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£ RIS Folo] CART del 5% 389 848 50 U520 959 G4t 27k
T, Y AR YL wPo R AA A HolHo] Ag el 99 AAF Ao TS T 94 G4
e F st

B2 BN

328 o 2 5@% i A7t XW‘E] At
= A Aol tE F830] & AR
= o g thchle (2001)3 Chung 5 (2005)°] %01 2} 28 % 4 (Multifactor Dimensionality
Reduction; MDR)WPH-& AlAI8H L, o] BAH A7 2H Atel-tiR=E o] 23}4E ol o] efof| vt 4§ 7}
=3} MDR®] &S B ¢3}17] 8 A] CART €128]& (Davuluri 5, 2000)-S 831 239 thEelx}
2} %4 (Expanded MDR; E-MDR, Lee 5, 2008)°] A ¢ it} 1A% E-MDRE] A4 ol tis) A
L AR7A AZ= wl Q)

weba] & Aol A= E-MDRYEH S 32 4528 23] Aol thsk 9% 7&’@*’4% el
st7] sl YA S St HAH(Powen)= B7ISH3ATE 71E€9 MDRYH S A Q1517
8l AREE AFEE e 2, o dlolH oA A HE Bt S8l vlole o] Fx ot 7hAlg
£ t27 sto] v APS sigith & 2o Aol /\FQLQ AR5 ¥7F SE=2+= Bush (2008)
—0] MDRHuM ] H7} 258 AR 3 ‘detection’ 2 AFR 3o, o] AT LS A= Wby o)
BE ATAEY 23tolA ZgetA Addsh=rtel st 53 2 EEEF— g & RodYolA A9
3 1709) 23S Duht H&sHA A (detection) 3F=A] of] T3 A B (accuracy) S & 1| 3T} o] 2|3t
‘detection’ o] th&Fsh= FE =] H7HE F3lA F2l= E-MDR¥H ] AR H S ERlsgitt. ok
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274 ¥o] 2918 E-MDRS] WS A4 S50l Agste] B90) 57 AFhE AAY el B
Ashe S5 A 2L A HAL

WA 2ol 4B 4G EFE F9 5 ¥E A MDRH} E-MDR
3golA e R A@E B34 E-MDRE] A4 FrRITh 4ol A s ol
MDRe] & Al @ Asie] Agstol 241920
Ao oA BT AE P A7) AAHLS AN AL,

48 7b53 MDRAH S Hesto] A<y Azols 2837 9)
3 ASHE W 0 24 CARTH ] 45 B (impurity function)§ AH§-5to] o618 |28} o
24 443 Ao MDRYWE 488 5 Y5 AN 7Helch

ofele] AAHst 1FL ALY Amol the EMDRIHS) 4§74 Mol Zeh

Step 1. HloJE|E Ad oz 10709 28 278 Yerh 283l 2 % 9702 training seto 2 170S
testing set &2 F11, 7] g A sich

Step 2. EE SNPZHE k7)2] SNPZF 5 31 -E A= gic).
Step 3. A EAE SNPZ 3§l A SNPQ| ZF &2 7|22 3l 7| A 52 multifactor classes T+ cellso]] 7]

t‘s

H

SolA k = 2% A, SNPE 3709 ¢T£E sojgleng 3° = 9719 Ag 7}
el el AA BAel Fogk 7ler)

Step 4. CARTHY 9] B % 3=(impurity function)S AF&3lo] A3 2185 o) &3} st} & 2
Hgo) B 2F0| high7t H1, o] $& 2F 0| low?} B

Step 5. k-factor Z3}o]| t) &} training setol] A FE BR% 1S9 H A5 2 XH(ASE; average squared
error) 7}, testing setol] ThsA] o|=H B A5 2 XHP_ASE; prediction average error)S o}z 2]
2] (2.1)3} o] F3ic}

Step 6. ZE SNP2] 2304 ASES} PASEE v 3to] 71 2he 23S A A sh}.

Step 7. Step 104 HL s BE tlolE|Ale] thsiA ¢ HA-E WHEslo] ASES] B (Avg. ASE)I}
P_ASE®] 3+ (Avg.P_ASE), CVC(cross validation consistency)Zt= +3tc}. CVC Zk2 109
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— Step 1 Step 2 .
10 1 Testing Set n — order Evaluations
9 ' 2 12345 .. —
s 3 Step 3
Traini Variable Combinations
raining Set
7 4 {12} {13} {14} {15} .. —/
6 5
Step 4 Step 5 Step 6
Factor 1 CART(regression tree) Factor 1
b Rl I ~L - I Calculate ASE
- ‘o- . e
‘3 7250 || 75.48 || 77.25 — Factor—— | gl H H L For training set
fid fid
72.00 || 72.92 || 76.64 III L L H
Repeat for all variable combinations
Step 7 Combination ASE Step8 L tor1
{12} 57.93 NG (S Calculate ASE
{13} 59.51 § 78.27|(75.18| 71.25 For testing set
{14} 55.21 &
74 ||61.66|(75.42
Combination Prediction ASE
{14} 56.34
Repeat for each order evaluation
Step 9
Combination  Avg.Prediction ASE CVC
{14} 56.77 4
Repeat for each data split
Step 10 Step 11
Best Model Permutation Test
{18} 10.0% p = 0.003

a2 1: 359 FA S Fo| tj 3 E-MDR X &7

cross-validation2 A| 8§ & wl] Z} A| oA A H best model S 7F>E 3= A o]t} (Chung 5,
2005).

Step 8. 73171 Avg.ASE, Avg P_ASE, CVC & H] i8] 4] Avg ASE, Avg.P_ASE gho] wom, CVC 3}
o] £ 23S $= SNP x3ro 2 AA 3},

Shigh Slow
ASE = + X 2.1
Nhigh Nlow
n N; n N;
Shigh = Z Ihigh(i) Z(yij - y\i)z’ Siow = Z Tiow (@) Z(yij - )’}\i)z,
i=1 =1 i=1 =
Nhigh = Z Thign(DN;, Niow = Z Liow(DN;,
i=1 i=1
. 1, i(cell) € high group, . 1, i(cell) € low group,
Ihigh(l) = gne P Iluw(l) = g P

0, ow, 0, ow,
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BB Bb bb

Checkerboard Diagonal
a2l 2. =719 epistatic 2 F(p=0.5, ¢=0.5)

: checkerboard 2 & oj| A Z} 233} 718 caseo] W v]&
7k 2ol A cased] E ¥ &

FFl

BB(.25) BB(.25) BB(.25)

AA(25) 0 1 0 0.5

Aa(.50) 0 1 0 0.5

aa(.25) 0 1 0 0.5
R 0.5 0.5 0.5

T 2: diagonal R AN A ZF 23} 7] case?] T v]&
Z} 2 3tof| A cased] W3 H]&

BB(25) BB(25) BB(25)

AA(.25) 0 0 1 0.25

Aa(.50) 0 0.5 0 0.25

aa(.25) 1 0 0 0.25

W EE vE 0.25 0.25 0.25
3. DO|A1BI2S S5 E-MDRY Y| HEt A
3.1. 2ojAad X2
E-MDR# ) 442 H71E 918 2o Aol 4 QA 2R E ARBARL +A57 ) o

o3l 7o noAy 28 % AR 2o AF e &83 282 271%]9] t}E Two-locus epistatic
Byozx B A9} 543 A453¥ AsE £A4IY RPMIEY 243 (Culverhouse 5,

2004)0l A AFEEl Checkerboard(WH=E3H) 283} Diagonal(thz}) 28-S &-83te] A543 volg A
& 3t epistatic 23 (Cordell, 2002)& AHE-3h= 212 FEFE Ao zH ¢35 F5 2§
o AvRE W) fjsiAelnt. 29 29k % 1,2+ ZF RY O] et R Y EAGS vEhdnh & 13} 29
A 23l &3k cased] T W& thEARE 242t 7E A <l Gﬂﬂloﬂﬂ case] ¥ W] EL UL &
4 9tk ol 23] o7 JTFE EASAT ARA JFE Aok AL Julath ol 54D
Hardy-Weinberg 3 32 X 3= 282 epstatic 28 o] 2} 3t} (Ritchie 5, 2003).

2 ATE d53 Z}LOH el moAd oz 7k 120 94y xpgo] Bzo wel g AYe
}D‘E‘rx‘ T euE F 479 Fxo tis) Addsi 7—.‘ te] 23+ Culverhouse 5 (2004)°]
A3 3k RPM 2 —1—4%‘3&01]/‘1 AMEE BE S 470 R2E &8 o, FEje fAEEA BE
E20A) 29 A7) A80) 18T tlolele] AL wdsto] AN E 3% 13 AR

5733 JefE vrERdITh

o,

F

o
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I 3: RPM¥} E-MDR R o] Aol A AHgdE £x22] 54

RPM E-MDR
37 D= MEEAT  SaAg | 59 99®)
0 1 312.77 383.93
SD1 0.25 0.25 17.79 17.79 4.56
SD2 0.50 0.50 35.58 35.58 31.80
SD3 1.00 1.00 71.16 71.16 61.80
SD4 2.00 2.00 142.32 142.32 80.20
- o
7 22X, HE BI=17.79 7 EX, OF BX=85.58

0.008:
3 0.006
0.004:

0.002

0.000-

=us
22X, HE BXt=142.32

239 A fAIgel wet Aol 7t 5 gleng AAFE 37k FE(NV = 400, 1000,
2000) = tlo|HE B ste] A gt 7—.L vttt 10742] SNPE AH8-35te] & 457§¢] SNP
ZYCAAel 2 vkl £ 2l ol Bola 2 9ol Aot Aol AU AR AU
oh 7} 4Fe 10Me] WHE Bol o FolRon, TE Mrt TS YAt F,
W olA 2 Q27HA), FEBAHAZIA), HIolESFG7HA), ¥HE(103])E 7L F 2407]¢] Eﬂ 1‘3
A (240071 9] cross-validation ] o] E] A2 A 5o AH 31T

3% 4= SASver. 9.13 Z2 IS ARG vl o A4 g EhdTh
Step 1. Epistatic 28 2712 & A A3} 2732 Ao}

Step 2. Zr B3> o A2 F¢d ZEAA) gtct.
Step 3. A/3€ tlol& ] Ax+E 2R Tt
Step 4. case®} control®] &S WE7| Yo 2t 2HFL 2/NY A S 7R EE 2 A4S ARSI

Step 5. A &o] A= 107]2] SNP(SNP1,...,SNP10)°f| o3t Z} genotype-2 A3/33taL, 2702] 4
28 BA57] Yol 457019 =T (SNP] x2,...,SNP9 « 10)°]] th&] 3% genotype 2=
t}. ojuf ZF SNP] genotype-> 7+ 4= Q&= 37H4 Fef T AP o= A AT

S|
=

o,

e
Ll

= fol
N
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Step 6.

Step 7.

O|Md, 0|FY, 0|52

Step 1
o 0.1 o o o 0.1
0.1 o 0.1 o 0.05 o
o 0.1 o 0.1 o o
Checkerboard model Diagonal model
Step 2
n - Standard Error
SD1 sD2 sSD3 sD4 ...
Step 3
Number of case (N)
400 1000 2000
Step 4
While total < N/2 -
Step 5 Generation genotypes
=
SNP1 ... SNP1O SNP1*2 ... SNP9*10
AA ... AABB ...
AK ... AKBB ...
KK ... KKBB ...
\ J AN /
v >
Ran\dom Combination SNPs
Step 6

Generation class variable

If{SNPl*Zf = AABB then class = rand(Bin, P1, 1)

If  SNP1*2 | = KKLL then class = rand(Bin, P9, 1)

Step 7 Generation continuous variable

If class = 1 then‘{f Y = rand(Normal, mul, SD)
L Total + 1
Else delete

Repeat Step5 ~ Step7 (Data set 1)
Step 8
The same process with Step5
Step 9
The same process with Step6 (using 1-P1, ... 1-P9)

Step 10
Generation continuous variable

If class = O then ;| Y = rand(Normal, mu2, SD)
L Total + 1
Else delete

Repeat Step8 ~ SteplO (Data set 2)

Step 11
Data Data _ Data
set 1 + set 2 - set

Repeat for each N
Repeat for each SD
Repeat for each model

a8 4 B AHoNA MG TFE 4 REY Fef

A AMA O 2Fl Feh= class HEE AT} class HE4= 22 SNPL # 2230 9
A o] FEZE 7ML AYAEH, Z o] FEEAA B

X 24 ghe meErh

49 5ol A classBETF 19 G AAE ARG A5F ABE YA A5
Azt A0 ARY BRI 1R A F)T E2AAE M ATEEES ¢
=v], 2349 24 W5 w7 A4 ste] HlolEl A(Data set )& AT (F 15 7

= w71 D).
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T2l 5: Epistatic 28 22 A= o] E]e] EZ(n = 2000, SDI)

Step 8. s 15 HlolH A& A7 A3 AAE dA5et FAdT 3 gk
Step 9. AAF62] & w8k, A8 Z2 Jhpl,....p9)E A Ime AT 4=
Step 10. class }7F 021 7Rl il A4E AR E Aok AR sHl 250l et B2 AHS-of
o] AAF73} o] 3 3to] t o] ¥ Al(Data set 2)S /4 gt
Step 11. = tlo]¥| H(Data set 1, 2)& 2&sto] HolEAlg st DAp5oA Aat1e] #ge 2
213, A2, AAH O AR e WA ste] vHEgith
o DAS AA AEd 24 239 dole o] A7 Fele 17 59 2ol yehgen], A4E tlo]
HE 2o o ARGttt 3280 = RAE S Sl darat ohe RE o Ao e e S5
Ltebdit}.

3.2. Gt

C
o

08
T

E-MDR*}H 9] A4S B7187] 913k S5 = Bush 5 (2008) 5] MDR¥YH | 7} S 2 A
43t “detection’ & AME3I oW, o] ST AE o] RE JEAE 2 ol|lA A AdEsHe
T8E UehE Zlolth & AFolA= 10719] SNPY] 2391 457) 23 5 43248 a7= Jof3t
Mol 232 HEstA Addh= FEE (Accuracy) S ettt &, ZhdlolE] AloA A" 2153 A
48 A5 = 25 SNP13} SNP22] 232l SNP1 =+ 29 &3l A] epistatic RS 7|07 AAAE Aoz
o] 218 232 ALY A5} FHSHA 729 genotypeS 7HATE wEbx] E-MDRBH ol 7} T o] B
ME A-goto] A8 A7 SNP + 27h 943t 45 2H8-8 7H 2o ® Ae ety Sukg deow
£ 5 Atk ol FrE5 5 FHEE Hel 2709 epstatic 23, 4742] £FA AL, 3702 Aol wh
2 247HA AEEE 1099 REEo A A= E v weigith 33800 = 318004 BT R
FAEE E-MDRH o] 283 A5 9o A VR “detection’ o] 3B oh= =& 53 B 71kl
A5 F5l b 548 vedinh

—_
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T 4: Checkerboard 2 & 2] SD39j| A 7} A 50f] w2 wiE Ax}

O|Md, 0|FY, 0|52

gzda N oum ) ACC(%)
e T AvgASE  AvgPASE CVC  Agd 95 §AA =%
1 5237.69 5360.35 7 12
2 5571.18 5748.87 6 910
400 9 5290.60 5332.00 9 12 80
10 5905.45 5965.67 9 12
BAFE 539495 5533.40 7.30
I 625291 6317.22 8 12
2 6152.39 6287.49 7 12
Sb3 1000 9 5774.54 5854.90 7 12 100
10 5640.91 5158.13 7 12
AF 595139 6021.95 7.80
1 578533 5799.64 10 12
2 5863.30 5874.15 10 12
2000 9 5919.32 5938.63 9 12 100
10 6125.74 6142.18 10 12
A 593557 5952.88 9.60
= 5: Checkerboard 23 o] thst 2o 4@ ] F &= A3}
Checkerboard A2 AEASE E'M/?V}Z_l;i:uslg e ACC(%)
400 5237.69 536035 9.90 100
SDI 1000 1052.76 1056.06 10.00 100
2000 1074.14 1076.55 10.00 100
400 2053.85 207245 9.50 100
SD2 1000 2006.53 2015.35 9.80 100
2000 2076.89 2078.71 9.30 100
400 5394.95 553340 7.30 80
SD3 1000 5951.39 6021.98 7.80 100
2000 5935.57 5952.88 9.60 100
400 21584.78 22607.43 3.80 20
SD4 1000 21453.99 22607.43 4.80 60
2000 21094.60 2123373 450 80
3.3. QO|Als A

F 4= 24071R19 A = 3719 AT} jHd= A2 Z, checkerboard

32380 Hy3t AR £59 ‘detection’ o] SF3H= e A7) S8 E-

MDRY}H 2] A x}9] cross-validation A] 8-S E3) 3lute] 232 A1, 7 AL 10 ¥lE3le] AT

23] TF¥} SD3

ol
Al ZF HA=(N = 400, 1000, 2000yl A] 103] REE3E Axto|tt. oAl 103] W& 53f -+ F4
Az 3o] dEl= glon Heke= 242t 80%, 100%, 100% = WebgTh. Zhzke] A-f-olA CVCRte 2
™ FF CVC gro] 7.30, 7.80, 9.60 2.2 /MA| 57} WolA 42 AT 2} CVCELo] £oldS & 4 Qi)
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il A E-MDR Results

Checkerboard WA Ave.ASE AveP ASE e ACC(%)
400 965.79 973.96 9.80 100
SD1 1000 920.72 925.18 10.00 100
2000 938.59 940.84 10.00 100
400 1916.55 1935.27 9.40 100
SD2 1000 1861.80 1871.23 10.00 100
2000 1823.27 1827.57 10.00 100
400 5792.60 5928.11 7.60 100
SD3 1000 5737.93 5804.56 9.40 100
2000 5733.46 5760.20 9.60 100
400 20389.55 21166.62 4.20 50
SD4 1000 21182.12 21408.99 5.50 70
2000 20881.25 21001.19 5.40 80

3£ 53 6914 7} epistatic R oA R AF AIE TEste] VERATE & 59} o] RoJAH 2
I 239 A= E Bl TE F epistatic M Q] A= 2 2ol 19121} Diagonal 23 o)
Ao AEETE 2F o Egow, F 2159 REAA AE5E CVCHF A =TT SUHeHn =
SHNAFT 57 B E AR JA] ST

3ol AE BoAEZ9E EYE A5 BehE 9130 Bootstrap (Efron3} Tibshirani, 1993)
He AR HASE Besto] @48 4E g e Ad A 2 e AE S

4. E-MDREY] ® 2 Ay}
4.1. Ao Xtz

2 A7 doleE $UFYs SAPAAL T AR 303414 354 7 Fo) A
A% AW 47672 TAAL 9] YL AYEAHADG)T EAFHCWT), SHTH
A(LMA), 2UAFEMS)o FFE FE 6712 hSNP(haplotype-tagging SNP)E (Lee, 2009) AH-3}
o] E-MDR™¥% & 483}t

42. Mg A

3190l AAFA| 3k E-MDRZAR A3 SNPo| T oA 2.34425+102A>T7 353
o7 HAARLAUE =3 2719 SNPREe A-$ & 83} Zo] g.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>GY =%
ol dIFTAFL THAYEAAN ¢ 23] AR, FAGHATR SAFFAAE 2+
2.8778G>A, g.66995-169insdelC 237} g.11500-117C>G, g.34425+102A>T % o] ARt &
9ol A= 3719] SNPxJol| thsh A5 yetli ok A5 dat SWA oA 27) SNPxgat
o] g.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>G, g.34425+102A>To] AA= 1, 2.8778G>A, £.32330-48A>G,
2.34425+102A>T 233} ¢.11500-117C>G, g.34425+102A>T, 2.66995-169insdelC Z3}o] z+zt 54
G 2ASF 9FE T ¢ A 2F o2 AAFH AT B EMDRYH S A8 4
A9 FAAE 27 SAA A taliA AR Al <2782 ST (Good, 2000).
2 A3 78 SNPEH A= ZHAREE AL e Uz FAoA FAAN fF4e 458 + ¢l
Atk o= /NEA S SNPO| Bt T} o] 59 T Aol o3t FFe] H Atk A Wl E3H
E-MDR®] ¥} o] B v th= 45 2-8-0] E3E =t fF8siths A A2 e gt
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E 7: 7)8 SNPo|| t} 3 EEMDR 2 & A3}

AAFEA 4 AR 2T ASE P_ASE <= < 2 A (P-value)
PEES B’ﬂ(ADG) 2.34425+102A>T 0.007958 0.007970 0.10100
ZU A HEE (MS) 2.34425+102A>T 16.3377 16.3539 0.01411
S d A (LMA) 2.34425+102A>T 58.5674 58.6149 0.13481
A% ZHCWT) 2.34425+102A>T 1146.223 1146.866 0.07347

= 8: 27} SNPZ§of o 3t E-MDR 2§ 23}

AAFA L FAA 2% ASE P_ASE < & 7 % (P-value)
2.8778G>A
o o= A 2k
3% A ZHADG) 2. 11500-117C>G 0.007796 0.007696 0.00194
8778G>A
2UAYE g : . .
Y| A9} = (ADG) 2. 11500-117C>G 16.1373 16.3072 0.00424
- 2.8778G>A
=Athy A
= Althd A (ADG) £.66995-169insdelC 58.2487 57.0311 0.00327
.11500-117C>G
A= g
A% ZHADG) ¢ 344254+ 102AST 1120.013 1118.707 0.03898
= 9: 37 SNPx 3§l tf § E-MDR -8 43}
AAFA R ASE P_ASE <= < 7 A (P-value)
2.8778G>A
) =] ZHADG) 2.11500-117C>G 0.007755 0.007621 0.00737
2.34425+102A>T
2.8778G>A
U A 4= (ADG) 2.11500-117C>G 15.9860 16.1578 0.00367
2.34425+102A>T
2.8778G>AT
= Atk A(ADG) 2.32330-48A>G 57.6772 56.7029 0.01640

2.34425+102A>T
2.11500-117C>G
A% =HADG) 2.34425+102A>T 1111.296 1109.692 0.00406
2.66995-169insdelC

U9 AR A (genome-wide association; GWA) Ao A S FARSLS o] &3] Q1719
Ao FHE FHAAE Z= 0 MDRIPY o] A itk -2l & AFollA] o] 23 Ak olrt &
4 7153 MDRYH Q] 3HA|E SE317] S o2 AAE E-MDRIPH S 4713k, E-MDRHLtﬂ
off )& - FAAF 27 A E Al sl AFA 52 st 8 RoARS S Ad S 7t
AT A& = (accuracy)ol] 3 Fd= A8 53 (detection)S HIFstE o, 2o Ay Jﬂ& A 3}
= 89 1% % EA vepstt. 53] 7RA57E $89] 2 73‘"?‘(” > 1000), 93.13%, 159] &3 A

WA o] 2F61.0%1] ¥ (SD3 oJW) & 3¢ 99.16%°] =2 =5 A &+ At &, 294
754’ T AT AE 2 S sk Y E'MDRHOL‘:S'/] AR Y S Fssict

i = =1

3 29488 59l 248 EMDRYYE 283k, Lee & (009)] haploype 412
o] =3t 67 SNPZE 3§99 S55 2R3k AAF Ao 3igs

%—ﬁ—ﬂlw CAZ, SAUEE, 2UA Y] JFS F 5 SNP 23S Akt

ol o
I

rU*n:H,o
o N o

k-
Y o o

o\ =
r o
— T T
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o 3o AAP A AHE o A 27T 2709 2N RS ARt WA EY] A5
2.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>G, SATGAAI Ta|5FolA 247t g.8778G>A, 2.66995-169insdelC
233} g.11500-117C>G, g.34425+102A>T Z3ro] AR P, 3709 SNPRFAE IFZH)
2ol ZUAYE] AL g.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>G, g.34425+102A>Te] =¥, SATHAL
2.8778G>A, £.32330-48A>G, g.34425+102A>T, EAEFZHS ¢.11500-117C>G, g.34425+102A>T,
2.66995-169insdelC Z§to] Z+z; 3t f- 14X 28 o2 AAF Iy uwebs E-MDRo) o] A4
H e FAR 28-S F Egoihd S S -0 2 5FE R AEE AT S 2o

=z 7|th gt

0

P

Ha
¥
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Power of Expanded Multifactor Dimensionality Reduction
with CART Algorithm
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Abstract

It is important to detect the gene-gene interaction in GWAS(Genome-Wide Association Study). There are
many studies about detecting gene-gene interaction. The one is Multifactor dimensionality reduction method.
But MDR method is not applied continuous data and expanded multifactor dimensionality reduction(E-MDR)
method is suggested. The goal of this study is to evaluate the power of E-MDR for identifying gene-gene in-
teraction by simulation. Also we applied the method on the identify interaction effects of single nucleotide
polymorphisms(SNPs) responsible for economic traits in a Korean cattle population (real data).
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