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Outlier Tests in Sample Surveys!?

Pyong Namkung?), Joon Suk Lee3)

Abstract

In this paper, we considered three methods for outlier identification in sample
surveys. First, we studied method of handling and adjusting outliers in normal
population. Second, we studied existing methods using mean, maximum and minimum
and proposed a test using of median which well reflects characteristic of data
regardless of sampling distribution. Finally, we showed our test using median works
better than Dixon and mean test through simulation.
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3 Solate] FFo die AA7AY FE A FE FANERFH @ HIEY st Sl
S BASAY T AP B A7 JAFHL = Ao, o) Zo] FEAR WE 2
E7F €A JA FAY 2R gEA dATY, Solge] Ade RASsHA d Aoy Herp &
A 235 AFTsA € Aol

b FEZALNA Holgg Wdstn AAsE Ry oln dwtstd ZEd i A+ F
ARAEZZE obddete Eolgk A4S 2o A AH&sta &8 5 U= W Ay A7t
79

2 dFdAE AR, 4F ARE o83 7€ YHEY B8 9FE HEMN B3 A, 5]

g dAMEoE FFod Aulgt Teln ALS o §sHE J1FY WWAE By HEAR B
29 AXejRo] Al AFARY 5L F WP U= FAFE olgE A2 P

o Adea A, EAUHE Fohe] A2 AT Y /) PE vw AEste] 4o
22T 47 Bolgte BUT 4 Ut Holg AP ALk

2. AtELAA Y Solgk

2.1 A RLEAA Eolgke AGEA

AFEZAAN Eeolgte] A g AAY 75 ae A &892y Dixon(1950) 2
Grubbs(1950) Gl EHFEP & A¢d A= Dixond] F 74 EFEIL t&3 2o

(1) 28 A F# )% 2% (mean-shift model)
Ny ,0*) =Nu+2 ,d)
(2) 23 B : ¥4 B E ¥ (variance-inflation model)
My 6 =My, d*d) a1
2.2 5olgt9 =4

(1) L-F4%
FAEAE X0, X@, X 7t5%e =489 Solgd =33,

T= lg“ﬂ,'X(,) , 2.1
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o] %o Tukey(1960)= Hels} 71 ZA$ HoxEu FY47 B 28AYL Bgoy
Hodges®} Lehmann(1963)& &3 & 2L FAFE AASGAH.

T= medz'an(%(Xﬂ- X) . 1<i<i<n) 2.2)

@ M-F4%
Ao EAGFE AFROE el Solghe 2AHE PUOR Huber(1964)7h ZW2E F7
29 Az W2 ATk

T=20(X,—T), (2.3)

A7IM e AT

(3) FA A AANH

Dixon(1953)& o1& 7b< Fele] Pt s F95e FATAFLAE wusted Solgt AA M3}
AA Fo FFAZLAE WA H, Guitman(1967)F  Smith(1969, 1971)5 0] %4ko] 2eia
A3 R I A Holgel EARE A BE ATF 909 Guitman(1973) EE)
o F A olge Eolzkel Y& AT BRI

3. 71&9 Solat A4 EH

Solgt AAA d3td Mckay(1936)E EXFHAES €3 e Aol FE3 FER T z10]
(Xm—X) /08 E¥XE o]g38om, Thompson(1935)L T F 8%k (studentized  residual)
r=(X;-X)/0 9 25 #x39=d 25 02" r/(n-1-H? 7} A4E n—-19 ¢
E¥XE UEE B2
%8, Pearson ¥ Chandra Sekar(1936)7} Thompsond] 7|&eo] Eolzts @HAd=d w$ &4
Foz

e 2o, Grubbs(1950)= 79 A& 2EE A =8t HAFA

S%/SP=1-22/(n—1) (3.1)

A r=max(r), 8= J(X-T% Si=B(Xo~ Xt Xu= B X (n-1).

=% Dixon® ¥ 7 & F A Bolzk BAE A8 WA #g AAsA F,
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Xop—X i =
1 710=% ; 3 MY Belgk X,

‘.((3) ‘.i(lz . 6] =
2) ry= X(n) X(l) 7 Y Bt X L X,

3H¥, Barnett(1992), Barnett®} Roberts(1993) Solat AR o2 o3 e ¥ E A
4k &, By FE2REH EE2ar7t ned doddiiE s 553 AS8dM Eojgte
AN 2y T MRS, BT BEEE AAEE, 04EF, AFEEE /MY 18a
FRAGAMY Eolgt Aoz sy E¥ we HF S oAU AR A, I
# & o)&3te WS AMRE A

3.1 2AG F7b N(u,o02)Q BS

= U (39 B8 AR) (32)
o= “E—=l=l | (Dixon $AFE o 83E F9) (33)
n, 1
the = X T X(n-2) , (x(n_l)o]]}\-] masking® W DixonZ Al F & o] &3st= 2-%) (34)

Xy — X

32 A9 F7t U(ae, b)) BF-

ty = %‘CJ()_—_";C(T-)IL (Dixon BAFE o] &3t= A$) (35)

t = i}g%{ﬁ , (2(n—°1 A masking® ™ DixonEAZE o] &3t= A$) (36)

= FESEesd  (Fag ah 2R D) (3.7)

143
33 2389 F7l Exp (W) 85

_ e (38)
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te = —%3)‘—_";57)1 (Dixon A% o] &3t= %9 (3.9
Dixon £ %% ol&at= A% A(33), 435 12x AEY= 2L Heou 2z e B
o thE JAZe R

4. TATE o/ 49 St AA WY

Eolzk Aol glol AT EAUS sHgsttgE Ady EEol F 3L &9 wgos Aa
193 A2E EHAR Ak A4, AREALOS WTE ALITY HAT 2o A4S 9
FE 2AY ¢ AL, AT BF T AU FAFE AsdThd 2D 2ol AP A% 3
A 5 dn wok Y APEARE 7 5 Ao

A2E Bolgk AAYHL Az HAUH x,dH FH4F x5 # S Tippett(1925)2) A <)
oA 98 s2 v AAsAZeR ded 2.

= 2= F (394% o8 FuY EEs A (4D

A7 s=(x(y—x /4.

Agd FHATE o8 Holgk AATAFE 71T AHS vuEy] st T} 2AAN
ELdYS ¥ F, 4T ARE 04T /&Y A vu AE}Y Ruz d,

5. o 43

Dixon® 7AAQ BAH, HTE ol4% AA FAY agdx
71 & AgAW 330 fE AMAHAA 3} g7t Aujd &
3718 3022 st 7503 24y sad.

EE37 #n=30¥ W Dixon®] AAZETAZ, & o4 AAFAH 281 FY5E 0|88
ARFAZFES b3 2o

THTFE ol 8T HAFAZE T3
A AEY w2tz 800/ F E

(1) Dixon®] AA FAF

— XWX 374485

t
b Xim) —X()
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(2) BE& ol 8T AR FAZF

(3 THTE o) 8T HAY FAF

t,,,z% = 3.808455

oq 7] A s=(x(n)—x(1))/4.

=%, 7129} Dixon 447 BT 24& 98 AARH wmas] st foA5E 5% 1%
A FA% AR A% AARE BEAY] a=3%H n=3074 27 1,000s8le] meAYPL A
Astel FE A7t E 519 2ok

# 51 Dixon TAFH HH, THTE &3 YA
Eis

Dixon &A% e = T
. 5% 1% 5% 1% 5% 1%
3 0.941 0.988 115 1.15 3.69 3.93
4 0.765 0.889 1.46 1.49 3.40 3.82
5 0.642 0.780 1.67 1.75 3.37 3.71
6 0.560 0.698 1.82 1.94 3.20 351
7 0.507 0.637 1.94 2.10 3.11 3.49
8 0.468 0.590 2.03 2.22 3.01 3.39
9 0.437 0.555 2.11 2.32 3.00 3.27
10 0.412 0.527 2.18 241 2.38 3.21
12 0.376 0.482 2.29 2.95 2.84 3.15
14 0.349 0.450 2.37 266 2.79 3.10
15 0.329 0.426 241 271 2.78 3.08
16 0.313 0.407 244 2.75 2.73 3.06
18 0.300 0.391 2.50 2.82 2.71 294
20 0.277 0.362 2.56 2.88 2.67 2.92
30 0.260 0.341 2.74 3.10 2.60 2.87

He B3E AEd FEHY BolF xnol THE ARAA 78 HBEAZ F Dixond
FAFH THAFE 18T AATAFE x»°l Boldt ¥& EAFa o, H7g o8 A
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BEAZE A a=0.0194 x»°l Folgt d& BAFA XS & ¢ vt ol FEHQY
Folgkel BTl "o‘“‘?} FEE vANa o] HHo] BRI 54L& F wYEA R e
Aoz dddnt wM ojgd A HFFE o8 AAFFAY BrdE Dixon, & FHF
£ o83 AATAZF Ab&o] utgA Y Aojrh, ARAow YD F XUt ol dFon 43
A ASAJE B¢ TAFE AHEste o] 23d S4E & wtgsvey Bojgs #ud £
S Aot}

a9 512 S92 Eolgto] XY Ar sl2EaHn,
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a9 53 Jog o] &Y AAFTATZF sxEaY
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1% 54 FHTE 088 FAATAZTY sj22aY

6. 4 &

492y ol Solde Auaa Solgd 9 A8 A7 A2 FEAA 252
gov, ERZAIAY Eolgt AAYd dF ATE BeeR e AHolth Wy RE
Aol Bans Taddl vFel B W Holg A4BE hY AT BeAY Aoz Adud

WA, FA4E ol 43T Solz AL 24F FRZAIN 255 FEa7] Ao Solgg
gagozn F2e) AR/ P4 B Aold, A4l A= FHE AFEA @ Aol

4, Bt HAulg, H2ze olgdE e AR Pyol vld FHFE 8PN ¥
Bxze] B¥e wAe] ARHoD 4/ 84T & At FUE ATTORA REzAIA
Bolzhe uT A AdWE 4 UA B AolT
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