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Abstract

Genetic algorithm(GA) is applied for detecting multiple outliers. GA is a heuristic
optimization tool solving for near optimal solution. We compare the performance of
GA and the other diagnostic measures commonly used for detecting outliers in
regression model. The results show that GA seems to have better performance
than the others for the detection of multiple outliers.
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1. 48

ol A& thge dolelet FHEHE AZA oldA7} EATE B¢ d43E F
AE dx 1o w2t FRE FAF FES L€ F A ¢ ol FA(single outlier)FHo] &
A B o) FANE gMstE FAe vy g < Ag o ‘ﬂ"] a2 A gl v
st °]’E}—4 o]z &, thF oA (multiple outliers)”7t €13t A ¢l vlA# (masking) 3
299 (swamping)9] EAZ A3tY o] EHe vy ofy J?f_‘:} w27 e tgE ojAA
o] EAlg & ol AdX 9 Lol oHYPANE NG Latm, 2YPL oW o4 &R}
AAAY BENAE oA R AasA ¢=& A4S T, 3]

ol ThE ol X BAE 3l ©e ATt ol FojHAR o F BIA Wy x{
& Al (combinatorial problem)& &oJofsle olalE Ho] Uty B dFAE dFIAEY
(multiple linear regression; MLR)SIA ©fF ol4tx]¢] 2talg 98] Bxst A3 2AS 4w
&3 fd 988 o439 A E FHA Y1 E(genetic algorithm)& F3l A==
Lig=3
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2.1. 9 o] dAe ud

B A7 e 32 dngdsd] g% A3 oS 471 FH e D Dddiagnostic) B

D gt At Ay, 48 LA FF ZAT A 319AL
2) EFFHgSG 4G A7, B35 TP I Z2AF A 31¥A.
3) X Hosta AGFEH my, FE XA EF - AxF AT 31™UAL
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< HEITHL 2, 5] 971 ne EEY & kE EPWSFY £, g,=y,— y; = MLR =d
A9 dF 23t & zaH(residua) & v g}

a) Prediction matrixo] ¢ ¢k

pi=x(X'X) "%/, 1749 2k/n
b) Zkafel 97t Atk

ti =t (n—k=D/(n—k—8)

where t;=e;/ oV 1—p; 71249 ¢ tln-k-1)

¢) Volume of confidence ellipsoidsell 2§ ¢

pi=p;+élce 21749 2k+1)/n

CVR,=[(n—k—£)/(n—k—11*/(1-2) 712+ |CVR; - 1[>3k/n
d) Influence functiono] <% &

Ci=p: £}/ K1~ ) A2 Fk, nk)

WK =1£IV [p:(1~5)] N1zt Wk

Ci= WKV [(n—R)]A] N4 0 2V (n—kln)

22. 3G3 = Hs AR

Ag HEQ A% A FEE RMSE(root mean squared error)E AM&-3tath

RMSE =\/ Z}O(yi— ) n

24 do]elo] H&3 7$d RMSEC(root mean squared error of calibration)® ZAZ o]
Elo] A&3% 72 RMSEV(root mean squared error of validation)2.2 R oL & g}

3. #AA dxnFdd A% bgF o] 3A A

HA3t AAANM, BT A3 22 ASole nAAA SdGN Aoz FEIFAT,
M) ol F B AfoE 55 AFTAT vYel AHEHojof gt fAA dnE]F(GA)
< 2 7I-E F AUEHN, 734 AsH ddg A& AAolgE Ady d4E =g
& #5329 7 M(stochastic search) WH o2 ZFEA G o] #FAFo] B3 ALoE 7
£o] 7} 3ioH4l

3.1. =71v} B9 o] A9 FA

A dag gy o8& A7)vt e (schema theorem)ol 71Z%ch ol R g1
Eoll4 e (selection), ZHll(crossover), & ¥ ol(mutation)?] &9 FLAA AAE] &
E FAE IALEC] o2 Y& NAR Ad = AEFHEA T 2 ZolrlErtE B
th 27)ekE AAERY FAAE S dEllE dF9 ddolth 27nte AAY EAYXNE
o EAlsle AAEY ol g8 ebdoh 2Fntd S ARY e A o o= ax

£ 2
M ob o
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golu 7HEAF Athe BAR WE AMEET d2 oJAEPCAM 270t (x+011)9l= (00011),
(01011), (10011), (11011)°] EF €t WA oW BHAAM 9 & ZEe 27|vpd] FHE
AR FE 2707 9ok F14 S Fe] ™, aH, EdWlY S wet A7)0 F 3
o] Aol FL& FFE VAL 27vte FEHeE O F7F IV 48 I¥E FE &7
te BEHoz I 7 ZastEz HHAE FohdoE o Eojrh

wrebA o2 o] EHeA 02 d™gd #FEMA 12 oA EIIHW HHA <&
1YEL " BAFF dGFE FE FANE LEH te wFos YA Ao ol
0% o] A4X7t EAY AF B A7t FA EAGEAE REAY &g R AAE LE
o sdaE A4 FaeEY 2709 e olg AZAY F YA ok

32. o] ZA g4 & AT A= 4 (fitness function) B 32}vl g

AAR G 2 F3AA =2F¢ v 24d s 37 £4 22& HEstoq 47
T & Fakx, 2 gel HFH 7k GAATE FEH LR ¢ Bol AYHES o, o
Aol 271 AMICo2REH dF I #3MAEY 2FL AAHZ, 9% 4 BFHA
£ %L o8 W Mdddrh o] A W A& o HIAEFF FeE ot 2
o] Fedt

F = PRESS + Penalty = 20( yi— §i,—i)2+ co if outlier>m, 0 otherwise
=

yio; & idA B2XE W F gy 2l o9 otk 97 Penalty: SRS
(me] AN TS Bollrl g oz fAA Fndse HYE gl vwa o gL
AN E Boly: AL WAHEES @ilolt £ 484 dnSe HEEr] 9F ein
HE gg3 2o

@ =99 o3 #FEuF A (roulette wheel selection)
@ = F &= 7] (population size) : 100

@ 4l &(crossover rate) : 0.3

@ =3 o]&(mutation rate) : 0.01

4. dolg ¥4

4.1 %A dolH

o] AHolME E EEAA Agd #FA LudseS o/&dd oF oA HAS

Sensitivity analysis in linear regression(Hadi, 1988)°] &% A& A-&3t . o] o=
=Y Ae 5o 245 1, B 3 4024 oA H4 2 2} e AE
A8 39709 =agy soleet #A Axtel HF A 10719 HF delHE v &
AN 28 dHolEE AM43 ¢ RMSECE 340, RMSEVE 293 ojt}
[ 1]& oA e 714 71Ee] H& A ) gleverage value)? X (residual)S
W AR HE AR FHE TR d AL d7[AE 36 149 BEAAC 2F
g BEol & AAdgst & FAgE /e AR Hol 1Y Bl BE JFE FE ol
g AFAT £ Y3, 13,19, 20, 302 E MA@ e JAgE N ER Rdd £2 3
e FE #EF LS FAF/E & Y

X K
o min
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A7 L EE ol 44 tHFol g 7A
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25} 36
"7 o8
2 14
sl
N a3 9 ‘
215
o5t ,}25 s N E <0
?3‘?%27 eéqe : a9 13 .
00 0; A’nofz O.‘S 0?4 0:5 0:6 0:7 OTB
[2¥ 1] Leverage( p*) vs Residual( ")
Eg 6, 17, 18, 28 #ZIA = & AATE AR o]A4AY JMeAle]l Uk [2¥ 1]
o oF AL g §FL RAFAY FAY A2 [ 119 2L AGXES o] &3
Al o] Foj AL [E 1] 2 39 /19 dolEe i} oj A "HAHE $3 TkA A HHE A
|3 Aog FL EAZ " o] 7174 Y 93| oA Z wug AHolrd ZF Ad uwhid] u}

4 ux Ao} U= ABE F= AL % - Ut
42. 9 o] FH A o3 A3 Wy

23l AEE 7HA B F X FURANY ol 4NE Uele AE p, p% ol
4N BARA Y CE AN M P HeA B2 @ v oA @ W
o2 e oJ4AE Ay AL Z A PAL T AwA qol AHF 2 o4
A StE AARD, 2 T AEE AVAE T ol EAE FE €AW AAEL BRAY

[ 21 CVRl 9% 8oz ol4Ag sy AAs Uz Asz de] 452 4
B Folth CVRE o417t 87 4 A%e 4o 982 nAe 322 448 4 9t
d, o] doleje| A RMSEVS 7i4o] M2 o] Fojxx] % Rox xop AnAA 2d 4%
$4e A% ABRE HGAA Fe AT & 5 U

[ 3]& B39 FA(residual® 271 @ AVAA F2 ANE BYH mde
5% Uehd Zolxm 6 36Me F A o 4x& AAYS W RMSEVZH 26622 CVRO]
@ 94 2% 2o oa FE& ARE ReFD Atk o WHe 53 AAA A%
A%H AASE Yoz 29 YolAg 23 RMSECAE &8 5718 JALA
99 4ol YoiNE Wol $EF ARe nelFrh

(£ 415 WK, C Z+zo] 24 Aol HolA ME 28 274E no Fun ok

oy 1o ox

F By 2% 9% g<F(influence function)ol A S AGAZA WKE AAENA od #
Z A7t A& yo FFoAY YFS F= AR Hyo] Hu O 289 AdAE &
F A%l WK A9 f418tn #4435 FAshA et

—176—



[® 1] 77FA e 399 3§

igd, oA, AXY

p t* p* CVR C WK Cs
1 0.0736 0.3051 0.0763 1.2759 0.0013 0.0797 0.1868
2 0.0487 0.6749 0. 0620 1.1615 0.0040 0.1453 0.3406
3 0.2647 0. 6405 0.2740 1.5154 0. 0251 0.2825 0.6626
4 0.0538 0.8426 0.0743 1.1143 0. 0068 0.1901 0. 4459
5 0.0481 1.0261 0.0784 1.0405 0. 0089 0.2196 0.5150
6 0.0508 2.8369% 0.2416 0.3298 0. 0592 0. 6230 1.4611
7 0.2318 0. 1650 0.2325 1.5577 0.0014 0. 0696 0.1633
8 0.1776 0.3857 0.1814 1.4223 0.0055 0.1474 0.3456
9 0. 0529 0. 3696 0. 0569 1.2379 0.0013 0.0827 0.1940
10 0.0476 0.2275 0.0491 1.2507 0. 0004 0.0484 0.1136
11 0.0770 0.4703 0. 0833 1.2503 0.0031 0.1254 0.2940
12 0. 0466 0.2215 0.0481 1,2500 0. 0004 0. 0467 0. 1095
13 0.5149 0. 2367 0.5157 2.4535 0. 0102 0.1183 0.2774
14 0.6107 2.0224 0.6548 1.5013 0.9777 0.9861 2.3126
15 0.0587 0. 7007 0.0729 1.1662 0. 0052 0.1647 0.3862
16 0.2317 0.1374 0.2321 1.5599 0.0010 0. 0580 0. 1360
17 0.0578 2.2120 0.1828 0.5436 0.0448 0.5163 1.2107
18 0.1091 2.6477 0. 2692 0.4113 0.1211 0.8256 1.9361
19 0.4664 0.2221 0.4673 2.2335 0.0074 0.1108 0. 2599
20 0.7429s 0. 4941 0.7449= 4.4706% 0.1203 0.2159 0.5064
21 0. 1830 0.2871 0.1851 1.4497 0.0032 0.1110 0. 2604
22 0. 1561 0.0098 0.1561 1.4252 0. 0000 0.0035 0.0083
23 0.0688 0. 3549 0.0725 1.2616 0.0016 0.0899 0.2107
24 0.2018 0.1677 0.2025 1.4989 0. 0012 0.0673 0.1578
25 0.0835 0.5843 0.0932 1.2314 0.0053 0.1616 0.3790
26 0.0961 0. 4662 0.1022 1,2777 0. 0039 0.1374 0.3223
27 0. 1287 0.2437 0.1303 1.3651 0.0015 0.0816 0.1914
28 0.2079 2.1704 0.3095 0. 6661 0.1852 0.8807 2.0655
29 0. 1022 0.3986 0. 1067 1.3005 0. 0031 0.1208 0.2832
30 0.6366 0. 0809 0.6366 3.3054 0. 0020 0.0389 0.0913
31 0.0533 0.8726 0.0753 1.1033 0.0072 0. 1961 0. 4598
32 0.0760 1.4430 0.1325 0.8918 0.0277 0.3825 0.8970
33 0.1876 0.9106 0.2081 1.2699 0.0321 0. 3555 0.8337
34 0.0716 0.1414 0.0722 1.2907 0. 0003 0.0365 0.0855
35 0. 0562 0.8413 0.0766 1.1176 0.0071 0.1937 0.4542
36 0.5221 2.4639 0.5983 0.8876 0.9583 1.2308% 2.88643
37 0. 0506 0.8185 0.0701 1.1188 0. 0060 0.1795 0.4209
38 0.0499 0. 0555 0. 0500 1.2652 0.0000 0.0121 0.0283
39 0.1025 0.8973 0.1246 1.1545 0.0154 0.2722 0.6384
[E 2] CVRA & ol4x9 &44 24
Step Outlier by CVR RMSEC RMSEV
1 20 344 284
2 20, 30 348 282
3 20, 30, 13 336 315
4 20, 30, 13, 33 338 339
* - - -
[E 3] ¢ o 93 o4z &2 &4
Step Qutlier by t* RMSEC RMSEV
1 6 308 293
2 6, 36 270 266
3 6, 36, 18 242 276
4 6, 36, 18, 32 222 290
5 6, 36, 18, 32, 17 203 291
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Ho
23

A el 5

(& 4]olA 29 36, 14, 6119 3709 BF/RA7F AAHAE W RMSEV7} 26124 7+
TR, 98 kA A By F MR §L 238 Y

(E 4] WK, C'oll ol dXo] &A1 &

Step Qutlier by C*, WK RMSEC RMSEV
1 . 36 316 268
2 36, 14 294 271
3 36, 14, 6 248 261
4 36, 14, 6, 18 222 265
5 36, 14, 6, 18, 7 220 265
6 36, 14, 6, 18, 7, 17 198 273

COlAZA se] o] FAE ZHH T @A A ol HAE HHstE WHE HEIY
Boted ol2g WS 25 FAH 7MY 4 FE0 A% WHeEM g 22 -Fv’:ﬂl—i- 7t
AL Ao AAR oA FHo] ¢AHOoE o|FoNEE UFolFAd AT FT g
1Y 5 AR, WDy {9 FF TS AHEE A9A BAHF sestel AT
5 2 A 7AY ol FAE Fohok dtETte] T EAIE Avh E£F ofE Ad ¥
dof s=rtel hE EAE Ao

43 FAA gz Fol o3 o] g9 FH

[E 5]= #4%4 QRYES T oA 49 e BT ded 444X A
gy Y F A F2 AHE R FUY WK, Col % WET 598 ARE RoF
29T 2 olFdE WK Col g% A% 2o & A%E ®e] F2 AT WK, ' 39
3 oge &4 Pde ¥H AAY o4 oA 2del Fob & + Grke A 9R a7
ol HolAAT £U LRYSL BE b5 2P AVYLE HH 2AE g Az
oA Aol 2HE AL RAFL B A7 ARINE g FL ARE RelF
o 98e ¢ & Ak

1:1 4

[E 5] GA©ll &% o|4dx] &4

g AT Qutlier by GA RMSEC RMSEV
1 36 316 268
2 14, 36 294 271
3 6, 14, 36 248 261
4 6, 14, 18, 36 222 265
5 6, 7, 14, 33, 36 244 259
6 4,6,7 14, 18, 36 211 261

=

5. 42 2 3% A7 A

X

o Wy ws] §AA gnUEE o4 tF O]’EJ'/"‘]Q] gajo] B =g¢ dlo]El
A AGH o AAE Fo} FE AL FAY F AUk FHA duAFE o] & o FAHHY
Ao HFE SeiAe ZHIIER AEH Mi(Monte Carlo simulation)olv} Bt} & dlo]
e dis] HEE "Bart ok = HIY g dFe vusty, A dxgE] 4%

—178—



294, ol A, AXY

oA 73 £28 ATE e JTE G5 A /& FNGA B A7FARE 43
o g8 BozA 2 AUIE F&F AL ook
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