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Shapiro®} Wilk(1972) 1A 2S¢ HERF7F nA Q0 AL AFEX] AAEA
g ARbeA. 2L AEETY dits HAAFFAGTH TEEGY HE F4H
HAh 28y o] ARTAZFL dALE 3 =tk 2 E Arrgyd %
e AEHEFALGLE FAE BAFE uestn o9 IFEEE FIIY =
F Mo A HAYS vust A7 AGd FAFo) WEAs 1R aAY
2L B¥AA o £ AAEE 71 E E F AU

rﬂlo rSE

Fogo ALY A¥=AA, HZFE2FAH, Brownian bridges

1. A&

p

AFREY BEFS

Flx;a,8=1- exp(—

"g“), x>a, B0, —oo<{aloo (1.1)

S exple,f)E 2712 & 58 o=0, =19 FFAFEEL F(x;0,1)e Fyx) =
deiz fo(x) 8 Fpol sidshs 889xss, Fyle Fyo dgs8a .
X1, X0l BEFEERIHSE G(r) M FEFRom o] HE £AERATS
X <X @< <X poldn & o, X, X,0 A¢2Ed 2go 498, =
H,: G(x)=exp(a,B) (1.2)
AASA. Y78 Hpaxe Hy: G(x)*exp(a B) el stal. (1.2)9] AR7A HOE
AAs7] s Agd TAFE T8 Bk o] B RRE ok VX e (o8, e
7H% z‘s}‘r Atk D'Agostino®t Stephens (1986, 4, 5, 10l Al oo} gt A=A A "é‘
& AAstL QU
A B e A7 EF vAY do AAYE neddct o] A9y AAEe B
Pk @ M olft A4EES FARA 4AL o gt WX A
=09 AFYE o]&F F 7] WFoltk(BmxA 1 F=x) a8y o)
E Aol 7t (12)8 HAS}=d oA & FAHss ARG
A E g ¢ JEAE FA8x @} Spinellidh Stephens (1987)& o2 7}%]
d(simulation)S AAIstd F 742 ¥3e wlwsich

$ A8 dEAEQ] FAZL Shapirost Wik (1972)e] Wp-£4)
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1) o] =& 20004 %Qltﬂﬂﬂ gGedT 240 gt ATHAE
2) 121-791 A& A StETF A% 72-1 Tt Nz zas
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AFEES] AR e A% 749 W-BAZ

Folct, of BAHLE B9 duwrdl H A% 33 HF(generalized least squares estimator)¥ E &

24 =5 (D= B(X= D (=D& vmshe soz g T FA%el el

NI

128 A Folthk. Wp-SA4 % e

n(TC—Xm)Z
(n—1)8*

olef ol ¥% HAEAFoIth. Spinellish Stephens (198714 AHFHZ Wep-TAFL o

29 ugrtdeA £ HdAYE Zen asu We-SAZFY 713 A48 aHde o 3

Aol X A(consistency)S ztAl et Jot.

B =EodMe We-AZF g die Bdsr A +A48 due] We-SAZFE
a7feta olo] FAHA HAE Lottt EF EAPE T o5 FATFY HAHE 4

W O EAS gotrnA g
2- ‘{l:;gxg_ WE‘%‘lﬂ%}"

2ol e 4(13)8 Wp-sAZe 713 & @82 o BAF 7128 AAHo
1

GRS A gevte Aotk gA BaA of AR AAHe| TR U FUEE 12
7ibel ZHAl e BEVF EARGE Lot AFE R F¢ BT EEUAS FTY b
Ql M F A (coefficient of variation)7} Cy=g/p=12%

nWeD1/Ch=1, nood o 2.1)

ojt}, 1glmz Cyp=19 O BEXdME z2Wee 12 $388 Rolth. vt X B(q,b) 9
A adl, b=ala+1D/Q—a) A A%, 92 28 (a, b7 (1/4,5/12)2 g nze
4 21 tH(Spinelli and Stephens(1987)).
autdog Wreh #2o] o F FAFY vz FTAHY FAZ
FAFY FAHA Ado 2t FJAHoz Wedl 71.7::§_ HA
olfE EEQ TEEAMo AFEFX L HIHAFA HF(asymptotically efficient
estimator)®] oty 7| wZo|th HAZ
Vst — 8 % N(0,88% (2.2)

4 A B (Fisher information)ts I(5%) = 1/ 48" o] th(Ferguson(1996, 74, 194)). whe}A]

2uo 2AFe A FAIFEAFALOR UASd We-SAZY vdL HaT £ 9

rlo

2

| Jlxd AR dAA

ol

%ol AN4E A @

i Hn

Role}t Fla. e FHBoz

Ly=—15 ﬁz(X(,)—X(n)Q/v,-n,v,~,,=F0“1(—J—n+1 ~log(1--17) ©@3)
¢ nestd L, A9 A2Ra3ARAY 2 3202 538 Wp-S$AZeZ Np-
5A%,
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n(T(—X(l))z _ n(Y—X(l))z

—1)2 -
n=D'Le (1) B(X o~ X )Y o
& Al de Wetd Venter(1973) dwtdd A= R4 E ¥ T <U(scale parameter family of
distributions)ell W&l A 2249 FAHE e BEAFS Adstn o)e HZE X (asymptotic
distribution)& iid. FEWFY F3F5o ez FaAh old w=d Gk E XA
(n—1)Np<1+o0,1)ol28 Ng-5AFS 33 col halX Nglcd o HyE 7|
Zrate Aol FEHoltt, Np-SA %L de Wetd Venter(1973)9] FAFE SEW ozt «
T X9l Age XFEE HE3 Aojgtn AR ¢ U

ZWyeos Ziye exp(0,1) oM &XFAZIg & o, 2@23)9 L,dM v,

Ng= (2.4)

U= E(Z () & SARER v, & V= 21—1— oz gAstd fo Aoz

n—i+1 —

L= nl_l Z:Z(Xm—X(n)z/f}; (2.5)

e 8% 4 Y1, $H8Y Wp-SA%ez Np-543,

(X=X
Np= (n=DPL (2.6)

< AR F A

»zxAgdEd 1. Xg,....Xmwo exple,f)E RHY FA7 nd MEAZIH,
Yo=Xgin—Xq, i=1,...,n—12 exp(0,8) 2 #HY 77| n—120 EATAF

o]t}
R 1. 42409 Nps 42608 Nt 9%, 35 2wl E7 2ot}
z29. X;=a+BZ;, i=1,...,ne dgsl 24 Agsct. [
A 2. 4249 Ngst e N 22, 23 (X—-Xqg)° L, L,=
X1, ..., X0 exp(a, fHoxe 529 o B9 d24534 Tl =
V(X=X ) — 8% N0,462) @)

Va(L,— 8)-%N0,48) (28)

olm, L, WaisdE 4@28)°] 4Hgd.
%9 . Chernoff, Gastwirth, and Johns(1967)2] A& & H&s [

G,g €A8AF X@u,...,.X(nd 234 EE < (empirical distribution- fuention),
G.lg 29 A85 v(D=F;{(H=—log(1— D&z 2. =5 p,() 2
0,.(D: =V a(l—0 (G, () —u(P) ' (2.9)

2 A9% quantile processgtil 3}t

—143—



AGLEY AR A% AL W-EA%

A2 3. (Csorg’o ¥ Horvath(1993)2] Ae 62.1) A3 & EF A

(2= sup lo(8) — B,(8)] { (logn). v=0
V(n+Dst<n/(n+1) (H{1-9)" 0,1), 0<v<1/2

& whEslE Brownian bridges {B,(#),0<:<1},7} &Adct
A9 4 4249 Npe S¢EX

(o) LB ([

tijo
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. =_1-fn/(n+l) ﬁl—t)
" N+ (l—t)zv(t)

ojtt}.
%4 del Barrio, Cuesta, Matran®} Rodriguez(1999)¢} Wi 3} §-A}s}c}h,

Ziy.o.o, Zy0l exp(0,1) o9 TEY o

=(% 2‘12?/0,,,)/ Z-1, Ryi=ZR=1 521, - 7
1432 89, RzA8 13 F2 1258 aR,—a,d WsH 99 Az 44ge nolw
S =3 (R, —a,) = 0,(1) ol
W Ry—a,)— w(Ry—a,) =1~ Z) Z'nR}= 0,0V n(R},— a,+ an) 20
22 n(R,—a,°l 42109 ¥ IFLIE 24 L oW Hr},

R’ = f"""*“ (VG (=) ( W+ D)

1(n+1) (D Y(n+1)

[+

iz

=
&

V(G () - v(t))dt)2+ 0(%‘—”—)

nf(n+1) (t) nl(a+D) o (P
f/(nﬂ) (1 pt)zv(t) (f/(n+1) ({1)— ) dt) +O( )

2z Rel 3% o §3HW FE A% & Utk £

n/(n+1) BZ( f) _ t(l _
v+ (1—H2u(d

#x e EAL(ooolmz 421009 $¥e AAEL A,8 L,-T#oz Fedn. [J

n

3. mougds 2 Ae

280l 2% +RE We-BARY 424, @09 N Npdl 1848 2524
zA8t7] YA, 2o d A (simulation)& stk o] W FEe £ N=5000& &34
o} HEstde] B¥RE golE AUEE 52 39 o8 7R 2x7t adHAG. g(x)
7t 8BS, Gx)/t FEEXEFY W 1FE EE 9Y E(failure rate, hazard rate) &
Wx)=g(x)/(1-Gx)), x=0°letn 3, o % 2*(4), U0,1), Weib(1.5),
(1/2)N& Z7}#4 E(increasing failure rate : IFR) £xolm, %%(1), Weib(0.8),
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lognorm (1), (1/2) C¥ #A1% & (decreasing failure ratebi DFR) ¥3Xo|t} IFR #X &
MEAS Cy7t Cy<{lelx DFR £¥= Cpdlolth

<E DOME A 7tx BAZY AP §94%F 100a=10% oA wistn gtk o)
BE X Eo|gurd AtAL weEx® B(1/4,5/12) 414 Shapiro®t Wilk(1972)8] Wr-%7
Fe FEAII ARFE #AAY) A gasht At® Ng, Np-SAZL o A% AR
o] wj$ 9438 B 5 gk

EF g Yrhdel DFR #E¥Q A$olE Np Np-FAZ0 We-SA%R0 dazoes
( Weib(0.8) A19)) 48 A389L Bol3m glm Npod Np: A9 u£d F4e e
ok g di@skdel IFR BEY A
(n=10,20) Ny, Nz 2c} g8 &
Aso]l Fe ARHS HAZT

Azdog 4£FEolm gyrtdol Cy=19 RIY ASol= We-EAZRTE Atd
Ng, Np-SA%o] o gdols aERoln Cyp<1Q W7 MelM= We7t Nz, Ng
B o ZgAolzgn & 4 Qo .

Nyt NpE wastd, ztzto] vt Axe gastdoA e EAZFRG S48 Np
7h 958 Aeds AAYY Aoz} oS- Am wd Nprt 58 A$els o Holst diA
Moz Ay & 4 Aok geby dARew Npit Npro $5aves 482 U2 + 3
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ATEEY A S AL 3 W-BAI%

dastd | g2a7(0) We Ng Ne
10 1492 33.46 47.94

20 10.00 69.94 83.64
B(1/4.5/12) 50 6.82 99.82 100.00
100 5.34 100.00 100.00

10 18.92 2.24 5.02

) 20 32.36 484 11.36
x(4) 50 68.52 36,58 53.00
100 93.36 85.60 93.00

10 4366 454 17.04

20 84.60 34.00 59.90

v, 50 99.94 97.90 99.92
100 100.00 100.00 100.00

10 92.34 176 164

. 20 | 4218 6.24 16.36
Weib(1.5) 50 85.12 4754 68.36
100 99.28 93.44 98.10

10 1650 162 468

20 3212 386 10.12

(1/2)N 50 68.36 20.60 41.60
100 94.20 62.22 80.96

10 % 64 38.26 39.98

) 20 40.82 63.02 60.34

2 (1) 50 75.00 92.10 92.50
100 94.66 99.60 99.74

10 25.42 554 5,26

. 20 3014 3376 3464
Weib(0.8) 50 74.28 61.22 57.96
100 94.78 80.86 80.26

10 19.98 2388 24.06

lognorm (1 20 2914 34.34 32.98
50 44776 55.62 49.48

100 60.80 72.92 69.58

10 47.46 56.96 55.94

20 73.26 80.88 7848

(1/2)¢ 50 96.30 97.86 97.06
100 99.84 99.94 99.92

<% 1> Wg, Npg, Ne-5A%9 AAY v
Weib (m) : 889585 g)=mx""le™™, 0
lognorm (m) : g(x) = Cexp[ — (logx)%/(2m*)]1, x>0
(1/2)N: Y~ NO, DY & X=|Y|9 2%
(1/2)CE Y7t %430 09 ALZETE WE 9 X=|Y|9 &%
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