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Abstract

In the modeling process of time series model, it is necessary to test the adequacy of model fitting,
usually to test whether there is residual autocorrelation. At present, Ljung-box test is widely used
in modeling and analysis of various time series models to test whether there is autocorrelation in
residual series. This method was proved to have some defects, and some new improvement me-
thods were put forward by subsequent scholars. Four improved methods based on Ljung-box test
are selected, and their properties and performance in the case of finite samples are studied by
Monte Carlo simulation, and the problems needing attention in practical application of these me-
thods are pointed out.
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2.3. Fisher-Gallagher #23&
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VEREAR L O R, A2 BN )7 1B « 25 R 21 R BN AU 25 S 52, £ % Pena 1 Rodriguez
(2002) [12]F AL, @ HL 0.1, 0.3+ 0.5, 0.7. 0.9;

2) AR A RO EE P A AR AR A

3) BEATRRSG: TR F R4S E R E MK Ta = 0.05[ 51 T, XAk ZE 7 F1IEAT E AR DG A58

4) EHSEK, KB BRI~3EE 10007k, T EEL R R RS,

3.1. AREATAISEERE KT AIIR

%1 AR TANFEMARFEAR T, 5T AR [ SEBR 507K T IR AL 45 5 . K H Battaglia (1990) [6]
Bom PEE 5, EPXEASER N =20 30+ 50 80. 100, 500, m=4. 5. 7. 9. 10, 22,

1E ¢ = 0.9 BRI H, N=20. 30 B, SERRREEEKTIER: N =50 B &5 5002 1K SEBr ke 56 7K T
KT 0.05. JRFATAERTER ARG T 1) RECREEIT 1 0, Ab iR 2 B i 8, g b h S e RS
ARATHEE R, eI =R T, 5 S MO S I DU AT 4 A AR

Table 1. Actual test level of five test methods based on AR (1) model with limited samples (o = 0.05)
F 1. £2T AR(HRBHBIRFFAR T AFQLE 75 R R KBRS K FAR S 4 (o = 0.05)

@ QLB QM T QMM Q WLB Q wMT QLB QM T QMM Q WLB Q wMT

N=20m =4 N=30m=2>5
0.1 0.040 0.069 0.020 0.039 0.040 0.049 0.058 0.027 0.038 0.033
0.3 0.037 0.076 0.026 0.038 0.034 0.040 0.045 0.013 0.039 0.038
0.5 0.055 0.069 0.033 0.035 0.044 0.053 0.059 0.023 0.037 0.035
0.7 0.050 0.059 0.028 0.041 0.048 0.043 0.048 0.029 0.034 0.039
0.9 0.965 0.965 0.967 0.966 0.968 0.297 0.301 0.284 0.293 0.297
N=50m=17 N=80m=9
0.1 0.055 0.066 0.036 0.031 0.042 0.045 0.049 0.028 0.032 0.035
0.3 0.046 0.053 0.023 0.035 0.038 0.043 0.035 0.019 0.031 0.043
0.5 0.043 0.045 0.018 0.047 0.039 0.060 0.057 0.031 0.042 0.036
0.7 0.064 0.063 0.034 0.044 0.044 0.057 0.054 0.034 0.037 0.043
0.9 0.068 0.082 0.061 0.068 0.067 0.049 0.050 0.040 0.042 0.043
N =100 m = 10 N =500 m = 22
0.1 0.038 0.037 0.036 0.034 0.038 0.043 0.035 0.042 0.050 0.042
0.3 0.026 0.031 0.021 0.033 0.035 0.039 0.030 0.033 0.047 0.043
0.5 0.040 0.036 0.027 0.035 0.030 0.049 0.047 0.046 0.047 0.044
0.7 0.055 0.035 0.033 0.039 0.036 0.053 0.039 0.039 0.047 0.048
0.9 0.037 0.036 0.039 0.046 0.044 0.040 0.039 0.034 0.049 0.044

Ve SRR 0.05 IR .
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MSEBRRT ST BRI BE ST o 1) O BE LI ST AT 0K P AERE AR N =20+ 30, 50 80 I F 4L
ZT Qg GBHBIEZ R BEFEABRREN, RIVEEHZL: 2) Oy SR EFRE K
SRR IR AR ST, RS T SEBR R R K, B2 U T HM R SR 3) O it = A LR R K
TEARFIIREAR RN, & BT 4 USSR S L. 28110, Owis A Quar GiT R IS PRIG 5E
KA T Hagei 4 ORI K-F o XK, Quus M O EIH RS Qpp MHEL, A BREEA A7 5E 47 B 10
THHE AT, HAEERR R/ ARIE “HE” MR 4) EEREREHLNATRT, O St &b
KL Ia7K P BT 2 0.026~0.064, X EERE S Opip P Quagr GETHEFFE 23531 /2 0.031~0.050 £ 0.33~0.48,
JEPIE AR . WA AE ST, %2 R T ZBRIEITH 0 = 0.9 BRI RE, SHEARET
TSI G v & VPSSP IR BE AR R AERE— MR, B A 57 ) K ST it 4 87 BP9 15 3
SEREIR, Ouy ST ERKTFHIFZ RS, MRS E TR TR 0.015, EIFEAR
FERTR, M Qun St EHHTIRZE A M IR, A AR AR S50 . Qur BT EAE N = 20 1,
HFRE R KR . BRIZ AN Omps Owis B Owaer ot B IKFHLIIFR B 4230/ F- 0.015, B 5
T, =MASIR SRR EL R R

Table 2. The average level of distortion of the five test statistics for each sample

2. BERANAMEIR G B TR FHMERE

N Ors Owur Owm Owis Owur
20 0.0070 0.0183 0.0233 0.0118 0.0085
30 0.0053 0.0040 0.0270 0.0130 0.0138
50 0.0075 0.0093 0.0223 0.0108 0.0093
80 0.0060 0.0054 0.0196 0.0132 0.0100
100 0.0128 0.0150 0.0188 0.0126 0.0134
500 0.0072 0.0120 0.0112 0.0022 0.0058

TE: PR R I 0.015 fUiE R R

3.2. IMERER T LR FREM S SR

A IR 8] A1 3 R 50 7 V2 RVE A SR b, AR VRGNS FE BN REAZRAT T SR g it E ik
REAITE L o PRI, D9 1 FIWT S VAL IREARZRAE T R 4858, eI T m =2, 3. 4, 5(3% 7T Battaglia (1990)
[6]« Hyndman (2014) [7]F1 Hassani 1 Yeganegi (2020) [O1HIHF 7045 5 LML RIR T PFERIE DL T, m FIEX
1B A2 15 0 A AU A S

FIRT, PMEARFKAIETW = 20, 25)5:F AR(DBA ) SAG I G AL J .l T 55 b
ISR R AN E m ARG, R IR 58 7 VA I S PR 38 7K~ BE m BRI B R AR PR B
Orp Giih B IS PRI IR /K- 25 IR 44 SCRZZE AT Oy SGEvH B8 I SRR 50 K AE /INEAR T L
b 4 R FE KRS 53 2 — 3.

MH, FTEARILY ¢ = 0.9 b, SASI0EE T & ) SERRR R0 K H B 5 1 1 LI G Bl m AR H 3
B, IR DS H R W IS U LS m BUE RIS 18—, RIMBEEFAREENERT, B
PSR IR AP A B B s, Wl 1 Fos. T R, SRR PR GREYE, SRR
RN, BEALIE R RROR o 2 538 B/ INFEAS R I 1) 51 B8 AN B AR, a2 T 0 e SE PR AR g 7K
PRSI SR L LR
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Table 3. Actual test levels of five test methods for small samples based on AR (1) model (a = 0.05)
= 3. BT AR(IRB/NEEARH RIS 77 AR SEFRAR IR 7K AR 2 25 R (a = 0.05)

4 O Our Owm Owz Owur Orp Our Ovm Owiz  Owur
N=20 m=2 N=125 m=2
0.1 0.067 0.076 0.028  0.038  0.040 0.050 0.057 0.020 0.021 0.024
0.3 0.049 0.061 0.021 0.031 0.032 0.064 0.069 0.021 0.020 0.024
0.5 0.058 0.080 0.034 0.039 0.040 0.050 0.068 0.028 0.025 0.037
0.7 0.049 0.072 0.036 0.044 0.048 0.065 0.076 0.054 0.049 0.050
0.9 0939 0.940 0939 0.940 0.940 0951 0951 0952 0.953 0.952
m=3 m=3
0.1 0.043  0.056 0.020 0.021  0.023 0.051 0.055 0.020 0.025  0.029
0.3 0.060 0.084 0.035 0.039 0.043 0.040 0.045 0.014 0.017 0.022
0.5 0.058 0.069 0.029 0.036  0.042 0.058 0.067 0.029 0.034  0.039
0.7 0.056 0.066 0.038 0.044  0.050 0.047 0.058 0.033 0.034 0.047
0.9 0.794  0.797 0.782  0.790  0.794 0920 0.923 0921 0.920 0.922
m=4 m=4
0.1 0.040  0.069 0.020 0.039  0.040 0.049 0.066 0.030 0.034 0.039
0.3 0.037 0.076 0.026  0.038  0.034 0.052 0.072 0.032 0.034 0.044
0.5 0.055 0.069 0.033 0.035 0.044 0.046  0.058 0.033 0.039  0.043
0.7 0.050 0.059 0.028 0.041 0.048 0.057 0.060 0.035 0.038  0.045
0.9 0965 0.965 0967 0.966 0.968 0995 0.994 0995 0.995 0.995
m=35 m=35
0.1 0.045 0.048 0.028 0.030  0.038 0.053 0.066 0.026 0.026  0.036
0.3 0.044  0.060 0.024 0.033  0.037 0.044  0.070 0.029 0.025 0.042
0.5 0.051 0.058 0.025 0.032  0.037 0.051 0.057 0.023 0.029 0.034
0.7 0.048  0.051 0.024 0.030 0.036 0.068 0.071 0.034 0.046  0.048
0.9 0954 0954 0952 0.953 0.952 0985 0.985 0986 0.985 0.986

Ve SRR KT L 0.05 IR .

4. BREFATHRRIIMRURRSER T

R 46 D ROR PR ANIUEE R AR MR, ER PG ZEal b E S A ORE N ] 751, SRS R 4Rt
SRS Gt v B (KT 20 A7 Pl A A B 52 B 28 TR AR R R T o XA T, A 2 AR I L Rk
FEZKT IS G v B BRI DA

o 58 Ty 88 () 5 i - B AU, S8 (1) AR AP IR R (DL AR LAY A 45 -

1) AREdE: L ARMAQ,2)HA

V=4V thy o+ +0  +0¢

VE R A B R, A P 18] e 21 B 40
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Figure 1. The actual test level of five test statistics varies with sample size (¢ = 0.9)

E 1. 9 = 0.9 BRI F T BRI SIFRAQ K TR AT ETLE

2) WA A B EE A S AR(DAT MA(T)#EAY

3) MATIESS: FHEFARIM L, EREWKT a=0.05 MM, 52T HI3HT H AL

4) EESL: BHT 1~3 EHE 1000 &, THEIELFREBER.
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Table 4. Simulation of test power for each test statistic based on ARMA (2,2) model I
< 4. T ARMAQ2ERM I FiT = T THRURI(—)
M @1 (2] 91 02 QLB QM T QMM QWLB QWM T QLB QM T QMM QWLB QWM T
N=20m=4 N=30m=5

FEAB IR A AR(1)ATY

1 — — 05 — 0118 0.167 0.102 0.108 0.144 0.129 0.144 0.121 0.118 0.148
2 — —  -08 — 0228 0381 0268 0222 0333 0281 0467 0433 0326 0.483
3 —  — =060 030 0.116 0127 0.089 0.104 0.124 0.110 0.113 0.088 0.105 0.110
4 010 030 — — 0.045 0.069 0027 0.037 0.042 0.091 0117 0.091 0.101 0.113
5 130 -035 —  — 0996 0.997 0.998 0.998 0.998 0977 0974 0978 0.979 0.979
6 070 — -040 —  0.029 0.041 0.007 0.015 0013 0.036 0.046 0.026 0.027 0.033
7 070 — -090 — 0.067 0.108 0.044 0.044 0.068 0.086 0.116 0.058 0.059 0.074
8 040 — -0.60 030 0.049 0.058 0.029 0.031 0.039 0.040 0.052 0.028 0.033 0.036
9 070 — 070 -0.15 0.843 0.892 0.890 0.856 0.905 0.533 0.745 0.777 0.625 0.812
10 070 020 050 — 0990 0.993 0990 0991 0.991 0.997 0997 0.997 0.997 0.997
11070 020 -0.50 — 0.047 0.071 0.029 0032 0.044 0.116 0.116 0.107 0.113 0.126
12090 -040 120 -030 0.720 0.830 0.814 0.771 0.858 0.809 0.914 0.938 0.882 0.950
R A MA() RS
13 050 — —  — 0.044 0.081 0.034 0.036 0.046 0.072 0.089 0.065 0.077 0.087
14 08 — —  — 0248 0258 0232 0290 0279 0459 0434 0479 0.530 0.512
15 1.10 -035 —  — 0409 0436 0433 0495 0487 0.654 0.641 0.676 0.695 0.709
16 — — 080 -050 0078 0.183 0.108 0.064 0.157 0.128 0.233 0211 0.130 0.244
17 —  —  -0.60 030 008 0.110 0.071 0.100 0.096 0.115 0.132 0.108 0.119 0.130
18 050 — -070 — 0.038 0.064 0019 0.018 0.031 0.051 0.062 0.031 0.035 0.039
19 -050 — 070 — 0.029 0.071 0.022 0018 0.033 0.048 0.060 0.028 0.024 0.036
20 030 — 080 -0.50 0.051 0.093 0.046 0.027 0.072 0.073 0.100 0.063 0.055 0.086
21 080 — -0.50 030 0.185 0.221 0.160 0.192 0204 0436 0478 0461 0484 0.503
22 120 -0.50 090 — 0901 0904 00932 0943 0.945 0.983 0.981 0.987 0.990 0.989
23 030 -020 -0.70 — 0.112 0.146 0.096 0.079 0.134 0.137 0.193 0.194 0.155 0.225

24 090 -040 120 -0.30 0463 0466 0480 0.528 0.533 0.615 0.628 0.667 0.689 0.713
e BRI, RIS DR K IR R .
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Table 5. Simulation of test power for each test statistic based on ARMA (2,2) model II
5. ETF ARMAQ)REF E I K IR THEI(ZD)

M

QLB

QM T

QMM

Q WLB

N=50m=17

QWMT

QLB

QMT

QMM

Q WLB

N=80m=9

QWMT

QLB

QM T

QMM

Q WLB

N=100m =10

QWMT

R BRI, & AR(1)BETY

O 0 N N U kR W

11
12

0.177
0.419
0.145
0.159
0.960
0.060
0.102
0.112
0.590
0.926
0.331
0.960

0.207
0.712
0.135
0.159
0.961
0.066
0.135
0.136
0.913
0.932
0.318
0.990

0.202
0.734
0.104
0.176
0.976
0.041
0.097
0.099
0.955
0.940
0.350
0.995

0.180
0.534
0.136
0.183
0.973
0.041
0.069
0.113
0.764
0.932
0.341
0.987

0.224
0.758
0.133
0.193
0.976
0.086
0.189
0.174
0.963
0.942
0.378
0.995

0.221
0.613
0.178
0.345
0.695
0.080
0.125
0.201
0.955
0.998
0.821
1.000

P IELA MA()BTY

0.252
0.910
0.156
0.315
0.676
0.078
0.188
0.217
0.939
0.998
0.770
1.000

0.299
0.957
0.156
0.393
0.813
0.060
0.147
0.252
0.977
0.999
0.820
1.000

0.260
0.787
0.189
0.404
0.805
0.070
0.114
0.229
0.983
0.999
0.860
1.000

0.311
0.960
0.171
0.398
0.816
0.085
0.195
0.258
0.978
0.999
0.828
1.000

0.271
0.739
0.197
0.454
0.847
0.096
0.131
0.221
0.923
0.746
0.720
1.000

0.315
0.970
0.181
0.422
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0914
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0.244
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0.138
0.775
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0.218
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0.800
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0.057
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0.373
0.909
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0.820
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0.280
0.213
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0.075
0.816
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0.330
0911
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0.808
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0.245
0.062
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0.107
0.824
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0.085
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0.385
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0.187 0.229 0.249

0942 0976 0.982
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0.090
0.110
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0.428
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0.061
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0.992

0.282
0.983
0.999
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0.092
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1.000
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0.517
0.099
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0.996
1.000
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0.997

0.339
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1.000
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0.471
0.100
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0.085
0.996
1.000
0.628
0.994

0.335
0.989
1.000
0.704
0.527
0.109
0.114
0.106
0.997
1.000
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0.997
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Figure 2. Trend chart of average change rate of four improved statistics compared to L-B statistics
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