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Comparison of common burden tests for genetic association
studies of rare variants
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Abstract: Common burden tests have different statistical performance in genetic association studies of rare variants.
Here, we compare the statistical performance of burden tests, such as CMC, WST, SUM and extension methods, using
the computer-simulated datasets of rare variants with different parameters of sample sizes, linkage disequilibrium (LD), and
different numbers of mixed non-associated variants. The simulation results showed that the type | error for all methods is

near 0.05. When the rare variants had the same direction of effect, the higher LD and the less non-associated variants, the

Yokm BEA: 2017-11-12; &= HHA: 2017-12-28
E&WMA: ( 2016A030313809) ( 2014A020212307) ( 81302493)
[Supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of Guangdong, China (No. 2016 A030313809), Science and Technology Planning Project

of Guangdong Province, China (No. 2014A020212307), and National Natural Science Foundation of China (N0.81302493)]

fE& & E-mail: linxinki@163.com

BiREE: E-mail: pupuliu919@163.com

DOI: 10.16288/j.yczz.17-174

4% R A 8] : 2018/1/18  11:23:00

URI: http://kns.cnki.net/kcms/detail/11.1913.R.20180118.1112.002.html



163

higher the power of these method, except the data adaptive SUM test. When the direction was different, the power was sig-

nificantly reduced for all methods. The methods that consider the direction yielded larger statistical power than those meth-

ods without considering the effect direction, except the strong LD condition. And the larger the sample size, the larger the

power. The statistical performance of burden tests is affected by a variety of factors, including the sample size, effect direc-

tion of variants, non-associated variants, and LD. Therefore, when choosing the method and setting the collection unit and

weight, the prior biological information of genetic variation should be integrated to improve study efficiency.
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Table 1 Type I error in various methods under the different simulations
=0 =4 =8 =16
fa=No p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09
250 CMC 0.055 0.046 0.055 0.030 0063 0.036 0045 0.051 0.042 0.046 0.036  0.047
WST 0.048 0.057 0054 0.032 0.046 0.033 0058 0.047 0.045 0.039 0.048 0.044
SUM 0.049 0.040 0.037 0.031 0056  0.037 0055 0.050 0.041  0.038 0.050  0.051
Ssu 0.054 0.045 0.050 0.033 0.053 0.044 0052 0.044 0.048 0.053 0.054  0.051
SSUw 0.057 0.045 0.060 0.033 0051  0.032 0055 0.042 0.053 0.057 0.047 0.048
aSuUM 0.052 0.058 0.046 0.040 0.058 0.058 0.063 0.057 0.047 0.055 0.053  0.067
500 CMC 0.048 0.048 0053 0.035 0.054 0.034 0053 0.045 0.042 0.043 0.051 0.052
WST 0.046 0.048 0055 0.039 0.056 0.039 0047 0.047 0.048 0.033 0.051 0.058
SUM 0.040 0.047 0.054 0.039 0051  0.047 0.050 0.046 0.048 0.036 0.041  0.050
Ssu 0.058 0.047 0.054 0.047 0.075 0.046 0.058 0.052 0.047 0.059 0.049  0.050
SSUw 0.047 0.051 0.049 0.039 0073 0.052 0.052 0.053 0.051 0.056 0.042  0.042
aSUM 0.061 0.055 0063 0.052 0.053 0.045 0060 0.048 0.051 0.048 0.046 0.071
1000 CMC 0.043 0.048 0059 0.052 0.048 0.040 0.044 0.041 0.047 0.036 0.055 0.048
WST 0.045 0.052 0.052 0.052 0.050 0.041 0.038 0.050 0.051 0.043 0.053  0.053
SUM 0.044 0.052 0.060 0.046 0.054 0.050 0.047 0.039 0.049 0.041 0.057 0.055
Ssu 0.056 0.048 0.061 0.049 0.054 0.047 0.045 0.053 0.045 0.040 0.048  0.056
SSUw 0.044 0.045 0060 0.052 0.053 0.049 0041 0.056 0.047 0.051 0.051  0.054
aSUM 0.047 0.048 0064 0.054 0051 0.045 0.050 0.051 0.056 0.047 0.058  0.070
P OR 1
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Table 2 Results of power in various methods under the same effects with associated rare variants
=0 =4 =8 =16
M=o p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=0.9
250 CcMC 0.734 0.813 0.999 0564 0747  0.996 0.349 0.687 0970  0.316 0618  0.906
WST 0.725 0.900 1.000 0.577 0.856  0.999 0.446 0.771 0998  0.362 0.732  0.997
SUM 0.756 0.962 1.000 0.607  0.943 1.000 0.511 0914 1.000  0.398 0.889  1.000
Ssu 0.457 0.914 1.000 0.386 0.917 1.000 0.345 0.906 1.000  0.335 0.906  1.000
SSUw 0.421 0918 1.000 0.339  0.902 1.000 0.286 0.895 1.000 0.271 0.884  1.000
aSUM 0.592 0.903 1.000 0.427 0875  0.998 0.340 0.829 1.000 0242 0.814  0.999
500 CcMC 0.946 0.991 1.000 0.858 0.974 1.000 0.660 0.960 1.000  0.573 0.940  1.000
WST 0.947 0.992 1.000 0.859 0.977 1.000 0.739 0965 1.000 0.621 0.933  1.000
SUM 0.950 0.998 1.000 0.883 0.998 1.000 0.764 0993 1.000  0.667 0.992  1.000
Ssu 0.764 0.998 1.000 0.734 0.995 1.000 0.679 0991 1.000  0.645 0.993  1.000
SSUw 0.733 0.998 1.000 0.678 0.994 1.000 0.603 0985 1.000 0511 0.991  1.000
aSUM 0.899 0.997 0.725 0.787 0991  0.748 0.655 0982 0755  0.542 0.983  0.728
1000 CMC 1.000 0.999 1.000 0.984 1.000 1.000 0.942 1.000 1.000  0.892 0.995  1.000
WST 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.987 0.999 1.000 0.961 0.998 1.000 0.881 0.995  1.000
SUM 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.991 1.000 1.000 0.963 1.000 1.000  0.908 1.000  1.000
Ssu 0.973 1.000 1.000 0.968  1.000 1.000 0.941 1.000 1.000  0.921 1.000  1.000
SSUw 0.969 1.000 1.000 0.963  1.000 1.000 0.925 1.000 1.000  0.888 1.000  1.000
aSUM 0.995 0.921 0.011 0.979 0951  0.009 0.945 0.967  0.022 0.856 0.985  0.011
P OR 2
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Table 3 Results of power in various methods under the different effects with associated rare variants

i -0 -4 -8 =16
M=o p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09
250  CMC 0118 0199 0139 0090 0184 0103 0171 0133 0082 0162 0151 0075
WST 0120 0124 0145 0092 0131 0135 0074 0091 011 0071 0089  0.099
SUM 0423 0129 0123 0099 0142 0112 0076 0098 0088 0072 0110 0117
Ssu 0367 0331 0167 0298 0306 0150  0.268 0227 0113 0230 0244 0134
SSUw 0329 0285 0134 0255 0255 0091 0240 0190 0095 0187 0.156  0.118
aSUM 0276 0261 0145 0225 0222 0144 0163 0164 0111 0136 0159  0.126
500  CMC 0170 0340 0248 0144 0323 0214 0323 0279 0165 0291 0282 0183
WST 0.69 0210 0233 0137 0194 0199 008 0141 0176 0088 0125 0.9
SUM 0472 0218 0170 0156 0189 0181 0095 0142 0161 0095 0168  0.193
Ssu 0.669 0608 0247 0595 0539 0241 0518 0475 0190 0480 0423 0228
SSUw 0638 0565 0207 0562 0487 0222 0482 0427 0163 0414 0337  0.159
aSUM 0610 0529 0258 0485 0444 0260 0396 0351 0200 0318 0294  0.230
1000  CMC 0283 0595 0403 0249 0553 0390 0524 0525 0335 0525 0517 0341
WST 0271 0338 0331 0251 0288 0309 0167 0228 0278 0139 0211 0280
SUM 0203 0342 0266 0253 0293 0267 0172 0243 0243 0143 0258 0270
Ssu 0941 0909 0410 0894 0845 0373 0856 0785 0323 0828 0736 0326
SSUw 0921 0893 0348 0884 0829 0315 0828 0750 0286 0776 0.658  0.282
aSUM 0891 0802 0436 0775 0696 0407 0682 0618 0342 0575 0504  0.346
o 4 OR 2 4 05

R4 MAF BN 20 SR A B 4% 2675 S O30 B

Table 4 Results of power in various methods under the less MAF while more effects with associated rare variants

=0 =4 =8 =16
M=o p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09 p=0 p=05 p=09
250 cMC 0596 0695 0998 0215 0548 0979 0217 0415 0949 0189 0314  0.905
WST 0.605 0803 0999 0276 0508 0942 0181 0367 0898 0156 0296  0.837
SUM 0.620 0914 1.000 0239 0817 1000 0154 0729 0999 0112 0714  0.999
ssu 0289 0828 1000 0085 0.658 1000 0075 0591 0996 0066 0610  0.999
SSUw 0297 0850 1000 0225 0841 1000 0185 0778 1000 0165 0761  1.000
aSUM 0487 0858 1.000 0232 0769 0999 0151 0667 0999 0105 0639  0.999
500 cMC 0540 0683 1000 0190 0553 0995 0230 0414 0988 0169 0343  0.964
WST 0.545 0766 0999 0239 0427 0916 0199 0310 0874 0157 0250  0.799
SUM 0.560 0890 1.000 0211 0764 1000 0158 0.675 1000 0107 0.637  0.998
ssu 0272 0783 1.000 0056 0550 1000 0072 0519 1.000 0054 0539  0.997
Ssuw 0272 0813 1000 0212 0803 1000 0195 0738 1000 0150 0707  1.000
aSUM 0455 0831 1000 0211 0692 1000 0146 0596 1.000 0109 0581  0.999
1000  CMC 0.506 0619 0997 0181 0482 0991 0212 0303 0980 0.83 0374  0.946
WST 0511 0700 0998 0232 0259 0841 0171 0287 0767 0146 0227  0.699
SUM 0.542 0837 1000 0200 0.675 0999 0144 0645 0996 0096 0585  0.998
ssu 0230 0724 1000 0065 0470 0999 0057 0430 0995 0069 0467  0.996

SSUw 0.259 0.767 1.000 0.201  0.727 1.000 0.182 0.719 1.000 0.161  0.654 0.999
aSUM 0.428 0.778 1.000 0.190 0.611 1.000 0.127 0.563  0.997 0.109  0.508 0.997

1
OR; =exp(b;) =exp| ——————
p i =explby) p[ /n-MAFj(lMAFJ-)]
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