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The objective of this study is to make a table autocorrelation lag 6 test and compare
it with Box-Pierce test . The table autocorrelation lag 6 test would have the power of test from
less than to close to that of Box-Pierce test if the sample size is small (24-36) for 3-4 independent
variables but if the sample size is more than 42, the table autocorrelation lag 6 test would have
the power of test more than to close to Box-Pierce test at every autocorrelation level. And table
autocorrelation lag 6 test would have power of test take limit 1 when autocorrelation level
p 2 0.5 for 3-4 independent variables form sample size is 7 > 36 and when autocorrelation
level p 2 0.6 for 3-4 independent variables form sample size is 7 = 42 at significants 0.01,
0.05 :





