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Abstract

An exact distribution of the test statistic to test for multiple outlier candidates does not generally exist;
therefore, tests of individual outliers (or tests using simulated critical-values) are usually conducted instead
of testing for groups of outliers. This article is on procedures to test outlying observations. We suggest a
method that can be applied to arbitrary observations or multiple outlier candidates detected by an outlier
detecting method. A Monte Carlo study performance is used to compare the proposed method with others.
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oA R AEE BEAESS FotlaL, I FEol AAE o) FAAA obdA] ddst=t F2 0] 3
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AAT DA PR o Aol JTFL DA v A FHFE ALge AL o)Ak L A7)
A i

vlE] ARl gl M wAH = dAet 2FHES} A Cook’s Distancest 22 37X 7]1&
of Wt AZE SANE FET Foll BAE At} ol FAE FASHA L (Kianifard 2} Swallow,
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SR el ote] FEHOR O|FAE UFE = AR ol2F o AYst F2Ut FRE PAHZAFeR
AR Aol E&Fott. TAF 27 € F x4 AABAFTS HaAFFAH (OLS)d o =
212 o]&3t Aol OLS kAkg Fal o)A A& Al=dts 4% 548 AT +2 3ak 44
2 ME S 3AV AFE . HaAFEE Y 2 4% Ak} 2ake] Exe dE 542 o
=3} 2t
Aass B4us Aold] 0he3 22 BAN R BETE 4987 232 vesA.

Y =XB+e¢ (2.1)

o714 Y& n x 1 ¥-¥s HE, BE p x 13]FATHE, X< p7ie] 4%
olm e Bro] 0013 RAFHE ] 01,9 n x 1A E ot} H Al
A golgtn & uwf AFPI|ARFPNA BHP| Jdo)] ARGEE At g &=y — g2 =
&S BEAXE o] 253} A7) BF3 4} (standardized residual) &+ T3} 2t}

~ €

TSV R
A71A S+ 09 FAA, hi+ NEFE (hat matrix)e] iHA] ) Z-L4 (diagonal element)o|t}. xS
% 6 BASH RES} AR SHA0)A Sbobd] ARIA ¢ RIS mEAt A8 o] prrt S
S 2 ARE (n-p)o) ¢t REE DA G2A AT A BEAZ ol 4H o] AL} O o F 2
el 2Zkm oA AAIE L T YA Als 2R Y 249 ﬂgr o2 FAANE 27 By, SEka ) o)
2ol ol i T AZE iy = yi — viBy 2 il Ao Euy = yi — §i) S APA A (deleted residual)
T o &F A} predicted error) 2kl 3t o &S E—i—i} 7] the 3} 2o A} 2 AAECUE
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RolA 77t BRSNS} ) AARRES DA d,F ofele} Ay,

2T
\/ yi — i B . ifieM,
a1 — 2T (XL, X 4+ AD) 'z
di = v
yi — i B . ifie M®

&M\/l +al (XL, X + )\D)71 T

(2) dio] ARt |die] 2717 22 Az AA dHolHE B2 wjo] cASAZFS dp)2hae sk
{d(s+1)7 . d<n)}°1 sgete dFA 7 09 A 5Hd v A%

3 A} AT M2 Moz T (1)94 FH
=X E 07} HF o)A FHFoZ A

04-_rL°ﬂ/‘1 zﬂ e WS R84S ASE] st Had oA @AY REEAE o] &3
A, 37 gAolth. A A B ol4AE RSk Yol Aviriel e 23 9
onm F8Ao] BEsitf= Zlo] dElA UL} (Kianikfard®}l Swallow, 1989; Barnett@} Lewis, 1994;
Hawklnb, 1980). ool whe}l Kianifard2} Swallow (1989)+& WHEREz}o|| 7]Hkste] o] A4x]S &g A
2 AT A (21)9) HYTPA FRDAE 1 o] AL WRARE BEAO2 A
2+ = 9l ot #HHE (Plackett, 1950; Brown 5, 1975) o] A<= o] St}

wj = j=p+1,...,n

yj — =] Bi—1
1
[1+ 2 (X X5 -0) " tay ] 2

Kianifard9} Swallow (1989)+& WHEIALE o] &3 MEAQ o]Ax] GAHAE th2 2o Altarsd

(1) g9 2¥E dolge AFANE n/le #E5FE 22l disf A2 37 Iz Aalsit
(A& E9, 2FHES} A == Cooks] Ag)

(2) A% A% 2R v BERES FLAAT 3D AolElAA A4S pAel HlolEE ALEH
o F2 (n—p)7Ne] FZFFE00 tste] vHEH A w; E ALlsio

(3) A \w; /6] (j=p+1,...,n)E A4S, 29 |w; /6|3 DAL} vl ste] jHA FEA]
7} o] &A1 7} ot} = ‘—H—rﬂ“% 7178 AEA TS AT R FAG S

Kianifard2} Swallow (1989)+= 194 AAISE ZZbe] ¢ BAHFS AR 390l max|t;]2] =314

QA AMEE 7IREe R S A e AAGAES Zﬂ?}_]'gig AA HEAAFL A9 (1), (2) &

A& oo (3-1) HHLS St
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(8-1) A max|w; /6] (5 =p+ 1,...,n)E AW, ALY G AAA} vl mech wrok A7
ol 12514 ghod e EoAA Hu, AFAHe] Azsel Arhghol Ao B
oA ek BUH (n - 1)7he] HolHZ thA] BB APA T ATAES 7175 2 )
A 7 i,

RERAE S 7ol BEgel talAE AN R ] wpn,. ., wes SHOIT N(O0,0%) L T2
= SEusol7] Aol o2e 2AGeE 4 (23)04 ARH 535 ol &I |uw;/5,|% ¢ BT 9
AX L} vlaE 4= ok HEIAE o]&3t oAk FAANAA Mzt A4S F37] H5te] Swallows}
Kianifard (1996)= 029 FAgte= S%j)EH N A SAEE AR EH (IR, inter quartile range) 2+
S Z Y HEAH(MAD; median absolute deviation from the median)& ARE3F 218 Ak}t AR
A A EN AR gt AR FAZFE ZAE FEREE AlLe] o5 7] u &l A3el o5t
of AN YANE AFBTCE B ATA ALH AATNAL WRAAE o8 F 24 BHQ 17
A o) AFx] A HAY 214 o|AFx] R AY 84S ZHzE njw ] vbEzAF AR Z A g A AF
BUN FALNAHE 029 24H2 AT ARWIA FAANARE AT AREAD
9] AAZHS Swallow<} Kianifard (1996, p.550, Table 2)7} A&l o5f A3t $25 28172 3t

of

27804 AFE 574 oA AR B84S VEHEAE o] &3 AWUTA vlusty] fjste] B
t}. 7ol tloEl:= Kianifard2l Swallow (1990)%} Swallowe} Kianifard (1996) 2}
A Az AEHE BEL vi = Bo + fras + e °olH A Bost B
W2 FoeB® By = 0,6 = 1& AR AgHs a2 U(0,15)004 B4 3

EEATFEEERE AAHYG ol4H Fuel DAL AA AN 6,07 Dojx
yi = Bo + Przi + 00l IXFTE. o] FA= & AollA Al AN7HA] AR, o)X et ]l w
Tt 22 7Y oA 3o Rojate S A d
) y1 =75+ (61 > 0)
) y1 =154 01 (01 > 0)

) y1 =154+681, y2=154+382 (61 >0, 2 <0)
A) g1 =154 61, o =14.95+ 6 (81, 62 > 0)

) y1 =15+ 61, y2 =15+ 32 (61, J2 > 0)

) yr =154 61, y2=15+02, ys=15+63 (61, 62, 63 > 0)

) yr =15+ 61, yo=14.95+ 08y, ys =14.90+ 35 (61, 02, &5 > 0)
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Table 3.1. Proportion of all planted outliers correctly identified(p1), at least one planted outlier correctly identified
(p2) and other observations incorrectly detected to be outliers (p3) by four procedures and new procedure for each
procedure under seven outlier patterns (a-g) having outliers planted at vertical distances from the true regression
line.

Static-IR Static-MAD Seq-IR Seq-MAD
Type d}s

p1 b2 p3 p1 P2 p3 p1 p2 p3 p1 b2 p3
Ori 0.24 1.00 0.76 0.36 1.00 0.64 0.84 1.00 0.16 0.87 0.97 0.10
30 New 0.93 1.00 0.07 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.96 1.00 0.04 0.95 0.98 0.03
2 35 Ori 0.27 1.00 0.74 0.35 1.00 0.65 0.84 1.00 0.16 0.89 1.00 0.11
New 0.95 1.00 0.05 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.96 1.00 0.04 0.97 1.00 0.03
Ori 0.30 1.00 0.71 0.40 1.00 0.60 0.82 0.98 0.16 0.85 0.95 0.10
b 30 New 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.93 1.00 0.07 0.94 0.98 0.04 0.92 0.95 0.03
35 Ori 0.32 1.00 0.68 0.43 1.00 0.57 0.85 1.00 0.15 0.89 0.99 0.10
New 0.93 1.00 0.07 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.96 1.00 0.04 0.97 1.00 0.03
Ori 0.30 1.00 0.70 0.42 1.00 0.58 0.83 1.00 0.15 0.82 1.00 0.11
3.0, =3.0 New 0.90 1.00 0.10 0.90 1.00 0.10 0.92 1.00 0.05 0.89 1.00 0.03
¢ 35 _3.5 Ori 0.29 1.00 0.71 0.44 1.00 0.56 0.83 1.00 0.17 0.86 1.00 0.13
’ New 0.92 1.00 0.09 0.92 1.00 0.08 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.94 1.00 0.04
Ori 0.42 1.00 0.58 0.52 1.00 0.48 0.82 0.97 0.15 0.78 0.90 0.11
d 3.0,3.0 New 0.93 1.00 0.07 0.93 1.00 0.07 0.92 0.97 0.05 0.86 0.89 0.03
35 3.5 Ori 0.43 1.00 0.57 0.52 1.00 0.48 0.83 1.00 0.17 0.84 0.98 0.14
’ New 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.93 1.00 0.07 0.94 0.99 0.05 0.94 0.97 0.04
Ori 0.39 1.00 0.61 0.49 1.00 0.51 0.84 1.00 0.16 0.84 1.00 0.11
3.0,5.0 New 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.94 1.00 0.05 0.94 1.00 0.05 0.92 1.00 0.03
¢ 3.5, 5.5 Ori 0.38 1.00 0.62 0.46 1.00 0.54 0.83 1.00 0.17 0.88 1.00 0.11

New 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.95 1.00 0.05 0.95 1.00 0.05 0.96 1.00 0.04
3.0.4.0. 5.0 Ori 0.36 1.00 0.62 0.43 1.00 0.54 0.83 0.99 0.15 0.78 0.97 0.12
T New 0.92 1.00 0.05 0.89 1.00 0.05 0.93 0.99 0.04 0.88 0.97 0.03
Ori 0.42 1.00 0.57 0.49 1.00 0.51 0.83 1.00 0.16 0.87 0.99 0.11
New 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.95 1.00 0.05 0.95 1.00 0.05 0.95 0.99 0.04
3.0.3.0. 3.0 Ori 0.47 1.00 0.53 0.53 1.00 0.46 0.74 0.90 0.16 0.69 0.81 0.11
S New 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.93 1.00 0.07 0.84 0.89 0.05 0.76 0.80 0.03
Ori 0.53 1.00 0.47 0.57 1.00 0.43 0.81 0.98 0.17 0.84 0.95 0.11

New 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.94 1.00 0.06 0.93 0.98 0.05 0.91 0.95 0.04

3.5, 4.5, 5.5

3.5, 3.5, 3.5

QoA A WL WA ol ol REk BRE] wRel MR Y] ool AW ol RAE
o Hhsto] A Agstel oA BHY AFEe A5/ A1Fe] Bk 4P Aol Bha FoH
0%, ¥ AT AL WAS New, 712 YL Orickn #7139k 4he] 712 P 3 wwg
AZ 088 1A WL Static, A4 WA Seqehi B715 88 ZAFAD) SRl A2
IR(AHE9189)), MAD (591 4t B3 % Static = Seq Flol stol () 2.z B7AIA B7@) ool
A RS TAY o FA2 8 (a) (o)A 5SS T ARse] AYA Asol 74 PUES A8

3t A3 A= Table 3.13} 2t

AFY] ATE Hd, 7|29 REEIAE o] 83 WS 7HHE dite] st R kot pi it
p38] SWoAA vl B, 1A PR AR o], I3 AR HEHE ARRSHe A B 29
A AAE AHSShe Ao ‘31 290 AL & 5 Arh. B =oAA Ats -2 7= vl 7HA
W BT} p1, po, p3 BRONA B EEH ot B =FAA Ak R R 7S ddo] dAsHA

r{u
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BE gk uE (p)T £HA4 (p) A ZHolN P 2
5 L% A2 olgehe nAA B 1 %wﬂplurpgq Hlgo] BT 74w
= WakalA AAE Aol ST 5 Ytk ol SH 6 = 39 o4 &
3 (a)olA A1) H.A%—;: A AR O i, pe, pas 27 0.24, 100, 0.760] A Y
e = 15 A3 A40) & Ay & 00302 o] AU ol WA
U

Hc}b,gur H]Eﬁ]—?ﬂ i, P2, p37]- 247} 0.87, 097 0. 101]A1 0.95, 0.98, OOSOE 7H/ﬂﬂ ﬁ44~ Hojz
oA Agke] BAAS) AA| 5743 Aelel 5% Table 3104 AR 3 T 3550 & 3A 5
1502 ARl Ro| AW ARNME M5 ARE AL 5 Ak

DA oAt Y A9 WL Fotol APYN RAFEL HaAsE Aol
Ao B0 o4 AW Beol FsAE AE PP

A1 pih o] Aol Asstel AU 2AA Qe T chkR BRI
HlEEiAge] Sl WRE A 3 ol 4 WA AANT B A Bl A
7o) AR ee Sashat.
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