.5(ps1, P31, Pa2, P32,0,0,0,0), Dy = 0.5(pa1,pa1,Paz, P42, Pas, Pas, Pas, Pas) Ol F¥HHOZE
FAAY] Gi(c = 1,...,n)A MAZF EAE B H; = (hy,h5)G = 1,... k)& 71 28R &
(2 A38E)2 HWE 713 ofef thgat Zo] ot oA71M ke J S(Gi)9 =271 Y&
1=
, Pr;Pn.
Pl = Pr(H; = (hy, h)|Gi) = : ,
uzl ;1 Pr(Gi|(hu, hv))PhoPhy
A7V pu(h = hy,..., hm)E LNAE hY W= o)W, Pr(Gi|(hu, b)) LHAR % (hy, ho)7t 72
A8 Go tle3hd 10131, 238X %2® 0°lth Zaykin F (2002)2 HTR E¥ & olzfe} Zo] A9
shict.

Pr(Y; =1)

1—?15;(’}@?1)}=ﬁo+132ﬂ, i=1,...,m, (2.1)

Logit{Pr(¥; = 1)} = log{

A7)A for AR, B = (B1,...,0m)E LuiAR Ao cHet AAAS Aeo|tt. Zaykin 5
(2002)2 LuiA B F4, & /M
Hy:Bi==Bn=0

& 2% 1] AA (likelihood ratio test; LRT)S &3l AA AL

2 ATNE ATHY 237t EAY 0 o] F A ALY PHo
)

5 Wy o 2 837 HTR(extended HTR;
238 Astuat v ARl s(> 1)7hY Fo7 S35

YTk T o, 7hES LS
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o3t 2] A siAk

_JYL i€ePy, . g _
IZk_{O, i ¢ Py, i=1...,n k=1,...,s—1,
A7) Pl AT kol £3hs AATZ o201 WS UBNIT T = (..., ip_1)t i¥5)
ARl A7 23} ezl 8171 eHTR ZHE olejs} o] Helsiat

Logit{Pr(V; = 1)} = 8o + DiB+ 1y, i=1,...,n, (2.2)

AN v = (.., ys-1)E AFAD E3F B g A Aeloltt. 2y (2.2)= 7 /A7
Sohe ATATDL Arhe 71 of ATADY 28o] BE 325 H(confounding effect) S Ao}t
[ 19 QTG 2T 348 28 @4 DA A0 APIL St e auane
Aolet & Zaykin 5 (2002) 4 dujA|AE o] Aol u]x)= F3 o) 3§ 2R} ol LRT-S

) dujA Y feldol gt 714 HoE 238 4+ At

€ T3k o)F A F 2¥ (21)3 (2.2)9A AT 2FE] "a‘“}‘/} = 7”451 EAE AHEY
ok &9 Z A Sk JAFAYE 94X R e 2 7}]x1] 7} £8 ATAYL Aok slit] o
o] FAo) w2 BR7 257 (misclassification error) 7} WA 4 Q). ol8} L BF 255 o4y
ol W at7] Y8 WA= (sensitivity; Se) 2} 5 0] = (specificity; Sp)& Z&stth 53] AFHD S0
NG o, & s =24 o, AFAEE F(true) AT 19 £3 AAE "J——r%lq 12 BRdke Hed
ousty, Solee #F AFAD 20 £33 HAE AFHD 22 B/ vlEE ujsic)

B2AAYEE 9% A8 L Kim 5 (2004) 7 FASHA ofef e} 2ol BA 8T

o WA 2Tl 3/MY A RAA A7 A3, B2k BARAR A= 2719 HP AR 15
28 RT3 7PESIHTHL = 3,m = 8). A 87 LA B A7 by = 111, ho = 112, hs =
121, hq = 122, hs = 211, he = 212, hy = 221, hg = 222°]T}.

o AT Sl 270 7S ATH(s = 2).

o 7t 39 AWiAY NEE F 3134 o] 7PFST F AFAD dAE B2 Aol ¢o =
Z1el wet ARHEH, g = 0.1019 F EEE FY5, ¢9) Fol AAYE F 29 Aolx ARt
q=0.1,02,03, 048 zt7 71350k

o Z XY FAARL AF AL £ A7IDezRE AT 2709 uiAR S Fol A
Ao wWeA Thed RRAFL F 27700lW, A4 G = (11,11,11), G2 = (11,11,12), Gs =
(11,11,22), Gy = (11,12,11), G5 = (11,12,12), Ge = (11,12,22), G = (11,22,11), Gs =
(11,12,12), Go = (11,12,22),...9} 2t}

o ZYUANE AT LFEWNE AR Wl ZE LA A 2 A
ssict

o ATAE 29 A WA Aol AFAY 1RT RR = 1.0,2.0,3.09 Eriu 247 7 st

AFHL SHA M Hy 61 = = B = 09 Al PIAS 9 Lokns] A9 2949 97

dt

o $Ystekn 7
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T 3.1, QRTLY UKL £F, ¢=0.1,0.2, 0.3, 0.4
A ol A %
A+F h1 ha hs hq hs he he hsg
1 2 2 2 2 2 2 1
15 15 15 15 15 15 10 10
1-2 1-2 1-2 1-2 1-2 1-2
9 q q q q q q q q
6 6 6 6 6 6
e U= (Se)9t Hol=(Sp)x YL, Se(Sp) = 1L.O(EF 77t 9l A-%); 095, 0.9, 0.83(EF &
77t = BA9)E 47 7HR sk
o BAFET R FE 2+t 50092 Ao g FtHe = d = 500, n = 1,000).

1,000709] A=A &L A8t

2. ZB Kol &3

3
318 e 229 A5 FH Tl s ofe} 22 FFE 1,0009 WHES S FojE 5%0)A A
BH #AE8ES 2389t

9A L #akrd dz2de 3 #3248 AZ2RH EM u8ES o]8ste dujAY Mg £33

?l‘:]'(ph, h= hl, cey 8)~
GA 20 4 AR ARG Gi(i = 1,...,n) 2R BE Jbed duiAY A H; 9 AT 8EL 274
Byt = 1,-.om 5 = 1,0, k). QAT 4 Hyoll tgshe QuiAY h;oh hj o) W

2 0.5 X p;, 22 25 WE D& 233D, i=1,...,n).

B 3 WA (FL Bolx)ol we} 7 A} £ IFALoz B fm. ERE A7es v

B LE $3%HL,i = 1,...,n). ©B2bA Se(FL Sp) = 1919, I; = %
I 949 A¥(5F, 0.95, 0.9, 08)01]“ A} U}-a-E]:; AL ohth 7}ag
W, FEEE U, 1ol ¢4 GAstd 1 gho] crrh Fod o_];u,g
ATAD 20 £ AL 22 ERFL(F, £F 277 92), 234 ¢ Oﬂd A7 19
S A 2, AFHD 20 £ A= 12 RFIHE, BF L7571 A2).

GA 4 B2 2.1)F (22)94 7 Hog AR A3 44 2Y (2.1)+ ol B (3.1)8) ww
33, 23 (2.2)& ok 2% (3.2)) windth AAE AASAF GHEI(R.1)[EH(3.1))
= —2(U(EF((3.1)) - U(RB(2.1))E ol83tn, FA= AREAF GHEZ(22)|29(3.2))
=-2(1(2¥(3.2)) - U(EW(2.2)))& o1&t A7M UL 2 29 Hj 21¢% e o
FJrLﬂD} Gis} Git 47 SAE o R AFE 8¢ FH|AFEEZE 2D E o] & o] fatd 7HA

Ho® AA %t

03 -
/\ =
25

Logit{Pr(Y; = 1)} = 8o, i=1,...,n. (3.1)
Logit{Pr(Yi=1)} = Bo+ 1}y, i=1,...,n (3.2)

3
28 312 F A7 mE FAA F9E iRt £xo) e B2 E Vehdt. 53
A7 FAE NEFAAS] E2oAAE o)NFFAA N biallele)§ T3 917] vf#ol ‘SNP = 1’9
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0.9 1 o8t
0.8F q 0.8
0.7} 1 07F

a 0.6 1 w 06

< <

2 k<]

t <]

2 g

3 3

a a

Loci, Group=1
1
0.9+
0.8}
0.71 0.7}
@ 0.6} P 061
<] S
505 =
a a
o [
% 04t & o4t
0.3
0.2
¢}

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Haplotypes, Group=1 Haplotypes, Group=2

03 3.1. S AP M2 LMK FYY YRHA SNP = 19| £Z 9 AN 2%

2o eIt §A2 HHE 12 BAEAL [ =13 1= 22] SNPEE 27 A2 23, F AF
A 7t PFAR (T 2)9] ¥)1&L vas] BY ¢9 o] ARSLE A7 29] v go] A7AD
1(baseline) 2] v]-&XH Tt} ’SX} ZolAth(EE AR, | = 39] SNP+= ¢9] Ftoll &4 glo] + A+ A
o 7 YA 1(EE 2)9 vge] 2ok 3 DAY h, ho, hs, ha, hs, he®] EE= ¢ ol A
AFE YA A7 298] vgo] AFHD 18] Wl Rt} YA} FopR| 2L, uAF hrt hed] £E
£ 2ok itz A Ak

F 322 72 fAR A9 NA AP FAAY folA ABE AR EF 2.1)F 2F (22)9 A1F 2/E
€ 1,000 wHE o] AL Ajolrt. 1Y 314 Y AN | =13} 1 = 200 AFs= EAE
M2 FARE 432 53 gtk RR = 14 v F I @8 Ec] 27] W2l AllF 2%-%01
A F AN  $ ok 284 ¢ ol FESE F AR B2 go] o)A
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H 3.2. ZI STX ZA0M HEREAL K204 dds st 28 (2.1) ‘HTR'Z 28 (2.2) ‘eHTR'2| H1E 2FE,
Ut 814 = 1,000
q
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

l RR  Se(Sp) HTR eHTR HTR eHTR HTR eHTR HTR eHTR
1.00 0.051 0.051 0.038 0.043 0.040 0.047 0.017 0.048

0.95 0.043 0.043 0.041 0.044 0.029 0.043 0.023 0.043

1 0.90 0.037 0.040 0.048 0.051 0.034 0.048 0.017 0.046

0.80 0.055 0.054 0.050 0.051 0.033 0.033 0.021 0.038

1.00 0.043 0.041 0.159 0.040 0.491 0.053 0.887 0.046

L 0.95  0.039 0.039 0.167  0.057 0.526  0.075 0.890  0.100
0.90 0.044 0.044 0.146 0.067 0.514 0.126 0.890 0.232

0.80 0.059 0.056 0.177 0.108 0.513 0.267 0.901 0.523

1.00  0.049  0.052 0.337  0.046 0.888  0.053 0.999  0.046

0.95 0.058 0.054 0.306 0.054 0.866 0.122 0.999 0.184

3 0.90  0.063  0.062 0.300  0.089 0.861  0.231 0.998  0.497

0.80 0.058 0.056 0.301 0.177 0.863 0.551 0.999 0.896

1.00 0.052 0.052 0.047 0.055 0.031 0.042 0.013 0.035

1 0.95 0.044 0.045 0.046 0.054 0.032 0.050 0.015 0.039

0.90 0.050 0.050 0.049 0.053 0.032 0.048 0.016 0.044

0.80 0.055 0.056 0.042 0.042 0.041 0.049 0.017 0.033

1.00  0.053  0.053 0.168  0.044 0.532  0.056 0.904  0.050

9 9 0.95 0.046 0.042 0.162 0.066 0.504 0.057 0.911 0.099
0.90 0.060 0.064 0.160 0.069 0.568 0.127 0.890 0.240

0.80  0.043  0.046 0.170  0.096 0.500  0.263 0.913  0.545

1.00  0.049  0.046 0.302  0.058 0.865  0.042 0.999  0.060

3 095  0.045  0.047 0.332  0.069 0.866  0.111 0.998  0.192

0.90 0.066 0.059 0.324 0.082 0.873 0.212 0.999 0.491

0.80  0.049 0.055 0.309  0.179 0.842  0.487 1.000  0.901

1.00 0.052 0.052 0.052 0.052 0.049 0.049 0.059 0.059

1 0.95 0.047 0.047 0.058 0.057 0.059 0.058 0.037 0.038

0.90  0.042  0.042 0.052  0.052 0.042  0.043 0.057  0.059

0.80 0.039 0.040 0.044 0.043 0.050 0.050 0.050 0.049

1.00 0.048 0.056 0.041 0.042 0.053 0.053 0.042 0.043

5 9 0.95  0.057  0.055 0.048  0.047 0.045  0.044 0.039  0.039
0.90  0.042 0.044 0.056  0.051 0.048  0.044 0.049  0.045

0.80  0.050 0.047 0.049  0.047 0.048  0.048 0.059  0.059

1.00 0.042 0.048 0.058 0.062 0.047 0.046 0.041 0.047

5 0.95 0051 0.051 0.048  0.049 0.049  0.041 0.048  0.043

0.90  0.054 0.057 0.047  0.052 0.051  0.051 0.048  0.057

080  0.051 0.050 0.041  0.040 0.055  0.057 0.060  0.062

uf 2ol olof tha BAE 3R & Y (2.1)2 FA B4AQ FAo) Ak oo nE B (2.2)=
2y Bedo)Au Se(Sp)9l @ol oW BF 287k AA Sl WE o)z Ash o 2
479l 4] Btk RR = 2,39 w)i RR = 1¢ wlg} wj$ Th2 E4¢ Zop2 £ 3lth. RRo] 7
Aol et 7 A AW B vlg o] v gt 7] W) HFARY K4 AAANA A7
230 W 9PAdo] e & Atk AAE 2F (21)2 ¢ = 029 o A1FE 2 HSo] 15-18%(RR
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H 3.3. ddiAge Rold AAE 2% 28 (2.1) ‘HTR'Y 28 (2.2) ‘eHTR’2| M18 @F &, ¥=E34 = 1,000

q
0.1 0.2 0.3 04

RR  Se(Sp) HTR  eHTR HTR eHTR HTR eHTR HTR eHTR
1.00 0.056 0.056 0.041 0.044 0.043 0.054 0.036 0.054

1 0.95 0.057 0.060 0.048 0.048 0.062 0.066 0.040 0.052
0.90 0.046 0.046 0.050 0.052 0.042 0.047 0.045 0.054

0.80 0.052 0.054 0.041 0.044 0.032 0.038 0.044 0.047

1.00 0.048 0.048 0.125 0.037 0.427 0.048 0.859 0.064

9 0.95 0.053 0.050 0.109 0.051 0.418 0.057 0.848 0.095
0.90 0.056 0.057 0.154 0.068 0.424 0.106 0.833 0.163

0.80 0.045 0.042 0.140 0.080 0.429 0.196 0.841 0.429

1.00 0.044 0.043 0.281 0.049 0.859 0.056 0.999 0.062

3 0.95 0.055 0.054 0.296 0.076 0.880 0.097 0.999 0.156
0.90 0.054 0.061 0.276 0.106 0.862 0.171 1.000 0.390

0.80 0.057 0.058 0.297 0.153 0.864 0.449 0.999 0.880

= 2), 30-34%(RR = 3) A=olct. I¥dl ¢ = 03,04 W A1F 2FEo] o2t B AFch
2y (22)% BY 2.1)7 BN E A1F L5780 PR RPAT 2 (2.1)9 A1F 258
Bk g2 Asith JA7FY 38 Alo] PRox EFSHL BY (2.2)A4 A1F L/ 2
A 3= 2L Se(Sp)Y kol Aot wet BR LF7F FA golvy] wiRolth o] ARERE &
F & A2 SNPo| 7128 BA-th2F ABY AFoA ARG F3}o] dis FRE 21 Yt
AT 1 o] FF 247 EAFY, § UAE(501E)7F 10] opUd, A1F LFEol A=A ¢
Erhe Aotk AARE 7FediA FAAT AT F3el i3 & 27 A glodw, & U
T(E0|=)7} 1019, ¢ ol A flo] ¥ (22)& A1FE 2780 & 239+E Ae® Yehyrt
1 =39 Q& dPFAZE ¢ ol BA glo) F AFHDY 27 FE3HA 7] wfF] Sp(Se) o]
ol A1E £ Hgo] YL A o, EF RRo| 1HT}H 2 k& =t AR Hy stollAs i
TR} o] A= YA 7] Rl F EY BF A1F 2580 F 2AHU

£ 3.32 AR F94 2RE A% 2¥ 2.1)F 2.2)9 AllF L7585 1,000 wHEstd 42
Aoty B (2.1)2 A7 37 AV (g = 0.1) B ARG F37) SR F A7HSG
o] A4 94 vge] ZoW(RR = 1) AlIF LFE&S 2 2 Aoz vepgth a3y 7 AT
©el Ay WA Hlgo] A B8 B=(RR = 2 T 3) YA FEO) o7t ALSE(S, ¢of g
o] AYFE) A1F LFE0) FA 2AHA g 222 UEyth AAZE ¢ = 028 e AlF 2
£80] 11-15%(RR = 2), 28-30%(RR = 3), ¢ = 0.3 wl= 42-43%(RR = 2), 86-88%(RR = 3),
g = 049 uj+: 83-86%(RR = 2), 100%(RR = 3)& Zrz} vehygct mebi 28 (2.1)9) 7|23 &
WA fo4 A3 APl AT AR ALNE EFET A7 F37) FHRA &
Ag o A1F L{E] BE FY5E o) uj¢ AXNE BAE AT 5 A}tk 88 7Y (2.2)%
2y (2.1)F viAAR ARG F371 QUAHg = 0.1) B+ I7HD S37F EAE 7 9FA
wel Ay 24 vlgo] ZoWRR = 1) AlF 25 T 2AT 5 JAch = F A7V 2
3 g vgo] 2T (RR = 2 E+ 3) dulAB £27) e ERgkk(g = 0.2, 0.3 E& 04) U7
T(E0)E)7} 1o|H(F, & 287 god) 28 (2.1)7 28 A1FE L7580 2 2AF Ut 2y
T Ay A W v gol th2n duiAY 227} o uf £F% S/ 7F S8 (Se(Sp) = 0.95,
0.9, 0.8) AILF LF&o] F 2= FAAL 2 (21)Y AFE 2FE 2= ER 24 vehid
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o, E 3.29] SNPo| 7|28 BA-tz2e AT ATolA ARE AHY QAAFe) A2 BT
2 QB ATANE ATHD 2ol e ARES 2T JTEARE 1 S0 BS 03 2AH
AFRL AW S QT Tt AT S0 B BS 23 A glow AFAD 7 WY
@4 Hlgol WilAYe] B2} A= tharh s oo BA glo) BY (22): A1F L5ES
2 B gk

4. DE
M2 A2 AXNE B3 THoRA BA-HRTE 018 B 242 A8E FHAY
SAA BAE0l golstal, =3 FAA AoA #F FHAY AAE FL2 FFAA BAske Ao

7hs 8] ol ol ARt gtk ey BAdRE A3 AFE A F3R

P 22 EAREES 2 Ytk & 3.2004 AFE AAE TR KA A obRH BA Y} gk
A ts EFE A7 D] AW 24 ugolt P RAAL] B2 dol8-F AT L

o4 2rh AR FFe] dUTh

SNPe| 7|23 SAl-tfz2 Ad Aol AxPD FI2 A% A F4E HZ 37 A8} Devlin}
Roeder (1999) 7} #] ¢+3} Genomic control{GC) 4 2} Pritchard 5 (2000a, 2000b), Satten 5 (2001),
Zhu 5 (2002), Hoggart 5 (2003)°] A<+t Structured association(SA) o] ¥z AMEHT o}
A3 Aol (e EAA] it Armitage?] F¥4 274 (Armitage, 1955)2 AMHL2E At
=7} 19 Fro|Alg BEE wetof =], AT 357 oW ARBA Y gho] HEZ Kot A
At} Devlini} Roeder (1999)+ ©] B4 A7 (variance inflation factor)& $A3}] Armitaged]
AN AABTASEE £ PHE AdeATt. SAE GCE VA E FE A3 dA@ge] ¢l
B ZXAEE o83t A7 AEY JAFAEE S, 4 AFFD HollA a3 4
AlFs AV = 1 235E SAFLE Y= ol (Pritchard 5, 2000a, 2000b). Satten
(2001)2 A}s)3tel RokoliA] FAMSE whe HENE Rol= AASE ITE3) 317 98 g 2ol1 9]
Latent-class ¥P8-& A L3ch AAZE 2 749 AP e R F35 0] JeXE REV] wjie
Zhu % (2002)2 1 /H5-§ F33ks & AG6ct. Hoggart 5 (2003)-2 7|€9 = ¥ o)A
SHbHS A WS At

SHE dujAl S 0] 83 BA-viRT Y E4CA 7P dE] ARSEE PH2 SAS/Genetic (SAS
Institute, 2002)2} R (http://www.R-project.org) 3 2 24 ZE oA A o148 =
= Zaykin 5 (2002)°] A¢Hs HTR Mot & 3.3904 452 A% HTR 23 73w &
slof} we DE-E ZMA dok. B AFelAE olF HAs7] A% ¢ WHLE HTR B AU+
e ARE F713l eHTR B F-& Adesict HlE 2™HoA& o] RH/RAAE F422 F 7}
2l AREE AP T v WY A A multiple allele)-& Zr= A2 &4 4 ot 719 ¢
o9 g FAZ AN A 72 HHEFAA A, B, CE Zeriy Ak o] uf, 7153 f-AAHL
67121011(%, AA, AB, AC, BB, BC, CC), 7Fs3 9uld 32 3712 0tH(F, A, B, C). & 343
of thg3he LuiA Y 2 LA ERE, npekA AR o] AN O|HE By (2.1)F B (2.2)9
=239 AAREHE D = (1,0,0022 B3, §HAFe] ‘AB’, ‘AC’, ‘BB’, ‘BC’, ‘CC’e1d #7t
D’ = (0.5,0.5,0), D' = (0.5,0,0.5), D’ = (0,1,0), D’ = (0,0.5,0.5), D’ = (0,0,1)2.2 He}c}.
, 27 o139 ME thE A2 F90 dE o HERARAE o83 AP dEME T
F iy o g o] Jhsditt Ro4dd Ade o3 A F37 AXw & AFFEE €1 9
i H3E o HTR 282 Al 2788 & 288A ZRAA W £ A7 A<t eHTR 282
A1F LFEE I 23 222 veigth 28y TR (Se|x)7t ol meH &, £§ &

e ol mo rfr

o |
z o

r
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7} Al wie}h) eHTR 2R E A1F /8] B8 fFA¢E 2o AXL FFe] et 23 A7
A F3o] A3 ARE 22 YA EE O S #F5 227 EAFE JFE 9317 offoke
A& G F AU gutdo® UPgEe} ol Lﬁ?fl— 480l Y7] wgell VHEE Eol= B}
iﬂl AU Sol=g Wzt o 3A & 5 YA olo] WE o] 2FPo] Tledte] B AFdAE=

stict g, B Ao AT S317F DefAl g fo4d A
< 51 YA ALE /0] XA E AT AT AN F 239
7‘;‘7&?—% Hli"}%it}. o] E 3 3.1004 27N LuRAIH FollA hrit hs-& 119 E (high risk) Lwix]
For BHota, 3 9 AP AAE (low risk) dvjA P02 ERIAC} 2P Ay 2
TE ® 319 e AFFD 19 B2} Zo] AR, B LujAFe BEE: 2 =4 (odds
ratio; OR) & z&lste] dAsigrt. mojado) 38 ORL 1, 1.2, 1.65°|9, ‘OR = ' AR7A
o A, 2 8 At AN THE uiAE S JHE 227 g2 Bt 247 1.24), 1.654)
£ A9l At Al1F 2FEo) 2AHE 27 oA AP E 3] Y8 Ad7FD 137 29
Nz B REE 24 393, 1,000 2AE S 3 2 27 oARd AANY F 239
AARYL A9 22 Ao YEIHTH(‘OR = 1.20]9¥, 23 Y = 31-32%, ‘OR=1.65'°]" A3H =
91-92%).

B A7 YUY 2AHE B AARYE) BT QB AN AT 237} 24 o

AFEol gl 2BE A B AL EF £/ Sdulol drke Holth FF AtelAe o4y
FALH o) i SAClA AltE BHES 27F-E&L HlwstnR e I F2FHE YuiH Pl 723 3

A2z AV AT BES2A B,
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Abstract

Population stratification can cause spurious associations between genetic markers and disease locus. In
order to handle this population stratification in haplotype-based case-control association studies, we added
population indicators as covariates to the haplotype trend regression model proposed by Zaykin et al.
(2002). We investigated through simulations how both population stratification and measurement error
in the estimation of true population of each individual affect type I error probabilities of the association
tests based on both Zaykin et al’s (2002) model and the proposed model. Based on those results, in the
situation that there exists population stratification but there is no error in population classification of
each individual, our proposed model does satisfy a type I error probability whereas Zaykin et al.’s (2002)
model does not. However, as the measurement error increases, a type I error probability of our model
correspondingly becomes larger than a nominal significance level. It implies that as long as uncertainty
in the estimation of true population of each individual still remains, it is nearly impossible to avoid false
positive in case-control association studies based on haplotypes.

Keywords: Population stratification, spurious association, false positive, haplotype trend test, measure-

ment error.
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