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1. Absolute non-paternity.

In several preceding chapters® we have discussed the problems
of proving non-paternity exclusively on the supposition that an
inherited character of mother has been known as well as that of
her child or those of her children. A fundamental postulate has
accordingly based on a fact that any type not able to produce
with her a child in question can never belong to a true father.
Hence, the problems are, so to speak, those relative to a type
of mother.

On the other hand, there are cases where non-paternity proof
is possible without taking a type of mother into account; namely,
there exist pairs of types which ecan never belong to father and
his any child. Non-paternity will then be established absolutely,
i.e., with no regard to a type of mother.

If non-paternity proof is possible absolutely, then it is, of
course, also possible relatively to a type of mother. Hence, any
probability of proving absolute non-paternity does never exceed the
corresponding one of proving relative non-paternity.

We now begin with a problem stating that: Given a child and
o man, at how many rate the non-paternity proof can be absolutely
established? Let a type of a child be A, and that of a man be A.
The absolute non-paternity can be verified if and only if there exists
no common suffix between 4, j and &, k. Since it is the same to
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us whether a type of a child or of a man is considered to be basic,
we shall here classify the cases according to the former and thus
denote by

(1.1) C(i)

the probability of an event that a child of A, appears and then the
proof of absolute non-paternity can be verified.

Against a homozygotic child A4,, anyone not possessing a gene
A,, and such one alone, can never be a true father, what implies

(1.2) C(#5)=p; (1—p,)

Against a heterozygotic child A,(i=j), anyone possessing neither
a gene A, nor 4,, and such one alone, can never be a true father,
what implies

1.3) Cig)=2pp; 1 —p,—p,)° (i =E=4)

The partial probability of proving absolute non-paternity over
homozygotic children is given by

(1.4) i C(i))=S,—28,+S,,
and that over heterozygotic children by
1.5) lzj' C(i5)=1—58,+68S;+2S1—48..

The sum of the last two quantities yields the whole probability of
proving absolute non-paternity expressed in the form

(1.6) C=1-48S,+48,+28;—-38S..

In an individual case of inherited character where recessive
genes may be existent, the pairs without father-child relationship
can immediately be read from a table in §1 of IV. In fact, a table
concerning mother-child combinations may, as it is, also be regarded
as the one concerning father-child combinations, so that the pairs
with the vanishing probability are just those incompatible as a
father and his child. Thus, for instance, in case of ABO blood
type, O and AB being incompatible with AB and O respectively,
and these alone being incompatible pairs, the whole probability of
proving absolute non-paternity is equal to

(1-7) CABO = 4pq1"2.

In case of A4,4,B0O blood type, A, and A,B becoming moreover in-
compatible each other, the whole probability is then given by

(1.8) C 44,80=4pq7* + 4p:05q (ps +2r).

The case of MN blood type is a special one (m=2) of general
discussion; the whole probability is given by
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(1.9_) MN — 282t2.

In case of Q or Qqg. blood type, any pair being compatible, the
whole probability vanishes, i.e.,

(1.10) CQ == Cqu == O.

Generalization to mixed combinations is also possible. The results
are as follows; distributions of populations to which a mother of
child and a man in question belong being denoted by {p,} and {pi},
respectively:

(1.11) C' (@) =ppi(1 — i)',

(1.12)  C'(@)=(pip;+ pp1)(1 —p;— D))’ (G ==9);

(1.13) :"zl C ()=, —2S, s+ Si 5,

(1.14) %’C’(ij)=1 —(28;+38,,1)+ (S;+58,,,) + 2838, —48,, 53
the whole probability of proving absolute non-paternity being then

(1.15) C'=1-2(S;+8,,1) + (S:+38S,,2) + 2S:8:,,—8S,, 5.

In concrete cases the results become as follows:

(1.16)  Climo=2rp'q'r'+(pq’+qp')r",

Claap0=2rp'q'r" +(0q' +qp’)r"
+ (g’ + qp)Pi(pi+2r") + 2(p:p5+ Dot + D)

(1.18) Cyn=8t'(st' +ts’),
(1.19)  C{=Cu=0.

(1.17)

2. Absolute non-paternity against children of the same family.

Probabilities of brethren combinations consisting of children of
the same family have already been listed in a table in §1 of V.
We next denote by

@2.1) D(ij, hk)

the probability of an event that such a brethren combination (A, Aw)
appears and then the proof of absolute non-paternity can be estab-
lished against both of them.

The present discussions correspond to those in §4 of IX; namely,
the problem concerns the absolute non-paternity against both
children of the same family separately, i.e., against both first and
second children indifferent to second and first children respectively.
The discussions corresponding to those in § 7 of IX will be performed
in a subsequent section.

Now, against a combination (4,, 4,) anyone not possessing A,
(and, of course, such alone) can never be a true father, what implies



314 Y. KomATU. [Vol. 28,

(2.2) D(, it)=o(it, 19)(1—p,)'=1pi(1+p)(1—p,)

Against a combination (4, 4,.)(k==7) anyone possessing neither
A, nor A, can never be a true father, what implies

(2.3) D(it, hh)=0(it, hh) 1 —p,— D )*=20i0i(1—D0;— D) (R =E=1).
Similar considerations lead to the following results:

(2.4) D(t, th)=3%pip(1+ D)1 —pi—pu)* (b ==1),
(2.6) D(ir, hk)y=3pipyp (1 —p;— 01— i) (h, k=k=34; h==k);
(2.6) D(ig, 19)=3%p.0/1+ i+ 5+ 2p0)1—p,—p,) (@ ==7),

(2.7)  D(ij, ih)=5p 001+ 2p)1—p—p;— 1) (=55 h=k1, ),
(2.8) D(ij, hk)=p:0;010:(1— D —0;—Dr— D),
(@=kg; b, k=1, 5; h==k).
Remembering an evident symmetry relation
2.9) D(ij, hk)=D(hk, ij) (@, §s by k=1, ..., m),
all the possible cases have thus essentially been worked out.
Partial sums of probabilities with respect to type of first child
can be obtained in a usual manner, yielding
D(it)=D(i1, i) +’§1(D(iz', th)+ D(it, hh))+ hg,*'t D(iz, hk)
210)  =pil—2S,+3S,+3Si—1S, ’
—(2—=28,+ §85)p, + (38— Sy)pi — I i+ 1pi),
D(ij)=D(ij, i)+ D(ig, jj)+ D(ig, i5)
+h E, gD('ij , hh)+ D(i, 1h)+ D(ij, jh)) +h’ IZ_:.; jD(fc'j , hk)
(2.11) =2pp,(1—=28,+§S; + $8i— 18— (2—28,+ 5S:)(pi + py)
+ (3= 8:)(pi + p3) + 2pip; — F(0i + 3) — 2p.0(ps + py)
+ 1l + p)) + E0.p,(0i + P3) + pip)) (@ ==7).

Sub-probabilities over homozygotic and heterozygotic first
children become, respectively.

(2.12) g D(it)=S,— 28,25+ 38,
+ 3885 — 38, + 31— 3Si— 18,8, + 1Ss,
%’D(ij)=1 —7S;+38:+ 555 — %8S,
— 28,8, + 28, — 382+ 283+ 48,8, — 1S, ,
the sum of which represents, of course, the whole probability
D=1-68,+38:+§Si-%S,
—98,S;+ 118+ 8382+ 28,3,—£S,.

Generalization to mixed combinations is possible, while it will
be omitted and left to the reader.

(2.13)

(2.14)
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As illustrative examples we state here the whole probabilities
against both children separately in case of ABO, Q, Qg. as well as
MN Dblood types; in three former cases, the existence of recessive
genes requires a careful consideration. The results are as follows:

(2.15) D yso=3%pgr* (34 141" +2p0),
(2.16) DQ——’Dthzoy
2.17) Dyw=13s(5—2st).

3. Absolute non-paternity against a distinguished child at any
rate or alone.

Probabilities of proving non-paternity against a distinguished
child, for instance, a second say, among brethren of the same
family can be discussed in a similar way corresponding to §2 of IX.
But, the detail will be left to the reader. We mnotice here only
that the whole probability in this case will naturally coincide with
C in (1.6). And hence, given a brethren combination of the same
family, the case where the proof of absolute non-paternity is possible
against second alone possesses the whole probability

C—D=28,—-3%S;—$S;+%S.
+98,8;—118;— 2S5 —28,S,+ £S;;
the result corresponding to (6.3) of IX.

We now proceed to a more proper problem concerning brethren
of the same family. Corresponding to §7 of IX, if it is sure that
both children belong to the same family, the non-paternity proof
would be established against both children provided that it is estab-
lished against at least one child among them. The whole proba-
bility of the present problem is immediately obtained. Namely,

the same reason whi¢ch has led to (7.5) of IX leads now to an
expression

(3.1)

D=2C—-D=1-28,—3S;—§S:—%8,
+ 982‘5’3"— 11S5 - %Sg —2S2S4+ %Sﬁ.

As a basic quantity, we introduce, corresponding to, (7.2) of IX
or rather to J(ij, hk) contained in (7.10) to (7.14) of IX, the proba-
bility of proving absolute mon-paternity against at least one child
among a brethren-combination of the same family (and hence simul-
taneously against both of them) which will be denoted by

(3.2)

(3.8) D, k)= o(ij, hk) (Q%JLFQ@Q)—D(@, hk);
1J

hk

the presented combination being (A, Au). In view of the defini-
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tion (8.3), the relation
(3.4) D=3 D(ij, hk)=2C—D

is obvious. Explicit expressions will be derived, corresponding to
(2.2) to (2.8), as follows:

(8.5) DG, i)=3pi(1+p)A—p),

(3.6) DG, hh)=}pipi(1—2p,11) (h =1),
3.7 DG, ik)=1pipd+p)A—p,) (h=k1),
(3.8)  D(is, hk)=3pipup(1 — 20+ o)) (hy k=15 h==k);
3.9) DG, i)=3po1+pi+p;+2pp)1—pi— D) (@=k9),

(8.10)  D(ij, ih)=3ppmul+20)((L—p) —2p;m) (=45 h=kd, 5),
(8.11)  D(ij, hk)=pp,onp(1 —2(i+ D) (Dr+ Di))
G=k4; b, k=i, 55 h==E).

Partial sums corresponding to (2.10) and (2.11) become, respec-
tively,

3.12)  D(i)=p¥1— (3 +S,—1Sy)pi— (& — So)pi + 20} — 1nl),
D(i)=2pp, 1 — (1 + S, — 189 (pi+ 1) — (1= S) (Wi + 1) + s
(8.13) + (04 p) + 2puwy(pi+ D))
— (Pt + D)) — $0up,(Pi+ 1)) — iD)) (@ ==9)-
Hence, we get, corresponding to (2.12), (2.13) and (2.14),
(3.14) ;V_:, D) =S, — 885 — 1S, — S,Ss + 2S5 + 1S3 + 8,8, — £S5
> D (ij)=1—88,—$S;+75,+108,S;
—138,—283—388,5,+ 5Se;
D=1-28,—3S,—§S:+%8S,
+98,8; —118;— 2S3—28S,S, + £Ss.
The last result is nothing but the one already stated in (3.2).

(3.15)

(3.16)

—To be continued—



