S 2EAATL (2010) DOI: 10.5351/KJAS.2010.23.5.845
23(5), 845-855

M K20l 29{et REAZd FA A8l bl

9J3te] o] Roke] AFY AT EEAe] =& WHoE AT gl AE-tR A7AIE v FA A8
off AT FAABAE ATl F83H7] A = s

A L3l= Cochran-Armitage 54| AR EA DL 712 A8 AL A 1% 2577} B3F
T A ARE Qe FEAS Be FA FAFAZO] A E ok gt &2 ol A 5

?ﬂxﬂ'r"ﬂ w2 7]'?£ T st AI FHE AR MY FHAAY A5 S Aol AR HE =
A He AREATE Adsict. A 715 ARE TS eld A9 1A e AY AR SARE ALt
stof Wl gt

o

REM: Cochran-Armitage FAZHA, ZlH-C}f

A

A, 72 ety

A A2,

)

1. A2

SR ofol| A s = I P AR AFY AT+ okt AH-tR d7Ag ez A1
ATt (Breslow, 1996). THeF AH-t 2 A7AIG oA P AR ST E SHE o &HH7ol o
g AYgo] ZU7HEE ) FME 71T = Ao Cochran-Armitage (Cochran, 1954; Armitage,
1955)2] Al A4 (trend test) o] Lut A#Y AR FAHRUE Erf. o] 15\—3]'74] Eleikes
T FAE AFoME AR-tx AFALL Fo] A2 Risch®} Merikangas (1996)+ 722331t
FAE ZAst FRARY FEHL NP FA A (allele) A7F A3} AHE NP /FAAL o %zjx}fsg
aa, Aa, AAC] we}, & ZF FARE o] At AHAA WHFFAR AY A 0, 1, 20 whep A 2
g u]g9 71 FAE A3k Aotk

Cochran-Armitage (Cochran, 1954; Armitage, 1955) A AR SHE MAZHEH =474 28
of et &g AR oIAY, FAABAY A= dikdoer IS 71X ZjA| (proband) & SEH L
2 78 A=E o35 "ok Risch®} Teng (1998)2 715 & th @417 AE 71 A% & 949
o A WAL 712 7Sl Bl WS FUAAGT AR AR o] BRHLR Hola

OH ST, Monks 5 (1998)2 MIEE ole] AFASL o ARRAZE FAQARA ARNA 7
o7 7§7<433, < 77183 31t (Monks 5, 1998; Risch, 2000; Fingerlin 5, 2004; Li 5, 2006;
Kerber 5, 2008). 3+# Gauderman 5 (1999)3} Moore 5 (2005)2 ¥ FAXE = SHE U=

SHAIA AR (137-701) AM&A 2T ¥HZ 5 505, 7HE o gt gy 54, a4 AFAANTIA
A 4. E-mail: hhsong@catholic.ac.kr
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29 A7 AP A7 B8 BEAlg YA ol ol FE FAATY AFE O A §
AR H2o] A AEARAE SYH LT ARE 2 o837 Gov, B mEAA o9 2e
4tz ARE o B,

Y A AeE

Egos AUz AR AE OB 7S ARE SUolAD EY S &
@ WAl dBEel dong A% U FAD FRAS 2e 24 ABA)] A olof g,
Slager9} Schaid (2001)% 715 2go] 2A% 24 AREA ] B4 AxolA 71E BAS 7obs
FEALZ ITO yHL o] &dlo] & AL Agegon, o] ITO FEHHL Lig} Sacks (1954)7}+
AAT Aoz g FolA AR AZWA Yt T 1§ A FAAPe) ATHERE (oint
probability distribution) Z%E §E3 ZAolth. AL 713 A F49 7= 2k £ E
A A 1% sk A 2Rl AR B8 Bo) SRR ER AW AUt tet S Hola)
= Cochran- Armitage Al A3 AR FAFS WLstA HHE, o]8 3t 715 Cochran-Armitage A

AARAZ AL <= Cochran-Armitage FA AAZAZRT 02 AAHo] =& AL AT 4 Uk

H =R AE 715 ARAdA 22 AWHE 71 YA A5 2 AT 715 Cochran-Armitage A 7
AEAZS Aotstty. a8y Slager?} Schaid (2001)7F B4 AH-g|R A5 A8} npzrixz A
WY 2] AR S AR ATl &3 JA A5+ ﬁ‘_% T QA =3 AEE AR ok
2] &3 A A5 AFE = S 7S ols AT 2T A A5 R A
B 7H Adg B AW 7R 42 AUS F ool ALt US w2t met iR B
Ao 2KA71E 422 7Fesitt. & A 7 A 4Tt o B 7}5—01]/\1 Ay 7 X]—U]-/]
AHG ATolA 8= AR A5E SRS, VRPIAR AHE 7HRA] 42 AT o B2

1Sl A S 7HAA 92 A9 fAAE A5 E s Aotk B HEFoR FA|7L ofd
A% A7t FA A5 T AF/AG ATl 23E F o ALY B3 wlige] B =ReA
+ A thFA gon BEooA AF3tA Hrt

=529 £AZE EYHH /A AB o] 243 Cochran-Armitage A AAZSAFS 273 A 7Heks] A
Wkl YAk R4S 1St 24 AAFTATE Aty 3379 &= 715 Cochran-Armitage 5
Al AAREA DS 5HE WA A5l 2AS A9} FA FEARS 1 A2 U] st
AA A5 B4 Ao} 7hst R AY AFE 473 A sk

2. Ck= Cochran-Armitage M| 2™
2.1. SEE JIAl Al=22| Cochran-Armitage FA| 24

Cochran-Armitage (Cochran, 1954; Armitage, 1955) A A HL
n. % A7 S99 7 AACA R A we} F5E =
2AGG. A i = 0,1 A7 thzza AWTL Ui
AAE VeIt S99 £ MAlTe nowolH, ne . E2Td ng
£ (multinomial distribution)& w2t}

AW HRE A2 AY of #3AF aa, Aa, AAN W3l B4 x5 =5 ( =0,1,2)F Fo8
of A& FAE st Cochran-Armitage FA1 35 AH UL, Ao #5982kl
Aol glthes AR oA e U9 B4k 33 2t (Cochran, 1954; Armitage, 1955).

¥ 213} Zo] no. ¥ xR}
1,“— ni; (i =0,1; 5 = 0,1,2)°]
= 0,1,2 #4238 aa, Aag,
W AT AR SHE O3

rd

3

2
. A . 1. [Ana(n.. —na —n. 1(n.. —n.
U=> (—Z‘) nlj——zl n0j>, = nonu[dna(n ”2n”1)+"1(” na)l g
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fH
N
=
fou)
P
Hd
l’,—.‘
OG:

20 M2 REAR e

3F
aa Aa AA "
= Bt 100 no1 np2 no.
AT nio ni1 ni2 ny.
3 n.o n.1 n.g n
71N B4 Ve AW FAl e FAE FAALE ;= (=0,1,2)2 F Folrh
olAl A& AARL U 7Ithzte] 0012 & R E sl AATAZ U/ﬁﬂ SAHR R FEE
Be clgoiel dA0n MUY, U maad AAIE Bkl A 12 AR
1)& AAB7IE Sk, 2RHo2E nl g AR AR I 22 AR BFAFRES A ok
Cochran-Armitage A AASAZ| Z2ATE A3 AAL 3H 7|70 tist AFoczx ZHE
T glon, o oA olgjd 71&7] xES ARESHA "tk oA jHA FAAE MY AHES
WJE}SLUH FAABE A8 1 =a+ Bz (j=0,1,2)0A4 71&7] Ho: 8 =00 thst 443} 5Lt
o} (Agresti, 2002, p.181). 717 =4 b2} v B2 FAHL o} 2} (Yates, 1948).
2
Z Tinij — Z ni;T 1
b= L Var(h) = R | , (2.2)
Z n..z> ' > a2 z?
7=0 =0

A7 T = 2 win/n. otk SN AN AAEAFUL 7127 b U = [S2ny(e; — 7)°]
bl PAE dhewmE Apd A4 W 7187 47 027l ek A% U Cochran
Armitage 24 AHL A TRESNE b/ /Var(h)S o &3t} B0z xPaich,

2.2. YHIZte]

o)
A

ful

Okl

2412 2ot Cochran-Armitage FM| 44

ar)

R

Ui
el

Al

o

28 183 Cochran-Armitage A ZAARASAZRS A (2.1)9 U EAZHS A5
; G A Aot FARY FEAE T 8 A4 FAE 9
(column) W] x = (zo,z1,22)'E A3, A2 thzzol £33 2 HA {4
vi = (Wio, ¥i1, ¥i2) ¥ 2 = (2i0, 2i1, zi2)" 2] A E] (indicator vector)Z E?iﬁ}ui Thek 2y 7ol
i ALl ARG o] AaolEbd y; = (0,1,0) 7} Bk F FAQ fAAEe] FEAR v, 9y, 7
AAAgel B2 Cov(y:,y;) = E(yiyé) — [E(y)][E(Y)]oNA 2 iAo vz 2Re8eL2r)t 91,
E(y:) = #4339 FHEER (marginal probability distribution)”7} ®t}.
T AFY FAARY ARLEREE & MAY FAAE EE g3 Yes JAR 3 2AREES
ol-g5t] A A EE s A9 FES &t Fitt. oA F FAY AeE A9Wst
ZRE A7 AL gg5ARE 0, 1, 271 - (identical by descent; IBD)&
ZdEpith. Ff 2, 1, 0740l thS8 = 2AREES 747
AN Ligk Sacks (1954)°0 28 =5 ¢t Slager} Schaid (2001)014] ©

0]

[e]

M
— A

ri

ﬂF
3P

ol
to .,

NN
o N

L=t I,T7 o =

ITO YRR o] §oto] R4S Fach
27 aa 100 qg p O @ 2pq p?
27 Aa I=[o010], T=|gq/21/2p/2 |, O=| ¢ 2p¢ p* |, (2.3)
x4 AA 001 0 ¢ »p ¢ 2pq p°
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A7IA pe ERtEoE AEE = 75 wet A 3’—1-3115]0{011:}1 AVE = g 9AA A9 )
4 (allele frequency)o]l®, WebA ShFFAA}F 09 HIES ¢ = 1 — polt}h. dE Eo], Yo oFPL
- f@xﬂﬂ WHFHAE A8 FoHA] e B-7-2H H}i EHE%?'_HH Aol F MAY At} Yt
ZARE DL G4 a0, Aa, 449] FFA ¢, 290, p?o] Bek. B4 17 07hel ol
e iﬁ—‘?—-@%i ole} 22 Ao 7 FEr} (Lig} Sacks, 1954 L), &4, 7 FAl= ;G wnfstol
Ae HEFARE 0, 1, 270E FFske g8l 247 1/4, 1/2, 1/40] HBE 3 FAY FAAE ZH
£ 9T S 0 2ARGEL [/4+ T/2+0/47 Bk, Webdl T 379 fAxge) AgHEREL
Plg) I/ +T/2+ 0/4)7 58], 61714 Plg.) e Tre} 2o,

p> 0 0
P(gi)=1| 0 2pg 0 |. (2.4)
0 0 ¢

- L%%E‘l P = (po,p1,p2)' & T3 714 p; (i =0,1,2)E FAA43
° gate], wish w7k 8 F FA Y {FAAE AAAEE UE

me
0
111,

1 1. 1 ,

Cov(w;,w;) = P(g:) (Z[ + QT + ZO) —pp’. (2.5)

metA] AR ABE NAY T84S 732HsE Cochran-Armitage A AR FAF U
2t} (Slager} Shaid, 2001).

Var(U)sip = (0 - —) [ZVar + QZZCOV(Zi,zj):| X

R

ZVar vi) + ZZZCOV Yi,Yj) :| X. (2.6)
7 i<j

o] kg AellA wheF BE JHAEC] A2 5H A Fpole FEAE Cov(y:,y;) e Cov(zi, z;) 0l Ak
= WA W Cochran-Armitage A4 AR B AZ9] E4b543 2ot A Var(yq) 9t Var(z:) &
ggEye]l BEAFEAPEZ g = pi(1 — pi)} 045 = —pip; 2 A, 714 p (i = 0,1,2)+=
oA At 2zt FAAE aa, Aa, AAS EFEo|th. oA AW FAF Yt AAEHE Y
FRAAE A9 ¥89l pot FARE aa, Aa, AA 27 FEQ p (i = 0,1,2)0 FAFORA p =
(na+2n2)/(2n.)3 G=1-p D po = §°, pr = 2p4, p2 = p*= HY3te] RAFAFES 7ot

HA 7] FE A4S 183t T Cochran-Armitage A AR SA 2 o233 2t}

z2——Y 700 2.7)

Var(U) s

1o
Me
r>~
rlo
¥
i)

3. JI& Cochran-Armitage =M Z24H

oAl =AE AT ARVt oy Tor ERFH HIHY dAE e Hol= 3 =
of FA A d¥dn Mz OE 29 MAE Az %%l ojth. A AFolA v AW AR
= A57F R AW Al et oS Mg ATl FEol e o A ddd 24
AW 2o wal 71ES RojsiA =W o9} e h,— Cochran-Armitage A AR 5AFS o

kKl
w
I
iy

r4
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f

3.1. U=zt ofe] 220l Uigt #EAE =4

A

A 31

aa Aa AA -

gz 100 no1 n02 ng.
a4y I# n1o ni1 ni2 ny

A9 11+ n20 n21 na2 ng.

A9 1IIF n3o n31 n32 n3.
st n.g n.1 n.o n

Cochran-Armitage 24 A4 EAREE B2 AAelo] £ AL 4T & gov], $U AWz
%3 B YAl FEAL gekslor Atk SYD AAS) A 2 AREADTS AW Fol WA
.

272 7V FA ARSAFS AA

i

w

1. SEE JA Al=2] 715 Cochran-Armitage M| 24H

4 F n. WY AATF AR 5D A 7 FA AR FAZ e o
Aol A7l wet E5E A9 1, 11, HIFL FAAQ BAE vep) Bl
;o FBe] g =i (i = 0,1,2,3)2 32| AZP4el BE A5 BADT

PN 71 ;9 v, 5 A 18t 715 Cochran-Armitage M AA 5 A2 Yates (1948)2] v
ol A #uakda, 3k Cochran (1954)% o] & AFstqch. ek 7152 welst 71e7] bs} be] EAab
FATL U537 2o} (Yates, 1948).

2 3 3
> T (Z yinij) - (Z yini) z
=0 i=0 i=0

2, g w2
> xing —n.T n<

by =

[V

=0

<.

A7IN T = Z] 0 TN /N OlAl, Y = Z?:o yini./n..°]tk. oAl 7% Cochran-Armitage A4 A4
bw//Var(b,) o] thEESIIA ZAHH 02 AFEETS o]&3lo] ThEog A3t 99 4] (3.1)
Yo =0, y1 = yo = y3 = 19 772 HYskA =4 4 (2.2)0 AAE W27} ALY F 79
9 717 b$} be] E4F = F LA "t

2ol 4 (3.1)el AAE 7272 2dH AAFTAFE 237 22 715 Cochran-Armitage 4| 27
FAFCEZE REEE 45T =

oY 2 rlo

2 3
9 3 5 (Z zin.; — n..m2> <Z ying — n..@2>
. =0 i=0
= ij (Z yinij) - (Z yml> T, Vi = ¥ " . (3.2)
j=0 i=0 =0 ;

")

(R

3.2. YHIZte]

Ok
Ha
mjo
kJ

28t JI5 Cochran-Armitage A 244

7F& Cochran-Armitage 54 ARFAFE ¢4 5¢ FAT 715 ARE YR st 2 =&
= A B ATt dle S ARR Aeste] Awsth olejd Al Ay 7159 A s 2ATH
3100 AAlE A¥ L I MIT-e AWel 29 A7t 19, 2%, 39 297F drt. wepA o
T AR E oy ATl 2A4 HIARA HAE Y EOJDP- FHAE aa, Aa, AA] HF
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<
I
N
S
o
4z
2
ok
2
i)
ok
o
1o
4
M
m

R, v, =i(: =0,1,2,3)2 AP A JA¢+

7t AA] T Cochran-Armitage A AA3} vlR7IA 2 2E JJA1E0] A
A A9 Babof] A#E FAES wEAGS FU18te] B4 Alstsitl. A2 dd3F 7jA9
FEARS 7Hekst 715 Cochran-Armitage A 23R 9 U, 9 242 o} 2t}

Var(Uy)siv = (0—7)> %' {Z Var(z;) + 2 Z Z Cov(z;, Z]‘):| x

i<j

Z\/ar Yki) + 2ZZCOV Ykis Ykj) :| X. (3.3)

1<j

715E 2229 AT} T, &R £k AEEY
AAHE 2 FE8t] AT F FAe FAAEH %v‘i‘—/“}g
(1954)9] ITO FLHYHE o]83t] FAAE Y
FEof AT
HAA 7] FEARS 183t 7= Cochran-Armitage M AR EA L o}-2x} 2t}
Zp= " 7(0,1). (3.4)
Var(Uw)sib

4. oAl At=2

oA AAE A AR FTAZF 715 FA ZASAZFE A7) 8iA dE Al B9 2pdE 7R
Aa2 WAt BAS T T2 3071 591, Z;Dﬁ—‘r%ﬂ 30712 519, a4 & 6071 110
o FAAY Ag7E EA ] AMSEH AT tizey) AT AE 5o, :LEM Ao+ 7Y 7
9 YA A57F ] 3 2T A bR oty {AAF A mE xed AT vt
9] YA A87}F F 4.13 4.20] AAFACE F 4100 AAE ALL A (3.3)00A4 ABH FA = A3)
F7He & TR Aol

RE AAREAZ g+ SAS 9.1 Z2INE o|L3te] AXIYTE A (2.1)e AAE U ARZA D
e 7.0401H 4] (3.2)00 AAH U, FABEAZFS] g2 19.55¢]th. Eg & 4.29 A5 2RE A%
3 aa, Aa, AA ZY7+9] 359 p; (i = 0,1,2)9 AL pr = 64/110 = 0.5818, p1 = 36/110 =
0.3273, po = 10/110 = 0.0909°|t}. A=} A= o] vt AZ= = HHFAR A9 v]& FHHFL
P =56/220 = 0.2545¢]|1, o] gt FHFEE o|&3t] 4 (2.5)& th3 Zo] T3zt

|

0.0847 —0.0670 —0.0439
Cov(wi,w;j) = | —0.0670 0.1187  0.0005 | . (4.1)
—0.0439  0.0005  0.0172

o
)
il
Me
>
o2k
Wy
o
o
oo
o
£
™

2 (2.6)0 Hg3te] At BAF 2AHZE Var(U)gp = 17.69450] 11,
*4 (3 3)°ﬂ Ag3te] A Bk 2R Var(Uy)sp = 108.99240|T} webAl th A S 2

2] (2.7)°] o]t ©<= Cochran-Armitage A AR FAZ Z3ko] 1.67(p =
005) ]tq 2] (3.4)0l 9]t 7} Cochran-Armitage Al AAEA Y Zg2 1.87(p = 0.03)2& 7}
=9 A57F 9% frel sttt
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=
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q
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=

<
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36
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aa
39
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17
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39
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3} 7} Cochran-Armitage
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4.3. AEY pgt do}

A1y o= C-A 7= C-A
1 0.038 0.018
2 0.043 0.031
3 0.041 0.020
4 0.051 0.031
5 0.037 0.019
6 0.038 0.019

AAE 255 EWE 7 715 disf FATE 2G5 AejolA v o+ e 7Hee BE F3AE 2
ZE5 A% 3, o|ZRE 7 7SS xS 3 REE WHFE5 o]E BEE 7Sl sl Al
ok Y FE2 10003 s, v Sjujck AYH 2 Akl tis] ©<= Cochran-Armitage(CA) 5
N AASAZH 715 Cochran-Armitage(CA) A AAFZATEE A & % 4.1 A5 AASA

2 7H(T<se CA A4 ARBSAZ Z = 1.67, 715 CA FA AASAZE Z = 1. 87)&\:}3 e AR A
+ FE 10008 2 vhro] RAER pits 7Th ol S F 63 WS A37h & 4300 AA
Hth F 439 RF2EF pptE A¥E Y BE Algd|A 715 Cochran-Armitage A 774 F A 22
ptel T AR AR AR HE TS & 5 QU

5. £9|
B =RolAe A 71 A $49 71 AR R CA o AW Al wet A AREY 3
= ths] 7= FH ol Cochran-Armitage $A| ABA ARESAZTE A<k, ol&3t AAS

A 228 A 5] ABGE e B4k FHFe] Aotk oA 2
Hwst 23, AFE A TR AN S AR FAG g B E
7k ol gt FAY] TS A 2 AEUE B FY5stt 7 AR dRAEE At
3t 7k Cochran-Armitage FA1 AAH-2 ¥R txy FA AR ohet B HAACR 7
A7 obd the oY %9 287t TP E BAE 5 %loﬂ:l oA T 7RAS] FA Aol whet 4]
(2.5)9] AFEEFEA AAA FollA ITO FL} FaN A5 (1/4, 1/2, 1/4)7F 152 BA|o vt
Hefof gttt (Ligh Sacks, 1954). &, 523 2 715 X}E TR Aok 7S el A
e} FEARS 78 7t Qla, g7k U] Ael 2 A9 fref wek AR s Fe
Hol 7hs ¥ 4 Jlon Feje] A FA7 2 4 Sl

F

1T
Ju

4 (3.3)9) SEARE theh 2o,
2 3 3
Uy = Zl?j <Z ym”> — <Z yﬂh) x
J=0 1=0 1=0

2
= ij (nlj + 27’L2j + 3n3j) — (TL1< + 2n9. + 31’L3.)§

7=0
2 2 2
= (Z Tinij — nl.m> +2 <Z Tingj — n2.$> +3 <Z T;n3; — ’I”L3..CL‘>
j=0 j=0 j=0
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2 2 2 2 2
Z ni. ni. ni. ni.
= CC'n1'—7E Tring; — — E Tinij; — —— E 1)'712'—75 Tin3g;
. e n.. 4 7R n.. 4 e n.. 4 I n.. 4 e
7=0 j=0 =0 7j=0 j=0
2 2 2 2 2
+2 na. ne. no. no.
Tring; — — Trinog; — — Triny; — — Tringz; — — Ting;
E 312j .. E 3105 n. E jT1j . E 3T2; . E 3135
J=0 Jj=0 j=0 j=0 =0
2 2 2 2 2
+3 2 : ns. ng. ns. ng3.
ring; — — Tring; — — Trinyg; — — Tringz; — — Ting;
: 3T3j n. E j10j n. E jT1j . E 3T2; n. E 3T3;
= 7=0 7j=0 7=0 7=0
2 2 2
1 Z ni. ni. ni.
- — Tinig —75 rinog; — — E Ting; — — E Tin3zj
7 n.. 4 IR n.. 4 7 n.. 4 IR
= j=0 7=0
2 2 2 2
2712‘ 2712‘
+2(1-— E Tjnz; — —— Tjnoj; — —— E Tjniy — — E Tjn3z;
Jj=0 Jj=0 Jj=0

=
2 3ns. — 3ns. <
3 3
+3<1——'>Zx3n3]—f OmjnO]_Tijnlj_Tijan
Jj= 7=0 =
_ [07 (nl + 2n2. 4+ 3nas. )} ZIE]TLOJ [1 B (nl + 2na. 4+ 3na. )} Zwynu
2 2
ni. + 2n9. + 3ns. ni. +2n2 + 3ns.
g _ (DT 2Mae T OMS. e 4 |3 —
o () [ S o )| 35
=x |:(0y)zzi+(1y)zy1i+(2 )Z}% B3-7 ZY&}

webA,
Var(Us)sip =Var (x’ [(0 “P AT yu+ 29 v+ (B-7) Zy3D
=(0 — 7)*x'Var (Z zi> x + (1 —7)*x'Var (Z y1i> x
+ (2 — 7)*x'Var (Z y2i> x + (3 —7)°x'Var (Z y5> x
ZVar(zi) +2> ) Cov(z, zj)} X

1<j

—|—(1—§)2x' ZVar (y1s) +2ZZCOV (Yii,y15) | x

i<j

+(27y)2x' ZVar V2i) +2ZZCOV Voi,y25) | X

1<J

—|—(3—§)2x' ZVar Y3i +2ZZCOV Y3i,¥35) | X

i<J
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=(0-7)°x |:Z Var(z;) + 2 Z Z Cov(z, Zj):| X
+Y (k—7)°x

=1

Z Var(yx:) + 2 Z Z Cov(yri, ykj):| X.

i<j

il
gl

o
J2
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Abstract

Extensively used case-control designs in medical studies can also be powerful and efficient for family associ-
ation studies as long as an analysis method is developed for the evaluation of association between candidate
genes and disease. Traditional Cochran-Armitage trend test is devised for independent subjects data, and
to apply this trend test to the biologically related siblings one has to take into account the covariance among
related family members in order to maintain the correct type I error rate. We propose a more powerful trend
test by introducing weights that reflect the number of affected siblings in families for the evaluation of the
association of genetic markers related to the disease. An application of our method to a sample family data,
in addition to a small-scale simulation, is presented to compare the weighted and unweighted trend tests.
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