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Y (L-moments)5 o] At} £ HFo EXAL HAAsE Wi HIAE HAAL ,°
A7, K-S HA(Kolmogorov-Smimov), PPCC 7 A (Probability Plot Correlation
Coefficient) & o] SJch. ‘

3. AA 3 G A FAA
3.1. V¥ (nterior Kernel)& 9] 9] 5 ¥l =&~
AA @ o g8 uERy 2449 The

o detslel 20FE st AA Heo 2
e #

e dod EFEATHE Fool TE
(198D) 34& Abgstd g H()F 2t

)
A
By
bl
1o
o od
ot
b
iy
JE
%\‘4
=)

ot
]
a
kl
o)
o £
o
i}
I
?_‘.'
o
e

=
=

)
K
Fel
A M
ki
>,
ol
&=

L A5 75 ] I ~
- — 21— tnteior Kernet AN
| ws®za 33 | | e |
. N ! Y
dAEE 34 ¥0 S

’] /"o oo Lt ¢
] L/

AARYEH A _
N 0,05 0.0
3 5 3 4] | P

0 .08 0.10

O3 1 oioisE TS Ty

-117-



_i—0.25
D= 0.5

A71M, iG=1, 2,--, me HPed wWdoly pE TREE=AFTAL ol &do Ay
Fog FAET FEF ghelth

s afA g4e]l B9 zt(quantile) X(p)= Gasser-Muller (1984)7F 21(2)8} 7o)
A HGgsE o] 83 HAFHFo2RE 8 ¢ ok

R0) = B (B o
=St [ Ko e

= “ Viw;

o714 heE A pst ZHEHE 9 E (bandwidth), K( - )= 384 (kernel function)e]
o, s;=(p;+Dpis+)/2, (i=1,-,n—1), 5=0,s,=1°t} o o p= =#&5<
YehyiE 737 010049 e groloh

3.2. < (Kernel Function)

gduty o2 AMREE i KOE =094 AAAZ 7172 d&5Ho|m, A
Aol ¥elE 74x 1, Epanechnikov ¥+ & 4 3)3 2l

K(t)=0.75(1—1t%) (3)
a71A Jt < 1.

3.3. 419 = (Bandwidth)

WYE b 2A A5Ed 4% NEAHA T Q2N FREE 57
Ngge SUHH AV/E FAIY. FE GAEE Aos HoH  R(p) WA
e #o BEARr} TAN, B 2 BYFgNE FUHLD BE 59 BER
27 nEgol fA% AANE BED webd g Fe) F7tge] wet Aelbias):
Z7letn BALE ga@th Muler(9DE A9 FAE A8 99 FFAFLA

(Mean Squared Error)& thg 4 ()¢ Zeo] AAEF
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MSEG:(D)) E[x(p)— x(p)] ,
~ i [ orar date o0 [ K. ora)

delst 4 nAY FHgd dAdF L 2= WYPols Gasser $(1991) o o]+
ALE R Gasser 51991l &) 0<p<lel Z3 ool thal Aol FFAF
2AHMSE)E #&A71 H3y dgFe ve A (59 Zol AMAsE.

15 C1 o 02 5
5)
“ [ et
1
o714, c1=2f_le(q,t)2dt, co=4 f_le(q,t)tzdt.

3.4. 24 ¥ (Boundary Kernel) ol o8 vl % &4
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Kernel) &8 AME3H 29 29 o] A"l 9490<p)s Heurl g&s) HA
# (Boundary Kernel) &7t Zod&d. AR dd5= 3770 [0, 0+h] WM 715
FAHe HYFE AAS A Hasi

Muller(1981)= W% Ao d&de 44 SgsE 449 FFAFLA
(MSE) ¢ A5 uhe} AAstAct 7o) Epanechnikov &5 A&
2 Ao AA A3 4uad gz o2 A6), A4NFH 2o

e g

K()=0.75(1—t%), 9714 JtiK1 (6)
ZA g |

K(q,t)=6(1+t)(q—t)ml-;)? ><{1+5(}jrq) +10~(1—+—q)—2 } (7)
A7 t=(p—p;)/held, 7IE =M HEse K(gt)e 945 48 +

7+ [0, hlelX q=p/helth old qg=lold ZAA #FE AMe W2 dFgx
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