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B0k, BERHETHIBEZLEBCLCAS LD LhiLH D,
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EREL, 2EHECEETT o>,

BohBERRNAMKFEERTEEXEZ O T CHE SH, KRR ELEA
DEBREANRDI I T RkEahlkw—7 v~} %, AFRCHERL LT VWIRICH
BLEBxETH O, AEREFEMAEERLE v v —TT o7
mEINWALBEORFTESFME Fig. 1 ERTHE, XBILBHE -2~
12 DOEMTHB. KBRS VDOR VA7 F L Y ARFO B RET S
HR LD FREVAETH D, CHEBETR-LOA TV K (KK 1970)
PEIILT, —6DREEPEELR, —6 DUEEEERALL. FicHik
REERBEORVEERR (L& EMLBT))0=>0 /A — 7T,
oS, B, BUeiE, wiI, HXBEO2VT, AROHHROFE 2R
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iz, PEERRTIE263165F, MEARTE310L125F, RMETE
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BELR, B FRCRET?REESOHE: Table 4 FEZFOFEFS
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BEOHRE, FARTIEEIROHENAEL A>TWE, L2L, VWEI, B
R, HLBCHEL Tk, F%E REINBERCPEEI-—BE<, &
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FEELY, RECHAPRISZSAERORARBEDI IR BRI shed,
HEXCEEOBER B THolr, Eir, AEHLFEE, BECX3 50

—276—



ﬁ@ﬁwﬁﬁﬁtmﬁfctmoko:@%%towf%,éﬁéaaﬁﬁﬁ
BEEIL 72\,

Edwards ¢ simulation model iz Xk 2 BRAT, FRTHEHE 0B : kiC
HEER CEERENERFEL30n SRFLI>TERIATON SO
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Fig. 1

DISTRIBUTION OF DIOPTER SURVEYED IN THIS STUDY
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Table 2 Mean age of onset in degree of myepia

Male Female Total

Diopter

N Age s.d. N Age s.d. N Age d
-2 2 18.5 0.5 32 14.9 2.2 34 15.1 3
-3 5 14.2 2.2 56 14.4 2.6 61 14.4 6
- 4 13 13.1 2.8 55 13.4 2.2 68 13.4 3
-5 18 14.7 3.0 58 12.1 2.5 76 12.7 9
- 6 15 10.8 2.5 54 12.0 3.9 69 11.7 3.6
- 7 15 10.5 2.5 34 10.3 3.4 49 10.4 3.1
~- 8 8 11,5 1.8 23 9.6 2.1 31 10.1 2.2
-9 10 12.7 10.1 20 8.3 3.6 30 9.8 6.9
-10 4 11.0 2.5 12 6.8 4.0 16 7.8 4.1
-11 2 13.5 2.5 8 8.8 1.5 10 9.7 2.6
-12 3 12.0 6.4 11 11.0 5.8 14 11.2 5.9
-13 5 9.6 3.3 2 7.5 1.5 7 9.0 3.0
-14 2 9.0 1.0 6 6.3 3.0 8 7.0 2.9
=15 3 4.0 5.7 3 7.0 3.7 6 5.5 5.0
-16 1 0.0 - 4 8.3 1.8 5 6.6 3.7
-17 1 8.0 - 1 11. - 2 9.5 1.5
~18 3 10.3 0.5 - - - 3 10.3 0.5
-19 1 5.0 - 1 8.0 - 2 6.5 1.5
-20~- 6 4.8 3.4 12 8.0 3.5 18 6.9 3.8

Fig. 2 Mean age of onsct in degree of myopia.
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TABLE 1  AVERAGE AGE OF PATIENTS SURVEYED IN THIS STUDY

PATIENTS N AGE S.D.
MALE 41 26,1 6.9

M.MYOPIA  FEMALE 222 26,4 6.5
TOTAL 263 26.3 6.5

MALE 94 39,3 12.9

H, MYOPIA  FEMALE 229 31,2 12.4
TOTAL 325 31,0 12.5

MALE 29 41.7 1s.4

RET. ATR.  FEMALE 24 ug,7 17.1
TOTAL uy 45,5 16.7

N: NUMBER

M.MYOPIA: MODERATE MYOPIA
H.MYOPIA: HIGH MYOPIA
RET. ATR.: RETINOCHOROIDAL ATROPHY

"TABLE 3 AGE OF ONSET

PATIENTS N AGE S.D.
MALE 38 14,3 3.0
M. MYOPIA  FEMALE 201 13,5 2.6
TOTAL 239 13.7 2.7
MALE 75 10.6 5.0
H, MYOPIA  FEMALE 186 9.8 4.1
TOTAL 261  10.0 4.4
MALE 14 9.6 10.5
RET. ATR.  FEMALE 11 9.3 5.0
TotaL 25 9.5 8.5
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TABLE 4
CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS OF AGE OF ONSET BETWEEN PATIENT AND RELATIVES

FATHER MOTHER SIBS
N RGN R N RGN R(#M) N R(H) N R(HHM)

. myorla 41 0.19 8 0.09 17 O 4l 0.02 125 0.33" 257 0.3%"
w wopia 17 -0.51 67 0.05 6-0.37 23 0.04 23 0.20 169 0.17°

PATIENT

SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS: * 5%, **17%
R: CORRELATION COEFFICIENT

TABLE 5 CONSANGUINEOUS MARRIAGES OF PARENTS OF MYOPIA PATIENTS

-3

8 16 7?7 TovAL F - 1c(d

L

1 5 - 1 261 2 0.00138 1.9
513 - 2 319 6 0.00309 4.1
c 2 - - 4 2 0.00298 4.8

128F 0

1
M, Mmyopia 252 1
H. Myoria 298 O

1

2
1
1
0

RET. ATR. 39

F ¢ INBREEDING COEFFICIENT
1c: FIRST COUSIN MARRIAGE

Teble 6§ Prequencies of myopia among the relatives of myopla patients.

Relatives M. Myopia jaticnt3 H. Myapia ;mtienty — - Met. 3EF. Latienta o
[1¢3) M(1) S5(2) T(X) L3 %) MiY) S(%) T(2) N B} LT¢3) 342) (%) L]

Pather 23(8.8) 65{26.7) 21( 8.0) LO9(41.4) 26) Sa{l6.9) S54(16.9) 21{ 6.&) 129(40.4) 319 1(2.3) 1(2.3) 20 4.6) 4( 9.1} 44
Pacents  Hocher  963.4) 27(10.3) 24(9.2) 60(22.9) 262 _4)(13.6) IT(IL.5) 35(10.9) LIS0IS.7) 322 e9.1) Me.M A 2.3 B(i8.2) ké
Toral T H2(6.1) 9T(17-5) 45( 8.6) 169(32.2) §25 97(13:1) 91(14.2) 36( 8.7) 2+2(38.1) 641 8(3.7) 4g4.6) 3( 3.%) 12{13.0) 88
srather 13(5.2) 1003 XIL7) 1N07.E) 23 SLUTT 83030 4RI DTISHGI.5) 357 4de 1) 2(3.0) 9(11.6) 15(32.7) &
Stk Starar _AN(&.1) 78(32.0) 37413.2) 125(51.2) 2&4  77(20.8) 61(16.3) 54(14.6) 197(51.8) 371  8(9.9) 22.5) 5(6.2) 13(18.3) Bl
Total  35(5.1) 159(37.7) _BO(16.4) 266(54.2) 487 _118(19 0) 14(19.8) 1DL(13.9) 381(52.6) 728 12(3. p LJ! 140 9.5 30(20.4) 147
Hale 190 51 156(15.2) 52(5.1) 127022, 10128~ I1( 2.6} 159¢14.8) 67( 5.7) 297(25. 1) 1182 i(1.6) 12(9.9) 3( 1.1y 17(13.3) 128
Coustna  Female _ 6(0.6) 110€11.4) 37(5.9) 173(18.0) 962 9 2.7) 130(12.3) 4b{ 4.3) 205(19.4) 1058 3(2.7) &{3.6) 6 5.6) 13(11:])

Yotal - 25(1.3) 265013.4) 109(5,5) _400(20.1)193¢ aoLz T RN u:g s 0) 0) 50J(22.8) 2340 8(2.1 1 Tois. 7) 9¢ 3.8) 10(12.5) 239_

Uscle & Uncte 8(1.0) 170(22.1) 29(1.8) 107(27.0) 788 1.8) 162019.9) 3:0029.5) 814 4(5.3) 1(4.0) 8(i6.3) £5(19.7) 7&
Aunt 13(1.8) 78¢10.9) 1514.9) 126(17.6) 712 )5( 4.7y _811(10.8) }2( 4. )l 148019.2) 752 2(2. ﬂ V(4.6)  8{11.8 13(19.1) ¢ L1

sumce  potal a4 106D b (k1) IVI(2.0)LAs TReCd Dy TeT(15:5) TT9( 3,00 IR6(26.8) 1366 e(e:2) " 6(4.2) TGULLL) TBLAR.C) . ry) l45

C.father M0 8) 190 S.1) S(1.8)  27( 7.3 378 SC 1.0y 19¢ 4.1) 4( 0.9) 28( 6,00 467 -
G.parents G.mother 4(1.0) 11¢( 2.n 210.5) 17( 4.2 40% &( 0.8) 6 1.2) 5 1.0 15¢ 3.0) 504 - - l( 1.3) l(_ 1.1) 7!

Toral LLO‘q) W 3.9} 7(0.9) 20 S 7Y 175 9L vy 25 2.8) 9{ 0.91 30 +.4) 9N - - 1( 0.7y I_L_I).Y __':El_,

H: high myopia 0. 20

N: soderate syople

§s alight ayopis

T:HoeneS
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Fig. 3 DISTRIBUTION OF MYOPIA AMONG RELATIVES OF PATIENTS

h : High myopia
m : Moderate myopia

s : Slight myopia
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Ret. Aty
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male female
TasLe 7

DiSTRIBUTION OF MYOPIA AMONG SIBS BY MATING TYPES OF PARENTS

NO.OF SIBS
FAM, H (&) mGe) SUM (R)  TOTAL

NXN 116 11 4.8) 54(23.4) 65(28.1) 231

N XM 62 50 5.00 42(41.6) 47(46.5> 101
NXH 22 3( 8.3) 19(52.7) 22(E1.1) 36

PATIENT  PARENT

M. MYOPIA  SUM 84 8( 5.8) G1(44.,5) 69(50.4) 137
MXM 11 10 4.2) 13(54,2) 14(58.3) 24

MXH 2 1425.00  2(50.9) 3(75.0) 4

HXH 1 - 3(60.0) 3(60.0) 5

SUM 14 2( 6.1) 13(54.5) 20(60.6) 33

NXN 111 21¢ 7.1) 49(16.5) 70(23.6) 297
NXM 42 21(24.%) 14¢16.3) 3540.7) 86
NXH 69  47(32.9) 32(22.4) 79(55.2) 143
H. MYOPIA  SUM 111 63(40.2) 46(27.2) 114¢67.5) 189

MXM 13 3(17.6) 7(41.2) 10(58.8) 17
MXH 10 11(52.%) 8(38.1) 19(90.5) 21

WX H b ne.m) 448 9
s 27 18(38.3) 15(31.9) 33(70.2) 47
N XN 27 6(57 10100 7067 105
NX M 1 125.0 - 1(25.00 &
N X H 1 2(50.0) 1(25.0) 3(75.0) &
RET, ATR.  SUM 2 3(37.5) 1(12.5)  4(50.0) 8
MXM - - - - -
M X H 1 - 2(50.0)  2(50.0)
HXH - - - - -
SuM 1 - 250.0)  2(50.0) 4
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TABLE 8

TEST OF SINGLE AND POLYGENIC FACTOR BY EDWARDS’ SIMULATION MODEL

GEN. POP.

DESEASE p

RISK OF SIBS Dom. Rec. PoLycene Ogs.

R 1/2p /4p VAR R/P

M. MYOPIA 0.15-0.2
H. MYOPIA 0.02-0.0

o

0.33-0.38 2.5-3.3 1.3-1.7 2.2-2.6 1.7-2.5
0.05-0.1

9 10-25  5-12.,5 4,5-7,1 1-9.5

RET. DEGEN.  (,0001 0.0632 5000 2500 100 632

ALBINISM 0.00005
MIcrRoPHTHALMoS 0,00031

0.1115  1000G 5000 141 2230
0.0273 1600 800 60 90

BUPHTHALMOS 0.00011 0.0420 L6030 200 100 - 400

conG. cATARACT 0.00024
KERATOCCNUS 0.0001

0.0919 2100 1000 65 383
0.004 5000 2520 100 40

Table 9 Estimation of heritability

Sibs
Gen. pop. Patient
A N q h2(s)
H. myopia 0.02-0.05 H. myopia 138 728 0.190 71-95
More M. M. myopia 184 487 0.378 61-80
myopia 0.15-0-20 gy nyopia 282 728  0.387  63-82

 A: affected

N: total number
q: A/N

h?: heritability
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