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Regression Diagnostics
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1.1 djo]e] ol #3t 2t (data criticism)

djo)e] gk zbztol Alo)A(case)oll AW WL IS of FAHY 2y 12 FH
AALE A 2] D B A A Sl dvuiutFe] o3-S vH = 2§ dolr = Aol
old 2= 24W mao] ek PAslel do|] Agke AAqc}. dlolE Ak o
o3} 21e A}gHg Zhzte) Alo) 2ol el Folw 2 Y EE BT

(1) outlier

(2) leverage

(3) influence

o)l gt wlol8] WUt wh-& oS3} 2L U2 & ke Ao} Foh

7} Alo] 22 W3 whrge] A A e x| oo} gt

L}, dio]g] Alek- Al o] 54 FFol| #3 Flo]ojo} gt

t}. dio] g At wk=A] Foixl gloleul 71| 1 Al Akx] o of gt

2}, do] 8] Rk Aol a7t A& wLd™ 7 glojof gt

1.2 238l HBgF 2t (model criticism)

Ay e g 3 BHE Agsle] F5 Mo 59 W] dBAE 7 do] Y
&y= B+px, o +e e~iid N0, o?) o]tk = 72 7| 71HEL &3} e}

1) A8 Ad(linearity)

(2) SR 214 (constant variance or homoscedasticity)

(3) A4+ (normality)

{4) =% A (independence)

28 Age A% 13o] o]dd /M ES T A FIa d=AE wdr] A%
Fdolc}, ol2dt 23 Ak w53 22 4L 2k o] Frh

7} Rl whube] 8- 715-3hgE A 83] oded A ohat gich

Lh Alehb e gy yi o2 R R T jlv)

o}, Al hape] -2 Al Ate] Fheds) o} gt

2}, Ak e gl et 2y o2 vehd 5 glejof gk

up, A e 8- 23] & HEG ol ke AlA] s o) gt

2. dlo]®f A=t

2.1 Outlier

old dolHx AT dAte] He AL ofF WA epdiths 24 8 7 9l
t}. Aoz Yzts) B ) FEA o i A AL A A A 2 E B
Zx)S3bo] A o o8 vehdrl. #EApr} A 23E) el g e dlole &3 Hel el
7 gl BZAEL ohSI L LojER e FHAA AMEEAY ¢ “outliers”,

“discordant observations”, ¥t “contaminants”. ©]dj discordant observations3t
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227} A8 o A}sla] B3 A S 2348 28T, contaminants® 34 5= B ¥ ol A
= A8 7eAe] v FA S 438l outliers® 919 F A$F £33} A} o
2hA $-2le A7) 5 #3532 outlier 2h3 gl
dolele] 71 A& dle 1Y E o] &3 ot A £AEE §¢2E Hefsle
outlier & A +x A2 dlo]E g 71 FolEA] e FA1 7} 3131 7§
E E9, 339, b= AE, AY A o= 9] diole & Stz et
g o)A Aol Bred Aol & & F gtk o] Y kel ¥
otk |z o} ZE dlolel & thF= AW AL & 2 slejol gt
o]2idt outlier So] wHef dlojElUo] EAFPIA, 2L YA EE A RH FA A7}A
2 uE 77k ok
(7} global model weakness : 8|2} 238 W A|7]1E%] ol A3 A2 ¥
e dA oy WHF AHAH AAESE iRl dE B4, FEE A
52 F5UTE A AL =5 48l AF3std A outlier Eo) 1w 3}
Al A= 3.
(1}) local model weakness : 23 A Aol 8-S v]x]x] ¢gf o} FAI7} =& $53
o7t Pl VA ES v}t A& 59, & B E 2ol @
< AT, 718 L7/E WA S, AY HS5e] Fhell A He] oA 2
A& A= BEA7L = A5 Folo)
(t}) Natural Variability : 3o} AHE A P}ER] == & 8904 9 A7} ¢}
yezb A} 2 2 agls HEAe Adske HAEE guidt. «dE
4, 57 F5A F 2709 A5
Hell A g UAE 24 A outlier T2 Fohl& A= WHE Foll A
74 gol AHS-E = 71 FUHRE A E A}
(7h ¥ &3} Axl(studentized residuals)E o] &3} wy
nkek pH A A o] A7} outlier o)tieb i g4le] Zhohd o83 2L FA R HelE ¥
(1) 1 dlo]eoll A A Alo]AE ARzt 22iF o)A n—17)2] #Ho]2ut gic}.
(2) n—1 789] dio]ejnt-& 7}A 3 3| B4& AARIcE o] Ago A 34 A=
o} ALY FARS 7Y Bt 0 2 EIIjN). HAF (D)= A Aol Ay F4 e
A A= NS S dEF7) AR Aotk wEt 6f & n—p' —19 AFEE 7}=
o} p' & 3 HA G B9 rojt)
(3) A= HA Aol e | AAZE FAY¥Y. y. =2 B,,. 2-d HA Ao
FA Ao A AHEE A @ok7) wWEol v, oy, & S)AHe). adeld v, -3,

- T
£abe 7o

L
s

O

Var(y, —%:) = 6> +o’x" (X X)) 'x,

A7 X oA o] wal XPA-& vyt T3 o] BAS AL v o
el 6 & A4 sk "ot
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(4) 2ol 3,7} outliers} opJehd E (3, —5.)=0 4 Zolch. L3bapsl A4 7pd st
ol E(y, —5,)=0 ek 71a& 2R 18 14 BARL

Y~ i
a m\/ 1 +xiT (XJ)XU) ) 'xs

o] HA EAZFL AFEI) n—p —1¢ tFEE oEch old9] £, E FEl+= exter-
nally studentized residualse]2} 3}3. o]+ internally studentized residual 2 -2+ 7.
o} oF&-3} 72+ BA <l st

fo=r, (B2 LL—-)Z -

n- I) —7’, (;'\';')Vl_hn'

(\}) Mean-shift 2.8 & o] &3} uhil

Mean-shift 2.8-2 F2 ojAto] Q)& & W9 gt A AHEEHAT o]l X9 il
s e o|A} §-3-E ;s AT 2ot wek ;A Alol2rt o FA] b Mean-
shift 232 o] §3}= whl& o}-&-5 o] A& 7} ek Mean-shift 32

Y =Xp+d.b+e (2.1)

A7l d.& A Yae 10T Uriz] 9aE 0’ n—4F o]tk ¢ Fto] 0 o] o}
U A Ale] A outlier ojt}. el X E e A go] L= 3t 5, UF 3t
b 9ok &AF. 289

0
Y = [X + o 18+ ¢
0
o)L ¢, =& polrh Wl (2.1) A& X9 Sl 2@l WFE Frbste] o] 2R
Y = Xp*+(I-H)d.¢ + ¢

714 pre (2.4 9] gt ZA 9ot ¢ & Ak wpEe] AnA Wl o33 3
& B4& & 47 sk
(1) & WY, 59 d4e X2 37 348 g o] A9 Aate=(I-H)Y
+ Al Abste] o} R A s Fot
(2) =} 2 37 ¥4 slad olHole 4 W (D] A7l H i 5§ Hee A

7bel WS ([--H)d, o1tk o) A%-9 3lH Ak FAXE ¢ =e,/( 1-h,) o]t}
(3) ¢ =0o)e}i= 7}l tHE AL AXE7) Al AA AFHE 4HWE o
2},

[

rulm
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HA AFH =YY
Xl 2|% 3|9 AlFF =Y 'HY
A7}l g (A AFY = ¢ d (J-H) d.)
=e!/(1—h.)

At AFE = Y (I-H)Y — ¢2/(1—hy)
wreba A 9] ZFA slell ¢ =0 7FAd ol iR 17 A BAS

t; = [/ (1=h;)]®/ [RSS/(n—p" —1) 1% ~t (o1
te A5 71 sl ARfErt n—p' —12 tEXE @8} o] £, & YA A
¥ externally studentized residuals ¢, 2} ¥ 3}c}.

A= ZF3}F 2HAE o] 8381+ b o]} Mean-shift 23)& o] &3l e 78 AHAE
of =&etA el AA $-2li= ofH SR Alo] 2o ths] At outlier A& A X 5}A)
R BE Ao]ied disiA AA)str] wiFel B4 WY u= Bonferroni’s critical
values& ©]-&-3hc}.

2.2 Leverage

Hoaglin?} Welsch(1978)+ Hat matrix& ©]-£3}e] leveraged| &3ty A3l ¢}
o} H Aol 93 39 B4 ztzhe) glolE y, 7} fitted values §,o] Qu} T
79 d¥HE YA A E dolie A= iy Fosd. Ausid y 9 §.7re B4
€ ol fA & 7 emE 5] W 3t FollA o8 BAMHE Hod X Y] o
Tolvh. A&z y, ol Ay Aoz . & A9 F Ued, J=hiy, + Lhiy, 3
A3 A3 Al$7) vl hat matrixe) A P9 Y2Eolch.  o]2)¥} hat matrixe] A=A
of o a4 AR v} 3ot

hat matrix+ H = X(X"X)'X" & A=}
(1) HE= symmetric 3}t (H = H").
(2) H*= idempotent 3t} (H = H?).
(3) (13} (2) W ol H& projection matrix o]t}
Wo<h,; <1
(5) rank(H) = p
(6)tr(H) =p
(7 Shy, = Thy = 1

A Zhape] B4R 6%(1—hy) o]ty A7) fele b7t E Alo]A 52 2 Alo)
29] Arze] BAEE Aol F b, 711 o) 23 AR o] BALL 0 o8 H2
b o39) $AA S AR al

5’.‘ = hx‘i}'x + J; hu’yj

Z h.7b 1o s A e 0o A2Wh WL h,oh 1ol HIe §L
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v, 7} H & o] Aeo| e FIlA} 3k FH A o] A/ E HbEA] AXIMA FFH-S
8 ApshE 7o) Hr

(6) o &) k., o =2 pol= k.o o k& p/n o]t} Hoaglin?} Welsch= 284
BBt ¥ o 2 kg E314) gong o]z 2719 h,3tE e Alo]AE 9
o] 2 Aol ~(high-leverage points)z}iz . whebd 8= ko S Hef
2p/n¥c} @ 2 Al o) diFE HURE 2ALE s 2fof gk

2.3 Influence of cases

tjo]e] Achel] gloiArfe] w o}E od gL wHHG Fo|xl HlojE]o) sl HFE A1 o,
7t Ao]2xEo] B Aol o F g v Ao tfajA] Ao} B Ao} o7t
A& 7}t o] A9 influence FAoleti gt & 2 718 /g2 dlo]Hel ojuigt §
Bl 2 2Fzbe) W3l g 918 u B0 B4 H-Fo] AFA] W3lsl=rE Gol B Alo]
v} o]2{¥ influence 42 R3ol g}y 7}A-§ 3t AR|ZI). 7V ol Alg-x
3= dleole] Wy uhilg dhdol Ao 2§ sy Al ek 1 thgell BaE
tjolelell gt F-9 At} g e Aolxr) AMelH A9 A AAE vln, HES
zlo)7} ziAl v #1E ol Bt ol Aol E AA Bl AelAE $-2l= influential
casez} 1l o},

2-2]7} dlo)el & #A1& e influential caseE Zto} W = Qb g Frix] Zwo
A frejdt Azt AA, P4 A2 di3 AT JPAE 2y te] iAol dig Y
HE Qs 71 9la, 4, de] oA gl Aol aEo] viwA ¥4 HEo B2 s
7] 2 += 7 8Fo) gl-&& <A =} wlzhx influential caseEo] thFH9 Ae)AE Hu}
t] 283 AXE AT g FF 9ot HFEE9 H-$ influence 42 influential
caseE2 Aol ol THE FoF dustH A upy-e Ao Ao we}l dehy
T 3)7] dFol EEFE WS AX g A AA 7 B2 Ae RECE e i
whA © 2 influential case & A<t WA FYIHE w3t 7153 22 E 3= 7o) nvlakAE)
v} e 22 7 A E At A AFE Aol

(1) 4o} 9188 AEF A9 — dlo]g] FellA] AlLJA)70c}

(2) A3 z71e] A AT AF — AY 23S £}

(3) & &4 ¢lAY B3o] wrle #Ale] 9l - — outlier test & A A]jbc}.

(4) dlo)Eje] 4=27) o] x| Prto] &g AF — Y2 dlo|E & F717b.

(5) $12] AS-ol #id3lA] 93-& vl F 272 £4 R3AE s A& skt
E A e Aol A5 TR Aol 3, thE itz 2 Aol AES A AR Hlolt}

Influence ¥-AJell 4 7} @o] AH4-5= 2t 54252 Cook’s Distance D, EA &)
t}h. Cook(1977) € D, & chgst o] A ejsict

(Bo ) (X" X)(Bu —B)
o’

D, =

D, BA %] 54& dvjnd
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(1) 4A 7} D 3kel 53242 e}l Al o) cHu) w75,

(2) $3149) 74L& 25 F7rNA B, 7 fAlo] o] Hel 2 Rolx Rt}

(3) D; =84 w3l o k-8 ulx] ¢fi=1]

D, BAE & 39 G A=A 943 $AE e F,
hii

_ 1 .
D' pl 71( ]"‘h,,)

D, 5A2) glo]l a1 $el&= ) Alo) 2~} influential 3lc} 1 {c}. ojv- Aw 22
e Ada Ml erke FAlve) gl 1 9 o, digk Dogle] 1 2ol 3w 5 B
Atelol] o] A 27} Abg3s] 2o]) vk Mobx F& Aolch  zelv} D gle) 1K
ohe 2R o2 D, ghEell w3 E3] & RS+ Wy HEs B Par) o)

3. 23 A=

3.1 A+ % (Scatter plot)

He7h X, Y 5ol Aol Xot Yo 3418 343] 28 Tol el AL A%

T gt 3 EACME B4 e 59 W) A EE o)A ul o] =R o
WAE Hod F7] d Foll FA1E A2 o 4} o] &5} 53] £ wfo 57 tﬂ%ﬁ-
7 AA Al 9l A %8 de AAMEE S8 A 39 o AUk w3 A}zgg%
3 outlierd 7] & Alo]2g vle] AT U o & FPHE 3 YA %
B Aolar A7kt 2 gtk a2y 8 282 3 A9 THZ) o] L5 AT %
3#e B¢ *“91 Al 7} 4 o) Akal Aol o] AHES S35 2 HSE Ajo] e
A E Aol B T+ 9ot “}3}%‘] matrix plot& A}£3}7] & st=d) vl AL.‘:} o]
RE HFES *Ji’% A ATE del -l B3 AAY olv BE F Wl Aol
A EE & Hol) ehd S “ﬁ}tlr.

12| i index plote] 3l=d] o] A& ojd FAIFe] 3H-& 7} Ao]lA AH Hi o 23 i
ehd 2¥eld). HE 59 D BAI g2 ySel 283 Aol A M E i x3d Jehyw
o]71o] u}Z index plotelt}. o]2|dt index plotL 2 g 3te d) o}F szl
ApstH 2AHE ellA & AR Aol A Bole 2Y8 $u 3 o) 4a &
g g7} gl

3.2 Residual plot

o213t A & Foll A 53] zk=}e} fitted valuesAtol ) A =& 98] residual plot
ol2tar et o] residual plotd 3|H B4 ojA o}F 8§ AAE Aslw Ut Yol
A AR ute} o] Ak FEY T glE a3k 4202 o) AlgE T glen]
g 2xig}ol] g HHE ol zha glvh. weba] AbabEo] AydsiA] EoiA vl %
g2 Eo43 Fol fitted valuese] 5-3tol| wrel Mslsta 9ler), = AHaHES EFoiA
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o] FA3 o] AL JerhE A AL oFF F83ch oflel FAIH o2 MY
23 2ok upEL2 ulE o] residual ploto 2 2E] A|zHEIc}. =& $o)lA] AR
outlier @A}E N5 Za}E o] 381 9l7] Wl Hol residual plot o2 HE o}F F Q3 A

B E Y5,

2%l d) residual plot-2- 52 ordinary residuals vs fitted values, ordinary residuals
vs predictors, studentized residuals vs fitted values, studentized residuals vs
predictorse|c}. 53 WH2}9] residual plot& Z3e} z}z}e] 53] wigEn 3 7§35}
¥ 9l 2§ 9# 55 =8 polynomial 3] 49 8 5 3 ghef glcid AdF
27} g HZ AbH ARE F T 7] dEel F&3}c}t residuals vs v
values 2% 728]7) ¥Ed| 1 o]+ residuals 7} ygte] Z3EAre] 0 o] ol 7] uf ol
ol &, 22y Al ol sirie) whAE & A o) 7o) A A AL FAIH AR ol
o F weke] Azt #A] o Fx] 717 o}l ordinary residualse} fitted
values®] F-F-AHe 0 o)1 studentized residualse} fitted values®] FHAFS- 72 0 of
22 re51dua1s$} EJ HgEe] FHANS 0 ol

3.3 Nonlinearity 4|

A B e dubd o2 Ay R3o] Fo| AMSE I gl o7|A Wal= A 8
ol B o) A4 E5E &, fEo] AY AES 3t ke Z-E v A3
23l A% HAMo) Lolsly] R M E A AL B} Y} 2] ds
EuAd By A Wy 1S B AY 2y A £8P E ’ o)y
g 23o AyAiel i 7P 23S B8l A=ag o) k. 5§ W) sl A
-9 thx A3 A FA oA+ residual plote] o}F §-83 AtRo|H HY Wpr) T

ojAkel 33 H-Ao| A= residual plot@} added variable plote] ®3j2] A3 A& A =1
k= dl 323 Ag & o). depr], 2] HEe] FA HE e W ‘ﬂ%}"i
oA Jepit). ol ulAde Ae 5 do W, 5] Wge] uxd F
w57 W45 cross product 8-& F7Hte 2 EAE A A o dok oo
A F4 HpE WA Aok & Ao 5] W] aAet & FMA| A & 7o) vl
3}7] ool ol £ 3F AFX = H Yol 7 Bdol) 9 Z2E § ol ot

Wy HES £3le] o} 2 A9E & 9l

(1) vl A3 A = BSBA S s A3

(2) W3k B3 Y A3}e] AtAle] o &I}

3) dlo| 8 & A sl7] ol o & 2hddt 23§ A=t

3315 wspe] HE wy
Box 2} Cox(1964) = 238 &5l 7] & o] &3l £5 wigo] HI L Y2 W
—r4 A BAZ feshe AR S AAstsch. 28 %3 7L ohgw 2
= yRkEe] Frl g 7P e
(2) A‘% W3t 3 3w, ek a=00]d yi=In(y,) 2 W3, A=10]"H F& HLE
A7) 7] iech,
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(3) 29)oll = A 58- 23

Y'=Xpg+e, Var(e) = ¢*1 (3.1)

& HAEIE F, 2L 25 A% (B, P& A FH 3= EAleld. 2™
(3.1) 232 A3 Byoe] op]r] wiiel i AlgH]o] opd v} A o] W
L=
aHEg AE FHskE uhe] & 5 W] W wo] sl 53] Wel A4
4= Foha 219 & 2] 2 Yk

(71 Box-Cox 2] uH

qrefel $2lv} W@ 244 8] ke abeha, gel Aol B} AFHRSS)S A4

ch-§} gbo] Zhekstch
B — (X'J'X}-lXFYA
RSS(A) = (YY) (I-H)Y* (3.2)

Z, F5 S E YR 313 5F] sy A8 3 E4E AAsE "k 28y A
o] z+& R27] g ol zhzhe) Agkel el A A& s Bolof et Ak AAI WY
= 204 42 Alole]w] o] W] ule] AZkell WA Box-Coxupel &Azo] F4
odch  1Elm cieddl agtel dalA RSS(WE AA wnd = ¢t dvksbd 74
zre] aglel wrel RSS(A)9] @97t A& oh27] wfFelct. A RSS(A) Al log-
hkehhood functiong F3}ed A2 v 2g}.

2 B3 ol 4] A7} 0 o] oyl 73-$-2] log-likelihood function-&

LQ) =zl [a]) = ZIn(RSS(A)) + n(a=DIn(GM(3)) (3.3)
3714 GM ()i v} 7|3 § & oju|gich. wrefast 0 o)d
L(0) = — 2 In(RSS(0)) ~nln(GM(3)) (3.4)
ol L(A)E 3} Al7]+= Agte] vk a8 FA X7 ==, L(A)2} A8 282 g 1

24 #a0g 7996 ol ebbERl FHE 0, -1, 05 )& st 22 Ashd Ak
o) whl vk FUSIAR OHE $4 BH S Agshe EL e B F,

- y') *l
= oMy 0 270
=GM(yiIn(y;) , A=0

9] yri= A=00A] AEo] oAt 2} £ A=00A & Ao}, A 3L

Z'=Xp+e (3.5)
olt}. oWl F& HTE 2 F 3l BE 5] W) di§ 3H BHE I 4
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Zke] aghell Hi sl A RSS. (M= #ZL dslol7|d el A& v} 7Hs3tct. RSS.(V7)
HAR 5= A5 FA 32 3o}
{+}) Atkinson 2] ¥

Box-Coxuh-8- A Abefo] Wt i log-likelihood functiong X80} 3} B3 §lo)
HoEcl 224 Atkinson(1973)-2 A=12] 7Pdel) HAFE Zbd3 HA wb & A2
o]oiA] Atkinson(1981)2 zbahahA azt-& A 4 ol W& AANEdl, o] PHE
A3l 5 gheh o) up& A = 104 Z* & Taylor expansiongt ¥ H< F go 2 &
ARA ] 7 g o] B3k Zlolr}. F,

A VA
7t =7 +(A-—]\-—al— [,

=Z'+-1G (3.6)

o7 g, =y iInl v./GM(y)]—1} + {In[GM(y'] +1}
21(3.6)& 2]1(3.5)0 9 i3l

Z'=Xp+ (1-0G + e
23 21 =Y ~10)7] WEel ¢ =1-A2 ¥T Z'S Y2 dAlsh
Y = Xp+6G+e (3.7)

o] "}, 23X ¢ =00 N HA oIt A=1ol] Wi HAo] A} & & i} ¢
=0l HE A EAFE Y X} Goll T3 3|7 Bl A Goll W7 73A FA |t
Atkinson-& o] 73 EA|2ke] p-value2] ZALgHE 317 SlaiME BFE AT X RY
Abg-g AT glek. 2¥ BDeA ¢ 9 3 AE $ 2t b $2)7) Fakaat 8
=0 24xe1=1-¢ 7} A}, AN 2§ ¥4 Goll U3 added variable plot: £ A
o uhilo] i

3.3.2 5% e W vy

F4 W wiglegr ulAgAe] A A gevid thgez 5] wgo] wskg
Azt Rolol & zlo|v}h. 57 W] HE w2 A4 Polynomial regression 2. 2.9]
g EAE B4 59 W4 #HE A58 3438 Aolth. o714+ Boxs} Tidwell
(1962)0} #|¥gt M3} 445 FA sl W& k3] 437 =2 doh

ol wpuiw well g2t Ad g o) 43t} EY W 7t pAl]l FI A X, & A
HEkA Aok 3l A9 5 7HEd. A¥ 2y

Y =B+ LBX +e (3.8)
& oh53} zbo] #A3ich

Y = B, +8 X+ -‘iﬁ’X’ + & (3.9)
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A} o] o, =001 X' =In(X,)e2 &t} 4 (3. NF a, =144 X;' & Taylor
expansiond}ed t}x] A

e X (e, -1 =X
aal !

4 (3.100€ 4 39)) HeJstal
Txp + X +(a-DX, (X)) + L f,X, +e
= o+ L BX + Bile ~DXIn(X) + e
~ B+ T BX, +XiIn(X) +e (31D)
3714 n=p.(a, ~Delek. =08 f, =001A\} o, =13 Z2Em2 5=0o) T A
o] A3 Weel RA) Y FHolch e Al 2 MFEH FrbEE 8F X In
(X)el N A BN 2L S7F Aok 2R A BARE AR n—p

~19) t2 2 & m2c} X, In(X, )l H¥ added variable plot-g A<t wpj o g A28
2 gty 2dB g 2y} F3kaz) she a, o FAX =

& = —l-;l— +1 (3.12)

Qe & (3. 1D 8 3437 f, S 38)2 ¥ FHY Ao}

Tt $elt ojd S W Y dge) Wa o) et A AR o) 2L
ok &4 & 47k gick 2¥vn BE S5Y el s AX R AlAdsge] F-4
Wohal . ok vhi} - ko] A A= 2le} (Weisberg,1985).

(D 7t 59 w5l sl Aoigta A xgke] vl go] 10 ¥k 2 A%, 2 S HFE 2

2 HF-E Azl

(2) 22) 2 Box-Cox ¥ o]t Atkinson i}y o o] s & o] W Ao}

(3) Mg &7 £4¢ B3 3to] € 59 Wrol d 84 Box-Tidwell 2 AH¢

ghet.

3.2 Nonconstant Variance ( ¥+ heteroscedasticity ) %]

3 FAoA e w Fhte) 7HAHL 2 E dlo]E ] dsjA] 22189 FHAdolc) A4
EAol alojAe B AFol o] THEAME ] o] UFHA ¢t 213k FAbo]
24 W5y B WS gl 8-S wr T gt w28 A7kl A A Q) 46 2 8
odopg W E W) wo} o) Babgol Awksigl ot 2 R4S ghe & S e e T
Aol 2218 A3 S e Aol
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(1) A& ol 27 7} x]& Fo] Weighted least squares regressiong A}-8-%Hc}.

(2) 4 Wgo] W8 71sle] 54k H =2 fxiic F8 A8 = WIS log
Y, VY, vy '%5o]n, o]2]% WL variance stablizing transformationo] 2}z
g}

Cook 7} Weisberg(1983) & 5-%4Hd 7143-& Aad 4 e A b L AA) sk
1 718 WL e A EE o] didt XS dhe Ao & FEAMA ] A g
Aol HEF g Zlojr). AF F¥ o] Ak & AYsr|2 k. A Var(e,)ol
B2 25 9 At & 7 e 9E 2,0 EJtr P S ) olu 2, & jo]
X o E de A ode HEE il 27 Fo)HE o o827 &)

Var(e;) =0 [exp(A”z,)] (3.13

(D) BEz, o A4, Var(e;) > 0.
(2) ¥4bo] z, 9} aol) &3} RE Wb=A] ATz, A A o &3},
(3) Var (e, )2 z,9) vl gc}.
(4) wkeF A=00]9 Var(e,)=c? o]t}
&7 EPA ol A X E wEchH A=00) BF AL 73] & 5l 27
A& o3 2}
(1) e} S5 W) B8 579 W digt 39 B4 258 2§ AlAksle] #
Bk

(2) scaled squared residuals, %, =¢?/6* & A 43c). o’ =Y ¢}/ nol}.

(3) F& M4 E u,, 5Y HT-E 2. 2 T 37 E4lA regression AFF-S A4
Lia=3

(4) A% AL s=SSreg/ 2019 p-valued F3}7] i = AF 714 ol A 59
A BE X @)E o] 88} oluf g 2,0 2R W] Ao}
ro] 0o] ohd AH-f-oll= so kel obF A7] wjFof 59 Fto] & AFel 2= o)
At e] Exijtc} Al ¥ Aol

12 A ubi 3 BAsR 9k 1YL o] f3H= Atk upd- ohg3}

(D g=12 A%, #19 (1Al internally studentized residuals ».2] AFS A4l
g}

(2) 725 y&dl, (1-h) 2, 8 xZo) 51 18] 1A d7j(wedge) 3e)7) 52 o)
A2 o] FAMd el & L’rE}‘*E} g7} 20144 el x5l (1-h,)2"2, % ¥
Hl ATz, $12) (3)o A 2] fitted values o]}

7 & b oA AR 7 ubiE 25 Fddke Aolok. kst 2ol A
x&2] gteo] REA EFoA UA @ g ] B Bdstr) vt el 25 E 7
$7F g x ql7] dFelch s 1ol 93w FAIFC A3 HES A &)
Frt
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3.3 Nonnormality 4]

) F7HA) AEg 3A BA A FHolu AYF BE AHEL exlgle] At B
&k 71 dhellA doizl Aolrh. mieba] o] P o] wrEE A gkerhd ¥4 A2
A A=A ZE Aot dlolelY 7l AL A-felle 2318 v AFAAE 2]
A nte g Aslr) 7 ks, Ay 23y

LA

¢

Y =Xpf+e Var(e=

AM MAFAE A 2RTHT SAk 2t e BAY £ e WPl 22 T Al
o Abatel & AR 7Y WY& B o} e}

e =(I-H)Y

~(I-H)XB+ (I-H)e

=(I-H)e (3.14)
e, =& —( §:;1h,,e,- ) (3.15)

T ER e,3F & oA v A ARES 7] §E W gloloh. whekd dle]E e b
A3 o ko] ko) ATk, e, 8] REF Hodhe o] )lo] e b= (L hyelel v &
2% U ¥ Uch 22T L4Yo] AF BEE B2A ik (T k)
F4 3% Aol o8 FF FEE BEch 222 delEle) £} AL w Fjol
o)k eabere] A A go] ATk A& T 7kl el HlolE S 58 F7}4
719 k2 00l Z17bbA Slo) L whebA (3.15)lM (X ke ) 23R YAEHER o
A g3k whto|vt eoll 43k wholv A& ') &2 79 wlsA € Holot.

Wilk 2} Gnanadesikan(1968)-& ©.x}3}2] A48 #1%1+5]}7] $1%F Normal Probability
Plot& A A3t o7& 3b<dks] d=yshd of53 2.

4wl "ol 2., 2, -, 2,0] Jledl ©] HeolE 7} A Ho] ol FAlo] of
oA A EEE ‘GE A A& galstaat el aFA 3] HAsiA =

(D) ool 2, & :17] Lo 29 9 FAHF 20, 20, -, Z S TR}

(2) n7H9‘ Zéfﬂ— K ‘Y‘] gl-; u(lh 2) "7y U E ?ﬂ-q- ]‘q"o’] Xg:ﬁ- _{L:'?'] %}:O]% %ﬂ’l’
BF AT FEZ FE A2 wle] S ANES W VIdEE e 2 5§

07} BE T BEZ FE o) e AT H ol5e) ¢4 BAFE 7YY A
& i3t 4G & FHEo] Y& W A3l 7 = AR HFFE FHsHH oAl
whz A7 <9 gtelch

(3) Yol 27k Hito] pol L HAte] 0*Q AT FEE BT

E(z,) = p+ ouy
o BAZE 4GP Aoleh. WebA 2% w, T APHER dehR S A4 4
o Fd Ao}t 2t kel dlolErt A REE w23 ¢derhd Fd3]
AP 2ol Aol A Aol FolA g Zeld. &3] B < & Normal
Probability Plot-2 W|7}2] &7} gic}.
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(1) dle]el el Hy FHAT = A5

(i1) dlole] o) Ht 39 Rope= F2 e oA sle A

(iii) dlo]elEol P o] ‘o2 293 A5

(iv) dloje] Eo| Hite] LEHLZ X9 A%

Normal Probability Plotoll 4] HE°] o2 A e 311 AFALY 7S & 9=F
skar 9ok & 4= gloh

Shapiro2} Wilk(1965)« dle|e1e] AFAS HAS= WEAZS #etslsd =] wo)
45 3 gt o] WEAIgE2 Normal Probability Plotell K9] z.,,2F u,,, 9 AF# Al
o] AF gtele}. p-valued F3}7] ¢ 8 A= Shapiros} Wilkel| 2]t F ol 4] zto}o} 3}x]
uh by o2 WEA R Zhe]l vF 2w A 7pd-& 77 "ok

3.4 Correlated Errors -4
e Aol T P2 AE S99 F§ iAok Aol #E gl 2aige)
SHAE 9 42 skl AdolA F8F 98-S she o) Aldleltt. vt HlolE
7} A7 e kA o2 Ao QA Qe Al AELS A2 of 32 u)a
olch webd 57 B4 A3E A6ba 317 A E doleEe] SYAe glEsle
7o}l Wasirt. 2F o)A Durbin-Watson B4 o] @o| Al-&5 &4 o]71 2 dlo|e7} o
A A A s TAHERE W UHT Ao A FWAE AHAse Aotk

Durbin-Watson2) d%A 22 vh-a-a} zto] A o=}
d = == — = =2 =2 3

[\

e, o714 Rk o] Zekd Te = Tet= Lo tolon & S Ak webA,

=1 1=0 =2

2Lei-2keen

d =~ So

ri= e, 9 e, 2] AT Al A,

Yee
¥y = R

v Ye e

2HEZ 0] 0 F, e 9} e, 0] FATHe|H d9f k2 271 "o} ro] 1o AHZ dH de= 0
of A28 F I ro] —1loll A2 di 4ol H2ET). d] gho] 2 F9ol glod =
Aol 7L &R e # gl

dlo] el o] H3 Ao 212 UnbEd o2 oj2d-9-v] Durbin-WatsonEA| % 1 S
g Astol A 7hesich. ahelA, vhE & wbie diole o A AA S Fo QA A
H B Ao}
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4. A&

AF712 A& A At i E2 7P 7849 AEel. wHEEe ¥Rl
o] e A A w2 %1‘:}- 3|7 Ado] oput FAE A3t bl slo] A
of i AFAAE ¥ F= AolA 17le) ui2 g oh7] wFolr}. f2|7} Foiz]
dlo|E] & 71X 3 4 o AR -89 3 2y AAr A4S g e
A she Aojct. 232 A FH-& A5t %ﬂ Hre AH 2 A9 =4 2v 5
83 5] HEr AA 2 wA gleAe G2R 55 3 Ade] = e sof & A
o] @& Flojt}. a8y 3 Ak uh-& A d= FA9 AA6 g St v
HEx sr s e} gt
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