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AT AT RBA AN A1 F

2% AY 37 MEFPAYNA BAH FES 8 HHs FHEXY Y
HY=HAE Kolmogorov-Smirnov, Kuiper, Watson, Cramér-von Mises,
Anderson-Darling®} 22 B2 ZAAFAF didtd ZHPz WYL o3
71AAE Tk, BRY SHAAA v, A7

= ZZ 4 F(use stress level)3o A=
a2 AFY FHAIZife time)-E FE37)E BL A7 k8o g7AY. a¥=
2 REZFASFE ol A2AS4E (high stress level)ol A AT} Ay e &
AE o WE AlZHe] £HALE B2 £ UL Holth oHF AF¥EL v}

i rio b

4% Al ¥ (accelerated life testing)olg} &th a28l3 7t&5HAIHolA Lo A
BAFHAFTAA A FHg ALg REZASZTANMY $HA| BH
TEEXY TAHY FE94 Ao

7HEFBEEE L BE JMsiAe $49 Feo) Wl 93 Z 2 (constant stress)d}
AD S A(step stress)5o2 BEFE & At 4B F A4 9 2 ¥ (constant-stress
ALT model) 74+ SHAFEATE FFES €93 5 4 FE94 A8 AA3=
Yo, ATZF AN H A B(step-stress ALT)S RE AFd) uls) A8 Az
Ae BREFHAFE(FL 280 & £ 488 AFatd njg] AR AP
ojFole olART O F& AIFAFLFOE Forin APstE stESH A Yol
AGZA7IETEBREILE AFEEFA AN F252E 9AHCZE AL Hgozy
F O 29 nFS g4od F Aoe FHe Ak olHdE AGEFANESFYAFL
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o2 B33 s HEEE M (tampered random variable ; DeGroot and
Goel(1979)) 28, W@ 14E&(tampered failure rate ; Bhattacharyya and
Soejoeti(198INEE, 18] 3 xZ(cumulative exposure ; Nelson(1980))2 3 o] A
¢ A

&3] &M BEFEFES MY FHEXE vl sl tEewal
85 o]83td EFoud TAF F8L s Aol gubdel whjolt) 1y HE
FAFE3NAAM S 57} v Y FHEFXADE FLALE A9 1 AF9
Ade ZRE FEE AFE Aod AXd wae A A6 &4 F Aol
. 2822 &Y EY} vl 38 FEEEE gEprleXE AAss FAPE
BA(goodness of fit)2 w¢- F23ln 9v] = Aol

NEFHARE o143 HAZRARAUT AFE AY olFAA G Aol
B, Shaked ¢ Singpurwalla(1982)7} YAZFAZIETHEZAA Lo A5 & EY
2 Kolmogorov-Smimov HAAFTAFE o/ &3 FHF=AAL A¢saqt £ &
AGZHANGE RN &5 PRAEE ol &3t X5 BEFH2ARL Adst
I A8 FAFY A2H 42 S 7HHH HFE AL 7IFEY FIHEXFS
(empirical distribution function)& ©| &% BIE$H HAZTAFL o|&3lo HAL
3 WS Atz o

7HETHEAI GO A &3] AMEEe EXZE A58 X (exponential distribution), <}
o] B (WeibulD® ¥, 21-A7t(log-norma)E X Folth 1 F, o] AFdAE AFPE
AA N AL7H-E (null hypothesis) X2 AFEXE 13sled, AFEEE 4
98 &(constant failure rate)& 7HAe EXZA <AAstd FHNA MAkg FLE9]
FRHELR E3 /MASHE EXoln, ool ool F8MIL Wn 1 F
A AAo]l di g EX¥olt, 1B RE o] A HBIEAFT A A
BREZASFZFAMNY $HEY7 XFEXE 7180 o] R4 I3y w4E9 H
$-37% %(maximum likelihood estimator)S A7)t} E7M&5FBARE o] &3l =
271 AFEEE 3t=Add A 8§3A4ES JAEHZA S 5319 HAAs= dxE AY
goh gl V€Y 48R ZAIFEEFFE ol 8T AR AATAZES AU
2 EHZER AP (Monte-Carlo simulation)S ©)&3td 72 X)(critical value)S
T3tn AR Y (power of tes)SHOAAM o= FBAFo © FFTAE YA
(alternative hypothesis)dlollA 2 /]9 X & 183}y vlmdtuz} o}

2o HBFEHSTYENA BFANZRE Z5EL #3381 38 E &
THREE o83 AEE AFFAZTEL AYsn, AAHAXE 2% 189z A
E7443 A Aty SAREY NAXNE EHZEEo g 133, 449 ¥
7R EE Weibull, Log-normal# 2 & gl HAPHZAAAN AdE FAFES
H] 3w g, |
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2. Ad FHN&EFERIH 2453

Degroot®} Goel(1979)0] A|2tet AGEZAMBIAEHSFRIH L HEZASF(uge

stress level), V (= V)EXE vlg) A&AE A3}, FZHUBA|H(stress change
time), oA &% A5 F(higher stress level), Vo( > V)E HBE o), 2T ojs
TAVE] AFfE FFo FoldE A ofE v 7142 9(acceleration
factor), ¥ FH2EAN Yetd ¢ e A4L 2358l o] RS ZREAUY
F&EW T2 Y (partially step-stress TRV modeDol8tx AR o)8ls 3L A
Wzl A, TE V., &M $HAztolatetn, F(¢[| )& HWE (vector)

24 5§ AAE TY RIEFAT B4 YE A55IAD NN A rol g
Y o, HYRFAUNE S5 RALE DL Po) AV

T , I'<r

Y= (2.1)

t+a(T—0), T>r

A7 0 < 2 < 19X, ot HEFHATE V., 30N $HA00 vsiA 7z

FEO2 WA $HAI0] AuigkE FolAErE YehhE vl g9l
7t AR Yol A8 2 X5 (distribution function)® Ge} dopa,

F(y| &) Y=<~

G(y)=

F(r+-y—;—£|_6,a) , Y>> ¢

A7NN 8% o NEFHNBABES o83t 2Hslojo} ot

ASERAYOIN Dok 71429 08 T YE S, YE BIIDWE TS 4
QDE 839 Fobd £tk 28y BREe) HEFIANPINE HE29
227 Wgd 258 ARE ol§dte] FRsolan IY o7} FHAGE (21)
g8l FRFAFFAN BEE ABE REFFAME Aoy 4 AU g
4nE o ¥ 5 Ark

FTHFE V., 349 YA TV 3ERS 42 Jxle A42EE g
€ g8dss @99 2 o BEIFSFALE Fytl O=1—e"% ,¢t> 0ot

T ABFEVFEICD3E}ANAN BEHE NEFPAYARES TV)¢02 Ydst
Cyp C K yolq 82y = (31,5, 90008 59, ¥,
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o)

r oldol #FE FRAEY £E m o R F, v, <y, WPEEY
FRE Y39 x4 (likelihood function)s TS5 2T},
L(G,aly) = H &y 16,a

m

=0 (fyion - T (2 Aet 22 16,a))

=6"a "Mexp[ — 6/ ;lyﬁ* i=2m+l(r+ lf—r)}] )

33 log+EEse ot 2t
logL(8,a| v )=nlogf—(n—m)loga—OR,— —g R,

AN Ri= B yite-(n=m), Ry= 3 (vi=0°l 24 0% olR@ 4

rlo

$FAFE

v+t (n—m)

ﬁMa

m- { ig:lﬂ(y,-—r))
(n=m) - (B y itz (n=m))

o]tk Mohamed(1989)= 39A|-AGFZAHUIAAEUFRZEYA B5S9 He=Heg
€9 FYAH(strong consistence)$t 23 A A (asymptotic normality) S 83lch.

e ARE EhE 99 29 FINPL AWE) gEo).
3. ZFAELXESTY A¥x AASAF
52 FIdn F oil‘i—ﬁi F2¥ MY HEFE(random sample)r—__-—

TI=(T\, Ty, Tl 82 TE ol&dtd BXZSF Fig vy :4%

(nonparametric estimator)$! 7 ¥ 3£ X #<(empirical distribution function)& F ,°]
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n

F =+ 311 7,4

=1

ola, d7]4 I[ -] & AF 4 (indicator function)o]|th.

£ REFF FyE e g0l oid #HEws ToUd FEHpu
(probability integral transformation), Z=F (T ;0),& 1z3d, F8ws Z=
[ 0,1] +3t el U P& F(uniform distribution)&ch. 1283 FEWHSF Z9 22X
e F*(2)=z, 0<z<lolt}. gEne T, Ty, T,othsted
Z=F((T;;0), i=12,,n9 &< Fda 7H1¥stn F (S Zdg %
FHEEYFH 2 BT F()-Fo()=F (R-F*(=F(2)—28 EA
2ot A7 EMBE Z,i=1,2,, 18  Zp{Zp{KZpmold  Em

7=~ 223 %3 Z 28 o185l IREAFE ekl olelst 2o WA

i=1

D" = max Istn{ —Z (5}, D™ =max IS:Sn{Z(t) _1 h

2}ét2t. Kolmogorov-Smirnovs A #-&
D=max ,<;c,{D",D},
o3, KuipergA %
V=D +D",
o]t} Cramér-von MisesE A &

e
R _ 2i—1 42 1
W= 2 Zo— 257+ 5,

o] ¥ i1, Anderson-Darling A %,
AZ___n_ N Z (22_1)[ 10g(Z(f))—10g(1 Z(n+1 ,‘))]

olgt}. 183 WatsonEAFL

Ul=W'—n(Z~0.5)?
o] Et. 9 FAFL o83t AYE=RAL 7] AAMME Z,=F(T,; =
Aol s, o] W By JF REE Afde 249 23 9 o2 g F
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Z;=Fy(T; D% 8842 2.2 gYste] FAFSL Ana

MEFREARE o84 HAFE AAS Yo FYH FAFESE o83 ofggl
oz HAAY F Ak YV (VA YV, 2(Y (Y, & Ha8EY
TEZAM FHAVRAA 12 ZE €MD ACFEANEFEREG S 280 A
g o8 Y, i=1,2,,28L BEFHASLE V S04 £
A T4,i=1,2,-,n02 o}l 2 MRS 539 94 extrapolate)d 4]
o AQIAZISAGARANDIRE REFAFE V A998 $Ho] Y REo ¢
AdolF FRFAFE V,8 Bolr 13 e dog RES A4 Azte
Y=t+a(T,~20), i=m+1,m+2,-,n
olth. 232, ool W HSFAF 2T o)LAYH BREZASE V dox9 5
Bz
T, i=1,2,-,m
T .=

Y,—¢ .
t/c\z +7, i=m+l,m+2,,n

e

2 898 FU 282z T ,i=1,2,-, 2% o83 Lo 743 F Fyold
g FAHFozMN RIYFRETS  F,E ol go) At 4= Yk

F.p=L 31 7128 .

=1

Mohamed(1989)oll 9}&l] ax ool 7YX (strong consistence)Z A ol 31
Taylor 7l $}Glivenko-Cantellig gl ol 23t F,oltis EA48 HAe olage Hal
313 2o,

A 31 F,&= F,Ad3%9 Y43 739X A (uniformly strong consistence)<

nEshe FAFIH.

ad2g YoM Add HIF=AAZAZ DV, WAL Ulxdd Ad-R
Egs F,)t400 F, (08 8oz AvEArtEsd Aggcdus 4
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F=HBE ALY 5 Ao

AA, 27 2T ARE AAAA FEHERE Z,=F (T, ;0,028 2
0, a8 FHo| Basity. 2"AM F& 6,09 HFFHFE ol &3l ot} 2
#EHTE 3™

ZF=Fo T:; B.a)=1—exp{—B T}, i=1,2,,n

fo 4

31 s ARAAL: Hy: Ty, T, T,~Fo(t; OH=1—e % o)y Ags
ARAAE oL 2e WAR Y 5 Ao

1. T Ty << T, 2 &£dx%(ascending order)3}

3. AAREAF

D** = max yciea( £ ~Z 1), D* 7= max 1o, {2F — 1)

’

D*= max ls,'g,,{D*+,D*_}y

V¥=D**+D*",

*2_ Sk 20—1 \2 1
w _,z=:1{Z' o )t Ton

A*zz_n_-ln_ > (2i-D0 log(Z}) —log1—2%,,)] |

=1

UP=wr-n( Z*-05)% Z*=L 327

i=1

8 AN

4. X 3-19 FAZ 71Zt A (critical value)E o] &3l AA
el Fold BARES W NAANE ALY s YGBRITGPSF Y
(random number)E LAA71E ‘IMSL'S) ¥ =223 (subroutine) ‘GGUBS'S &8 3
WS o83 d AFRIAWIT IFE ZHAAYG. 2dn 4 wRe £
(n=15,20,25,30,35,40,45,50, 100) th 8+d 100007% 2] EA 2L HEL, Bdo] X
¥d BeES oA gos 2/ 3 7 EAgq g TMIERXE DED, 79
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T  a(=0.2,0.1,0.05,0.0D) 3t 7AdEE  100(1-)Ax RS
(percentile) & 10 RHEF st 10 P& 714Xz Ayt o A= § 3-190
YEtH AT & 3-18 o &3 Fojd FEY o] b Yo EAZFL AN o
& AdE dAEAE we A=A S AAE £ Jdoh oz BB 41 E
3-1e Fo{x REH} UG8 ASdE £AH44A WA (interpolation) S o] &3]
SAHHRI 71AA & FIte] AMEE 9l

£ 3-1 #igd SAFARE 714X
d | K-S Kuiper CVM__ A-D WAT [ n | K-S Kuiper CVM  A-D WAT |n
0.20|.18393 .30554 .07949 55230 .07194 | 15 |.16076 .26559 .07929 .54874 07114 |20
0.10{.20383 .33713 .10202 69211 .09211 17726 29158 09917 .69531 .09061
0.05(.22399 .36402 .12538 .86654 .11313 19482 31785 .12305 .86039 .11043

10.01].27198 42737 .19336 1.42401 .17108 23053 .35585 .17774 1.56506 .16449 | |
0.20{.14450 .23925 .07910 .55531 .07155 | 25 (.13437 .21959 .07984 .55859 .07037 |30

0.101.16202 .26307 .10075 .70551 .09153 14762 24170 .09832 .71285 .09015
0.05.17672 28383 .12227 .89768 .11029 16040 25656 .11824 .93473 .10692

110.011.20373 .32169 .17049 1.41637 .15048 18478 28636 .16648 1.32087 .15523
0.20(.12388 .20364 .07839 .56692 .07009 | 35 |.11646 .18994 07775 .55818 .06975 |40

0.101.13707 .22067 09841 .71629 .08744 12859 20554 .09768 .72169 .08898
0.05(.14835 .23485 .11838 .90618 .10673 14139 22269 12057 89567 .10559

0.01].17094 .26921 .16225 1.34172 .15132 15877 25014 .17310 1.35618 .14859
0.20[.10862 .17868 .07893 .56458 .06950 | 45 [.10283 .16989 .07971 .57669 .07062 |50

0.10].12093 .19312 .09649 .72419 .08574 11440 18385 .09648 .71596 .08506
0.05].13088- .20645 .11498 - .88131 .10310 12501 19801 .11287 .87034 .10394

0.01].15340 .23823 .16285 1.24006 .14911 14618 22597 .16146 1.23576 .14921
0.20{.07450 .11966 .07540 .53167 .06692 100

0.101.08262 .12915 .09233 .65299 .08256
0.05{.08975 .13779 .11713 .83181 .09887
0.01{.11235 16034 .18973 1.39818 .16859

4. 339 Wn

38oAM 77 AFIME(HYsAM Y 73R E o] &3t F sl dd7I-dEEs
M AP FAFES P AAH L NndH Joh B4-12 @M 4 BE
oA EEe 27} #n=15,20,25,30,35,40,45,50,100%) F+E 10000 WA A BA
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BEANESFARNNY AR L @ FF=AS 83

EARES AT F, E319] FoIR £Y4F 0060149 71259 W] 1 7]
ZAAut & ASHALAAH)E 712ee A9 ¥l S(rati)® 7§ Ao,

B 4-1 Fojzl SEAUSOINs Y

H; n K-S Kuiper CVM A-D WAT
Weibull 15 .20600 .16600 .23400 .32600 .19500
Lognormal 15700 .13400 17800 11300 15700
Weibull 20 .25100 .19900 28000 39500 .24600
Lognormal .20200 .18400 .25200 .18400 .22500
Weibull 25 .29200 24700 33500 42300 .28400
Lognormal .21700 .23600 .28900 .21800 27200
Weibull 30 .33000 27800 41600 46100 .35500
Lognormal .24400 31000 .34300 .25000 .32600
Weibull 35 .39100 .32900 .44800 52200 .37800
Lognormal .28000 .37600 41100 .34300 .40600
Weibull 40 .39600 .35900 46800 54400 40800
Lognormal 31600 .36900 41400 37700 43500
Weibull 45 46000 40900 53400 61600 44800
Lognormal .36900 45000 45300 42600 47200
Weibull 50 48100 41700 H9500 65000 48600
Lognormal 36700 47200 52200 .49200 51600
Weibull 100 | .74600 72200 81900 88500 76400
Lognormal 67300 80700 76400 89600 84900

R 4-19] 2H4= olfe 22 AF}E ES& F Ut

89 FrF AL AeE, dEgs4de BE¥Ur ojERI¥Y ALE
Anderson-Daring &A1 %9 @A Ho] 714 4392, 2 thE°] Cramér-von Mises
5 A%, Kolmogorov-Smirnovs A%, WatsonE A %, Kuiper®A®e £oldx, 21
HAFEX AHA$o #AHL Cramér-von MisesE A %, Kolmogorov-SmirnovE A) 2
o]y Watsons Al %, Kuiper® %, Anderson-DaringE-Al% & o] oh

®2Ee 71 53 & A%, d@/MEe BEXJE golBRIA ASe
Anderson-Daring 52 #°]}, Cramér-von MisesEAZ, o ZHAAHo] L43¥x
Kolmogorov-Smirnov& Al &, WatsonEA &, KuiperSA4 %2 &olx, 21 FE3
9 Ao AAZHA A= Anderson-DaringE Al WatsonEA <] AA o] L5435}
4t

7HEFHARE o]&3 Aqr|A ALd FAFoE HAPE HAL e A4
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E&2e 7 & B9 FL A9l Anderson-Daring% A %3 Cramér-von Mises
SAZFY ALgo] vtEAFS & 5 YU
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Goodness of Fit Testing for Exponential Distribution
in Step-Stress Accelerated Life Testing

Abstract In this paper, I introduce the goodness-of-fit test statistics for
exponential distribution using accelerated life test data. The ALT lifetime data
were obtained by assuming step-stress ALT model, specially TRV model
introduced by DeGroot and Goel(1979). The critical values are obtained for
proposed test statistics, Kolmogorov-Smirnov, Kuiper, Watson, Cramér-von Mises,
Anderson-Darling type, under various sample sizes and significance levels. The

powers of the five test statistic are compared through Monte-Calro simulation
technique.



