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Comparison between distance test method and T+C method
for simulation results

FU Hui-min, CHEN Jianr-wei

(Research Center of Small Sample Technology ,
Beijing University of Aeronautics-and Astronautics, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract : According to dynamic_consstency test of smulation results, comparative a
nalys s of-distance test, method and_TIC (Theil’ sinequality coefficient) method was given.
As therejection regionsfor dynamic s mulation result test were obtained at a given level of
sgnificance by\the distance test methed, quantitative test of dynamic consstency was real-
ized. TIC coefficient was used-to test the smulation result consistency, but the coeficient
could be affected by selection of coordinate origin, causng possbly migudgement. There-
fore, the method-cannot realize quantitative test , nor realize effectively qualitative test. The
comparative analyss shows that the distance test method will not be affected by dimenson
and selection of coordinate origin, and reach a high credibility of test results.

Key words: smulation result ; dynamic consstency ; distance test method;
TIC (Theil' sinequality coefficient) method
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2 a =0 05 , 18] Rnm-n = Foos20,3 =
Table 2 Data of simulation samples 1 932, (5)
t _ 2 _
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Table 3 Comparison result of dynamic consistency tests

Dw (X, V)

TIC TIC

p(x,y) >03

Dum(X,Y) =21 794

1 855, 1 855,

0. 069, 0 367,
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