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1. A48

A EYE ERY g date dEo stun. ol § Al g wa} dojx
= BEARIE A& W, ol AEI AAFEHA/ Ed goz YA HE AP
7 A Hed, ol Wt A4 ANe AE LotuE AV WEHAY EXo|T,

AN BEo met dfHo2 dodAE HE SHAJA FEUFT 47 off e EXE o}
&4 3=AnL

XI,XZ,'--,XC ~F(x)
Xc+l,Xc+2, ---,Xn ~F( (x—5)/11),

o7l M & A ckE ulA9 WA (changepoint)e] L, 3& HAESF, 18 YERSFE Y
BUd, 283 Fe £X2E5E ugchy] Ry ujx9 dHAA olf BEFSF7) s g
A&ed T HAANEE ¢ & g, istd & adx WA M e 33 F AAEA
€ U EYS dANA 2Yoiztn g B WSS 41 AtE AAmsd g
AR L 2Py olEE - S AANSEA T2 v2LHU  Wilcoxon €98 AL
ol &3 d oMM ¢ F YW HAEF FLS HEELd BY dAFE
Page(1954)°1 ¥ HI712 wWol A7 o] b dASANY 2o AF 47 24§ vind 7 A
28] ¥& =¥ 22+= Shaban(1980) 28] Wolf-Schechtman (1984)& & 4 Ut

2 AFARY WHAH EAE HAEFIERS T2 Ve U8 EAAME gy
49 F(univariate) FFole IR AFHoigrh vlxe] WHAHAN BEwide 45
of g TAE o= § dFETE 2 WS FBRAI Ae UE WEE FAH ARsd
0¥ dF Ee&¥d Aolttolgy EAE A2 AZE °]FL Sen-Srivastava(1973)o]
O olEL d¥F WIAY 2YE tugoz ¥Fse YL 3 24 AP

Dol 97E 10024 2404 GF4e AFAUS AR FYHA e AT 2guol A%l @

2) (T13-714) 2% ZAT Y3 e d7 = A3 oo o $A4 %

_35_



36 dEF

A A1 55 T
o x) 2o gt ol MA A 28 (bivariate changepoint model) 2.2 th&3 22 =§3F
¢l n7l¢] oW UFUSLE s By AL

(X1,¥1),(X2,Y2),....,(X,Y) ~F(xy),
(Xc‘l,Yc‘l) ----- (Xn,Yn) ~F(x_81,))'82)

o7l M Flxy)E o3 EXgsolxn, 8,9 ,& HXNEs 283 ¥ AT ce 7AY ¥
A Holth

sl 2L mHYel AF oA HolA Fol B Fxl 3G EAE € FIE &
ATt 8 £o2 Aol HIJEAE €ot ¥ & v A A yEed HdAE AL
o 42 =W AZZAHAE FUdA T FERYez AF o] AIYHE A
gotolds HAATE dutHoz AMEY HolE Yol ¥ 5 AUE FAYHE HeA
th A E7E e AlA B2 AolHUE AE 27| UotEE UL FAAAG 4FHY
ZgiolA ] Fag FAolth vk & 1AL HAZAFRE AR GHRY HolE dot B
th ol Ywge] WMHAH BAA Ao, A2 AuAI Ue F MAY HA BRAE
ol g} ol o} WIANAY Yoz AYAY & Y3 He FFE AEHLE & 7
AE Wil & Aotk

E d7oAE oldZ HHAAH EAlo] A HF Wioz =2ido] o|uF FFEXE 0
€, Sen-Srivastava(1973)8] Z4HQl AP D] EXFH] @ 7HHol §lg A
o] MR £4-2% AYL 280 ANz Ak =3 3N ol F AALYUE
A8 AAF L St vy 4FME AR U AFHeoz EXTrS FA
AT o] &Y AEAFL 287, o5 APAL FZAFLAS AUEH o5y &
A& golrrlz #n.

2. O WMBAY =Y

YA 25d] U@ oj¥F WA EYoz ANz FaABAs e @ 4 FE8AF vt
Mz E9Xoz 4 oy EXE Wen AL

(X:,Y),i=12,.,c, ~F(xy),
(Xi,Yi).i= ct+ 1,...,t‘l, ~F(x—81,y—82),

oA71o A Fe] AF ct mA e WA Hol@, (3,,82)E AHAA ol F XY)o] ¥dE & 2
23 Fe 94499 EX#5E Juidt M2 FadA7 g @ 4 HE&usst vAe
WIAIA o]F AR Wy UJEAE Yolri EyYo] o] WMAANY RYPolr, o Y2
olf M T For gygstd YA FE UL Aotk Hef oM F WANH RYM 4
Ao g T4 7 gz, Al flve AFMEd e

Ho: 8,=8;=0, 2.1)

o, 2% WHAY olF Wy} Yk HUHLL
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Hy 83>02%e 32 >0 y 2.2)

L2 S22 HoE & Jle Ws gos sMdoelth E d7e 31 2L 2yul ¥y
of & 7hggle] 8 Hdel Ay AYPE FE Holo,

2.1 Sen-Srivastava ##

Sen-Srivastava(1973)& $A 2 4o og ¥ HAAFRY L Jugos Paie pa
AU FAAEL ANSGAD. oA HE9E (random vector)7t M2 SYHoz ofyjel oW
AMEEE gt 7y sA.

X1,X2,..,Xc ~BN(u,A),
Xeo1,Xn  ~BN(u+3,A),

A7lA #EHME  XT=(XV),uX WaEde  uT=(u,up)=(E(X),EY)), Wsd <
87=(81,82), 282 R4 YQ A= Sgdo|r),

Sen-Srivastava® u o 8 ol Qi AAAYEL Y FFE XY HHslT Wol A uhgo
2 AFHE Hod = 0 o] 9% AASALFES A=34) ol§ oj¥izgoz uAA AZgsd
obzfs} 2t}

Sn =n'zg(};:(x,-.l—‘)?))T(g(x,-q-‘)?»

=n'2§;§:(SX,~Q‘1’-7)Z,

g7l XMe ozl 48uY X9 ks arom Y=n"§‘_rx.- olt}.

A BAF Sael ol AW ARLE J1ANIA Erhed o5 o FATARY 24
Hel AFLEEE obelsh 2ol FEIAT 2AHY FAE AN S5

F(z)=§2‘”’n“wz'mexp(-(hz;')z/z:)

22 ©9-2% A A (Rank-like test)

Moses(1963)e] <3 2/0d ¢H-2F AL 9 28 £ o] 83l Ao ofat ad
7b& ®(exchangeable) #& U9 ¢ & o83 HAYo|ghoj et WA H ZHe Hg
371 st F3 F43h(spatial median)T VEHE SO i wIA |0l9] He agm
Randles-Wolfe (1979,pp.356-357)2] Ael& gl83le] w72 #u)



3B UEF

Aol 22.1 (Brown1983) (XY, i=1,2,..,n& 24 AE FEHol U,
T(Yx,Yy)=g{(Xi'Yx)z*'(Yi—Yy)z}l/z

& HAZ FE (1,79 AR @B)E FI FYsk(spatial median)ol 2t ¥t

Qo] 222 p-AU HEAEH (X1,X2,.. X1 AE 18 B¢ 2007 nAS ¥ A
(12,08 Y49 €9 (d1,dz,..dn) ] HAME

g(X1,X2,.,Xn) =g(Xa,X & X dn)

2 BEY o gO)E pAYY nl FEHE|S i) oY A(symmetric in its arguments)F
g @

o)
=

P}

Ae 223 (Randles-Wolfe,1979) 948 E¥xz 2E F2¥ p-aAd ¥E HHE
Xi=(Xi,nXp) ,i=1,2,..,n,2 37 ag]ln gl)E nlle 8§ WE S sl Al §4ol
o} olu A 2L olele] AMEHS h(,)ol AN F=HE IEF GEUT

Wi=h(X,g8(X1,..Xn)

' 0gd ¥4 AEE BEEY.

A, Wi, Wa,...WaE M2 LE7}5 Bexchangeable) &&@ol0

57, Ri=rank(W;)z 32 Pr (W:i=W;)=0 ,i#jgtz 7}13sd, 9499 £4&
(d1,d2,.sdn) el A Pr [ (RyRz.oRa)=(rayra,..ra)} = 1/nl .

9 A RS HEWUSES ¢UE 8% PHL ¥ X-FB(distribution-free)?] ]
248 wggde duiac o 4eUE olgstel FEALE ol A¥A ¥4 gOF Hob B
2.

aAd AR Ul AR AE HAZ 5o FVATAME 0|59 AE Ha
2 &t Zol B FRID ole ARE Tl HAEZ g8 HWL NAE FT IR
e WaA gt Z G5y Yoo &8 (didy..dy) B9l HANE T 3T 39
&8 24 Badnz ¥4 gOB el EEUEEZ QoA I 3% @HE FF g0
2 498z,

g XX Xa)=(aB)=g(Xa,X2,.,X ).

27 2U4Z M=@p)s} iviA EEA Pi=(X,Y)E 9ds%e AE MPs $£3% X339
ol =8 W, @ ¥4,



ol WAANHEY g v =&AL FHY 39

Wi= angle (MP,X%), (0sW<2n).

olth et A Al oste] YUF HERSE W, i=12..nE TS YEES) @
& AT3T FAR M B2 P AE d; i=12...n8 SO,

Xi=d+dicosW;
Yi=B+disinW;

g 2ol 2 AolmelE A 2219 Tl YA a o} ol #3te] 2z v

g} cos (W)= g sin(W;) =0

ol dt} ¢ Ztxme] gt ¢HE ri-rank (W) F71=2 W, o|F 0|48 HFASAFL
2239 oste} FE-Fae HAYPel € £ Uk AFE  He: 8 = 0 o] Foladd
(2 cos(W))?+( 2 sin(Wi))2el #e =7 vehg Heloh,

Lombard(1986)&= Mardia(1972)¢] HAEA%& W4 ool El(directional data)el g walA|
A 2ol HEAZHY a2 $-2lE 23Y EEHESY €9 8 Mardia(1972)7 AAE &
A %,

[gcos(mri/n)] 24 [‘gsin(ZEr,/n)] 2

c(n-¢)

of H&sti, 714 213 22) g v HaAde] dg ¥-Feis} Ad-YuE AT
Aoz MNP F, a2 FAZL o} 2o

Rq= Zgug,n—c,

2
Mn= 2 Max 1sesn-1Ucn-c.

(22.1)

2
Ucn-c=

g3 {Bi(w),0susl} a8l2 {Ba(w),0su<l}& M2 ¥ ¥F Brownian Bridge %83
Aolztn g9, o[ ZAIHQYA AFEIMd BEEXE Lombard(1986)el <8 o}eis} 24 "ol

1
anfo (BXw)+ B () Mu(1-uw) dy,
Mn= sup.[{B}(w)+BS(u) }u(l-u)'), n—co.

E3 Lombard(1986) 1 HATAZ R.8 % & A 244 & otefs} 2ol fx3}



40 PAR
At
Pr (R.>x)=3e™% n—c,
AR7ME X7 oWF HFFEEYY, FBASG FAFE o« = 005 o] WE R,

Mn AREAZY 9AEE Z48e St ZPHe2 73 O FE <F 221> F3
st

<¥ 221>
E A=
Rn M,
05 | 03187 33429
. 06 | 02963 35206
BRAT P 7 0.2009 35770
08 | 03149 4.2365
3448 v

AR EXE) oY HAFEEESY EF 2XY AF,EF 3 Sen-Srivastavad] dAF
AF S, MIEFAHA -2 FAAFAF R, Mo AAHE ZYHUE S T3 7
oz F3to BT

NP7 Hib > 0 o dig 8L 2yge EXs, fA5E, B9 7], ¥3AH,
wste 4 o %#— a8z AAEAZ we oh2A vehdr] Wi ol 7 9o AAY
< FETE AL BE Aol Had gEohads & dFe vEsHd AfdE FdEA
ofele] 2oz mAHEHAR 2 A7t <E3I>] YEt 3T

* X2 Aol : FORTRAN Ver5.0,
* F=(Random number) :IMSL(International Mathematical & Statistical Libraries)
Ver.ll, &4 #2733 RNUN, RNMVN,
* T T4 AL . Gower(1974)9] ¥ =233 MEDIAN,
* ARNE BE ¢ flx,y)=p®(x,:0,0,1,1,p)+(1-p)®(x,y,0,0,6%,0%,p),
A7) A b olHFATFEEY FEUTHSFolan FE p,
BEA o a3z AuAS pd e A4 bBe& 2o

Ads o
p = 05, 0.75, 1.0,
a%= 25, 100, 0%= 25, 100,
p =08,
* T8 7] :n = 30,
x W3A A ¢ =5, 15,
*x ARASA L : SnRnMn,
* HbE. 1 Sa; 10008], RnM,,;1003],
* FAFE o= 0.05,



ol AMANHFEYo die HIEFAA FAAY 41

* M3l o ! 8y,82= 1.0, 20.
<¥ 31> @714 HOS > 0 of &8 HAYuw
c=5
p 05 0.75 1.0
gl 52 5 1 2 1 2 1 2
158 392 .093 188 272 625
33 46 14 .36 18 34
% 13 .19 14 24 17 27
.384 .589 189 294 622 844
50 59 39 59 34 46
13 .20 26 30 27 32
156 391 .085 169 272 625
43 54 .53 11 18 34
100 25 34 32 .28 17 27
387 596 165 253 622 844
53 63 12 78 34 46
31 .35 3l 37 27 .32
c=15
476 .885 254 .579 710 988
75 90 50 87 23 67
95 65 85 52 81 23 a2
.887 .969 577 807 986 999
87 95 87 96 .63 .93
83 .89 85 94 .69 90
471 .889 220 510 710 988
85 95 93 97 23 67
100 .89 93 k)| .98 23 12
.882 967 510 748 986 999
93 96 97 .98 63 93
90 .96 98 97 .69 90

« 2 ol WA, FHA, 2283 A8 & 22 S, M,21231 R, dAEe ug

o

« A48 232 (p)YLe=v4 p(1-p)/itEs

CH-2Y HAY AYHe ITFIRE Fd B Aol WAy Wi wzss
1003 2 sigic. ¥std 4 F FEASF X Yo & EFHAL 108, 223 208 2 o]
Fataith. ZoAd e doE duyy, RE FAYL ¥y ¢ F EEAN a8a ARAS
27le] vlasta, WA el Tl g WAt MY BA JEEE & £ Uk ol& ojE



42 A%

ARA T EEel B 2717 27 Re Wk Aol wA vehte A% $Lsh A
24 BEOA p=109 FE, & ol¥F EFATFREY ASels B4HA S, @Al 7
F ®A JeEdT 22u geixe) EY% BEQ A9elE NESH T £9-2% AR T
2aAnc A4ge] 45 w4 Uehde ¢ + Utk E® &A-2F 339 Ad-9
8 Maol §-98 R.uvh AAgo] ozt g4 Udehiid 2tk duses GuFe] WAl

A AREAZY AAYL vind 3 e sHed, £ ojdF AsAARYIN AAE
-2 AU L AAHel A4 UeEdE S & F AU

AREAH) e HFAF

B AoME dgAde dig A3:AFS 443 o189 FHAA BIEAFLAMSE)E
o] g3t AEHY HAAYFE Fopu VhEXPSFS} HATAFE ol 83 A7 A
F3%E & 7 A

4.1 Carlstein 3%

Carlstein(1988) YW % WMAAZYo]A WA Mo A AFHEL ZJEHA £XY¢sE
olg3tgth. WHAA olM o|F9 REFSS oyt HdJl He AHE AFAFLE
AZrEAt olF ol A2 HRF3N HIE o

WHAF oW HRES REXUSE F. HHAY ol¥e EEEe EEYrE F.. 7

F712 8AL

D=V (gm (-an) fj;’; | Fa(xiyi) = Fa-e Griyi)|

2} g WA A oig HEAFE L 2ol 4G 5 Ao
¢1=Min{j:D;= Maxisan-1Dc).
9] A3AYY gLoz UeE AFFF Min(}e EHES D o Hdige] 22 A7
ogs] debg § gled olEF ¢/t /M3 FHLgE FAAZ 9
42 §-xH] A

oz o] o|HAAFEXE Ban WIANEE ¢ Y& W, AFNE He 8 =
Oolthgt =8 FAHL e/l EEF Uolx (n-c)7N9) olEE Hotelling 7°-dA FUst
A gt 22 Hoteling 77 SAZ] WA Hel he Adiztg ol 43te] wrjz o

MHAA old o/l EE HEUESe HAAEHE X, HHAH olF (n-c)/le ¥
HE Xn-,283 §3 5 E2 2 (pooled variance)&
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3K KX KT+ 35 (K= Kneed(Xj= KT
53- 5 =

2 goid, av WA diE $x2H FHFL

2'\2=Ml.f'l{l':’1";z,n-j =Maxls¢=n-lT§,n-c},
o2 FHqEr} o7lelA

ﬁn—c:( Yn-c_ YC)T [( %*‘ HEC )Sp]_l( —)?n-c‘ -)?c)

43 ©Y9-2% &A%

2249 -2 HAEFAZE o &¥¢UY U HEAZE AFYE 5 YU
c3=Min{jiuln-j = Maxicn-1uln-c ),

A7 A uln-oE (22100 VENG it

9 M7HA WA Ao g HEAF] AYHA FFAFLAE 8] Yste] WHAA o
% oastg ge FFuxbe 059,100 B HAE FU UniAe A¥zdL 389 A¥z
A3 $Ysy 2 AR BE<41>d U} ok <F4I>OM BF Qe ge 29 Ay
o] Bol(bias)ol W Adigtelchzt el AWA g2 o FHA % ¢ HAY e el
HAAFLAE Jebdr), Walg go] TZAUA o 054, W) AE ASE Gol uER
stk 2Ey gREe] He AgAH AEFFL AYHY EEYSE o83 Carlsteind
ade ¢ 4 o

5.E ¢

2 AFdA AAE o WAAE Ry 2] did FAYL FT SIRE olF
U2 P eH-EY Aol B4 Wiy vuy 434 JdEdE ¢ F AN
thato B o dFHolof & FHAM2A, vix e HAAAS i F FHFY HFE PLsn
2ol digt T 332 Bootstrap WY F& o & WS ol 8 A Holof & Aol
LER =g dig FE3 HAFe] o) e YR ofgE ATFHolol & FA=R
Atz €
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<E41> WA A e AFFF] MSE

c=5
p 05 0.75 1.0

0% 5,5, 05 1.0 05 1.0 05 1.0
113.0( 65) | 76.1( 46) | 139.0( 7.9) 92.0 (5.4) 1244 (7.5) 1005 (5.9)
05 | 282.8(11.7) | 244.0( 9.6) | 260.0(10.8) 234.3 (9.4) 2469 (8.7) 2085 (7.0)
o5 956( 5.7) | 81.9(48 | 1281( 175 94.7 (6.0) 155.1 (8.5) 128.1 (7.2)
703( 4.4) | 39.2( 2.8) 92.8( 5.5) 65.0 (4.1) 97.8 (6.0) 82.0 (5.0)
1.0 | 2453( 9.7) | 209.6( 7.8) | 231.6( 9.3) 208.4 (7.9) 210.1 (7.0 163.1 (4.8)
809( 4.7) | 44.6( 29 94.8( 6.0) 625 (4.4) 1446 (8.1) 117.1 (6.8)
1015( 58) | 74.6( 45) 94.0( 5.5) 62.3 (3.9) 1244 (7.5) 1005 (5.9)
05 | 283.0(11.9) | 250.5(10.0) | 251.6(10.9) 225.1 (9.5) 2469 (8.7) 2085 (7.0)
100 59.1( 3.8) | 49.5( 3.3) 73.8( 5.0) 375 (3.2) 155.1 (85) 128.1 (7.2)
61.2( 39) | 655( 4.1) 63.7( 3.9) 404 (2.9) 97.8 (6.0) 82.0 (5.0)
1.0 | 249.6(10.0) | 211.4( 8.0) | 227.6( 9.6) 208.4 (8.4) 210.1 (7.0) 163.1 (4.8)
37.1( 2.7) | 338( 25 41.1( 3.2) 20.7 (2.0) 1446 (8.1 117.1 (6.8)

c=15

46.7( 06) | 25.0( 0.3) 49.7( 0.2) 264 (0.1) 55.4 (0.5) 311 (0.2)
05 | 139.4( 32) | 1356( 29) | 134.9( 2.0) 132.3 (2.0) 165.6 (0.1) 156.3 (0.2)
o5 463017 | 26310 58.4( 1.2) 395 (1.9 776 (0.9) 62.2 (1.8)
28.3( 06) | 21.7( 0.0) 31.1( 04) 20.4 (0.6) 30.7 (0.2) 251 (0.5)
1.0 | 1356( 29) | 1294( 27 | 131.7( 20) 1294 (2.1) 156.7 (0.1) 150.0 (0.2)
265( 14) | 16.3(1.0) 35.7( 1.8) 249 (LD 55.7 (1.7 473 (1.8)
20.4( 0.3) | 15.1( 0.4) 33.1( 02) 9.7 (0.3) 55.4 (0.5) 31.1 (0.2)
05 | 13390 3.7) | 1309( 3.3) | 125.3( 2.3) 1237 (2.2) 165.6 (0.1) 156.3 (0.2)
100 21.8( 1.3) | 151( 06 28.9( 0.5) 10.2 (0.5 77.6 (0.9) 62.2 (1.8)
152( 0.1) | 106( 0.2) 9.1( 0.1) 65 (0.1) 30.7 (0.2) 25.1 (0.5)
1.0 | 130.4( 3.3) | 1246( 3.0) | 124.7( 2.2) 121.3 2.1 156.7 (0.1) 150.0 (0.2)
12.9( 0.7) | 129( 0. 7.7( 03) 2.0 (0.1) 55.7 (1.7 473 (1.8
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A

Nonparametric Test Procedure for the Bivariate Changepoint
Model3

Kim, Kyung Moo%

Abstract

We propose the nonparametric rank-like test for the location parameter in the
bivariate changepoint model. Empirical powers between the parametric test and
nonparametric test are compared. These results show that rank-like test is better
than parametric method except bivariate normal null distribution. The point
estimators for the changepoint are also compared by the empirical mean squared
errors.
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