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Resampling-based Test of Hypothesis in L;-Regressionl)

Bu-Yong Kim?2)
Abstract

L, -estimator in the linear regression model is widely recognized to have superior
robustness in the presence of vertical outliers. While the Z;-estimation procedures and

algorithms have been developed quite well, less progress has been made with the
hypothesis test in the multiple [;-regression. This article suggests computer-intensive
resampling approaches, jackknife and bootstrap methods, to estimating the variance of
L -estimator and the scale parameter that are required to compute the test statistics.

Monte Carlo simulation studies are performed to measure the power of tests in small
samples. The simulation results indicate that bootstrap estimation method is the most
powerful one when it is employed to the likelihood ratio test.
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ARMAE FFHo)FHo] XgdE A H2AFFAHA(L-FHEYG 2BHIET F32
Li-%3& AHgste IALAE vk L-FHFS NFIARY y=X0 +e (y= naAd 3%
F WE, X= nXpae Au¥s PF, g pAe] B HH, ev AZ SHFHolL 7HFe] 0
QA RE FE BEE nAe & AE)AA oA WE 9 Li-norme A,

S5B)=ly-x8 1|, (1.1)
& Haisgee g Aoddnt Li-FAFL 237} Laplacedt Cauchy® X9 Zol FHE ngE
Ze BYXE g2t A% L-FAFERG Auldoz g&4o] ot AbHo] Rosenberg and
Carlson(1977)% Dielman and Pfaffenberger(1982)ell ola @&t 53] 2319l X7t Laplace

X Aol L-FA%e A954%0 383 dNevhs 53¢ A3 gk
Kim(1995)& Li-33 %9 2H2ES 54¢ o2Hoz Asard, F3o14de o L-
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=A% BAHE (n—p)RnosA T8 ZH2E FAJFEWF
3t , Bassett and Koenker(1978)7F 818 Wl Li-FA el IAZ X E uleo 2 Koenker(1987)
9} Dielman and Pfaffenberger(1990, 1992)= Li-3Ad A9 71 AR EE AgstAaet. o)g g ol
£3 gAdo 3ol Li-FAENe] ¥ ALEHT e, AR AP Q& 259 Zo] A

¥

o(l

JHe TFYA ¥3 FHFHT EAsE A5 L-AARHE AgstE Aol BysT
g ¢ Yo BE, FHAT THEY Z3) $AMol L-FHVF & LMS-FHo LTS-
4o ¢ FALNES T FE AN, o) 45 MFL £ FAY F8o) 33 #yuUA
e Afoln $490ASE ALEER0) AUAez Wl AE) L-aARAE Az

3% (119 33 £4& sds3ly] g3 dugFEel MEEHAed F2 AFAYY F
oS Agstan oh. dEZHQA dZA Barrodale and Roberts(1973)9} Armstrong et al
(1979)¢] dmgFo| o] WFo £33t & Py o L-¥udFOo2E Schlossmacher(1973) <}
Wesolowsky(1981)7F A|¢tst A Eo] At}h. 3H Sherali, Skarpness and Kim(1988)2 H] o] € v}o]
Jollxer o] FAAZY RV & ASd AL & AxE HYFH =W (linear scaling
transformation) S 243l ANEZLEAE NAE L-2d33dEHE /MR e, Kim(1998)& A3
SAH AP AgxrAol Foi3 gAY L-dugdES AdstA

ol¢} o] Li-FA Yol duFol BT ATFE 4F3 oFAYATN AHAA B AT
T Bol olFoiAA &gt7] Wi L-3AEA ] L-IARMNE g AEHA F1n e 4
Aotk Li-3 A AP durd o Waldd A, $EWAAT LagrangesFHAE 5§ A&
Hed, Waldd 33 $2udAY HATAF &g 737 HiAs A=RS$E FA&
Cox and Hinkley(1974)9} McKean and Schrader(1987) HEEF FAHAYS AR en o

d FARES /MEAAA FHEste Wetd #d AFEo] Wol o]FoHh gy JERSF

7@”“’1] 3 dFES 7‘45—‘?-—’}‘- FAYUE 7P«1 EgA vl 23, MR @ A

478 E Hustdon, g dTE9]
% H]Iﬂ@]-ﬁ‘:}. Fﬂri}/ﬂ ¥ =8dME Li-g7 7H¥8Ae] A3 S
ZHe L-FAF B Hrree
A ] é‘i’l”\* S7Hdo dis M FAUE

5
SR

m}n r

o o ro fv 1

|*N nld

2. -3 A A9 7HEARAY

Bassett and Koenker(1978)& 3| AR Go|M e Li-FA%e A EXE ol8Hoz 73N
th = Im n ' XTX=Xg 9EA7= dA X (positive definite) A T7F 2A3 1, F= 9%

n—00

A4 BEoln f(F1(12)) > 00lehe A stlA L-24% o 2xe ted 2 =,
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Va(B-p) LN, e, (2.1)

Q714 A=[2f(w)]! G0 FEEFH f(u)e FAFAAY o Axgse ghold, 138
T N he QAR FREH 94L& $ETEY FY59 ZAHY Ei4g ou|dh
dutx oz Li-sAATl g dRdPride et 22 g2 444

H:RB=r, H:RB=r, (2.2)

G714 RE& A7t (£ p)Y gXp BHolxn r& ¢g-¥HELH RBE el ¢g/he FANsE
(estimable) ¥ FAHTHn 71t F2H £X QDS B}%Oi Koenker(1987)& A
7t (22)8 AR AF FAFLEZAN WalddA %—741 ¥, +=ulA3 FAFH Lagranges
TAAR FAFE AYstn BE FAF] ZAHLRE §F EXE Ers ARE FHAAY L
AR BAZEAE 27MA FHY L-FAFo] FEHed, EFESF (LDE AY2Y g 4%

-~

o Hastele #H%F f =min[S(8): 0 cF]A ¥4 Hunconstrained)F 8 F3 AFHEE
AozAoZ Z713 AFAM FAF F=min[SB),RE8 =r:8 €F]A A %(constrained)
FAR ot AR, Waldd B SAFL th&d 2ol Hgdrt

WwD=X"*(RE —r)TR(XTX) 'RT"Y(RB — ).

HAZ vAFFA ANE Aol AFFAHY AMTEHETG £7] A& v AfFA FFd utg
€ ¥ Walddd TAZFS] ALAEEEC B8 FAFERG Fdyez wue FH A EA,
FEHHAY FAZS o33 Zo] AgdEn

LR=2X"[S(B)-S(B ),

714 S(B)e RGP 4§ 2HFS (119 gAY AFEA RB=ro 98 228 =
Po Mol @t wWee L-normolx, S(B)e wlAFEAA & (L1 Y gAngoan
g 7 za 9ge Li-normdl 2@t $EHSAFE HAGFAFH ARFAFE TAA
S7sEE Adagdol /g we FAZolE & £ Utk AA, Lagranges A4 EAFE Al
FZH o o L-2H 35 BAE(gradient)o] vIEHE T3 vhent o] Fojd@r),

7

LM=ngT(XTX)'RTR(XTX) 'RTIT'R(XTX)!

A71A g =nV2XTh, by = sgn(y, —=TF ), ole 42 Xo} i-¥A BN E WP A
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FRA %G HE3E LagrangesF FAFY AT EAN L WaldsAZFERY ot &#, Lagrange
T FAFLS U BAZEFSE 98 J=ESF A FAAY L-FHFY BAFAAE &7
A gete EAE 2y, 28y Lagrangesd AAYES =ddte BE FAFAES T4
AP & oks dHE A3 Y] WE o] &0 Bon Hrikdn

ool 271A 71B7tAT @4 RB =r+Ry/Vnd BAE e v €RP7

7l2 2=H9W WaldsA%=s $=uEA % 2283 Lagranges T B A& ‘7’1-1'7]'@ 3}°3 e &
Ao yP(g) BEE w23, Fa(loca) WI/ML: RB=r +R7/ﬁ ol wARF7
1/=1/(n/\2)'yTRT[R(XTX)_lRT]"lR'y?l Y (g) BEE ZAHH oz gatE Aol Koenker
(1987)ell ols] FTHHIAT. W, P (22)9 B¢ FH, H:Bp=0, H:B=0
(E=1{1,2,...,p,}, Dy ép)% AR 98 TAFEC] vz nud Y2 ¥ 5 I,

Koenker(1987)= ] % %9 AREAZS AT ol q 250z ¥ (p) EEE BEds
AR F@egth Tew A } SRty Hstn APUEY AAYe P 2P e
BAEH, & T2 A$ AAHo wEAHA] £ F£FYL Holx o3 EAHE HZAs7]
d3kel AE HAY WHoE FHRE Ao Fadns Fe FRAYG
3. L5339 &4 =39
Walddd SAZ% $EN44 AR ASESF AE TS| g2 o|F Fgsiol @
AE flu)dl EHol7] o oxpe] B g 710l 2 FE A2 Cox and Hinkley(1974)&

e X i 7FAo] glo] A E FAY 4+ Y WHE AUdsHt o Wy E¥XFd
(distribution-free) A2 F7+e] T &3 AT E vlgo 2 A& FAZY, =,

X =n(eq) —ee)2E—s)]" (3.1)

G714 e )& SASE L-RAE dulEy, 9 s gozE R FHAF AZZRE F$
Aoz 41 &L F < AE3. Dielman and Pfaffenberger(1990)= Z oA d< F3ld
AEAZFEY EAS AT Etﬂ Cox-Hinkley A HE& A&s v @AY Waldd A Bt
Lagranges 3789 AA Yol ¢Fittn Aot v Ay &9 E4& AHs FAHE
JE ASAE Lagranges 5 AR SERAAZL FAZHA JAA A Aelrt gz HHH.
HA, Sp051to and Tveite(1986)= t=[n2]+v, s=[n2]l—v, v=(1,2)[6n], § € (0,1) ([.]&
AT s —4“]?)9} Zol ts} s9 e AAL RS AANA oY s3] AAHol o FHolgt
‘I’} i it} £3] Dielman and Pfaffenberger(1990)c #& X9 47} 2L H$ t9 s
o uj$ & 9¢e FohE AMEE BT A, QD g3 AE FH}e AR
1| A = gled, ofd AdE ep) Z eyt 2 WA tE 14 F7t
ZaA7lE WHE A E3loF gt

o x

fo rlr B rﬂ';
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Cox-Hinkley =A% (3.1)& McKean and Schrader(1987)e] 93] A=At & Li-FHd 9
8 7% 2AE Fole 2 3] 02 AS(EMo] Ror2 o AREL AYT ¥ n'=n—c
Aol BAA {ey, ..., e,1& B2 T3} Fo] AE FAT AL AL

X = \/T_’/'(é(n—r+l)_é(r))(Qza/?)_lr r= [(n’+1)/2—_ a/2 Vn; 4]: (3.2)

AN e em_pyyE 09 FAE AYJstn NS rdAt n—r+ 184 L-Aolx []
e AdASRF Y, oo FHAE 0050 &4, 32)e) AT AFA AFINE e,y =€
Q Aol HAY £ d, o¥ B e, Fery’t B @AA r& 18 FAAA Utof
3ttt Dielman and Rose(1997)& A9 AW 224 McKean-Schrader W& 83l HAH S
v 2 3tQ e LagrangesF A AT WalddAuoh $euldA9 AAHo] e A4S Hg
Cox-Hinkley & %o\ McKean-Schrader 3o 93] A7t :R3HR L-FA g RALL
V(E) =2 (XTx)'2 24" 5 vt 28l Cox-Hinkley %7 ]y} McKean-Schrader 7l
e oz 2HeS 5101 AdEe ot ag] Az wet A9 FAX L F3] BEA
= A7 o, olzd FAYP wi'S £ /AP AAHYo] HFAYHA X}
7FA S Q). ojd EAEE A -1475}04 AFEYHA Ao Ty} RAE
~ZA o BHAZA HL3tuat gt

Quenouille(1949)0] | ¢tdr Arjol =yl & EA 8t o8] JHA E&4H Jed, FHHFY
HFag FAsed 83 dyez g8y 53], AU ZFAHLE 2HAES Wyolr] g
of Li-FA%e Eig -’]‘—73‘3}"5'3] 49 -’F— At Arjolzuiye FA o] EHE —'4'9)(5}7]

-%V(B})° Aol zAHgFoz ALY F ot HYolZyyd A k=1 A" (delete-1’
YUolZ)g &3] AHsed ZAG EXd did YA s EC] FEHHE AFAA A
woelgtn d2A it (Rao and Webster, 1966). 18]y} FA o] & oia] v|&rtsd g
7b old A$ole dXNFAFo] @ £ ¢ud dEHA A7t FEFASFY B AyolmEA
Zo|t} (Efron and Tibshirani, 1993). w&tA ‘delete-1’ ¥ th4lol ‘delete-k (0 < k< n) A}
olZutel & e 4 g, of WA= ‘delete-1’ HYo|ZF e Hjste Hot FEAT U
AEAFES 48 F Yok QA ‘delete-k' Aol Ty thgd Fvh F oW A5 kol o
WM d=n—ket &3 S= {1,.,n}e REAGIH 77 dSbx st s = {iy,..,0,} € S0l
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~

Mo L-24%g f2 59 V(B,)9 ‘delete-k AtolTFA e thest gt
V@ﬁk(dm*@ (Bu=N7 3 Bu i=12p
714 N& FEARY F A4E guigdd. 3FH Furno(1998)& Li-normol] ¥l&ES £ FAH,
@>K=k[n<k+1>m-lsgﬁ Ba=B i=12p,

2 V(B) Adelz3gRoz AUdsAth 2dd oldd FAYWEL ko 27 wekA Hd)
& EFe Aol eFddE FAE HAL Uk oldd dHS FEEY] st ZF2EFPTY
& L-FAFe B354 &4snA 3

Efron(1979)0] At Z2EWAWYP S & 02 HE m(Efron and Tibshirani(1993) m< =2
718 2520002 AA3E Aol AAItn )Y FHAHY FA2EYPFES HYFEE #
< g 3¢ HRE VA QY] dEo FES 4FY 2YE
—’u‘-%'}‘ﬂ EAFY EXE =29 d § JuE AN Eud
F2d R2EYRRY x BXE vg oz FAA FEo] AyHr| dio, R2EHUY
EAQET d3 @z ‘:—_}34 Aol e FFAA w$ FE3 FEYYPolzkt & F ot
BFg EXxJt o TR HIH BEXv gAY, EX g Ao g2 E
AT FAHoY /MEAAE A3t R2EJLYo] gHo] g8¥Er. 53], sARY
el BldFeAY THIAAY ZH2EZ A o] L-F4 o9 FAYYESE HLT
E o] &3ttt weEts Li-F3Fe] E4FA RrERqY S HE4F 5

r)i
y }E

of
22

R2EQIUE L3439 2AFR F44E 39 B WEE B HARYY ABA
of EAB) R REWYPAA o Angol FAHClel . IARY WY FrEY
r (8, F)& 2

Ao} st B FAFogE L-FAH o] IR FE
ot wek grh dEAldd Fe oate AFERC o FHE 5 AT
B & vtRes s A% Fe IXe AYRE Foz 243 Futo g o9 o] B,F)e
de F AARY LS A% RAEARES E2F F e, 94 4 e, 7t nild ¢ F
s} os

‘{l:

e 2
Ir
ok
L

g8 1ol HES B2ERQR (e],6,..., 60 )% 25T 28W RAE
vie y=cl8 +eo A s AAt 27 nQd mAY RAEJRLE NHEEZ3E

I, 7 RN ARE AARY y =XB +e' & 4481 Y [y —z 8|S Axsee e

-

i
lo,
S
>,
o
x
ol
o
2
ik
T

gow = ¥rEq L3284 fo 9g. f'e 78 F 1 232
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FHFe BARAA Aok L-34F B 2ES 54 489 AZEPUnE RAHA 2
ZEJPRES vFeE 228 F e, I olfE FLEJREY AFX 0] REY FHEX
pe wEw RrEQERozRE S 3% ¥ J8 Ave 3% e f 9 nrEy
BEAZ BFY F W dEIh wA fo BN V(F)Y ol4H RrEd FHFL

b~
|

—{Nl ¢

oX

ofy

Lo,

)2l FAFH & 5 gleon oL R2EJREoEZRE FAHE & Jth
o] 8¢

I
£
I
3]
e
)
ffo
b
e
2
#
3
=
&
o
o
dg

(&4 1] EEoz2¥HEH L- %zgaﬁ B% —7—3]-.'11 A e
m 2EY A HAEE e kia=
A2 B452Y BAE g T u, 3 34 AgE2 y =XF e’ DA o) wew

=
o
e

(@7 3] §ARY y' =X "+¢"8 4Asn 7 Agde R2eq L-24x g 780 1
A1 L-FA4F B4 L2EY 333 tgd 2o] Felgrh

4714 B bRA RAEHFEANY o] FH%S uidich RF2EY FHFE Ajelzw
HEO 8 F5HE Aol & 1 Z1gt, Cox-Hinkley F73%¥ o]y} McKean-Schrader F34 ¥ 1
g 2L A 870 E gHe e
A, FE2EPYU(EL Aol zdy)el] 3 Li-FAHFe Eite] FAHHE 1 AFAE nig e
2 ARES AE F *5‘5“’? HARAY HE88 4 Uk £ 4FE 9FIARE S QAR 7
HEd 5 o] AE FRY AL AQYY &

o

~

b\ =medz'an()\Aj), At V(ﬂ]) 2 (a:ﬂ——acj)z, j=1,..,p,

AN e BE XY A A 9 i A gl o E JH A e g n ey

4. 77349 nugH

M8 FolAM Lagrangessd AAE Li-FAF A #de] ¢l
Foll A At Waldd H(WD)#H +EHHZCLRITS L83t AR
Cox-Hinkley %3 McKean-Schrader #3H-& &3 o Li-53 —’l‘—

HERS AE A} PHA Aveolzwygn R2EPPE S ALt &4 A4E7% 24
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Aol =3¢ 87HA AR LYY AAEE FAE7] st Monte Carlo B4 EE AP e
g, AEsr 37090 AHaARYE S Ao ZEY Av|(n)E 2098 40& MAHAT. A
BEg X, X, 59 & Z4Z AFEE NO, D, N, 2), N2, ez23E BHsRxn, 2a4=
AFEE NO, D, FYEE: UCL5 15), 298 ATFEE CNINO, 1)-80%, N(O, 25)-20%],
Cauchy#¥: Cauchy(0, 1), ¥ 3 & Cauchy®X: [Cauchy(0, 1)| T o258 AAsAT EF9 F
e TdsA AR F AARYC wE HIRF FqE AP en, 574A AFHE S 2§
o <E 1> 22 157149 AdEe s 74T F HAEE S

<E 1> Monte Carlo 224 3d& 9435 Avg e
Ay L A B C D E F G H 1 J K L M N O

By 10 10 10:10 10 10:10 10 10 10 10 10 1.0 10 10
Prio5 10 20 10 10 10 10 10 10 05 10 20 05 10 20

B2 g
Gy {10 10 1.0:05 10 20 10 10 1.0 05 1.0 20 05 1.0 20
,33 10 10 10:10 10 10:05 10 20:10 10 10:05 10 20
AFEMA B;=0 B=0 B;=0 Bi=6,=0 P1=6,=5;=0

Zodge Hdao "dast 2 7k F83% 348 AHA ZAAAY. F, Cox- Hinkley ¥H
(CH)NA §=0.28 HE3H3, McKean-Schrader WHMS)NA o2l =Z7]&= McKean and
Schrader(1987)2} A|<tell we} 0.058 AL, R2EH FATHBDAN RAEH WHEs
me Z7]E Efron and Tibshirani(1993)7} Xﬂ?l?l He WA 1008 AEstgoen, Aoz
AYHJKA ke Ao 9 22 ZE HEse o] dutFolx gt AltFo] Ayl
o Ae A dE k=18 FEIIAADG (HAZ k=38 L= 248 27 HAY
ole F93Q Aol7F AULS). 2 Li-FAXAE Kim(1998)2] dua &S AME3te T3

Bolgye oAREY FF, BB A7), AteE 2g¥sz A4 dERIARYAY
He Agstd AW oAy BEAFE 100082 AW FAFES 5%E F839

o L-FA%e 2AE EXe WEAAT 2 470N BERE & FEo|mR ZARIOES
A4 AHEs7l Ag7] wEe 2 Avged AFIE StolA T3 FATAF AEA 1,000719
BHEAT] WD (BS54 F(observed significance level)olgtn )& YAANZ 2
At 4 ARALYHE HEdo AR E 714 A9 & VEged, 7148 Fe9 v
o] HAAYY SFAANZE FHJEU ARY SHEHAE <F 2> 4= A
Monte Carlo 248 A7E F3H oz 4317 H3td FEIJAAEHAY 2 & vigo
2 3 e 9 gFens A3 2 A4Y 2 EAFAYUE *}°]°ﬂ frel Al zkol7h A
5 e FAAYe] /M ERR &2 McKean-Schrader %
'y, Cox-Hinkley ¥4 AR 282 AARZYE FoAMe —rEHVé?‘é o] Wald4d#
° 3= Dielman and Pfaffenberger(1990)9} Dielman
MEARY 23 g F43Y, ‘BR2EH
< 2o &L ‘McKean-Schrader W3 $

JEEE it
u
S
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ZH[FA, ‘Aoz zzé-‘—} SxeudA, ‘B2EN FAHIN Waldd A, ‘McKean- Schrader W4
I Waldd &', ‘Aol & h—} WaldZ R’, ‘Cox-Hinkley ‘%‘ﬂa—} —.—EH]Z;}?@', ‘Cox-Hinkley
7} Waldd A - A9 A3EE EAh ?l*?i, Z ¥4 HAAES B3] st REA7IS A
2E EEHSE ?‘17&‘5}3 BEAHEA T gF5HuE A% éﬂr BE 239 AdoAAM HAH
BAFAY Abolo] FoAQ Aozt dn HAAYPH BAFAEY 2§ Aloldx: F4FHY
P e Aoz eyt BE BN ‘R2EY AR LEuPARY ZFe] M & A
€ BRAA, AYolx AL AR APHE B 7 E ¥ A Cauchyw E A
McKean-Schrader {2t HA o] 4 2 A= L}E}‘»‘IE} LaExe] FRE B4y
A <E 3>~<KE o FEHA

RO
N

<E 2> HAEE 2AY BT

ARYY | ATFEE | FYRE ij;g C;“;hy Ca‘iji—i 3 7

CH | 0274 0.272 0.273 0.199 0256 0255

wp MS | 0839 0.803 0.838 0.673 0714 | 0773

BT 0900 0.901 0.900 0.687 0764 | 0.830

JK 0.749 0.725 0.748 0.530 0.609 0.672

CH 0.580 0.561 0.580 0.419 0.513 0531

n MS 089 0.873 0.900 0.754 0805  0.846

BT 0.933 0.927 0.933 0.788 0.866 0.890

JK 0.891 0.879 0.891 0.729 0.807 0.840

5.4 &

AAENoIN Ao AHe] the) 2HAEF L-FAo] Ae8Ed, L-38 oy w1
= =E

of e Ao Hls) PR B ATE Bol ojFoyXA &L HAAH)s] HE B =&
AME Li-3 A 7tddAg el #ele dFsHeh Mg ez TEH]ZBIZE} Wald
AR e nEsred, MR "ot Li-FAHF Eiloly HERSo] FAYORA 7|EY
Cox-Hinkley ¥ McKean-Schrader ¥ & HESIE, o] AHEY FHAE FES7] Y34
AFEHA Aol zys RAeRYHS L-F4%F] BiaFA HLsh

Monte Carlo Zdd] o3 AAWHA EAFAHY =2FE2 AAHE FA8AY. dEd

54¢ 2t oAREE, ¥EAVE, 283 ARAS B4 ¢ A4 e Addedz 47
PHEe] ARAe 2P BARNS AFuag B9RAch BYAS, A4 2 2AFP
S Atolo] 8 Aok oW, BAFAY FAM R2ZEFPRY PP Y B
t}$-€ McKean-Schrader ' ol9lch. AvtolZ 249 e R 238l vste] Adggo) B
te B @4 PAUE Utk 227 Cox-Hinkley #io] 28 holn 713 458 3
Y9 Ao vyt @8, d8¥ FAAE $EvAge Wadd ARt FAHol EYh
FAW, F2EW FYH SENPRZYS 2¥el 1Y we PPIL Rgerd Cox-Hinkley
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Y3 Waldd Bg'sl 2ol A3 we 3R9e 2yth oA RAEY 2R A $5
PREAYol SENPAY R2EY FANE H 4ot Aol A 2AY we L-ARPY
ot & % gtk

<E 3> oAUt AFERE Aee] AR 273

n|A48¥4| A B ¢ D E F!. G H I J K L: M N O
CH| 10 17 34 12 22 39: 18 32 53 .11 20 36 .12 22 .40

WD MS| 26 75100 41 91100: 63 991.00: .36 .89 100 .46 .96 1.00
BT | 34 89 100: 54 98100: .79100100 53 99100 .69 1.00 1.00

20 JK 19 52 99 33 88100 47 98100 23 65100 .26 .79 1.00
CH| 16 37 73 23 51 8: 32 65 94 19 42 76 .17 37 67

LR MS| 36 84100 52 97100 .751001.00 .56 .98 1.00: .65 1.00 1.00
BT | 44 93100: 64 991.00: .851.00100; .72 1.00 1.00 .85 1.00 1.00

JK | 36 85100 51 981.00: .741.001.00: 46 .98 1.00 .54 1.00 1.00

CH | 13 26 42 20 3 58: 16 30 47 14 26 42 13 23 .39

WD MS| 54 97100 .78 1.001.00: .92 1.001.00 .69 1.00 1.00: .65 1.00 1.00
BT | 66 1.001.00: .89 1.001.00: .98 1.001.00: .84 1.00 1.00: .87 1.00 1.00

40 JK | 30 87100 581.001.00: .821.00100: .35 .96 1.00: .33 .94 1.00
CH| 21 52 8: 37 79 99: 41 8 99 31 68 95: 39 .76 .96

LR MS| 61 99100 871.00100; .96 1.001.00 .92 1.00 1.00: 1.00 1.00 1.00
BT | 69100100 .921001.00: 991.001.00: .98 1.00 1.00 @ 1.00 1.00 1.00

JK 57 99100; 87100100; 97100100: .92100100: 1.00 1.00 1.00

<E 4> A7 YR ¥ AL AARAHY

BN

A2

He

n| | Z¥Y¥Y | A B C. D E F G HTIT:. J K L:i M N O
CH| 10 17 31 13 25 44 16 .29 52 10 18 34 11 .19 .36

WD MS| 23 67100 32 871.00: .62 1.001.00: .31 .86100: .39 .941.00
BT | 42 92100 5 991.00: .821.00100: .571.001.00 .75 1.00 1.00

20 JK 17 49100 30 82100 46 98100: 22 67100 .27 .79 1.00
CH | 12 26 57 21 50 88: 31 67 94 .15 36 68 .17 37 .69

IR MS | 27 81100: 42 98100: .741.001.00: .39 .98 1.00 .56 1.00 1.00
BT | 38 94100 .641.001.00: .89 1.001.00: .67 1.00 1.00: .85 1.00 1.00

JK 25 81100: 48 .99 1.00: .80 1.001.00:. 42 99 1.00: .53 1.00 1.00

CH | 12 23 42 16 32 54: 19 36 57 13 26 46 .12 23 41

WD MS | 39 94100 691001.00: .8 1.001.00: 52 99100 50 .99 1.00
BT | 60 99100 : .8 1.001.00: .951.00100: .79 1.001.00: .82 1.00 1.00

40 JK 26 77100: 52 99100 .69 1001.00: 32 .89100: .28 .85 1.00
CH | 21 5 93: 30 69 9: 41 82 99: 30 64 94 43 .79 98

LR MS | 46 99100: 79100100 .94 1.001.00: .87 1.00 1.00: 1.00 1.00 1.00
BT | 62100100 87100100 .99 1.001.00: .96 1.00 1.00 @ 1.00 1.00 1.00

JK | 49100100 .79 1.001.00 .96 1.00 1.00 : .87 1.00 1.00 ; 1.00 1.00 1.00
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<E 5> A7} 049 AFEXA AL HAY FHA
J

AZ4E | A B C. D E F G H 1 K L M N O
CH} 10 17 34 11 .22 39 .18 32 53 .10 20 .36 .12 22 40

WD MS| 26 75100 41 91100 .63 99100 .36 .891.00 .46 .96 1.00
BT | 34 89100 54 98100: .791.00100: 53 .99 1.00 .69 1.00 1.00

20 JK | 19 52 99: 33 8100 47 983100: 23 65100 .26 .79 1.00
CH| .16 37 73: 23 51 8 32 65 94 .19 42 76 .17 .31 67

LR MS|{ .36 8100 52 971.00: .751.00100: 57 .98 100 .65 1.00 1.00
BT | 4 93100 64 .99100: .851.001.00: .72 1.00 1.00: .85 1.00 1.00

JK | 36 8100 51 98100 74100100 .46 .98 1.00 .54 1.00 1.00

CH| 13 26 42 20 35 58: 16 30 47 .14 26 42 .12 23 .39

— MS| 54 97100 78 1.001.00: .92 1.00 1.00: .69 1.00 1.00 | .65 1.00 1.00
BT | 661.00100: .89 1.001.00: .98 1.00 1.00 .84 1.00 1.00 .87 1.00 1.00

0 JK | 30 87100: 581.001.00: .82100100: .35 96100 .33 .94 1.00
CH| 21 52 8 37 79 99 4 8 99 31 68 95 .39 .76 .96

LR MS| 61 93100 87100100 .961.001.00: .92 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
BT | .69 1.00 1.00: .92 1.00 1.00: .99 1.00 1.00: .98 1.00 1.00 | 1.00 1.00 1.00

JK | 57 99100 87100100 .97 1.001.00: .92 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

<E 6> 237} Cauchy® £ 73¢9 AAY &4x

n,#A3¥¥| A B C D E F G H I J K L ™M N O
CH| 08 .12 22 09 .16 32: .11 .19 38 .08 .13 25 08 .14 .27

wp. MS | 12 35 78 22 58 05 30 71 98 16 50 91 .21 60 .96
BT | 09 31 91 .19 69100 26 88100 .12 51 .99 .15 .70 1.00

20 JK | 08 17 54 11 36 93 .17 51 99: 08 22 74 .10 .29 89
CH| 10 21 47 14 32 65 .18 42 75 .11 22 51 .13 24 62

g MS J9 48 88: 35 65 96 44 8 99 26 65 97 .33 .76 .98
BT | 17 54 93 28 78 99 46 .89 100 .27 .80 1.00: .39 .93 1.00

JK | 13 39 88 21 67 98 .38 8 100 .18 65 99 .22 .72 87

CH| .09 .16 29 12 23 41 .16 31 50, .10 .18 24 .10 .17 .30

WD MS| .31 .781.00: 53 94100 67 98100 .42 .91 100 .40 .92 1.00
BT | 38 80100 .26 98100 84100100 .32 96100 .31 .96 1.00

20 JK | 20 58 99 28 8100 .38 95100 21 62 .96 .17 .56 1.00
CH| 13 32 68 22 50 8 29 63 92 .17 40 65 .28 58 .88

IR MS| 3 8100 59 96100 .74 991.00! .63 97 1.00 .94 1.00 1.00
BT | 45 87100 45 98100 .81 .99100: .69 .99 1.00 .98 1.00 1.00

JK | 31 84100 55 97100 68 .991.00: 55 .97 1.00 .89 1.00 1.00
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<E 7> 2271 989 Cauchy®2E¥Q A% AAE =434

n | AAY A B C D E F G H 1 J K L M N O
CH 09 16 27 14 24 43 16 26 46: 10 .18 30 11 .20 .34

WD MS 6 43 82+ 32 70 95 43 81 98: 21 55 90! 25 63 .93
BT Jd4 49 99 27 85 1.00 37 9% 100: .17 78 1.00: 22 .89 1.00

20 JK 13 30 8 14 39 97 22 65100 11 29 8: .13 34 97
CH J5 30 577 21 45 761 28 57 84 16 32 59 16 .33 .59

IR MS 21 57 91 39 76 97 5% 90 99: 35 75 97: 43 84 98
BT 27 77 99 45 83 1.00 66 97 1.00: 45 92 100: .61 .98 1.00

JK 20 64 98¢ 31 .79 99 5% 95100: 26 .76 1.00: .35 .91 1.00

CH J0 19 3% I8 32 547 22 39 63 11 20 36 .11 .19 .34

WD MS 38 8 99: 62 96100 79 99100 50 92100 .46 .91 1.00
BT 34 93100 .76 1.001.00: .92 1.001.00: 45100 1.00: .39 1.00 1.00

40 JK 25 711000 33 92100 53 99100: 29 8 100: .25 .78 1.00
CH 20 46 82 32 67 93 42 77 97 26 55 86 34 64 91

LR MS 46 90 100: 69 97100¢ 83 99100: 78 99 100 .96 1.00 1.00
BT 50 9 1.00: .82 100 100: 91 1.00100: .86 1.00 1.00: .99 1.00 1.00

JK 40 92100 70 99 1.00: .851.001.00: .73 1.00 1.00: .97 1.00 1.00
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