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Abstract

Traditionally, sib-pair linkage analysis with repeated measures has employed linear mixed models, but it
suffers from the lack of power to find genetic marker loci associated with a phenotype of interest. In this
paper, we use a gamma mixed model to improve sib-pair linkage analysis and compare it with a linear mixed
model in terms of power and Type I error. We illustrate that the use of gamma mixed model can achieve
higher power than linear mixed model with Genetic Analysis Workshop 13 data.
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1. A2

AukshA 3 2 ¥ (generalized linear model)2 WHSH 47 A ¢&5S w2t AL 7MF%t. AFEE,
oFgRxE, FolF BEx 77 oA el A%y 2s, vE AR, A4 FEH ] ARz dis X &=F
&oke 7P de] 2ol B2 Eolty. 2By o5 vls| AtjF g hukExe S8 e &
oA gt gup Ex2o] AskAQd 8 AR e d e 2 5% g A Y FE Fd
o] gl AR EA4S £ = e, 53] HaH B4ko] BAlN E¥EE HE A B4 E Ry B
4 Z2RL YA ZHut Bz o) 7]8ket AT o] ¥HA Al (score equation)©] AHEE o] YT} (Lee 5, 2006)

= l
Zup By Aoidoez 4 u8Ey v A doa3 T (random effect model)o] tSiA=
upx7 R o)ty Lee 5 (2006)©] 47038F thebA] dukst A3 R ¥ (hierarchical generalized linear
H
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gt} o] =RodA fElE AVERRF S o)L Al ATE AWstuA sioh 53], vHESAE
° A} (quantitative trait loci; QTL)Q} &A FAXF
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= (markers) Abo]] A(linkage)s ATFTTH 7|4 FAART [FAAZE AR AA AR ok=
AXE Esta, FA A= B 742 E2A4E FAdE 5+ 9= F4 }% laein= =t
GAW13(Genetic Analysis Workshop 13) ol|A] A& 22215 (problem 2) (Almasy 5, 2003)& ©
S35t ZAuted Byo] 7|E AdE el EFAP R vis A G QoM FHEE M £
== AHEATE B8 AFE Aol

AEAog AP BAo) 9oji 7}F 7]Ho] &= Haseman-Elston(HE) 28-S Hasemany} Elston
1972)0l A A= a1, o= FA| AE o]&3 AF 4 (linkage analysis)S 53 B2 Ao FA 3
WfAS ol fd 4 A '6H ot AA l‘ﬂ’“ﬂ PA Ao A5H BHYY 7S 474 Pud Pzt sHAL
W2 AFAA Pt Pt oW AEEE vty 7HEE 1 Ut (Almasy$}t Blangero, 1998;
Kruglyak¥} Lander, 1995). &7]A] P} Pioe= /4 Hto] vjg] BAE ZAo=2 7331 7| gho]
Oolgkar 7} 3Hzth. Hasemand} Elston (1972)oA ARSE I d W=

30 O e rr

—~
~

Y, = (P — Pi2)2

+= A=} gene locus)ol|A12] identical-by-descent(IBD) 4=2] ®]-& Zk°
2ag AR o714 IBD 52 dAo] FAT Aoy
A2} allele) 5 E=3it). ojnf, HE 28-S

°]aL, o] gh& A7 tiie]
;o 3] EA 3]'04 A
gtol @A 7HAAL gl W H

vl
o r

E(Y:) = Bo + Bimi (1.1)

o7 FolArth WA Var(P;) = Var(Pi) = ¢k 73S uf,

Qe FEIh a3, BYDNN B Ao LS BAFol e AR FEFE rolet Ha,
Q2 BR8P Bavo] g SRl 3 AuEE g, 2en BAGAA 1,9 FEFEE moet
o), FAFHOR heel

Cor(P;1, P2) =7+ Q(m; — mo).

o] A3 BAAAE =2 & Ut} o] BALE o8, A= (L.1)E S pio] A7 ol /A
Ao WSS BAe] 718 5 wjol Dehe Tl HERERE AL @ 4 A5} (gl Lan-
der, 1995; Barber 5, 2004). WetA] ojuff AF7HAEL g FAASE FHAA R AddS 7ML

2 b7t H 1 ol Ho : f1 = 08 &3l A9t HE7MdE Ho : f1 < 00] HEBE, T3 7]’”‘47‘
Aol FefE Bl ABEAE AlFsHA At

3 F<F HE B23of dis) 7 34 24 bRl ol F shie AA Yl dist fojty. 19
#33te] Barber 5 (2004)= Hasemani} Elston (1972)°0] ARZ3H A wvidl ) AAF
H(ordinary least squares)o] ZxE BE27Mge| 7|t Q7] wiEd L3 Bato] AAA
S0 webd A4e] Bojd & Y& =tk BAle] Barber 5 (2004)E Vi = (P — Pa)?el
Znp F2E Mg Aol o BEeitha 3k, Avt B2 E AR HAAFEH S AT el ¥

3l f18] FHAY Bato] Fold = 9S-& st AlE#H o] AE T3l AHE T

39, HE 288 thst ko g o] A=y e, 7P 58 it AL WA Suh 5 (2003)2
2o RR2 RE UL P4 4 Aole] ARe Aets WBENE Eehs £ YL HE Ry
3o 2 AR, Won 5 (2006)-2 HAIA 7Hi (pedigree) AF52] AFEA-E f8 dubal Ay
24 B9 Adskith Telh WEEHE Anol FUEEE Adstel UL YL 1 52 o
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WA RHESA o] gl A9 AT ALEE FA R A AuEEE s

Kruglyak¥} Lander (1995)°A4& YVio] 22 FxAH 0T HE27} 7H4E o] £AH = Zo 4
% (2004)2 E(Y:) = peeh & wlj, P} Poll o

Var(Y;) = Var (P — Piz)z) o pf

A 25t e vl d) et Baol SUAY PEBAR g AR Al
29 WA= 2], B4te] Ha AFel vjEHse dedAE R AUEXY AMS A

71 A
skt ﬂ-atﬂ Bol tig 272 2P 3] (1.1)9 JHE 7 Huz, Fs d2F
4= (identity link function)S ZHe ZAWfREFHE ARgdfoF s oujsic}. Fol oist By a1, ¥
T-24 BAZE b8 BRolRR, Yol AEErt 7PEEE AR 7MEEE Bl £49] o
273 (consistency)& F&F BF 7HAAL o Fw-24F I dAE SvkEA AR Hd o &

< FEF2 A (standard error)E ¥e & AL webq A ¥ w2 A4S 7P do. Bar-
ber & (2004)= Y9 oli4bde] B oA vehdes AvkEExE 7HEE BYA HAAF FH
Z(ordinary least square estimator)oll H]3] HAA e o]50] A YeEPGS st A EF o)A ALE
3l sl

5 PrE 2 AU Qi AY BYS ASHE 49 BAALNNY Rl AwE Bs
7F Jok. dukst A 2y B4 24 Gy Sl v 7R 4 A 51 (iterative reweighted least
squares)= A} ARIE APRP ] = AT 23 I wf o tisid e daelEe] A

WY, 5 AAol oA TS 23 BEE 94 A UL B A5 2 4 ek @
A0l g7t SAHOR B wS AHE B 68 2 gu REe) N A4S ok Shah e 3
T sk AERS 6o BN BE5E AUHREY 21 AT B4 (2 Annw
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- 1) tox(u) ~ 1o8(1 (5 ) )

o B9 Upi = ol B = S0 v 9 FEIAL o714 2k ARES
KX

o] Bt WA FEAATGY 2
£ g AASolTt. oln) #ET 34 FRF P

HEjolal, = e+

A
_W =X"W-X
of Btk AZA X = (w1,02,...,2,)7 0l WOE AR, idA) Aol WS = 1/(aT §)%0]
O wE ol el o7 § £ 02k G, WOS] BE tzaRo] st Hol A9l BEE w4 n

P FH A (positive definite) FHo] Frh. wepx] 23 7hs= 4t foll tial] 2534 (concave
function) 7} ¥ 32, fo] HAth7bs =34 HS 44 & 5 Qrh
ojAl 21 AATro F5H FA FH=F Lol ) AR
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Table 2.1. The number of convergence of gamma GLM with identity link

Cases Using default starting values Using normal models
Success 64 100
Fail 36 0

o3 Wi idA o] yexp(—al B)Q THABDelth. BE y, > 00]w, Whel mE 4EE G}
ol #58 94 AP YL FPA Yol ek,

a2 FSAZTTE ARSI He At

AR Al 2y /(27 B)° =1/ (x] B)% 0] Ak, o] B¢E ) Aot ke, F2 yi7t @
r 957t Hol, B2 54 AH PPo) A Ak w5

=Z| )
= = =
AAE 72w Age Brggel BAY 4 JonE, FEULE 2t AhRYS ASIE 49 2
A o (0]

7171e] Ago] £ Aol me F2% T & 5 vk oA FAAs] A, e aiE 034 14
olo| Al FUEZNMN BoJA 1L, y; = FFEFO] p; = 2 — 0.52;9 ZuEZZHE 100 H«l e
tHsol RO glm <8 o]&sto] Agste] Hodrh HEEZ AA" WY yiol AFLxE 73]
AYGA 7 A 27| A2 AFRE 7S Table 2.10] vlwstgich. 10012 Al g o] AL F3) @ e
s 232 dIEAE Husdnt

F5 AATFE A AEYL 27 A 0 w2t 1] AFE) 64%14 100% H‘%% AL A
A8k 5, 1S FFRgolets vl BYolA FEALE ARG He A FAAL] B4
oAl Fare]Ee] gl that o7t BT 5 Sdvke HE Tl Olﬂiﬂ =2l FHollA 4
S8 &5 TTE ARSote AR At slojA sk oEFoll frAFsHA A-82 = At

= SIS 004 AL 5 ek o171 Pt 20 SA4S) A FAA A ¢
o) Zke elul@e. j = 1%k 7

olyel ByS EAEY] A Ay EF ByS AT = Utk 2 ATl AEEHE Y EF Y
2 A A e WEkadt v 7t FARE Wl V' SHOlI B(yis|vi) = pa; 013 Var(yis|vi) = 0?2
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FZA 'PE 2ol 7hsdtaL, o71A zye AW FAAFCAA L] IBD 3, fe XA I, ;€

o] Ry i‘?_WH Eﬂzﬂ ol Eﬂﬁﬂfﬂ n; A WHEAS0] itk 7HE gle o,
yin x v; eil

Yi = = s+ |+
Yin, Tl v Cin,

o] Hlo], WA 4 U] ¥R Z4E Aol thalA

pop e p b 0 e 0
PRSI 06 0

Cov(ys)) =] " ... ... ... + 0 00

......... o 0 ¢ 0

P o p 0 0 0 ¢

] 5o} compound symmetric$t FEAMS 71 B3 o] Hr} 7|4 p = Var(vi)olth o9} 22
Yo 2L FWIJHs% (marginal likelihood) 7} HWAIA G (explicit form)E 7|WFeZ 3l R &=
£ SASS} 2 UubA Q) Az EY S ) Aste] 7153}

e,

3.2. ZolEereds

gH1r—o
Barber & (2004)9] =%< vHE SAH 282 R HFET v 7F FARES o, jHA AlZhel
A Qojxl AZ Pijid} Pijot o|WE AFREZE W21, A2 o2 A doj gEde 201
Sqolgty HAEAL 28w, juA SR s 2AR BFE E(Yylv) = py = o584 viEh
S 2R 2k

Var (yij|vi) oc
A& € 5 vk wWebA Barber 5 (2004)9] AAGlM HA wiESAE JA A AdEA el At
T Yol ARH = o] AdEE 4tk
ojgt 2 FZ Agsr] A 2l Lee 5 (2006)2) thtA dniel Y RYPe AHEE Qi
ol oA WA thehA dnksl Ay Bl thste] 2hdke] ARk, 27 58T A2 AddEA
= 9% At £ 2ol Al Ao E =S sl
oA dRks) ﬁ 3 5’-_3 3 (generalized lin-

70e) de) AT ' B By Luis} A
_é% -?-:}.3], u-cioi D},___Q] EN
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FEHZ Foith. X= nAQad g Fo 29 Y, Z WF a9 v o 2y Pdojk. 5T 3
o Wrg Iyt A & 7Py (additive) FE|Z SolZith= Holrt.

MEe) BEE dole) A% PEE et JoE Bk

I

O

] 282 Breslow®} Clayton (1993)2] 4uksl A3 &3 23 (generalized linear mixed model)< voll
A2 749 58 A2 2. 189 g PR oY FEE s E tUEA s
E(hierarchical likelihood) <& AMgsl=tl, ol A5H AR yof WEFad v 23 E2 7%
st 7l & T4

0:

h =10g fs,6,x(y,v) = 10g f5,6(ylv) + log fr(v)
o] FAE Zreth 7|A f()E duHHoE F w4 BE UE (T
U, A= dskaate] Bk A8 (variance component)ol] 333ttt v FA L hE )3}t
o} =t], o] AL log f(v|y)) S 3ot v} Bonz 73 BEZS 37 \ 5
AHESHE Aol "k e o] A2 922 YERALE poF AEZ RS ¢, NS A= AL 47

..

1 ’h
P,(h) = {h -3 log ‘_61)811T

Lioglo 0 ]
8(U76)8(U,6)T v:ﬁ,ﬂzg
=il

1
S Folshe g2 AU P(h)E SR FPsE [exp(h)doo] t3 ehEeke 2ALaplace ap-
proximation)oll i3k Py, 5(h)& 19 eFEeks Akl 2 aF} po] F2ol osiA 7= 7o
#4942 WelE BATE PUSL AV SAE Aol Aol Wk £ ()2 Ade] A
ol AERSS) 24E A P02 AHBE FFsain, ol 24 ARE TR Aol
e e e 53], 49 28 B9l talA Pu(h)E 4ol tisl BFe FUR FeE B
oA AR A T =ASHS -7,‘—Di P, g(h)+ 2 2ol B2 B i3] restricted maximum
likelihood estimator(REML)E
v, B9} AEBLQ 025} NS 2L
9k 19 B YolA] A8 T gl W
= F Aol €A Qi ol Aut &
A e, A £, AlZESE e AH &3} l‘ﬁ:L g0l ] D}/\] ol
FEIE EYste] B o] ool 7 (robust)dHA TtEE A So] sl HTh 919 A3
£ Huis}ste] dojx FA=Fe] Breslow} Clayton (1993)9] Xty = i
penalized quasi likelihood estlmator)il’/]- dutAR o 7 435111, E3] o|dxt5 9 T
2 Aoz YA Stk AAHE HL2 Lee 5 (2006)2 Farstd @

P, g(h) = {h —3 log

~
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ABEAS S AGHE Ar B By A 2 5L A Bse] gnh Bxo] £ AgE:
23 AAPRU AF AAFLA o AFRSE AN B, FSRSE A Al Atk we
A E ATl Ag B BYE vt RS @ gy 7t 5ol H1, FFo)

pi; = E(Yijlvi) = zi; 8+ v;
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2 AFolM AHEE AR E GAWILS BALF A ol Al A ol Ale FA 4 24 A%

Ste% 7heet Zojth. 7t dlojE AlofA EAtel wkeHes 24 FA Y 571 @ U(systolic

blood pressure) 22 57]1¢] T2 AlFof| vtEZAE o] oA HREAY A TTE 13} A Z

TE 2049 AFAT0] A7 thEER, IFE 29 ﬁﬂ%fﬂ*é AU E 7)1EoR sto] 579 Ao w

A5E Aelstity. £ 2yl HEstr]ol &Al, o] kgHeE 74 AN £57] Eel d¥F= F
8 JAAEY F Z82HE (total cholesterol), —Eri o 9= gﬂ F(cigarettes per day), 5%

rlr

X (fasting glucose), I8 ¢ (high blood pressure), T8 X & (hypertensive treatment) oJ+ |
F 2=l Aol tisl BAFATE. &, 57 Bl 919 HeEE A 9 oS 293 AL
UA 2NE EFEFANA ] WS Py E ARSETE 283, GAW13AA &Rl 57 9T &
Qo] gt 6719l ARl tIek IBD AR, olsh Belo] gl 6/ FAAe] U2 IBD 427} 7
o174 gitt. o] 12709] $ARFe] o] B2 ofehe} 2.

e b34, b35, b36, 510, s11, s12: GAW13o|A A|FH £%7] 4 AFH 323

o b5, bld, b16, b1, b21, b23: $)2] 6712] §FAAH} A= T} A4 (chromosome) Aol 9171,
ARSA A 672 472

Nk

Kl

Z} dlolE] A2 33071¢] 7 (pedigree) 2 7= o] ow A B A8 J5A 7 7HA=Z $EH &
A S 4oz Fhpa Wol AME357]2 F1t). Barber 5 (2004)01A AE ZAXH, A
SAZ FE fsie AR Al 15 2L7FE zeisor A wekd AE £ Eﬁéﬁr uu} £
3 23E nmdozHN, 8= b34, b35, b36, s10, s11, s129] HEiAE AAHo] =242 s,
b5, bl4, b16, b18, b21, b23°l] A= Al 1% L {7t WA FAH L Y= S 213 Ao|t}.

Al dlolElAlel]l ek AeEA AT Table 4.1-4.30] QoFs o] gt} AFEFIRFHL R
Imedoll 4] 2hZets ZARE ARESHL Y+ glmerZ AHH I REMLES ARSSRlon, Znp &
P2 22 gz Aoy, FeAdTred F¢ dA REMLo| A95%] ¢oevz ML &
AEE T F9 A= 12719 B EI s &5 PA ] e dA JHE /R Jerng,
2UY FAYEE o83t Fo4ES AL F, 7 EﬂolE oA t-value < —2.64% O*OVJ
o3 A= Ao, foldt A% AT

[oFely oh23) 2Tt
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Table 4.1. Parameter estimates for fixed effects (Bonferroni p-value cutoff for the one-sided test = 0.0042)

Variable Normal mixed model

Gamma mixed model

Estimate Std.error  t-value  p-value Estimate Std.error  t-value p-value
(Intercept) 147.6240  20.3261 7.2628  0.0000 153.1629  16.1854 9.4630 0.0000
b34 —12.0664 5.8786  —2.0526  0.0401 —12.8845 3.7254  —3.4586  0.0005*
b35 —12.6191 5.9818 —2.1096  0.0349 —12.9748 3.7295  —3.4790 0.0005*
b36 —12.8725 5.8463  —2.2018 0.0277 —11.9701 3.4181  —3.5020 0.0005*
s10 —12.8965 6.0833  —2.1200 0.0340 —14.7650 3.6410 —4.0552 0.0001*
sl1 2.7527 5.6112 0.4906  0.6237 0.7729 3.4291 0.2254 0.8217
s12 —0.6160 6.1227  —0.1006 0.9199 —1.6929 3.8916  —0.4350 0.6635
b5 1.5940 5.7598 0.2767  0.7820 1.0742 3.6427 0.2949 0.7681
bl4 4.3868 6.1946 0.7082  0.4788 2.7060 3.8272 0.7070 0.4795
bl6 4.8637 6.3461 0.7664  0.4434 3.3648 3.4160 0.9850 0.3246
b18 0.9321 6.4592 0.1443  0.8853 1.8617 4.4710 0.4164 0.6771
b21 —4.7397 6.3196  —0.7500 0.4533 —0.9110 4.0302 —0.2260 0.8212
b23 4.9718 6.1378 0.8100 0.4179 3.6966 3.7802 0.9779 0.3281

Table 4.2. Parameter estimates for fixed effects (Bonferroni p-value cutoff for the one-sided test = 0.0042)

. Normal mixed model
Variable

Gamma mixed model

Estimate Std.error  t-value  p-value Estimate Std.error  t-value p-value
(Intercept) 173.8070  19.5839 8.8750  0.0000 174.1648 5.0283 34.6369  0.0000
b34 —13.8891 5.4001  —2.5720 0.0101 —14.7395 2.9423 —5.0095 0.0000*
b35 —12.4207 5.8215  —2.1336  0.0329 —9.2152 2.9862 —3.0859  0.0020*
b36 —13.6534 5.3207 —2.5661 0.0103 —12.4916 2.5429 —4.9124  0.0000*
s10 —10.0949 5.7791  —1.7468 0.0807 —5.5250 2.8021 —1.9717 0.0486
sl1 —6.9164 5.3172  —1.3008 0.1933 —8.8242 2.5799 —3.4203 0.0006*
s12 —5.8547 6.0430 —0.9689 0.3326 —7.2768 3.0197 —2.4097 0.0160
b5 —1.4504 5.3140 —0.2729  0.7849 0.0793 2.6574 0.0298 0.9762
bl4 0.6034 6.0050 0.1005  0.9200 —4.5698 2.8591 —1.5983 0.1100
bl6 —3.6613 6.0934 —0.6009 0.5479 —5.4364 3.0335 —1.7921 0.0731
b18 —7.7964 6.2247  —1.2525 0.2104 —4.7434 3.5244 —1.3459 0.1783
b21 —0.7374 5.7772  —0.1276  0.8984 1.9905 3.1865 0.6247 0.5322
b23 4.6354 5.8830 0.7879  0.4307 —0.7922 2.7440 —0.2887 0.7728
o TREIQE 6709 GRS} BRAFGIAE FI51 Uehbs Ao b Atk wekA Al 15 2
Ft 9% BT 2 2880 9k A0% Btk

b B ATk MEERE YA A 20 oA ek £F 2P 482 B 4P 44
9 OS2 4L & gL HFT

5. A2

BApel e 1 5 Aridos ° BUe el gl B3 Y9 B AddTE ARk 53
A BAT} B F5 ALRETF 20]E Aol A S AT RITH GAWI3 AEE of
B3fo], WS AT FA| 4 ABRA] QoM Aok TG o] YL HolE UL FAT 5
0104[‘)[.

AN AR .
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Table 4.3. Parameter estimates for fixed effects (Bonferroni p-value cutoff for the one-sided test = 0.0042)

Variable Normal mixed model Gamma mixed model

Estimate Std.error  t-value  p-value Estimate Std.error  t-value p-value

(Intercept) 141.7080  21.4720 6.5997  0.0000 145.0641  12.3557 11.7406  0.0000

b34 —14.1839 5.9598 —2.3799 0.0173 —15.5772 3.3995  —4.5822 0.0000*

b35 —9.5619 6.0561 —1.5789 0.1144 —9.9911 3.3987  —2.9397 0.0033*

b36 —14.9817 5.9470 —2.5192 0.0118 —13.7309 3.4119  —4.0245 0.0001*

s10 —11.2011 6.0447 —1.8531 0.0639 —12.7578 3.2992 —3.8669 0.0001*

sl1 —5.8765 5.7551  —1.0211 0.3072 —6.2093 3.1733  —1.9567 0.0504

s12 —1.8410 6.3998  —0.2877 0.7736 —1.0620 4.0484  —0.2623 0.7931

b5 1.1334 5.7406 0.1974 0.8435 0.3490 3.2504 0.1074 0.9145

bl4 5.4078 6.1058 0.8857  0.3758 6.6143 3.4274 1.9298 0.0536

bl6 5.4912 6.5277 0.8412  0.4002 6.4286 4.7089 1.3652 0.1722

b18 10.5346 6.1706 1.7072  0.0878 12.1011 3.9576 3.0577 0.0022

b21 3.8539 5.9819 0.6443 0.5194 3.2779 3.3156 0.9886 0.3228

b23 4.2727 6.0679 0.7041  0.4813 0.4428 3.6707 0.1206  0.9040
5 AAVHE 2 20 B 2P0 80} 05 AR oz HAA) AN Agold A7
7h etk gAY AL HE S e who] Bagh, ol AN FuelFe o
dol A4Aoltt. 2yt A AHE IR0 F5 AZTTE ZE vl BP9 AL 9N AR F
A0l TF ME Q7] wiwol dueFY HHA 0] AV HER, ofF s dagFel W

3 A7) e Wasitim Az

References

Almasy, L., Amos, C. I., Bailey-Wilson, J. E., Cantor, R. M., Jaquish, C. E., Martinez, M., Neuman, R. J., Olson,
J. M., Palmer, L. J., Rich, S. S., Spence, M. A. and MacCluer, J. W. (2003). Genetic analysis workshop
13: Analysis of longitudinal family data for complex diseases and related risk factors, BMC Genetics,
4(Supple 1), S1.

Almasy, L. and Blangero, J. (1998). Multipoint quantitative-trait linkage analysis in general pedigrees,
American Journal of Human Genetics, 62, 1198-1211.

Barber, M. J., Cordell, H. J., MacGregor, A. J. and Andrew, T. (2004). Gamma regression improves Haseman-
Elston and Variance Components Linkage Analysis for Sib-Pairs, Genetic Epidemiology, 26, 97-107.

Breslow, N. E. and Clayton, D. (1993). Approximate inference in generalized linear mixed models, Journal
of the American Statistical Association, 88, 9—25.

Haseman, J. K. and Elston, R. C. (9172). The investigation of linkage between a quantitative trait and a
marker locus, Behavior Genetics, 2, 3—19.

Kruglyak, L. and Lander, E. (1995). Complete multipoint sib-pair analysis of qualitative and quantitative
traits, American Journal of Human Genetics, 57, 439-454.

Lee, Y., Nelder, J. A. and Pawitan, Y. (2006). Generalized Linear Models with Random Effects: Unified
Analysis via h-Likelihood, Chapman and Hall/CRC.

Suh, Y., Park, T. and Cheong, S. (2003). Linkage analysis of longitudinal data, BMC Genetics, 4(Suppl
1):527.

Won, S., Elston, R. C. and Park, T. (2006). Extension of the Haseman-Elston regression model to longitudinal
data, Human Heredity, 61, 111-119.



Jeonghwan Kim, Young Ju Suh, Sungho Won, Jeung Weon Nah, Woojoo Lee

230

iy

gl

A A2

(= ]
L

025!

o
K0

lof
o

K-
30

-_-—

s
ot

|

~J

o

2 31

(20154 32 162 &4, 20154 32 31 7, 20154 3

or
o

[ZzHG g T~

B/ N g
Eu bl
WLOTWM%
w
or,uAlJl\ra
o = XX
niz
1
ur%w_m
T .
N 2 ol
%ﬂ@o
W =
%@x
Ny
ﬂia_.
To®
=N
,,mo%i
o W&
By
_iLﬂAll
i
e oy
) o

2
= 70l 9014 AR el
154

I
3
B al
A& nlaste] Bt Genetic Analysis Workshop 13014 Al2H 225 o] &3}

=
&
o
o
i
9
o =

A%
3 7
B3} 4

)

ofy

(No.2013R1A1A1061332).

1 AA A

¥} E-mail: 1wj221@gmail.com

fsid
St

15le) 8k £

0

o

AHFHA &7 &3

(402-751)



