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Abstract

This paper discusses tests of factor effect or contrast by the use of saturated
design k" factorial design. The nine nonparametric rank measures in normality test
using normal probability pot are proposed. Length’s PSE(Pseduo Standard Error)
test [4] which relies on the concept of effect sparsity is also introduced and
extended to the margin of error(ME) and Simultaneous margin of error(SME).
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$ EFE BART BE A4 MAT £ A= K29 AP AU

*
o,
(o,
)
Lot
=
2
i
of{
Lot
_E

295



Ho

KA A gl X £3t4Ho] 9% aAiHe I = !

2 28e] xf-w7) 091 E3FE A3 (SD : Saturated Design)ell &= Q.x}3lo] & 75
2R (ANOVA : Analysis of Variance)® 82 AF&E 4= glt}. SDol| & E 7]
T2E A3EE S (Normal Probability Plot)e] A o] Fo] o3 @<lgy &9
Z (Sparsity) A A[1,5]2F PSE(Pseido Standard Error)ell 2|3+ #HA[34,6]0] Aot 18
U 71E AgEr AAdAE FAEgE AAA Blom FAHHe Asd WHwHS
Abgsta glomn PSEC] o HAE /7R eQ&dE #A4T + A= MEMargin
of Error)®@®el =&kati lvh1].
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Z AA B, PSE A4l E MINITABoI A& A 3skA] 9= SME(Simultaneous
ME)WH & A7) e,

A=
s
bl

1
.
=
L

2. PSE # A

PSE #A[4]2 CRD9] F'adufxgel o alaate] oA ofs A4 45 &

Aol AfFE7E 091 SDEAMHelth, PSEx 1972 29 &3 EE diH
(Contrast)®] Adigke] wtietel 155 wsle] 27IHA(R)E T3 F 20AZ 8%

It 25RE et RS AL vt 155 wste] A s
1A @ 27199 RyAAE
Ry=1.5 + Median{|C}|}
244 : PSE A4t
PSE=1.5 « Median{|C}|:|Cj|< 2.5R,}
dE B0l 2°alulA el 29@ytel Adgtel [11, 25, 05 245, 35, 11, 53)4 4
$- mteke 3503 27W9 R, =1.5x3.5=5.25°t} 25R,% 131252 Hojuh= 29l
a¥ 2455 A9star PSE=1.5 « Median{11,2.5,0.5,3.5,1.1,5.3} = 1.5 x 3 = 4.5°]t}.
PSEE al@ste] foA #Ag7iEel e /Mo adast va H3A47Ed ME
T = IER(Individual Error Rate)d} <19]9] @<la o] th=4]nl(Multiple Comparison)
AA71%2 SME *+ ERR(Experimentwise Error Rate)E A4Fs A] Al&¥

3. 29 F e HAT

datetE st PSES AA WA= thaa 2o

1A @ ka0 1‘?3 EE FAdFAA g o) APS v Etar acle e FF
W oGS Fela 8983 B e 73 dE o] 2'euA YA AS A,
B, C, D, AB, AC, AD, BC, BD, CD, ABC, ABD, ACD, BCD, ABCD?] £¢lo] 1}&
A9l -14F Hito] -5 +15F Hifol 10Y ﬁo% AL & 7=10-(-5)=157} =™
ABCY] -15F% o] 7, +15% Hito]l -20¢ 49 ABC £ &=-20-7=-27¢] @t}
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i) Jacquelin 74 %
p=——1—C .y —0.2784
i n—2+1’ & C; Chn—i+1 .

e = (1— (k+1)(0.5)7%)/(1—2(0.5)"%)

i1) Filliben 4 %

_ 1—0.3175
i n+0.365

iii) ™t et (Median)s=$9 (Benard) 74 &
_ 1—0.3
i 404

iv) =4 Kaplan-Meier(Hazen)3 4 =
1—0.5
n

P =

v) B (Mean)+=9 (Herd-Johnson)37 %
)
' on+1

vi) IEC 5654 &
_ i—05
i n+0.25

vii) Blom F73 %
i—0.375

i n+0.25

vi) =E=(Mode)s=9 F74 %
1 —1
n—1

P, =
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497 0 9 i E VMEFoE FAHSE PE HNESoE St Xqﬁﬂg_r s A3
T A de Ak 8QlEay e ginfe] e oA om dAAgett A 74 W
H = A" E #A, Anderson-Darling A A, Kolmogorov—Smlrnov A4,
Sapiro-Wilk #AA, #E Entropy 74, Kullaback-Leibler A& So] o]2w H[2]7}

AL
AAS =AY AFEEA A 49 Ryan-Joinerd A& AFES 4

oAkl B EZS wete] AlEEn SME 9A upR AR pBEF O] FARgEe 2 AL
Aot Fo5F a=1%, 5%% 4 22ay T diHle] = pol 93 ME$ SMES]
AT e <IE 1>, <F 2>¢ #rh[6] ME9 SME+: PSEe| ZolA 3 AFis

<3 1> ME A+

7 11 15 19 26 31
1% 5.069 4.077 3.629 3.378 3.148 3.044
5% 2.297 2.211 2.138 2.120 2.082 2.064

<¥% 2> SME A<

7 11 15 19 26 31

1% 9.715 7.412 6.446 5.884 5.300 5.095

5% 4.867 4.438 4.240 4.118 3.985 3.925

@A 6 1 @A 59 AbE¥E MES SME gholl Hls] 2 ada¥ == divof s
ojxel #AAHS sy A Z43H(Visualization)E 93] Pareto Chart, Bar Chart, Main
(Interaction) Effect Plot ©] A}-g¥t} 53] Bar Chart: 02 7|22 +ME, £SME
of o&] Fojds At

SA 7 eQE I = dgnle] AEERs AAY PSE HACdAM feldow #A
}
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