creative
commons

C O M O N § D

Ol2XtE= otele =2E 2= R0l 8ot 7S

o Ol == SH, HHE, 85, Al SH L 58 = U
o OIXH MAEESE HdE = UsLICH
Ol HHES del SR 0|8 = AsU T

MNETEAl Fots BHEHNE HEAIGHHOF SLICH

o 7lot=, Ol M& =2 MOISO0ILE HHEZ2l H<, 0l A =0l HE= 0125
S Bt LIEHLHO10F B LICH
o MNAEAXNZRE EE2 3IIE &2 0lE ZHE2 HEL X ZSLICH

AEAYH OHE 0I8XA2 dele f12 W20l 26t gets 2 X ZSLICH

01X 2 0l Ed = 772 (Legal Code)S OloiotIl &Ml kst 23 LI CY.

Disclaimer |:|._'|

Collection



http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0/kr/legalcode
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0/kr/

¥ %3} A=} (Standardized
Residuals) & ©]&3F <A

LARH A Fehx] g

2015



¥ #3} Zx}(Standardized
Residuals) & ©]&3F <A

2@l Ae] Fekx) A

201493 11¢



201493 11¢

A2 % ()
A A9 d (21
FARID ) | (1)




o
f

7

o

N
P

K

It
e

j2)

o
2
bz

"’
oo
ﬁo

97 Ak,

ATt whEhA

=<

o)

A A Bgk

= %)

1.

h CEEE 7R

A

T35} %

-
it

3 4]

)

T}

7bobd A AE

-
XN

3|

1=

e 9

]

staict. o

5

:F-

=

=

Al gk (critical value)

]
=

=

R

(percentile) 99%, 95%, 90%-¢l w

Adke o4&

BN
T

]

&
NH

B

o2 =

P

w27]7F 5034

-
it

=7] 50, 100

R

J] 2 o =

*

=

Aow v TeA

St

A vEbs o B

5

2 o)

o
_Cq

= el en, thgo =

o]

i

al

P

3 ooiA) EAAew

e

ko, o= 20%, 15%, 10%






1
N

=EAe
1.4 =
L@l 7 0] TR AD T ELAD it 1

A

L 2o Ao ek AEA] H THHFA] crrrnneesen ]
D =2gol 7w-g FA &= WU

(1) B) A L (RISEOQIAI)  «eeeeeessseessssemeessesesssssasssnnsssssnmsssassesescasssssne ]

(2) AF AT TE(DOX DIOL)  oresseeeessersssmerssssmsusseemsssensssensssenssssesisssessssesesssneeens 12

(3) AP TE(SCALtEr PIOL)  «everessseressseesmssnermssmeeusssesisssnnisesessscessssesesssensessas 15

O) T B 7] HIHE ] ceeoreanreeneesnsnes e enes ettt 17

(1) COOK'S AISTANCE  ++ssresrsssmsssmssssssrsssmsssmssssssmssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsess 17

(2) wlalalwen] A A 2 (Mahalanobis diStAnce) - wesesememmenees 18

(3) T3 FAF(Standardized Residuals) e 19

2. Swxe] A Y@ AR A

1) 201 H B (Factor MOdel) wesresmssmmssmmssmmssmmsssisssssssssisssssssssssssssssssssssses 21
9) ZFXH(ReSIAUALS)S] AFZe  ceerresnrrsseesmmmestesseessssesssas st ssssssesssssssessssesssssssecens 21
(1) M EZ3 A2 (Unstandardized Residualg) «weeesmresreenns 24
(2) 73 7 x}(Standardized Residuals) e eseesseseessmmsseenmessmennees 29
3) T A A G 0] A ZZ et 30



- 32

7+

ol
=

T WAl

B-

TR

=0

B-

- 34

T A A

B4

Tz

L A& el

i+

s
Hr

- 34
- 35
- 35

H 3 7)(Sample Size)

-
it

(2)

i+

i
Mo

- 35
- 35

(1) 18 2.5 (Type-I error)

] &A & (Detection rates)

s

=0

SRE|

T

=]
o

=1
=

2. A=A

- 37
- 37
- 39
- 40

D AE4A

+
o

o}

0

u

=
"

e
T

B-

<41

P

0

u

- 43
<44
- 48
- 50

of o] g Ak

2
bz
"
ol
ﬁo

_iv_



Z a9

ABSTRACT(H ¥ % %)
o =



3

FE(]) vvveevneens

d

-
1.

A 71 3 el mlA]

z

s

4

FE(D) cvvveenneans

%

-
1.

A 71 3 el mlA]

z

s

4

BE(3) vrreevrens

%

-
1.

A 71 3 el mlA]

z

s

10

11

14

16

22

38

- 40

<29 11> F

!

<18 12> Ry u=

- H7

= Vi



- 36

el el A

B4

Tz

A

1> Al &9 o]

<i

42

=
__T}\é]

4
\4

44

oﬂ gz:sl- (Qﬁ]%k

2
bz
"
ol
ﬁo

P
%

46

=
'—T}\(j

P
%

47

=
'—T}\(j

P
%

49

X
o
N
P

t
e

j2)

4
\4

ol

X
o
N
P

t
e

j2)

o3

o

N
P

,ﬂl
t

e

j2)

X
o

N
P

j2)

- 56

fiz

o6

- Vi -



I A &

"
T

EX

o
il

o)
B-

-

Qo

AL3] oL AL3E] o A

)

%
Jmo
o

%

= ¥

A&

ool th(A B Al, 2011).

she] g

1}

i3

o

zel
A4r
o}
v

—

u

—_
o

%

™

—
o

fveel

N

o

il

H
I

H

fveel
_5 r
-

o

B
T

tHd H

Sk
Al, 2011; Nicola, Kemp, & Snelgar, 2012/2013). wte}A] AF=fof| Al A

kL

o
=
R
il

=
=

Gy
+

=

—
o

Z5Y

9l
Aoz 4 ojof

s TdE EE(Sample) &

T

A (Sampling )<

o 3ol 3

T

s

AU 4

gl

AFERT) feia

P

ojy

Y

—

u

i)
uy

il

B
ﬂu
sl
ojy
T}
ot

—

O

o)
!

—

a
o}

Z g rAdes, 8

A QA

&

—
o

4

—
o

| (influential case)

7231'_

—
o

-
1.

2013; Chatterjee & Yilmaz, 1992).



=

R

i e

BAS

ALt

o)
o

A5 57 W

5}

<]

-

1.

A}

o]

EE g7

B E Arkal B

-

l

)

34

o

=

= A (outlier)

A Y

T o
, Jl .
LIz iAo
= w oA m W .Im o ppas N wH
R SR A A
‘_lﬂ_uH ‘DrL i o .m r — ™ o +*
o N E O A =
w W , =80T Vo®omp o +
‘\.AI kel ol s o o _ _
T = Jr CUNer g X N oo )
. . n ‘_M.Vv‘._ ~ mu. X EE ﬂ ﬂ EE
o MW I = S 23 xR
& o 2 w4 g 8 B BT
I i T HoE
S— — -
- N AT LelN Y ,Ul — . Ot
0 o % =3 o - K = S
g A o @ B W
.W N m = 760 9 Bo X we B .
E % LT X o - =y
S X m
%ﬁ&%gm@ﬂm%ﬂﬂ% .
) ; :
= M. W plo G . ﬁ
i - J = = M ) A}
: " & o o) %
A s M N A -
oK T %
T o D TN -5 I ¢ T
=~ o . X i A = ﬂ
X L. G i s T .
WArO = m £l = ,co El i ‘m;w_ G 1o®
o T X e A " J o = o o
Moo= Bo wﬁ B ~ WT 5o = Wﬁ i
» oo o T G m "o
_ﬂL oy 4 = B M P e =z : ~
nﬂ%ﬂﬂm_fﬂmewgm
‘.:L EE o Mﬂ ﬂ .6L — ﬂ_NE 0 /An S oR
FRZ o AT T o<
- X 5 =
.- S Tow . "o B o= 5
=5 n g % % ,A T B o
i w8 w3
i )



—
o

i

Gl

AL
;OO

o

fveel

-

o}
+
o

K

A A

KeN
=

[e]

3F(bias)

goll 4

s

=
=

i=s

ai
=
=
1

7l

A
Aol

-
1.

A o A
71 7F &

o]

=

z

lio
—

AR
I
|7 Mol ofx

I

CEEE

S
g

2l

[717) ol®y). wlelA] 9 Bx% o

Al <]

°©

& #74
.

[}

3l 37 4lo]l 45

)

I & FAde]l =45 = A%ty <ad 2>9 4

el

I

2l

Nz

z

e <9 4> Zuh

| =

-
1.

Jol

s sopste AR
7
v %

= O
p=
T

KeN
=

7 &
A

oF

-
1.

=
=
o]
A
O
3



[
L]
i
I
L]
i
I
[}
[}

s F2e| 7127

=X E A

=HXE Z=gct 372 7|27

e o

3|7 Mofl ol

x| 7}

=}
=

e o

3|7 Mofl ol

x| 7t

=}
=



AL
;OO

3

s}

=g

b

=
=

(o] 3, =52, 2013).

g "2

oF

3

W E Al

t71 el

243

=
=

Sich. WA A w

A %

QHE_
=

=
=

A7 A A

e

%

o

(F-ul 2009; o]8 A, w532 2013; Bollen & Arminger, 1991; Chatterjee

& Yilmaz, 1992; Rousseeuw & Leroy, 2005).

A ¢k "W (model-free

i

method)¥ =3 7] ¥FH (model-based method)©] 1 tH(Bollen & Arminger,

1991).

-

-

o] 3tk

=
(¢}

(box plot)

-
it

S (scatter plot), ¥ A%

-
XN

(histogram), 4t

of AFA7t Bl fHA HEH

A=)
-

Rousseeuw &

2 2013;

LI
-0

A TH(o] 2] <,

W 2 (univariate) 2]
o7 Uetd 2= 9l x| w9t v} 2 (multivariate) 2)

umO
o
=

)

Leroy, 2005). &%

&

7R A, 2011, Rousseeuw &

SAE

-
1.

o & v}

™
o
e
o

Leroy, 2005).

R4

3t Cook's

o] &

e E

distance, v}tel-H] 2 A2 (Mahalanobis distance)9} #kx}e]

-

o] -&

W98

91 ch(] 3]
27

sl

3} Zx}(Standardized Residuals)

o
e

o}

2013; Pang-Ning, Steinbach & Kumar 2006).

-

B



kol A 7]

1 2

T o)
9t}

C el wa )

12 % 7] qkuk

%]
i

xo]_

0y
o " 50
Iz o oo
N Y # R
v T Er R
Yoa g = £ X X
L % —_ 5] Jmo Emv
dﬂ ‘mﬁ ;.Oﬁl _/1_ - o ]_,_Al o OwE ]
% TR = M N o T
o o moA g X me A o
q;ff;gg 2L 5358 .
K < A= NJo = & = v oo = —
Nr B T b il _ T N — i &y o
E;,%%@y ﬂeclﬁg z B A *
L3 TR Wﬂ N8 o W ] il F = 7 S 3 O %
o £} =% ey = oo iy ofp e oF No A "
do ~ -« " o o = ald T 5 m
gl S % W o] £3 F ) m_m _ﬂ,# £l | ojy % o o=
mz@aﬁwg)ﬂxlﬂn% g
fmg;:oi;qux. )
7 <R Nomox B N S o o m__w o I m.b/ s = JJWL
‘mﬂ .|Vw iy ,Ur AT._._ X 0 ia ;ﬁ N H.:v o ‘DrL j &PO me N Be
3 m \O./ ok —_— :i ‘ o ;o’ ™~ O Jﬁ N ,Ur I o
~n e ol ~ o9 oo © ~ W iy mo 5 T o o
m 1 —_ I= 3 Of —_ _— = 3 L EE
T 8 < = = 2 o o P 5 D 2 g 9 BoR
m o £} Gl e — —_— ! eyl — = & o o ,Dr ﬁl
o 8 S <o - AP &5 X < S , B
aoaM}o%g wm1_amﬂ Eng%ml
= < S S o o O o o 2 ; = 5
i gm1_f o B RO ,ﬂn@m@ o ™
Gia e = B il -~ - = X o = ok O ) -
U‘.* ey ‘_Ir,Vl‘._ o o ) — jutt [} = 1_
ﬁ o m o ﬁo ﬁl _ ﬁﬁ J f ,ﬁo i > WI rU _ O faxt M J
%qu@g%m?EkL@ m_zm#a
A1 i S = = o Coe o % 3 wg 7 AN
= o} — ‘- - R 1m —_
wgmqm@ﬁ%mmﬂoﬁyamﬁwﬁ T
: s m i N oS L o £} g o » o8 T
3 < 2o T ST e il = D pa T
‘.:L ° —_ e] —_ 0 ﬁ L o0 o @] 1£
- © 5T a8 o G < o . < s H
I 7T ~ . » T Ho o)) G al - a3 < oy
o T = S of 8 A 5 X = — = bk
- = o o g ok o K s © e = %o ol
Al B g I = T o azﬂei s = w NG
i . 5w ol " w ) T W ol w © E = N
}ﬁﬁwﬁiﬁumﬂwﬁ@wﬁﬁrﬂ\mqn
= om = = = T E T = w T wp S
N > I = 9 %0 (- —~
be oo Mt oy o AL ﬁﬂl o)
AN g W = £
Bow 3 T
Moo AT
HO Of .
L &3
o ) —
o
(@]

TR A 2
5 of| A

il

°
pad

1:]—_ :7_31]4_ o] 31



e

j2)

X
=

o
o}

1, A3k, 2011).

—_
o

E

o
=
T
e

e

2. F(Type-1 error)

2
iz

P

—_
o

9} B-A] & (Detection rates)S A=



"
o

R-
G
“w
=
O
o

an
N

. o] ¥ d) A% T3 (histogram), At

o] 2JtH(Bollen & Arminger, 1991).
(box plot)&} o] 1o

-
it

E(scatter plot), MA%

-
XN

B
s

i
o

%

3L
4

-
1.

S

[}
e Lo

2 A a9

A

siglom, Hrp AEgE ofs)

ey

-

1.

eRy

o g F9 Q7

o)

=

a1y

=
5

sfsirk

3

)z 473

=

F 15 Adrele] 2% A% F UVE AHS

g5 A A Aol A
A At

=2 1=
=
9
o A
=

)

] 2~ % 229 (histogram)
d
5;]

7] 913 574

[«]

R

Ao AHEE 7

I ZAHKCYPS

=

=

(1

¢} 8.65¢]t}.

1 o



4

ojy

=

| A% 213

B

UetH <29 5> <2¥ 6>3 2}

4
gl

il

<)

el <28 5> 4] <

=
=

il

Aek 71

s
olla}

Hop FAA o=,
5>2] &7 9

20kg, 110kg, 120kg =

@7 gEe
Aol 7k v

|2 Hol&s #

X
791 53.22kg3} FH| 7}

e

[e]
47

1] =
™

3

b2

=7

o] 120cm, 125cm, 185cm=®

==
=

|2 Hol= Hzakzt

S

i3

i3

6>2] 7]

Aol 7} vk,

162.81cm®t 20cm7}F % A

oA e "ol A

3

b2

5ol = ARER HEA

2009).

SroHCH 4,

Ag o



2507

2005

150+
LA

ol S

1004

* | L Ak

1 | 1
250 S50.0 750 100.0 1250
S (#kg)

<38 5 Fstu 28tde| =577 s|lA2EOH

_10_



200
150
o
ol 100+ __ml i
50 i =
0 P o T f .
120.0 140.0 160.0 180.0
3| (#cm)

A
N
o
o
%
Ol
A%
El
N
o
n
1o
N

S| AEJEH

_11_




(2) A= (box plot)

FAZREE F9XE AT ARE 5719 AxA HAaZ, 1AL,
TEQ2), 3AEAF(Q3), HdiFgtom 23 mxw <y >3 Zu(E
9, 2009; AdE A, 2011; o8, x5, 2013; Aguinis, Gottfredson, &
Joo, 2013). T4#HS A8E cAdE AL W 7ted & Fo= 50
WEL ol aldstE gholH, 1AM 3ALE Sl b2 25 RS9
7oM 9ol e ebs Fholth HAgtd HdghE 3AFESFolA 1ARES
FE W gkl 3u Atolel Sl sfekgkat AgEkgkol v,

o
>
b
=5
rir
>
i
o
ol
o2
B
i)
ML
2
o
>,
N
X
(o
f
=5
e
ol
2
2
i)
N,
4
=

- A~ H sy E ) 3
e W e B BEAE R

r
(e
2,
2
ki
ot
4>
o
(o
£
n)
o
i
lo
o
2

2}

Aol g-oF gt &9 d=d Ax, #HEA Y WY, SEAE gty £ qv
(0134, =43, 2013; Nicola, Kemp, & Snelgar 2012/2013). ¥.t} FA| 7 o
B TG AFESS AlolY YR WU RS et 5 glow, AR
Al A IAEAE W g WA Zeo)E 164 ol Hlojd A%
b e F e ARG R Yeyy] Wi SRS A Hstr] 4t
wuk A Adetr] fa Fotu 23de J1e sHAE vud YRR
A <ad 7>& HAL 719 BHFAE JERA A FAERRAA A T

e}

Aol dem Az L 162cmet 52kge ERHILL

s
o
el
el
ot
2
s

FAHE UEUE A NEOR A9 BY BE 4% me] A9 ]
S ol F owse Bale]l vFeleE AL gudrh Fae Aol

el = Hel &= 34}
2 1 Zko] 9o]a

A
S
n

of 1IAMEIF9) Aol2 ) A= 1673 1589 A
A A= 583 479 = 110t} 7] BFA 9 FH
e 71 15359 18055 EHAE 31.5% 7459

al
1

b

Azt Hogre A

2
ol

2) FAdigk (Q3+1.5Q3-Q)Hel Hdhak
F2gk Q1-1.5(Q3-QD)H el HAgk

_12_



o] vl wtr] FEAES HAgH Hugte] MHE dold #FA=R
A B2 gAET AE AT AR ERE G Aole] 1.54)
ol Hlold, & HA N HU s Hold #FIAE VEhY, HE 1A
AFet AEAFEFE AdRA)9 3u] o] Yoid #EA ofth. ubelA
<y 7>9] 7oA 3 929% Am e BEA T}

2ZRE FgAAele 3viQl 131xt; o, 928 AR #F A= 1430
H A9 15355 T Ak IAMEH TR 48 Ame] #AFAE 1862 Huj
e 18051 T & #EA e & F Yk EHAE e FA =zl A
T g 1A 29 AEe] A7 A7 1209 11002 AR TR A
A7 oo 3ujel 91Kt =3, A 29} 408, 56, 41, 137H F ] ol

77y 25, 749, 75, 758 Hazkd Hol@el 15359 18059 WE ol
dFA e AL FAL 5 Ak upebd AFAE o] F Fastel Slo )
29 N ABES FRAE AF T 5 vk

_13_



200
4
iy
150 g2a
——
929
* 1
= *
2
*
100
405@ 06
41 (137
S0
4
Q
D—
T T
3| (#cm) ETH (#hg)

<a® 7> &sf W 2sfd9l F|of 57 A E

_14_



S (scateer plot)

-
XN

(3) At

i
yh

B

=

d
B
H

ojy

23!

&

B
oF

azel
=
&

=

i+

o
il
7o
3

o
o

fveel

-

&

o)
azel
=
&

1= S R = |

%

5

o}

A
Tor

B
;.Oﬁl

Nfo
o}

—L
—

nhe} 2ol

i3

ojt}, Al V&

Al

K

= e =@ gepd o o

0

<
P

Hy

nhe} 2ol

i3

el 7l&

%

-

O

o

i)
uy

il
H)

A& S 99 e

A

+

of we} ol

s
m.o

o

I

—
o

=3 924 o

B =
2z 24

t}

w} 2}

1}

3

g e 7lE

=

R

5s

oleb o] Aol wa =

s

-

=

o

X

_15_



180.07 5 o
oSl ® o

o i 8° 0 o
B #B

— 160.04 odd e} 0
5 @ o
ES & o 0
— Og
m o d
00 @
o]
0
140 07
120,07 e
I I I | | |
200 400 0.0 80.0 100.0 1200
=5 H (#kg)
<32 8> &stu 2stAe| 7| FFAHL MEXT

_16_



in
i
Gl
il

e

%

g} (Maimon, & Rokach, 2005; Williams, Baxter, Hawkins, &

o] ]

1991).
=1l 2 7 g (Mahalanobis distance)9} 7z}

Bollen & Arminger,

2002;

Gu,

=3 ]
=

!

=1
=

Cook's distance

ol tH(uiH A,

=
(¢}

3} A x}H(Standardized Residuals)

2013).

2= ]
=T E,

2009; o] 3],

(1) Cook’s distance

5
N

ojy
;OO

\._A.uﬂo

N
_ZTI

—_—

3

i3

[}

b= A2 A0.2.0)3 2o

3 AT AR

- E
.

-
=

Cook’s distance

=

[a\]

=

A

S~
ST
ol
&

bz

o

e

o o=
< X 3Het

5}

N
&

(1.2.D)ell A p=

Al
A

i3

A A

ojy

24

e

EEIRE

JEd g FAde s

1 HA

ol A B0l

A
=
Hk

=
=

]

=
=

ol FA4d A

o}
5

o
;OD
o

KeN
=

z

s

R

1 A AL

Aukx oz C7} 18 &

| 2]

G

=0

3

—
o

B

3

=
B

=

2013).

_17_



(2) mFetEl=n] 2~ A (Mahalanobis distance)
upgkeledl A A s VI AR et EHd e i AYE 9
vy, 2l (1.2.2)9 2t

MD; =(V,— V)C ' (V,— V)

iS

urk FARoR BEUE b pA Aw, AT i Qe W, wAWSE
=) W

o9 HUe AW YE I

Vi = (@i @i T3 Tjgoee Tyt (12.3)

(1.2.4)

aga Ve g 02 ek 21259 2 (V,-V)'e (V,—-V)

9] 2 A 3 A (Transposed matrix)o] t}.

C= /Z(VL-—T/)t(VL-—T/) (1.2.5)

-

sle] AelA wi= A gol mpaehmuls A i Ao BN

59 gel Ve BEwsEd Jwd Voo AdE Ui A% & 5



e
o
N

do
lo
n
N
)
o)
—_
=
>
lo
><L\.')
a
lo
nS
)
24
a
=,
=
)

=N
«

=N
=

e
flo
—
o
o
D
s
£
=)

@A o] ABE FoFE 0014 UmA Az} oA tEv: i@ 4
ATHEIE A 2009; ©] 3¢, =453, 2013; Rousseeuw & Leroy, 2005; Kline,
2011).

(3) 53} #A}(Standardized Residuals)
FAEAANA FxE AFATF DA 2ol Az FIEHEA Y o F-
oh FAE AzmelA] Ao A

Ayt A9 Zgo] oa] =% gh(y)o Aol wan A(13.1)FH 7

s a3dg 7] el wo% d4ds

roi

drE dadel v @ E T A= AAe ZEstE S

HEE3d 432 xF3F ZxH(Standardized Residuals)dbal 3dkvh, 2(1.3.2)

_19_



-

1.

% e
(1.3.2)

2013).

2
#8271

LErdlTE o

¥

Al o

-1 =
A4 9
it
A

Yuka o2

2013).

2= 7]
=T E,

A7F BN A om HolA

Z

s

b3

S
A

A

3] 7 58 o
oA tEuvta B S gluti(o] 8¢,

23!

+
G

B ol )

N A= Aike]

R

5

2

H

=

2oz Helth Bollen® Arminger(1998)¢] ¢ 7-o] w=

=

fsiz

1.

7hs

o
R

=%
il

v
s

-—

_20_

1

0.
H

(e}

= ==

=

Azt whehA] o



o

SaA9 Auel 0T A=

2.

1) 22523 (Factor Model)

-
1.

th(o]e5, 2000). <1¥ 9>

i3

247 =

FAW s 3719

=
bz

—_—

0

Ho

sk 71 €]

k<)

o

Ui o] ‘A}

TF Wk

2

¢ T
1.

=13
=

o, Ui A

b

7b frk(el g, 2010). ¢

[o]
A&

-
1.

—
o

e

RER

-
7=

BN
T

g€ A

2 =

H

t}

3|
A

Np
T

R

il

&

—_—

o
X
0
)

\A
o}

i+
G

fveel

_ZTI

2000). N FAE el

_21_



Y3

Y2

Y1

5 & 6

e A(2.1.1)3% 2o

S

2 A

o

NH

o
7o
=
H
X
)

)

~

o}
7

Ay e

Y1

Aoy T €9

Ya

(2.1.1)

Asny €3

Ys

=
=

o 2y SR =

3

Z=
S

]

H

1}

21(2.1.1D)

—_

Gl

_22_



A2

(2.1.2)

W R

=

=

st A (2.1.2)8 2t

5

Gl

:]\__‘L_
HaEE px 1 HMEoH,

z

s

21D)S FE=

-

=
1.

Al
(Independently Identically Distributed)

An; +¢;

-
XN

(2.1.2) A4y,

LN

)=]

Y;

Al

Al
1

3
T

Y
bz

%

J

Q

o E

el

=
=

%, 8902 mx 1 dY ot} 94

A

-

1.

°
pad

L= |

Eileg o TS

91 oA px 1 HMHRZ 29

A
A}

=]
o

pxm 3E=Z Af

-
1.

@t 9

-
XN

Hd s

&

rot.

°
pad

(Factor loading)®} 3L

BN
T

17]

29l

Ho

0

o

919
(2.13)
(2.1.4)
(2.15)
(2.1.6)

rot.

°
pad

% 9= # A (Local independent)©] & 3L

=

=

°f

i

°©

73

o)

=

o]
I

1

[e]
7H L ofEf el ol Ay 4 vk

]

A

e

j2)

(3

€

ik

2

O
<.

A E G n e

-
1.

(2.1.3)3 4)(2.1.4)

Al
A

2 H2.1.6)2

_23_

0x

COV(n, €)



COVl(e, €/ )=OZF et = Ulz}3 2 (Diagonal Matrix)o] T},
2) 2} (Residual)®] A=

Az olo] 7)%d wiep o] AHolA AL BFEA(y)} FAH LY
o oa 2 gH(yyel AolE Wwd goz 7 A Tl g

Z 3 F Adrf, 22 E 7 AddE #FAZEY Ao @z g

polwd A9l AQINE MHow o fF A2 A% = 9

€; = y; — An, (2.2.1)

2AR2DNA g AR,y BAWSE A= FEA g FAEFE e
Atk 22210014 $elE BEWSE yo gwk &an 9ly] wEe ASe E
ofd % gtk wEbd T ¢F FAS) Aste] pol dF e FAH
b idA #RRAHFY FAAE 8 Agstel UERR® 2(222)9
2ol UERE F 9lv

9

_24_



(2.2.2)

21(2.2.2) A

]

1 285 & 754 m x p

3|

_?4

o34 W (Alpha factoring), ©] 7] A

g ol =

s

=
=

]

(Image factoring), & -+=® (ML: Maximum Likelihood estimation), # 4

N
Nfo
—_
!

oF
ojy

fveel

, 2002; ©]

P
e

%

ATH(e] =%, 2000; ©

Al #FAW (Least Squares method)©]

3]

A, =54, 2013).
urh FAHOR &

—_
o

's a7k A7k

=<l Cronbach

A= A

F(Image) ¥

A
[e]

%

e

—
o

covariance

¥ 2 (Anti-image

3

/1\1,

o I AR =]
d 25

iy

230,

Z+ed (Anti-image) ©. &

3|

/1\1,

= A

&) # (Imagecovariance matrix)

s

v A =]
A4

matrix) = 5

+
G
s

il

bz

oA el 2AAF7F ojd

o] g o] 7}

—
o

==
=

R4

3 zk

=

TROoZHY =

o] o] of 747}

He

il

/1\1,

cenye Judn A4

duagate) te) AFH

(223)& €&

b

2] 3|

21(2.2.09] nol o

KeN
=

~

(2.2.2)9]

Al
A

(2.2.3)

_25_



o
NH

21(2.2.3)°l 4]

e

b

il

i
o

s
m

(22.5)

(2.2.4)

# 23}

=

=

A

i

LA

9 tHRousseeuw &
A

21(2.2.3)°l

A} 31
vhgh 7ol

919

il

°
pad

W 22259 o] el

°©

vy
vy

HaoAwFEdEe 9M Ve

g

—1

W, =>4")]

=

=

(2.2.4)
nm
2(225)04 Y]

=

W o s (2248 7ol e £
Al

Leroy, 2005).

™
W
NH
pH

QA 7IE 222603 Zo] H A

=
=

(2.2.5)

_26_



=

=

(2.2.6)
(2.2.7)

~

Fooluet el A

R84

H, 2(2.23) ythal 4(2.1.2)

[e] A~
Ads &

I

pus

BH

yRLE

} e

o)

—1
=

E’i - (I_AEA’E)%’

FH A(2.2.7)

A ol A

nm

°©

[e)

L

kA7)
(2.2.7)

=

A A A
Al

)l
Le]

o
i

3

Qoo el

e

SER

H

I

37 =
Ak

34

7}7)

ojy

Ho

(2.2.8)

— 1
€

i€)

€

'cov(

€

’iei’) =D

€

(22.8)3 Zo] el
CORR(

Al
A

g HolH,

N

o}

o

N
P

_27_



2 dE R 22299 ol A 4 2

iz

COV(ee )= €3 9 BAE ¥

Eiei’ = [(I_ AVV)Z/L] 6«5’ (2.29)
= (I— AW)y;e/
=(I—AW)(An, +¢,)e/
= (I—AW)(Ane/ +€e’)

COV(ee) = COVI(I— AW)y,¢€/]

= (I_ AVV)[A(ULEL’) + (Eiéi,)
(I—AW)(A0+ ©)
(I-AW)6

Ael® 22290 21(225)¢ #Fx e EA W= W, usls A

(221002 o3t 2ol dedn

COV(eg')=I—AW,,)6 (2.2.10)

o =) ==
AbE Bl B2E

e
k
)

Bare dAow EFEAA AFo|r] wie €9

Aol D'e He F oglom, €9 B 2(223)% A& 2(2.2.11)2

(2.2.11)

N
=
o
!

T
~
=
g
T
~
&

2221014 VARE EHE 28 sty 22211 FH2AHFA



= AT

fsiz
=

g §lste 2(2.2.12)9 2ol A

=
=
€% €,

!

zr

-

fveel

N

s

o] 21(2.2.10)¢1

(2.2.12)

)

6276

—1

)=6Y,6=CcoV(

€

VAR(

3

_?4

o}

!

bol, w9lel 9%

S

o] 7}

!

ELE

(2)

F=H o

TEALE )

=t}

o by

4¢

2(2.2.13)2 AR

o

naive standardization® = 7| o]

i3

ary

b

B

3T =
i

+
G

21(2.2.13)&

e

o
<

iz

A

=

-

qe 71 Ak
e

_29_



(2.2.15)

3 A o]

(2.2.13)
(2.2.14)

21(2.2.11)

SERTE I ety

Q)

ol

[e]

A
=

=

~

€
F21Ql 241(2.2.12)

VAR(

-

Ji=

(2.2.14)

B

Al
L |

vheb e [VAR(

€

i ],7',7'
i ],7',7'

€

B

€

] o,
=

=
-

o

el
o

VAR]|
VAR|

3
T

:

(2.213)e14 1/y/16];; &

il
(2.2.15)

ol

=
=

e
21(2.2.14), (2.2.15)

Al
Kol
=

Al

il

j2)

o, weps 94 7)

=

R

%

-
XN

2 =)
ejE ;(E)] 'ﬁLTE

1A

I

(2.2.3)° ¢

of 21}l ¢

L e

=

ojy
Njo

2
iz

fveel

H

_30_



2(2.213)% AFsE 2221607 2l 222160904 ¢= Ve, 67!

g =¢,0 e (2.2.16)

£

2(2.2.16)% € 'tAld €8 Wstel 2e A W (2217 Za,

& &

o
i

°of & Afr= pol WF i

Q, =€, [VAR(e,)] '€, (2.2.17)

weA] EES AAE o] & SFuA e AEA R

[e] [ = A~
o4 A5S & 5 A

2
(ld
>
>
op
ol
o
£
ol
)
2

_31_



=71

3}

= 714

i= By 2
X

2

3
i
ul?

o
-
TR
N

<

=y
N
B

—

i

B

ojy

o}

e

j2)

—

q
it
o

B

0

O

o

o
[

o}

o

B

il

o
[

o}

o

ofp
;_oo
@-0

et
o

7}?

T

.

A

A

B

ojy

e

=77}

-
it

7Hd 3-1.

0

=77}

-
it

7Ha 3-2.

=77}

-
it

7Hd 3-3.

o0
Bo

et
o

_32_

=71

v A



B

o

e

o}

B

=

O

o

B

il

_33_



Faach,

<]

& g

b

Z(Monte Carlo) Al Edo]A 7]

=

=

|7}

-

1.

A 7ol A

L. Al EdolAd A+ 44
2

o
K

ojy
z]t

—_—

0

"’
ol
ﬁo
—

e

Nd

%

-
1.

Muthén &
O

2005;

ol v (& Al 8],

el

:F-

o
WA APAst R

Muthén, 2002, 2005).
] & ¢l °]

o
B
e

1>3} 7ol

hya

2+27], 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%9] =9# vl & =2 2x3x49] &

Faleh mekA <

-
it

<]

g 74

=

27

]

50, 100, 300¢]

[e]

i+

s
Hr

0
m
=
iz

5t

<]

7

A
=

<ag 11>2

_34_

4tk



s

5

el =7]7F 1009]

-
it

FA

°©

7ol A

o= Hi 9l

P
e

= )

=

H 3 7] (Sample Size)

-
it

(2)
Kline(2011)&

37 3EW, H4 2007

5

Gy
+

0

ojy

en

2

of (Muthén & Muth

7]

=13
=

ttl

=

, 2002), oj¥ Ay

=
A

sl A

5

o] =7]7F 100°]
t}(MacCallum & Austin, 2000). w}e}A]

-
it

b

o
o}
N

Aol A=

l‘ﬁ:

i3

beach,

°©

=

A
=

30002

=

=

Faach,

°©

w27

-
it

2712 100, 2
&5 5%, 10%, 15%, 20% = A=A

i+

i
Mo

(1) 1% 2.5 (Type-I error)

sl uwher G IR

pul

] B#] & (Detection rates)

Faach,

A E

A
=

=

o

_35_



<E 1> AlE20|Md A7 MHA

2| HE%

e
e e FeR) AR)

(

5(3)

10(5)

o0 15(8)

20(10)

5(5)

10(10)
g 2y 100

15(15)

20(20)

5(15)

10(30)
300

15(45)

20(60)

5(3)

10(5)
50

15(8)

20(10)

5(5)

10(10)

R 100 15(15)

20(20)

5(15)

10(30)
300

15(45)

20(60)

_36_




2. A5 W A

) A%

B oA EH oA AT A=, Mplus 6.12 T2 2 A Monte Carlo 7] %2
Adstdrt A 7 2wtk O E A E(seed) #E A A
3lo] FHAE 35 L 1000719 ARE AAFsATE GA AAE Z

798 26 wE S9A g AdE

>~
>,
op
_0|L
£
>
Al
(ld

i
-3
4
.
it
He
i)
>
g
(ld
¢H
it

SAS 92F AR&3ke] AAs T SdA At v el Y% AL E &
Mz AR eH, SdA AtdEe] A Y GRS yeol 58 Hg o=

O

A FAAE LT ABE BARAT AR AHA B oY T

Ak A Q1Ds Abgske Aldteivh 7 2ol s AAdA AR

.

O=X—APA 2.1.1)

o) A # (factor loading) 34

A AA 2yl whEd 2o gk Raa fEe 2(2.1.1.1), A(2.1.1.2)
o Zow, Rye <y 10>7 2ok @ed 2y b #EAAI dhu



o] 29y JgS W= wPog
Qo7 ARe 52 AAFATH
Yrl 180] .36
Y2 .80 .36
ys|_ -8 0 [771]+ .36
Yy 0 .8| | .36
Y 0.8 .36
" 0 .8] .36
1
01
_ |1 ] _loo1
= , O=
%; L51 0001
00001
000001 ]

(2.1.1.1)

(2.1.1.2)

Y1

Y3

Ya

Y6

<3 10> A WA 2o 24

_38_

—n



e ogEe 2(2.1.2.1), A(2.1.22)%

)

ol

I

d ol

X

Zow <zigl 11>3 2y

ol
i

r
<

G
yh

i+
G
i

e

u

%

(2.1.2.1)
(2.1.2.2)

— O
i

o 1o o O
D~ b~ — o OO
o o oo

100000 1)

OO0 o O —
] 15
I [__
,Ur —~ &N o <t Ao O
T S DI DD Em
—

G

2 EpAE

= A

7b =4 @A st

O~
1=]

_39_



Ye

Ys

Y4

Y3

Y2

Y1

s
m.o

iz

°f

o)

of utg} MAHE AHEE SAS IML

o]

=

EREERY

°f

baach,

S

:F-

Agk&

o]
=

2
iz

_40_



[
AN
e
m
ke
)
Q‘L
N
§2
rlo
BN
B
Lo
g
o,

Zy ZAe A ABAE 10007 AE 9
2 AN 10007 A5 Hiy TFEHAES JERY, $FHA

= 10007 A EEAAY PF} BFAAE Gebdvh A9 2E

E,L
)l
rlo

N

NEEE m2EA 4537 98t x*e Zugy 4k sy A
Bz YA AR i Y BIE gE2A @gu wm pAde
2 OCEZA XY HEe AfEe o

AR Aol A ZldEs e Barat Bab, 2FAAE A7) 129 6, 245
otk AW Ao m <E >4 Mol A3 gol A ARA
X2el Barel W9l 1381014 288307 x*o /IS 63 Th =ZA e
o, EEAX A W7F 1129914 32.08% x*o) EFHA 245K 2
A e

i

e %M AEAY ot Pow 294 ES
et e Ame) L /1E9 FH X FUE A 2
7] el Bxel FEE HReA @i 4UA FLE e e dAgL

2 5945 4E v (Owen, 1988).

_41_



vy =
o e Pt (EZAA) 2 o

A7)
33t 16.76(4.64) 6.10 36.45

50
FEHA 14.39(57) 4.07 37.69
o 33t 15.06(3.07) 6.89 31.75

L 100
=y TEHA 12.61(3.69) 4.43 98.45
33t 13.81(1.62) 9.71 20.26

300
FEHEA 11.29(1.94) 6.22 19.75
33t 98.83(12.33) 5.21 120.15

50
FEWA 32.08(17.56) 3.45 132.27
) 33t 27.39(10.17) 765 73.97

S100
=y FEWA 30.61(14.32) 475 97.84
33t 26.24(6.54) 705 94.32

300
FEHA 2954(9.35) 4.37 128.33

_42_



—

X
v
N

il

N

selelqiet. o}

0} O O
L=

3} X

= M4

-
XN

o Adoa MAE AzI} VE

ol
3T

fol B4E Ane 4

S

ok
=

KeN
=

(percentile)oll A 2] < A 3t

9%

1 99%, 95%, 90%

3|

—_
o

of dAGE &

of 1 gkt

==

99%, 95%, 90% ¥

ol o
T -

3

P

P

iz

A

iz

-

54.16°1 4 62.31, 35.77°l A

ERES

AF7F 99%, 95%, 90%Y wW <A gHe

43.55, 27.6241 4] 34.35% }E}

,u.A

A

th 2 Fel 13591004 139.13, 84.54¢1 4 89.65, 61.520]4 66.46° = LHEFG

_43_



A
=3
w
Vv
o
oo
1
Bl
H
2
10
rot
e
N
2

HHEEAA)
2y FEI
999% 95% 90%
- 62.31 4355 34.35
(24.92) (1557) (11.64)
o 100 56.97 39.08 30.49
o (17.97) (10.65) (7.47)
300 54.16 35.77 2762
(10.24) (5.68) (3.89)
= 13591 89.65 66.46
(76.47) (46.50) (32.91)
Sk 100 134.69 87.16 63.86
o (64.64) (39.78) (27.43)
300 139.13 84.54 61.52
(45.87) (25.54) (17.41)

5%l A 20% = =oldsE ETd Txke] Wato] 50, 100, 3009 EE=7]
7oA 50.5200 4 273.99, 39174 221.40, 34.99¢1 4 216.51% Fko] #AXA]

T A4S AT SRR Y SR v Eo] 5%lA 20% = =0l

80.27= #E3t A grol AAE AFS By deRd By FUheE

- 44 -



el el Aok

j2)

&
NH
b

Ao T,

7 =

KeN
=

8 A @

_45_



<HE 4> cheERYolM SHXE Zete 222 EES it §4
S ey PREZAD  Ax )
5 B 50.52(13.40) 2513 188.35
A 108.69(36.70) 33.29 278.04
B 89.43(20.60) 44.19 211.78
1 A 192.52(52.32) 78.56 435.59
v 15 it 168.98(54.02) 38.02 1224.01
A 324.20(88.44) 156.10 1701.42
20 B 273.99(1024.80) 123.07 30151.83
EEAA 469.10(1471.00) 213.58 44708.97
it 39.17(6.97) 22.15 64.42
° A 84.29(21.13) 38.60 176.74
B 84.69(13.57) 54.11 139.03
1 A 186.82(35.48) 107.05 325.80
10 15 B 145.50(20.80) 92.58 221.32
A 291.39(46.10) 184.59 455.05
B 221.40(29.42) 143.34 332.49
20 A 398.52(56.38) 250.35 621.11
. B 34.99(3.81) 24.02 48.67
A 76.22(11.48) 45.01 121.16
10 B 81.54(7.38) 58.05 106.60
200 A 182.03(19.12) 116.38 249.93
15 B 142.36(12.12) 106.45 184.63
A 287.65(26.91) 206.53 381.16
20 B 216.51(16.46) 166.64 276.61
A 391.77(31.63) 293.93 505.84

_46_



E 5 SYZYEAAM SHXE Zetst 220 EESH TRte| £4
S asan AR@EEAD A 40
. Bt 40.59(28.13) 14.25 612.03
FEHA 49.05(35.71) 10.14 778.29
Bt 50.41(33.33) 21.35 685.38
1 EFEA}  65.08(45.12) 2371 889.85
» Bt 68.52(30.68) 30.42 742.56
b FEAA 9212(39.92) 43.39 973.30
2 Bt 83.71(27.63) 39.33 52753
FEAA 111.86(34.50) 39.33 553.25
Bt 35.73(32.23) 12.73 901.07
> EFAR 42.29(46.96) 16.06 1372.23
Bt 45.66(15.52) 2150 304.29
00 1 AR 59.45(1842) 2758 322,27
s Bt 61.31(18.25) 31.26 459,74
FEAA 8274(22.55) 4461 55753
0 Bt 79.95(25.24) 4393 462,93
F2=AA 107.06(31.49) 63.99 614.60
. Bt 32.90(8.93) 13.00 195.80
AR 3827(11.47) 1694 264.85
0 Bt 44.69(11.38) 24.30 246.54
"0 A 57.40(1362) 33.76 319.84
. Bt 62.22(8.93) 39.44 113.05
wEAR 92.23(11.32) 56.75 150.64
0 Bt 80.27(10.24) 55.12 186.47
F2AA 11657(12.84) 72.39 232.67
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<% 8 Zn me37o uE SHAl BAEe Hon zEHEHAL
FE7]
A
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Yy deRy o 3t 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
ETEHA 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Abd| 4000 4000 4000 12000
53R o 3t 85.28 82.81 92.01 86.70
ETEHA 39.65 14.82 7.20 25.09
Abd| 4000 4000 4000 12000
A 7t 92.64 91.40 96.01 93.35
ETEHA 28.98 13.56 6.47 18.95
Abd| 8000 8000 8000 24000
<#Z 9> Zn m=37o mE StA| BAEe ojEEMES A
Ads AR FdAl F D
FHA7 1061566.54 1 1061566.54  3455.27 <.001
2y 90797.99 2 45398.99 14777 <.001
BEEAVIxEY 90797.99 2 45398.99 14777 <.001
Q= 7371709.11 23994 307.23
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ABSTRACT

Outlier Detection Using Standardized Residuals in

Confirmatory Factor Analysis

Jin-Yi Shin
Department of Psychology
The Graduate school of

Sungshin University

This study was to find empirical evidence for outlier detection of the
confirmatory factor model for the measurement model in structural
equation model. First, in the factor model, it was proved that the
theoretical distribution of the standardized residuals is different from
chi-square distribution. The standardized residuals confirmed the
chi—square distribution assumption through mean and standard deviation.
In result the chi-square value calculated from the generating data did
not assume the distribution. Thus, to detect outlier, I obtained the critical
values from distribution of generating data according to 99%, 9595, 90%
percentiles. Using these critical values in a sample which contains
outlier, the sample was tested under various conditions like analysis
model, sample size, and outlier rate. By comparing the detection rate,
usefulness of standardized residuals was proved. The results are as

follows:



First, the chi—square value calculated from the generating data did not
assume the distribution. Thus, I was able to obtain the critical values
from the distribution of generating normal data. This critical value was
then used to detect the outlier. Second, the simple analysis model, the
data showed that having a larger sample size and high outlier rate
produced a higher detection rate. Third, the analysis model and the
sample size caused an interaction effect and the effect was statistically
significant. Also, an interaction effect between the sample size and the
outlier ration was statistically significant.

Finally, we discuss the limitations of this study and suggested future

study.

Key Words: Outliers, Simulation, Outlier detection, Standardized

residuals.
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<H-= 1> A8 AAES 918 MPLUS ® # #-(ver. 6.12)

<zt

o

=E>

TITLE: simple model;

MONTECARLO:
NAMES ARE Y1-Y6; A
NOBSERVATIONS = 50; ! ¥ =7]
NREPS = 1000; L gbE Sl
SEED = 24336;

REPSAVE=ALL;
SAVE=DATA®G0_5)*DAT; bRk
RESULTS=TEMP.5AV;

o

MODEL POPULATION: !
F1 BY Yl@8 !

Y2@.8

Y3@.5;

F2 BY Y4@.8

Y5@.8

Y6@.5;

)
1
o

X
“h‘ Hj
2y

ko

t
ro, ot
lo

Y1@.36; !
Y2@.36;
Y3@.36;
Y4@.36;
Y5@.36;
Y6@.36;

to
)
oy
o
[
By

F1 WITH F2 @.5; P 217k A+

Flel P 8Qle] A
F2@1;



[F1@0]; P aqQle] H
[F2@0];

MODEL: P AAAE 29
F1 BY Y1 Y2 Y3;
F2 BY Y4 Y5 Y6
F1 WITH Fz2;

OUTPUT: TECHS; I EE A A]

<Egek 2y >

TITLE: complex model;

MONTECARLO:
NAMES ARE Y1-Y6;
NOBSERVATIONS = 50;
NREPS = 1000;
SEED = 11412;

REPSAVE=ALL;
SAVE=DATA®G0_5)*DAT;
RESULTS=TEMP.5AV;

MODEL POPULATION:
F1 BY Yl@5b

Y2@.5

Y3@.b

Y4@.5;

F2 BY Y3@.5b

Y4@.5

Yo@.b

Y6@.5;

Y1@.75;
Y2@.75;



Y3@.25;
Y4@.25;
Y5@.75;
Y6@.75;

F1 WITH F2 @.5;
Flel;

F2@1;

[F1@0];

[F2@0];

MODEL:
F1 BY Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4;
F2 BY y3 Y4 Y5 Y6;
F1 WITH Fz2;

OUTPUT: TECHS ;



TITLE: 81-85 A4

DATA: FILE IS temp_data.dat;
VARIABLE: NAMES ARE Y1-Y6;
MODEL: F1 BY Y1-Y3;

F2 BY Y4-Y6;
F1 with F2;

$ % MPLUS ™ % (ver.6.12)
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OUTPUT: STANDARDIZED SAMPSTAT;

SAVEDATA: FILE IS temp_result.sav; !

SAVE = IFSCORES;
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%macro data;

%do 1=1012 %to 1045;

data sim_50_5_&i;

infile "D:\data\300\20\data(50_5)&i..dat”;

input yv1-y6; [/
id=n_; /xotolt] A/
if id=48 then y6=y6+5; [FER] A/

if 1d=49 then y6=y6+5;
if 1d=50 then y6=y6+5;

drop id; /xoFolt] A -9-7]x/

run;

DATA _NULL_;

SET sim_b0_b_&i;

FILE "D:\data\300\20\data(50_5)&i..dat” DSD DROPOVER DLM = '’;
PUT (LallL) ()

RUN;

%end;
%mend;
%data;
quit;



<REA> 2f AAEES 918 SAS W #H E(ver. 9.2)

options pagesize=60 linesize=80 pageno=1 nodate;

dm log ’clear’ output;

%macro data;

%do =1 %to 1000;

data sim_100_5_&i;

infile "D:\data\300\20\data(50_5)&i..dat” DSD DLM = ';
input yl-y6;

run;

g2k A b/
proc corr data=sim_100_5_&i cov out=cov_1 noprint;
var yl-y6;

DATA DCOV; SET COV_1;

IF _TYPE_ = 'COV’;

PUT (Y1-Y6) (7. 3);

RUN;

data fac_sc_100_5_&i;
infile "D:\data\300\20\data(50_5)&i...sav”;
input fyl-fy6 f1 f1_re 2 {2_re;

run;

/% k2 A b/

proc iml;
/#residual_hat */

use fac_sc_100_5_&i;

read all var {"f1” "f2"} into eta;
eta_t = tleta);

use sim_100_5_&i;



read all var {"yl”, "v2", "y3", "y4”, "y5", "y6"} into obs;

lam = {8 0, 80, .80,0.8 0.8 0 .8;

temp = lam*eta_t;
temp_t = tltemp);
resi_hat = obs - temp_t;

use dcov;

read all into cov;

covi=inv(cov);

vals = {.36, .36, .36, .36, .36, .36};
theta = diag (vals);

var=theta*covi*theta;
vari=inv(var)
chi_total=j(50,1);

do 1=1 to 5H0;

res_ind= resi_hatli,];
/*chi-square */
resi_t=t(res_ind);
chi=res_ind*vari*resi_t;

chi_totalli,1]=chil1,1];

end;

nNames = "cl”;

create chi_total&i from chi_totallcolname=nNames];

append from chi_total,



run;

proc append base = temp data = chi_total&i;
run,

%end;
%mend;
%data;
quit;

proc print data = temp; run;



<EE5> 2Pzhe] Wi FEAAE 7] 93 SAS HEE(ver 9.2)
data templ,;

set temp;

group = int((_n_ - 1)/50)+1;
run;

proc sort data=templ;
by group;
run;

[ EEHAA

proc means data=templ;

class group;

var cl;

OUTPUT OUT=siml100 MEAN=totalMEAN STDDEV =totalSD;

run;

data siml101,

set sim100;

if group='." then delete;
run;

proc print data=siml101;
run;

proc means data=siml101;
var totalMEAN totalSD;
run;

quit;
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