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The Limit Distribution of an Invariant Test Statistic
for Multivariate Normality?l

Namhyun Kim?)
Abstract

Testing for normality has always been an important part of statistical methodology.

In this paper a test statistic for multivariate normality is proposed. The underlying

idea is to investigate all the possible linear combinations that reduce to the standard

normal distribution under the null hypothesis and compare the order statistics of them

with the theoretical normal quantiles. The suggested statistic is invariant with respect

to nonsingular matrix multiplication and vector addition. We show that the limit

* distribution of an approximation to the suggested statistic is representable as the
supremum over an index set of the integral of a suitable Gaussian process.

Keywords : multivariate normality, goodness-of-fit tests, Gaussian process, Brownian bridge,
quantile process.
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Xi,..., X,& p-d% 35895 X9 BEXA #=2 FEFEoFHL AL A7A pe
p=1¢ 3AA AHFold, EF HFol poln FEA FHo] A p-¥EF FFEEXE
N(p, Z)8x st i iz fa71ge g gz 714, 5
Hy: X9 ¥/} o' g9 AFAPF 3o thair N(g, 2)E D

A o 7R FEWEE A¢tsa goersg g AFEXY d3 g FA L 1 F8A
< A8 F gtk

A thE AFEXE AAS 9T B EAZE AUH & AL vf$ FAH do)
o} ol oidk gxkAEQl o] = D’Agostino & Stephens(1986, section 9.7), Thode(2002,
Chapter 9) 281 Henze(2002) £<& 12 gt} Mardia(1970, 1974, 1975)9} Malkovich &
Afifi(1973) 99 % d=¢ IXE thidoez FF3e WHES AL Machado(1983),
Baringhaus & Henze(1992)E o]l&°] A3 oz =9 IE9 IFFEXE A
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Malkovich & Afifi(1973) %% Shapiro & Wilk(1965)7} #A¢tst WP AFE XY AFTAZ
€ Roy(1953)9] 33 €& (union-intersection principle)g °j&3a thiFo g st ol
X7 i Z AFEXE w2y RE ¢+ 09 d3iA ' X7 9¥9F AFEXE wWEn
A& o] &3 Aotk 974 & HX(transpose)E 2| 3t} Fattorini(1986)= Malkovich
Afifi(1973)2] EBAZFE 4, 28y, 281 Baringhaus & Henze(1988), Henze
Zirkler(1990), Henze & Wagner(1997), Csorg 6 (1989)= Epps & Pulley(1983)7} #A|¢t3k ZAd ¥ 5
3 %<=(empirical characteristic function)Z ©] €% dWAF AFEEY HAWE puFoz
8l o]9] XA (consistency)¥ FFEX st d73F}t. Zhy, Wong & Fang(1995), Zhu,
Fang & Bhatti(1997), Liang, Li, Fang & Fang(2000)2 A}% 33 (projection pursuit)g ©]§% 7
Ao g A4t 2831 Horswell & Looney(1992)¢} Romeu & Ozturk(1993)2 thw &
AT AAE 9 98 1A FAFE ¥n AT

Kim & Bickel2003)o1HE p=2, X=(X,X,)’Q o 2&AZ/HE H, g 3457 9
o

M g @ ff

p. = max < { (a1 X+ 6 X5) (z’)-(clfl-*— Cz—)?z) —H-]Z
n - ,‘S—'; sd(c, X+ ¢, X5) !

& Agsg M X,=

n A~~~
Zin, SdZ(CIX1+ C2X2)=C21521+ C%?z'l"ZCICpo'lO'z,

=1

F=L R x-X0% k=12, b=% [X- X)X X)(GFR) Az () e ¥

2

sel geusel A eqFA. ®v H=0"Y(-Llr), ole mzanes

Ny (0,1) 9] 334 09 g3tsoltt. P,-B AL Shapiro & Wilk(1965)8] AR FAEFH €
He Fdo) Y3, T FHEXE Z2E de Wet & Vener(1972)8] d¥F AFEX S HAZA
ZF& Malkovich & Afifi(1973)91 4 ¢} vl 1A 2 Roye & A8l E o] &3to ojgoed Yuts]
3 o)t} o] HWEHE oLty EH3A

p. = max z (C'(X_—)E))(n

c,c*+0 i=] (c'sC)I/Z

o2 Add 4 gtk oy| X & FEFFHEHoL St FEAN H3,
13w T v oy
=, 2( X— X X— X)

3 =% AYE gngr}t F BAF P,& oAZRT olyE p>29 tHFANE

How Aod £ Utk Adwrx oz 94X, HX EW(location-scale invariant)?] ¥ F A

HAREAZE 99 2ol Royd FuYYE ol fsty guizdoez FFses 3, s
F EAZS Y AP A PP Fo) dishA EW(affine invariant)e] Bt wEA P,-

SAgE olg &) & P,=P,( X,;,..., X,)¥8 9

P(A X,+b,.... A X,+b)=P,( X,,..., X,)

2
—H,.] . = max ;D(c, X)? (1.1)
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o] 4%}t 1 AR P,-FAFY EXE HyolMH 2 g9 To 94&E3A et X7 A
FEXY 9 AX+b (be R, Ae R”, Ax AFYA)x 9A FFEEE wa7]
& ol uwl$- wtgdAS HAolth Kim(2004)NHE P,-EAFL p29 wWx dAge=s
AR & JE PHE ALt E =BAXE P, SASAFY AF/HEAAY FAEX
£ =229 999 p-3FY 9 7192 HHH(Gaussian process)e] HES HHZ FHI{}uz &
o} o] #1389 Kim & Bickel(2003)| A o] &3 o] FA e T8 P& Y¥IHA p-¥F2
2 gigsteof g},

2. P,-5AFY SEX

P,-SA%F AT/ Hyd e FHEXE F817] YA 4 AR
H: X9 2= N,(0,1)& wed.
A9 FAF
— max 2
P= D (e X) o~ H) @1
I A [ dA ol ZALEAF
T__ max 2
I)(; - c,llell=1 ig (( ¢ X)(’) H) (22)
& s, P9 mastdz A(LDY P, 2AEAS Pl
n— 1
T__ max " 2
pi= I 5 D(e X) (23)

Zal 3zt °47V\1 D(c, X)= AQDY F ¥4 Ao B3] 4& 2dd. P, H5E
I F PP Fo tisiA EHolmE =E(norm)o] 1< HEHE AFHA Qe Hi= % wrate},
X7t N(O NE %23 || ¢ll=1, i=1,29 @, 7192 34 B(y, o) & T8 57
Cov(B(yy, ¢1),B(yy, c))=Pr( ¢;" X<0 Ny, and ¢,” X< 0 (3,))— ,9,24)

! B2t¢ ti2l(Brownian bridge)gti &zt ©Al LA Cov(B(y,, ¢)), B(yy, ¢3))+yy,e

{27

A IEZF AFEE Ny( oy, Zp) A &8 1u1 = ¢, ¥ W B FEA FFE
min(y;, ;) —y1v, 2 Q9% Bgg v FEA 49 9x 3
PTek PTo] gisjA ten e Axg deog.

Ae 2.1 GEAFE H oA
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sup B*(y. o) —v(1—v)
P = a, = ellell=1 f (07 1(y) dy

o] gtk dV|M I,& I,=[n'"7%, 0<81/4p°l2 ¢(x) & BEATEEY FELEYF

o]_Tr_’

}=%':f(nilxl_ nily¢%¢_%nil)) (25)
oI,

A 22 EFAFNE HyolA

Piafd w2 [ [ B“;-zf;f&%;” @
. 2
-(; TRk @) - ([ 52 2o Ton O ) |

ol 4g@ch A7 Pl L& AY 2179 §I9% 28& BFA

A2 Poo 4009 P,ol daME A7 A 217 A 229 At #E5E ez
o 4gth

g AYE =98y dHME 2 Ao mxygest gasit $4 Pls 8o e R
A9} 7 ¥} (empirical process)® 95 FA(quantile process)E A3 o]E°] 4(2.4)4
FRY H4E2 2E B gPz 2AES RAG. oF Askd olaBdA #AE
Massart(1989)¢} Adler(1990)2] A& E o] &3k}

0<¥<1d y llell=1A col A3A

S:=50, ¢):=1{#<[0,11?: ¢’ 0 ' (w=<0'(»)) (2.6)
T :={S(y, ¢)<[0,11?: 0<s<1, ll cll =1} 27
F:={(y, ©:0<¢y<1, I cll=1} (2.8)

ga &2 G71NA w=(uy,...,u,), o ' ( )= (0" Yuy),..., 0" (u,)) °ltt. 28=
492 =X (empirical measure) P,(S), S=S(y, )T &

P,(S)i= P,(S(y, ):="1 3K U;eS(y, =1 M 07 U)<07())
42 B a8 P,(S) ARshe BYHA
a,: = Va ( pP,— P) : (2.9)
43 82 7l Pe [0,117048 FLARENL U= (Uy,...,U,), i=1,...,ne
X PEWETiid FEWFIT T4 92 St (y, )& N AAHER

of
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P,(S):= P,(S(y ¢):= P,(y, ¢
2 Aoz Fisie ole 4299 AEAA o, A9 A9 =Heg g BAR vh3st
A2 g3,

Belel 39S AAA $4 4299 o, 4@ FEA F5E ZE e gz 24
e Hejof 3m o]& $she] Massart(1989)9] H 12 o] §@th o AL JFE T 7t 9
o ANE 2AE VEHE q,0 T AH B Pz 2AY & YoE Rl IFE T
AMe 7Hex Y {B(S): S= )7t

EB(S)=0, B(B(S)B(Sy))=P(S;NS)—P(SPP(S,), S;eF, i=1,2
g BEY ToNq9 Rete oSSR $& A7 Massart(1989)e) 2AE AF S=7T 9
BAS w112 & (smoothness)d] BE A} FFE T o 927 A2 JHAN UF 8A @
ofof grhe zAolh, ol Hedd g At

1zAgd 21 ACNA "IY RPN HAFFE  TE Massart(1989)9)  UM(uniform
Minkowski) 283 H(1/2)& ©&gch watd 2299 4834 {a,(S): ST} daiA
SSZI; la,(S)—B,(S)] £ O(n ~Y41ogn) (2.10)

o) 4uste mere tEl {B,(S): SeT)7t ARG B(S)E 424 FRY F4E 2T
.

o 2299 AR AFse ¢ £94 FA (uniform quantile process) u,< A
&t wu,o BIE g2 %Y (weak convergence)S AFET}H U,(y, ¢) &
U3, 0= US(, e):=(0(c" 07 ( U))) = Uw( 0,

k=1 kL
" <ysn, k=1,...,n

olgty By FU EHF AF u,(y, 0)F
#(y, ©):=u,(S(y, )):=Vn(Ufy, ¢)—y) (2.11)
g3 )&},

BxAge 22 41D 29 £95 A3 u, o WA

(ysuges lu (9, €)= B, (5, )l=0[n"""logn)

& wEse FAAY noe bd B/t EAD. o7l Bt 42109 Rae o
B, diste B,'=—B,o 4¥ah.
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tgo2 ¥4 g4 (quantile function) Q,(y, ¢) &

(¢ 07U, i=Xwlo), Elys—E— p=1,...n
Qv =), | T a1 at (2.12)
(07U, =Xwo), AT <=1
olgtx 33 ¥4 A (normed quantile process) o,(y, c) &
0,3, €):=¢(0 XMV n(Q,(», ©)—0 () (2.13)

gtal st p, ol WEt e AMEdE et

BxAd 23 0<oK1/4A 69 diste

sup loa(3, ©)—uny, )= 0,(n 272 =0(1)

n7<y<l—-n"? ¢

o] 4y

BZATEY 239 FYL& oW F Mg ulAIIRE Csorgd & Révész(1981)¢] A 4567 A9
TdseE Qg

BxAY 24. H(213)0A AHg #4994 374 (normed quantile process) p,( +) ol thatd

sub lo(y., ©)— B, (», = 0,(n "V*logn)

nl<y<i-n"% ¢
o] 4@t EFelAMe B tE B, 7 EA4@T Q714 s 0 <(2p—1)/8p oItk
F9W. BxAT 229 2302 2H Ay 0

HzAY 21, 229 A 21, 229 F9L 3"AA 3712 3o dgiFrEe FHL Kim &
Bickel(2003)8] ol@ @l Ao} FBE p-wFoz Ausat HAAolch olABY we FHolA

-

T c=(c, ¢y, llell=1% c¢,=cosb, c,= sinf2 AR 3 reparametrization)dts] T

S 69 U UG p-uFY ASAE ¢, llel=12 p—1AY 55 6,,....6,
2 Bq8s7] A4 BAA

¢y = coséb,
¢, = sinf,cosb,
(2.14)
Cp—1 = sinb;sinf,...sinf,_,cos0,_;
c, = sinf;sinf,...sinb,_,sinf,_,

o
9,
ofn
:L

E:={(y, 0):0<x<1, licli=1}&
’:—{(y, 0): 0<x<1, 8=(6,,...,0,_), 0<0<2x, i=1,...,p—1}  (215)

gxa 4 Uk oS TR =3 B2AY 219 290 434 AHeE).
BZAY 229 $9E¢ Y9IAME Adler(1990)2] HZE o] 83 dHe mxAHErl Hasiy of
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cZ utFe AR gwsts Fko oJHA A

3

w
olM

31 ¥xA4 219 F4

ke AL e (0,113 SeT o dgsiA

Ll L

(i) UM(uniform Minkowski) 27
A@Qne AF¥E T/ UM 24L& B3
P((3S))<Ke 3.0
€ UFI}E AT K7 EATUE Aot 4714 ST H@26)d JF S BAE 231 of
® A Bol tsty BE g
B'={ye R’:|y— z||{e for some z< B}

& 9},
delel ST o wslA, S AA ISE
aS={ u<[0,1]1?:

o]i A(31)& Hol7] HMA S EHH A(GS) ol
A@S)<p
4& EHol¥d FE3I. "HES] 71EHQ AHe(dE &9 Finney & Thomas(1994), 1554)&

¢ 0 ' (u)=0"1()

ol 31
_ (.t cnd (@™ (u))) ]2
A(aS)—f0 fo\/m=2[ 0 Ty | L duy
ol 3 watA

Cm¢(¢—l(u1))

e, (0~ Nx,)) “)d“z'"d“f’

A(3S)< fol fol(mﬁ;z

e BE2Ft ¢ 0 (w)=0"1» T u o WA AVRA 9u,/ou,, m=2,...,p% T
3t
ouy _ _ Cn®(0 ™ (uy))
ou,, 180 u,,))
ol g
1 1
A(aS)st---fO(;zai;‘L +1)du2---a’upsp

o]i ol2HH A(@31)e] FHFA UM 1L FHTrh

G) 28 H(1/2)
o] AL AR27NY AFT T4 HA 74 (minimal cardinality)d] &3 ZHo|} AT T
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9l 94 SE (v, 0 9 AAHYER T 7|F(cardinality) Al A(28)e E9 71F
LAAE Ha, gL olf2 42159 E' 9 7I¢E A= Fsio

col gste g9 dislAd Sy, 0):= S(y, c) & A o|MFAM e} A2 T
7183 e

i

lyl"yzlsay '611‘_621"Sa, Jj=1,...,p—1 (3.2)

g
P(S(y,, 0,)2S(y,y, 0;))<Cd (3.3)
de Hole Aotk oM 8,=(0,...,0,,-1), i=1,2°12 AT F IFY HAH

o) (symmetric difference)® Sl #Th EF CE YA A4z ol ZZe AN 2
Ze e 7t Yo E Wk

$A 0=(0y,...,0,-D° BAN 0<g<z/dolZ FARA e WX &/2<y<1/2°]
2 AR 283 oA AT 4B2AE BEHE y,, ¥, 6, 6,9 AN 43 F
BatA. ce A@1)AH 6,9 Hedn dt 6,9 fedm X 1d

P(S(yl, 0,2 S8(y,, 85))

ol L o1 - 3,2 07w - o - 0100 - 3 G 07w

duy-du,

”m =

L st 1 a1 | & Am
scfo f0|c1‘” ()= 5 0 |+ > S
olt}. &/2<y<1/2, 0<6,<x/4, j=1,...,1> loj2=

A p-10,y_ 1 p-1 l
[ L0t on-4- 07\

“Nu,)|duydu,

S|J—||a>'1(y1)— d)“(yz)|+’—1———1'||d>‘1(yz)l

1 — -1 _1 -1
’cosﬁ I'@ () (y2)|+‘ cos 8y, cosﬁZIII(D (92)]

oz, ¥

- 1 —1 1 L
I} "'siné,;cos 6,,, — m = 1 _
l cos 6, =1 8in,;c08 01, = — o I 'sin By cos O

,IH”‘ \'sin 8, cos 8,,,— IT7=;'sin 6, cos 0,,,|
} 1
(o013 011

, cos &y,

]. | Hm— 1.:
- " 'sin @,.cos 8
coS 621 I =1 25 Zml

<Cé
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olt}. wlastA] Wgow

Cy_dy|_ | -
a4 cosﬁ 2 {sin6),~ cosﬁ IPZ|sin6,)|< Cs

7 AHeT. B 4@3)0] BYHL 2 o949 Aol G FHL oJuFe] A FY

22 Kim(1994)& Fagd.
N, 7)€ T H2rFgdxn A 971 T(9L dd9 SeTd  dsiA

ST(cScSS (ol P(ST(—-S(e))<ed A= S (eT(e), ST(e) € T(¢)
7b EAsts B¥ ¥ (Borel set)d] AT (collection) & Lot a#Ed 2(33)E o] &3l

(Co=¢) AAT B} M3t Ko i3t
ﬂr eKe—l/z

Ne, ‘3)_<,( )
olmg2 A H(1/2)& w3,

32 ¥x=Ae 229 T4

HzAY 31 999 (v, ¢)e& 3 0<p<a/2 3ty
A7) :=d(yy, c),m) :={(¥y, )€ E: |y;—yl<n, |l c;— ¢, lI<7}
o 3l FoAe Bk g Bel diEyd

sup _ 2
(53, eg)ed() E[B(yp C1) B(yz, Cz)] <Cy

 C7t EATR. F
SUP d((yy, €1). (39, €))<V Cp (3.4)

(2. e)ed(n)
o] 4Yd}. 7|N JE
d((31, €1), (3, )):=[E(B(y;, ¢,)— B(y; ¢)?]"* (35)

2 AH9d FF A (canonical metric)o]t}.
. 0= ¢ ¢ <y, #3 2L Kim & Bickel(2003)2] Lemma 59 Z& %<& ©]&3d

1 1 '
E[B(y1, c))B(y;, e)]+ 1y, 2y1—pr=flT;7dr2y1—fp Wi 11_,d7

=y—V1—p=y—V1= ¢ =yl ¢,— 02”/‘/523’1_” c;— &l
SERE
E[B(y,, ¢;)— B(y,, Cz)]zs(yz_h)"'z” c— cll
ol A= Yl
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BEARE 32 EAANY Bee gF B daiN N e)<Ke ?7t 4@@d. 4714 de 4
@35 B0l UL Nfe) & 5¢ THT & A& BHAFo] 9 B8 d-F(closed d-ball)
o o] sjgeoltt,

7. 428)d E# (2159 EZ'E 4ud wsaAd UL 434 o3
d-F(d-bal)ez Yx(cover) & 7 wie  FAL  (4€YC,...,5,6/C),
i=0,1,...,[C/€*], i,=0,1,...,[2xC/€%], ...,i,=0,1,...,[22C/?] o2 &&= A&
of e2/CA (24 CleD[(2+22C/eN) ™' A d-T& nEsE Aotk 18w

NL)< (2+ C/eD[(2+2xC/eD) < Ke™ %

[

& AAEFE e

o] 4¥gr.
a

olgfel ExAT 33, 349 F%HL Kim & Bickel(2003)¢] Lemma 7, 83 A2 TL3 HAd3g
g WS Yo g 2 Qe

BxA39E 33. ZoAY B¢ v Be A FA(bounded)ol .

BzAL 34. 49 FdA AT (metric) r
A (y1, €1),(¥2, ¢)) :=sup(ly;— 3|, Il ¢;— ell)
g3 Hoad Ao RE(almost all) wdl Wty

S:l}:lB(yl, 01)"3(3’2, CZ)ISCﬂ, 1< M w)

g W& A #F43 A (almost surely) #3< &&¥WMS4 6= 6(w) 7t SAT.

i

REAY 22% BEAY 21% BEAE 348 olgdd oj@Le Aeet EYsA =uY 4+
gomz TN ZPe AT

33 A9 219 349

nxAe 35 GEAFHE Hy X9 2XE N0, )& gtk oAN
AL By, ©)— (1= )
T_ Ty__ sup n\Y»
(P =ay) clleli=1 j:,/n #2(@ ~1(y)) ay| 50
o] Agdrt ArlN [,L AY 217 59 2AL #Eat. PUTE 40224 ol H@5)dl
SRS |
. 4(213)9 294 #A(normed quantile process) p,< ol&sd P Tz mdsd
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pPT_ T sup 1% [p”<n—j-l’ C)]z—— n-f-.l (1_ n-f—l )

n ellcl=1 1 &1 ¢z(@—1( -:-1
n

o3l HERAY 249 ol F A9 £ WH(Kim & Bickel(2003)2] Lemma 9)& AH&-34

sup ”Z—;I” ’[p"( n-f-l ’ c)]Z_BEf( n-i{l ’ c)'

- i
w0 (i)
= 0,(n ~ V4= 9(log n)(log logn)) = 0,(1), 0<8<1/4p

cllel=1

o] 4y,
2zAE 339 g4 By, o) EAA fAc==z
sup fl-I»/"Bi(y, c)—y(l—y)a, Sfl"»/” sup Biy, o—y(1-y)

clch=1 Ji/n #2(0 ~1(y)) Lin e llel=1 #%(0 ~ ()
oz AYE AP

dy{

39 2.19 53.

o] Zmyo 991 elaige o.— sup 1By, d—=y(1-9v) . . o
A2 219 9L 48 gaANE S Mdl:lfo Ty e AN

Z9siof . W R=zAT 354 g4 AIde FPIh i=(1,0,...,00 R°Y A

1 p2 7Y — —
del Barrio, Cuesta, Matrén & Rodriguez(1999) | B (f‘fz (’a))_ly((yl)) Y gy o EARE L,-

ST Bttt WmEA S SAAHEE Hol7l #sA= Billingsley(1968, A2 12.3)o] <J 3
A

sup [fl By, ¢,)— By, ¢y
0

2
1+e
5407 10)) d”] Cq

I ey~ eli<s
€ HojH FH3E
oAl [l e;— ¢ll<nE BF3E A4 ¢, ¢y A

E“E BXy, ¢;)— By, ¢

2
2
0 ¢2(¢—1 (y)) dy] (Cy IIOg 7/| (3.6)

< BolA.

(071 :=¢(»,Pr( ¢’ X< 0 Yy, and ¢," X> 0 Ny,)): =LU(y1,¥5; ¢, €3)
g & ¥

foe B*(y, ¢;)—B¥y, c¢;) &

¢*(3)
- [B(y, e)=Bly, e)l’~2LUG,y; ¢, )
0 ()

dy
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Zf B(y, c)[B(y, ¢))— B(‘;;(ng)] LU(y,y; ¢, ¢) dy

=Il_2IZ
A% Bly, ¢)=B;#n 8 4249 TR B+ 2= 2ae 0y B, o9 A,
y1<}’2?‘:‘]_ o

E(ByBy) = y,(1—y,) 37
E[By(By—Bp)l=3(1-3)—Pr( ¢" X< 07 y) and ¢, X< 07 () + 13,
=LU(y;,¥y2; €1, €3) (3.8)
olmg
E[(B;;— Bp))(Bgy — Byp)1=2LU(y,,y5; €1, €3) : (3.9)
7t AR 2% (Y, Y7
(o, )
€ g o
E(Y2Y%) = & 62+ 2(p0,0,)? (3.10)
e A71skA 2E 4G.9)9) (3.10)°] o sA
E(I?)
e re E[(Bp—B)AByp— By —4LUy,, v,; ¢;, ¢ )LU(y,, 5,5 ¢, ¢
=2f LXE[( 12— BBy~ By)?] (/)Z(yl)zé(;)zl) 1. LUy, 9,5 € Qdyzdyl

& M z
=16 | fy (LU, ey, €)) dy,dy, (3.11)

(v (3,)
& Axth 2T (X, X, X X7 BF0] 02 BiF IFEEE BE o
E(X,X,X,X,) = E(X,X,) E(X,X,) + E(X,X3)E(X,X,) + E(X, X )E(X,X3)
ol AUATE AT 4(37), (38), B9l <sIA |

E(I})
=2f5f E[Bu(Bu—Blz)BZI(BZI_Bzz)]—E[Bll(BII_BIZ)]E[BZI(BZI BZZ)] 1yody
y ‘/’2(3’1)‘/’2(3’2) 2 71
—Zf fE[Bn(Bm Bp)1EL By (B, — Byp)1+ EL B By | E[ (B, — Byp)(By — Bzz)] 3. d
0 Py (,) el
_ € (LU(J’1,J’2; C, Cz)) +2y1(1_J’2)LU(3’1,y2; Cq, Cz)
=2 j: | oo dy,dy, (3.12)

ol AGIDFH AB12¢ A HEB6)E 7] AMME
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e e (LU , ; , 2
Ly =fo fyl( (cﬁyleyyl2>¢2?1v2)02)) dy,dy, < Cy? (3.13)

= [F eyl(l—yz)LU(yl,}’z; cy, cz)
Lot fof Py )P (3,)

dy,dy, < Cr’llog 7 (3.14)
& Roj¥H FE3.

Cov( ¢;" X, ¢’ X)= ¢," ;X ¢, ;9 Aoldg yHI 38 ¢, ¢;=cosyol
o 2831 &:=siny¥d H

cosy .1 _ siny _1_&
siny = siny 2 E 2

g o83, 07 (g=—08, 0(x)=1—0(x) ¢ 1

-0~ O(x) % — %—2 | & o
L,< f_wfxl ——1-—¢(x1)¢(x2) f_m¢(xl)a)(—2——5 +-5 )dzdxzdxl.—f(.{-‘)
oli oW FE3| T WPoR
(&) < Céllogél
b BAREE BY F Ak B || ;- ll<polM cosy=1— 9?20 2
E=siny=V1—cos?y<yp

olm 2

F(8) < Cllog &l < Cy’llog 1l
of AU B (G147 AUHL RN whez AGIIE FHE £ UG ol2A
21(36)2 A3y FHL 4Xd.

34 B9 229 &4
A(LDY P,< HEdH FAPBFol dsir BHolmg X9 EXE N0, INatx 714
AE P Q,(y, & 421D 2o AYY ¢ X o R+ Brdz Su
a(o)=(c S o)
ofg}x stAt ET

Q.(v,0:=(Q,(» c0— ¢ X)/7,( o,

1-n~°

pl= SW n(Q,(y, ¢)— 0~ 1(3))2dy, 0<8<1/4p

allell=1 Jy -2
3 8" 423)¢ PIst Pre
|PT—PJI=0,(1) (3.15)
o=z Prel dsA AUt YA FP4E R
+

A3, 0):=Q,(», )—0 M (MN+0 M NU-G,(cN—c' X
3 Y 7rad Ais 39

Mo



84 Namhyun Kim

Q,(3, 00— 07 (»=A4,0, )+ A,y c)—l—_,\—””—(i)
o.( ©)

9& 29 4 A2 9@y P HHEFS5E

#( Ty, €)= 0~ 1(3))’<nA%(y, c)+ nA%(y, C)(%Cl)zﬂn A%, C)I 1;\6(‘(0 )c)
olt}. ’ "
M= 30 [ Al e 510
4z
| P — 3]
S [ s, 0n| (2B ) 1o 2B Ly e

o] ¥YBTh HEINE ol AFAN % & P§(Kim & Bickel(2003) 4 (48) 2.2 FHHh 1 ol
3o ZYE olAFolAY B4 08 W c2 VG FPHE AL AYsnE olaFY 3
S5 gAREE AFch F, G169 MIH Ao 229 $99 REE £JFL voln 4
(315), BIN} $¥e] X9 EAYozRE Anst JABrt

4. 48 ¢ E9

£ =894 Kim & Bickel(2003)oll A A|Qt3t o]l AFEXY HAS A FTAFES uH
o2 FFsl3 olo AR/ A Y FFREE oA F M FAIE WHow FEHU
AtE FAFLE de Wet & Venter(1972)9] I F FFEXY ZAHFE Royd adaE ol
L3l oz A3 Ao|tl de Wet & Venter(1972)8] EAZFL diF 8o g @PrtdoA £
< AAYE HAYFE Shapiro & Wilk(1965)9] £AF g DHT Ao Iz, o8& 2L F
BEXE g Ao ¢alA 9t (Leslie, Stephens & Fotopolos(1986)). o1& A% FAEE
o] disiME de Wet & Venter(1972), Csorgd(1983, 77%), del Barrio, Cuesta, Matran & Rodri
guez(1999) & FLE o, WA B =34 ALe P,-5AFY FEEXLE Shapiro &
Wik SAFS 22 WYPoz yHFoZ 843 Fattorini(1986)Y Malkovich & Afifi(1973)2]
TAZEY Exo g FEE AFTE & A& Aotk o)t FAF U@ FHEZE oHAAA
AAHRA B o)

AAz P,3 L& Yo FAFL de Wet, Venter & van Wyk(1979)9 M= tFJth. 28
= TAFY AFMAEAAMY FHEEE iid FTFERTY FAFTY U2 ZEA oY 7
G AFAF AN T FEF FHS AN B =FdA AFdE oEe] T X
€ 23 g2 TEF Aoy F o dukyd Fdolgtm & 5 v 2y B =FdA A
Al BEetE dElE EE9d STREE o) E3td 71T # £X¥0 dFE de AL 2
g gold Holx gor oo iy AT Yoz Aol & Aoz HAH.
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