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A B ST R A C T

There are 512 two-locus, two-allele, two-phenotype, fully-penetrant disease m odels.

Using theperm utation between two alleles,between two loci,and between being a�ected

and una�ected,one m odelcan be considered to be equivalent to another m odelunder

the corresponding perm utation. These perm utations greatly reduce the num ber oftwo-

locusm odels in the analysis ofcom plex diseases. Thispaperdeterm ines the num ber of

non-redundanttwo-locusm odels(which can be102,100,96,51,50,or48,depending on

which perm utationsareused,and depending on whetherzero-locusand single-locusm od-

elsareexcluded).W heneverpossible,thesenon-redundanttwo-locusm odelsareclassi�ed

by theirproperty. Besides the fam iliarfeatures ofm ultiplicative m odels (logicalAND),

heterogeneity m odels(logicalOR),and threshold m odels,new classi�cationsareadded or

expanded:m odifying-e�ectm odels,logicalXOR m odels,interference and negative inter-

ferencem odels(neitherdom inantnorrecessive),conditionally dom inant/recessivem odels,

m issing lethalgenotype m odels,and highly sym m etric m odels. The following aspectsof

two-locusm odelsare studied: the m arginalpenetrance tablesatboth loci,the expected

jointidentity-by-descentprobabilities,and the correlation between m arginalidentity-by-

descent probabilitiesatthe two loci. These studies are usefulforlinkage analysesusing

single-locus m odels while the underlying disease m odelis two-locus,and forcorrelation

analysesusing thelinkagesignalsatdi�erentlocationsobtained by a single-locusm odel.
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1 Introduction

Disease m odels involving two genes,usually called \two-locus m odels" (e.g. [41,64]),

havebeen widely used in thestudy ofcom plex diseases,including likelihood-based linkage

analysis[34,61,48,77],allele-sharing-based linkageanalysis[39,17,75,46,9,24],m arker-

association-segregation m ethod [4,14],weighted-pairwisecorrelation m ethod [94],variance

com ponentanalysis[84,85,86],recurrence risk ofrelatives[88,74,67],and segregation

analysis[31,32,35,18,19,16].Besideshum an genetics,two-locusm odelshavealso been

used in thestudy ofevolution,aswellasgeneticstudiesofinbreeding anim alsand plants.

Using two-locusm odelsisa naturalchoiceiftheunderlying diseasem echanism indeed

involves two orm ore genes,though there have been extensive discussions on the power

ofusing single-locusm odelsforlinkage analysisin thatsituation [36,33,29,89,30,90,

79,78,69,15,40,87]. Also,two-locus m odels have frequently been used in generating

sim ulated datasetsfortesting variouslinkage m ethodsand strategies[27,11,23,87,12,

82,28,59,2,37,21].Although segregation analysisbased on two-locusm odelsiscom m on

[70,93,22,76,43],linkage analysisbased on two-locusm odelsisrelatively rare,due to

the large num berofcom binationsoftwo m arkersoutofasm any as300 m arkersin the

wholegenom e,dueto thecostofa tim e-consum ing calculation ofthepedigreelikelihood,

and dueto a largenum berofpossiblepossibleinteractionsbetween two genes.

Onewould naturallyask:how m anypossibletypesoftwo-locusm odelsexist? Com plete

enum erations and classi�cations of system s have been used in m any other �elds as a

starting pointofa study;forexam ple,two-person two-m ove gam esin the study ofgam e

theory [73],two-state three-input cellular autom ata in the study ofdynam icalsystem s

[55],and two-sym bol3-by-3 lattice m odels in the study ofprotein folding [53]. These

types ofstudies lay out the space ofallpossibilities,with nothing m issing. This paper

followsa sim ilarpath in com pletely enum erating alltwo-locus two-allele two-phenotype

diseasem odels.

Strickberger[83]listed a few a typesoftwo-locusm odelsencountered in experim ental

system s,though the num ber ofphenotypes is m ultiple (such as being a sm ooth,partly

rough and fully rough M endelian pea),instead ofbinary (such asa�ected and una�ected).

Defrise-Gussenhoven [6]listed �ve typesoftwo-locusm odels,which were followed up by

a study by Greenberger[31]. Neum an and Rice listed six two-locusm odels[67]. Never-

theless,nobody provided a com pletelistofallpossibletwo-locusm odels.

Thiscom pleteenum eration ofalltwo-locusm odelscan beusefulwhen a linkagesignal

isobserved in two separated regions,oriftwo candidate geneswith known locationsare

studied.In thesesituations,itisofinterestto determ inethenatureoftheinteraction be-
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tween thetwo diseasegenes(e.g.[14]).W ithoutknowing allpossibleform sofinteraction,

such determ ination isnotcom plete.

A list ofalltwo-locus m odels is perhaps usefulfor likelihood-based linkage analysis,

butm ay notbe essential. In such a linkage analysis,param etersin the two-locusm odel

can be determ ined by a m axim um likelihood m ethod,and the �tted valuesaregenerally

continuous rather than discrete. The enum eration oftwo-locus m odels in this paper,

however,usesdiscrete param etervalues. Nevertheless,during the stage ofinterpretation

oftheresult,theclassi�cation oftwo-locusm odelsdiscussed in section 3 can beuseful.

Since m ostlikelihood-based linkage analysesstilluse single-locusdisease m odels,itis

ofinterestto know how closely a single-locusm odelapproxim atesa two-locusm odel.For

thispurpose,weexam inethem arginalpenetrance(on both loci)ofalltwo-locusm odels,

which should betheoptim alparam etervalueifasingle-locusm odelisused forthelinkage

analysis[79].Thequestion ofwhich two-locusm odelscan bereasonably approxim ated by

single-locusm odels,orwhich two-locusinteraction can bedetected by single-locuslinkage

analysis,can beeasily answered by thism arginalpenetranceinform ation.Thistopicwill

bediscussed in section 4.

Allele-sharing-based linkageanalysisrequiresacalculation oftheexpected allelesharing

between a relative pair under a certain disease m odel[17,75,46,9,24]. W e provide a

new form ulation forthiscalculation which isan extension oftheclassicalLi-Sacksm ethod

[52,51],which in turn is based on the Bayes’theorem . This topic willbe discussed in

section 5.

Ithasbeen suggested thatinteraction orepistasisbetween two regionscan bedetected

by calculating the correlation between two linkage signals,each determ ined by a single-

locuslinkage analysis[60,10].A positive correlation m ay suggestinteraction (epistasis),

and anegativecorrelation m ay suggestheterogeneity [60,10].W eexam inesuch a correla-

tion foralltwo-locusm odels,which notonly con�rm sthissim plerule-of-thum b,butalso

generalizesto othertwo-locusm odels.Thistopicwillbediscussed in section 6.

2 Enum eration oftwo-locus m odels

A two-locusm odelistypically represented by a 3-by-3 penetrance table. The row label

givesthethreepossiblegenotypesofthe�rstdiseaselocus(i.e.aa,aA,AA,whereA m ight

be considered asthe disease allele atlocus1),and the colum n labelgivesthe genotypes
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forthesecond locus(i.e.bb,bB,BB,whereB isthediseasealleleatlocus2):

ffijg=

bb bB B B

aa f11 f12 f13

aA f21 f22 f23

AA f31 f32 f33

(1)

Thetableelem entfij (\penetrance")istheprobability ofbeing a�ected with thedisease

when the genotype atthe �rstlocusisi,and thatofthe second locusisj. In the m ost

generalcase,fij’srangefrom 0 to 1.M odelsde�ned on continuously varying param eters

arehard tobeclassi�ed toafew discretecategories.On theotherhand,ifthetheallowed

valuesoffij’sare0 and 1 only (\fully penetrant"),wecan categorizethenine-param eter

spaceto 29 = 512distinctpoints.W eusethefollowing notation to labeleach ofthese512

fully-penetranttwo-locusm odels:

\m odelnum ber"10 = (f11f12f13f21f22f23f31f32f33)2 (2)

where the subscript of2 or 10 indicates whether the num ber is represented as binary

or decim al. For exam ple,ifa m odelhas f13 = 1 and other fij’s are zero,the binary

representation ofthepenetrancetableis(001000000)2,which is64in decim alnotation,or

m odelM 64.M odelnum bersrangefrom 0 to 511.

The num berofnon-redundanttwo-locusm odelsislessthan 512 due to the following

considerations: (i) ifallfij’s are 0 (or 1),the m odelis a zero-locus m odel; (ii) ifthe

elem entsofthepenetrancetabledo notchangewith row (orwith colum n),itisa single-

locusm odel;thenatureofthem odelshould notchange(iii)ifthe�rstand second locusare

exchanged;(iv)ifthetwo allelesin the�rst(orsecond)locusareexchanged;or(v)ifthe

a�ection statusisexchanged. W e willshow below thatwhen the sym m etriesim plied by

perm utation (iii)and (iv)areim posed,thenum berofnon-redundanttwo-locusm odel(N 1)

is102;when (iii),(iv),(v)are considered,the num ber (N 2)is51. Subtracting zero-locus

and/orsingle-locusm odels,wegetN 1�2=100,N 1�6=96,N 2�1=50,and N 2�3=48.

Thisresultofthenum berofnon-redundanttwo-locusm odelsisbased on thecounting

theorem by P�olyaand deBruijn [71,13].Cotterm an pioneered com binatorialgenetics,but

heonlyenum eratedsingle-locusm ultiple-allelem odels[5].AlthoughHartleandM aruyam a

had already applied thecountingtheorem toenum erategeneticm odels[38],wewould like

to repeatand sim plify the derivation to focuson ourparticularcase,i.e.,the two-locus

two-allelem odels.

Todo so,itisnecessary toreview theconceptof\cycleindex" below.Ifa perm utation

isapplied to a setofm elem ents,som eelem entsareinvariantunderthisperm utation (b1
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ofthem ),som e form cyclesoflength 2 (b2 ofthem ),som e form cyclesoflength 3 (b3 of

them ),etc.Foreach perm utation,constructa polynom ialwith m variables:

x
b1
1 x

b2
2 x

b3
3 � � � x

bm
m :

Going through allperm utation p’sthatarepartoftheperm utation group P (supposethe

num berofperm utationsisjPj),thecycleindex isde�ned asthepolynom ial:

C(x1;x2;� � � xm )�
1

jPj

X

p2P

x
b1
1
x
b2
2
x
b3
3
� � � x

bm
m :

Fortwo-locusm odels,thereare9 genotypes,and eightperm utationscan beconsidered

on this set ofgenotypes: (i) the identity operation;(ii) exchange alleles a and A;(iii)

exchangeallelesband B ;(iv)exchangethe�rstand thesecond locus;(v)is(ii)plus(iii);

(vi)is(ii)plus(iv);(vii)is(iii)plus(iv);(viii)is(v)plus(iv). The cycle index forthis

group ofeightperm utationson the9 genotypesis:

Cgeno(x1;x2;� � � x9)=
x9
1
+ 4x3

1
x3
2
+ x1x

4
2
+ 2x1x

2
4

8
:

By P�olya’scounting theorem (theorem 5.1 in [13])the num berofnon-redundanttwo-

locusm odels,withoutconsidering perm utationsin phenotype,isequalto thecycleindex

ofthe perm utation group on the genotype evaluated by replacing allvariables by the

num berofphenotypes(which is2),i.e.:

N 1 =
29 + 28 + 25 + 24

8
= 102:

W hen all0’s in the penetrance table are switched to 1 and 1’s switched to 0,one

two-locus m odelbecom es another two-locus m odel. Ifwe consider these two m odels as

equivalent,thenum berofnon-redundantm odelsis

N 2 =
N 1

2
= 51:

Actually,the sam e conclusion can be obtained by considering not only the cycle index

ofthe perm utation group on the genotype,butalso thatofa perm utation group on the

phenotype,then using de Bruijn’s generalization ofP�olya’s theorem (see Appendix 1).

Theadvantageofthisapproach isthatifa m orecom plicated perm utation group applied

to phenotype isconsidered,the m ethod to getN 2 by a sim ple division ofN 1 would not

work.
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3 C lassifying two-locus m odels

This section discusses som e possible classi�cation schem es oftwo-locus m odels. No at-

tem ptism adeto exhaustively classify allm odels,considering thefactthatsom e\exotic"

m odelscan neverbeclassi�ed using fam iliarterm s.W hatwe have here isa collection of

classi�cation schem es,each selectingasubsetofm odelsby aspecialproperty theypossess.

Asa com parison,outofthe 50 m odelslisted in thispaper,Defrise-Gussenhoven studied

M 1,M 3,M 11,M 15,M 27[6];Greenberg studied M 1,M 3,M 27[31];and Neum an and Rice

studied M 1,M 3,M 11,M 15,M 27,M 78 [67]. AllN 2 � 1 =50 m odels are listed in Table

1. The N 1 � N 2 � 1 =50 m odelsgenerated by switching a�ectedsand una�ecteds(plus

possibly otherperm utationsbetween lociand allele)arelisted in Table2 forconvenience.

W e�rstreview the6 m odelsstudied in [67]:

1.Jointly-recessive-recessive m odel(R R )

M 1 requires two copies ofthe disease alleles from both locito be a�ected. This

m odelwas studied as early as 1952 [81,50,62],and can also be called \recessive

com plem entary".

2.Jointly-dom inant-dom inant m odel(D D )

M 27requiresatleastonecopy ofthediseaseallelefrom both locitobea�ected.This

m odelcan also becalled \dom inantcom plem entary".

3.Jointly-recessive-dom inant m odel(R D )

M 3 requirestwo copiesofdisease allelesfrom the�rstlocusand atleastonedisease

allelefrom thesecond locusto bea�ected.

Note that the H eterogeneity m odels (logicalOR m odels) discussed in [67]are

equivalent to the above three RR,DD,RD m odels by the 0 $ 1 perm utation in

the penetrance table pluspossibly som e perm utationsbetween two lociand/ortwo

alleles.RR m odelbecom esD+D m odel,DD m odelbecom esR+R,and RD becom es

D+R [20].

4.A m odifying-e�ect m odel(M od)

M 15 can bem odi�ed to a single-locusrecessive m odelifthepenetranceatthegeno-

type aA-BB is changed from 1 to 0. This m odelis one ofthe \m odifying-e�ect

m odels" and \alm ostsingle-locusm odels" discussed below.

5.T hreshold m odel(T )
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M 1(R R ) M 2 M 3(R D ) M 5 M 7(1L:R ) M 10 M 11 (T )

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1

M 12 M 13 M 14 M 15(M od) M 16 M 17 M 18

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0

M 19 M 21 M 23 M 26 M 27 (D D ) M 28 M 29

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1

0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1

M 30 M 40 M 41 M 42 M 43 M 45 M 56(1L:I)

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0

M 57 M 58 M 59 M 61 M 68 M 69 M 70

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0

M 78(X O R ) M 84 M 85 M 86 M 94 M 97 M 98

0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1

0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0

1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0

M 99 M 101 M 106 M 108 M 113 M 114 M 170

0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0

1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1

0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0

M 186

0 1 0

1 1 1

0 1 0

Table 1: The penetrance tables ofallN 2 � 1 = 50 two-locus m odels. Each m odelrepresents a group

ofequivalentm odelsunderperm utations. The representative m odelisthe one with the sm allestm odel

num ber. The six m odelsstudied in Neum an and Rice (\RR,RD,DD,T,M od,XO R") [67],as wellastwo

single-locusm odels(\1L"){ the recessive(R)and the interference(I)m odel,arem arked.
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M 31! 15 (M od) M 47! 23 M 63! 7(1L:D ) M 71! 59 M 79! 27(R + R ) M 87! 46 M 95! 11(T )

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1

0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

M 102! 94 M 103! 30 M 105! 61 M 107! 29 M 109! 57 M 110! 86 M 111! 19

0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1

1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1

1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1

M 115! 99 M 117! 106 M 118! 78 M 119! 14 M 121! 45 M 122! 101 M 123! 13

0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1

1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1

M 124! 108 M 125! 41 M 126! 70 M 127! 3(D + R ) M 171! 85 M 173! 113 M 175! 21

0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1

1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1

M 187! 69 M 189! 97 M 191! 5 M 229! 114 M 231! 28 M 238! 84 M 239! 17

0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1

0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1

M 245! 98 M 247! 12 M 254! 68 M 255! 1(D + D ) M 325! 186 M 327! 58 M 335! 26

0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1

1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

M 341! 170 M 343! 42 M 351! 10 M 365! 56(1L:I) M 367! 18 M 381! 40 M 383! 2

1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1

0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1

M 495! 16

1 1 1

1 0 1

1 1 1

Table 2: The penetrance tablesofN 1 � N 2 � 1 = 50 two-locusm odels. These m odelsare equivalentto

the m odelsin Table 1 by the 0 $ 1 perm utation pluspossibly otherperm utationsbetween two lociand

between two alleles.Them ostfam iliarm odels,including thetwo single-locusm odels{ thedom inant(D)

and the negativeinterference(I)m odel,arem arked.
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M 11requiresatleastthreediseasealleles,regardlessofwhich locusthediseasealleles

are from ,to be a�ected. M 95,which is equivalent to M 11,requires at least two

diseaseallelesto bea�ected.

6.A n exclusive O R m odel(X O R )

M 78isalm osttheR+R m odelexceptforthetwo-locusgenotypeAA-BB.Thism odel

wasused tom odelthegeneticsofhandedness[49].Infact,M 78isoneofthe\exclusive

OR" m odelsto bediscussed below.

Therearealso thefollowing classi�cation schem es

� Single-locus m odels (1L):

M 7 isa single-locusrecessive m odel(itisalso equivalentto a single-locusdom inant

m odelM 63,by0$ 1perm utation in thepenetrancetable,followed by aperm utation

between alleles a and A). M 56 is a single-locus \interference" (the term used by

Johnson is\m etabolic interference" [42]),or\m axim um heterozygosity m odel". As

discussed in detailsby Johnson [42],in thishypotheticalm odel,neitherallele a nor

A is really abnorm al;only when the gene products interact,can there be harm ful

e�ects. M 365 isequivalent to M 56 by the 0 $ 1 perm utation (plusa perm utation

between twoloci),which canbecalled a\negativeinterferencem odel"ora\m axim um

hom ozygosity m odel".M odelssim ilartoM 56and M 365,which areneitherdom inant

norrecessive,willbediscussed m orebelow.M 7,M 63,M 56,M 365arelabeled asR,D ,I,

I.

W e can classify two-locus m odels which are one-m utation away from single-locus

m odelsasalm ostsingle-locusm odels.Them odifying-e�ectm odelM 15isactually

an alm ostsingle-locusm odel. Othersinclude M 23,M 57,M 58 (0 ! 1 m utation in

the penetrance table),M 3,M 5,M 59,and M 61 (1 ! 0 m utation in the penetrance

table).

� LogicalA N D (m ultiplicative) m odels:

The logicalAND operation on two binary variablesisde�ned as: 0 AND 0 = 0,0

AND 1=0,1 AND 0 = 0,1 AND 1 =1.Im aginethatthepenetrancetablereceivesa

contribution from both loci,fg1ig and fg2jg (i;j= 1;2;3),and thepenetrancevalue

can berepresented asa productofthetwo contributions[66]:

fij = g1i AND g2j;

Thisclassofm odelincludesM 1(RR),M 2(RI),M 3(RD),M 5(RI),M 16(II),M 18(DI),

M 27(DD),M 40(II),M 45(DI),and M 325 (II),whereR;D ;I;I aredom inant,reces-
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sive,interference,and negative interference single-locusm odels. M 325 isequivalent

to M 186 by theperm utation in thea�ection status.Although M 7 and M 56 arealso

logicalAND m odels,they are actually trivialsingle-locusm odels. One can see that

forM 45,for exam ple,when the second and third colum ns in the penetrance table

areswitched,allnon-zero elem entsform a rectangularblock.Itistrueforany m ul-

tiplicative m odelthatsuch a rectangularblock can beform ed by switching colum ns

and/orrows.

The specialinterest ofm ultiplicative m odelsliesin the factthatthe probability of

the value ofidentity-by-descent atone locusisindependent ofthe otherlocus[39].

In otherwords,ifone usesthe jointidentity-by-descentbetween a�ected sibpairsto

study a possible interaction between two locations,such an interaction cannot be

detected.M oreon thecalculation oftheprobability ofidentity-by-descentvalueswill

bediscussed below.

� LogicalO R (heterogeneity) m odels:

The logicalOR operation on two binary variablesisde�ned as: 0 OR 0 = 0,0 OR

1 = 1,1 OR 0 = 1,1 OR 1 = 1. The 0 $ 1 perm utation in the penetrance table

willtransform a logicalAND m odelto a logicalO R m odel,ora heterogeneity

m odel. Note that for fully-penetrant m odels,we cannot have an exact,but only

approxim ate,additive m odels in the originalsense, since 1+1=2 is larger than

whatisallowed by a penetrance.

� LogicalX O R m odels:

The logicalXOR (exclusive OR)operation on two binary variablesisde�ned as: 0

XOR 0=0,0XOR 1=1,1 XOR 0=1,1 XOR 1=0.Thelastequation m akesXOR an

extrem ely non-linearoperation.Becauseofthisproperty,XOR isa favoritefunction

toillustratetheadvantageofarti�cialneuralnetworksoverlineardiscrim ination and

linearregression (e.g.[3]).LogicalXOR two-locusm odelsincludeM 78 (asdiscussed

earlier),M 113,and M 170.

� C onditionaldom inant (recessive) m odels:

These are m odelswhere the �rst(orthe second)locusbehaveslike a dom inant(or

recessive) m odelif the second (or the �rst) locus takes a certain genotype. For

exam ple,the �rstlocusin M 11 behavesasa recessive m odelwhen the genotype at

the second locusisbB ,butasa dom inantm odelwhen the genotype atthe second

locus is B B . M odels sim ilar to M 11 include: M 1(RR),M 2,M 3(DR),M 5,M 13,

M 15(M od),M 18,M 19,M 23,and M 45.
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� Interference m odels: neither dom inant nor recessive:

W e can extend the single-locus \neither dom inant nor recessive" m odels M 56 and

M 365 to two-locusm odels. In positive interferences,two otherwise norm alproteins

producedattwolociinteracttoleadtothedisease.Innegativeinterferences,twocom -

plem entary proteinslead to a functionalproductand an una�ected person,whereas

thelack ofeithercom plem entary com ponentleadstoa�ection.Thesefollowingm od-

elsillustratethesituation:M 68,M 186,and M 170.

In M 68,theonly two-locusgenotypesthatlead to thediseaseareaa-BB and bb-AA.

Supposean abnorm ale�ectiscaused by an interaction between theprotein product

generated from allelea and thatfrom B ,orbetween theprotein productsfrom band

A. Then only the above two two-locus genotypes lead to the m axim um abnorm al

e�ect.Thism odelwasstudied in [65].

ForM 325,which isequivalentto M 186 by the0 $ 1 perm utation in thepenetrance

table,fourtwo-locusgenotypeslead to the disease: aa-bb,aa-BB,AA-bb,AA-BB.

Thisisasituation wherem axim um dosesoftheprotein produced atboth locilead to

thedisease.From thisperspective,M 325 isa \m axim um hom ozygosity" m odel(and

M 186 a \m axim um heterozygosity" m odel).

ForM 170,fourtwo-locusgenotypeslead to thedisease:aa-bB,aA-bb,aA-BB,AA-

bB.The di�erence between M 170 and M 186 isthatthedouble-heterozygosity geno-

type aA-bB doesnotlead to the disease,whereasallotherheterozygousgenotypes

lead to thedisease.Onem ightconsiderthatthereisanotherbetween-locusinterfer-

encebesidesthewithin-locusinterference,and thetwo interferencescancelout.

In Drosophila genetics,thephenom enon ofm etabolicinterferenceiscalled \negative

com plem entation" [92,91].Forexam ple,theNotch genehastwo types,\enhancers"

and \suppressors".Thehom ozygotesforboth typesareviable,whereastheheterozy-

gotesarelethal.

The phenom enon of\m aternal-fetalincom patibility" [68]isrem iniscent of,butnot

identicalto,theinterferencewediscusshere.Thisincom patibility isbetween thered

blood cells in the m other and in the fetus,due to the inheritance oftwo di�erent

alleles from the m other and the father. This occurs only ifthe fetus’genotype is

heterozygous.

� M ore m odifying-e�ect m odels:

JustasM 15isam odi�ed version ofthesingle-locusrecessivem odel,anym odelwhose

penetrancetableisonem utation away from a classi�ed m odelhasa m odifying-e�ect
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on thelatter.Forexam ple,changing thepenetrancevaluefrom 1 to 0 in M 41 atthe

two-locusgenotypeaA-bb m akesitasingle-locusdom inantm odel.Otherm odifying-

e�ectm odelsarelisted in Table3.

� M issing lethalgenotype m odels:

W econsiderthefollowing situation:a geneticdiseaserequiresa m inim um num berof

diseaseallelesfrom either/both locus/loci(i.e.allelesA and B),which lead tom odels

sim ilartothethreshold m odel(M 11oritsequivalentm odelM 95).Nevertheless,ifthe

disease islethal,allindividualscarrying a large num berofdisease allelesdisappear

from the population. Consequently,itisim possible to have the two-locusgenotype

with them axim um num berofdiseasealleles(e.g.AA-BB,AA-bB,aA-BB).Although

allpossibletwo-locusgenotypesarespeci�ed in thepenetrancetable,som egenotypes

neverappearin thepopulation.E�ectively,wem ay replacethepenetrancesatthese

genotypesby \notavailable" +’sor0’s.

Forexam ple,in thepenetrancetablebelow,theAA-BB genotypeism issing from the

population,thusitspenetranceisreplaced by a \+":

bb bB B B

aa 0 0 0

aA 0 0 1

AA 0 1 +

(3)

Since we willneverhave a chance to use the penetrance represented by +,itm ight

bereplaced by a0,and becom em odelM 10.Thefollowing m odelsalsobelong tothis

class:M 2,M 12,M 14,M 18,M 26,M 28,M 30,M 78,M 84,M 86,M 94,M 124(equivalent

to M 108),M 126 (equivalentto M 70),M 254 (equivalentto M 68)(the +’sappearin

thelower-rightcorner),M 3,M 19(the+’sappearin theupper-rightcorner).A m odel

sim ilarto M 84 wasdiscussed in [26].

The discussion presented here illustrates a generalprinciple: even iftwo two-locus

m odelsm ay di�er in theirpenetrance table,they can be e�ectively identicalifthe

di�ering elem entappearswith a very sm allprobability.

� H ighly sym m etric m odels:

During the discussion ofP�olya’s theorem ,eight perm utations were listed including

the identity operation and seven otherperm utations. W hethera m odelisinvariant

ornotunderthe seven perm utationsprovidesa m easure ofthe degree ofsym m etry

ofthem odel.Forexam ple,M 40 isinvariantunderthree perm utations:exchange of
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allelesa and A,exchangeofallelesband B ,exchangeofboth a,A,and b,B .Other

m odelswhich are invariantundera large num berofperm utations(indicated by the

num berin theparentheses)include:M 16 (7),M 40 (3),M 68 (3),M 84 (3),M 170 (7),

M 186 (7).M 56 isexcluded becauseitisa single-locusm odel.

M odels that are sym m etric with respect to perm utation oftwo locineed only one

single-locusm odeltoapproxim ateboth loci.M odelsthataresym m etricwith respect

to perm utation oftwo allelesm ightbem orerelevantto com m on diseases.

Adm ittedly,there are \exotic" m odelswhich have yetto be classi�ed. Although one

can relax thede�nitionsofm odifying-e�ectand interferencem odelsto incorporatethem ,

they are lesslikely to be usefulin m odeling the gene-gene interaction in realsituations.

Table3 sum m arizeswhatwehavediscussed in thissection.

4 M arginalpenetrance tables

Oneim portantquestion weask ishow atwo-locusm odeldi�ersfrom asingle-locusm odel.

This question has practicalim plications in linkage analyses because alm ost allcurrent

analysesarecarried outby focusing on onesusceptibility gene.W e can usethe m arginal

penetrancetableon each oneofthetwolocitorepresentthee�ectivesingle-locusm odelas

thee�ectsofotherinteracting genesareaveraged out.Them arginalpenetrancetableon

the�rstlocusis:f
eff1

i =
P

jP
2
jfij wherefP

2
jg arethegenotypefrequenciesatthesecond

locus,and that on the second locus is f
eff2

j =
P

iP
1
ifij,where fP

1
ig are the genotype

frequenciesatthe�rstlocus.

Take the m odifying-e�ect m odelM 15,for exam ple. Ifp1 and p2 are disease allele

frequenciesatthe two loci(q1 = 1� p1;q2 = 1� p2,and Hardy-W einberg equilibrium is

assum ed),thecorresponding genotypefrequenciesare:

bb(q2
2
) bB (2p2q2) B B (p2

2
)

aa(q21) 0 0 0

aA(2p1q1) 0 0 1

AA(p2
1
) 1 1 1

(4)

The three m arginalpenetrances at the �rst locus are (0;p2
2
;1). As expected,it is very

sim ilartotherecessivem odelexceptforam odifyinge�ecton theheterozygote.Sim ilarly,

thethreem arginalpenetrancesatthesecond locusare(p21;p
2
1;p

2
1+ 2p1q1),which arealm ost

zero when p1 issm all. Iflinkage analysis form arkers nearboth disease genesiscarried

out,them arkernearthe�rstgenewillprovidea linkagesignalundertherecessivem odel
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m odel classi�cations m odel classi�cations

M 1 R R ,C,AND,SL,[3,68](M 255 ! D + D ,O R) M 43 [11]

M 2 L,C,AND,SA ,[3] M 45 C,AND,SA

M 3 L,R D ,C,AND,[1,7,11](M 127 ! D + R ,O R) M 56 1L:I,SA ;A A (M 365 ! 1L:I)

M 5 C,AND,SA ,[1,7] M 57 [56]

M 7 1L:R ,SA ,[3](M 63 ! 1L:D ) M 58 SA ,[56,186]

M 10 L,SL ,[11] M 59 [27](M 71 ! [7])

M 11 T ,C,SL ,[3,27] M 61 SA (M 105 ! [7])

M 12 L,[1] M 68 I,SL ;A A ,[1](M 254 ! L)

M 13 C,[3] M 69 SL,[68](M 187 ! [186])

M 14 L,[3] M 70 [3,68](M 126 ! L )

M 15 C,[7,11](M 31 ! [27]) M 78 L,XO R,SL (M 118 ! [27])

M 16 I,AND,SL ;A ;A A M 84 L,SL ;A A ,[68]

M 17 SL,[1,16] M 85 SL (M 171 ! [170])

M 18 L,C,SA ,AND,[16,56] M 86 L

M 19 L,C,[3,27] M 94 L,SL (M 102 ! [11])

M 21 SA M 97 SA

M 23 C,SA ,[7] M 98 SL

M 26 SL,[27] M 99

M 27 D D ,C,AND,SL ,[11](M 79 ! R + R ,O R) M 101

M 28 L M 106

M 29 M 108 SA A (M 124 ! L)

M 30 L M 113 XO R,SA

M 40 AND,SA ;A A ,[56] M 114 SL

M 41 [3] M 170 I,XO R,SL ;A ;A A ,[186]

M 42 SA ,[170] M 186 I,O R,SL ;A ;A A ,[170](M 325 ! AND)

Table 3: 1L:single-locus m odels (D: dom inant, R:recessive, I and I: interference); R R :jointly-

recessive-recessivem odel;D D :jointly-dom inant-dom inantm odel;R D :jointly-recessive-dom inantm odel;

T :threshold m odel;I:interferencem odels.L:m issing lethalgenotypem odels;C:conditionally dom inant

and/orconditionally recessive;AND:logicalAND m odels(m ultiplicative);O R:logicalO R m odels(het-

erogeneity m odels);XO R:logicalXO R m odels;S:sym m etricm odels(SL :with respectto perm utation of

two loci;SA :with respectto perm utation oftwo allelesatone locus;SA A :with respectto perm utation

oftwo allelesatboth loci);[]:m odifying-e�ectm odels.Forexam ple,[11]indicatesa m odelthatm odi�es

M 11 by onebitin the penetrance table.



Li,neuralnet 16

with am odi�ed (reduced)penetrance;them arkernearthesecond genewillbarely provide

any linkagesignal.

Assum ing p1 = p2 = 0:1,Table 4 lists the m arginalpenetrance at both locifor all

N 2 � 1 =50 two-locus m odels. Table 5 lists those for the rem aining N 1 � N 2 � 1 =50

m odels. Each m arginalpenetrance on a single locus is roughly classi�ed as one ofthe

four types: dom inant (D),recessive (R),interference (I),and negative interference (I).

Notethatthisclassi�cation only providescrudeguidanceform arginalsingle-locuse�ect.

Forexam ple,in Table4 them arginalpenetrancetable(0,0.2,0.8)isclassi�ed asrecessive,

though itisonly approxim ately recessivewith som ephenocopy probability.Alsonotethat

form odelsthatare equivalentto the representative m odelslisted in Tables3 and 4,the

m arginalpenetrancesneed to berecalculated using thecorrectallelefrequencies.

M arginalpenetrance tables can provide insight into linkage analyses using a single-

locus m odelwhen the underlying disease m odelinvolves two genes. For exam ple, for

M 1 (RR),both genesbehave like a recessive locusbutwith a highly reduced penetrance

(0.01 ifthe disease allele frequency is 0.1). A single-locus-based linkage analysis m ight

detectboth locibutwith di�culty becauseofthelow penetrance.M 78 (an XOR m odel)

providesanotherexam ple.Itisalm ostidenticalto M 79 (R+R)in thatboth genesbehave

asa recessive locus,butthe m arginalpenetrance isreduced from 1 to 0.99. The alm ost

negligiblee�ectwith theexclusiveOR operation attheAA-BB genotypeisduetothefact

thatthepopulation frequency oftheAA-BB genotypeisvery sm all.In practice,itm ight

bevery di�cultto distinguish M 78 from M 79 in a single-locus-based linkageanalysis.

Itisim portantto know thatTables4 and 5 arederived with a particulardiseaseallele

frequency (p1 = p2 =0.1). W hen the disease allele frequency isthe sam e asthe norm al

allele frequency (p1 = p2 =0.5),the nature ofthe m arginalsingle-locus m odelcould be

com pletely di�erent. For exam ple,the m arginale�ect ofboth lociin M 84 is between

recessive and dom inantwhen p1 = p2 =0.1.W hen p1 = p2 =0.5,them arginalpenetrance

becom es(0.25,0.5,0.25)atboth loci,sim ilarto an interference m odel.Ifthepenetrance

f22 is 0.5 instead of1,the m arginalpenetrance is (0.25,0.25,0.25)[26];in other words,

thereisno m arginallinkagesignalatall.

In a practicalpedigree analysis,the genotype frequenciesm ay notbe taken from the

population frequencies,buttaken from thepedigreesonehas[89,90,79].Itisthuspossible

thatthepenetrance tableisspeci�c to each individualin thepedigree.Itisanotherway

ofsaying thattherisk ofdeveloping thediseaseforeach fam ily m em berisconditionalon

thea�ection statusofotherfam ily m em bers,and such conditionalprobability m ay di�er

from person to person.
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m odel �rstlocus second locus m odel �rstlocus second locus

# aa aA AA type bb bB BB type # aa aA AA type bb bB BB type

M 1 0 0 .01 - 0 0 .01 - M 43 0 .82 .19 I .18 .01 .19 I

M 2 0 0 .18 R 0 .01 0 - M 45 0 .82 .82 D .19 0 .19 I

M 3 0 0 .19 R 0 .01 .01 - M 56 0 1 0 I .18 .18 .18 -

M 5 0 0 .82 R .01 0 .01 - M 57 0 1 .01 I .18 .18 .19 -

M 7 0 0 1 R .01 .01 .01 - M 58 0 1 .18 I .18 .19 .18 -

M 10 0 .01 .18 R 0 .01 .18 R M 59 0 1 .19 I .18 .19 .18 -

M 11 0 .01 .19 R 0 .01 .19 R M 61 0 1 .82 D .19 .18 .19 -

M 12 0 .01 .81 R .01 0 .18 R M 68 .01 0 .81 R .01 0 .81 R

M 13 0 .01 .82 R .01 0 .19 R M 69 .01 0 .82 R .01 0 .82 R

M 14 0 .01 .99 R .01 .01 .18 R M 70 .01 0 .99 R .01 .01 .81 R

M 15 0 .01 1 R .01 .01 .19 R M 78 .01 .01 .99 R .01 .01 .99 R

M 16 0 .18 0 I 0 .18 0 I M 84 .01 .18 .81 R .01 .18 .81 R

M 17 0 .18 .01 I 0 .18 .01 I M 85 .01 .18 .82 R .01 .18 .82 R

M 18 0 .18 .18 D 0 .19 0 I M 86 .01 .18 .99 R .01 .19 .81 R

M 19 0 .18 .19 D 0 .19 .01 I M 94 .01 .19 .99 R .01 .19 .99 R

M 21 0 .18 .82 R .01 .18 .01 I M 97 .01 .81 .01 I .18 0 .82 R

M 23 0 .18 1 R .01 .19 .01 I M 98 .01 .81 .18 I .18 .01 .81 R

M 26 0 .19 .18 D 0 .19 .18 D M 99 .01 .81 .19 I .18 .01 .82 R

M 27 0 .19 .19 D 0 .19 .19 D M 101 .01 .81 .82 D .19 0 .82 R

M 28 0 .19 .81 R .01 .18 .18 D M 106 .01 .82 .18 I .18 .01 .99 R

M 29 0 .19 .82 R .01 .18 .19 D M 108 .01 .82 .81 D .19 0 .99 R

M 30 0 .19 .99 R .01 .19 .18 D M 113 .01 .99 .01 I .18 .18 .82 R

M 40 0 .82 0 I .18 0 .18 I M 114 .01 .99 .18 I .18 .19 .81 R

M 41 0 .82 .01 I .18 0 .19 I M 170 .18 .82 .18 I .18 .82 .18 I

M 42 0 .82 .18 I .18 .01 .18 I M 186 .18 1 .18 I .18 1 .18 I

Table 4: M arginalpenetrance tablesatboth lociforallN 2 � 1 = 50 two-locusm odelsassum ing disease

allele frequencies p1 = p2 = 0:1. D,R,I,I represents (approxim ately) dom inant,recessive,interference,

and negativeinterference.The sym bol\-" representsthe casewhere the penetrance isnotvery sensitive

to changesin the genotype.
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m odel �rstlocus second locus m odel �rstlocus second locus

# aa aA AA type bb bB BB type # aa aA AA type bb bB BB type

M 31 0 .19 1 R .01 .19 .19 D M 171 .18 .82 .19 I .18 .82 .19 I

M 47 0 .82 1 D .19 .01 .19 I M 173 .18 .82 .82 D .19 .81 .19 I

M 63 0 1 1 D .19 .19 .19 - M 175 .18 .82 1 D .19 .82 .19 I

M 71 .01 0 1 R .01 .01 .82 R M 187 .18 1 .19 I .18 1 .19 I

M 79 .01 .01 1 R .01 .01 1 R M 189 .18 1 .82 D .19 .99 .19 I

M 87 .01 .18 1 R .01 .19 .82 R M 191 .18 1 1 D .19 1 .19 I

M 95 .01 .19 1 R .01 .19 1 R M 229 .19 .81 .82 D .19 .81 .82 D

M 102 .01 .81 .99 D .19 .01 .81 R M 231 .19 .81 1 D .19 .82 .82 D

M 103 .01 .81 1 D .19 .01 .82 R M 238 .19 .82 .99 D .19 .82 .99 D

M 105 .01 .82 .01 I .18 0 1 R M 239 .19 .82 1 D .19 .82 1 D

M 107 .01 .82 .19 I .18 .01 1 R M 245 .19 .99 .82 D .19 .99 .82 D

M 109 .01 .82 .82 D .19 0 1 R M 247 .19 .99 1 D .19 1 .82 D

M 110 .01 .82 .99 D .19 .01 .99 R M 254 .19 1 .99 D .19 1 .99 D

M 111 .01 .82 1 D .19 .01 1 R M 255 .19 1 1 D .19 1 1 D

M 115 .01 .99 .19 I .18 .19 .82 R M 325 .82 0 .82 I .82 0 .82 I

M 117 .01 .99 .82 D .19 .18 .82 R M 327 .82 0 1 I .82 .01 .82 I

M 118 .01 .99 .99 D .19 .19 .81 R M 335 .82 .01 1 I .82 .01 1 I

M 119 .01 .99 1 D .19 .19 .82 R M 341 .82 .18 .82 I .82 .18 .82 I

M 121 .01 1 .01 I .18 .18 1 R M 343 .82 .18 1 I .82 .19 .82 I

M 122 .01 1 .18 I .18 .19 .99 R M 351 .82 .19 1 I .82 .19 1 I

M 123 .01 1 .19 I .18 .19 1 R M 365 .82 .82 .82 - 1 0 1 I

M 124 .01 1 .81 D .19 .18 .99 R M 367 .82 .82 1 - 1 .01 1 I

M 125 .01 1 .82 D .19 .18 1 R M 381 .82 1 .82 - 1 .18 1 I

M 126 .01 1 .99 D .19 .19 .99 R M 383 .82 1 1 - 1 .19 1 I

M 127 .01 1 1 D .19 .19 1 R M 495 1 .82 1 - 1 .82 1 -

Table5: Sim ilarto Table4,butforN 1 � N 2� 1= 50 two-locusm odelsthatareequivalentto them odels

in Table4 by switching the a�ection statusand possibly otherperm utationsbetween lociand alleles.
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5 IB D probabilities in two-locus m odels

There is a growing interest in using identity-by-descent (IBD) sharing between a�ected

sibpairs or a�ected relative pairs to test whether a m arker is linked to a susceptibility

gene. The prem ise behind the IBD test is that a�ected sib pairs or a�ected relative

pairs should share m ore IBD near the region ofthe disease gene than expected from a

random segregation.IBD sharing atonelocation isusually determ ined regardlessofIBD

sharing atotherchrom osom allocations,in orderwords,a single-locusm odelisim plicitly

assum ed.Totestforpossibleinteractionsbetween tworegions,jointIBD sharingisneeded

[17,75,46,9,24].

The observed joint IBD sharing can be com pared with expected IBD sharing under

a certain m odel. There are atleast three approaches in determ ining the expected joint

IBD sharing probability attwo locibetween two a�ected sibsora�ected relativesgiven

a disease m odel. The �rst is to list allm ating types, and count the num ber ofeach

sharing situation am ong allpossibilities. The second is to calculate the covariance ofa

quantitative traitbetween two relatives [8,44,45]. This covariance is decom posed into

the sum oftheproductsof\coe�cientofparentage" (orkinship coe�cient)[63]and the

variancecom ponents.Thelatterincludesadditiveanddom inantvariancecom ponentsbya

linearregression ofthequantitativetraittothenum berofalleles[25].Theconversion from

thecovarianceofa quantitativetraitto theIBD sharing between a�ected relativescan be

accom plished by Bayes’theorem .Thethird,and perhapsthem oreelegantapproach,isto

useBayes’theorem to converttheprobability ofIBD sharing,given thatthetwo relatives

area�ected,totheprobability oftworelativesbeinga�ected,given theIBD sharing.This

approach was�rstdeveloped by Liand Sacksin 1954 [52,51].

InLi-Sacks’originalapproach,asetofconditionalprobabilities,theprobabilitythatthe

second relativehasa certain genotypegiven the�rstrelativehaving a certain genotype,is

conveniently written in three3-by-3m atrices(\Li-Sacksm atrices")orfour4-by-4m atrices

[7]. These approacheswere m odi�ed in [57]by using two 2-by-2 m atrices,which are the

conditionalprobabilities that the second relative has a certain allele derived from one

parent,given thatthe �rstrelative hasa certain allele derived from the sam e parent. In

thisform ulation,theprobability thatthetwo a�ected sibssharek1m m aternalallelesIBD

and k1p paternalalleles IBD at the �rst locus,and k2m m aternalalleles IBD and k2p

paternalallelesIBD atthesecond locusis

P(k1m ;k1p;k2m ;k2pjboth sibsa�ected)=
num eratorN

denom inatorD
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with

N =
X

i1m ;i1p;i2m ;i2p;j1m ;j1p;j2m ;j2p

fj1m j1pj2m j2p � ti1m j1m (k1m )ti1pj1p(k1p)ti2m j2m (k2m )ti2pj2p(k2p)

�fi1m i1pi2m i2ppi1m pi1ppi2m pi2p � p(k1m )p(k1p)p(k2m )p(k2p)

D = (sum ofN overk1m ;k1p;k2m ;k2p) (5)

where

� i1m isthe index forthe m aternally derived allele (the paternally derived allele uses

the labelp),in the �rstsib (second sib uses the labelj),atthe �rstlocus(second

locususesthelabel2)

� fi1m i1pi2m i2p and fj1m j1pj2m j2p are the penetrance tablesofthe two-locusm odel. Al-

though ithas4 indices,itcan beeasily obtained from the3-by-3 penetrancetableas

in Eq.1.

� pi1m ;pi1p;pi2m ;pi2p are the allele frequencies, which take the value ofeither p1 or

q1 = 1� p1.

� p(k1m );p(k1p);p(k2m );p(k2p)arethepriorprobabilitiesofsharing alleleIBD atfour

places (m aternally and paternally derived,�rst and second locus),which are 1/2’s

forsibpairs.

� ti1m j1m (k1m );ti1pj1p(k1p);ti2m j2m (k2m );ti2pj2p(k2p)aretherevised 2-by-2Li-Sacksm a-

tricesgiven by:

ftij(1)g=

0

@
1 0

0 1

1

A ;ftij(0)g=

0

@
p q

p q

1

A (6)

Despite the com plicated indexing,the revised Li-Sacks approach is easier to im plem ent

in a com putercode,and easierto generalizeto othersituations,such asunilinealrelative

pairs,m ultiplealleles,una�ected-una�ected and una�ected-a�ected pairs,theprobability

ofidentity-by-state,two m arkersinstead oftwo diseasegenes,etc.[57].M oredetailswill

bediscussed elsewhere [Li,in preparation].

TherearetwotypesofjointIBD m easurem entscurrentlyin use:the�rstistheaddition

ofm aternaland paternalIBDs,which takethevaluesof0,1,2:

Pgeno(k1;k2)=
X

k1= k1m + k1p;k2= k2m + k2p

P(k1m ;k1p;k2m ;k2p): (7)
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The genotypic IBD’s,fPgeno(k1;k2)g,form a 3-by-3 m atrix. The second m easurem ent

focuseson m aternal(orequivalently,paternal)IBD only:

Palle(k1m ;k2m )=
X

k1p;k2p

P(k1m ;k1p;k2m ;k2p): (8)

Thesym m etry between them aternally-derived and paternally-derived allelesim pliesthat

P(k1p;k2p)= P(k1m ;k2m ). The allelic IBD’s,fPalle(k1m ;k2m )g,form a 2-by-2 m atrix,

which willbethejointIBD m easurem entweuse.Forexam ple,forM 15 atp1 = p2 = 0:1,

thejointallelicIBD is:

k2m = 0 k2m = 1 m arginalk1m

k1m = 0 0:050549 0:072689 0:123238

k1m = 1 0:413962 0:462800 0:876762

m arginalk2m 0:464511 0:535489 1

(9)

The m arginalprobabilitiesofIBD sharing in Eq.9 con�rm sourintuition thatthere isa

strong preference for the IBD sharing on the �rst locus to be 1 (probability ofsharing

0.876762versusnon-sharing0.123238),whereasthedeviation from 0.5atthesecond locus

isvery sm all(0.535489 versus0.464511).

6 C orrelation between IB D sharings at two loci

For probabilities ofjoint IBD sharings at two locias exem pli�ed by Eq.9,we ask the

followingquestion:Canthejointprobabilitybederived from thetwom arginalIBD sharing

probabilities at the two separated loci? This question is m otivated by the suggestion

in [60,10]that one m ight �rst detect m arginale�ects by single-locus linkage analysis,

then detect interaction later using the correlation analysis. Such a correlation between

two m arginalsexists only ifthe jointprobability isnotequalto the productofthe two

m arginals. Statisticalcorrelationscan be m easured in di�erentways,one ofthem being

them utualinform ation,de�ned as[47,54]:

M =
X

k1m ;k2m

P(k1m ;k2m )log2
P(k1m ;k2m )

P(k1m ;�)P(�;k2m )
(10)

whereP(k1m ;�)and P(�;k2m )arethetwo m arginalIBD sharing probabilitiesattwo loci.

M utualinform ation hascertain m eaning in inform ation theory,and isintrinsically related

totheconceptofentropy.Twoischosen asthebaseofthelogarithm sothatitism easured

by theunitof\bit",though basee and base10 can also beused.
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W e calculate the m utualinform ation for the 2-by-2 joint probabilities ofallelic IBD

sharing at two locifor all50 two-locus m odels, at 3 di�erent allele frequency values:

p1 = p2 =0.001,0.01,and 0.1.Also shown isan asym m etric situation when p1 = 0:1 and

p2 = 0:01. The resultissum m arized in Table 6 (and Table 7 forthe other50 m odels).

Only onesigni�cancedigitiskeptin Tables6 and 7.

Table6 con�rm stheconclusion in [39]thatform ultiplicativem odels,theIBD sharing

probability atonelocuscan becalculated asifthereisno interaction with anotherlocus:

thecorrelation asm easured by m utualinform ation is0 forallthesem odels.

Itshould beofinteresttoexam inewhich two-locusm odelsexhibitthesm allestcorrela-

tion,and which thelargest.Besidesthezerocorrelation form ultiplicativeand single-locus

m odels,allm odifying-e�ectm odelsasaltered from asingle-locusm odeloram ultiplicative

m odelshould exhibitsm allcorrelations.Indeed,in Table6,weseethatatp1 = p2 = 0:001,

M 19,M 26,M 41,M 57,M 58,M 59,M 61 allexhibitclose-to-zero correlations.

From Tables6 and 7,itseem sthatm issing lethalgenotypem odelstend to havelarger

correlation values,although these valuesare derived from a lim ited choice ofparam eter

settings. To som e extent, this observation is not surprising. M issing lethalgenotype

m odels are typically \non-linear" in the sense that as the sum ofthe totalnum ber of

disease allelesisincreased,thechangein phenotypeisnotm onotonic(itcan �rstchange

from una�ected toa�ected,then from a�ected touna�ected).Forthesem odels,using the

jointIBD sharing probability to detectlinkageshould havethegreatestincreaseofpower

overm ethodsusing m arginalprobability ofIBD sharing.

Occasionally,not only would we like to know the \strength" or \m agnitude" ofthe

correlation between the m arginalIBD sharing probabilitiesattwo loci,butalso the sign

ofthe correlation. For exam ple,in [60,10],whether the statisticalcorrelation between

two linkage signals obtained at two lociis positive or negative provides an indication

as to whether the two lociare \interacting" or sim ply heterogeneous. W e provide this

piece ofinform ation foralltwo-locus m odelsin Tables6 and 7. A \(P)" indicates that

P(k1m = 1;k2m = 1) is larger than the expected value from no correlation P(k1m =

1)� P(k2m = 1);sim ilarly,an \(N)"indicatesthatthejointprobability issm allerthan the

productoftwo m arginals.Asexpected,allheterogeneity m odels(M 79,M 127,M 255)have

negativecorrelations.

Note that we m easure the correlation by a probability-based quantity rather than a

statistics-based one. Thisisbecause we startwith a theoreticalm odel,i.e. a two-locus

m odel,and investigatetheconsequenceofthem odel.On theotherhand,ifwestartwith a

sam pleofsizeN and thecountofjointIBD statusijisN ij (
P

ijN ij = N ),wecan useany
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m odel diseaseallelefreq m odel diseaseallelefreq

num ber 0.001 0.01 0.1 0.1,0.01 num ber 0.001 0.01 0.1 0.1,0.01

M 1� 0 0 0 0 M 43 9e-14(P) 9e-10(P) 8e-6(P) 8e-8(P)

M 2� 0 0 0 0 M 45� 0 0 0 0

M 3� 0 0 0 0 M 56� 0 0 0 0

M 5� 0 0 0 0 M 57 0.0(P) 0.0(P) e-9(P) e-13(P)

M 7� 0 0 0 0 M 58 0.0(P) 4e-11(P) 2e-7(P) 4e-9(P)

M 10 0.02(N) 0.01(N) 2e-4(N) 2e-4(N) M 59 0.0(P) 4e-11(P) 2e-7(P) 4e-9(P)

M 11 0.02(N) 0.01(N) 9e-4(N) 3e-4(N) M 61 0.0(P) 3e-11(P) 2e-7(P) 3e-9(P)

M 12 4e-5 (N) 3e-4(N) e-3(N) 2e-7(N) M 68 0.1(N) 0.1(N) 0.02(N) 5e-5(N)

M 13 4e-5(N) 3e-4(N) 2e-3(N) 3e-7(N) M 69 0.1(N) 0.1(N) 0.02(N) 5e-5(N)

M 14 4e-5(N) 3e-4(N) 8e-4(N) 2e-7(N) M 70 0.1(N) 0.1(N) 0.02(N) 4e-5(N)

M 15 4e-5(N) 3e-4(N) e-3(N) 3e-7(N) M 78 0.1(N) 0.1(N) 0.03(N) 9e-5(N)

M 16� 0 0 0 0 M 84 9e-3(N) 6e-3(N) 9e-6(N) e-3(N)

M 17 2e-14(P) 2e-10(P) 2e-6(P) 2e-8(P) M 85 9e-3(N) 6e-3(N) e-5(N) e-3(N)

M 18� 0 0 0 0 M 86 9e-3(N) 7e-3(N) 2e-4(N) 2e-3(N)

M 19 0.0(P) 7e-11(P) 2e-7(P) 3e-9(P) M 94 9e-3(N) 7e-3(N) 4e-4(N) 2e-3(N)

M 21 2e-3(N) e-3(N) 2e-5(P) e-3(N) M 97 e-8(N) e-6(N) e-5(N) 7e-10(N)

M 23 2e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 7e-5(N) 2e-3(N) M 98 e-8(N) e-6(N) 5e-8(N) 6e-8(P)

M 26 0.0(N) 2e-12(N) 5e-9(P) 3e-13(P) M 99 e-8(N) e-6(N) 6e-8(N) 6e-8(P)

M 27� 0 0 0 0 M 101 e-8(N) e-6(N) 5e-6(N) 3e-10(N)

M 28 2e-3(N) e-3(N) 3e-5(P) e-3(N) M 106 e-8(N) e-6(N) e-5(N) 5e-8(P)

M 29 2e-3(N) e-3(N) 2e-5(P) e-3(N) M 108 e-8(N) e-6(N) 3e-5(N) 2e-9(N)

M 30 2e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 4e-5(N) 2e-3(N) M 113 e-8(N) e-6(N) 5e-6(N) 6e-10(N)

M 40� 0 0 0 0 M 114 e-8(N) e-6(N) 2e-6(N) e-9(P)

M 41 0.0(P) 0.0(P) 8e-10(P) e-13(P) M 170 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 7e-5(P) e-5(N)

M 42 9e-14(P) 9e-10(P) 8e-6(P) 8e-8(P) M 186 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) e-4(N) 7e-5(N)

Table6: Valuesofm utualinform ation (with onesigni�cancedigit)between thetwom arginalprobabilities

ofIBD sharing forallN 2 � 1 = 50 two-locusm odels. The allele frequenciesare chosen atfourdi�erent

values: p1 = p2 = 0.001,0.01,0.1;p1 = 0:1 and p2 = 0:01. Valueslowerthan 10�14 are converted to 0.

\4e-5" m eansto 4� 10�5 ,etc.M ultiplicative m odelsarem arked by �.
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m odel diseaseallele freq m odel diseaseallelefreq

num ber 0.001 0.01 0.1 0.1,0.01 num ber 0.001 0.01 0.1 0.1,0.01

M 31 2e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 4e-5(N) 2e-3(N) M 171 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 7e-5(P) e-5(N)

M 47 3e-14(P) 3e-10(P) e-6(P) e-8(P) M 173 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 8e-5(P) 6e-6(N)

M 63� 0 0 0 0 M 175 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 7e-5(P) 6e-6(N)

M 71 0.1(N) 0.1(N) 0.03(N) 4e-5(N) M 187 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) e-4(N) 7e-5(N)

M 79 0.1(N) 0.1(N) 0.03(N) 9e-5(N) M 189 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 7e-5(N) 4e-5(N)

M 87 9e-3(N) 7e-3(N) 2e-4(N) 2e-3(N) M 191 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 8e-5(N) 4e-5(N)

M 95 9e-3(N) 7e-3(N) 4e-4(N) 2e-3(N) M 229 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 9e-5(P) 6e-6(N)

M 102 e-8(N) e-6(N) e-6(N) e-8(P) M 231 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 8e-5(P) 6e-6(N)

M 103 e-8(N) e-6(N) e-6(N) e-8(P) M 238 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 7e-5(P) 6e-6(N)

M 105 e-8(N) e-6(N) 5e-5(N) 3e-9(N) M 239 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 7e-5(P) 6e-6(N)

M 107 e-8(N) e-6(N) e-5(N) 5e-8(P) M 245 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 4e-5(N) 4e-5(N)

M 109 e-8(N) e-6(N) 3e-5(N) 2e-9(N) M 247 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 5e-5(N) 4e-5(N)

M 110 e-8(N) e-6(N) 2e-5(N) 6e-9(P) M 254 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 6e-5(N) 4e-5(N)

M 111 e-8(N) e-6(N) 2e-5(N) 5e-9(P) M 255 3e-3(N) 2e-3(N) 7e-5(N) 4e-5(N)

M 115 e-8(N) e-6(N) 2e-5(N) e-9(P) M 325� 0 0 0 0

M 117 e-8(N) e-6(N) 1e-6(N) 2e-9(P) M 327 0(P) e-14(P) 8e-9(P) e-10(P)

M 118 e-8(N) e-6(N) 2e-6(N) 3e-10(N) M 335 0(P) 4e-14(P) 3e-8(P) e-10(P)

M 119 e-8(N) e-6(N) 2e-6(N) 3e-10(N) M 341 4e-13(P) 4e-9(P) 4e-5(P) 4e-7(P)

M 121 e-8(N) e-6(N) 2e-5(N) 3e-9(N) M 343 4e-13(P) 4e-9(P) 4e-5(P) 4e-7(P)

M 122 e-8(N) e-6(N) 2e-5(N) 3e-11(P) M 351 4e-13(P) 4e-9(P) 4e-5(P) 4e-7(P)

M 123 e-8(N) e-6(N) 2e-5(N) 2e-11(P) M 365� 0 0 0 0

M 124 e-8(N) e-6(N) e-5(N) 2e-10(P) M 367 0(P) e-14(P) 8e-9(P) e-10(P)

M 125 e-8(N) e-6(N) e-5(N) 2e-10(P) M 381 4e-14(P) 4e-10(P) 2e-6(P) 2e-8(P)

M 126 e-8(N) e-6(N) e-5(N) 2e-9(N) M 383 4e-14(P) 4e-10(P) 2e-6(P) 3e-8(P)

M 127 e-8(N) e-6(N) 7e-5(N) 2e-9(N) M 495 4e-14(P) 4e-10(P) e-6(P) 2e-8(P)

Table 7: Sim ilarto Table 6 butforthe N 1 � N 2 � 1 = 50 m odels thatare equivalentto the m odelsin

Table6 by switching a�ection status.
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oneofstatisticstotestthesigni�canceofthecorrelation;forexam ple,thelikelihood-ratio

statistic,

G
2 = 2N

X

ij

N ij

N
log

N ijN

N i:N :j

; (11)

and thePearson chi-square statistic,

X
2 =

X

ij

(N ij � N i:N :j=N )
2

N i:N :j=N
; (12)

where N i: �
P

jN ij and N :j �
P

iN ij are the two m arginalcounts. It can be shown

(seeAppendix 2)thatG 2 and X 2 areapproxim ately equal.Undertheno-correlation null

hypothesis,both G 2 and X 2 approxim ately follow the �2 distribution with 1 degree of

freedom .ThelargertheG 2 and X 2,them orelikely thatthenullhypothesisiswrong.

Itisim portantto notethatifthenullhypothesisisindeed incorrect,both G 2 and X 2

increase with the sam ple size N.Consequently,G 2 and X 2 do notm easure the strength

ofthecorrelation,buttheevidencethatno-correlation hypothesisiswrong.On theother

hand,thenorm alized quantitiessuch as
q

G 2=N and
q

X 2=N (\phicoe�cient",page741

of[80].orCram er’sV,page631 of[72])do m easure the correlation strength.Com pared

with them utualinform ation de�ned in Eq.10,weseethatG 2=N � 2log(2)M .

7 D iscussions

W e present a com plete enum eration and an attem pt at classi�cation of512 two-locus

two-allele fully-penetrant disease m odels. Excluding zero-locus and single-locus m odels,

them inim um setofnon-redundanttwo-locusm odelsis48,and with thetwo single-locus

m odelsincluded,50.Even though theperm utation ofa�ection statusdoesnotchangethe

\nature"oftheinteraction between twogenes,form anypracticalapplications,itishelpful

to keep 50 otherm odelswhich are equivalentto the �rst50 m odelsby thisperm utation

in the penetrance table (pluspossibly otherperm utationsbetween allelesand loci). For

exam ple,a logicalOR m odel(heterogeneity m odel)isequivalentto a logicalAND m odel

(m ultiplicativem odel).Nevertheless,thespecialproperty fora m ultiplicativem odel,that

thejointIBD sharingprobabilityisequaltotheproductoftwom arginalIBD probabilities,

doesnothold fora heterogeneity m odel.Even with ourtotal100 non-redundantm odels,

theperm utationsbetween allelesorlocirequireacorrespondingchangeofallelefrequencies

in som ecalculations.

Oneofthem ain purposesofthispaperisto pointoutthatbesides6 two-locusdisease

m odelstypically used in linkageanalysisassum ing two interacting genes,there arem any
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othertypesofgene-geneinteractions.On onehand,weadm itthatm any ofthetwo-locus

m odelsm ay notdescribearealinteraction between twogeneproductsin ageneticdisease;

on theotherhand,itisfairly straightforward to constructa biochem icalsystem based on

a two-locus m odel. A prototypicalbiochem icalsystem consists ofproteins form ed by

one peptide,dim erproteinsform ed by two com plem entary peptides,and dim erproteins

form ed bytwoidenticalpeptides.Byspecifyingthefunctionaland non-functionalproteins

aswellasthelevelofprotein concentration required by a norm alphenotype,itispossible

to m aterializeany two-locusm odels.

Them arginalpenetrancetablewecalculated in thispaperisrelevanttolinkageanalysis

usingonlysingle-locusm odels.Therehavebeen discussionsofwhethersingle-locusm odels

are su�cientto detecta linkage signaleven ifthe underlying disease m odelm ay involve

gene-geneinteraction [36,33,29,89,30,90,79,78,69,15,40,87].Partoftheanswercan

bepredicted by them arginalpenetrancetable:ifthem arginalpenetrancetableisclearly

dom inant or recessive,it is possible that a single-locus m odelis able to detect linkage;

otherwise,two-locusm odelsshould o�erm orepower.Although itwasm entioned thatthe

gain ofthelogarithm oflikelihood ratio(sam easlog-of-odd,orLOD scores)by usingtwo-

locusm odelsoverthose by single-locusm odelsm ay be atm ost17% [79],afterrem oving

thelogarithm ,theincreaseofthelikelihood ratio can bem uch larger.Forexam ple,ifthe

LOD scoreequalsto 2,orthelikelihood ratio isequalto 100,an increasein LOD of17%

is equivalent to an increase in likelihood ratio of118% ! W hat is considered as \m ore"

powerfulversus\slightly m ore" powerfulisnotspeci�ed.

Asacom prom isebetween detecting linkagesignalsusing single-locusm odelsand using

two-locusm odels,itissuggested thata pairwise correlation between linkage signalsob-

tained by single-locusm odelscan beused to detectlinkageforinteracting genes[60,10].

A sim ilaridea fordetecting higher-ordercorrelationsam ong linkagesignalsfrom di�erent

locationsusing arti�cialneuralnetworksisdiscussed in [58]. Ourresulton the sign and

strength ofcorrelation between two m arginalIBD sharing probabilities(Tables6 and 7)

isdirectly relevantto thisapproach. W e observed thatm odelsm odi�ed from the m ulti-

plicative and single-locusm odelsexhibita very weak correlation,whereasm issing lethal

genotype m odels or \non-linear" m odels exhibit the strongest correlation. Since m any

two-locusm odelsshare sim ilarcorrelation values,ofsign and m agnitude,we m ay notbe

ableto distinguish them using thisapproach.

Therearem any topicson two-locusdisease m odelsthatarenotdiscussed here.Som e

classi�cation schem esdiscussed in [56]arenotincluded (e.g.m odelsthatareconditionally

dom inantorrecessive with respectto two loci),aswellasthe idea ofgenotype-induced
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representation ofjoint IBD distributions (Reich,unpublished results),and the idea of

\phasetransition" in thetwo-locusm odelspace(Li,unpublished results).Theextension

from fully-penetrant m odels to reduced-penetrant m odels as wellas m odels for quanti-

tative traitsisvery im portantsince m any com plex diseasesare notdichotom ous. M any

calculationspresented in thispaperareim plem ented in acom puterprogram :u2for\util-

ity program fortwo-locus m odels". M ore inform ation on this program can be found at

theweb pagehttp://linkage.rockefeller.edu/soft/u2.

A ppendices

1. A form alderivation ofthe value ofN 2 by de B ruijn’s theorem

Let’s consider two perm utations applied on the phenotypes: the identity operation and

the exchange perm utation. The cycle index ofthisperm utation group on the phenotype

is:

Cpheno(x1;x2)=
x21 + x2

2
:

By de Bruijn’sgeneralization ofP�olya’stheorem (theorem 5.4 in [13]),when the per-

m utation group on phenotypesisconsidered,thenum berofequivalencetwo-locusm odels

can be obtained by the following procedure: replacing x1 in Cgeno by the partialderiva-

tive @=@x1,x2 by @=@x2,etc., and applying the partialderivative to Cpheno while re-

placing x1 with e(x1+ x2+ ���),x2 with e2(x2+ x4+ ���),etc.,then evaluating the expression at

x1 = x2 = � � � = 0 :

N 2 =
1

8

"
@9

@x91
+ 4

@3

@x31

@3

@x32
+

@

@x1

@4

@x42
+ 2

@

@x1

@

@x4

#

1

2

h

e
2(x1+ x2+ x3+ x4)+ e

2(x2+ x4)
i��
�
�
x1= ������= 0

= 51:

Since the perm utation group on the phenotype considered here isparticularly sim ple,

N 2 issim ply N 1 divided by 2.

http://linkage.rockefeller.edu/soft/u2
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2. A pproxim ate equivalence betw een G 2 and X 2

Ifwe write Jij = N ij=N ,Sij = N i:N :j=N
2,and assum e the di�erence between the two is

sm all:� ij � Jij � Sij,thefollowing approxim ation by a Taylorexpansion,

2
X

ij

Jijlog
Jij

Sij
� 2

X

ij

(Sij + � ij)log(1+
� ij

Sij
)� 2

X

ij

(Sij + � ij)(
� ij

Sij
�

� 2
ij

2Sij
)

� 2
X

ij

� ij +
X

ij

� 2
ij

Sij
�

X

ij

� 2
ij

Sij
=

X

ij

(Jij � Sij)
2

Sij
; (13)

showsthatG 2 and X 2 areapproxim ately equal[1].
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