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Ho<9%H (d=1.84,9g=0.75) , MAR1: {RY

%X | %Y | Comp| LD | Ratio| M-1 | M-2 | Med | Trim | Wins _C1 | C-2 |

—o.00] .00 JXIE
| 0.00] 1.00 JERNGE
| 0.00] 5.00 SEUGLE
| 0.00] 10.00 JECHGE
EEETIICYT -o.010
| 5.00] 0.00 NI
| 0.25] 0.014
EEETINERT] -0.022
BEETIIEET] -0.019
| 0.50| 0.50 BNGE
EEETIEEET] -0.027
BEXTIEEYT) -o.001
BCEEICET] -o.001
BEETJEE®T] -0.035

1 : 0.85k %

0.75

9.022
9.034
9.029
9.026
9.043
9.048
9.051
9.058
9.018
9.024
9.062
9.012
9.039
9.046
9.005
9.030

7¥2 : %X indicates the iers |
73 : %Y indicates the percentage of outliers in y.

-0.012
1.641
7.888

14.957

-1.066

-3.999

-6.159
0.954
4.185
7.409
0.261
1.029
1.746

-0.416

-1.685

-2.652

-0.303
-0.016

4.001
11.086
-1.023
-3.935
-6.281
-0.265

0.779

3.816
-0.520
-1.561
-1.359
-0.775
-3.032
-4.665

-0.721
-0.152

1.222

6.781
-1.045
-3.505
-6.441
-0.316
-0.676

0.597
-0.522
-1.782
-3.087
-0.761
-2.629
-4.855

-1.425
-0.830

1.859

5.904
-2.008
-4.145
-6.061
-1.097

0.126

1.835
-1.396
-1.439
-1.427
-1.706
-2.882
-4.163

-0.463
0.577
6.823

14.654

-1.243

-4.254

-6.591
0.123
3.422
7.332

-0.341
0.219
1.045

-0.801

-2.419

-3.673

percentage of outliers in x.

-0.200
1.123
8.087

15.438

-1.127

-4.284

-6.447
0.537
4.445
7.660

-0.040
0.901
1.674

-0.595

-2.249

-2.942

-0.326
0.011
0.386
9.911

-0.398

-0.838

-5.921

-0.124
0.186
0.395

-0.242

-0.175

-0.534

-0.334

-0.374

-0.907

-0.885
0.076
4.014

10.288

-1.009

-1.085

-3.479

-0.012
1.594
4.152

-0.125

-0.787

-1.178

-0.320

-2.060

-4.721
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Ho<9% (d=1.84, g =0.75) , MAR1 : RMSE
mmmmmmm_m

9.296 1.852 1.870 1.973 2.326 1.894 1.855| 1.878| 2.034
723 9.304 2.515 1.828 1.834 2.011 1.931 2.176] 1.841| 1.846
739 9.304 8.302 4.529 2.283 2.685 7.205 8.493] 1.903| 4.665
723 9.297 15.404 11.509 7.219 6.267 15.051 15.883] 10.687| 10.794
742 9.316 2.122 2.102 2.113 2.712 2.206 2.147| 1.897| 2.093
749 9.322 4.395 4.335 3.949 4.515 4.616 4.652] 2.044| 2.143
729 9.321 6.413 6.530 6.685 6.301 6.822 6.688] 6.199| 3.921
/33 9.332 2.119 1.865 1.876 2.148 1.857 1.943] 1.860| 1.855
730 9.290 4.733 2.058 1.958 1.881 3.979 4.969| 1.869| 2.576
715 9.295 7.880 4.420 2.034 2.661 7.748 8.119] 1.895| 4.785
/229,329 1.862 1.892 1.896 2.292 1.851 1.830| 1.847| 1.834
731 9.286 2.239 2.406 2.543 2.329 1.873 2.158] 1.853| 2.050
745 9,310 2.787 2.348 3.596 2.328 2.245 2.728] 1.934| 2.405
742 9,319 1.885 1.986 1.983 2.497 1.990 1.923} 1.873| 1.873
/45 9.284 2.519 3.537 3.199 3.402 3.022 2.909] 1.895| 2.873
727 9.306 3.259 5.004 5.179 4.527 4.094 3.487] 2.085| 5.080

= Eal B B B B B B

7¥1 : %X indicates the percentage of outliers in x.
7¥2 : %Y indicates the percentage of outliers in y.
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ThUSNDIER

o BEMAETIL:S
ORBADZXL ;2
oS NEDEIE : 3
oNNIEDHE : 5

0 5*%2*3*5+10=160

Table 6 Summary of the overall results in 160 data patterns

Comp LD Ratio M-1 M-2 Med Trim Wins C-1 C-2
Unbiased 160 0 39 35 57 39 35 41 114 60
RMSE NA 3 11 22 18 4 8 9 106 26

For RMSE comparisons, Comp is excluded: thus, displayed as NA (not applicable)

39



40



e

w9 Dz EERANEITIALIZFH
=R =R AN EZZFIREL 1.

n XIZHEITFHAHNEIZHLTH, YIZEIT49tN

EIZ LT THA A L ETR LT

41



