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Abstract

We consider the problem of identifying multiple outliers in linear model. The
available regression diagnostic methods often do not succeed in detecting multiple
outliers because of the masking and swamping effect. Recently, among the
various robust estimator of reducing the effect of outliers, LMS(Least Meadian
Square) estimator has been to be a suitable method proposed to expose outliers
and leverage points. However, as you know it, the data analysis method with LMS
estimator is to be taken the median of the squared residuals in the sample which
is extracted the sample space. Then this model causes the trouble, for the number
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of the chosen sample is #Cp, i.e. as the size of sample space # is increasing, the
number is increasing fastly. And the covariance matrix may be the singular
matrix, so that matrix is approching collinearity. Thus we propose a procedure
ELMS for the resampling in LMS method and study the size of the effective
elementary set in this algorithm.

1. A&

A1 33 31 /24 (linear regression analysis)ol] 4] oA}z (outlier)] &&= L7 E4
< debdtedl F8% A4S vlHER o] 58 A¥3lr] ME theksty A wE
o] ol A x5 o} gfr}. o]2i§t 3 H %<k regression diagnosis)F-ob A Wb o] uta}
A F7HA FFE v sl AR 29 ) 29 2 E(robust) A §He 0] 43 7h4
A2 o] it}

444 2992 Belsely, Kuh & Welch(1980), Rousseeuw and Leroy(1987) =9} %
A AHE B8 vhre] AXHES FE oJAAES e W o 2 forward-stepping,
backward-stepping, multistage, recursive residual ¥ So] AA=E 72 Qi) 22
o5 AxtFAIEe] olAlx] A¥ o= A7) 2o Hadi & Simonoff, 1993]. o]21 gt 54
el 8 210 2E ALESlE o]AbA] AE S 93 ub o] Akx} ¢, 9} hat matrixe] o)z}
xxke) A ko) ol Ak o zaA kg 2 Azl (least square method : LS)E 7| 22
B3 Q7] wfEol ohE o] AbR| 8] EAfAjoll= o)Ak} T (cluster) s 9l wisko g 2
AAE Bl @713 A el 2f3}e] o)A E $71 2l 29 (masking) Ex}e} A AFA <l A
ol FAHAA "2l ol s Ao g A s ¥ (swamping) E 3ol o] 5 o] Abx|
o} o3 3F= 24 (influential observation) 9] ¢14] & oj8A) 83 glc}. o) 4= Q141L ¢
g by e w A A9} el AnE FHE)) 9le] 2 AE AH{YS o] 43 Abx}
AL e BHAE FA o] 1970 ) FubHe B7d o2 sy Alxbgc)

Hop kel 2 AE FAES S 53l§ Abe Edgeworth® oteix glr}
[Rousseeuw and leroy 1987, p. 10].

Minin:n'ze ; e |
i
o HaAo iy 2R ol x| Al WS el B A8 4 (leverage
point)el) 1= W oFgH Ao 2 A HE5 glem, o] & )% Huber(1973)2] M 34 e
0ol A f-d &t & gt & 2z w1715’ &5 p( - )ell date] 2zte] 35 ple) S 3438}
FgozH dert

Yolealx, =0, oA7IM @(-)=p"( -]
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M FHeke B8 o) YA o]Abx|o of-$- 2 AER Ao g odejx glovt 3t
o] B &g AN ofsled & 244 3] 27 (breakdown)d 5= qlc}. upz}r] o] & B3}
wlslsl M 24 2 generalized M-estimators &2 bounded influence estimators)o|
4 ot=] ¢d o} Hampel et al., 1986, pp. 307-338].

Ywlx ole/o)x =0

o] ke Al H el d 78} x 3 weighting Fr w( - )7} o] Aol 2 A3
& JhAoput ok AYAHL zZha vk 283 B oo FAAE Al e
Abg-3E L 338k} repeated median(RM) S¢] ¢l cH Siegel, 1982, Rosner, 1983]. |
o] 2] AlRE T 9l 2 AE FA 8o 2 = Rousseeuw(1984) 2] kAl Fo] £44°
2 3z 43}5l= least median of squares(LMS) %, Rousseeuw(1985)2] least
trimmed square(LTS)S¢] ¢l o, & B34 (breakdown point) & zt+ FAHSEEZ
S, MM, tau, GS =4 g50] | /‘]E‘]J. g)t} Yohai, 1987, Yohai and Zamar, 1988].

37 F27F 3= vh ek 215 o3 4] ° 2+ mahalanobis distance(MD) 7} 23
o} ] ol o ulPFE T o] B Zw| A ER} locations} shaped- A48l o] A}x) &
s}elsli A 3F 0 2 Rousseeuw & van Zomeren(1990)+= minimum volume ellipsoid
(MVE)& Abg3fo] c}re] o] Ak E Al s, Al o) A& tohl= & A3
c}. o]elgt FA g e 24 FTo] Rousseeuw and van Zomeren(1990), Woodruff &
Rocke(1993,1994) 5o] MD2 C(X)¢} S(X)o A2 2HE FAYE A A3t
o] E-& A8 50%¢) @3l BHAHL rpR BN ol AFA 9 At AEE v go]3}A s
=4t qlek

28} o]F A & 23] (breakdown point) ¥ ZtE FAHRELS FEE B A4S
5 e 3o ‘illlr el del AHEE T e A% LMSe} MVE A ALg-3Lw
gliz T2k e ol yelE Z(random search algorithm)& ¥ AEFF B4 ek o
71 918ke] Avba(A] @S A4k S5 E 82 sha vk o]F W BE AFE2 FA
A& WA sk, Hadi(1992)+ MVI'«I A A Al Y EheE B8 FE2E ATE £0)7]
¢)gh b o g2 @w] ~ E3} location?} scaled zte FAHRFOLE MDE T3] F4olA
Holz 9l A setsli, o] & ZIFE o2 A TA X LEF oA YEF
4] o= X}ﬁ—(asccndmg ordermg) o) 2 ?‘ AAZ AS) VES Fr)E 7PaA 28-S A
o) gt o 24 MVEe| 4] 282 e #& 3155 Folt AnE 2t dae)&s A48t
gl 2w, Woodruff and Rocke(1993)- F2t¢] &5 /HA1%} heuristic §4& #2384l
12, Hawkins and Simonoff(1993), Hawkins(1993) = elemental set A}-8-9 =<tz
LMS, MVE, LTS, recursive residuals %—OI] ﬂrfi} AR dweSES Aetsl sk
Hadi and Siminoff(1993), Atkinson(1994) & LMS, MVEd| A A3} 7 ¢l # 2 <
A f g Alel o) Ak=7F Gla REAFHS AFgslaL o] AR AR ATE
143 =713 Eel rbE A %}ZH/“ o) A & Al A12] FEA S o] 8-3o] B
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£ ATdME AYHA TRE 2E RAGAM o olgX e Ha
Rousseeuw(1984) >} LMSOH/UI f\]-%i} T2 & Fare]& 3t Atkinson(1994) 9] -3
A 27 Z7h g wo 2 27] $EAGE Ha DAl sk TAsT, o] B
gte) 2 el 4 o) ¥ﬁﬂﬂ£ﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂﬁi%ﬂﬂ%ﬁ&&ii% ) 5

AEH A ] At AR el D3 7R vt , o]l 2]
gk o] A} Q1] ubu] & A qlal A} g},
2. Least Median Squares
A% 3] # 23 (linear regression model)-& t}-&-3} 7Fo] A 3}3}.
¥y = XB+ e (1

A7y =y g, o, 2) E FEHSA ux 1 e o))
X =, x, - x)Epx1IHER x, = (x4, X0, -, %,) T PO 2
= 53 el nxp ™o} (g, p<n).
B = (B, p., -, ) B px1 HAefojrl.
e~ Nuo, 6", nx19¥ejo]r},
(F, E(e|X) = 0 and var(e | X) = ¢%1,).

B} o* o) Mad 3 FHere

B (XX ' X'y, (2
¢ =eelln-p), 4714 e=y-X§p

2.2 ozl LS|4 o]afxo) o 45 wjetslr) ¢)ale] AbatE o] 43 chokgt sk
o] Mt=]o] Abg-5 3 gloh[ubAd ¥ 1991, pp. 521-543). 12} o) 2iq}t H A F-T o] £-&
TR o)A Fol FAHHY UL W 0% Jhe E7-HE 7t ¢JtH{ Rousseeuw
and Leroy, 1987, p. 69]. &5 ¥ql& t}9 ol Az} Easte A 3)H RadA] @
A&l LS w8 wpe] AR Ao A E Q= o] AR Sl o3t &0 avte} 48] &0}
7b kA sy w ook ol 2Rt ARE A A B iR ub o g F el de) ALeE T gl
LMS, MVE =] 83de]l 79 50%] w8l ¥& AAS Holxm glu}
| Rousseeuw, 1984: Rousseeuw and van Zomeren, 1990]. 121} o] upje] 8-

g LMSel| A Abg2] 219 gl w2} &g =7) pol HEAFL 73] Ysld=n>p
Bl nCpzle]l BRFZE =, nl/pln—p)3ld) Ehf}r: AAS HQ 2 3o}, &, 2
e BE A7) s WY X dhalel =7 p+1Q) BEAFS Fabg) 22slo] 95
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E 73, 7o F-EATANA AR FHTE Fol A FEALE 93l A
#&x9 AxE 7 bl scale factore] &j&te] FAE FEIA T, |G
(cuffoff value) 259} w)adle] zbzlol]l 2% o)Atz 3§ 73 g} Rousseeuw.
1984]. 22 LMSe)| 2J3t o]Akx] AA whl g Als ®7) 2 qch

LMS9] #3 f3b= =27 p+19] FEFY JE F3h=dl ol

Minimize med e} (3:

] J
24 pe J7) 98] REAY T2 TAHY X, 9y, & o] 431
B = (X X)X}y (4

£ A4k 242 B8 AHE3t] 3

e, =y ~X.p (5)
& i} % %/r 9] o) AF=x] 5§ B3}~ 918l scale factor o* & 7313 n3} pol|
3 AA == RETAATE *}%5}"4 Z7) RAA S s° 2} 7HEX w,E AT

i Zn: w; el
a* \] B — 6

; w, —p

-1 Ie,-/S“ISZ.S
A L=
A { 0 otherwise.

& = 1.4826(1 +—n—_§7> / min med, ¢?
1(5)2} 4] (6)2 AHg-5}ed
| =1 > 25 n
a

ojH fpHA FFXE o)A 2 FIct
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3. Extended Least Median Squares(ELMS)

ELMS up-& 454 5 FAE o] sith 1Al e 7] #EAge 248 LSS
Al gste] FA A2E Pl LEAEOR X9 AlS(rank)7) pAdd, p+ 1S W& &
7] Baagte] o2 g} 2etAlel A R EA e 3718 UIE 71 A1A voke el
t}. o] W& Atkinson(1994)7} A28k 9l forward search®} Rousseeuw(1984) 2}
kel eb ) upl 2 A T2} fAbehe, REAE o 207 kA, o) FEA el
4 (RE) A 2 whel $RaT deiA a-k2 FHE L AYAA 1A 22
d AgA7 HEAT JS Ao @ LMSHA Axjske A F2Ay A wal
min (med 7?), & *&3}o] A 2& F X3 A ot

kA ol A & 2ubA| ol 4] TR HHA S A}g3to] Aba}el scale factorE A ¥ &
2 o] oAbz of HE BME I, 4DA A E IHA A AN E WEY AFAEST T
A3te] z7] Z7tol wpe} BAisled &9 Al E EAH 7

2]

ELMS Algorithm
154, 27 B8d§ T 44,

(2ol AR LSS e AHEste] B3} e 8 LENELZ Y] 27] o2
k=p+12) 27| ¥ 2243 JE AR, pe X9 AlF).

0 <<, o, <e, Ao,
J =y, v, =t 99714 k=p+1

A, FA R T EA
of thA|ollA] B3] gle) TR YEZ FAY FEAT JAA k-1 -2 23l
SrAS A A e UE FA P AT Lk A Astel A2 Y
=]
@72 Faweh o yeag e & (1) A9 #ERATE P, £ FA4 min
(med r2), & AH&sko] ¥R T & AHTH

J =y, Ve FRE L Verss Yera, 05 Yn bell A

Fiwrn =492, M5, oy et U {Yen b

Figrn = y:,ya,"',yk}U{sz},
]llnl ::{yZayfiy'“s yk} U{yn},

Jovrt: = 151, ¥, s Mt U { e}
Tors = V00, Yo, oy Ve PUA Y b
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j?‘r' = {,Vu Yay ooy yk} U {yn } »

Jevsr =130, ¥, o, Ya Y U A et
jltu'f?,‘ = { Vi, Yoy o005 Vaa } U {sz ; ’

Jeoo =130, 3, o, b Uit

min ,(med 7});,,
o714 i 53§ J 9 index
7o vbAA] 23 3] index

3Rl FRAY A BEH 24,
2RA o 4 TR F2A Y T E Aol

X S we,

S S
\‘ ; w,—(k—1)
oy 7] 2] _f1l . lelsl<25

wr ~ .
1 0 , otherwise.

5" = 1.4826 (1 +—>—) \/ min med, ¢’
n—p
e=y—Xp
2 elar AA AR § WA 2 530 2k

pilg
- €,
e* = |—=1>25

a

i

jti

2 Aarste] e o] = 7)) 2580k =2 AabE 7FEE

A, R e 2] )
o2 AR ARG AAD Foll thA] Ha B3 6 4E k1A 9 AL E
2 3EAsHJE 4YT Ood RV Ak FF Z7HA717) Ssked 2, 3, 4AE
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uhE- Al s gict,

ELMS bz} 52| Ab8-A)of 2 sl AL o3 2o} A4, dubd oz LS+
AR e FHE AMR 27 BRI A A o) wbRo] o] A7} EjFE ] 9l
Sotel k= 7HA & wiAIAlA F= i) BB REAF Sl LSE 2143 2apr)
o] o] AFA e 2lgt Lo M E3E T HE HA UGS e FEAEE AR
g o] (AL vid Al 4 vk EA, LMSo| A9} e #& S x} ofn 5y
(affine equivarance)g zt=c}h. MA|, F2h9) &t ok we] o) vlsle vf-g & odAbsl
T HA (n—k) x(n—-p)3l] AAE P2 g},

4.

AAxIG A e A8 ojAbx] Aw W E2A LSel 93 ZF3hzkal
Mahalanobis distance, Rousseeuw and van Zomeren(1990)2] MVE, Hadi(1992)7}
A%t MVES] A8 22 44 2|3 2t Rousseeuw(1984) 2] LMS2} £ =&
A AA1gE ELMSe) 9] &t o] A= A& Abg-3lo] oAbz QA =& »aghch(ed 7] 4
ELMSell & 283} 32382 27)+= [Logx’/p) ] +plelH, 3712 Ak &mel| didt zhnt
o] Ackol o} B H2x] F-AL 5, 6,9, 14, 15014 A X7 A& E AFg-&) ).
ELMS AbgAlel] @23 H-3313 z7)d o & o]abx]e] <14 Ax & Atkinson &
Mulira(1993)°] #o}gt F/41 23 & o] &5 H.qlc}

4.1 <1 Body and Brain Weight Data

body and brain weight X}&.+= Weisberg(1980)2] 5% & body weight(grams
©19}) ¢} brain weight(kilograms ©9]) 2] 2} 8% ) Rousseeuw and Leroy(1987, p. 57!
7} 282 TES 43 n=28, p=24] ABEF A&} LS 23 ZF3A R oy
g ;AEZ T oj Az 2 A Q1A Elar g)x] 92w, 1414 Q] Mahalanobis distance: o %
2] 258 fdat ol 412 alAlsb 9] i, MVES} Hadi(1992) = #-== 6, 14, 16, 254t &
ol AR A5ty FEHA 17 71 zbH 9] AAlG $1Xq AR wadsta gk 2w
LMSe} ELMS(# #3182 z7)71 10dd Ahabe 25 Fd3tA 33 6, 14, 16, 17
255 ol A= 143t g}, webd LMSe} ELMS+= o)A & A gl 12 st al
th. ELMSE A}-4-1]oll 7} $-23§he] A7)l whE o] Fx] e} qlAl& (29 1ol A A3}

(1% Dol a2 zh R 233 o) Aba] A =e R =277} 3o 4] F-¥ 159
o] & wWi7}A] ol Aka 2] Al A #aA s oSS Rol gl F- AT A7) L
B} HA ol wheb &3 o o)ste] o)Ak 7} Ha) qIA A A &S o 4 9t =
717} 2480} A3l d= 94 A5 E FEAUGeE 2HE wiql LS AhapEAl ) 3le] o
gl o} AR % gl 4]k HElT gl S-S & - slTh
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size of subset

8
6
4
* *
2 * * *
| * * *
20! * * *
8 * * *
* * *
. * * *
6 * * ¥ *
* * % *
4 * * % *
) * ok *
2 * * Rk *
* * KK *
10 * * ok *
* L *
8 | * * Kk *
. * * Kk *
6 * * kK *
* * kK *
4 * * kK *
* * Ak *
2 * * *

observation

0 I 3
12345678901 2345678901 2345678
(218 1) Body and Brain Weight A} 89 Z2FA 18

4.2 9|2 : Stack Loss Data

stack loss A8 ¥= Rousseeuw and Leroy(1987, p. 76)ol 4] AQ1&3%F e 2 7)o A
e} R F5HF2 FAE Y 9ls AP A o] abx 9 3 B3 E A)A)
371 st del gl AlRelr). olAbx A E AWEY FF3MAAe)
Mahalanobis distance+ oJmgt #2 % ojAA 2 ¢la)8)x] E3lx ¢low, MVES}
Hadi(1992)+= #3:-37] 1, 2, 3, 218 °)|AHx 2 el 22, IMS+ #3231, 2, 3, 4, 212 9]
A 2 veb 3 gl oo, ELMSE X34 e &7]71 1149 #3434 1, 3, 4, 218 ©| 4R

#2)8 Aol (13 2)= ELMS A 7+ 5-3-313te) z17) o @& o] =)o) AL Bal

Zejrt.

size of subset

20(

3
b
L T
4 | *x *kx *
T *
PAE TS *
K kk *
1 O [*x %x *
ko ko *
EEE IS *
| Rk *
[FETEES
ok kX
4 [ rsx

SRR Z 356 8501 observation
2

(1% 2) Stack Loss Xt&2 /M 18|
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(O 2ol @2 72} FEAPE oA ANA == FEAR2 27171 4ol FH 69
ol & W7bx] 27) FEA el TR FEH 9] Gl st AHA) 2l0] 2HFHY} 2
717} 7ol A H8 140l o] & oj7tA] A g31A o] A E 4 AL AdFE Helx s,
HEAge] 27)7}F 1680 Aol wel S el o)t o] A7} H2} AAHA Y
V5 Holx gl

4.3 4|3 : Hawkins, Bradu and Kass Data

Hawkins, Bradu and Kass A8+ Hawkins et al.(1984)7} n=75, p=32] A& & ql
A-deor e Aoz 109 e AR, 41 L2 AdRAHSG 6119 WA
(inliers)& EF38l3 gl SHEAE BT FL doith 7zt 37 At who) o7

oabxl <l e FH:IpAate] AbgAlel & 11, 12, 13§ o)AFXE A3,
Mahalanobis distance: 2 x] 122} 148 o)A 2 Q1233 o] Frhe] o] A7} viv
7] ol AR E& -&-Al7| 2 gl MVE<} Hadi(1992)9] Alxhul]-2 25 14709 o]AkX|
(23] 1olA 14742]) & A48k 2ot FL AARAH] - 14) 3% o] A= A
a9k o)Ei gl A& & 11, 12, 13, 147} & AALE zkr 91 7] wlFolch. LMSs}
ELMS+ &35 156 1071218 A &3}A o] A2 145ta vt ELMSE AH8-A] 4
7t HEAgle] F 7)o whE oAb 9 QlA& (1] 3) ol A AR}

size of subset

20 | wokkkmrkrnn
| A R KKK
B | kb mokskokkokx
Aok AR KK KK
BRI s T2
o3 oo ok o ok oK
ERETPELEI R
[k ook kok
2| ek kok koK ko Kok
e o oK oK o o oK o o
1 0 [ rsksskoksokorskox
A o 3 o o K K K
B i**********
b ttded
6 | HokskkRskmokkk
4 ok RO KKK K ok ok o *
4| ARk Aok ok %k k

1234 78901?%‘67890123456789012345678901 78901?345678901234567890 735 observation

2 3 4 5 6

Oy oo

( 7% 3) Hawkins, Bradu and KassAt&2| &=/ 118!

Hawkins et al. #F82] F#4 29 FEATY 2717} 200 2& d7px 2 A& 5t
Ack. 2 FEA e 2714 oA A EE FEATS] 27171 4, 5dw LS Wl
w 27 FE3g Ao qlsled $33 11, 12, 13, 14, 538 o)A = A 57} A
A -2 ge] a7t ?MUM 2717} 6ol A F-El= A5 144 F8 #52] 1074A1 %
o4 2 & 3L RS E 7 st
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5. #|1 ¢] SUBSET?®] 24

4" A A)AZE 2} ALB el g ELMSe) ZAabe due)E&-g At Sk 2ol
A Aste] Ao} F, FEAF S wbEHEA 279 A7E A FE HAR Fo
A171aL qlet. whepd] o] 7)o A - o] 4HE IAF F Q= AE dobry] 3t
o] Atkinson & Mulira(1993)¢] A|gkgt FH24 1HE 218314 o]Abx] Q4] Ae & F-A!
stgdth. ELMSo A 53 ¥4 ko] o]AabA| q12]2& scale factor o*oil ]38} ZAA =3
v} wpebs] Rz jhe] F7)o) W scale factore] ¥ 3HE 449 o & A8} 74&}?‘5]—“"%
(B DI 2ol (Bl -9 AAEaE AAskac). o] Abne} 449 /4 29
a3HH scale factor %8 7Py 2HA| zhe 2719 FEAIRle] 3A 9 o)A A& I%E'
W 918§ AAske ek w3 (2¥ 1, 2, 3y 22| vl @A ELMS "—Jil»]"oﬂ*i A+
sl A 2017) p+290 4 FE [Log(n®/p) ] +p SH el A w9~ kA o2 o]y
& qlAghg *:‘01 R =

(1), SF2EEre) 37(0) (HE scale factor

‘ 22132l | Body and Brain { Stock Loss #[ Hawkins eta] ’
( 21| WeightData | Data  Data
| 2 3656611 | |
| 3 o 2229023 | |
" | 2asn61 . 2.0000000 717496 |
| 5 | 2320567 | 2.0754981 ] 7144174 1
6 239 | 21602469 \ 7253957 |

7 2460064 | 13605854 7324927 \
| 8 2534760 | 16892913 | 7383335
| 9 2633011 | 1.7871952 ] 7139819

10 2728871 | 16248434 | 7476532 |

11 2816110 |  2.082059% |  .7525358

12 2948925 2.1808317 | 7614278

13 3055763 | 24573701 | 7649756

14 3255075 25542503 7724974

15, 3379270 3321610 7778235
R ‘ 3620407 4.3680200 ‘ 7813042 \

17 | 3914888 5520249 7913709 |
| 18| 4204998 \ 7.5002039 7970885 [

19 5261540 7.8126888 8191242 |

Do
(=

5761175 | 9.6000745 8134188
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6. Simulation

ELMS &322 kA& A7) $18led 2ER ] = =25, ST x2] A7} b
=1, 2, 30| A} o]akzle] A7} 0, 3, 670 A A Sl 212 A =& Monte Carlo simulation
Wy o2 z4bste] 2oh{Kalos and Whitlock, 1989). o171 4} b4k 3% 24 98t
FF+AE 7271w 122 A AZ)

simulation$- $1%F A3 3| AHAYAHA L e AP U 3, =, +px +e, =1, 1
oo, 25, AFE =0, f =1o| 2, chEAFRANL 3 =p, Thx Hhxute, i=1,2, -
25, Al= B, =0, B =1, B. =1, 7} x,, i =1, 2+= UNIFORM(0, 15)oft 4] 2=l gto & - 1‘
zh (25-01 A2 A= wbE-& e} @A) &= N(0. Dol A (25-0]43=] 7B9) 3]-& 4]
AA y3bE AR} o) kA o] S % WA A =, +8, 1, =200 - 1), 437
o] Abx) 7AF7} 07) QJuH 370 Ao, 67 duj 2 3t3, bYW LN = v =x, +x,
+8, %, =20—.05(; ~1), x, =20~ .06(1—1), i=(c]Ax) AF)E gk zH7te] A= w
=250l i 8}e 1003] 2] simulationg &bod o]Abx]2] ¢l && s}elgic).

(E2) ELMSS| O|alX| 2lalg

VA EE | SEAAREA  hENEeRy
0% 82 | n
12% .96 ‘ 79 ‘
24% 71 | 82

ELMSel| 2]3F o] 4bx] 214]-8-2 Hadi and Simonoff(1993)2] (& 2)ol| AAF o7}
A EHAE FAFE 9 o, & AR A S A S-S Kol glow,
LMSol| Ao} v ztr} 2] 2 ohgd sfubad o] 2ol A vl w2 Q14 88 Ho| L gt
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