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Abstract

Integer-valued time series can appear in various fields such as education, finance, healthcare, and
transportation. This paper aims to investigate the detection and estimation of additive outliers and
innovation outliers in integer-valued time series based on the empirical likelihood method. Addi-
tionally, the convex hull problem is discussed in detail. Finally, numerical simulations are con-
ducted to fully verify the effectiveness of the empirical likelihood method in detecting outliers. The
simulation results show that the empirical likelihood method can effectively detect and estimate
outliers in first-order integer-valued time series models with different innovation distributions.
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1. 518

LI MR AR —FP AR BT A A 73, Gl I SIS AUSR TSR AR B X (R A R 2R, Rl T LB
L IR 3 A 1) FLETEAR . B 2RI T Bootstrap MUSMAERAE, B SR VFIEANTR & HOHE B2 20 A0 (11 L R R
WA BT G . E R TREARBAE, 8 A5 T MR 23 A (1 55 KB IR S O HEWT Sk S HUME
BARKYL, ISR T VER RS B EREAR ML % FE R AL, i i K% % B s Ok A T Bk S
o RIBRTIRHE T E R SH. BRI SETh, B —MERNST L, B
T2 WS A RS

H M Owen [1] [2] /I TFQIPERRCER LR, SRIAUSR T2 B2 R B2 9% . fEEIRAF 7S+, Owen
[3]8 Je i 2 B AR Ty i 9F N Bk PE A A b, Qin A Lawless [4]3% T T fhifiti i BR Bk & JE 7 456
R T, AR AN T Ui 5 2. Tang A1 Leng [5132H 1 —Fh R & 30 AU SR (4 5 15
R FB AT S TR IR . X R EE S R S I R R ECRIE B H Y, RSN T IETII3RY
WSHECEFIZ % . Shi 1 Lau [6]. Wei [7155 A LA Liu A Yuan [8]% 2% # 76 % H B F I £ 56
ARLSR T VR R T AN R A, o 1 AR SE bR R F R A 2 . 5 kIRIE, Kitamura [9]F1 Monti [10]%5
NABFIF 2 36088 T3 06 MR Bt 3EAT T 0 A AT A« AT FE R, 30 AER T VA TE B B
SRR T2 R, AN BAR B T R R TR AN E A A i SR AR R, S B A A B L st P A
I TI0 H R AT A

FEI 18] FE 314k, Chuang AT Chan [11]L4 2 Chan AT Ling [12]7F i 78t R IR AR 5 6, 4%
ANF BB SAE T B EEE AT 7@ TAE. Hodr, A AT TP R AR AR DL T R R o)
SRECGE T B IR IR A0 AT . 7ERFSE Y, Zhao F1 Wang [13]RF] T AR T738:, 4L T [ [ml AR o [m] 14
SHEGX T MRS REY, AR PR LS EAE — e &0 TSR amm, N
78 [ [l R ook S A il TR A T BES K4 . Nordman 1 Lahiri [14]45 H1 T 43 TH 22 G0 i a] iR s 45 .

RS I K A rh B AR A7 B Al T R N R G 2 v LR UL R 2 — . Fox [15] 1 JGERT 8] 751
A R4 N 29 B 55 (Additive Outlier, AO) LA K i 5. 5 4 £ (innovation Outlier, 10), 7RI J5 R[] &L,
X T BB SASI T EF RORE B T ARF 2 R . T Tsay [16]4 H T — NS RN A B B S, b
B E AR ] B (RN o I JLAERIF 78N D3R 35 0 e A 30 BB T H 5 1) 471 v g A e ) |
Fokianos 1 Fried [17]42H T 8 EUE ) 4 1E 5777 2 (INGARCH) A U HE 48 15 28 B 7 o5 ARSI AN it 145
. Fried [18]%F A$&H T EAALE B BE UM T TS BB R, SR SR AR A of T+ H5 et 8] 77 51 3047 A2
TG INAR(L) R IUA SR A 38 H 1 55 R 2 (1 B ) ) 2 S A8 22—, Barezy [19] [20] 43 7% 8 T EC
VR[] B P 32 B8 B A AL(10) RN M B A R (AO)T5 B 1) INAR(L) B! S H R 55 A R IR ARt 11« Silva [21]
WEFE T INAR(L)FEAY 55 v B At (P ksr e R, b Ik B s (AO) EAT A AN 8 A, I [ B ef
BORFE K /NEAT A T . Baragona &8 A [22]4& H 1 FH 2 B0 AUSR 5 1A 56 AR(p) A AL Hh ) 23 B 5 Hua Shang
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[231F2 H 1 35 AR i RE SRR AL THAE AR INAR(L) BT 19 2B B KK/ o ST 9T B V0K 22 B DR
TR ARG G I B H EA(INAR(D)V R R B m T s, A AR 1R T i 2 B Bl 28 A
T INARQ)ER AT AL, GIGUSR 7 0B M A 2 T T2k 5 AE S HBR L Ge i B B i
RIRERIAEZE, )5 SEBs e A A e s (it 1 2R S H

ARG, T, AN T RRRTE, =t 7 E AR R S S e e R
R INARBERY, JFgs i 1A THgE TR RETE 45 R UL L2 B IR SOl T iE—— T 25 AR . 125
VU5 rh Ol R AU 5208 K L BT IRAIE T AT R 2 I AUSR T VA A R, BB T AR AR TT A
B RAESEPRAETE PRI, SEONTONSS IR SRR, XA SCHEAT B, IFR R R AT TR T A .

2. FWR

Lo B LR (EL) 7 75 1 Owen [2] SR 10— R SR SR 7%, S50 B HEH TR,
T BB M AT . BORRFRE RS/ EL 5 VA AL T S ) A o L RO A
VRS FYE . I BB SR G (1S W, EL 7 T RSO T S0, T RERS R G
M BT 25

EBIHLAS LY 31 Xy, X, oo, X, B ML 50710 ORI, LA 36 LRSS A6 F, R
BIRBEAL S 0=(0,.0,) » AN ZRUATE -

L(FH):f[dFH(Xi):f[pil )
Hr, p =dF,(X;)=Pr(X=X;), 0<p <1, zn:pi=1°

i3 BB RECF, () =021 (X, <) & F, IFRSHABUA H, 25U H (ELRYR 5
S

R(Fg)z::g:zﬁ:ljnpi. )

B B0 HEAT A TR, S T s M TR A . {0, (X,0)} =0 g;(X,0) s j=1201
r>p. A5 RRIEREN:

9(X.60)=(0,(X.0)..9,(X.6))’,
S 2 DR L B BN

R(9)=Sup{f[npi|pizo’ipi=1,_2n)pi9(x,0)=0}- ©)
HhrA% B H 3l 73%, AT 14 Bl ek 2
H=§)Iog pi+ﬂ(l—ipiJ—ntTi P9 (X.0), @

ﬁ¢,zﬂpqy%m¢YWﬁﬁ%%aﬁ¥o%ﬁ%&ﬁwﬁﬁgﬁm@,%ﬁgzﬁfﬁznra,
Rty 98 o

iz N 1+tTg(Xi,0)
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HIdt, A2 Ee i AUR oy

I (6) = -2logR, (8) = 2)_log(L+t"g (X,.6)). 5)
Owen (1991)IEH] 1, Hn#aT LI RN, #5 0=0,, LRXEAWLIRLSE TR |1 () #iiTA E H
FEN p I % 43

3. ETLEMAR INAR)RE M E R oM

AT INAR(D BT BEBE AR L. INAR(LBEEE Ju B O 15 210 —FRE BRI, 42
R B (P R AEVOR . ORI S%) . (2 e, TSR A0 2E T R B 1 B 5
HORELT, T SECRER IR . (I, AR Rt T RO T 200 BT R NP B A (AO)
L LB (10) M T T 5.

3.1. REEHAN INAR(LER R LR

HEA LS INAR B, INAR BEALE —Fi WA B O R, 72 N T il BB, @
EEFIU . HE AR MR TR, Hrp T M ST B B B INAR(D) AR
RE RGN 2 — o HE (T

Z,=aoZ +&, t=0,%1+2.- (6)

Hrr, 7 RAFFIBBUEBENE R, aecl01), {g} MMSLREGAT HBMEN p TR o FEUE N
Ziy
ERBEHEETF], “o” N TMmHE T, HiE X Na-Z, = ZYi s XY, | B E 43 A 1 A

a NBEMAS R LR, HMLT 2, Haaah PlY, =1} =1-P{Y,=0}=a.

TERFR P, BRI MR E L, — M AU INtEER A (A0 2K). BB EH (10 2). KT
FEAL B 5. (LS 28) R I A8 B B 3 1 (TC 25).

o, e 23 A (AO) A& i 78 2 AR 5 I 18] SR AE A0 R 22 B A AE AR A, I PR 22 B Ak H R
FIZ I 1) 5 PP, 1T AN A BT [0 st (R W 7 A 20, S P A et B A T RN B e S R
MR IR BOR ZE BT 380 B S B £1(10)2 B P AL B e A2 P 0 Py R R R BRI, s 2 4% 75 2
B e S IE, I B 5 05 RAN NS FEDIMIC. KFRBALREEA(LS) M HE IS 87
FUSAE R mAS , T SEI J5 28 A ULIIE o T B A 7 Al 2 T TG ), e 7 R
FRIREAR SR, 8 T S 8] P 5172 A 35 A OB I o 8 I A8 B B s (TC) e R BIANAN 4 B2 ) 224 i ) 00 0042
W0} Ja S AT ILINE = 2R R, AN b b e 1) P2 B 2 Bt 2 ) ) RO RS 1T R AR B . A S EEHF A
AO 5 10 Wk B B mU% A o

SEX L BEHULRL (Y, ), BNV IRZ AR L (AC)IN INAR(L)I TP FIRIAL, 55 2

Yk=Zk+ZI:Ck,sia)|’ keZ, )
S, (2,),., PV INARQUBUREIE 5, o BRES AN, 6 Mk, % k= s IR L,
R 00 MBI AL R A TEAR € IR i1 s, A BSHERSN, FEHIBI RN o RE
P AO RTEARE, BR(1 =1, s:=s), HART)TUE
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E(Yk | ‘7:kY—l) =aX+H, +C @
=a (Yk—l - Ck—l,sw) 0@

=aY,  +u, +(_0‘Ck71,s +Ck,5)w

aY +u, if k=1---,5-1 ®)
oYt te ifk=s
- aYy +u —aw ifk=s+1
oY, +u, ifk>s+2
(O)ASRAI, LRSI B2k BEBERR NN, BRI St S0 s LR
P, THE ARSI 5 3]
n 2 n
Y —E(Y ]:Y _ (s.5+1) Y —aY . — Y Y 2
kZ:;( k ( k| kfl)) kz:; ( Kk AV ,Ug) ( —oXy, —u, — ) o)

+(You —aY, + 1, +ao)’.

NTERA IS o, u, o #ATRMEMAETE, AT PMEH R/ ik (LS) K3k . X H(7),
A DL — A G T R RSRIS S H U /> TR AG .
/N IR AR AT BLS e R
o (Yo, u0)=- kZ: J(Ye—aY —u)-2 Z Yia(Ye—aY,—n)

k=s+1

+2(Yoy —aY, -y, +aw)(-Y, + o)

9, (Yk O Uy a)) = _ZZ(Yk —aY,, _ﬂe)_z Z (Yk —aY, _ﬂe) (10)
k=1

k=s+1
-2(Yy—aY,—p, +aw)
9 (Yo, @, 1,0) = =2a (Y, —a¥, — u, +aw).
SEX 2 A (&), IR (L1.d) IR GORAR BEHLAS & 51, BERLIE AR (Y, oz, WNEHAIRZAHT
EEHER(10) 1) INAR(L) I [a] P #1823 2

Y1

Yk:Z§k'j+77k, k eN. (11)

(i), AL ATHIIME e (02) WIS RIBEHLAS R, H5 (5),, AR, Y, WAL T

'E:t\¢”
( ) keNUJZ (&), WA RS, H

!
The = & +ch,siwi’ keZ,.

Hrt, 1eNs o eNi=1-1; o NERERKD; ¢ NIk, Zk=s LN 1, BN 0,
FHUERI L, AN 10 AL EAT R, (1 =1, s;:=s), HARQL), WTLAEFH
E(Y, | A)=aY +En =aY,  +u,+¢ o keN.
Eik, X THf, nzmax(3,s+1), #H

n 2 n
(Yk - E(Yk | -7'?71)) =2 (Ye—aYea—u, )2 +(Yo—aYoy—p, - w)z . (12)
k=1

k=1

BB, p, o RIS TR T
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n

9 (Yoo p@)=-23 Yy (Yo=Y =) =22 Yo, (Y, —aY, — p ~ )
1

n

(Yo —aYey—u)-22 (Y, —aYy, —u —) (13)

1 s=1

9 (Ve a, p,0)=-2 (Y, —aY,, — u - ).

s=1

=
||
- L

9, (Y@, p,0)=-2

=~
S

BRI, X PR [R) 2R B i i, ISR LE(ELR) .
f(a,,u,a)):—Zsup{ilog(NWk):iwk zl,iwkgj (Yk,a,,u,a))zo, i :1,2,3}. (14)

SE 1 # (g, s ) IR BT, WL SRR BT TS, B ¢(ay, o, @p) WHERM
CLE HBEEN 3 B 2% 43

W TE B 1 X (g, phy, 0 ) BIBTIL AT, AREE 5 3 L BEAR IR, Bh4h, 3] DARHRX A /A i 5t
ZHk e, g FRUER AT DA iE Baragona [22] NERA PR, FEMCANG L EARKIE . 5 H 245 Ef
B, AICMiiE B B AR PSR L St & .

3.2. FELZIE{ASR(BEL)

TEAIAR T, R B A — BN EEM R T, AS3H T Sk I LR E k7
% (Chen %5 A\, Emerson fil Owen LA X Tsao) [24]-[26], WF7t£H, iﬁ*ﬁﬁiﬂlﬂ’]ﬁﬁﬁﬁi‘&@%%ﬂﬁﬁ?i
TR BN &R . ST 0k, AT DURA P ISR (BEL) I /515, AR ATE Tl a8 o fd A v D) 5 426 00 15
B, EORFFALISREIEYE A, g TR R A, R E T INEE AR s N

TERIN B R AU, ST TR R RA I AT HEIE AR AE Tl e — M S F . T e,
ALURHRE: g, (a,u0)=0, j=123. MK, BEL JiZEilid IAFA N TR LR RS,
AT 38 G A 175 00

9(Vy1s @ 11,0)=[0,0,+,0,-5G, (o, . 0) |

g(yN+2,a,,u,a)):[O,O,-~-,O,(2+5)§2(a,,u,a))]T.
TEZITIESN, SIS S > 0 W H 2 58 OR BT I A N 280808 AN 2 0] B 24 1) SR e 45 R 3 R . 35 1)
T MEBEXFALIETT R, R AR DR 2 S SR A T A2 T TE AR I 7] R4S LA D i o o
tesh, HREN G, (o, u o) FIEFAN T TS 6 kit L2, Kk, w7 RMR:
85T, (a0, pt,0)=(2+6)T, (a0, i1, 0) = A,

£ Bk, BEL ik A A N TR INME FT BLS

g(yNH,a,,u,a)):[O,O,---,O,—A]T

g(yN+2,a,y,a)):[O,O,---,O,A]T,
W2, PHrERALUIALL(BELR)A:

N+2
INCHR) =—25up{ZIog[(N +)w |1 > w, =1,
k=2
W9

(Yoo mo)=0,j=123, (15)

M= TMZ

=
Il

W9, (Vir e, 11, @) = Wy s A+ Wy, A :0}.
2
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HHA KEECE BELR 1545 B B EE KN, ﬂn%iiit%A:o(N“)%BME?E%fi 2 HI5 R,
Oy (g, phy, @) TEBL R LN H 5 L5 USA LE(ELR) (14)FH %%
FEHE 2 4 A=0(NY) I, ELR(14)55 BELR(15)1% BIBEHHE A BRSNS K R AERITSION 0.

RfEERE,
N+2 N
29 (Yoot p.0) = 305 (Vi 11, 0).
k=2 k=2

X R TE T E P AT 250 R FL(BELR)RT, AN N TR IIME X B 25 SR A s . BHUbml &, S4
B R P 2 AR T8 (MBELE) 5 B R B0 AULSRAS T B (MELE) LA B & f /) 3Rl 2 540 il
X BELR £ 5 BB HA RN i BiHER, SRS BMERR, WEH 3 s,
EE3 Yoz, BFHNZHK, BELR BA KEUHHE:
N30 (atg, g @) — o0

SEFE 2 5 3 [AE B AT LA Baragona [22] 7 FTE RSP %, 76 BANES H BLARIE B .

KRR TR AR LL(BELR) I, #5 IR S80S BB ZE, WA F
ZFHR, BELR M4 83 ETb. ubal s, %kt T 25 dEs S UK, — B35
TS Sl , BELR (15 35 45 4b B AT VR s B B AG  ( 0 B R 4

4. MKW R H 4

FEATTH, BEAT 7 — WU FT, AR 1000 K REDY N =100 FOBLALM ] 551 o A FH #)— B £
SREIPEE Rty N

B L B EBEE REIEA y, =020y, +¢ o

A 2. —Br B BEEA y, =050y, ,+& o

A 3. —Fr B H BEEA y, =080y, ,+& o

Forpr, g} AL R 3 A (0.0 BB B EUE R BENLZ B 541, HARSE LR =Fr A R 2 70 A
e VARA 4 AT (Poisson), JL{A] 4341 (Geometric), — 434 (Binomial).

ABHURH] T =H0AS[F 07 R B AT B A A, BT IR I T

S L B AN ELR, HRSE R inf (o, 4,0) -

77k 2. AFH AR (15)F 1) BELR, Higiit &R lan/f Oy (a,1,0)

J7ik 3. I I lE, 2% Silva S8 N[21]H0THE DB

FEAWE T, R AR IR, %R PP AR 25 B R 5 al B AL, I 2R BRI 8
REAER . BAREF U

XA s (2<s< N ) TR ST, JFiH R A IR S B Rl . IR K770
A 1-a/(N - p) A EGEAT R, QORGSR N RN 78, MIEA R, BIANEL
PP AR AE BT A, B U A AR IR TR AP DR e v B R AR IS AR N ) 5, R AE IS TR AR A T B R
RN FRREAT R B R, FETR B G R 740 {y, ) REE BRINRER, HERA BESHENIE.

TG, 2 REIARA A AL AL [R) 7 51 . 7E 1000 KB SREG Y, 6T R B0 0 RS A R R R S AR AE
IR B AR A XS B, G B2 MK o = 0.05 , BRI VARSI I 1 fos. wIEL
B L E R RN BRARF LA SUE, WU B AR BT HAtl i 7 e 22 — 28, X753 2 (BELR),
8 SR B A
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Table 1. Observed relative frequency of rejection of the hypothesis of the absence of outliers on 1000 series generated accord-
ing to Poisson innovations

1 ETIAMEIETEMAY 1000 LAFFSIH, B4 TER RBRIKRININAESHR

WRES
LS
1 2 3
1 0.078 0.064 0.073
2 0.084 0.067 0.092
3 0.072 0.078 0.081

B, EREMEAL ARSI [A] 45 q = 50 A — DM INPEE RS, KM N @, =35, JFFEERK, 537
12 FsHIE DA I BLIX 7 1 RS0 ) B 5 2 75 IR0 5E (S AE I 7] 50,

Table 2. Observed relative frequency of rejection of the hypothesis of the absence of outliers on 1000 series generated accord-
ing to Poisson innovations (q =50, @, =3.5)

2. ETIBMFIIHFTER 1000 AR S MEBH ARFIG, TEE R RIKIEL RN ESR, B q=50,

w,=3.5
Fik
it I [
1 2 3
HER 0.643 0.818 0.532
' FEiR 0.034 0.020 0.044
LR 0.382 0.671 0.431
’ R 0.043 0.029 0.072
LR 0.552 0.842 0.623
’ iR 0.048 0.035 0.423

W, WATEZR], M E 15777 2 (R ELR 5 BELR) IS R ZEFEECN I &, JF HJ7i% 2 (BELR)
FGE LR AR A, AR S R o T 52 3 (ARG I T 280HH Xof FL A 78 o 75 V2 A 6 A

TR, HBARRA QIR R SIS b, E A TR 1, JRiE I LA 43476 (Geometric) 1 T
43 A (Binomial) A= BB HT . FRATIN A 3R =R AR S, R A RARE R 3 .

AL R, T Geometric 4341 AL BRI GIHTI,  J73% 2 (BELR)WLIN B 1k 46 K /N 77 5 144 G KT i)
LR BE . SR, 757 1 (ELR)S 5% 3 WIS B AG 56 /N 3 . X F- Binomial 4347 4 i
IRIHTI,  4h S B S0 ) ) e Bk T i 2 BN IME AR AR A, D5 1 WS B AR
ANTRJFER NS T3 3 W B AR B O /AN H I 1 R K, IX R B IX S T VR AE TN Binomial 43 A (1)
BUBTIN, SFETE & 1R 2 .

75 EAEARIEAA BB RIS BT, AR TH e A0 B I 1) 550 g = 50 4l A K/INA @, = 3.5 FUIN At B9 7
m JFEE TR, PR RIS DR 4 Fias, ATRAMSE1, 0T Geometric 341 AL U BRI, U7
1, U7k 2 5750 3 FIERTIBCS kA GUR E TR AR AL, B0 E BHE I /N IR R B B R,
X H AR R R A PR, B0 3 I Th R 22 T HA M FIJE, T2 2 B R E A A 2 B AR T U7
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%1 5U7E 3, ER I E] B AU RE S AEA M o B IE A N ] £L. XFT Binomial 2347 AL R 61 FT I
SMOTRAAAE W2, BT70E 1T 2 MACRER T U5 3.
Table 3. Observed relative frequency of rejection of the hypothesis of the absence of outliers on 1000 series generated accord-

ing to model 1 and non-Poisson innovations

3. ETHEE 1 MIETAMEETEARY 1000 LAF5Ih, EETER 2RI BRI

WARiA
BT
1 2 3
Geometric 0.254 0.078 0.332
Binomial 0.478 0.247 0.572

Table 4. Observed relative frequency of rejection of the hypothesis of the absence of outliers on 1000 series with an additive
outlierat q=50 andsize @, =3.5 generated according to model 1 and non-Poisson innovations

5% 4. BTHER 1 FHEAMEIFTEARAY 1000 ARFFF, RIGTEE SNBRISSIERINAEZE, Hdq=50,
w,=3.5

‘ i
B AR
1 2 3
e 0.684 0.859 0.578
Geometric
i 0.041 0.032 0.052
A 0.287 0.543 0.256
Binomial
AL 0.032 0.029 0.042

FEFE TR SLI T, AR AR i ol BARI S, RATRA 7R 2, FERIH U516
(Geometric) M1 — 1515341 (Binomial) K AL S AFT Il Bl f5, FRATIZE A Bk =P dont X Se 588 3047 1 ke i,
IR IR 25 I RAE R 5 .

Table 5. Observed relative frequency of rejection of the hypothesis of the absence of outliers on 1000 series generated accord-

ing to model 2 and non-Poisson innovations
5. BETHEA 2 fnIEiAMGUETE AAY 1000 (A5, 14T B SRR AR SFE

Jrik:
BT
1 2 3
Geometric 0.342 0.087 0.432
Binomial 0.562 0.278 0.572

BATIEL R, 4005 00 LA 73 A1 (Geometric) 4E B, 777% 2 (BELR) AR 56 45 5 5 1EA 70 A7 18 1
S DL IEAR —E, A3 /MU G K. 17775 1 (ELR) S 757 3 IS K/ N AT B K.

B 0 B 053 AT (Binomial) A= T, Wl RN E . 5 2 ARG R MR TE IR I &, T
1 57798 3 WA IE K /N T A AT DAL 38 W S5 1 . 3K 5 BA 7 A BI040 A7 (Binomial) QBT IR, X = Fh
J7EHRAEAE B B w22
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FEARARA BT RO , RO RO F1 (I 18] 5 g = 50 $l A K/NA @y = 3.5 I B REAE, JF
HEBATIEI . A INEE RN 6 o WA B X T i LT 7341 (Geometric) & R B8 IT,  J59% 1, 7
1% 2 57715 3 BRI DR S IR 0 AT QB A S DUAHIE . T7ik 3 DA T He A PR 7592, AT AR W]
SERIIME AR RN, BRI BOER R FRTE . BLoh, T7E 2 FEA IR SR R, B o AL
WIRARTI7ik 1 57715 3, Res S b g (o 21 B8 A (10 IE AN (8] 50 % T 1 — 0090 Afi (Binomial) A= F )
QUBTIL, =7 VR A I 45 SR A 225 i 22

Table 6. Observed relative frequency of rejection of the hypothesis of the absence of outliers on 1000 series with an additive
outlierat q=50 andsize @, =3.5 generated according to model 2 and non-Poisson innovations

6. ETRE 2 FIETAMEFE AR 1000 HFFIH, RIRTEHLHRIRBIELOINE R, Hpq=50,

w,=3.5
_ i
B AL DAY
1 2 3
W 0.375 0.685 0.411
Geometric
FR 0.052 0.025 0.068
A 0.266 0.382 0.213
Binomial
FR 0.043 0.033 0.051

XT3, BAUKIRFE REIEAFA 7 A tEOL,  FHHR ) LA 4341 (Geometric) Fl — 151 73 A7 (Binomial) >k A=
FBHT I, 4R Bk =Rho7 ke X S 3T TR, SRR RIS RICSAE L 7 . RATIEF,
2137 700 ) LA 20 A1 (Geometric) A2 B, 51k 2 (BELR) IR I 45 5 5 9110 40 A G138 100 1) A7 v e A — 35,
M7 1 (ELR) S5 777% 3 MR IS /N R K. 008 I — 195173 A% (Binomial) A= e, i) 4K [H B8 iy 7™
o, kL, 5k 2 577 3 ¥R EK.

Table 7. Observed relative frequency of rejection of the hypothesis of the absence of outliers on 1000 series generated accord-
ing to model 3 and non-Poisson innovations

7. TR 3 FIEARGIETE R AY 1000 B55h, 548 TS S FRIS AN XS SR

WAR/A
Bl
1 2 3
Geometric 0.314 0.091 0.472
Binomial 0.563 0.315 0.682

FEARARA BT HIIZ 5 AU 51 (I 18] 5 g = 50 $l A K/NA @ = 3.5 I B #E =L, JF
HEBATREIN . RIS RN 8 Frx. M rDWEE R, Xt i1 L 234 (Geometric) £ BRI BT I, 5% 1
MTTi% 2 FREI DI RS VAAR 73 AT BB I GUARAE , J77% 3 Mg 25—k, eAh, J7ik 2 AERRIEI B RE RN,

BRE AR B AR T U7k 1 5059 30 Xt 3o A (Binomial) A= s R QR L, = A 7 ik AR I 25
RABAFAE B i 72

LREKRE, AT AMREE, BELR BRI A NG 2, MERAA B T, BELR BI75753L
FAKIALE ELR 5 Wit 59 83, tbdh, WIe b Bl 1 7E INAR(LRERL rhons Bt ad el 5 it v 18 22
AR T A R o
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Table 8. Observed relative frequency of rejection of the hypothesis of the absence of outliers on 1000 series with an additive

outlierat q=50 andsize @,=3.5 generated according to model 3 and non-Poisson innovations

= 8. ETHRE! 3 FIEAMEUFE AR 1000 BFFIH, RIRTEHLHRIRBIELOIMNEX R, Hpq=50,

w,=3.5
o Tk
AT I 1] o7 B
1 2 3
THE R 0.674 0.836 0.534
Geometric
B IR 0.051 0.031 0.055
THE R 0.316 0.427 0.312
Binomial
B IR 0.047 0.031 0.062

5. S£flsr#r

AT 81 973 A2 R 2 AT B8 S e R 5 R I A M A B R o R SRR R B NMRTH L R G, ARk
WHEBE MR & FENBUAEZ —. R RR, BEERRIGEENMER, ZHEEERES 2-5
H LML RRER, (HAFAE 1~10 H B shIX 1], X518 5 R A& s & % VA 5%

HAEZENE, ZWEk R MATBEERE, TRE T8 MUE S ™ H IR AR . AT =8 o, 22
1)L BAFRER R e Thae 240 8 5 (B0 R 2 2 T s, At n] s i A 3~5 5. LU 1 Hcis
W RIEEEAER 75, &S —F A A BEBA(INARL))FAT @85 ARE g KL e
JE 1990~2000 4125 fHy AT 1975 51 e [27] (45F 28 Rac s — K, B 120 M WLIIAE) , FAE A (N X =10.1833,
FEA T 28 s =39.6933, 22t R R AI I, Wik 1 Fiw, 206 = MEAnic B s i, 15 G Lis
LS R

Detection Results
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Figure 1. Campylobacter data
E 1. TEiTEHE

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2025.146307 145 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.146307

B 1 ] LA HER (8] t = 70 B ) 30 S8 5 — JE 2Rk T(2 8~12 Bl A A) Ik 5h, R I 55T Fa ik,
PRAEZEL) N 2.5 B, B RKGAL AL T AR T EORAS o FERFIA] t = 70 Ji 993 1) 50 v 0 5 1 e AR G, U
1k 25 Bl(t=73), BHL K- T2 150%, HJESERFEE 67 72135 (15~20 Fil/E ), RUIATRefA e SR A,
IR T REH FAMB RGN R T8, WAL LA TR, e SRR EEHRE, 51 RKIEH:
FHHFEA, FNREIEOEYE, BiE E s, SEURBIRFE RN, S AN S SRR SR
e ZE, DA TIPERE T B

T RIZA INARQ) S ZEIHAT TIE, FHAEHZRAUR AR I SR 5, /R TR 45 R 5%
BIKCKT LG, AT LA SR B 7E t = 70 Ab (B IS0 B B AL B, 2RI R 5 I BRI A B B A 0T, BRI
BEAAL, BT SR BB AT REAFTERE 25 20N, ANAE t =85 MR FI N B BE A, LA Fe4r Ui 1 &SR T vt
R ESHE SR R, BT AESEUESE . SR G AR E N AC, SCEL T R A ) E R
SRR o

6. FIRERE

AHEFUER X — BB B BB (INARL) B B R 5 S8l vk, 3R 7 — BT ookl
USRI FI QBT AR R TT 58 o B X A% G2 BN AR T VA B HONT 18] PP 1) 0 A vh A AE B B R, GRS\
PRI AUSR(BEL) J %, I ISR FRZ) A A AT RO vk 1 AT BRAE AR ™ R RE DI AR 14 A e M M R

KR R SR 2 SRR, 08 LR T AT A OmAS I Y INAR(D) RS h B RE i, JF HA
X T ARG RN T, AR IR A AR TT 100 T T A ARG I Ak R B R 2%

SR, A RTOE FAIAFAE — L8R PRk, ARSRAHT T AT LU BAR JUAS 5 1 3547 90 FE AR AL -

o RICEERIE BB A AR, (HAESEERN IR, P 2 IR S EE R RE B S w0 B A
RYEBCE RIS AH . I, ARR A TR DL 8 A 2 B AR T i F T 5 v i ) AL 1)
FUREAY, 0 B sCE B ) [ A AR (U INAR(p) S ZEY), - AR e 0 A (LA 00 ) 3 P P AT s 12 o

o BEEBUES NI RN, SAREN RSB SR TR Y U R A
R I AUIRTT I R 2 2 A SIS A Fp 41 (A B REAE A v, R — S B Pkt A0 S AN (B I B 9207
o XA B B AR g A (R AH N DA BB 22 4 i) v (R R IR 5K

o REZRARINEE S ERN PRI RL, (HH SR8 AT REAE AN B MR EdE I O
ARARHIHIE TE AT AR R B R A S se B, il J AT v 5 TR BOR FIHL #5273 BOR R ik
LIS R TSI RE, AT B e AR S S B T AT

o ERHEANZ A2 RIS W SR, 2RISR T2 DA Hofh it K e i s LA o S 7 A
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