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Fete] SoEokl AFHFH BN Jo|BETE ¢ F2F 8L dgt 2
it o] BEXE FXAAI /AT e FARSY dFo 2 st HY= FA
o glojAl ojal g9l thato] Ho] ). o] =L Y- ol &8 I B (Kullback-Leibler
Information)& o] &3, stol B ¥ X o] RFEo G ¥ F& HA FAFE AA
goz 9o EAMG s, AAE 2% A o A2H A AR L
BA5Qch ANE 43 SAFL 7129 A3 FAFERT HF Y vlmel 34 o
ST ARAHES BHYD, T AA A8 T A= A Y AE B

L. AE

SRS AHFE Fold BHE B volEE L VAR Jo]EEXE HETD
7M€ @k 223 2@ 7P Sl A ohdAE A ste AR = A A (goodness of
fit test) A B4l SlojA wl¢- S 230 B gAEe] B4 diAoltth o] A& AU
FHEokd] ol F8Y GEE e JolEREA E ARE B S AHAA de2
2 AxE ned 2A

dole) 85 T/ FELEGSF f(t;) & EXTF F(t;)E 7T 714 84 2
AT, T, , T o] EXZFE S GERXL0|E A J21, Foi7 FEREC B
F a, B8 ZE o B X (Weibull distribution) & W2 & A& A7 AF/HL
oh&a 2

Ho : f(t;-) = fo(t; 2, B), (1L1)
o 7] ol A i-’ﬁ o, BB Zte JolBEX S FEUESfot; o, 8)= ot 8} 2Tt
folt; @, B) = (B/a)(t/a)~ exp{~(t/)}, t > 0. (1.2)
7Hd (1.1)o] ti e P 7Hd & ot o 2o
Hy: f(i;) # fo(t; 0, 8). (1.3)

* o] =Be 1008dE TT) et n S&ATH] X Qo] o @ A7
1) (712-714) B2 ZAA] AFA 15, A7 AT FAGT, 2R
2) (712-240) 7 & ZAA] A& F 475, AU etm Ad e s FA %S, =x

2
T
A=
T
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94'° B X BFEd o3 %FJ?J AAG7] Aal A (1.2)ol 4 X =logTRE HFHE
S A714, Xoll S FEUE3 e oty SHUE E(extreme value distribution)7} #
o

fx(z;a,b) = (1/b) exp((z — a)/b) exp(— exp((z — a)/b)), —0 < = < c0. (1.4)

714 a =loga®l i b=1/8°|t}. 71X o b= FEHEEIST A (14)9A4 44 A=
4 (location parameter)®} 3] = ¥ 4>(scale parameter)7} 5|22 9lo]EE- ¥ 7} 71| & 24
2 A7 #A9 oL AAH Aok £ Y = (X —a)/bZ AFHETE TP Yol
3 FEUTEE oldle EEFHE E(standard extreme value distribution)§ w2
o}.

fr(y) = exp(y) exp(—exp(y)), —o0 <y < oo. (1.5)

JHBRZ T X7} B o, B8 Ztc Yol EEXAAE A= AT A2 W

P
T

= (logT —loga)/(1/8)

7HEEEATHT (15)8 & AEITUREE dterte Ase A AP A4
R kia=2
Z9-go| &8 FRFFE o] &3} AP A A o 3 AT = Vasicek(1976), ArizonoS}
Ohta (1989), Dudewicz®} Van Der Meulen(1981) Ebrahimi, Habibullah 9} Soofi (1992),
Soofi, Ebrahimi®} Habibullah(1995)% B2 stx}&] ol AFHAU. 2" M= ol &
X dig Z9-golEe] RG] £ FE Fota o] FH o e F2H HFE
< ZAT 38 oM e 2- ol A 78 FFFE o] &3t HB FAZFES AL o HA
BAZFA @ 71 AR ES FIAT 4B dAE FA Y nGA e g A A o
& 72 A¥E FF S A 5 M e AP S B8 AAS A SAFH &
o] A3 BAFETN AFYESHAA ¥nE Folth. niXFo 2 6d M= ZEF EAA
E< APt

2. 21012 X0 Cigt 2Y-20j=d 28+ =&

F-Hol e FRYT I(f, fo)E fo fooll ¥]8 =249 FRE ATt T O
g2 slo]lBE X HIAE HAY ] AT/ Hooll T FH ol JlojA E¥-gol & &
27t 2 & 7HEdE ARV Hool 7170] Hoj It o] 2 & o] {2 ol 5 R X9
F9-gol 82 FEGT FHF I A7 JelEERX U AP AP 2B TAF
o2 48 gt 2@011*1t spol BEE ] E-gol &3 FRYTY FFFE Tl
T A H2H 4EES AR
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9. go] Be] AL E obehsho] el o] Ak
1.0 = [ " log{£(8)/ folt)}f(t)dt

/ " log{£()} £ (8)dt - / " log{fo®)}f(t)dt

-#() - | : tog{ fo(t)}f(t)dt,

A7V H(f) = — [Z2, log{f (1)} f(t)dt = [y log{&F'(p)}dp 24 AEZ3](entropy)eta
ek X1, Xy, -, Xp0) G EUET S f2 RE 22 §EFE ol & o), Vasicek(1976)2
JEZS H(f)o e FHF Hpa g oFel ) Zo] AR

Hun = (1/n) Y log{5—{ X(stm) — X(s-m}}, (2.1)
i=1

A7H Xt i €4 SAZoI L me THTH AL Folm, 4 (2.1) N Bepj < 1
o9 X = Xy°l 2, j > nel®B, X(j) = Xn ©ITh. 12} 3L Vasicek(1976)-& Hnmnol W23
43 ot} 2ol ¥R

2l 2.1 88T X7t B2 FO GEUEETF 8 23 Var(X) < o 84k X,
-X27 ] XnO] F=E “'?_Ei 2}‘%% Q%E‘E‘% EH, n — oo, M — 000“ tﬂg}q m/n—' 00]‘:&’

Hy —F H(f)
ojA] Sto]lEEX] GEFE Toll Il ¥; = (logT; —loga)/(1/8) 2 RS A|A
E EESIHET g Y- 88 AETSF, I(f, fr)T h2H Zo] EHHL
5.0 = -HO)- [ loglh )} @)y
= —F(f)— E(Y)+ E(e").
H(f)ol tig =33 4 (2.1)9 A FH F &) o3 FHFE o] &3 I(/, fr)ol
g 238, S OS3 Zo] At ot
Ipn = "Hmn(y) - ?+ %zn:ex' (22)
i=1

2o S I(f, fr)o A FHF L0 3k 23 4F & 93 Rojoh
ol 2.2 ol BEE XY BF q, 5 LI AT AF, HFES 93 1, R0 B
FIGg FEU=E 4 (1L5)dA 28 GEEEIL, n — 00, m — oodl] U
m/n — 0 ©|H,
Imn —P I(f,fY)
€ gt
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Z2: 32 219 AR Y —? E(Y), 2 0 exp(Yi) —* E(e¥), 28] 2 Slutsky 2} ol
o] ste] ¥zt 0

ag ol BR X BREE, a9 8 B2 A e FHHREE 4 (1.4)9 B a9 bl

h$ 23 a9 bE F3lo .
X-—-a

b
2 AFHEAR Y E o] &3ty F9-Fol &Y FRFro) T FHFE A& 5 U
53] ol BEEXE AN SIFEEY BF g, boll I F 34 F (maximum like-
lihood estimates) &, boll thated 3¢5 FFe] £ (invariance property) 9t 423 U3
’d (consistency) & o] &3t Qo|BE XY BT E B2 FFox S9-dolEy FrY
Fol e F3FE thedt 2ol AT . ¥V = 2 i =1,2,... 00l FI, V' E A
(2.2)9] Y;oll didstxt. 2eln

Y*=

. o, 1y v
I, =-H' -Y +;;e', (2.3)

714 Hy = (1/0) Tiy log{ 2 {Y iy — Yim}} 12 Y = (1/n) T, Yool 0h

2] 2.3 Jo)EE XS BFEQ ad) fF REE AF, N, Y,..., Y50l FEA=EHS 4
(15)0M 328 FERE o3, 4, b7t 42} o, b9] YX 2 Foletx &AL B} n — oo,
m— 00 W m/n— 0 °]H,

I —PI(f, fr) (2.4)
o] @t}
BY: &, b7} e, b8 YANFFFolmZ,

Hy,, —* H(f) (2.5)
old, F el 2.28] Aol oJ&f A (2.4)7} oA} O

3. SYi-di0I=c] FEEE 088! HETE

28 AL 1,9 Fol 255 AT A AR/ L 7148 80| FoAR
2 2ol 5 Fure] A FL AP 1A AR TAF2E o] &5 A o
AN A4 F-dol el ZEGT FHF 1, & o1 &3l o] BE X g APE
HE TAF KLpy = exp(—1,,)E T3 Zo] AQgt). 2ejnz o Atd HY F
A% KLmndl 3ol & 5 AF7ME 7148 &80 Folrloh

R A,
KLy, = exp(H,,+Y —R;eyi)
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sample size window size
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Sample size

3% 3.1: KLy,9 71245

n m

) 2
6—19 3
20 — 34 4
35 — 64 5
65 — 73 8
71-94 7
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¥ 3.2: a=0.05%4 KLps9 712H3]

sample size window size critical values

n m 0.01 0.025 0.05 0.1

5 2 0.321430 0.368656 0.408796 0.446972
6 3 0.389221 0.422846 0.440466 0.472085
7 3 0.430790 0.455159 0.480774 0.506808
8 3 0.472440 0.495325 0.515181 0.532678
9 3 0.474279 0.502031 0.523212 0.548788
10 3 0.475986 0.512946 0.538906 0.565767
11 3 0.507675 0.527729 0.557704 0.584580
12 3 0.524246 0.544066 0.578191 0.609244
13 3 0.535997 0.560322 0.588742 0.621734
14 3 0.549154 0.578822 0.604336 0.639302
15 3 0.569340 0.592560 0.618288 0.645394
16 3 0.599751 0.634170 0.643280 0.658910
17 3 0.585534 0.622318 0.644456 0.671857
18 3 0.598272 0.634818 0.657599 0.682898
19 3 0.601549 0.641689 0.667019 0.693216
20 4 0.622000 0.652383 0.667294 0.694149
21 4 0.635827 0.659325 0.680486 0.707961
22 4 0.654373 0.667556 0.689078 0.715315
23 4 0.652145 0.677674 0.696193 0.724153
24 4 0.656383 0.685241 0.700522 0.729242
25 4 0.664202 0.692536 0.713228 0.734603
26 4 0.682748 0.695242 0.719416 0.744376
27 4 0.686403 0.704491 0.726222 0.748863
28 4 0.685139 0.709767 0.733068 0.751633
29 4 0.691369 0.717220 0.735790 0.754124
30 4 0.700754 0.723018 0.740087 0.762242
35 5 0.716758 0.735559 0.759459 0.780797
40 5 0.751377 0.761475 0.780242 0.800279
45 5 0.754547 0.776715 0.793594 0.810437
50 5 0.783181 0.795774 0.808484 0.823422
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E32 (A %)

sample size window size critical values

n m 3.01 0.025 0.05 0.1
55 5 0.789618 0.803162 0.822242 0.834911
60 ) 0.805987 0.815223 0.829409 0.843670
70 6 0.829492 0.840031 0.849903 0.860592
80 7 0.859053 0.866274 0.868304 0.872809
90 7 0.889330 0.872318 0.876090 0.882064
100 8 0.876471 0.882340 0.885387 0.890861
110 8 0.883205 0.888408 0.891593 0.897152
120 8 0.887835 0.8911256 0.897538 0.901544
130 9 0.833052 0.897856 0.901209 0.907929
140 10 0.899562 0.902717 0.906380 0.913415
150 10 0.804738 0.908936 0.912578 0.917194
160 10 0.208717 0.915187 0.917007 0.918304
170 10 0.824710 0.916683 0.920502 0.924214
180 10 0.617530 0.919161 0.922400 0.929901
190 10 0.820434 0.923248 0.927610 0.933175
200 11 0.823258 0.925570 0.931857 0.936832
210 12 0.927084 0.929463 0.934264 0.939231
220 12 0.829340 0.930839 0.934168 0.941556
230 12 0.828433 0.832473 0.936345 0.942854
240 15 0.830122 0.934946 0.937808 0.944119
250 15 0.831915 0.938612 0.940289 0.945249

E 31e AdE HESATF KL ol 3 7143 73171 $i8) 2o sfolBE- 9
ol thsted 20,000 ¢] VRIS 2 724G F AAH S HA =2 8, F /M € 714
Zte me e 24 ¥ (Monte-Carlo simulation) & E3te] &2 Aot} ojaf {9
T o2 0.01, 0.05% 0.1& FA U F 22 2o m9 g AUt
E 322 E 3.1 o8] 73 mo] gE o &3t Zpzte] BE Ao didte] AFAS
a = 0.059] thg ¥HE3 4 20,0000 Rl ARE ATE Folo] A2 ol BEE T A
T AR 71ZgECIT R 3.29] YEd A FEL &R ol EE ¥ RFES W
BAA ZgEE S = A B2L dFHE 7143E A BE ] s w g 7123
o] YigtE 1Y 3.102 Jehydch
o Aol X e o] oM AMA G FBZEAFT 7143E 7HA 3 HA) dAd i A
< & Aot

4y o r
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4. 0N H&E HinE st BoIAE

t}5-9] o)A = Martz 9 Wallner(1982)2] 395%9]] Qv ol EEELE a2 ga A
7Hed A RoA 9 FAG FX) 7] 7o) th$ 9718 Az tHn = 9).

041 0.58 0.75 0.83 1.00
1.08 1.17 1.25 1.35

o] AR E 7|22 8] IS E REBEE S ol EFXE HEAE FR= FAF T AR
2 WA B4 o fo] e A2 A LS TR 6 = 1.0408, § = 3.68250|t}. o] o,
n =99 SZ3He mo FE ¥ 3.100A 30|82 KL, = 0.651420] %, & 3204 {94
Z 0.05914 9] 712427} 0.523212 o] 22 “9J o] A5 ol BREZ yfEth' = AT
S 712 &1 Rtk 2B SY-ol B AEFF FH L o8 AP HH Z
e “dRAGRAR 7ol N nAFALL ol B BXE gdEath s AHE dev).

th&o] A&+ Mann,Schafer? Singpurwalla(1974)9] 215%] +28 6709 ¢FuF
Zzpol] 3 B AIFE ZALE AERO|Th(n = 6)

345 5.00 590 7.30 860 10.20

9ol ARE o] 8T B4 He3Yge & & 6 = 7532, f = 3.3642 -%7@&191@1,
n =69 B3t me L 3911, KLn, TAFS g2 0.5720]t}. Fe]4=F 0.0590 4] 7]
Z}x] 7} 0.440466°] 2.2 “9)9] A g & o) BEEZE EP = AFIHE S 712} 3kA] &gt
}.

Agtd AFEAY KLy ™ 7189 A3 5 A FE, Kolmogorov-Smirnov (D), Kuiper
(V), Cramer von Mises (W?2), Watson Sta.tistics (U%, Anderson-Darling (A?%), Finkelstein
and Schafer (S* ) 23 SA e FA Y& viwslr] Hste] 24 E L Aot

3 dgride] X2 & Uniform £ X (U(a,b)), Inverse Gaussmn TXE (IG(, A)),
Log~normal ¥X (LN(p,0)), Gamma 2% (I'(v,9)) & FAT-

Ztzbe] P/ B2 YA FE9 A n = 10,2030 FUR 24 W
E352E 10,0002 3l AAAF o = 002 HEFY S A4srt. 2439 AFe
)57 2t} Uniform ¥ & & 4.19)), Inverse Gaussian ¥+ ¥ &£ X 4.29), Log-normal ¥ 3%
t X 439, Gamma ¥ ¥ & ¥ 4.49] 1 23& A4 3tA ).

¥ 4.19) Uniform X8}, & 4.29] Inverse Gaussian ¥, ¥ 4.49) Gamma 32| A3
g vl glojA AUE HABEAF KLnn e 71ES] T BAZS AP E T Hojd 3
AE S 712 S g5 gtk 28 § 4.29) Inverse Gaussian X9 M E 528 B2
A AF7t AL BF (n=10)cll< AAR AY TAF HFYo| AT TR A5
7} 33 23842 Cramer von Mises(W?2), Watson (U?), Anderson-Darling (A4?), Finkelstein
and Schafer (5% )] 273 BAFol ¥ S48 2 4 3t
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¥ 4.1: Uniform ¥¥0| ¢ ZA 3 vla H,: X ~ Ule,b)

n KLy w2 U2 42 D v S*

10 U(©,1) 0.1427C C.15600 ©C.7384C 0.1821C 02.1393C 0.21870 (£.15820
U(©.3,i.7) 011770 0.08600 <C.C308C 0.0887C 0.0706C 0.08890C (£.08810
U(0.5,1.56) 0.1313C 0.08810 C.G312C 0.0867C 5.06960 .0803C 0.080i0

20 U(o,1) 3.40C7C (C.3058C C.%7080 0.38S70 0.25340 (.2244C $.32000
U(0.3,1.7) 0.34820 0.15290 <C.2393C (C.18C1C C.1153C 0.26260 (..7690
UJ(0.5,1.5) 0.38830 0.15400 ©C..858C 0.1778C 0.113¢C 0.1888C C.17270

30 U@,y 0.60210 0.44460 2.39880 0.55740 0.34580 0.22760 0.46550
U(0.3,1.7) 0.56500 0.2494C <C.2384C 0.3075C 0.16260 0.2458C 0.27710
U(0.5,1.5) 0.62330 0.24710 0.2325C 0.2984C 0.16160 0.24460 0.27740

¥ 4.2: Inverse Gaussian ¥ X9 th§ AA Y viw H, : X ~ IG(u, \)

) KL, w2 2 A? D 14 S*

16 IG(1,0.5) 0.18860 0.13820 (.2383C 0.12470 0.1109C C€.12530 0.14740
IG(1,0.3) 0.19990 0.14180 £.24180 0.12930 0.11020 0.12610 (.15060
IG(1,0.1) 0.23230 0.16750 £.28530 0.15450 0.13000 0.14730 0£.17710

20 IG(1,0.5) 0.28560 0.2657C C.25430 0.2769C 0.19780 0.21920 0.28230
I1G(1,0.3) 0.3091C 0.28970 <C.27780 0.29940 0.21290 0.24000 0.30610
IG(1,0.1) 0.3888C 0.35150 (.33380 0.36870 0.25670 0.29830 0.37190

36 IG(1,0.5) 0.44860 0.4191C <C.38800 (.48340 0.31120 0.36440 0.43620
IG(1,0.3) 0.49790 0.45880 <C.43350 0.50290 0.33560 0.39400 0.47520
IG(1,0.1) 0.59710 0.53130 (C.50810 0.58710 0.39600 0.47310 0.55490
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¥ 4.3: Log-normal ¥ ¥ ) tjs A3 4

vl H,: X ~ LN(u,0)

n

KL,

W2

U2

A2

D

|4 S*

10

LN(~0.5,1)
LN(-0.25,0.5)
LN(-0.1,0.2)

0.12860
0.12750
0.12650

0.11010
0.10950
0.11060

0.11110
$.11100
0.11120

0.09830
0.09740
0.09730

0.09470
0.09210
0.09500

0.10080 0.11210
0.09980 0.11160
0.10130 0.11260

20

LN(-05,1)
LN(-0.25,0.5)
LN(~0.1,0.2)

0.18750
0.18860
0.18700

0.20780
0.20530
0.20380

0.20360
0.20120
0.19960

0.21810
0.21600
0.21380

0.15930
0.15640
0.15260

0.18070 0.21910
0.17880 0.21630
0.17550 0.21560

30

LN(-0.5,1)
LN(-0.25,0.5)
LN(-0.1,0.2)

0.26670
0.26550
0.26710

0.30850
0.31010
0.31140

0.29480
0.29690
0.29700

0.33640
0.33940
0.33980

0.22520
0.22580
0.22630

0.26160 0.32350
0.26170 0.32550
0.26310 0.32600

¥ 4.4: Gamma ¥ ¥of g AFY ¥lF H, : X ~[(v,9)

K Linn

W2

U2

A2

D

|4

St

10

T'(10, 10)
I'(15,15)
I'(20, 20)

0.09090
0.10860
0.12110

0.07190
0.08670
0.08230

0.07190
0.08760
0.08620

0.06380
0.08000
0.07840

0.06760
0.07530
0.07010

0.06610
0.08020
0.08010

0.07230
0.09120
0.09020

20

I'(10,10)
I'(15,15)
I'(20,20)

0.09730
0.12380
0.17600

0.11910
0.15380
0.15420

0.11710
0.14900
0.14840

0.11690
0.16180
0.16020

0.10520
0.12050
0.10940

0.10910
0.12210
0.12510

0.12770
0.16850
0.16990

30

I'(10, 10)
I(15,15)
I'(20, 20)

0.12200
0.17000
0.20590

0.17000
0.20250
0.19480

0.16460
0.19620
0.18300

0.17580
0.21500
0.22290

0.13590
0.15320
0.12420

0.15000
0.17010
0.15270

0.17400
0.21220
0.20720
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5. Z=1 2R

gtolBE 2o} E9-Ho] L FEEFY FH L o] &3t AAE HH BAFL A

A5 FEI} ol EE X E BrETE 7 stellA 2 o *‘5.} A58 Fe ol Pz

A A= AF e ARl Aol Ackd I A8 g stolE EX o E4aA F

FEE T FE dAT 2 AR FHY ¥ BFE 2E F U
4

2o a3 gloJA Log-normal TEE A T FEE oA AGE HFEA
Fo] gto] +8lHch 28y A8 o] EH o] Fe AL ¢ Log-normal £ XA Cramer
von Mises FEj o] AAFEA o] o $Fertd] g A 22 A48 sj4dstA] Z3lHg.
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A Test for Weibull Distribution and Extreme Value
Distribution
Based on Kullback-Leibler Information *

Jong Tae Kim ! Woo Dong Lee

ABSTRACT

In this paper, a test of fit for Weibull distribution on the estimated Kullback-Leibler
information is proposed. The test uses the Vasicek entropy estimates, so to compute it
a window size m must first be fixed, and then is obtained critical values computed by
Monte Carlo simulations. The power of the proposed test under various alternatives is
compared with that of other famous tests. The use of the test is shown in an illustrative
example.
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