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HOl(dummy) H-Z2 &80t

CI= Q1AL A1 54 (MDR) 2

OlHI! - 0|5 22

(20084 122 T4, 20094 28 X&)

7198 wESH W thEeA A F4(MDR) HEE ARSSigTh
MDR W2 M-tz dolgowt Bg & £ gt B =ElAe 4% f% dolHolz 2 & & U+ 9
v (dummy) W45 43 MDR WS 47430, ofgd o3 B 399 F8 AAAA] SAEEH (longis-
simus muscle dorsi area: LMA), %A% (carcass cold weight: CWT), 4G5 * A Z(average daily gain: ADG)el
FgL F= $ FAR GLD7IHH A (SNP) & FEshcth

sARYe) 4eAg AHE B
o)

mﬁﬂﬂ

20{: MDR, H0l(pbumMmY) P15, SNP, 5t ZAiEE.
1. ME
SAEYY 43S VG RYoR MYRY 2L He BAX Y2 AsdgTh T £24
o 2o Wa dolEel A% W} We A9 AEES 2P0 BoplnE 33 248 45H
Fo) e AT 2L BFAE Aol olE + ATk A TEAA 1A F44Y (Ritchie 5,
2001; Chung %, 2005), 23 23 29 (Nelson 5, 2001), A28 £& by (Culverhouse =, 2004)
5ol Ay AR R A3 ALe AR PHEE A Ack 53] thEdA A S4(MDR)

= =
L AT A e WEe = Al hes /YT hlgh-order Aol o
oElE Ei3 #AE ¥ 4 99tk MDR #hye A GRS 2dE vEs Eﬂ S
HEE ‘high’ J o7 ‘low J e g &
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o Aolg vlwalel WA high' AV ow AVLE LR YIS 2L, oIF £l 243
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= Hui5s 883 MDR WS 278 okg# 2 AFolAe
=2 343 MDR 942 53] 399 AAF A SA A (longissimus muscle dorsi area: LMA),
T 4] % (carcass cold weight: CWT), 2% F(average daily gain: ADG)dll &S F& 5 4
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2. oj¢+E #8838 MDR 2
2.1. AR

H A7 golels @293 /& AFRLsdA AdsEgln 16grand-sire half-sibs families 25
E‘] 22059 %ol 2 FAFHART. 99 37 AAPAQ E4DEH (longissimus muscle dorsi
area: LMA), E3|% (carcass cold weight: CWT), 4354 ZF(average daily gain: ADG)2 EE F1
Ao 2 RE A AL FFEAETFHHALY ) wet SAHAY.
A7 2AE AR A(EAEF, SALFA, S4GEE, dFSAF, IWALE)F 9l A
= SNP u}A (marker)Eo] Qui7}& o)A B71soj A AY AL gt} (Barendse 5, 2004; Page &,
2004). wjeld & AFo)A= EST-based SNP A#AE (Snelling 5, 2005)0) 4 Kim 5 (2003)°] £
3 78 HolA e G 69l 9x13F TR QTLS ILSTS0359 22 Azl Y= SNPE T T3
A3o] e SNP(19-1, 18.4, 28_2)& o183t

0
Hudss 13y ASE o)RoA M4E 7 WFE Uehie AA BFEE 2T Es5E Yud
53 Baugel #AE mﬂv}ﬂﬂr NZ3= £A
Avey) g8 Agdrt. & B AFolA ARgst
A4y AR B9 N2 Jrﬂl gz %
st H43ke Wyoln, olm) EPW4r B3y A8 A4S BFY SPALE VIEHUFE A
(B3 ¢ - )7y HupEsz 76-45]’0:] FARAE Alﬁﬂ‘}ﬂl At gupdse FepEe s
W29} AxshE A9 12 UHAE 002 F9se] Frh JEEC] AFARA FxdFd A
(YY) 2719) SNP2| 3ol 23 9719 HF(AAAA, AAAT, AATT .,GGTT)& /A& =3
2o} thE AATHE =7 93 GOTTHZRE 712822 3o fupdsg Aodsid 4 U3 2
o] B9 & 4 glon, A (2.2)¢} Zo] IARYL AU}

B AAAAQY B%,

AAAA = (2.1)
0, AAAAZ}oKd A%,

1, AAATQ AL,
AAAT = e
0, AAAA7}opd H$,
cear = 4 b W3 GGATQ 3%,
0, AAAA7}oRd AL,

Y=0+5X1+BXe+ -+ PsXs+e (2.2)

WeE ZHSY 7 215 gt
2
=2

23 HARAGA 2 grless] HAASE AZYe 2 ool
29 RRA)E etk (RE2, 2006). WA CulRss] BeloA

J4oa A7) el Aole] AETe Aol T T 4 Atk
@] B4A5s Atidos $2 AU B Ages BRIl o
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T 2.1. 90O HEl2 LEH SNPZRE OFHOI CTHSE CiDjH 4ol 23

deg
EES X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 X6 X7 X8
AAAA 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AAAT 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
AATT 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
AGAA 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
AGAT 0 0 0 ) 1 0 0 0
AGTT 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
GGAA 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
GGAT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
GGTT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
A2 1 @3y SPAE (B9 5 - DA dupigr Agsitt
Az 2. 718E 2Edt W 4 UFe JARYE A4t
Al 3.z Ao 3 IAALT Y52 okt ZE e JHAE AAAT T 4 32 HAE F
AAF2] MA4E high_count, T & 7He AAFE HN+E low-countBil X F .
5L FYFTE aF 71F0E FT AolE AANEA 22 FF WE7}F the HFol vl 4
gHog g2 TS e 7AXA HE $(high-count) 9 AHA R e FHUS P
ZHAA == 4=(low_count)E 2] n]glct

Fx} 4. high_count$} low_countE W] 3}e] high_count”} low_count 2t} Z v} 22w ‘high’3oh
o7 Zod ow AL g HESIr)

Aok 22 S AR 3 ol WFER o]Foin AukS ‘high'd} ‘low’ F 74} Adox FRAG.

23290 Huli4E B o235 H&@% o}l MDR W& A@Aze] Hgste] B3
18 7% @

v}

2

FF

2.3. [o|¥4= 225 MDR 9h

AYARY SNP HASL 47 3709 MR o|FoiA gov, o9 2% UP?% 9] SNP(19.1)*SNP
28_

(18_4), SNP(19_1)*SNP(28_2), SNP(18_4)*SNP(28_2)%= 77t 97jo] W&g ojfoiAgla, HEW
9 AAYE ol @Y Am2 ool 4ok thehd MDR 3 a%am 990 222014
4708 HulEss B8 oLl Pue Aestarh £ dolee] £ 220%2 SNPEY 59

Z+ o 9749 u?%‘é 2w 7z celle) W=7} w2 EAY 0] 2 7}:”01 k. ol& sHAs

71918 2= ¥H (Efron#} Tibshirani, 1993) AH3stgtt. 2 A8 WS 329 2137 tha9

Azg 2T 4 9}

A 1. AA doleE 257 WS §3 10749 tlolg 4l wheth

A2k 2. 10709 diolHA F 970E £AE dolgAe R F5a 1718 FA 8 deoleez g

A 3. N7|9) SNP npAERRE k79 SNPRE vl F hvhE A=git)

A3 4. AHE SNPxE vpAolA SNP2F nl# Zzbe 28 7122 NAEY 28-S s
AT 228004 2T HupisrHes dedy SARPS At 27 34
HoA Hulgige] s F3E AAAF(VE v AR

N



438 0lNY, 0lZ2

Factor Eé@mﬁmmﬁ 1
I B
SNP2 Regressionm&eﬁi g
)

SHPTISNDY

SRFLSNEY

SNP2SNP3

tow  Call Plus count Mmm_vcm

i B 3
Foctors ASE 4 g 2
1.3 5732
1.2 5802 %
2,3 5802 9 2 ¢
0% 2.1, 3t22| ZMEE ol Ho|¥i+S 285 MDR Yol lgnd
3E FAeoz SNP2F v} Z 28 AR oz o] dFE "Xe AA high’ 1F
29] 4L vX = A low IESE BRI}

A 5. k719 SNP2E vhA Ao g FA4 dlolElMlelA 4] (2.3)F Zo] F7AIFLAHASE)E
Fato] 28 2.1004 33 ASEY] ko] b3 A& SNP13} SNP39| 2% wAE A4 gt

AA 6. B2} 594 ARE SNPY 2% upAE 402 AR S vio|el 2835 A5 J4AF
2 AH(P-ASE)& T3t}

n N;
Shzgh - Z Ihzghl Z Yis — yz 3 Slow = Z Ilow (7/) Z Yi; — ﬁizy
i=1 7=1

j=1
Nrigh = ZIhigh(i) - N;, Nigw = Zflow(i) <N
i=1 i=
. 1, i{cell) € high group, 1, i{cell) € low group,
Tnign(6) = { (cell) € high group Tiow(i) = { (cell) group
0, ow, 0, o.w,

(ne 8R4, No: 0879 B2 5),

720 9ol Be) B (EAR doleAT AHE HolEAe] AL F8 ZAAR)AM e 107)
9] ASES} P-ASEQ] HFE 8] 2 3o 7F¢ ¥e AL 94 2dz Asit} (Bastone 5, 2004). 1
27 LolA 78 2tzke) ASEE ol 4stel TAPRAYE(CVO)E Tkl oA 109 WHE (R
A87) A8 @ w2 ARl 2 mdo] 94 wdz MeE A4olt} (Chung 5, 2005). A
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ASES} P-ASES] ito] 71 Wa CVC7} 713 &2 gk 7HAe 2¥ o] ¢4 SNP wpAolth. w5

=

MDR el 9Ja] %4 SNP vl#7F ARE g%}, MDR #hgel oa 544 foide 80 & < %)

O webd £9 232 B9 A fO4L gEe gtk 24304 w4 247 23l o4 ]
.

>

2.4.

2 d7olME thed Zate] whek &8 AR5 ATt (Good, 2000).

2a 1 AT M A - 2339 AXE B3 AR 25 SNP upA7 BA] A 4FH
ol glt.

AR 2. AR 7149 24 - £40) A SAFLE ‘high' 159 FFS 4™, AAW SNP ¥

7ol o) ‘high' 2152l WFol TE2 tloHE AR MRS W) Bek Bohd AARA 9
o] QIrkn BB}

Ol HXK
=

oo

r4>

Az 3. BEAQ BAF AL - 72 AAZA volH(ARE HolE)E HudsE 883 MDR 23
of o5 AHE ‘high’ I8 ‘low’ TELE o| B3] X7 F ‘high’ 252 B A4teich

AAt 4. 1%‘191 A3t A G o] FAZF A4t - T 25 dHolHE nl TF B FE5H] L
5 & WAT & 7t ‘high’ 789 B 73t o BHFE 10,0008 vHESHc}

KeJR N
x5 2E - 74 o EAeer Y3 2 712y Ad ‘ﬂhﬁ}"q Monte Carlo®] #2|&5& %
o

TEth é b 247 L 109 A bﬂ(loﬂu A4 oyt f3BEES) Baws T
sto] foleFrn Zod ARH $-5 SNP w7} AA F2 G| ke 7Hde A9
Lis=g

= T

919} < A& £5 MDR bl s} 498 SNP vhAe] ojs) folge Fastel des A
P2y H

3.1. (O|¥42t MDR 2812 261 20 2ot

Z7F Fo) AL 229F 8 o] 83t SAURAS 2AF, dBSA P

9} A3 AL F3lo| Fete] Qotr 7] 9] ANOVARF O 23 27} A5ago| gt T ZF 5
ARCZ F98 xpol7} YA ggrem shue] Fadto) g A2 SNP(19.1) vHA 7t & 3ABR
o ths) EARoE 98 (£EE 0.047, 0.020, 0.035) }ebgT} (Leeg} Kim, 2009). AT 5
2= 399 AAPA] AL F= AR} WY SNPRAA7L obd o7 7je] Hxhsk SNPRHA}

o) AT Agol ¥ JPL Sty B Y} o]EL ¥IE] A AT AL ¥ EFHH A%KY o
olElol] A& & 4 & tjuldSE 43 MDR S A&53ith

SAYEA, 225, 4BEA Bl thal SNPY] 23| tiale] 1.229] dA} 2~69 AFL 10¥ ¥Hg

34 L& ASES} P-ASE] B3} 1099 w4 A U2 g 7€ CVCE 73 2= 4

7+ % 3.1, 3.29} 7o) Jpehich.

3.2% 2349 AL 109 WES 5 zhzte] SNP2F whAo] g ASES} P-ASES] H7
grolty. <2< mdle s3F ASES HF P-ASEV) 7} @2 AL Adsed 99 % 31

Bl SNP Ao that EFo|AE SNP(19.1) WA ASEZ} SAGEAT =5, ¢
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rE o ki
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E 3.1, SATON, CHE, ALSH0 (fF SNP T30l B2 ASESH B P-ASE 2t
EAEHA =R 5 AGSAF
2924 SNP w3 ASE  P_ASE ASE  P_ASE ASE  P_ASE
SNP(lQ_ 1) 59.051 58.501 1089.17 1085.70 007311 .007269
1 SNP(18_4) 60.548 60.039 1102.76 1095.87 .007465 007427
SNP(28_ 2) 60.652 60.139 1103.75 1100.68 .007463 007423
SNP(10.1)*SNP(18.4)  58.351 58043 108012 1070.78 007243 .007242
2 SNP(19_ 1)*SNP(28_ 2) 57.793 57.429 1043.67 1031.85 .006990 .006947
SNP(18_4)*SNP(28_2) 59.110 59.239 1077.68 1075.50 .007302 .007263
E 3.2, SAUWE, SHE, YYBEHM0 (et SNP Z8te| CVC At
R SNP oA CFETE =A% aEAT
SNP(19_ 1) 10 10 10
1 SNP(18.4) 0 0 0
SNP(28.2) 0 0 0
SNP(19.1)*SNP(184) 0 0 0
2 SNP(19.1)*SNP(28_2) 10 10 10
SNP(18.4)*SNP(28.2) 0 0 0

£ 3.3. FZ @20 ol MEE SNP =0l Uhsh <2 248 21

=4 34 2%

SNP v} +A&E @
SATHA =AF dGEA =
SNP(19-1) 0.03506 0.04574 0.03579
SNP(19_1)*SNP(28_2) 0.00214 0.01125 0.00255

2| A Ztzh 59.051, 1089.17, 0.0073312 7P¢ A Yepgom SNPRE viAdl thd EFAA=
SNP(19_1)*SNP(28_2) v}A <] ASE7} SAUAAD T3, dFEAFAAA 22t 57.793, 1043.67,
0.0069902.2 713 A ety welbd 9o FFH AAPA dFE F= 2UL i
SNP w}A el thdt Edche F 719 SNPERE wpAd) o3 a7t o grkes 22 ¢ + Aok o
Lo F 329 CVCAAE 49xW she] SNP ulAdAE SNP(19.1) WA 1022 713 &7
UEltow SNPRE upA oA+ SNP(19.1)*SNP(28_2) wtA 7}t 4zt 1022 71 A Yebgrh o
2tA] ko] ATt} o] FFE B SNP(19_1)*SNP(28_2) A7} 713 ¢33 SNP upA =2 AA=H
t}. MDR %gols A" SNP ulAES |48 &7 98 ¢4 AR 274E 3.2") el

3.2. &Y AH A
A4, TAF, 49 AF dal 2 298 239 fo)4e A% A% £ B (‘Good
(2000)7 0] ANAIF AAE F8)S AAIS E 3.3 Zo] Yepdoh

SAYER, ©AF, 99SAH 2F shie 294 93 &3¢ SNP(19.1)3} F 7o) 2FHeje] &
7421 SNP(19.1)*SNP(28.2)7F 2l 817 yehton, Z2g9ele] &35} o 98 veheh. wet
A o] FRHA AAPAo) FFE F& 24 s} SNPo) the EHHTh: SNPS) 23 9
& 2371 o Wk A2 A5
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UL E B8ste] o2 HolHow &4 7Fssh MDR #Wie] EAAS sdstglen #8144
2 AL 5T A4S U] H8) A5 HolER o)FoR 399 BAFE dolEed A
43t 2otk duwsE 843 MDR Wil A-43te] ASE, P_ASE, CVC, €€ 242 53 £
A%t A3 &Y SNP upAel A SNP(19-1) vhA7E eh¢o] ZA R A 43 ol F3len, F A
o] SNP2E v oAl SNP(19.1)*SNP(28_2) ut# 7} g9 AAF Al 9L 7P el F& 2
o2 yehgtd, =3k SNP(19.1) A} SNP(19.1)*SNP(28_2) 1A 2] ASES} P-ASEE v g 4
3} SNP(19.1) m}# ¢l libe] $AAke] EFMTH= SNP(19.1)*SNP(28_2) upA9} Zo] 2ol o3
FREA 90 AAFHol o Be T F= AXYS Bk ol9} o] HuHsE B3
MDR ¥iel 2AEE 23 A8 ATAoR ¢z on, &9 AARAN 9Fge F&
4 §-RAF SNP(19.1)*SNP(28_2) v}AES F 934t}
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Multifactor Dimensionality Reduction(MDR)
Anaysis by Dummy Variables
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Abstract
Multiple genes interacting is a difficult due to the limitations of parametric statistical method like as logistic
regression for detection of gene effects that are dependent solely on interactions with other genes and with
environmental exposures. Multifactor dimensionality reduction{MDR) statistical method by dummy vari-
ables was applied to identify interaction effects of single nucleotide polymorphisms(SNPs) responsible for
longissimus mulcle dorsi area(LMA), carcass cold weight(CWT) and average daily gain(ADG) in a Hanwoo
beef cattle population.

Keywords: Dummy variables, MDR, SNP, Hanwoo economic traits.
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