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1. & L & (c

HBOHEDF 2 —Y v eETITRA2 (ETH) Tid o2 b 3 AMBHKHFEOFTIES ShA
BHESSTHS, B OANEEELXINTIAX Y XRPELIZUDIL. BANKLEGR
HCERBRD T A —F0u SR M ETIOWTT 4 F7HELYF, ChPHEKCOSMHE
KHRL T, #ER %R (Kinsch [4) w3 &z, U LEEATRE SR P X ZA0FHERV DL
h IDATIZEVD 5 EZFER% technical 22 C 32BN THLHPTLENTAHLI LR
5. FRUCIREHR I VAR ST THATEIHBEBIBD B0, YIalb—va vOfERT
ORR VHEERPELHERLENS L TE. REBKEREOF—Fo—20f0 dEiwd 5

T 3R b X RDEEMCEB L TEEDBNL OB, EAEEIZF— 5 0N EI iR
ottt X TCHHEROMENITIORLLLVENICETHE, CHT5E [Erichi
3] LEITHRMBE LMY LIIETHD. o R MR E 2L (1—€) P+EQ & P p3f#
DILRISSTNBC s 5, (1—8 P+EQ i3 F—F orhiclER € T Q offi% y DRHFE
DB B LS5 7EF N (gross error model) TH B, I HIBEMEIIHH T3, TEAR
F—F B HDBEXIDMIIEPICRILSTL B, LD BPERBT DDA OFAAEL#HY
Ths. [FEOBREFHER S L T |§f(x)Py(dx) —§f (x) Py(dx) | 23/ 3 Py &
Py, B RIEBETS. [HERIZDLREEBD > TIENVITHEDLZVL, [43
BRI O F— I 2ADTHIRILEDS WV, B v v ¥ —o LD Pt
BB ZADY, o2 OFERPFFOCERTI0BEL TS, UL, ZTTR
FER YT B ICDMHOMERZ BT T, B F— 7 ohic REEY ANl SHEEED &
DELBWVEDBEDLENSI T ERTANE, F—7 2R3 L IRBERAMEMEIRILEDLR
VWS, REMBOHBMEELTHEHETHS.

TRZ P RXADERTHEZ OO EILFT S, —Di3, BRDAMIFEL SIREE
KRB OTEBETIUTIROENI  DTHSE, LdL, CITEBRNTAE ST LHEER
W EABTERZRITTHIRERDOL OV, HEATRETRREWT —4 2BIEdius, HE
WKBARALATADBEL S, oA RHETREXR, REEND-TI B THHEEED
AT HEBEB D2 S, 20 kicu 82 Y BHERERIIILD, ZAZTERBIEVATS
N—TF 4 v 2 F — I RTHTRETH 5.

b —DRREEZEFYV VI UTREERRESIIHVBRBWEESHHATH S, L UEFR
FloBHicit, REEONENWBLF 478D TEFLNOBEMHEERCLHLBBDT, F—7F
DEDBZAZICKE L ZTNIE, 20FEcHEBRES. ROu Xy 2 hER, FARS A
7 OREMECH LU THIRERER O»b, PBLELT—FOBENIIZTDLELNEXRE
FITCHs., oR"X} oHEEIRIBZEDETCTF—FTOELVELEZRTRLNEILE, RO
2797 TCTEFV VIV S EBBICRBIZ55, CH5ABE, B2 Y skt EFYV v
AT HECAMLAHBIBRicH 3.



52 HHBEPARSE F31E P15 1983

2. AR-EFLICETZ 08X MEER
RHLCTHOHZIEFNVREDOL I SHCERERTH 3.

(2.1) n—t = él By (Gick—8) + 145, 4; 1.1.d. ~N (0, 0%,

LZitb=(fy, " Pp& o) eRI? BRI NTG 2—5THB, 21)DEFERERIET IO,
HBRK 1—Piz— - —Pp?=0 oML T (2, 121>1} RASTWVB EEET S, UTicERT
2 PXPFIFIR(B) & AB) 2%kD X D i EHT 5.
fiZI R o (1, j) B2
covy(Xg, X;j) Jo? (1<14, <)

T, 4z R o137 Th 5,
Kiinsch [4] TREL 720 <X + BHEEBRKROSBAOMETH 5.

(2.2) §f W, (7 (%i—&, -+, xirpoa—E, B) #i45)6%) (Hisn—E) iy = 0
(h= O: 1) cry P_l),
(2. 3) ”Z;:f We, (12','4.1,/6‘) 12.'4.? == 0,
(2.4) zf W, (i 8) Uiy 2 = (— p—1) 06,
e
w, (¥) = min (1, ¢/|x]) (xeR)

y(zl, sy 2, ﬂ) = <é1 é] zhAkj (ﬂ) zj)ll‘a

hirp = xi+p—é_]él Bi (x-‘+p—j'—£)
o= (27) "V2fx%w, (x)%exp (—x%[2)dx

Thbh, ¢ & ¢ BREFNZRD LIS S BOERTH 5.

EROFBRR =C=0 DL ATERFBREL D, ZORLELUNCELHERICZ 505,
6L ECWERDEXI %, Xty DF — I WU TIIDTOIEFNIEDIAE L X b/
I EH (weight) w,, & w,, $AS. COBARKOEHETASTNE: (Xirs—E) & Uiy 13
E BT Xipn DBFRZBEAE RIS, 1217 —D2D 2, KA b3 & X ; (*ian—E) Hitp

E iy BETTHBID 0 RIS TITE S, 105, B E SBLH
]

EEMBIIE—DDOREMEF —5 TR D TREENDS. W, & W, BHBEELAZLEBDD
AROHHOHTRIEERDOT NZ b XX (REH) BT T3

BDa RS2 SHERBZEFSABELNVE I TF— I ODMPBEFVONTREE»ICRZ S
TWBEAERVVHEER D, CoZRFADEEIRDNT (2.2)~(2.4) O ) opBE%
PFieal~3,

FeF Ky % D3 (2.1) DEFAR U o TNS & X #1/2(0™—0) HEILEIIC T ¥
o CHHETHI I o ERBDHfic/s5, CodHEATFH T 0Bz
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Tyi=Me)AP)y (1<i,j<p)
P -2

= 2({1__
Ty, 1= A3(co) 0 (1 El ﬁk)
T pio,pt2 = Ag(C5) 0®[2
I'yi=0 (zofios,f 0BaE)
ThHD., T A A A REIL ORI THBARY T, ERKRT1LIRTZ2BHTH
3. Ay X R—KTEOBHELTRIZNCC CREETILO THEIET 3. A 2 p=1
Dty Fig 1 g5aTns, T ofbb RO Ebbbs, AM,EM, 6™ 3H T

B™ DT ¢y LEBBRTRAHTEEOEEL b Ehi KRV, 6 2PEMICA DN ZN
BEBEIRZL., €M & 6™ o T EETH 3.

(2.5)

5.04
4.0
%(e)
3.04

2.0

1.0

0.0 —— T v T
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

(4

Fig. 1: p=1DrXOBE A & v A & 71 1K (25) & (2.7) TERZR TS,
Graph of the functions A; and y, for p=1. A, and y, are defined in (2.5) and (2.7).

RICREEOEEBPTRD, TODIC %, -, % B EERUEICEFAL (2.1) it LTzhio
TWBLERRETS., I 5y, Y DF—Fi n(1—E)] EHD ¢ Tiz x; LRAUMET
B, BHo [en] o i CREBECHEZES ([1RAVROEERE). ¢57T5LEHEHE
ek 2 00 oI ES,

(2. 6) Aé(") = é(”) (yl’ ttty yﬂ) _é(”) (xli Tty xn):

PRIVIEHEBRIBVETAS. nBERTENEDE X 4™ 43 (x, -+, %) &
(Y1 o Vn) DEBELBIRTH B, T n 2B/BRICL, ZOKEBLORESITEEXRD
Ewol:d) RvAeR

2.7 ( 5 5 4f™Ru () Aﬁ»"")l/z < Eyi(ey),
j=1k=1

(2.8) 1< epeal (1- 5 B)

(2.9) [46™M | < Evs(cy)o,

LT yy Y s REFRMT, ERACRKTIERTHSZ, MholrEaid e 2RELT
3L BOURZR Y XAMBBA TS, BREMELELELTS B OWEIR ¢ LEBERETHB LD
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C.DPEBHENTHS, Ay Ay, Ay EEIUEIT ¥y, Ve 3 DD T BHEET S, 9 1k
P=1D¢ 3T Fig.1itHEA T3,

2.7 TEBBO2—7Y v FEEETIZZLT, RAHEERD #HIL O #77] R(B) TF
SOl R FE S BB o5 5. $9 4™ | < Econst. DRELEIGIE KT A—F Y AT
LICHRIET 200, B ASIZNRFA—F YV AF 2 TEICHBBRY Iz, A5 A—F ¥R
FAMRIED L, BAKTROBLELARTIIN 4P LABCREI ST 5556 2.0 REA
BRGA—FYRFLTHRDIND. 35ic (2.7) OffInDH 5 L 4p™ & REMHEHLVE X
DB pBEEEBENENG, TRbLEERSEGHI T oXp 5

v .
(2.10) E [jj;: . (Bi™—B;) Rjx (B) (Br™ — ) ] ~ n~1 pA; (1)

FoBAS L 1= Enb LT, (TR & (B o0 TR &5 SHFEY
Bohs,
(2.11) 9™ (¥) =7 ™ () 12 < E29,%(c)) [Ar(eq) - E [§®) (x) —n]%,
CNREBOEEMESTFI V LEBORT7 YV bir LT
sgp [%*012] (' Vx) =0 V18

LB ENET IO, S (FHMId Krasker-Welsch (3] %), RUEH T (2.8) & (2.9) D
2E™ & 6™ DI B & o IFT B X DL,

BREESDHB L3R EEAL MM % Tr31203L U5, ¢ & ¢ dh 3T
IVERWV, UL, T T3 EREESTFELRVE XOHESRNBEL 25, b8
BERDOANT 2B ELRITE LS, BLRBED N —% v F—Y € Bbho Tl
(2.7) & (2.10) 25

E2y1(c) 2 = pn Ay (cy)

B2 XHBRBERIZSS. LhLbhbhiz & 2E5005 A & v, OBBOEIL
(Fig.1 »2R) 2RI: L&k FHERZTIDI. A(e) $51.05 & 1,15 DiEic AS 8 ¢

Table 1: A, #21,05(cmax) & 1,15(cmin)ic7s5b k 5 efEE /G5 v M &
71 XX (2,5) & (2.7) TEEIhTW5.
Values of ¢cmin and ¢max and corresponding values of y,,cmin
and cmax are defined by A,(cmin) =1 15 and A, (cmax)=1,05,
and y,, A, are defined in (2,5) and (2,7).

14 cmin 1 (cmin) cmax 1 (cmax)
1 1.52 2.21 2.52 2.90
2 1.74 2.59 2.89 3.33
3 1.94 2,93 3.20 3.72
4 2.11 3.24 3.49 4,08
5 2,27 3.52 3.75 4.39
6 2,42 3.79 3.99 4.69
7 2,55 4,03 4,22 4.97
8 2,68 4,26 4.44 5.24
9 2.81 4,48 4,65 5.49
10 2,93 4.70 4.85 5.73




HOERARI BT 5 e AR P EE 55

Table 2: ¢=1.0 & 1.5 DBED vy, 5 A A DH. va A ¥e 2 1IK (2.5),
(2.8), (2.9) TBHREN T 5.
Values of g Ag s Ay for ¢=1,0 and ¢=1,5, The functions
Va Agy Va3 Ag, are defined in (2,5), (2,8) and (2,9).

e L ome |l Nme L me a
1.0 1.46 111 l 1.28 2.12
1.5 1.73 1.04 1.54 1.32

BTOZDALATCHEBERHANS, RALEVINICOEDRERR2F—F 2R THNS,
ZZTLO5E LIBDEENIDRZNFNILBETETROIH, 5T, EHALHEE
EFHhuRZR M AZAMBTINT, UL RRERIAbRVESHEERICES, A 1,05 &
1.15475% ¢, D{HERIET S y, Offiid Table 1 1w 54 TH 3. ¢ icid i.i.d. o location-
scale #HED & X EFE UK 1.0 & 1.5 0RMIDEZTTHIIN. TR HIET S Vo Va Az A3
offiis Table2 w54 TH 5. ¢ ORIz H 7% b B3, o i3k nuisance <7 2 —F77)
LRI DU NZA Y XAMNEETHS., KOBEDOY I V—V g voERicks e ¢ B8REME
R DBEIZH D =1.0® 1.5 D{EMNEY TH 5.

R(2.2~24HICIOVPEISTVIHEER, 2.7~(2.9 2L TWEHEEDLHE
DR CEAHERICR VL, BREENZVBED B & § OBERAE RIMET B, <
DT EDFERIZBER TR0 TELH Kinsch [4] wd s, RFEEOHELEAILHEE
EVIRB TR XA DTB VR LB LTSN TH 5. CoBFT 11 d oBFEI
Hampel [1] »3# A L T influence function & # ¥ T %, (2.4) 1k 6 e U T Head
(optimality) pssiih e p=0 () OFHRI TSR TR L b T2 HEE
& (Huber o “Proposal 27, Huber [2], p. 137) rRIUHERIK /S -TWV 5, 126,60 03
BEENEFNEI I AT DRI A—FTHBELEDD (2.7)~(2.9) O LB% B, 6 kxL T
Brick ole, TOZEDORGA—FEBIEEGHO 4 TRA%255 ERIH/PMIL LA
i, BBESHEENDPLESTL S, 47X~V g v &, ERSARUMNAOX LT
KRR b > TNBEXBRE LU AR VHTEREMZONDH, FoOHIZI bicEHlH ek
3.

K (2.2)~(2.4) REBELOFETRIS. pRETLTEL ¢ % (23)~(2.4) HHIHET
5. chudE@o o 3R+ location-scale #iE &z /s - T Huber [2], Variant 4, pp. 147-148
DHERHED . WCHORAT » 7 THADIN 4 & 6 ZEELT (2.2) 2. Zolzdicdis
FEIboFER Lz tuL 2 5w, o, ot T % B 235 iBIET 3 & (2.2) 5T
FRRCE -~ TR RIS, COBIKRDAT v 7 Tw, DRt ANTEERT. IEL TH
BEI A REELT (2.3)~(2.4) b § & 6 OFLWMERET 3. BBRIICE - TIERI
FEEICE ., ToIAEME B ¢ AB) MEERMERFICE B X D ERL T T 6 s,

BAHEEMEE O R M EEEPKRELLBE 126, THORERERMY 120, (2.2)~(2.4) »»
B, KABENDIUL, B35 1 T w, r(i—E -, Ginga—E B iirp|6%) 2 w,, (4:45/8) 51 &
DFoEPNILBSTNBLENDbME,. BIL, %y BEIOF—F %4 o0, Xippq KHEBLE
W, DAV X, Kty DT —IBBU TR EFVIREDIWC EDWTRLE IR
MATHE, CheRETIEREF—FDEBLVWEZEBDLS,. LbL, CTTAIX—
Yagvoscaleo Pu SR P g HETHELRWE ¢ BRETY TR ODL ST DL
WESNZSBR).
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3. Y3ab—LarniER

ATDRICETz X b SHEER (2.2) ~ (2.4) oW EIZ £ TWHERN 72 0T, HRO n PED
E TCOUBERHELDIN, BRNSHEBTESLLLY I U—Y g voFEULEWL. U
PUBRT 2T 2ALEIVE E, ZOBHEOKMERICKREL L3, n& p & 0 OfFilc
G2 T, HEBOTRZA T RRB2HRD B ¢ & ¢, BREMBDON—% 57—V E BREMHD
RyA3, Z0BHR/BIH5. IEATRFESFIZHNTIL > T 5 h, BELTHS
LoTNENit T, HEMEICHLUTOFEIRIITEH. ILRBHEENFNTEBL ST
WAEEXDHELRIBILE S, ZofMMicREBEN B F—F 2 oh T, 4/ -V 3
VEDHTBLSTWAL EEAGNS., CoBGIZ, BREBEBIST SICHTD 5, 120 T
B TZDHEDNDPBDOF—F bREWILE, CARTI A 7TOREEOBETHE (2.7~
(2.9) DHEFI VWA D L2, BROEL LB %Y I 2V —¥ g v THIDIIL.

CCTRYIab—Yavidp=1icR3, p>1 D& Xid By, -+, fp DHBID 12D ICFERLS
RLI K BB305ThH3. ULhL, ChiRRK (2.2)~(2.4) DHETEER p=1 BB LE>
BRTRZWV. p DA OETFREDKICEA T, BEM[SZVNES E=0)i2, B20.82LT
7 % 100, 200 & 400 THEATZ, LoV I b~y g v ERoEsANIR, REMOEEICE -
THERBCKIITHENEIVILIREILANE L ETH S, I 6REHESEEL TV
5LEn=100 & €=0.05 »EEL TP # 0.8,0.0 & —0.8 CHEATRHMEDY {7/, BF&
AE2EAIVI, WOb e ®1.5825 Fe’1.081.55BTH>D TR M HE
EMEZEFE LIS, ¢ 2B LTH, BRENZERERBRIC, B OBBIRBERYTIINVCE
BYIab—v g v CRRINIOT, EREBLI, ¢ 2BHLTEE 3R EE 612D
WTHRIBETH 5,

Table 3: BX n OR¥flAVe\ AR(1) BETO f 0P (LokF) LEE
RE (TORF). viav—vavOR=20
Mean (upper figure) and standard error (lower figure) of f for
an AR(1)-process of length », Number of simulations=20,

¢y ‘ I n=100 n=200 7=400 ! n—»00
.783 L7173 . 787 .800
o «© 1053 2049 J034 - 060m-112
787 775 786 .800
2.5 L0 - 054 1052 1037 | 063n-172
.790 718 787 .800
1.5 l 1.0 056 1083 “038 ~069n-1r2

Table 3 iw REEI /2 & A0FERE% 54172, Table 3 m12pic f=0.8 ® AR(l) ;BE»E
I 400 C0BEEARAE IR T, OIHD 100HE 200 D F— % § Blgic {72, Table 3 it £
& oo g nuisance NT A —F L3 L i LT B OBRULEA T, BAMERE v
2 MEERD B OVHENMIZIIEA LR TH B, BHERVIREEE A, b3l
B EDBOBEPICKEL B BEAICD B,

REBEMBFEL TS & 3 ofRiz Table 4~Table 7 x5 42T %, f=0.8 & Xicid
Table 3 iwffistc 7 — % 0 20 BAETIC L TREBERX AN, ChbDED LT 4 ok i
IBRANBIIDIIIBY 32—V a VHZARRELDESNT E¥bbolzn T, f=0.0 &
B=—0.8 D& XTI ODERLORE IR o1, REMBEDOBITIIFERN TL L THEic
Blohs, BEIFAUIZERS
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Table 4-Table 7 DERORjic, REMBORI IZHB LI, 1f1=0.8,0=1.0 D& X
BREMEORIIZ 5.0 THEAN. Z25T2LEEHRIMO T — 7 DEBREEO=/HIC/S -
TW3EY, BREHEOHMDOALA ) R—y g VIRBDOFID A4 ) R~V g vy OREBRERZ S, 17056
B=0.0 D& xiziz, BREEDOKII®3.0&500"DDfETEAN. BREMEMBCHLEKR
3 B-oTh, BAEEERD NI TAPBEALEAKRILZZIZTu R P EERIIZIIEA
EHBWBILNT EWBD»oTIE, 2& #id Table4-Table7 » =00 D: XDy I ol —
VavoREREPR L.

Table 4: £&X 100 © AR(1) BBO L ¥ 5 BORFMEOKCHC RIETHE. HSHIRE T REME
PEL . 4B L 46 3K (2,6) CEEIh T\ 5.
Influence of 5§ outliers on the parameter estimates of an AR(1)-process of length
100, Consecutive outliers with alternating sign, 48 and 4¢ are defined in (2,6),

i) ﬂ=~81 0’=1., i%’fﬁ@ffﬁ%ﬂﬁ:&, Vialb—¥a "/D&=20,

Absolute value of outliers=5,, number of simulations=20,

4 o
- SN hRAE B X 2.7 oldiorlR B oFE  f omRRE
[ Cq minimum  median maximum bound of (2.7) mean of § s.e. of
R oo —.652 —.562 —.321 oo .238 .123
2.5 1.0 —.132 —.096 —.062 . 087 .694 .062
1.5 1.0 —.113 —.071 —.041 .066 .721 .059
45 O
b N FRRAE B’ K (2.9) > |46 D LR
minimum median maximum bound of (2.9)
R oo .766 .872 1.045 ©o
1.5 1.5 . 045 .110 .142 .077
1.5 1.0 .021 .059 .139 .064

i) f=.0,0=1, REMOKEMME=3.L5., v .V~—vavOH=2

Absolute value of outliers=3, and 5,, number of simulations=2,

REfE=x3, R¥HE=15. (2.7) @ |4f| O LR

¢ Cy Outliers=+43, Outliers=-5, bound of (2.7)

4p 4p
0 ©o —.308 —.324 —.513 —. 556 00
2,5 1.0 —.187 —.163 —.184 —.,141 . 144
1.5 1.0 —.164 —.103 —.166 —.095 .110

(2.9) o |46] D LR

45 45 bound of (2.9)
00 ) . 143 .168 .329 .34 oo
1.5 1.5 . 040 . 084 .039 . 083 .077
1.5 1.0 .044 .079 .044 . 077 .064

i) f=—.8 o=1,, BEEOHERE=S, v .1 —avOK=2
Absolute value of outliers=5,, number of simulations=2,
(2.7) o |48 O kB
6 €y 48 bound of (2.7)
0o o —.008 —.032 ©o
2,5 1.0 —. 080 —. 064 . 087
1.5 1.0 —.084 —. 052 .066
(2.9) @ |46| D LR

4o bound of (2.9)
© oo .186 .203 )
1.5 1.5 .009 .028 .077
1.5 1.0 .015 .025 .064
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Table 4-Table 7 ofERic k3L, FARZBEORKEMETY 6 kt KA uBEPRITT. KL
HERED 46 13 0 DAY OEOES D, ALLSVWD0BETHH, BRIFERTHS. T2}
DEFEIIT 46 BT 5 E/NILSTHFITD S, B D53, 4613 =10 D& XDTHS 6=
LEDEXRIOAI, Y3al—Y s VREANREBECRITEORERE Eixidds bE
T 2hotcD CEIET S,

BBzt BIRFEHEOBEL f offick o TRS. REMOBEHTBHENT, HEMBXE
T35 & & (Table 4) iz, SAHEERED 48] b3 =0.8 & f=0.0 DHFHITIF KIS, f=—0.8

Table 5: £X 100 0 AR (1) BED L & 5 @ORFEOEEHC TS THR. FS1HURKMEL
<. 4B r 45 3R (2.6) TEESHTLB.
Influence of 5 outliers on the parameter estimates of an AR (1)-process of length
100. Consecutive outliers with the same sign. 48 and 4 are defined in (2.6).

) p=.8 o=1., REEOKNE=S., v oL —vavOH=20,

Absolute value of outliers=5,, number of simulations=20,

4o
- N s RfE B K 27 oldflokR  f oFH  f ommHEz
6 Gy minimum  median maximum bound of (2.7) mean of f s.e. of §
0 ©« —.102 . 010 . 047 o . 782 .054
2,5 1.0 —.009 . 061 . 098 . 087 .838 .039
1,5 1.0 —.002 . 056 .101 .066 .843 .043
46 0
N sh R fE B X (2.9) @ 46| D LR
minimum  median maximum bound of (2.9)
o 00 . 040 L212 . 386 oo
1.5 1.5 -.067 . 030 .090 .077
1.5 1.0 —.044 . 024 . 105 . 064

ii) f=.0, ¢=1,, REMOMERHE=3. L 5., ¥i1.Vv—vavO¥=2

Absolute value of outliers=3, and 5,, number of simulations=2,

REE=23, RHE=25, (2.7) © |4B| D ER
¢y cy Outliers=+3, Outliers=+5, bound of (2.7)
4p 4
oo o] .225 .219 L411 .301 w
2,5 1.0 .095 . 158 . 097 .128 .144
1.5 1.0 . 057 . 096 . 057 076 .110
(2.9) @ |46 D LB
46 46 bound of (2.9)
0 0o .124 .122 . 295 .301 oo
1.5 1.5 . 083 .071 .093 074 .077
1.5 1.0 .076 .070 .076 . 067 .064

iii) f=—.8 o=1,, RHMEOMEME=S., v i.v -2 vOoH=2

Absolute value of outliers=5,, number of simulations=2,

(2.7) © |48| O LB
6 G 48 bound of (2.7)
o oo .559  .598 S
2.5 1.0 052 117 . 087
1.5 1.0 .031  .081 . 066
(2.9) @ (46| D LR
A6 bound of (2.9)
o  ®© .927  .783 o
1.5 1.5 L1100 . 082 077

1.5 1.0 . 061 . 027 . 064
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DHEBIBZEAE ¥ THE, v R VHETED |48 12 f=0.8 £ f=0.0 D & Xt/ 3t
», f=—0.8 DEFICIIEDdICKIY, B Y OBEOREBETAICISI ERELMTH

3

BEVBRCERTEE»FEL & 5 (Table §5) 2, f=0.0 DiER Table 4 tEKETHY, f=
—0.8 D& Table 4 » f=0.8 LAKETH 3. Ubh L =0.8 DBEAic 48 BRI 3D
REED b s, i, REEOMOMHEEN 1.0 CHIBREME Z O DRBVTF —
7 EDHBEMAIRIE-TNB L EMRERTH A,

Table 6: &2 100 0 AR (1) BED L & 5 HORFEEOREM IS THE. REMEIBEL TS,
4B r 451 R (2.6) TEES ATV B,
Influence of 5 outliers on the parameter estimates of an AR(1)-process of length
100. Isolated outliers. 4f and 4é are defined in (2.6).

i) =8 o=1, BEMOKNE=5, ¥ .v~av0OR=20,

Absolute value of outliers=5,, number of simulations=20,

48 o
& b FR{E & K
G Cy minimum  median maximum
00 o —.412 —.282 —.178
2.5 1.0 —.219 —.104 —.058
1.5 1.0 —.181 —.072 —.035
46 D
& b hRAE R X
minimum median maximum
oo o . 556 . 678 . 838
1.5 1,5 . 109 . 200 .293
1.5 1.0 .069 . 140 .231

@NolBlorR B oFH
bound of (2.7) mean of §

oo .497
. 087 . 681
. 066 .721

(2.9) » |46| D R
bound of (2.9)

o0
.077
.064

i) B=.0,0=1,, BREHEOKIME=3. L 5., ¥ Ii.Vv~vavOK=2

Absolute value of outliers=38. and 5., number of simulations=2.

REE=+3.
I Cy Outliers=4+3.
4p
© oo —.041 . 062
2.5 1.0 —. 090 .064
1.5 1.0 —.109 . 045
45
o co .176 .182
1.5 1.5 .077 . 066
1.5 1.0 .089 . 080

HHfl=£5,

Outliers=+35.
48

—. 059 .036

—.119 . 057

—.115 . 041
4o

.483 . 497

.078 077

.095 . 087

(2.7) ©|4p|1DER
bound of (2.7)

oo
. 144
L110
(2.9) @ |4s| D LR
bound of (2.9)
oo
.077
. 064

il) B=—.8, o=1,, REMEOMRE=5., ¥ v —~v v OH=2,
Absolute value of outliers=5,, number of simulations=2,

(2.7) @ | 48| D LB

¢y Cgy Aﬂ

oo e .241 . 340

2.5 1.0 .029 . 143

1.5 1.0 .013 . 090
46

0 ©o . 646 .684

1.5 1.5 .221 .156

1.5 1.0 .162 .119

bound of (2.7)

[ee]

.087
. 066

(2.9) @ |45| D EfR
bound of (2.9)

o

077
.064

B opEgmE
s.e. of
.086
.068
.059
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BEESEIEL T B LY (Table6) i3, =0.8 & f=—0.8 ® |4B| BAT L 5\ Tu s
A HEEEOH B L b/ 3y, Table 4 & Table 5 offRE2H~3 &, SoEEOREHE
OHMBT AR P EERICECEERRIITY, RAHEEDO L 33U TH S, f=0.0 DBHE
R EASHETERIC b DT b EEL. Table 6 TR EEEOHENKETH 5, FEHRA
UBAETHIELBNERS.

Table 7: £X 100 D AR(1) BBDELE 501 /~—v 2 vEEHOME. REMOMERE=5.0. 48
& 463K (2.6) TERIh T\ 5.
Influence of 5 innovation outliers on the parameter estimates of an AR (1)-process
of length 100. Absolute value of outliers=5.0. 4f and 4é are defined in (2.6).

i) f=.8o0=1, vi.v—-vavo=20,
Number of simulations=20,

48 o
BN RRE B x  @DolflokR fovy B omemz
2 Cy minimum  median maximum bound of (2.7) mean of § s.e. of §
© oo —.166 —.014 .160 oo . 756 .058
2.5 1.0 —.093 .007 .142 . 087 . 789 .052
1.5 1.0 —.093 .020 .101 . 066 .793 .083
46 D
b SN rh RAE & K (2.9) @ |46] D LR
minimum  median maximum bound of (2.9)
©o 0 .372 .476 .521 0
1.5 1.5 . 043 . 097 .130 .077
1.5 1.0 . 000 .065 173 .064

i) f=—.8 6=1,, v 3i.Vv—vavOH=2,
Number of simulations=2.

(2.7) o481 DER

¢y Cy 48 bound of (2.7)
0 —.011 —.002 o0
2.5 1.0 -=.000 —.010 . 087
1.5 1.0 —.011 .012 .066
2.9) © 145| D LR
46 bound of (2.9)
o oo . 498 .492 0o
1.5 1.5 . 096 .068 .077
1.0 .072 . 048 . 064

1.5

L) R—y g vohoRE@ED - X (Table 7) 13, FARHETEECESTH 4Bl BEAZ
AL, BAHECRE T AZ VHETREOEL/NIN., 417 RX—V 3 Y PERDM T
{Th B OWRER DAL LN EdBELMbh T3, Table 7 2 KBRL T
%,

Table 4-Table 7 D5 R2ROBICEN TS, BAHTED 6 iR EALEEOREMETY
KRAGHBPRIITL, B> TR ARRETHE LRIV, uiX I HEROHEIC
i3, 14B1 & 148] 53 (2.7) & (2.9) D EBOZ~ZBREIL BB ENIITNERLEERS
DT ERELTND, 12056, CTTHistio & DETCRIZ AR VHERRTTD
T2,



BOERERBIC T 5 v SR b HEE 61

4., REOF—5OH

L TERTAFT— I DA3EFToNyAoloBAoBFIRTH 3. F—7oikEnR
Fig. 2 w52 Th3. 20307 —%ic AR(P) BR (p=1,2) 2% Tiz % & Table 8 ©

12.0—‘

11.04

10.0

i

9.0+

8.

8.0 ; . y .
0 20 40 60 80 100

Fig. 2: 91 pA0KMOEADRARDF — %, MBRIRFEHEPEL VL HERDT.
Monthly lending rate during 91 months, The dotted lines indicate doubtful parts in the data.

Table 8: Fig. 2 07 — 21z AR (p) BEX Y TIDA L ED 3T 2 — 2HEFE(H,
Parameter estimates obtained by fitting an AR(p)-process to the data of Fig. 2.

p=1:
1 | .
Cy Cq ‘ ﬁ ‘I £ o
- o | 789 9.19 443
2.5 1.5 . 958 9.18 .154
2.5 1.0 . 959 9.11 .133
1.5 1.5 . 959 9.18 .154
1.5 1.0 .959 9.11 [ .133
p=2:
| N
[} [ 51 Aa I ¢ ‘ 4
oo oo . 766 .030 9.19 442
2.5 1.5 .978 —.025 9.19 .154
2.5 1.0 .994 —.032 9.14 .126
1.5 1.5 1.000 —.035 9.23 .153
1.5 1.0 1.003 —.031 9.16 | 124
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HEEEDHTL 3. p=1 & p=2 OHETEERH~NBZ L, ¢ & B EARBOBETS p=1%
BUOIZS5 ERUS DL, UhUBRAHEED 6 L BLux 6 & Bofliz Ry &S,
F—¥ 2 RIUI=D0D BEEOHFENT OIS, %18=11,75 & Xpg=2%39=11,84 2o 5 —
FEhFoE kA, BROREDD EBRTVFROBR 2 —HEANL L EVREATH 3.

Table 9: Fig. 2 OF — FC=20RFEEXBEL LD L D25 4 — X HEE(H.
Parameter estimates for the data of Fig. 2 after correction of the three large
outliers.

p=1:
21 J 2 1 B l( ¢ ] 4
oo o e a1 | o
2.5 1.5 { 958 9.21 136
2.5 L0 .959 9.15 .126
1.5 ‘ Ls .963 9.22 .136
L5 10 | .94 .125

9.16

COZ=ZDDRHEEPBIET A0, FORLDF—F ERUIEPE A T Xig=%g=%29=9,85
EBNTALS, 2528, ¥Twiz AR(1) @B 5 2 — yH#5E(Eiz Table 9 o &35
hicZked, a "2V EEHEHRIEEBEZBEL T, FEAEESY, BRALAHEMEZD X M
EEIGE ST AT, UL LEN 6=0.212 & 6=0.136 DR X BEVBRS T E05, F—7F
ORI FOBIELIREBEUACBBRLUNECEBDBZEELLNDE. ZNRFANZIID, &
2RI HER M o T 4] & | (%—§) dirr | DR X BRI, BELILT—F 25
5, TOREEDECAIIZAT DT EME, FNLAic #,=0.654, %;=0, 528, #zz=
0.532, fhgy=—_470 & #4=0.891 BH T 5. Fig. 2 T2 L DA PHIOREEOR TH
BRESTA, o 413 0=0.13 0.14 DRFH EEH-> T3, —0.357 £ —0.333 DD
DIELIME 19| H5472 0.8 X b/ I, 6=0.212 DHEEBERE 5 & #g UL BILIZSWVL,
6=0,443 OHEEBEZHS LI Bz b o o XX VEEEZ KD L Tz b6/
V.

COREPTTCHELITEREBRL s TWENEIDLRRD B, ORI ERFOERE
ER S EEHLLHMBEBTEE L, WTFRIRLTY, v A Y HEEDIDiKS /=Y
g VOEESDP ST, BELILELBEZDORDA ) R—Y g VIELRWD S, 8504/
R—Y g VBB TUE, Z0O8EDHDEODL ) R—Y 3 i3 0.13 DIEEREZZFD, i
DHDDA )X~ 5 /1201303 5EF06 THEETIKB TS,

] 23

C OPFFRII T BB COBAFERAE L TIT o1 b D TY. HMEABEWEFRTOBER &
BrsBROBEL LML SR ILET. AR TOMROBES2EA TT I o 103k
e AL ST, 4BEDOF— 7 2L I230E LY 4 —vkEFo Woligang Polasek
IAE, B LORLORPOEREP R T VWBEREIARBILZHL LT T.

2 £ X M
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Robust Estimation for Autoregressive Processes

Hans Rudolf Kiinsch

(Tokyo University, College of General Education
and ETH Zurich)

In Kiinsch (1983, submitted to Ann. Statist.) an optimal robust estimator for the
parameters of an autoregressive process was constructed. Here we describe this estimator
and discuss its properties avoiding the technical difficulties of the subject. The estimator
is defined as the solution of the equations (2.2)—(2.4) where A is the inverse of the
covariance matrix of p consecutive observations and ¢,, ¢, are two constants regulating
the robustness of the estimator. Under the model, the asymptotic covariance I' of the
estimator is larger by a factor A compared with maximum likelihood (Formula (2.5)),
but this is compensated by a greater stability in the presence of outliers. Denoting
by ¥y, +++, ¥ @ sample where an é-percentage of good data x, - -+, x, has been replaced
by arbitrary values, the resulting bias 46 is asymptotically bounded as stated in for-
mulas (2.7)-(2.9).

Simulation experiments with AR(1)-processes show how different kinds of outliers
can change the maximum likelihood estimates drastically. In all cases the estimate for
the variance of the innovations is increased while the estimate for the autoregressive
parameter is seriously affected by certain kinds of outliers. Compared with this, the
robust estimates are much better although the bounds (2.7)—(2.9) are often exceeded.
Finally an example of real data containing several outliers is analyzed.

Key words: Autoregressive processes, robust estimation, influence of outliers.



