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A Comparison of the Efficiency of Location Estimators

in Bivariate ¢ distributionl)
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Abstract

Recent demands for representing the location of multivariate data produce various
multivariate medians such as Tukey median, Oja median and spatial median. They are
considered as multivariate versions of the median which is widely recognized as a
robust alternative to the arithmetic mean.

Many studies show that those multivariate median preserve the robustness.
However, the effectiveness of those medians is not fully identified. In this note the
relative efficiencies of the multivariate medians are investigated in various
configurations under the bivariate t-distribution. It is shown that Tukey median
outperforms the others in most configurations.
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spatial &< (Gower, 1974), Tukey ¥+ halfspace T+ (Tukey, 1975), Oja F94 (Oja,
1983), Liu £ (Liy, 1990) 5 th¥F 9] FAHFES0] AU, Bgzz AFd 98 £=
B vud FAFEY F24 2 EHAEAN g AF A5 2 ol A3 A
I Steigeret Wigderson (1992), Hettmansperger$t McKean (1998), Massé$} Plante (2001) 5
ol A ol B £ it}

MasseQ} Plantex D% AXNFAF TS v2sty] $Jste] o) ¥z AFRYE oW} ¢
TXE T 5709 o3 EXAA O¥F 94X FHF) 3&AL HuEPY. 2159 dF Ag:
‘4%“* oY EXANA FAHAFES] AL BHZE AT ) vuIFAT, AT AHeR
NFREE EF 5 NP EXod 2y g RS g A An@AE 2
= Ho] dutHelnz 59 dF AFYE ags d&drdE FEs ddn s & WS
E Y AHAAe G H-’F] B U7 wWio] JBEAL WHEe mE FAFE
E&4e vnd Favt ddx Addd

2 AFdAME oluiF ¢t BXE ]%3}04 4718 Tukey. Oja, Spatiald] thd s 949 F2
e 84S BHZE AF=2 T3 "IN E . 2 e B QT4 OFA 2 g9
F FAEA W 7iestd i, 3 ollAE Monte-Carlo studyE 913 23848 2 vawgyes
dEslgth =% 4 HolMEe éﬁﬂ 23 Moz duF HX FHFEL] F&L FolE 29
o g AfE A ad

2. g X FA4F
2.1. Tukey 5915

dAF FAY M ABAA Hoe A5 F EHE AL AASe AR, o] HYE o]
88t Conwex hull peeling ¥H2 vlA% EZFF(convex set)o] F& #H7A HALEEHF
(convex hul)g HHE-Ho T AAsE Woltl a2y o] By E ZFdxed AFghd J3FL v
A HB2 FHFE AHEE7ds A AU

Hotelling(1929)2 dWF FAFE IF Ao AN A7 Hd+E Fagste Holgdn
98 m, o]gF AoE Tukey(1975)0] o&] Yoz Aural=E YLt Tukey 294 T
Y(halfspace) 595 Tukeyol 213f Hod g Zol(halfspace depth)ol] & ttdF FY¢
g FaiA Hed, H274A o] viEW ZolE AAEr] 93 {88 daEFol /N Wil
a1 AHEE AlF Aotk 28y Rousseeuw and Ruts (1996), Rousseeuw®} Ruts (1998),
Rousseeuw and Struyf (1998)¢] &3] nAAA A e A dngFol AAFH H 2o
Mg ZQA AHEEHI e O F ST

Tukeyol 93] Bold k3 23 ¥ (closed halfspace)e 9] xRl oisf

Hlx,u]l={yeR*: «'y>w'x}

9 o) APt & uelU, U={ucsR* :|ul=1}clth 974 |-|= F2d¢ 5 Ue

ok §8 o BXES FolA xo] ©HEW dole
HD(x) = inf ,eF(Hlx, ul)
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¢ o] Hes v Rousseeuw®t Ruts (1999)] 2i8td  HDS 4 sH(supremum)o] &A1t
v, Tukey®E ©] 28 £X F9 FTHTE FYsgu. &, Tukeyd FH5FE
T(F)= "% HD(x)
oF o] Beojdrt
EE Tukey T4t EE EXT(empirical distribution function) F,&tx & o}, T(F,)<&
2ye goEY. T(F)e 9uxez 99ez w49 ¢ 4ed, o 999 wed FIRE
g3le] BB Tukey 452 Hogo
B2 g¥F Aad B9, 449 3 29 Tukeyd] Hole z9 2
o A% e AEge + F A2 gol ot ohiF A5 A9de &
FAA UdERE Bl EXsis AREY F F AL #oE HFod & 2
dojel 5 H Alolg dAASY UFoAe F Hdd A Y e F AL #ol Holvt
AHE 4}

ol 29 13 Zo] vebd &+ ok &, agdiMet 2ol et k U

o]Ato] = 9How SuM(contour)}d THE F Ued, o E14 F MR AFA UE T4
2 Tukey 594 4902 Gt
ol21g ool Wty BE AT AUXT A ooz U Tukey FHTY olF
Aoty 181t} Ruts and Rousseeuw(1996)2 oWzl A Tukey ZolE AAste ¢33

22 Oja 95

0ja(1983)s YHEFNN EX—x8& HzsAN7e xeR 7 454 Fd Hdaaoh F,
IX—2ls X9 x23 202 3 939 ASd29 dolojug oF yFez A k3t
Ao el AZA2E Sy, ..y BAE My, vy B2 8 W EA(X,,....Xex)E &
23 A7)E xeR7 Oja 942 A4gdd o8 o2 vy
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O(F)= arg;nax fA(xl,...,xk,x)dFk(xl,...,xk)

s 2ol Ry,

o]l 4 gE BXHSF F,o 94

O(F,) = 28MaX L Sax o X)) ® 1<iCoCigsn
(¥

o o] #4482 & 3tk F, FE Oja $HFE O(F,°] fth Ojast Niinimaa (1985)e) <5}
W g0l A5 W, O(F)e fudtttn sdn @k fdaA ge 3¢ O(F)e Age =
% B2 ¥ (convex polygon)e] ®Tti 3w, o] F$ EE Oja FAFE B2 uye FYde
2 Ao g},

2.3 Spatial 95
L, 9815 B« spatial T 243 Hoo] o3 Ho=

S(F)= argmax flx—yldF(y)

B EE XA spatial T-ﬂ T Y &S g oy oA d9
T 28 HEEHA(scale 1nvariant)% ZEA Zg Aoz g o

n

3. Monte Carlo 9+

B ATE 9XNRs 2PFORA 2 FoM GAY oldl s EE oy 39450 28y
7o B84 T A BHOE SH; YUk ZW2E FRFo2A BE 39559 54
& oY sasd A7 o3 on & deid Y HOoB W2EH e ZAE B AT
A A9 s

VAFA A ANRS F4FOR EE FAFS ERPT vl nedel e FeE
2o west Fee READ FeA Yok of B¢ BEY BRiel 2 g 24 Ho} E2Y
v:u 5840 WohAt ARE A Frh ol Wit FAFE REae A7%E wAU ¥

U YEAT ez JuHes FEYFI Wt & TE4L 2¢ F Ao

tEEE AHE7F AR we} mY $Ro) oF FHE IALE PIeVY 1 mel: 34
QoiA AFEA FHUY W @St A Qe AFLIE Wststel Aok Iz 2 AT
At ¢ REE Adste 239 Roel wet BEF FASE T4l P WsseAE

aFeo
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3l ol¥Ft ¥X

A= 1 9EF ¢ BEE ZHAEEE 17 S FHE EXojn IFEIANE BF7
I Zite] EAsA] FE BER AN EF —’i‘—gooi BEEYFTE FoH oz Fe T84 2
ok 23y ?J_bﬂak EE—%‘-H#?J BEAE ZEAAE dAYCl BE FTHAF dxdw £

el Re %aﬁaﬁ+ﬁ,wﬂr4:“}%*%_f

2 Fojx7] Wgd EEFAFY 1&e FAFIN PES FS(density)? WS BHF #A
ek,

RS BAL AFES 3 o) PAAT AWt AFES | B 22 B BERARH F9

]

.
Fo g4 vaE Tousth #H ARE 3 ol deld % AL ol TH RE FH4
24 2% ERYFE BAS vEed T¥ 4UELL ¥ 13 2o ol dd@ A4ES 5

N 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
A a S

Var(X,,)/ Var(X) 0.617 0.889 1.041 1.138 1206 1254 1291 1321

ol E EAHIE AHgd EEFTATY Hddagol 1 En 7AA EE2HTH v Nt BFe F

€2 2 Rod YERth 2 de] i F FHFEL d¥F FAFEY YtYolng 28F ¢

BXNAME Hlxd EAS S AR oid.
Johnson # Kotz (1972)o14 Fold F WA f39 ¢t EXs F A5y AAAAE AWLE
o FBAFE o433l HogHuz FadAd did oldrt AR 4k I¥ olfE R
F tEXY

Agle T WA f99 ¢ REE AHSSIE @k mebd moAYel Ba g ou
g ws7] 9% ¢nIFL GeH 2o
Fus 2% 2,2 DET

3

32 =
=~ H k=3
2 fRYE w2y SEHSFE O

X1=Zl/V (31/f1)
Xz":Zz/V (Sz/fz)
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32 2¥WY 2 584 Ex

2 AFAE ol dY t RES FHOE AU ST, YN geiE T AeBAN
= ABe] WAHNE 2AHE SHYth 5, Boddel et 2L F 120679 ZAA 10003
o wEe Fatel WAy FAUL T

FE2271(n) 20, 30, 50, 100

fla 1 10003

ArEL(df) ¢ 1, 2, 3, 5, 10, 15, 20, 30, 50
AfE20df) 1 1, 2, 3,5, 10, 15, 20, 30, 50
FEAT(r) 0,025 05, 075

Rousseeuw and Ruts(1998) Tukey Z°lE Asle ¢ EFE A Hst4 3, Rousseeuw and
Ruts(1998)ell A} Tukey FHAFTE T3te ¢idgFo] AAHANCERE RALPAAANA Had &
2 Tukey FTAF AN olg9 FuIFL wWEVIZ2 9. E Oja FAFE AS 277
(Niinimaa®} Oja, 1992)& ©]&3}% 1, Spatial Y+ AS 143 (Rousseeuw$} Ruts, 1996)S ©]
g3t

FA%0 FEAHAL BT HWHFLA PH(Mean Squared Error Matrix)oll 23] #7}s]ojof
oz vtE H¥S Fito PWHEFA PBE FHAAG F, HAEF 69 FHF, T #
NP FoRs MSE(T)=E(T—6(T—0) 22 A=Y Ago AlLd £X9 YJAEFE
BEE (olmz ol MSE(T)=E(TT)% 2ol betd & Aot T, WA w5 738 T
o] gtoletd HWH A PH L

MSE (T)= 1000 = VT
o & FA"E & vk BATEAYP] FPAL gukst Ao oulF FERFY 43
712 YehlE sue NEZ ALHE2 oAU|dNE 83 T agyde | MSE|?ez 23
st

4. 232 4 944

TEHA, EE Oja %‘-?‘]-’F, B E Spatial FAF, BE Tukey Y5 39 Monte-Carlo d
2 g8 Avte] dEE ¥ 29 Zu sy ATl AHEE .’I‘_Zi—‘é—-% % 1296708 EE ol &
a AS, A7 Ao "H—r olFYA BEo A¥gAHE FEJ + aygs Zol Yehir®
st} Rousseeuw (1998) FolA Tukey THFE vl$ EHZESR -r]i] ZRZo 7 FLAO
=tz sgoeng agdME Tukey A5 et 2 FAHAFES] JNa &2 FASA
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<® 20 n=230,r=0.5,d, =5 g A7H>

n rho df dfy Mean Oja Spatial Tukey
30 0.5 5 1 70.0066 0.0686 0.8610 0.0682
30 0.5 5 2 0.1531 0.0560 0.0561 0.0570
30 0.5 5 3 0.0689 0.0504 0.0513 0.0509
30 0.5 5 5 0.0511 0.0462 0.0464 0.0468
30 0.5 5 10 0.0418 0.0422 0.0422 0.0424
30 0.5 5 15 0.0428 0.0422 0.0431 0.0418
30 0.5 5 20 0.0411 0.0423 0.0418 0.0420
30 0.5 5 30 0.0391 0.0413 0.0415 0.0414
30 0.5 5 50 0.0418 0.0442 0.0441 0.0437

2t aYge BEAN p, ABAT , o)EF ¢t BEXY A WA dfio]l FoARE W, F A F
F% dfy7t B3E W 471A FAHZFEY E&E FAEY ZBE oldsty] 4=E o
B2 $2¢d 2¥L A9rd, O AldANe BRIV 20013 FBAFY o) 0259 W
Spatial 949 &AL Tukey T vlustd vz AY o Z&Holde RS ¢ + U
A, 29 AN E BEA7ZE 30012 AL Fol 0759 W Tukey THT7H FFH| 2
Oja FY4% o9 H|4F AL Bolm JUTH = 2F A3ANE EEZ7|7F 500]2 8
F9 go] 0.75¢ ), Oja FU+E Tukey FHT vHlxsA YawAL §% AFE7F 19
A9l 23 ZLAS U3 Uk W Y Aol BRIV 10001 A@AFE 0259
BE 2957 A JEARE &9 AFEr 1Y WE Tukey $TAT7E £€4Q0 RAe=
232373

ol4e] A#RE aostd gy 2L FEFT FRE & T UM

A

Y

o>

L Zzel AfEF B 50149 A¥
soletel %% EEHFL EE ohd

2 Tukey 3914 Aol RE Aol B vy FA5ug d¥H ez yehath
3. ABASY Fol Z Wl Oja FU47F E&AIAY, & ASole Spatial FAF7 &
(o)

4 E2AJF 300)5t0ln ABASY gol A B¢ WE spatial FAFE Tukey FAFS
H&a AL o Z&Helth
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