2LEAAT A 162 13, 20033, pp. 55-69

N
Ul:-!l—r—

o

A2 A2 95t LAD FA -

Fo
©

IUAA A F LR FAL A8 28T+ e 23 A% 2 ¥ (log-linear model) %
=9 W4 (ordered variables)7} T &1 ¥ o & o &4 2 ¥ (association models)& 9§+ 7+
% gte] #9938 LAD(least absolute deviations) 4 F< ALty FHE A% g >
S AAstAth RS F3bo] ASH LAD A o] e FA o) v 2
T A4AE Ze v Ae WL, o)A Ade As B A dFSolM A&

1. M 2
Atgo] £&H o] Agh(outliers)S A H3AY F& oo & W1Z A &S A
T2 71 883 A7) o] R A= FA Fol 3hutoltt oAbzl Aol &S A=
Barnett®} Lewis(1994) Z128] 1 2 WA E F Ao &3t A7 = Mayo} Gray(1997) 50 A o

H AgE AHE A ADEAS A&+ U
W A 24 2 B (contingency tables) £4& o nH = RYES O
A2 HLEAUE o] &3le] 2o 3ty B4 E FAHSNC ety EEdx EA4L s
289 FANME o] Zk(outliers)ol] AT H- LAY o] 7tA L Y= EAH ] FE3]
Folz By3 X" HES A

neixEofof sttt B R Ap5 oA o]AFgE-E
ro 7 o]l & ZHE o] 4zt outlier cells)o] 2t Fhr}.

ol HEEE A% = YA =¥ (independence models) dtoll Al o] F7hg A EH7] H
3l o1 7 2 = Fienberg(1969), Brown(1974), Fuchs€} Kenett(1980) 18] 3. Korze2} Hawkins
(1984)5 2 A7} itk 22} Simonoff(1988)= A ¢t WS o] o] Abzh-g o] 4bzte] o}
W 7ho 2 #hehdt= masking & 79} o] AFgho) ol ZHE o] AF7to 2 H -l swamping &
FE M = Avte AE A A A E FHAH(deleted residuals) & o83t ol 7 &
Fhof] F wkzhet o) 47 A E Y & A A3t Simonoff 7t A SFEE L o] XY R ¥R}
obd A thxtY BEx SYPA o] obd Bt IutA < A& A 23 (association
models) 2 2 &3 & 4 o}

* o] =EL2 2001¢E St AT A G Yol 95t} AZFH L. (KRF-2001-003-D00032)
1) (442-760) A71% QA F27 ol F 4 94-6, A/ hsty AAGE SR AREAAT 225
E-mail: hjchoi@stat.kyonggi.ac.kr
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o] &3t Abol] 7|WkS F o] AFFr A EHM o] o Yick¥} Lee(1998)+ pertubation 3

1 a
thol] ot A A Aeubg-S A st 1E-2 pertubation Aol o] 3k o] AFZE Al o]
ol 5" Aol 71¥-E F A E Sl vl e masking¥} swamping ol @ wlZt
stthe A2 F@AHor Btk a2 o] 5 At AAY oj4do g #3g 4 Qo

ol 4zhol Bt & I 7s EHAE F Ao A3 A2+ FE 7 gh(observed cell counts)
o] 21& 3 o] AH & &l median polishE 2 A & & 3t Mosteller 2} Parunak(1985)2]
AT7F itk 2831 Rousseuw(1984) 7} Al ¢+3F LMS(least median of squares) 2} LTS (least
trimmed squares) 7% WHE EIE BEAS A3 guiAQA RFog 283 Shaned
Simonoff(2001)9] A7} Utk ZE-L FojF EYP] EH2E L % 7|Fog ¢
< u] 345 A% Pearson 5 A% 18] 3 Gizzle, Starmer 2 Koch(1969) 7} B 3% 23 9
F32 sl A s 7HF F] A F F A (weighted least squares residuals) 23 o] -&3H9 ).
Hubert(1997)+= o|2tg B829 =¢HA E¥o] Z&= Ho B3 3 (maximum break-
down value) & F+E3+ch =8 21 A8 23 (log-linear models) S E1E5 3 &7t
Zt(observed cell counts)o] &M 4 181 2eR ] 7+ 9 X2 vhelus o v ¥4 (dummy
variables) 0] A ¥4 FARY O VeI o] 23k 28 9] LAD(least absolute devi-
ations) =R o] H o 53 2+ AL Bt 281 +9 ¥ (ordered categories) S 2t
= BZEE A 7Y AdF 2 ¥ (uniform association models) 2 2% o] 23+ ALA o] FAk
g 7 UASS g 2y BEE B4 A LAD $H o] Hd 53 ¥ L Z=vhes A
THE EIE ¥ Y 3% s A gk
M= NE A8 7HFgtol o9 LAD A %] Ao &
AR 2dolA e A thAY BTE B4 9 T 4 e 234
FEEFG & W7t 1" Ay AFAY 28 FH3E 93t 7HE5gho] £9¥ LAD
3 5-& A Asta Schlossmacher(1973)2] IRWLS(iterative reweighted least squares) 1o
& &84T vE FAUS A Ach 3PN E B 4F-S 53 AHE LAD 4 o)
HFFAZF v 2¥2Esthe AS Hioy, 474°ﬂ/\1“ ol AT A S A B2 A
3 o
29
2

-

FEIN A§T ABEY AV AL T AXD AR} B2 250 AR
£ 2AET S0 ool BEHAT AT sHANE £ A7) ARE A

2. ¥Za A2 £A2 /5t LAD ZH
HEE AR 45 AT N T2 e DAY E2EE 1Y}V E sk I
o2 PHY EEREn={n},i=12,...,d, % 2 dx 134 ¥E 2T m = {m;}E
d x 12} 71 7t Zk(expected cell counts) B-‘,Eii Uet 7|2 stoh ZF 71Ul gy = Nmp 2
o714 N = Zd_l nit %S 283 1 = {m}t 7 FE(cell probabilities) ¥ & o]t} o]
oo FHA UA 7] WEel 4 7]‘1“7\_ % HE M FA g AE e} BAE -r]ﬁﬂ
DeE TR 2L 212 4% BYel X px 14 B4ue uol 2R 4z o
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F ok
logm = Xu, (2.1)

o71M X 2L 8 Ao H dx pak AE 3 A (design matrix)olw, +AHE A5 3 &
THrow effects) 2t & & F}(column effects) & YEM = B4 wEofl= 22 3 dof tfsto]
et ‘0'0] H= 5o Atz Aol RojHT.

A 2gol £ uE 2937 Astel 1% 99 o189 T e HeFRYE 5

A A & Al #(likelihood ratio goodness-of-fit statistic)
= Qanlog ni/m;)?
i=1

%]-zoz ]a-]-t- 4131-%3;%7_]‘—@-4\_%@.0]oﬂg%g_ﬁ%ﬁ%%@ggg%
g %“?5—8— Agresti(1990) 52 F1 ¥ £ 9k

23 ( )OﬂA EFY HLFALE A7) st = =2 o g Grizzle%—(lgﬁg)o] T
s

d
Zwi(log n; — logm;) (2.2)

L HAR = IHE I%Jixil—g—(weighted least squares) WFHE o] &3 vlE A HE 11
&+ At Grizzles-& logn; & SAHE 4] 1/miZhe AMEERE wy =2 & 22 A
s, o] A & 7}?€k§: o] &3t Aol ZAH LR HLFAAY TS HG

Shane¥} Simonoff(2001)%= 4] (2.2)°] 23] Roussew(1984)7} A|ot3F LMS9} LTS &3
WS ALt FAFY A o Avte ARG 1Y o FAHFE 28] =
Foll M A AR Kol elemental subsetsE ©] 8317 wfiof o)XY EEREAMT A4k <
o] @ A deo] v]A 3 3 A(singular matrix)©] ¥ 7] 3} elemental subsets= 1.7 2]
el Al Al et of st 5 FAFES 27 tlol A5 A4S Al €94 BE37]
o= olggo] Mt

ol A & wWetoA A (2.2)2FE

d

Z w;|logn; — log m;| (2.3)
i=1
& #4238+ LAD 4% 118372 3t 4] (23)& & H?z U e g le Eds
23}

grol oo Zate] Aoigte]l AAE A% w7t D 743 Ao) x4 (sum of weighted
absolute deviations)2 YER B gtz oz dg 4 Z Hubert(1997) 7F A sk A
PRl Zi:l |logn; — logm;|3+= ThET

of 714 A (2.3)2] 4L 98t Schlossmacher(1973)%5 o] A ¢H3t IRWLS W& &%
T o 22 REAMEE A G2 ity &, AAE M4 w E H L8] wE AL



d
w; .
Z o (logn; — logm{*™)?, (2.4)

A71 A mF = 74E gk wi/llogn; —logm{F Vo] Bei®l HaAF el o8 kA ukE o A
¥oix —%765\'_ grolth. © {logm{* Y —logm{®| ~ 00l EbE Al (2.4)%= 4] (2.3)] $HT
Aol olw] Yol 4= a* e 7157 w7k Fo4 ¥ LAD F4 o] Hth

A B A A (2.4)F S8 9B A AL £ 87 8] 715 2k wi GrizzleS (1969)
o] Alotat AbAS A FAsto] kA utEo A Az gk miFle ojgd 5 gk
k=02 RhEo 2712 H 5o 7HA L Qe ol AdTte] Us A5 1317] 9
8o Al (2.4) o A w; = 190 7HEghol o= A 942 LAD Aol &) £33 AR
i@ o) o3 = Xa( g 431712 gk T Fisher(1961) 7 2 & huke} o] A3t

LAD 3 g2 #49 thito] 5 B4 4 ©F 43 A H(perfect fit) o] o] F o] A of3}
7] mfj ol Al (2.1) 004 3 E ue] A< p7l Zho| A A S H o] o] Foj A o} gt} 18]
9 |logn; —log | & 00] 28 w, /| logn; —log ™| = W% A X)L BRI 7 By Sk
Ak H4 Ao JFAgE FAA o BT 4 3= Lange(1999)7F A A 8k o] 8 3 £ A4
) 22 Merle} Spath(1974) 7t A8 3 A H & € > 00l 3t max{|logn; — log |, e} 2t
o2 tAstE 2 A WS L5712 St apebA Ak A (2.4)00 o FAHL H
t £ Ago] o]FojA= bl TH A F-2 Thol vl & 2 S Fodte 4R
< et AL f4A & 5 vk
S H AR e A FIE X (limiting distribution)+= Hubert(1997) 8} Z o]
= Y AXE Y& Huldig g3 3ARY o g 738 7ol Knight
(1999)°l o3l ¥& 5 AUt E3 Knight%:— LAD FA g2 H23 A3 (asymptotic prop-
erties)Soll & o AF ZFHAES At A (2.3)F% 22 Feo 3 FH Fo] 715
&< F8HA % LAD 574 Zo ‘ﬂlﬁﬂ HE Z&Holghe AM G o] & o] &3 AF ARE
278k}

ol 23t ALd 2 HE 4] (2. 4)94 Bﬂ‘i’l 4] (2.3)& H AR 3= LAD 3ZHE 471 9
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(1 2A) HA 4 (24)014 w; =12 WHEALE 55

(2 &HA]) el Dol 27|kl I (k+ 1)HR) HES AT e> 02 FHAT Lol
et o3t 22 7hEie =k
k)

(k) i
= : (2.5)
‘ max{|logn; — logrhgk)l,e}

3714 m* = exp(Xa®)ol ¥

(3 &A) FelM 22 4Ve AL 2 AL TWe} 343 (k+ 1) A
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WRE ol e} 273k

4+ = (X' TR X)~1X T® Jog(n)

d d
Z|Iogﬁzgk+) logm |<eZ|Iogm(k+l)]

i=1 i=1

o] W& w7tx WE Gk

9 Wk 2R G T BN kAR WRA 7125 1P BAl= GrizzleS(1969)2)
FRPH ML fAFSA RN QoA I FARS SR OR o gL 4
A 22z v A (2.5)014 o) = ol Aloke ol oda fHH 24
7t aixﬂzi;gako] A}, o] & 3k /\}go Atrd gagE ol IMSL, S-Plus & SAS
z Jol Sol A AlBate B48 ol gl 4A 22T 4 Y= AL

AFE ALY BARE YT A 27 4% 5y 4] (2.1)9)
A ogolne thad BURE A8 21 4% 29 28n 79 o
o] o BUR BAL 9% YA 44 288 4 9ok

b
4o

Qo
T

o
=)
)
utt

o ¥ o 1o rlo N
Hood

e
My = 2 [
do o lm

rlo do

o] et SHA 29 ¢ A& 2Fol dstd ATH =R F EA4& HE37
Ato] R AP S +33 AHE AAEIR 3tk RYAFL 5x5 BARE Ao
sh3laL, A QkE FA o] of gkl W ete SAHE AW Aste o olgdng 7t

3 Ak A AN S

logmj = u+ Uy (s) + Ua(j);

AAM i =1,2,...,7, 5= 1,2,...,c0v rF = 27t W3} & £ Yehinh o) 29
48g A F EFEL T wp =0 1T @ AFENE T, up) = 0% 2L A
bz g ¥ooh7]2 Bk Huberi(1997)& ole18 S84 Ryl thet LAD 3% 3
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£
olr
i)

Bk
L2
A
ajo
i)
M
i)
fr
pait
flo
ojy

Ho o
1 [min(r,c) +1
e

o (3.1)
olg 3t A&t N BAMYEL T FEo BF 4T ¥4 &E 7= (uniform proba-
bility structure) & 73 5 x 5 B&x o tste] o|Fo] Fow, A4 FHFo| o4l
‘ﬂp—ﬂ‘ EAS ABE7] A5ty dgn 2 v AR B F5 0 =500 EERRE
2 10008 A4 3ho] 280l A A LD TnZ ) oJs) RYe) FFol o FoiFch olml 4
(2 98k gr-e MerleT} Spith(1974)9} Z0) € = 5E — 72 o] €1 o] T o] A=

5)
2ANAE BF o] g o183t

o]

i) (1,1), (1,2) 7ol 295 A%
iv) (1,1), (1,2) (1,3) Tol 299 B+

7 2ol 2t =0l 712 5008 B2, 5 x 5 £EEIER 4 (3.1)
3 A 2 2 ek Be Tl o4 Aol LAD #4 %
s otk Fn g 2932 A o 23 AL 1'0]v, Shaned} Simonoff(2001) 7} A <
© LAD B

<d¥ 1> 1008 243 o3 =4 2 -4 ZARAPES EXE BoF1 gk

B350 —*T*—T‘E}% 8 23} °§ aiolle A7 FaA go] Hle AFxre] RoFof glen

& Yeti it u11— P B uyy B 1T ue &

>8 A P i) AFE 2B F ‘ﬂ’)‘“"ﬂ/ﬁ SRR
2 i )niv) Ao i—%éum LAD 2439 SEE 22 ehdch

3 3 slEo] BRF 93 AfolB2 F 2% Ex/LRF e ¢

N
N
v
=,
N
1
= X
' lﬂ
._AIUR
ol
L

R BT Ueha o, sAshun 8924 gkl v LAD 43k 4E7} 8
oA EEY A AEE 5 Utk 2u T A Yol A Z, (L1)Te] 24D P9
HeAAZE ullF u2le] ¥HY 2L ¢ 4 AL, AT JFol e FHYAE I
22 A2 4 90 o)) B LAD FALE HE BAAA 240 ol Fol AL AL
& 4 gtk G4 <2 1>9 A AA Po) (LT} (12)70] 2B A 9ol H9E2AY
© 7 2ol g5 R ull, w2l w2k 48 2 g2 FYRH2 53 ullel 42
A $HHE B4 ¢ 4 Ah 28 o) A9l LAD 24 ¢HHA 250 5
S A2 9 An B ulldlAs S0 DolA Hold Bed RARAY A2E FEE
obd A€ ¢ 4 gtk A ztez v WA A% (1), (12) 283 (13)20) L9 73
Folt H92AQH LAD 24U BF 2AWE Qolgonz 33 Aol 2A 24
¢4 Aok A2 94 ¢ 4 Ark
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e
== 5EFEEEE el R e SR
............................................................................. JE .
utl ul2  ut3 uld  u21 u22  u23 u24 3 ull viz 13 utd w21 u22  u23 u24
MLE LAD
3
........ O B
R - e = b= Y
= = F == = e sm g T o m e
........................................................................... T
ull  wi2 u13 ute w2t u22  u23 w24 3 ult  wi2 w13 ul4e w21 u22  u23  u24
MLE : (1,1) LAD : (1,1)
3
....................................... - IO L
R B HESE DI H D
= = = = o = =
............................................................................. R
ut1 ul2  ut3d  ul4 21 w22 w23 u24 3 utt ut2 w13 w14 w21 u22  u23  u24
MLE : (1,1), (1,2) LAD : (1,1), (1,2)
3 —
=
e 1 = = =
R L o T
________________________ I T Lo s8s
==
utt U1z u1l3 uld w21 w22 w23 u24 N ult w12 w13 utd w21 w22 w23 u24
MLE : (1,1), (1,2}, (1,3) LAD : (1,1), (1,2), (1,3)

<2¥ 1> 24P 9% 594 29 A2 AUT LAD 24 ge] ¥=
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.
oY A

P E A7t 12 ojAYd EEE T 7Y dF 22 e 2

@
i

e

i

logms; = u + uy) + uggy) + BAL,

ANA e 3 4 Ao thdt dF B (association parameter)E UERY T A= ¥
Fope 4 A4S vetdo 2o A¥ME 7 g3 d Fgoll (-2,-1,01, 2)8F 22
744 (unit spaced)$] AFE Fo3t SHA TP} Zo] £EFY F4 n = 5000 3t
o] 1003] wHE FAHE AAEALE olu YA BF AL FAFEHA 01”7]'01] e F3
% WEE BAF) Yo o2 22 v 7HA] AFE T IR 28" 72 FA
& g zholl 5005 ©l 3o}

) 79 &8 +2

i) (1,3) kel 289 A%

off

iii) (1,3), (2,3) Ttol 289 3

_?_
iv) (1,3), (2,3) (3,3) Zke] 294d 2+

<@ 2>qA b ARESF 5 Austn] 4 B2 24 i)~iv)d B+ FARS £
EE Uit 78 A3 28 QA SYA BYH Zolr > 3,¢c> 4% Ffol HAd 5
Aol A (3.1)3 Zthe AbA o] Hubert(1997)0] 2l3] &4&iA gloenmz FU AFd B oA
T EYAN B8 FAE 29 E BE  Ute AL AT 5 ,AD}

HA <28 2>2 A PolM e HSF AU LAD AL EF ¢ 4ZAL BEE
Hozy glon, 3 °"‘7§%k°ﬂ v 3 LADS] AFE 7} 9F7F ﬂr/}~ AL ¢ S Aok 28y
i)l 3+E e 7 WA gollA (1, 3)7?011 ANE = ullF u23e) 3 gko] 53
Hohe &4% HA & 4 At} olof us] LAD A B vle FAAL FH0] o] F
3L YEhR °‘D} AA i)l AE et e Al -A oA (1,2), (2,3)0 S ZH
= Qo2 IR Y E3) 237t Nﬂa}ﬂl 2go2 FAHE AL ¢+ Ytk 29
1} LAD %7& g2 u237t A7 2 gkOE 2AHE= TS Hol} AvtA oz o 9F 7 =,
o] 4 7hel| A EHAEZ 7 o] D}L A Bz ot utxjgte 2 iv)e] F-$
Al M aﬂ% A Y it}ﬁ Al Zhell o] Abzte] UEtUEB g X3 A3k} LAD + 74
F BT 24 AT A9 A} 9& & dvhe AE €+ Ath

4. A X224 o
4.1. D% K= K2

Shane} Simonoff(2001) ol A 23] $F 12 7 8} 7 (archaeological artifact) Z}35 & Mosteller
9} Parunak(1985)¢] &&7} gtoll 225 33 & F o) median polish B & &8 310 o
AHE A7 98 983t A s E R EVeR A4 Aot BEREE $3(drills),
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3 3
FT T g [
- E E e R e - b BB S E T
et e g e
3 3
b ult w12 v13 ul4 w21 u22 w23 24 b utt ul2 u13 ut4 w2t u22 w23 u24
MLE LAD
3 3
[ ] =
L T O L T TR
- R ~ - &S = = &
=z e & STEEEz=s
LI A S T
3 -3
b utt ut2 w3 utd4 w21 u22 u23 u24 b w1t u12 w13 ut4 w21 w22 w23 u24
MLE : (1,3) LAD : (1,3)
3 3
i
LT SEERRELTEELE o R T T T T L AR e et e e R LR e e R AR e LR REREEER A
== e 5%%5%&&5%#;
= E=N - = i
. =z 2 = A
-3 -3
b uit w2 w13 ul4 w2t w22 w23 u24 b ult w12 u13 ul4d w21 u22 w23 u24
MLE : (1,3), (2,3) LAD : (1,3), (2,3)
3 3 _
(=21

L B 1
= = =
4 frmrerre e E---!ﬁ‘» ............................. 1
-3 K]
b ull w2 U3 ul4 w2t U2 u23  u24 b U1t u12 u13 ul4 w2l u22 U3 w24
MLE : (1,3), (2,3), (3,3) LAD : (1,3), (2,3), (3,3)

<IY 2> ROAY g 7Y I B H 3 AYFA LAD FAHUYY EX

golg] (pots), A ulA(grinding stones), ZE ZZ{point fragments)2] W71A] §Eo] A&
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8} E(permanent water)ollA] ol Aglo] & wAHEF = AT

Mosteller 2+ Parunak(1985)%< AF41 5 o] A3t ol 93 (3,1)7 &, (AvkA, vi=z

2) 7ho] =YA R SolA o4 olge AL AFART, o|HH Ao] ABI} A

5*6’ S dgsted F2% AHEYE AF5n Yok <F 1>E 23 {E 259 &
@ =94 2o i H93Ag 282 LAD £3¢E 2932 ok %
ko] 23k g2 BEHH IAA, (n; - hy)/VmiE UERATH

<E 1>4x4 3138 FEAFO FAIHI MLE, LAD A3

9;’:‘. mzi 2o,

HEE A2 1/4updeolul 1/4~1/27td 1/2~1v1Y
Fx 2 10 4 2
A& g | oty 3 8 4 6
A npA 13 5 3 9
ZE 27 20 36 19 20
3t 4.1707 6.4756 3.2927 4.0610
(-1.0629) (1.3850) (0.3898) (-1.0227)
3o} g 4.8659 7.5549 3.8415 4.7378
MLE (-0.8459) (0.1619) (0.0809) (0.5799)
o opA 6.9512 10.7927 5.4878 6.7683
(2.2942) (-1.7633) (-1.0620) (0.8578)
o z27b | 220122 34.1768 17.3780 21.4329
(-0.4289) (0.3119) (0.3891) (-0.3095)
&3 4.2111 7.5789 4.0000 4.2105
(-1.0773) (0.8794) (0.0000) (-1.0773)
3o} g) 4.4444 8.0000 4.2222 4.4444
LAD (-0.6851) (0.0000) (-0.1081) (0.7379)
Aok 3.1579 5.6842 3.0000 3.1579
(5.5385) (-0.2870) (0.0000) (3.2875)
ZZ 27| 20.0000 36.0000 19.0000 20.0000
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

A 3,10 Fete A2 gkl 3 2E3E A= 229428 vwA & goz
UYER Y <3 1> 3te] LAD X gholl o3 2£319 A 553852 v 2 g A
< & F th o] AL (3,1)ZFo] ol ATt FhsAd o] Athe A& AlAbEE oz
A tHE LAD A o] o]zt kg ¥ okgh7] 2ol 2 JAE & Ao HHY
% Qth o g LAD 4o 91611 % EZ239 ZAE e (3,4)7e tisle ¢33
AN A FAghe] 3A ¢S AS ¢ £ Itk Shaned} Simonoff(2001)+= o] Zhe] (3,1)7=}
A ol 4L TheAd el Utke Zi% ANEY 4% £ BHA ARFAT At
H 3R A 22 2HE AU LS € F Ik AT SR o] AAE+=4x4 £F
FolBR Bo= 7 BE57 A mekA %%JEJ LAD 3 g2 77 9&011*1 S ikely
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AE B4

LAD

tlo

A

ok

A 65

e

A gto] dojifof ghoh <F 1> A tA FAgho] 770 Lol A &S A o] o] Fo R
AE &A & £ ooz AddE FHUHESE B3 F LT LAD R gkl doizicte A&
o 4 ok
<FE 2> CMOS A5 ##7 g3 MLE, LAD %3t
I I I 1% \Y
b 47 5 6 2 0
dE G| T 17 7 10 16 5
=2 12 4 7 15 9
w1 427874 6.4043 5.6581 4.2989 0.8513
(0.6440) (-0.5549) (0.1438) (-1.1088) (-0.9227)
MLE 7| 24.8187 6.1510 8.9982 11.3202 3.7119
(-1.5694)  (0.3423)  (0.3340)  (1.3909)  (0.6686)
== 8.3939 3.4446 8.3476 17.3809 9.4368
(1.2447)  (0.2992) (-0.4652) (-0.5711) (-0.1422)
s | 47.0000 7.3470 6.0000 5.9668 1.6661
(0.0000)  (-0.8659)  (0.0000) (-1.6240) (-1.2908)
LAD 27| 30.5475 6.9998 8.3797 12.2157 5.0000
(-2.4512)  (0.0001)  (0.5597)  (1.0828)  (0.0000)
=2 | 11.9084 4.0000 7.0194 15.0000 9.0000
(0.0266)  (0.0000) (-0.0073)  (0.0000)  (0.0000)
4.2. 8% 35 L3} Bt 2120 FEE M Xz
Shane} Simonoff(2001) o] A 91831 B2 G4 Alsl 9T A (CMOS complementary metal
oxide semiconductor) 8 22| AEA YA A8 = M7FA] JALEE (RS, 5 =) v
oja® YHvlH HHE SA9E A 74 AEF] Z7)( 1 *ﬁ"*ﬂz} °}74"¥%%% =

2]

11:(0, 2.25), M:[2.25, 2.75), IV:[2.75, 3.25), V:[3.25,00))0ll &l wARFH F&Ho|t} o
A7 o] A3 AFA) 8 A H-2 Simonoff(1988) & 1 d 4= Joh <& 2>+ °] A5 #HEAY
F X eE2A3) A" LAD AR g8 g »}EM Atk Z A g sty &
T e BmESE FApgholdh

ol A4z ol B P F FF (1,0, NF E AF (-2,-1,0, 1, 2)7F Foid 7
7 23o] 7HA AAZ 2l Aoz EAR gt £3], Shane} Simonoff(2001)+& (2 1);4
o] AYH 7 AT ZYH EYAE L}EML 01 F L M5 Ao Athe AL AR
ok <3 2>90A (2,1) A—%%%oﬂ g 2&3E FAe= 18 2 ghol obJ A RE At
€ LAD $3 9 9 J ® JAApE -2.45122 Hbﬂ* 2 #o =2 ety o 259
Aot 48 FHEARE ?-i%}h ANEE S S Tk FuHos HAeFA g AR

?5—Ow@ﬂ“ﬂ]ﬂIAD Z7v el sl B =038258 AUTh

Jim ™

>

23
zre

l'-()lj_,o
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4.3. AL 118

<& 3>2] A8+ Aberdeen®] AF s GAREY] JF4 AR AT YEA 5o B3
2182 g9 e Lﬂ A5 A, B, C, Doll 28 AR B RE FA4 80

AT 3w oAby 2bi o) 227 ek MLE, LAD & %l gt

Th 2l
' Ry ) 7] o 2
R 3ol Hotol Hotol
ofy! Holel obyd R e} o] obsd 3 o}ol olud st eb o)
o S 22 - - - - - .
NS 1 6 6 : 6 10 2 6 6
S S N 2 2 0 5 0 5 4
b 1150578 | 23784 | 112129 | 73514 43421 17296 | 33824 | 5.3450
| (02429) | (-0.8938) | (0.8323) | (-0.8672) | (-2.1312) | (-1.3151) | (-0.7517) | (3.3104)
MLE | wEF | 129661 | 2.0480 | 96556 | 6.3303 7.2674 27673 | 54119 | 85535
DLe009) | (2.7615) | (-1.1764) | (-0.1313) | (1.0137) | (-0.4612) | (0.2528) | (-0.8731)
Al o202t | 04625 | 21803 | 14294 4.2303 16143 | 3.1569 | 4.9895
L0122y L 22606) | (0.1221) | (-1.1956) | (0.3695) | (-12705) | (1.0373) | (-04430)
T oo T vesT2 | 1006667 | 5.0000 3.0000 05969 | 20000 | 18011
OOB00T | C0B105) | {1.0206) | (0.0000) | (-1.73205) | (-0.7726) | (0.0000) | (8.3447)
PAD S 150000 [ 13465 | 86667 | 4.062 9.9941 19886 | 6.6627 | 6.0000
| 000005 | (L0104) | (-0.9058) | (0.9613) | (0.0019) | (0.0081) | (-0.2567) | (0.0000)
AL son00 | 03107 | 20000 | 0.9375 6.6627 13257 | 44418 | 40000
;0 0BUDY | (3.0305) (0.0000) | (-0.9682) | (-0.6442) | (-1.1514) | (0.2649) {0.00V0)

(A5 A) 241748 : A oto] o} (not first child), A o}o](first child)

(W4 B) HHo]& : 37 92 (underutilizer), 22 (utilizer)

(M C) AFER B9 Ag : 7h7h&(walking distance),  (takes bus)

(H% D) B2 : v Y (daily), o5 (weekley), 7}E(less often)

UptonT} Guillen(1995)lA] Q183 o] Zt8+= [AB][AC][CD] ¥ ] 714 A A3 =7
A Aoz EAHAT, o] BT (Hotol, 2L, W, YL LERE (2,2, 2, )]
o] gztolgte Aol A A Aot <E 3>02RE Gl thd L5 A 3 LAD $ R0
o5t —’r‘-ﬁrﬂ A7 EE 2 fger "}E}"}“ e ¢ 7 Uk 2 H2F o n)5
LAD 7ol 93t 7347} o5 & @ Holl 534 —

o] Zk o]}efl LAD F3 of&td (2, 1, 1, 2) 243} (2,1, 1, 3)7to] AgE 2an 2 B
dAE e+ T S ¢ 5 Atk 53] (1, 1, 2, 1)T+ Upton3} Guillenol] 2519 o]
43k (2, 2, 2, 1)7Ee)l 9] &) swamping &.3}7} & §§} o g AT ¢ Qe <F 3>0
2 LAD 3 A& J¢F Aol vlg] 2 X239 FAE Z27) g 2ol 023 AL R

LA Aoz HAE 5 Aok
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5. 22
2 A7 E A oA FEE £ A M5 gtol RojE LAD 3% & A
Aen 2HE HE AEFAYL ALetgch vIF o4 FERAN 5P BYH F
dA¥ Y 20 AXY FLE| Y 2AR 5P 2P AYY B Aue A
ABRAR AR FAFE BY 21)2 B S Y& FYRE AT ojHA BYoz
= 9A Bg=ol A8 + vk =3 34 A% At 2052 IRWLS ¥4
A SAY T Folng AA A2 EAL A% 44 489 £ Aok
olg] 28l e 2ol dYe T3 A FAFL ool WA 2MAE F4
Folehs AS & Yoo, o) gte] F A A AR AA g} A o F Tt o]
Heh A S O 3 AR 4 AT
A =

¥ RS AR AANLET BIALEA TAS AU,

y jww)
S R
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LAD Estimators for Categorical Data Analysis *

Hyun Jip Choi Y

ABSTRACT

In this article, we propose the weighted LAD(least absolute deviations) estimators
for multi-dimensional contingency tables and drive an estimation method to estimate
the proposed estimators. To illustrate the robustness of the estimators, simulation re-
sults are presented for several models including log-linear models and models for ordinal
variables in multidimensional contingency tables. Examples were also introduced.

Keywords: Multi-dimensional Contingency Tables, LAD Estimators, Outlying Cells,
IRWLS methods
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