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I SVM MDRZ2}

AN FAA AT AGET e AT PHoE vESHQ MY <l Multifactor Dimensionality
Reduction(MDR) "™ o] A| k=] o] @A 74A] AHES AL itk MDR W2 o] #3 Akgol A3 oz
ALY AR E A8 7+ e dHol Aok ol T =
123l SVM<E 2-8-3F MDR(SVM MDR) 8 5] Al¢t H itk & =&olre 953 25l 48 75
2 Elof] = ol A-ggnh 2 7 e

T2 292 et 223 A

o

uto 2 7]22] SVM MDR {3} D-MDR #H9] AT vl S oA 33 A28 o 72u3FS A A 3t
ZF=R80{: Dummy MDR, Multifactor Dimensionality Reduction(MDR), SVM, S&/AXN|SA!.

g sl4le] ml$ ol Ak, wak mpAQ o] e =

S 3k A9 BT o8 oo BARES AAs) Ak §3
b A4S ZRAEE P H O E v RF R W Ql oS A} A F 4 ¥ (Multifactor Dimension-
ality Reduction; MDR)©] A|| k=] 91t} (Ritchie 5, 2001).

H| 252 9] ¥y ¢l MDR BPH S 23o)| it o sl 718 B x| ko, x4 9] ol E A
G Aoz Zogozn WeE Aols BAS 47 % 4 2tk 2 MDR WL Azl A
W 9 7} EAo] thak Aol A Bho] AHEE T 9lon], BAE SAXE FHEHs A8k ofel A
£ %S U3t =3 MDR 2 ol2 o g BRE Agl o] b e R 2 4
AYE F7 gt A7 MDR W2 A58 Aol A48 4 qith ©A o] F A solwt A
&0 7Fsd Foltt o]2} -2 MDR 9 sHAE Hsl7] 98k A5o] Wol Xdw o] ghon,
A 7HA = Y= 3L giry. Dummy W4 B89 thE <12 AHd 54 WY (Dummy MDR; D-MDR;
Lee 5, 2009a)°] thx& & ol 17l o|t}.

2 QFol N A% AR B4 7Ps T MDR S0 % o] 23 BFs2d
chine(SVM) 23121 Z-€ o4 MDR %13} D-MDR ®1l9] vl 28 B34 2} o] 427 e
ANGTE okedl B9 HolEle] 912] T e A 5ol Poil AL TGO T Dol JAY LY
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| thaA] AfEch 1) o] B BE 7149 SVM €18 E3 SVME &-83F MDR #+, t 1|
£ 283t MDR ¥ ¢ D-MDR o]l tisf| A a7)gic). 3730 A= AA| 89 tlo]Ejol]l SVME
+ MDR 3P 9] 232} D-MDR S 283 432 vwste] 3¢9 AP o dad ¢
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2. SVM MDR2} D-MDR2| 2t&id|

2 case-controlef] T3 MDR H}H 2]
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Step 1. HIOJE]E A7]7} SA3 107]9] o2 et 1% 9S54 218, Uz e A%
& A2z A,

Step 2. A&l SNP 2} o]A] SNP2] 7}
=sith A& S k=29 4
747y 97) o] Ao AP -2 =5

220 Ul ool 18T AL o
ARZ =3tz =59 49 Tul

$2L 7122 3 A =S multifactor classes T+ cellsel] 7)
© SNPE 371e] £xo =2 Hojglomz 32 = 974 AL 7}
EFE7E

7lE g’

A high-risk, 1%t} 20 ¥ low-riskE & 3t}
0.60|22 1 AL Jow-riskZ A 3T}
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Step 4. St58 250 BE AoA 2 75 99l Misclassification Error(ME) S 311, A5%
A8 g o] g3te] ZHE o 29 BH H]&<l Prediction Error(PE)S T 3}C}.

(]

Step 5. Step 3|4l o g 10%49] 2E dloJgAle] thall Al 919 #7g-& WHEsto] 77 @ {F(ME)9
H(Avg.ME) 3} | = 2 3 (PE)2] 4 (Avg.PE), CVC(Cross Validation Consistency) Zt-& -3t
t}. CVC %+ 109 cross-validatione A3 & wf] 2+ A|3§oj|A] MBS best model S 7HSE
3= o]t} (Chung =, 2005).

Step 6. 73| A Avg.ME, Avg.PE, CVC Z}-2 ¥ 2L3] A Avg.ME, Avg.PE Zto] Yo, CVC o] & %
L 94 SNP 2o AL}

2.2. SVM MDR &1

SVM MDR -2 case-control9] o] 23 do|g o7t 2§ 7553 MDR o] EAH S R s}
7] Sl Al Al b v o]tk (Lee<} Lee, 2010). ©]i2 8 &5 7]l SVMZ ARS8t A58 A5 & ]
3} gogH ALY A5 A MDR HHS A48 % o= W otk MDR ol Ad= o]
43 BExNTE YT E sto] SVM dare|EE B8] YEke] 191 A case, =121 -9 control £
73t "tk SVM-Z Vapnik (1998)0]] oJ3l A& 7HaH A4 LS o=2x] 1Y 37k
olHE AFI T FTE AFATLEN v A FATAE 2] 7Fs 3t AHS 7R Qi
ol FHE vl o g HAE BRL AR, JAAAL EE AE A X 8(Bio information) FoFe]
¥ A (Protein) 5, $H(Cancer) EFOlAE AMS= = A< 2 FEi~ E/F7Holth. SVME] 7]
A 9] ofolt]ol= Hof) bR %33 W (maximal margin hyperplane) o]t} 3}A| gk, A A2 t o] o A& o]
E42 A3 SVMAH st BF/7F o] Fo A= A-f+= A9 BUFssith whebA H 4 377}
EAHA Aok ol s LEFE A IAIZIAA vk (soft margin)S 7HA = 2B HS VA RS
&8 5F= & WA (slack variable) S £ 5= AZ E R 7'M o] ARRH T} (Tan 5, 2006).

ojF e AZEUX VY-S Yo 3| FE|FA] = AR A grrER AAE A
A B3 I FRx g+ v 2ok

1 n N n
Ly =3Il =C Y &= 3 A Gilw-xi + ) = 1+ &) = 3 i @.1)
i=1 i=1

i=1
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o 71A CE= FA3} Z4(regularization parameter) 2 22 A8 A] vt §o] Ex 342 KKTZ
7 (Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions)2 T3} 2T} (Scholkopf2} Smola, 2001).

€ > 0, A > 0, i > 0, (22)

Ailyiw - x; +b) =1+ &] =0, (2.3)

i€ = 0. (2.4)

o] 27 Y3t o]F FAFANLE LEFIF Y& Ao Ttk o, SRR S5l o

st At 274500 2Fol7) vk L3277 §lv A-F+ S ZA S 557 oA T LB R/ SA 3=

ASE otk fY olF AT AlFzZE2adW Jes AMESte] £AFo= sE Jlsetth oY

st SRS Frleld et 8] 99 Y E7e dAEA A= EFF o)X KatA "t o]

g3k vAge] # ﬂ + A ¥<(Kernel function)& ©]-83 2 2H 34| 7153t} (Shim 5, 2009;

Cho, 2010). 22} A F2kol gl vlo|H S W& 5 gl 7k SATTL Sk 27 Wl
SVME H3H F7 “ﬂoﬂfﬂ o FElY] YAHEA HAE 7M.

w-®x)+b=0. 2.5)

AR 2 The 9] 42 Mg Sl £ 5 4 itk

f(z) =sign(w - O(z) + b) = sign Z AyiO(x;) - O(2) + b, (2.6)

i=1
A7 S B Ztkze W A Aole] Ud Ate zath ot AY E(kemel
trick)o] 2k M & A B1 2T 4 glrh. W FoIA L T 9E Aol AL e 2k

D(u) - O(v) = (ul,uz, \/Eu], \/_uz, ) (v%,v%, ‘/Evl, \/Evz, 1)
=u’ u2 + vlv2 + 2uvy + 2upvy + 1

=(u-v+1)>.
919 Ao Wag el YAl A F7e) S PSE BRYL HojzTh
K@u,v) = Ow) - ©W) = (u-v + 1)? 2.7

T K= 9 S48 37X FAH FrEA AYETE Edrt. 2 =FoA= ARE SVM 23

-2 RBF(Radial Basis Function)®] Agd d+= }~9~6} © 1] SPSSAFS] Moeler13(=-. Zd|HE}F] )] A
Ae== UEE B4Z RBF ¢l 0.1, 733 B4+ 1022 A3 o]A SVMES Eﬁﬂ A&
A5 7t o] &% PEiE W= of MDR 9] A-go] 7Hesl A= Aolth SVM ¢arelEZ S3lA] Al
$70 AAE ol Bale] BEASE o] 5% opfel 27 o] SAE FA0) Leje 4 Al B
ot &, 39 AAFAS FAlO 1H S Ex AT E A o] sl A= Zolth

2.3. D-MDR 24

BEWNG7 A5FD 9o MDR e 482 A3 AAE T P
MDR "%l D-MDR "33 °] 9Ith. D-MDR WS W53 5559 35
259 AALAS AGATL by, thee) WEE Huuse Aol 99242 AWt 3
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ARAE Az AN NAASS] 4EAAS SHA P} 2o ABBA) Tt high-risk, low-
risk= o] Z3}sltt. 2.189] Step 337} 40| 4] o]2jst Gue|E&E H-E5HA Eth. D-MDR 2 &
FE&o gt B o2 2.1 8o A A S L EFE(PE)2} Al S FE&(PE)E thAlsl, FaAF<2
Z}(Average Squared Error; ASE)®} ol &3 74| 3 2 X}(Prediction Average Squared Error; P-ASE)E A}
|31t} (Lee 5, 2009a).

o

SE | A

o

2.4.

0y

MH>

SVM MDR3} D-MDR 5 o] A3} s 24 37 23] S48 o4 242 oA 2
=oAL A A% (Good, 2000/ E3 pvalueS A3}, = AR AAe e} 2T},

Step 1. 7} A4

Step 2. A} 717+ A4
- BAo| AMEE A Fo R F- 2 XS AEFitt

a1 2 uphro] 5 ZHElolHE A2 vl
w9 SA] ok SR FFH o] vt A3

1
Step 3. AHH FAA 2ol it &
1

©
Stepd. T2 A Azt AN G T2 FAF A
- % 28 HolEE aARF AY 2E5) N2 w8 T a8 F-39AE FUct o
Z4S 10,000 ¥HE3IT}
Step 5. 22 (p-value A4H
- F-EARANE WG o AL 5 7|2 F-EA X9} v w st p-value S T3},
9ol £GAHL BHA B 25§84 2%l B9l pvalueS Wlwsko] T3 3FelME
SVM MDR¥} D-MDR& AA] 3% tjo]Ejo] A&3to] 7t ube] 7S vlmala, 7 whye] 472
59 399 AAY Aol JFL WA= ¢ fAR 2FL FH Ak

¥

3. ot O0IE|2| BEZ 2} bl w
3.1 dediz

2 AFlA Y HlolE= 535S SN FAIE AL St AR A DA 302 04 353 =71 S
AR At 47652 FAATE 329 o7 AAF A AFZAH(ADG; average daily gain)T} &
A Z(CWT; carcass cold weight), 5%+ 2 (LMA; longissimus muscle dorsi area), =AW= (MS;
marbling score)= 2E Fl A0 2 HE] R QU IL, S SAHESFHE LY 40 uhet S45 2
t}. EST based SNP A #A| % (Snelling 5, 2005)04 T H FAXZ A== LOC534614 A 2R
17712} SNPs = 671<] htSNP(haplotype-tagging SNP)E 81-2-9] AA P Aol TS F= TH SNPs=
sttt (Lee, 2009b). 7|4 99 AA P LS 552 A 8A2 2 dGSAH, EXATH,
SAGHEA, W AEeltt
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229 £ e i o e Avg. ME Avg.PE CcvC < <4 2 A (p-value)
ADG 0.0186
MS 0.0008
1 2.11500-117C>G 0.4398 0.4398 10 WT 05081
LMA 05178
ADG 0.0153
2.8778G>A MS 0.0008
2 2.11500-117C>G 0.4018 0.4018 10 CWT 0.0127
LMA 0.1669
3 2.11500-117C>G 0.3627 0.3666 10 .
66995-169insdelC CWT 0.0012
& LMA 0.3432
= 2: 4954 ZFHADG)) g D-MDR 4§ 4 3}
_ _ (s3] 1:1—524] 2k
Qolo] &~ ZFQOZJZ}__E]— 2 0o Gl
Al 5 AH wA% =9 ASE P-ASE cve =4 7 (p-value)
1 2.34425+102A>T 0.007778 0.007740 10 0.1476
2.8778G>A
2 2115001 17C>G 0.007821 0.007775 10 0.0108
2.8778G>A
3 2.11500-117C>G 0.007524 0.007479 10 0.0206

2.66995-169insdelC

3.2. SVM MDR o] =& A1}

29 3% 12 SVM MDRZ &% dlo]g o] 8171 Aito|th. class Hy2& 392 E3 44
FAR dFSAFHADG), EAFEHCWT), SATHA(LMA), ZUHALEMS)E SAlol 1123t 3t
o7 4709 A5Y Wl FAF A PSR wol SVM LS Sl o] 23 gh= At
=g

10:9] cross-validation 23} U} HF L EF 2 2HAve.ME)} HFol& 2 EF 2 2HAve.PE)S +
sttt 1Al 7 Alol A AEE o AR 34l CVC 3 7o s HFAY 5
AR 2 ATk 2709 2FoAE 2.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>Ge] Z3Fo] Ave. MES}
Avg.PE7} 0.4018, CVC Zko] 1008 94 §Ax} =3to g Adgglon, 3719 2oAE g.8778G
>A, g.11500-117C>G, 2.66995-169insdelCe] Z3¥to] Avg.ME7} 0.3627, Avg.PE7} 0.3666, CVC 3ol
100824 HF ¢ FAAEFEe R A=y, Aead H4 a2 23] A4 Fo42 &
3t7] A3t =@ AR ANA SATHALMA)E AL et YA 3742] FAF A= BF & 13 2]
TS Btk & 194 SATGHAY] A= «d4489] 237 BF ook A = kA v &
SNP9] 7-¢-H o} 43 2ol o3t -9 1 ghol] wol wolA= 2 &I = At ol& Al
i3t F3fo] Y EE T Ao A8 a3 ¥ 2 9 e AS o u| st

3.3. D-MDR 2t#Ho| M2 A1

-

A3folth. D-MDR Wlel At 53
Fotel ZA1F Ao thshA] D-MDR 23 283 the
oz Aus) A & A7AE FEAQ

9] 3% 29} 3% 32 - dlo]E o] D-MDR {2 A-&AI171
AAFAL 3 Holl A48T 5 firk webs Z

fo 1o

3EHQ
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H3: ZUAYE=MS)ol o gt D-MDR 2§ 2 37}

A A F

NERS RS

ASE P-ASE CcvC <4 A A (p-value)
1 2.34425+102A>T 15.0710 15.0247 10 0.0097
2.8778G>A
2 2. 11500-117C>G 15.0184 14.9371 10 0.0150
2.8778G>A
3 .11500-117C>G 14.8893 14.8357 10 0.0153
2.34425+102A>T

SVM MDR D-MDR
EREE! EER RS EREEE! A A2 2%
R
e - >
27 2% g'?ggg’i’; G ADG 2.8778G>A
ADG &1 3 2 2.11500-117C>G
MS 2.66995-169insdelC
CWT = 2.8778G>A
LMA 2.8778G>A 2.11500-117C>G
3 =3 2.11500-117C>G MS 2.8778G>A
2.66995-169insdelC 3 2% 2.11500-117C>
2.34425+102A>T
298 37 A - BAFYA 4712 & o2 D-MDR WS FHE5h A 4719 73

o

AF Aol st D-MDR A& A7}ol|A] 352 FHAE Fre 22 97 %l D-MDR] A%

AT THAT A= T8 A 23S AT 5 AJA T EAF T SATHA
ARl M= T8 AAE Fe 5 Stk webA] -2l SVM MDR#E] Bl £ ]34 D-MDR
A3 5 A5 AFY 2UANE A9E ue® ke §23 Fo] 5FE Y ¢ dx HF
o FAA 23S FHEsATE WA F 2% 3o AAFA F dFSA Fol A D-MDR S
A g8 Aol AdFEa| ol that A= SVMS &85 MDRY} U3 S5 §47 23o] Al
A=) orh. WA 2702 ZFol|A] g.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>G2] 2 & o] ASE7} 0.007821, P-ASE7}
0.007775, CVC o] 1022 ¢4 §Az 2goz Adsglon, o g vt 374 23}
ANME pgte] 0.01082H o5 o] dGTAlFol FFS £ohe S 453t Ack 379 =
Stof| A ¢.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>G, g.66995-169insdelC2] %o ASEZLo] 0.007524, P-ASE Zto)
0.007479, CVC k2 1002 ¢4 f3x 2oz AeE 1, ojd that =dAA 2 pgs 0.02062
2 dgSAgel FoT 4TS = A & 5 Ak 2UlAL =] tigk D-MDR 235 AFEH
2709 2o A= SVMS 8-23F MDR3} D-MDR3} S U317 ¢.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>Ge] 23
o] ASE7} 15.0184, P-ASE7} 14.9371, CVC Zto] 10282 24 §A4z 2o Huggon, ¢4
ARtk pFre 0.015002 UEbgth 221 3709 23 ol|A = 2.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>G,
2.34425+102A>T2] Z3o] ASE: 14.8893, P-ASE: 14.8357, CVC Zte] 1008 ¢4 §A4z 2%
o=z AhE gt old that I AR pgrL 0.0153 024 YA HEe) thst D-MDR HhH o] A3}
AEE 94 FA2E 230l BF AR F93 9L vXE 2R UEHth SVME 28
St MDR 437} D-MDR el &3t A3 Al shd & 49} o] vepdr}.
7+ 23| 4] g.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>G 23o] RE 2EAo 2 23hd 218 o 4 k. w
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2hA $-2& SVMS &-8-3 MDR "3} D-MDR ihe] 2432 $3s]2 23} g.8778G>A, g.11500-
117C>Ge] x3o] 3¢9 IS F SHAYEE 23 SHAA A 9Fe 7 ¢ 74
2 x3row HF A3k

N
N
r
a
KM

s—x@ Aol A Q17ke] A3} F1Ee] S0 TS 2 29S i AFs} 2ked IAS
o o3k Al o 2 WFS T3 gloh 9 fARke] ErbRCE SAR} §AA7L
*Ji g0 g B3 08 27 487 Yrie Bolth. 2 lEA o 24 MDR o] A4
= i’iﬂ}. S}ARF MDR W2 22229 o] 23 Atz ol|vt A&-o] 7hssithe A 7E vk e gk gt
AS FE317] $)8)A] E-MDR, D-MDR#} 22 #PH S o] AEA] AAE Q1 H 2 Aol A= 2 e~
57129 SVM ST EE B3N] A%Y ARE | RHA DA MDR o] 475
E3% SVME &-83F MDR HJ"?QE A A= At} D-MDR {2 7]£2] MDR = W ol A High-risk =2
£} Low-risk 182 ERah o)A HulHsE 8517 tj2o] e vlolels T2 A=
HAuf= AFAo] gty Y} 6]—_‘,3__0,] ﬁx}]fﬂzl_,} 28 x5 Q) o] Bx WL E/\]oﬂ _LE%“HO]:ﬁ]- s o
b mENSe SRR AXE NENA FEA KA4 2HS A F FA4 202 Aestelo}
o] 4 FAA =S 2R Bol= P9 E WAt 1A SVMS 023 MDR W
% YALE S SVM LTSS T4 Shie] 42 FHALE A
HE 7|E 9] AAE st AR Y 4 Ik AEA AdE AFEE g e=w
& 27 whel o ol H Ao fHA 2 S AW 5 glrke 3ol Yk Sl
VM 263 MDR %3} D-MDR 42 554 992 58 24 §2 33
23S Fohha, ¥ Pyel AnE T AF A0 9o FF AA Yo
A2 23S 7RSI 2 A7 SVME 288 MDR ¥} D-MDR 3ol 4
2391 ¢.8778G>A, g.11500-117C>Ge| 2% 3¢9 53 AAF A 43
z} 2 A9sigch 2eln AU A 2900 544 £l 498 A5 9
o Aoz ehdeh. oled AT ARE WHFo R o) FAAFL
ZHEkO]Ur:L‘HZ]“JEE 45‘?} -2 SRABA G Ao Kk ¥ 7k = g
olt}y. ol A|AIZE SVMZ 2-8-3F MDR ' |1} D-MDR W ] 7t b4
o] Hlo|H & AE|¥A SVM &11g]Ee A8 5 = S-MDR(7HE)7} 2 W
2 A7kt
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A Comparison Study on SVM MDR and D-MDR for
Detecting Gene-Gene Interaction in Continuous Data

Jong-Hyeong Lee?, Jea-Young Lee!*

“Department of Statistics, Yeungnam University

Abstract
We have used a multifactor dimensionality reduction(MDR) method to study the major gene interaction
effect in general; however, without application of the MDR method in continuous data. In light of this, many
methods have been suggested such as Expanded MDR, Dummy MDR and SVM MDR. In this paper, we compare
the two methods of SVM MDR and D-MDR. In addition, we identify the gene-gene interaction effect of single
nucleotide polymorphisms(SNPs) associated with economic traits in Hanwoo(Korean cattle). Lastly, we discuss
a new method in consideration of the advantages that the other methods present.

Keywords: Gene-gene interaction, MDR method, SNP, SVM algorithm.
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