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The application of Bayes theorem in paternity testing

YANG Da, CUI Wen

(Department of Forensic Medicine and Laboratory Medicine, Jining Medical University Jining 272067 ,China)

Abstract: To discuss how to apply the Bayes theorem to deal with DNA profiles in several typical scenarios of
paternity testing,the scientific conclusion will be got by quantizing the DNA profiles. Methods By constructing the
independent hypotheses,Bayes theorem was adapt to calculate the likihood ratio by utilizing the DNA profiles. Con-

clusion This method is reasonable because it sufficiently uses all the related information about the DNA profiles. It

has been widely used in the foresic DNA laboratory.
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