EEZFAQT A 84 235
19959 99 pp. 77-86.
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e e F AR 2L Azhs) wal
Vi = ;v Bix;t+ey, 1=1,2; j=1,2,,n

AZIA xyE AYPoR AFoln o FRE, g §]71ET(7]%7])°]!11 ;5 SAgo
2 N2 Solx 0o thate] tiA) FYH BEE wEE FEESoT B =24 A
2 B ML N AN V1717 BV S, Hy: By = By olF o)k ge slael 7
A& HaAA HA(test for parallelism)o)etz 2 e},

L] AHFEEE BEvE AN E H2AFEHG 72 AFe) A A
Aol drh. gzt oo B2/ A F4E 2A WAL X&) H (leverage point)o] 3

€ A%l EAAE folSRe) Aol ARG Wuk ol et AAYE AzteiA "olxA €
o},
oJd# t-27Ae @8E uelshel Hollander (19700 LE0< AHYS Adstdiov),

ol UL F NN BEZY NI BE BEZM 2L W =n,=2n) M2 o
2 B5ae HomREH e SYHA 18] FALS dx o)So Y=E Reig AA
< #88t= otk 221y Hollander AL HAYo] AztalA Wojx= o] Qu.

&H, Potthoff (1974)= Z+ AXNANA ,Coe |, Colel 7187 FHLe e, o 7]

Mann-Whitney FEje] EAFE HEA71e A4HE AALSAY. ols HFB2HEo HYue
e olBuUTHE BHE 2 e Wl BAFY Bt mywe] B¥e oA Ho

1) (151-742) M-&5PA| b7 ADE 4 56-1, Aelstn FAHstoist 24 SAAT
2) (151-742) N &5 #obT AYE 4 56-1, M&oistn ALEA s}
3) (430-714) A7]1% YAl vk P tASE, otkristm S8t

—
,,’,7,_
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TEFT AR X Eg
3 Aoz v -’F4
(1994a)°fl 2 vheE}Lt Qleh

Makatou and He (1994)°] oJ3td 2¥2E HAH] 57 &

o AFIHERRE Y 22 olgd Ulste] HA L] o] AL (robustness of validity)

- 5T dyride udA £ AAHYS FA oS (robustness of efficiency).
oz FAs Yed), o8 F oA E ul Hollander ZAA ol Potthoff HAL X5 FA
e oxn dkn B 4 A

B =8dMs PG AA oA 2HAES whdS Agkdtaxt §Y &, Song et al
(1994b)e 3ARFY FAHNAM 50%9 HAUEAHHA FAIFETE 2= GM(Generalized
M)-FAFe Aotaigen, B =FdME & GM-FAFE o843 HAAYS ALet. =
Y-S 3t -4 2 Hollander BB vwd A HAAY &3 HAAY EFAA u
S vg S A9E AUk

. WEhA PotthoffE #4te] 4oz FFAT TAZFE AHE
A AAYe] HAT olel dE E4HdY A= Song et al

I

21. 3 ARFo EW2E FHHF

o] Mol dul ZIALHNN I ALF ZHAE FAFLE 4HR7] Yt d& 7
L 23 2¥L yZE 2HAh
yi=x;'B+e, i

Il
—_
:

, B,
71 x5 px1 BEREZA ((x,y): i=1,, 2} A2 Sgoln YW X
Flx, )& mEt = x;9 M2 Edolz 0o thdte] tiaolnl Vare)=d’olth =
& B mA9 px1 BmEuE elth

gle] mao] g GM-2AFe thew e prle @A sz Feoldr

t

7{x; r{P)x; =0, )

1

AN r{A=y;— x;'polth. AdBA A FAIFHFE Ze GM-FAFLZ B

Z ¢l AL Simpson et al. (1992)o) 2]dled Al¢tE Mallows-8 el ¢} Coakley and Hett-
mansperger (1993)°l] 2]t A|<tE Schweppe-BEi7F 3loH, o]5L &3 Zo

Mallows — 8 & : 7(x;, 7) = w(x.-M( _;_)

el

Schweppe —® 8} : Y x;, 7)) = w(x;
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TORAF) FALL AdUel daME F2d 1Rg e AFAE Fiy g

c AR FFE Ao Em A9 @A YEE st Rolth &7 Mol & 5

Al = AL 2o A A5 FRE donde onutgn B 4 Ut &
Schweppe-FEjoll A= ol2|gt Mg mBale] ¢-F oA AL ATam =] gk
TEHOZ JMFEAE WIAIZ) AL ofyr)

Song et al. (1994b)oll &J3te] AtE F ke oa] ol Fst
7] Aste] AFH #r ol 27| HFo 2 RE Aol i}
< 7t el sl EXE AN A

w; = w(x;, r{B))

- mm(l, e {&%’I”') ) :

il 4t
o
®

L 1o,
¢

L

[o

iz

e

(2

A7IM a= ARY 2EYFOIT olx)E AURHE BUsE )R] H: 2razi o
¥z

. b R 172
(e = min| 1, (<o ey @
SR, zim HEE AAG A¥PezA x'=(1, z')o2 AYYn, md C.= ze
X9 FAWEY FEAYYe FFPoz ANTIHHL 2= HAEDEIYA(Minimum
Volume Ellipsoid) #3 %)™, b= z*,_, ) g°lth. (Simpson et al,, 1992)
olEF JtEEEe Fr1= EL AU (good leverage point)e] ke ZAEAE "davt 9l
thedl gtk geld AW AFH4E ol gt p-B4E e go] Nojsioh

Wx, HB) = “’(”"ﬁw(a‘,ﬁ%ﬁ) ,

AN e M-FAFY B0tk e p-F5E A D HEE ©g, 22 P Bo
ol tstel Taylor F+AM 13482 2LE AH831H 194 GM-24 e A€ 2 ot
w7 (2 ABE 2(x, /B AP/ o Y viRoleE Ryoll 712G 194 GM-
FAFL g9 2o

-1

B=5h + 3o(§len'(xi,r,(35))x$) (ZJ, w; %%"i)—)xi)

=B+ o (X'AX)X'WY

oet, B H2AHA A F(least trimmed squares) A #7 2L HAYRAHE RE 27|Zo]
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3, 6y = 1.4826 MAD {r{ By)}ol™, MAD:= Median Absolute Deviationg ¢juj@t}. E&,
Xe x!se 902 &t nxp WYolx, A=diag( v (x:,r{B))), W=diag( w;), ¥

= ¢,22 7Y axl BPoltt AN w0, A @A r{A e o Al r{ Byt 5

E 74z g oA £ gl
%3, Bickel (1975)7 Coakley and Hettmansperger (1993)°] w29 HAg sl o&
o] AEFL vy F Q)

2 (-5 % Mo, ¥ ,
A71 ¥ = D'ED7! olm D8} EL: ol#jel )
D= f;;’( x, (B xx'dF(x, ),

= 2 __45)__ 2 ’
£= [P 50y ) W ARaxdFs,y)

Eg HARS] OiE 22 PANE e 2 PP VanB)E FAY & Aok
aVar(B) = 6,° D'ED™,
o714 D8} Ex= ohgw 7
D=L xtdiag(n (xird B)) X, E=- X" diag ¢2(%%’l) w*) X .

i

22 HPAAARS A AREAF

o] MM T FAAN WY ) s H,: B= 53 AR A5t 2180
148 GM-24 %o 42 AFAL oldtax oy = B9 BE 27 BF B9 GM-
2Rgolet & w By — Ao ATATFAL o4t B e EABE A7 & o

a2
E= TR B B

ZEA Y Bro e BAL Ogd ol AN £ ok

Var B— B)= 8012(2\1)22/721*‘ 3022(2\2)22/712,
A7 Gy Si/mS G Sp/mge 2 A1z AM22REH 7Y HARZTE FAR He
FEAYP FAASoIh BY, (S)pt (I)9 (2 2) fi0th



= g0 BYYol @ Zui2E A 8l

9, 4 Q)9 v(x,)E ALNE L wasted 7Fo] He Sxoln. Iy PP HA

lME x7F HES olEE v(x)E UL 2E dHE £ + 9ot (Naranjo and Hett-

mansperger, 1994)

o(x) = mi“[ L (= Rar ey )m] ’

A71A m,= med{x;} ol C,=(1.4826 MAD{x;})%, b= x?, ,e°lTh
ZEAFL FEI E ny, nol gy EEHFELE 242 F Y3, o5 o] &dd 2

AIAARE & g deod, wEtA AL HARLS A2EXTH (asymptotic distribution-free)
A He] €t

3. AFE woay

o] Aol M= A<kl HAWe EAL V&Y AAYES vadhr] it AT oA B
g Ao disled 7)&8titat Tt Song et al. (1994a)e)l €18t Potthoff AR L W F w
Hol7] wiFo wludigollA Aelsta, -HAFA Hollander AL Wle didez syl
T3S Hollander AAMS A8 o] HAY Wl AAEHo] HojrnzZ AYHPE S ol T
BHoR HABPY.

x;=7, 1=1,2; j=1,2,-,20 (n,=n=20).

a5 REIZE AFEE (NO, D), olFXFEE (DEQO, 1)) 283 LIATFEE (
CN(e, o) )7t 2el¥det, L89AFREY EXgTe Uy 2o, ¢ 2499 AEE Y
128002

I'Yx)=(1—e)a)(x)+e¢(%).
T3 didsbd H,: BB & EAs 95t tg9 #BAYE ol &8
Bz=/31+m6, (m=0,1,2,3),

o714 0 X0 wet g& AF(dE £ NODAME 006)0)5, mo] 00| APA #
o 4F& YEldT.

Z} E3xo) mE dgo dAx 2 E A4S SUN SPARCI0 AXIL3119lA S-PLUS Ver. 3.1
(Release 1 for SUN SPARC)E ©]£38}%131, Hollander AN M= AAY PEFFo] 23]
8t 28314 H(randomized test)S 33Tk 1 wroll Al AAYANA Agd 4+ 2 3
o2 ¢(-)2 Huber FH(Z&4F =1.5%, 2831 1FEFdA 2845+ a=3.0(Song
et al, 1994b)2 3T EF X7|FBA= HAUeHAHO05E FE H2ZMNAFG FHAE o
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<E 3. 1> F33 w28 AAY (FEE =1000)
A t-A4 Hollander A3 Aote HA

2y o 1 o0 05 10 01 05 10| 01 .06 .10
0 011 041 098 |.007 037 079+ | 011 052 .100
NO. D 1 092 258 399 |.061 171 302 | 073 220 349
’ 2 368 664 776 |.196 452 635 | 299 547 667
3 723 9814 966 | .441 739 787 | 561 796 868
0 006 044 098 |.008 038 .093 | 010 046 104
DEG. 1) 1 068 198 305 |.041 156 261 | .082 200 .309
’ 2 222 438 596 | .132 334 504 | 263 470 629
3 505 737 840 | 301 588 737 | 547 763 842
0 010 042 098 |.011 045 08 |.015 .049 .103
CNCL 5 1 047 174 304 | 044 138 273 | .091 239 3
" 2 188 414 544 | 130 329 490 | 302 561 702
3 423 650 740 | 281 539 710 | 594 802 8%
0 010 065« 116 | .00 049 112 | .010 .053 .098
1 032 143 241 | 042 151 264 | 099 262 386

CN(1, 10)
2 105 276 403 | 121 269 423 | 368 590 705
3 2056 420 537 | 209 430 582 | 668 846 906
0 008 058 106 |.004 044 102 | 011 050 .110
N2 5) 1 040 134 219 | .030 124 207 | 074 214 38
- 2 110 283 411 | 095 239 401 | 245 484 628
3 251 516 639 | 177 407 576 | 549 756 838

*

288 5zl

12 X (REHAHE Holue A4
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gotglom o8 A S-PLUSS ¥4 lisreg® ol&ated Axstaict
Ad BENN TIUPG ANG A= <E 3 1> acksol ok el Aol 95w
AYE AEe nefY BE XN 4RY #95FL nAFD Yo AFREANE A
e ol 43 t-FHuch A3Ho| o1} Hollander AR UTE $531Th 3 o] F
FREANE AT HEeR 2 olele) REANE tAAuT WA Holy AAYE
3 9ee ¢+ Atk 2@ ALY AFYel 2AW BE PENM  Hollander AHuTH
o AALE 27 AL ¢ 4 Aok

BN X rﬂ.i

4. o) A

B HAME APl 1o ol g o] XddiHe dE M ARKH
4. 1>)d dhatd A ZHAo] owd AAE rMALeEANE 4Y BRU2 §Ad. <E 4 1>F
<29 4. 1> B%e] A& 1o 2709 AAHe] Jon a2 F 1694 A& (250, 25.00)
t & A #gdH(good leverage point)o.2, 15914 2k&(24.0, 1000 V& <)o) (bad
leverage point) 2.2 =2t} ]z 1HA(1.0, 845), 29# (2.0, 550) A&EE ©]4H(regression
outlier)elgt & 4 A}

TH Ag 2 (O FADAdE o d: AHddAE Holx ¥t A8 1 (@2 EADAA 3
e AE Agahd F AAe 7177 dada & 2AE A9 glo] Bt tii ¢1913e)
71 AT o] g didted HPY HAA L &) BH=E A

<E 4. 1> F A A& (n,=n,=16)

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
845 550 330 405 535 615 7.00 800
90 100 110 120 130 140 240 250
908 1005 1100 1190 1200 1300 1000 2500
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
350 400 450 650 750 790 890 900
90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160
11.00 1190 1270 1400 1440 1590 17.90 1850

AR 1 (A D

A8 2 (A 2)

e R R| Rivw R

A8 194 o(x;)9 71F0) st QA ] 270 (158 A, 169%)) Jon ojSd g 7}
S 7t v(x5) =0.74999 v(x16) =0.7044 olt}. A71A HBAEL H,: B+ By ol
AR AAAA FatedR 71€7] (B) FAA 2 2zt FAAAAMY p-3e AYsA gy <®
4. 2>} 2}
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<¥ 4. 2> HAAY ZAH

A3 -3 A Hollander 773 Atd AA
A A a B a B a B
A M1 37355 1 0.5848 0.2138 i 0.9836

---------- 3—.‘}“5_ 2 1.972"5 1.0039 2.0091 ;¢ 1.0006
p-3k 0.0083 0.0234 0.6083

<E 4. 2> t-HAANM AAESF (¢, f) FAAE HA2AFFAA Y, ol o4
ERt oput v A A FFE LY BFe) ol o8 t-HAY Ade T A
71&717F e 22 gue 488 A dvh v Add HAdME AsHE 7€
719} FA3A7F oA Ee E AP Ao dFE LA oy] dE HAY A &
¥ AR Aol 2L WA ok $9, Hollander HAL t-HA 7} vias)] 2 of o4
Ee AAdH gb B3 oA A3 949 A& dgtd s&r)7 Ao 23S
e FA3A 3o

=3

L d

oL

ol

- e
25 /
——  PROP-! s
- - - PROP-2 s
- — - LSt <
20 — — ISE2 g ;
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> -
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5 A HYAge g 2HLE HAY &

<2y 4. 1>914 PROP-13 LSE-1& #& 1 (DATA-DE Z4Zt Atd GM-FAH 34 HAi
AFFAY st HgAIz) A& Yepds, PROP-2¢ LSE-2& A& 2(DATA-2)o d§
A3 AF4E YdERAT

UubH o2 HYPPHAL 71 &7]19) FAX A 2A JEsA € <2¥ 4. 1>94 LSE-13%
LSE-2¢9] 71€71€ vlas} R Ao|7t Q&S A & & 3o 22y A" F4Ho 9%
PROP-13 PROP-29] 71&7l& A9 #&& ¢ =+ It
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A Robust Test for the Parallelism of two Regression Lines
Ho Soo Nam#¥, Moon Sup Song® and Bong Sup Shin®

Abstract

For the problem of testing the parallelism of two regression lines, a robust
procedure is proposed and examined. The proposed test statistic is based on the
one-step GM-estimators of slope parameters proposed by Song et al. (1994b).
These GM-estimators used the Least Trimmed Squares estimates as an initial
values so as to obtain high breakdown point. Through a small-sample Monte
Carlo simulation the empirical levels and powers of the proposed test are
compared with other tests under various error distributions.
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