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k7he] AR AMNA 71759 A gPstde o
HaPAdel v By AR P B3 g7D

ASHY, AFEY

8o
€ v@dAE kY HHFEAN 71E7189] 40y dgtde] g PPy
A3 e HEF AP AT ALY AFEY A2H AdEe n¥sax
o AL €3 e A AHE B2a Y A9 FEI FAYE AA
i R BES i 2o HYg HE AR ALY FAZTAR| ns} FEHe
BEEAAN 28 HAYEET FHF Yol 5L B

L A&

4% dysHdel digk Al Mack 3 Wolfe(1981)d] 93l A Loz 91X ZA
(location problem)e] ¥ uvIR$ HAYHo] AJ/E X Simpson ¥ Margolin  (1986),
Hettmansperger ¢} Norton(1987), Shi(1988a, 1988b)Se] <& A7 SAHU.

2 =8dA BRna s kY AR HPAHE 4 digrtdd deld AAZS =
A= AEY, AAL 5385 g2 AAHY A% L 5E

e g 22 IAARYS A g

Yi=di+ B;(Xy-X:) + ey, i=l..k:j=1..ni. (L)
oA71A a; L U|Ae AHol:, B; TL " sgrleln, X; & iUA JAY X &S
o HEFL YL ej S NZ EPo|n] Y5Hoz E¥a: HEWUSZA Aol By

s F & Zeta 7Hg e
A9 28 QDM AR

Ho:B1= = = Bg(=p, #lA)
€ 34y Jgygd

H; p1£~SBr18SBr2Pra12-2Pfx (HAE e HE53F AY)

Dol =7 1992¢: A&% X4 %5 e AFAd] AFFE (A4 $4) FA o3& A7 =4
Hlof ool A7 HUS

2) (609-735) FAA BAF ZAF FAAGI Adzedie EAG

3) (609-735) AN AT AT FAAGE Adde A G

_19_



20 HE3, 4d5F

o Eel FAAuA Fe, sl L e FY (peaklold R2A2 BT B E=BANE
AT Ho dY7H8 Hiol wsted 437 9% n2s 2488 Adsnz o, A
e AAEAL W2H 4ASS YolunA YT £, AL FHEH vy A3
of $EH AR S AW 128 <9AHEL ohed 2An AAE ofe AS-
St B2E A Az o8 49 waz w

A E =N AAEH SEr ZHEA 729 £ARAPE Yohuan au 3%
Ne AAEAZE AT, AGH FAEAR HEH 4P Yohuw, 43N 2
P2 ds) 29 A9 $¢ BHAL vnsR sHAAE FuA % gozel A7
g n¥nz @

£ =88 8o 1 =1,.., k o g3} b2 71EE AHEEat g
k _— i —_ 7
n-= ??-:lni; X;= JZ:IX,','/ni; Yi=IZ=:1Yij/n;
n; — k
Ch = 2(X4- X% 5 Ci= Ziczm v oPa o= Ch/CH
J=1 1=
A%= [viwdu-( fuwdw? .

2 Y(u), 0<u<l & A48 (score generating function)©ol e},

2. $%=¥ AAWH $Eu AAPe) 712 £AFHH
21. <=8 AAY
211 AAE ol A%

HARYADNN 223 ey 5o EXE #HFo] 0 olx uxeg B4 of & 2 AFE

e M AT Hog $4Y U Hiel dse agssl 98 24 3
AYe fEd 2

AR H, o qd7td HidlA o’e H925z%e 712

Oh, = {(Yi-d; ~B(Xy4-X:))¥n,

0%, = (Yi-a - Bi(Xy4- X))
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oMl ;% B & HodlM H$2HFolm, 4 o Pix HiolMe Heagzolns o]
M Tdi= @ =Y olm, By Bol el obRd Ago] gtk AMdalelA B o Hoxm
e Bi= Z:(Xv‘ X )Y/ Ch olnz Be gewn 2o,

= k ni = 2 _ k -
B = ;J;(Xu Xi)Yij /Cn = gpm B:.
B 0% Wt HiolM H933% Bix 5o 5937 (isotonic regression)® A}
k _
o dojdd, &, Bt AFzA Pr1S <P,y 2 BrdtolA Z;cz( Bi-B:)?

& A& e dolth.  FANA  Big AdsE  LaZd g@ 449 Age
Shi(1988a)8 Fx 87| uigc)

DN FH L E ole A Hiol 49 Hog A4 95y gRsgze
. k —_ k ni —_— = _—
Ele = gczm( B:-B nggl{yﬁ- Yi- B (X 4~ Xi))? @1)
ol Hvf ol Elre o gol2W ATALE 7|75A Aok
Barlow et al.(1972) # Robertson et al.(1988)0 2 R E HodA| sz,l o E¥E e
2.
A 8 21 ARSHe FUY,

—_ k
Po( E"xe 20) hZZZPl(h,k)P{B (h-1/2, (-2 2¢}, ¢>0

Po( E ke =0)=P,(1,k).

@ Pe(hk)e HolM $487 Bt hlle M2de g2 7tane] Hgos Bg,:
247t g, bel WEIEEE vehdt)

T W ¥ A 9 B Bl UE 2= gue gYsMEE 92 Barlow et al, (1972)
9] A2 32 s} Robertson et al. (1988)¢] A2l 2319 ZHe =25 7] §-olt},



22 53, dFE

Hold  Eleeo BEE Po(hk)dl g8ix 2390 Shi(1988a): k<10 oz &
e A2x Ch=-=CL8 2= A% P, (hk)d #& A¥HAoY k el 23, 7}
ZxE80] Mz tg8 ZA$ PRk AP AdL ddHoz2 BreIHH.  wIHA

E’ ke & p-value AAFE ZAMHQ ¥bge] EY F Hiol g

212. BHE 22 ASY

AML 2= 79 Shi(1988a)¢] ATFAAE JARMEA N HEAF A @ v=1, ...,k

O W HVs @del vel 4% duAdes stm b= B, e

H92A% B =( By., B¢ SHAAD W A4 ZE o S48 dYUNE H e
g gol FEYE & At

Hy-H®Y U - UH®,
wetxd olg =g o =y FAEAZL

k ~ — k — = J—

EE = R 6T - B/ 24 2 (Y a- 7-B(Xi-XD) 22
L ~ (D = .2 . k ~ = o
‘z:;czm( B; -B° = mln1svsk’z=‘1C (87 Bi)

Elel X8 T8 AL o$ @A Geng 3 Shi(1990)7F ML e ZT2aWL o83
of Ro] 4¥e 5§ AYH fe¥EFL 7€ & Ak

22 S-x=v FAYA 712 o AN
221 APE o= AH

A57E HoolM 71€7] Bl Hodges-Lehmann #Hejel XL 37 AR Ry;E
Y, Yin 8 F Yol €43 52 939 FAFE Fodn



Y dgsbdel A HgAde uRSFEAY 23
k —
T Y) = ?Q,ZQ‘X"J" XOU(R i/ (ni+1))/C% . (2.3)

2298 B¢ Hodges-Lehmann Ee|e] 2z
B* = (B +Bz) /2

ole PB1= sup {b: TalY-5X)>0}, Bz= inf (b : Ta(Y-bX)<0}olzr TH(Y-bX)=

EAFEIN 2K Yy oA Yi-b(X 4 Xi)E wgAn Aol R ;&
Ya-B(Xia~- Xi) o, Yin B (X in- X1)B 3 Y§-B(X4- X &9t & o

Tw = 24(X5- W Ry / (nitD)) / Co
2

& 52 TaS~<Thn2~2Tng 49 ggd7td BiS <P 2~ 2B oA

Toyee, Tl SA8AS 849 FHE obe 4SS Hiol 98 Hool $x58] g3l
7128 ¢ AP EAZL

=2 k 2 T \2/42
X k¢ (R)=‘Z=‘10m( Tm_ Th ) /Av (2.4)

—_— k —_—
2 Foxu, T,= Z;p T ol th,
Barlow et al.(1972)8] 338l W™ X 4, (RS EXE 08 olt 799 Smu
AASAD 539 NGO Y £X e IAREE 1YL ¢ & ok

222 AHE& 22 A%

H"g Adel va #A$e 84 gardelad stz T,0=(T0,.. TO) &
H("ol g2t g8 Ta=( Ty, Ta)dl SASA2D 12 228 U4
& 21248049 2ol Hi=HP U~ UH{¥2 & 4 glo shi(1988h)8] 2#& ol &34
Hog AA37] 9% dAsARL



24 &3, dFF
k —_—
TUR) = 21 T - ToYAd @25)

oz, 47NN Ta' =l Tn' T, T e

k — k —
Zlczm( Tn,- (ﬁ_ Tm )2 = min 1<v<k Zlczn,( ﬂ,?)_ Tn,- )2
1= =

g wEyr)
YZ(R)e] BEE Barlow et al.(1972)¢] 4480l =o" upobgo] 028 of= 7L¢ 9%

g 2=t}

0 AAEAR( 5] A(62)% L YIREE RE
3. Atd HAETAF

31 AAEAL R H2H A (APE ob: AS)
ol AollME AA L& ok AS Hiol U8 Ho® AA&7 9% FAAFAZL F=4
2R, 87 THADANN YA BT X 1S SX o2 FHm AW = add jHs

deletsz #E A& 2% Zi(B)E ten 2ol Fejwnh
Zo( D=7 5= BX = Xsgn(X = X, i=Lomki j=1omi
714 sgn(t)e t20e19 1,t<0]d -1o]z B HoolM Bel Hodges-Lehmann H eS|
F4goz thgd go| FH
0()E t20°]" 1, <0 ol 0d ANF: sz 71F &5 $AH(weighted rank
statistic) TsE THa-3} o] AHelsa}

k ni
Tﬂ: IZ::I sz<:t W ist ¢(Yit_YiS_B(Xit_Xis)), i=1,---,k ’ S,t'—' 1,...,]'“ s

AN E2H wiws Xis=XwolW wie=0, Xs#X i ©)H wix200]th 2" Bg

Hodges-Lehmann 3 &) A2

B=(B1+ B2)/2, @3.1)

x
2

wist °[Th

(S
i

Bo=inf B: Ts < w./2}o3,

n
ol
%
|
~

Bi=sup B : Tp 2 w. 2} ;
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436D Be AFH wiwd 2 (Yi-Yi/(Xa-Xi5), 1S5<t<n;, o 712 298
(weighted median)ol®  HH 71FAE ww=Xi -Xiolth 713 29 g4 2753
(weighted median regression estimator)el @i# &t} 2} % Abee Scholz (1978) ¢} Sievers
(1978)& = &7] updu},

AlM el udA dloletet viA vlolElz RE de RASE Ry W-IEY 5
FUL(B)E ven 2o

Uuw(B)= Zl ;m(zm(ﬁ)—zw(ﬁ)) .

2HA A L & oke A9l HoE AAe #AZAZE el zu.

Ve(B)= L<s US[UW( B) + ls“;vskUuu( B). (3.2)

Ve(B)e 34 £ 8 3422 Jonckheere A2} o Jonckheere AL B 8ol
. V(B9 gol aAEw ARstue 7zec

A0z, AAAFSS EHAB 4 ordered alternative)d] HE BYHe] AAYE d7E
Jee(1989)] AHEFARE B =EAM ANG FREAZ V. (B)AM mel L =ka =
@ Aol |

AdE ABEAZE V(P H2 43 dste] Lolwa) Randles1984)¢] F3 A9
o sl 2AES VEAnz tgel RuUF de 4 Ao

A 2 31 A%SMe] Felm, Be BY Vi -YAZHFY,

nL VB - VeB)l=>0
o]},

Archambault, Mack 2183 Wolfe(1977)8] A3}& ol8sld AREAZT V. (P nap
28 tegeoA d=oh

A 32 i=1,...kl d3A ni/n — A, 0<X, <199 ABstado] zHolm

[ VeB)-Eol Vo (BNI/ [Varo( Ve (B))] Y2
E I8 AT EXE e, V,(B)9 gzd B2de 27 gey oo,



26 ¥, 4FE

— k
Ef V.(B) = ( Ni+ N} - gn? - n%)/4

k
(2(N3+N3) + 3(NI+N3) - gn%<2n,-+3)
ne(2n ,+3) + 12n ;NiN2 - 12n%n}/ 72,

Varo( V¢ (B))

’ K
&% Ni= ;z=:1ni’ N2= leni .

Gata] o042 A Ve (B) 2 Eo( VeB) + za (Varo( Ve (B2 o1
ARNEE 71g@ch

32. A¥ & 22 A%

o] AdME dA AP 451 FAHH AP ALY AASAZ N2 T

k
J:(%)=§tua(3), i=1,..k & =25 J(Be 48 2 Z4(Pg gol ge

k-1 B2 @ut ZANE A Asols J (D)o IeRTE JAP)Y FVEE
o 23 YFF BAL gL B

EolJ:(B)} ={nfn-nn}/2,
Varo{J:(B)} = {nd{n-n)(n+1)}/12.

J(B e mzsig dee

Ti(B) = 4B - Eo(J(BN] / [Varo (J: (B
ol r (1sr<k)e Adat Ji(B)& Re IARAY A% 3
. _{l/r, tdA Axol Adg Ji(DHE #e B¢
“lo, =24

3 B 4 vk mEe r=1 otk & Aoz Ji(DE 2E AAJHL s Belgn F
3o, o2 AFL 2AHY § gtk o] FAE FHE ol §3td HAZATE QAN 2

o]

k — — -
V(B = ;Xt[ V(B = Eol Ve(BN] / [Varo( Ve(B)]Y? (33

2z ga"gy V(B gto] an ARAME 71Zsd Ao
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gee V(B 71228 7a7] el Hostold V(B)e Sopzel ms) gopy
A gl A% d o g8 lim Po V(B)<d)e #HFol 0olm Mz gz TEA §
g e k A AFLETSFY k 3FHE ou FHUHDIT AAHA A Hg

AlFledE oggol At maA B =ZdAE 10000 de 2 Fate zze A4S
of talA AU 714X E AU

4. 29 43y

41 499 A Y

ol olME AL ok A 22k A diste I 4 2D 22)d Zojh £
B AAEAZS 44O 256 Fold $Eu AAW N2 SHAAEAZT L Y32
7 @3 Fojd ALE HAEAR HAYL vinslna o). 4G ARHE BRye
BIRE, JTEE, IHEE, o|FAFEE, CHAFEEE AHE3lna 3lo] SAHFEES
TEHSEE

F(x) = (1-8)®(x) + £d(x/0)
ol 0= EEAHAFEE Fgolr,

of Al k=3, 42 FAx & AMINY =g FArE A FYow X ;o g5
IMSLe| ¥Z233 GGUBSE ol&3td 443zt k=3dws AH L =2, k=4dgx=
A £=2,3 < 7S] ustd Age sy SHAATEESY HSdq=
£=005 0=5 9} £=0.10, 0=100% F7IxE NG} FSETS} FFEXIAY
T BAe IMSLY GGUBS ¢ GGNMLE 77} o] 8a8lgla AR XY o] FTASEEY s
t YA EW&(inverse integral transfomation)& °]83td HPAHsPow SIFFFERIETE
GGUBS$ GGNMLE o|-&&dth Z& £X& 0o ghs] didoln IHETE Aolsins B
A 1E ZARE sgon mHAREEY AL:  234xHge] &EAHx gomz
F1084) - F105)-1832% ¢ z< ARSI Th AW o9 gEL HYA 00z F1

A¥E st Bid] g2 O ol $RHez T}
Bi= 1+ cimdbd, i=1..k

A7IA =1, 8 AW ci-d Ol =L +1,..kUWE ;=20 - oln] Ax AY ;R
AN Bel HaAFFH P BEUAZ FUh me e k=3UmE 00, 20, 40, 60 o=
FU3L k=449 = 00, 15 30, 452 FA}. k=3, m= 2.0 k=4, m=159 A9= B, =
°of AFHLAA 27 Wolthm k=3, m=40, 60; k=4, m=30, 452 AL AEAq)



28 A5, 45F

A ol Hojue 4% dU bEe vehly] fsl me] WHE HASAT. o] 4¥2 fo
F& a=0054A g en 1000d HEFA.

42 A¥e 4%

AFHAEL AR/ L 7178l 35 10008 e @l m=0dv AdHHgHL A%
fro)szol gk YHE obe A ARAAH 41, W42, ¥43e] Yt lu AP
RaE= 799 AdAAHo| H44, ¥45 H469] v ik Helr & 4 glEo]l A3-E of
B AY 71UE g2 #eREXe AREXAAE FoeER FHY A BW Sxy]

AYEAZT  E ket mudez S48 udehter melst FEHE REM:
—E_‘zk,ziﬂ ARHL XA FAY E3EHT U & F len ALE AAZAZF
Ve (B)e AY AAe] 3 $5a Jeigch SR AFREHANE V. (D)

o ARHE T AR uT gz F& AFES 23 98e ¢ & AN =¥ FHE

ot J9dE $A8 2ES 9 & Uon AZUdE U obe FAPun AvHoz
A% ARl 27 B/ veht 98¢ 45 Ak

¥ 41 A88AY (k=3,n1 = nz2= n3=10, L =2, AL ot 2%, a=005

ZAAZAY =00 2.0 40 6.0 m=0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0
45 X AT Ex
Ele 0.049 0.151 0.383 0.648 0.055 0.174 0.382 0.683
7% (R) 0.042 0.107 0.264 0.467 0.041 0.122 0.277 0.531
Ve (B 0.038 0.156 0.337 0.553 0.046 0.170 0.372 0.635
o}F A4 X # EX
o 0.045 0.148 0.408 0.704 0.051 0.081 0.124 0.179
A2k e(R) 0.031 0.130 0.371 0.657 0.034 0.102 0.235 0.368
Vel 0.047 0.177 0.459 0.720 0.033 0.145 0.313 0.530
28 A4 £ 28 34 EX
{ £=0.05, 0=5 ) { £=0.10, 0=10)
E’re 0.060 0.180 0.466 0,746 0.063 0.248 0.545 0.732
2k e(R) 0.056 0.171 0.446 0.774 0.031 0.422 0.775 0.863

Ve(B) 0.045 0.214 0.504 0.815 0.040 0.504 0.880 0.963




% 42 2973749 (k=4n1 = -

$AY Mol de W] vELAAY 29

=n4 =10, L =2, 3@ & k& 79 a=005)

BAEAZLY =00 1.5 3.0 4.5 m=0.0 1.5 3.0 4.5
o5 =X AT Ex
E’. 0.049 0.201 0.485 0.826 0.053 0.200 0.499 0,821
2 (R) 0.037 0.138 0.342 0.636 0.040 0.142 0.374 0.692
V(B 0.046 0.177 0.379 0.638 0.048 0.169 0.428 0.686
olF X4 X I3 =
Eee 0.056 0.215 0.519 0.801 0.071 0.094 0.115 0.174
Tk o (R) 0.037 0.185 0.500 O0.758 0.038 0.130 0.323 0.474
V(B 0.048 0.232 0.508 0.765 0.040 0.153 0.400 0,543
oo 2y x| X
(8?0.;§5, 0=5 ) (e=0, 12?4)-} 0=10)
Ee 0.055 0.264 0.585 O0.840 0.064 0.288 0.600 0.808
1k e (R) 0.037 0.230 0.632 0.883 0.042 0.571 0.917 0.971
Ve (B) 0.066 0.241 0.603 0.872 0.052 0.600 0.950 0.990
¥ 43 AEFAY (k=4,n1 = ~ =ng4=10, L =3, AL o}= H$ a=005)
ZAEAZL =00 1.5 3.0 4.5 n=0.0 1.5 3.0 4.5
o5 BX G EX
Elee 0.052 0.212 0.594 0.892 0.052 0.240 0.573 0.865
X e (R) 0.044 0.176 0.461 0.792 0.052 0.193 0.471 0.793
VOB 0.041 0.196 0.460 0.721 0.048 0.213 0.449 0.775
olF A4 & 3 2=
Eles 0.068 0.252 0.606 0.877 0.071 0.095 0.143 0.221
1k (R) 0.051 0.227 0.585 0.859 0.059 0.165 0.373 0.546
Ve(B) 0.041 0.254 0.573 0.831 0.060 0.198 0.431 0.666
L8 AF EX 2d AF X
( €=0.05, 0=5 ) ( £=0.10, 0=10)
El . 0.052 0.300 0.682 0.873 0.066 0.340 0.677 0.862
ke (R) 0.039 0.308 0.731 0.940 0.048 0.684 0.947 0.975
Ve(B) 0.044 0.300 0.699 0.923 0.050 0.675 0.968 0.996




30 AEY, AFE

X 44 A¥HHH(k=3,n1 = nz= n3=10, L =2, 3P 22 #$ a4=005)

ZAAEAY =00 2.0 4.0 6.0

n=0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0

75 £x 373 Ex
Ei 0.046 0.114 0.297 0.546 0.051 0.125 0.301 0.574
;z;c(R) 0.037 0.072 0.177 0.331 0.036 0.082 0.179 0.398
14 0.038 0.093 0.174 0.345 0.041 0.088 0.195 0.396

olF A & H EX
fi‘\i 0.048 0.107 0.329 0.632 0.050 0.077 0.092 0.139
iYk(R) 0.032 0.078 0.252 0.533 0.028 0.068 0.164 0.290
VB 0.048 0.089 0.259 0.501 0.027 0.082 0.180 0.317
(Q'so'zgo.gs, Of%% (e ‘6 i—%:ﬁ-o =10)

Ei 0.063 0.144 0.376 0.688 0.054 0.193 0.468 0.677
%(R) 0.044 0.108 0.323 0.653 0.027 0.297 0.714 0.824
VD) 0.056 0.127 0.292 0.605 0.038 0.310 0.740 0.904
¥45 A8HAEY (k=4,n1 = ~ =n4=10, L =2, AL 22 AL a=0.05)

ABEAY 100 1.5 3.0 4.5

n=0.0 1.5 3.0 4.5

25 2=
E% 0.047 0.129 0.373 0.697
1%(R)  0.031 0.077 0.209 0.462
V(B 0.043 0.111 0.266 0.480
ojlF A& &
% 0.051 0.140 0.412 0.709

1%(R)  0.031 0.100 0.370 0.622
V(B 0.056 0.149 0.359 0.591

o By
( E?O.§5, 05 )
E% 0.050 0.169 0.468 0.747

1%(R)  0.024 0,124 0.433 0.781
V(B 0.050 0.172 0.445 0.752

RT3
0.041 0.135 0.346 0,727
0.024 0.080 0.231 0.549
0.051 0.125 0.274 0.513
3 B
0.077 0.085 0.084 0.150

0.034 0.084 0.215 0.340
0.052 0.098 0.252 0.399

e% 17%%0 =10)

0.069 0 213 0.488 0.725

0.031 0.420 0.848 0.938
0.041 0.431 0.882 0.970
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46 A83AH(k=4n1 = ~ =n4=10, L =3,38L 22 #A$L a=005)
ZAAZAY p=0.0 1.5 3.0 4.5 p=0.0 1.5 3.0 4.5
45 X AT EX
E% 0.047 0.139 0.424 0.796 0.041 0.137 0.388 0,781
1%(R) 0.031 0.074 0.261 0.576 0.024 0.088 0.259 0.618
VD) 0.043 0.120 0.307 0.539 0.051 0.139 0.285 0,587
°o|F A EX 3 X
E% 0.051 0.146 0.459 0.780 0.077 0.083 0.105 0.176
1%(R) 0.031 0.114 0.380 0.717 0.034 0.084 0,231 0.399
V(D 0.056 0.151 0.443 0.685 0.052 0.104 0.302 0.506
Feto BT o5 2 =)
E% 0.050 0.185 0.539 0.790 0.069 0.241 0.570 0,769
1%(R) 0.024 0.151 0.487 0.833 0.031 0.496 0.869 0.939
144 0.050 0.189 0.501 0.800 0.041 0.512 0.916 0.981

5. ZIALY R ATHA

E =3dA $EH AAEAZL SEE 028 %1 Y= A9 dAH¥oz A g
3 AREe olg 2E: Ao fHMT EAZFL fESUOY B2 028 oj= Ao

FAFE v 2.

FIAE 1 ARG ol AS, 0°% ofe A9 SEu HYEABL
— k P
sz,z = ‘Z::lczn,-( Bi-B)?/ o®

o2 FHEHI oY ¥EXE
-2

(6.1)

k
Pol X %s 2 0 = EP;(h, k) P(x%.12¢), ¢>0

-2

Pol x7ke = 0) =P,(1, k)

oty di7lA 1%E ARES a2 Jlo] AF BEES ek
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BN 248 =

Ini
rir
o
o
QN
it
reA
=l
0
rir
ol
4o
Yo
o
H1
=
oy,
ol
o
)
of
rfo

k —
F=20%C BT - T2/ o (5.2)
0= 57, o, BT e

k — k v —
SEC BT - B )*= min 12vzk 2 Cul 5Y - B)le 2zAgn,

Shi(1988a)e] =R ol k=30]31 7427} & A 13¢] 3

Po<§%zc2)=%+%P<x53c2>+2f@(«/'szm(z)dz—tb(c), >0

o2 Fojxm 0 S} ot EFAFEES REXYS R YEgrolnh

B =8dA Aegdts HAAZASEY v AAHEAZ U $xd] AAH 7% 4%
A#E3e] ARE(Asymptotic Relative Efficiency)24 efficiency BliE o] 59 LIV}
Az gz27] HqZd £715sd AgE HAYL e AAHEEY U9 27149 o]Fd&
zri 9ot

L Ve(P)e Ho stolq Z9ARREE - welo] Eoxr & X ke (RS BE
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Nonparametric Tests of Parallelism Against Umbrella
Alternatives of Slopes in k-Regression Lines?

Dong Hee Kim®, Dong Hoon Lim®
Abstract

In this paper we propose nonparametric tests of parallelism against
umbrella alternatives of slopes in k-regression lines and investigate the
asymptotic properties of the proposed test statistics. For the known peak and
unknown peak, we suggest the test statistics and show that, from Monte carlo
study, the proposed test statistics have good empirical powers for heavy
tailed distributions than the likelihood ratio tests.
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