Figure 3:
Family C Results: LOD scores using the Kong and Cox exponential model.

K&C LOD scores (exp model); Family 251
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Family 251: LOD scores using the Kong and Cox linear model.

K&C LOD scores (linear model); Family 251
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Family 251: Whittemore and Halpern NPL all statistic

Non-parametric linkage analysis (Merlin Zmean and Sall); Family 251
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