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SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURE LEGENDS 
 

Supplementary Figure 1. Tagging effectiveness and effects of minor allele frequency 

(MAF) in low LD regions of MHC region using three different tagging methods at same 

level of tagging efficiency. Tagging effectiveness was defined as the percentage of 

hidden SNPs which had haplotype correlations with tagging SNPs over a threshold 

(haplotype r2 = 0.80). The results indicate average efficiency and effectiveness obtained 

across all low LD regions in the 1 SNP/5 kb marker set of the entire 4.46 Mb human 

MHC region. The comparison was carried out with tagging efficiency at 1.2 (haplotype 

diversity = 97%, haplotype r2 = 0.92 and pair-wise r2 = 0.50. White bars denote haplotype 

diversity based tagging method, grey bars denote minimum haplotype r2 based method, 

and dark bars denote pair-wise r2 based method. 
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