SEFAAT A 204 13, 20079, pp. 195-204

ST

toll

LhsslH2

2

o ey

JH

o192 FFA 097

2 o

15l B g sl ALY ARE 2 EE PUSRE AAAIE 1
FE ALUT F APARY AAAZRE B W5 bHAAF Y # W5 3
ARPo) e We7k FARYL W AAAFRY 3R Foz TAHE BAL
€ olgetel ANAFT 1YL WA Y2 TRAh AAANFY 1S AIWS
of Wgshe MEz AR I, WIS FTY FEE AAHoR FAHE 199
2 itk £3 50 77he Melo] sk AWAST Mg B B 3
& FE 4WASHT BUY 5 Utk B8 $719) APuSo) e NE Kool
2712 Az e $YARE A s,

F880]: 75}, FAAA, AZ A, 2RAS, IAAFR.
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rlo

DEAAEYL A%t POz AsuAe RaL e fedTh ol Asta
A Y2 Box 5(1978), Margolis(1979), Herr(1980), Draper2} Smith(1981), 183
Bryant(1984) 5 B¢ 8Hxjol] ofa) A7 A0k 55 BEAAR A FSeA EE P
2 Mz A (suppression)S A% 3=t $ 23 9T 59, Hamilton(1987, 1988)3%} o] 9]
hste) E 23 Mitra(1988)2} Freund(1988)0l &3 s it} 28 2 Schey(1993)%= Al
ZAdE ASRHoE Be) B ATE SAT Lol A AFT 2AES) A5 %
H-2 3] A A (sum of squares for regression) 0.2 AP AT} = SSR(X;), B A7) 31
wel X9 D3 ARY o) e A AAFE, SSR(XX;), X;9 X;9 thEH AR of
T IAAFE, 183 SSR(X;1X,), X;7 £8E ARG X7 2715 AL of FAA
FEe F/HES R R o Az YA BAE FBAFE W3 BHEI o)F
AAE 1 =2 783 Sharpe?} Roberts(1997) ¢} o] 2 2733} Friedmany} Wall(2005) 1
22l o]of) o3t E-E 3 Christensen(2006)2] A7} Atk
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P RN A4Ee) TR YL o8] ALY BAE TR o
2 7 38% ‘h-plot’S Gabriel(1971)3} Corsten3} Gabriel(1976)©) A ¢+s i th. 18] il Tros-
set(2005)2 h-plot2 LA A AAA S FLDL vl o2 ‘Correlation Diagram’E A 3}
o W4EY FRVAE 1ANHA o2 AT

Trosset(2005)2] AFoNA = F s ABATE ZAY &4 cos(1) 2 YEHHE= A&
7Mte 2 3G 1, ARG S 75 H 2 7E £ F Schey(1993) 59 A7l
ANz AAZFITEY BAS 34 F42 FARAT B AFqME ARATE 79
© 2 3+ Trosset?] Correation Diagramo A AA#A| S iAo 3] AAFE F, SSR(X,)3
SSR(X;X;)& viBLoE thF3ARY ] vh-giqsd 4 T APiTES] AAE 4
it 2d8 A A YL AgEch o] YL OFIAARYE A= APHFE D
o FAE 2RY R BYIY, 53] A7 F AL ZYANA Mz H] L A
EE 94 AFT FHA A B o199 JestHd ez 48T F ATk

B 28 F4L e 2o 20N E BEAANA AAAFTRE LR AQR
22094 P99 AAAFF TY(SSR plot) & LB AT HAAFE 18 ol &3] o}
FIAELES FEIY, W uAE: 9FYY A= et A7 dYRbTES T
3 5 Aok 23 oA AFT B2 BHA OFEHALFY AzHadE 7|58
Hog Ay, & AT AL AAANFH 22L& o183t Aol tEd=
AE Alolg] Ztx 718 AZgde YRS HAPE 4 ASS 38X EE81, 4
NN dEE =T

2. 37MIEE 38

Gabriel(1971) 3} Corstens} Gabriel(1976)2] h-plot-& &3 A} 7] Trosset(2005)2] Correla-
tion Diagram2 p x p A&7+ B L AAFHA Y 2P o2, 7 deE WAF 19 &
2 9ol ple) HEE BAH B4 Aolg] FEE W4E 2 ABAS) B AR
£ £ g3} Correlation Diagrame] RE W= FA A 471X & JE 7] g 29 2
ol dAsH, MAE e FAANL Z MSE ud: A UFES AR 4=
01,0s,...,0,2 ERTTE 5 W] Abol2] 25 0, — 6,5 ABASo] 9237 BEol 2
%} joll 3t ry; = cos(d; —6;) & WES= O = (61,02,...,0,) 8 T3} o] & 737 )
3 o= 2L A3 A9 FEHE A A

min 2 Z [ri; — cos(8; — Hj)]2 . (2.1)
i<j
Trosset(2005) 4] (2.1)] H A3} EAE &7 A3t Gay(1983, 1984)° &3] S-Plus 3
2 MEd £-7E €318 & (quasi-Newton algorithm) Q] niminb2 AH-&3 %t}

ARAL7 pAQ S ARY S neskA AFES X, 9 X; o g 3 AAF ol

3 o2 22 o2 R

SSR(X;X;) = SSR(X;) + SSR(X;|X),
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UEIARYL AssEos 49 BUANSG Lol B BANE FET 5 ATk
cos®(0; ~ 6;) = _——Sg;}(z)(()f;%) (2.2)

2] (2.2)9) gtol ZAVLE SSR(X;|X,) gHe B4sa, 4% |6, -6, F= ot o
A 16, — 6519 Fkol F713te F wgrol o3t g Atele] ZAmTt AAE X7}§_-c;§—
H AARY X7 E AL 7 AAFEC) F8E A2 AJTE AL 94H%
t}.

2 AT A& Correlation Diagram®] A#AS FF 4AS q8L st 49, &
(i,7)%ol SSR(X:)/SSR(X:X;)& A48 B AAFF 3L (SSR matrix) & o]-&3r}. 3
AATH LS ez e 22 A3} ZAE 4T

. SSR(X;) :
mmz Z {cos(@i —6;) — W :l , (2.3)

] A& Correlation Diagrame T 83} W3 5434 S-Plus &2 niminb & A
&3t © = (01,602,605,...,0,) 8 AL AAAFE 218& F et

Trosset(2005)2] Correlation Diagramol| Al = t) Z-Al o] o] A o1 A3 A4 P H & AFE-3}H7)
w2 ol (4,5) 7+ (5,%) 7 3ol o33 cos(; — 6,) 9} cos(d; — 6;)= B3] T L3ttt thF
3} AR YA A= cos(d; —0;) = SSR(X;)/SSR(X;X;)°) HEZ cos(d; —8;)} cos(6; —0; )‘—
ME G2 ge Zeth 23 AAATE F29 (4,5)0H (,) 0 At a3t 2
<= Ao AgEol AT A5 #*S R

SSR(X;) + SSR(X;)
SSR(X:X;)

webd |6 - 6,19 Ze THE (23)% 2e HAY A9 A= F4 FA}EE 0 =
(01,05,...,6,)8 78 % Atk 28T AWWS X9 X7 Yol g, SSR(X;|X;) =
SSR(X;)ol ® 3 SSR(X;X;) = SSR(X;) + SSR(X;)°| A H 3t} wrEkA cos?(6; — 6;) +
cos?(6; — 6) = 1 o] S5, ¥ 7He) WA X% X, o2 T4H AARYol Bj H
AT 2gANA [0, - 6;] = n/40lth & EHAY F ARSI 2335 3AEF
A % Agol Blgse WE Alole] 2 4502 Yehil H APas Aols) S Y
A FA olgof o= 3B A EEBVR et

Correlation Diagram-2 RAR] #Hgof t)23l= 0,9 S 002 HAAA 71&E 4
BT AAATE DA DU Ve S IR U Adue g
H g 002 4FVTh E SO}, X,7h HgWast 4BASL ol AL = A
Wgol AU dedARY 5 AT 2 ARASRE »}E}»nu}ra, o)o) -3 6,8 022
ARt £RFET AT B3 FBAATE +10MEEH —19) & Ve 7] w29
Correlation Diagram2 52 9o 5 ZEHT 283V AAZE 2o =2 2F %49

2 27) RO (E 215 F 22 2), 2 W5ol e WEle] ZEE o ushs TA}
A L +n/28 8 —n/274A 9 & Zeth whEbA IAAFE 1ELS LEZ Y B

cos®(0; — 6;) + cos*(8; — ;) =
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a9 2.1: IAAZE 2191 a9 2.2 AAFY 192

Foz FAAL. ToT WS Vol AT FFAPE AR U] g A 2
TE02E 7t3317) “H‘r“’ﬂ ’?—lxﬂi ZAHE= IAAFE 182 L2F v FoA4 A9
A Bt ol AHEY F e gl FEAH(Y 217 2.2 EX).

I AEA AN AAE L2 I AAFE 19E 73 27 217 1Y 2.200
el th 4 13 2.1& Chatterjee $(2000, p. 53)A & A ‘?15_—’.\—7]- 6712 7=
Z} 43} A& (supervisor performance data)E vlgoE FH3 o) vk-S- A3 A 4
9] ol A & AW, I AR Aol 7] W Bl 6, =022 {;_17@3‘]-%13}. —'1% 224
Y7} 57] 2 Rawlings 5-(1998, p. 163)8] =¥ A A E(soil characteristic data)E
ugo g 3RS AAAFE 1holt) qrAE FHA AgAsr) wS e g 2
AABAE ‘/]’ﬂ"’ﬂ-’ Qo g, =00z 4ASATE AAAFTY 22e F987 9%
I AAFE FEL £ 2154 & 2290 AAFA

39 218 AFHEY 6719 AQESLE T == AANY FHLE BFE 5 =d
A7l A AAY 2oz B/t Bl AYA X, Xs, Xgo oS3 AEER
Fo1 Z3F st ¥ Xoo oS WEe] ¥ 28X X5, Xeoll S5 HHER

ojFoiF FHLE EFE 4 Ut ¥ Zo) /1A ZHE HEE S Ay
X1, X3, Xy B2 S E F AYetE Hgold, UnA AL ES 1S ATt
2 4 A gl ZEYE £ Aok o] Ax e tiste H A3 HE ForHA 22

T 21 45 43 AR HAATE B2

X, X X3 X4 X5 Xs
X1 1 0.2658 0.5494 0.5092 0.0359 0.0353
Xs 0.9974 1 0.9545 0.9129 0.1284 0.1324
X3 0.9623 0.4456 1 0.7728 0.0618 0.0556
X4 0.9962 0.4759 0.8631 1 0.0693 0.0603
X5 0.9999 0.9529 0.9819 0.9856 1 0.6361
Xe 0.9986 0.9995 0.8996 0.8736 0.6472 1
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E22 E¢9 54 A= AAAFY B

X1 Xo X3 X4 Xs
X1 1 0.9933 0.7840 0.9539 0.7055
Xs 0.0176 1 0.0647 0.1124 0.6410
X3 0.1993 0.9256 1 0.9957 0.9390
X4 0.9539 0.9103 0.5634 1 0.9066
X5 0.7055 0.9853 0.1009 0.1721 1

2] (2.3)2] Zh(objective value)- 2.7440 o|t}. 28l 28 2290 & 5709 AYHSTE F
X2, X59F X1, X3, X0l oS3 WEER o|FolA F e #Hor 3 R

T 5 Aok A7lME B F4 7k FAHN TEE Xo, X5 e WS
e Aoy, YA A7le AWusEe whusd 43S nAA getty 2

EWE 5 Aok o] Az W3 HH3Y g2 1.6131 ot

ox L

3. Mzl

DS ARGA it At AR FAEAE FS, OE A
FTRAE F/MNAFTE 98E Fo2H IARYY HBFEL A5 HAFE A=
A (suppressor) W42+l 3l (Hamilton, 1987), o] & &AH-E A = #) A (suppression) ] 2t 1
A o] 3k ch(Horst, 1941; Conger, 1974; Cohen?} Cohen, 1975; Velicer, 1978; Friedman} Wall,
2005). AZAN AL WU ABBAT} AA 8 G2 AFAS4E F8 4D
Aol @A) AARAAHE o] Aol Bal 2AT I 40 e 4P AT B
FE IAAFEEY FAE AL AP dth OFI ARG AN MZHA W7 EA
3hd, g9 2 AL wrE3ioha A o) 8¢t Velicer, 1978; Hamilton, 1987; Schey, 1993).

Az Ae AetH s 78 2HL AN dFHATol ol Fok# & ok
A7 AL HAAELS BAE Ae8Ad $HL A8l qdzE RIS AAAF
g ages Amdae 49tA Aok $4, 4 (22)¢ T2 Lo) Bl

SSR(X2|X1)

200 _py—q . 2o A2AL)
cos“(f; —03) =1 SSR(%, X2’
o] A& cos?(6, — 61) %t Fdtd b33 Zth

_ SSR(X3|X:1) — SSR(X3)
SSR(X:Xz) ‘

ghek A (3.1)0) AR o] Az o) BAAFE, 4] (3.2)9) g2 18tk FA Hrt o] 7
S0 (2.3)9) A3 HE FIE, |01 — 02 FL a/4RT E FE T 2YEE F

cos®(0; — 05) +cos?(y — 6;) = 1 (3.2)
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19 3.1 guy A 19 3.2: =gl A a9 3.3 A=ad 24

M} Ada] JARN A8 E AAAFTY 1Yo E FHEA F ool g
B Alo]e] ZtE 7} 45° o] Hol Ay, AR AN Az Mol dA s AL nE
o2 28WE & Atk =3 2- A H et ule} Zo] AAATE 2P AN F Wl o
S8 e Ato]lg] ZAx7) 45000 Jl7ke g Zevid F A9t 593 #AE
23 iz #aE 4 9l
SSR(X2)% SSR(X2|X1)T BAES 715tatA < Wb o2 A3 Schey(1993)9) =&
o AzHHe S i M2 gt A8/ AAFHAE, T FolA £19 a, b, 2
23 cd ARE HAAFYE 2922 FHIG 2 3.15H 339 Y& ¢4 2
3 3.1-2 Schey(1993, p. 29)9] E 1a A8 & TS Aoz AzyMo| AB3A| YL 4
Foltk. 29 3.19] WA HAML 45°F YER & Aojx, olu] £ HE Alo]e] =
£ 45°Ht) F2 33.2°0]0 AdMeo=r I FuE AN -2 0.0335 ot 4
BLE2HE o33 2ol ZRAASTY FBAATE o]FA FAAE K= ErHHamilton,
1987).
R > r2 +r2. (3.3)

AZNM 1y VSRS Y ARA AFAS Aole] FBAL oIk ARAS S FBAS
£ Fohed HE a3 Zo] 4 (33)9) £5 40 4YHA 97) W] Azaldo] B3}
A @i sherg 4 9ok

R?=10.653 < 72, +r2;=.780°+ 571% = .934.

19 3.2 Schey®] ® 1b A48 E 73 Aoz F Ay} AFBA7 S8R ge
Zg-olth F WE Alole] Zhx & 46.9°0| T 45°0] 74T whakA 28 3 3- A AFF Y
ol JAAFY 23S T3t F ABHe FPHolga A 4 vk A FH gt
< 0.0668 oW, 4] (3.3)ol ZRATL} FFATE Yt FAE AHRE, g 2
o] T4 @}

R*=0.792 = r2) +12,=.770° + 444% = .790.
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webA 7 AYAST 51 F Y AT Fad 4 o

Schey®] & lc Al52 & g 3.32 Az g Ao BAdE H-Folth F dE Apo]
9] =& 55.75°0] L o] 2 45° B} & g verdoh H A 32 0.1843 o) v, A
Aset ABAS BAE T3] BE 23} 2o) ZRAASI 2 & /MARE M=zga
o] Aty ZEVE 5 I}

R*=09637 > r2, +r2, = .850% +.254% = 787.

a8 Mz A i JAAFT FA 4 (3.1)T FFA S #A4 (3.3)22 FEH o]
A58 FHA ALAd X7t Az E A e d e ddd £ 3, JAAFE 18-S B3
AMZHA H5AE AT 5 e, 28 3304 £HZ0A He] o FA ¥
T TEH50E Uehe ANA HeE 0 WA E A 98 ol %37 Wi
Az A At Sdsio.

=3 Hamilton(1987, p. 131)9] X 19] AL8 A R? = 0.9998] 9 r2; + 72, = .002% +
4347 = 188K T} & S 27) wEo) Az o) s AtF ot} o] ARE IAAF
Fa002 7R ARE AHEY, F Y Aol9 A5 77.37°% 2 4= E Y1
Qo] Az deo] Bt A P Fo] TR Ao vhS3he HE o7 we A
ZA A4E ANY d9dsets Ax 37 JAAFE 18-S 5319 2 5
YR B Ao Atst A AAFE 182 hFIARF A Az o] Bt
219 AgRe Jug o] dAT w) AZFHA A5 FAARE A 7153t

4. 22

E AFANANE I ARE AR EAE 75830 S AL 8] JHZE WS
= UtF o Ho g I AAFHE 218 Attt o] WYL Trosset(2005)2] Correla-
tion Diagram F89] o]2& 38§83 AAAS e 28oA =93 IAAFHY &
AL )83, AAAFY FEL vFo g (2.3)42 A3 EA 9 HE 73] LE2F
o] W E RE3RT LB T A pile] A s dSats AEE RS
o e AT E aYHHA YHoR FIGAEH, +FE 77k HE ) gH
T AEUT7 RS S GFES Wol PASE AHHSAS AEE 5 Yt 53] A
FHE7 FAA Y IARGAA A Aol tS3ls W Abold] ZAxE A=A
o MR AR A etk & F HE Aol ZE 7} 45° ol Atol 2t J ARG A A A
z | Mdol e sttty #d 753tk

]
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Graphical Method for Multiple Regression Model
W. R. Lee) C.S. Hong? U. K. Lee®

ABSTRACT

In order to represent multiple regression data, an alternative graphical method,
called as SSR Plot, is proposed by using geometrical description methods. This plot
uses the relation that the sum of sqaures for regression (SSR) of two explanatory
variables is known as the sum of the SSR of one variable and the increase in the SSR
due to the addition of other variable to the model that already contains a variable. This
half circle shaped SSR plot contains vectors corresponding explanatory variables. We
might conclude that some explanatory variables corresponding to vectors which locate
near the horisontal axis do affect the response variable. Also, for the regression model
with two explanatory variables, a magnitude of the angle between two vectors can be
identified for suppression.

Keywords: Coeflicient of determination, correlation, geometry, SSR, suppression.
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