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FARUE X XaB Vi Vsl PARERE P8 Gr(@)2) 548 Y
Ho: Fx(-) =Gy ()l EIRaEas ‘%}‘ﬂ&i Kolmogorov-Smirnov, Cramér-Von Mises, Anderson-
Darling, Watson ZA%HE0] Qlt} (Lehmann, 1951; Rosenblatt, 1952; Darling, 1957; Fisz, 1960;
Watson, 1961, 1962; Anderson, 1962; Pearson, 1963; Burr, 1964; Stephens, 1965, 1970, 1976;
Pettitt, 1976). 2837t E BEFsluAshe o] ‘B33 Ay F Jdoz TEE7] u
o] AgH7RF o Hio] BAF B AT (]S So] Hong I Suh, 2008; Hong 7 Choi, 2008
5 )7k A, B8 Ao R F Qul tlgake T REGSe SU4 2RIl o8,
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+9 F8 40 87U AA= Joseph (2005)9] Fkr]Fo] Wol AEH L Uk EFH F4Y &
E7h $U% BEANE 2t ATEE 7 Sol A AHH Joseph (2005)9) BYAE FAA F BE
s AR FEAolet K-S ARSAHENE & 1.190] 3Tt (Wilkie, 2004 =), o714 2
el thgk 23019 FwS W gholl F 7199 2EdATE Ttk 7HEste] o2 U 2o
B Ake] (MD)olth
¥ 1.1 AFEE 7FA6 7123 K-S BA e dur&

B BFAol( MD) K-S

Random 0.00 0.00

Doubtful 0.25 0.10

Poor 0.50 0.20

Marginal 0.75 0.29

Satisfactory 1.00 0.38

Good 1.25 0.47

Very Good 1.50 0.55

Strong 1.75 0.62

Very Strong 2.00 0.68

Excellent 2.25 0.74

Excellent 2.50 0.79

Excellent 2.75 0.83

Superior 3.00 0.87
Joseph (2005)¢] #H7|E2 FHI7|7F 2 Aol Bhgattia 348 5 Utk o714 ejsofof

She the et BAlE AR ol ol 8FH = F F8o 32719 Aolo|rt. ALFRY S-S A ¢
A8 BREEL A AAelA B0 BUR thelA BASG whel 3% E 5% v g AR
WS g A9 Qubdoltt. meba AAT Bl BRA|Y Aolst AXY T Auke] B2
2rre 1S B ogn

QoA AR K-S FAZE) 484 BAVE GE FAYIAE 22 BAZ obA|TTk o]
oA B BF T Q0 B FFoT A8NT At AT BRAES G2 F Qe
2a7]9] o] 52 1A e BR)E) Aol A7),

£ AFoA = Joseph (2005)0] AFSH & 1.18] A7|EQ] K-S TAF 2o F7HH 22 Cramér-
Von Mises, Anderson-Darling, Watson SAZFE& eiste] FAd7|ESAAS ey £3F 943 &
24 (2008)9) RI5E, F Aue] B2/ Ho| 22T ANELHFEL el @ tloto] B Bk
71%& Cramér-Von Mises, Anderson-Darling, Watson SA| %2 75 33t v|u EE311A} 3
o}

B =79 AL thea) Zrh 2-8o s "|R4A 9 Cramér-Von Mises W2, Anderson-Darling
A% Watson U257ll]‘_‘}k o] thafAl ”‘ﬁzﬂ’r/} 3484 Joseph (2005)°] A|QFst Ad7)Fol Al 71A]
SAZY BF|ES ) A5l & 1.18 Fae FHE AYEa Al 7] SARY dES

A A& 4@"“’4% HREA T TFA (2008)9] ATE S HiHAQl AdT|ES o] Sjste] B
AR e AApet A AAlsy e AWdth 283 38 48oA AGE AATEES F
oto] EESITh 5EA AA AbE Fote] F ARV ALY Aol S s, npxe}
6ZolM= & A2l 2ol theliA st E2gtt
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T ARSAZE

2.1. Cramér-Von Mises £ %

o

X1, Xp 3 Y1, Y0l A 2901 F Jde FHEEANSTE F(x), G(x)Q F FEEEY
o} Cram ér-Von Mises W2 A 22 th23} o] A 2J3lt} (Anderson-Darling, 1952; Darling, 1957;

Fisz, 1960; Anderson, 1962; Burr, 1964; Stephens, 1970).

P

= o/ [ Fa@) = Gon (@) dH (1), (2.1)

AN Fu(z) = S I(X: < @)/n, Gm(z) = SIY; < 2)/m, 237 N = n+me =

B AR X X3 Vi Yl PAEERE Mupn(@)S ASR 1/(0+ el Fol o+
1) Hygo (2) = () + mGon ()01 4] (21)2 thA] EASHE T123} 20,

W2 = fm/N?) {Zwm G + Y [Falu) - Gm<yj>]2} . (2.2)

AZIA Xi,--- , X Vi, Vi O ARE SFE A A5 &5 ot X, -, X9 A
TATE i, Y1, Y JARA SRS s; 2 AR 28 Fo(z) — Gm(z:) = 4/n— (ri —
i)/molaL Fy(y;) — Gm(yj) = (s —5)/n —j/mo]BE Al (2.2)F o]&3}o] Cramér-Von Mises W2 %
AFe thaat 2ol g ofdtt

= {n/mz — Ni/n)* +m/n_ (s; - Nj/m)2} /NZ. (2.3)
j=1
2.2. Anderson-Darling ZAAEA%F
Anderson-Darling S4 32 Cram ér-Von Mises A2} FAFSE WbHo 2 EAE 7ks +& 4+ 9
t}. Anderson-Darling A?EAFS th&3} Zro] Aot} (Pettitt, 1976).
A = nm/N/ {Fu(x) = G ()} / {Hntm(2)(1 = Hypm(2))} dHppm (). (2.4)
2E3 4 (24)8 T ol KoK & ek,
N-1
—1/nmz (M;N —ni)?/ {i(N —1i)}. (2.5)
i=1
A7I N =n+m, M; =nF, oH]f,l(z/N)7 a83 Hy'(t) = inf {z : Hx(x) = t}olth
Anderson-Darling A2E A5 B3z 9] ZIZE]—‘T'—V‘:_'*OHH Cramér-Von Mises SAFHT} ¢ =2 72
Zr=tt

2.3. Watson ZAAEAZF

Watson U? AR S A ZFL t}23} o] A3t} (Watson, 1961, 1962; Stephens, 1965, 1976).

0t =/ [~ {Fu@) = Gute) = [T [Fu0) - Gt dH(y)}QdH@c). (2.6)

—o0
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4 (2.6)& 2ok}

7

e 2.

"y [Fu(@i) = G + 02 [Fulys) — Gm(yj)]g2
~{ S [Fa(@i) = Gl@i)] + Sy [Faly) = G} /N
2.180M e}k o] Fr(wi) — Gm(xi) = i/n — (ri —i)/mek Fu(y;) — Gm(y;) = (s; — j)/n —j/m2=
el £ 9enE A (27)& thet 2ol AU 4 Ak
Sialifn = (= i) /ml? + S (s = ) = /ml?
—{Zilifn = (i = i) /m] + S5 ((ss = )/m—G/ml} N

U? = nm/N? (2.7)

U? = nm/N?

EFATEE N(0,1)2HE 10,000719] F-g AF3te] F27|PY 2T 02 HFSir)
3z 1N2RE AL & 0014 0.25%] 87l 3714] 1377k B3 st

Rr719e] 23018} 22 10,000709] FE ABddte] A7 He T2 sl

3. 27| A] A 2] 3k Cramér-Von Mises, Anderson-Darling, Watson %7 22 A4k} 10,0009 2
2oty o7|A tiZEQA A9 K-S SAFL AR /(n+m)/nmE F3 EE ZAF A
A AHgeHx o] AI7HA] BAIES B WE ol A7) FHASA N/nme F5H]
EE A SAZES i)

HollA AFst AAef nfet +3 FAFEY A= & 3.13 ¢

BE] MD w? A2 U?
Random 0.0000  0.0000 0.0000  0.0000
Doubtful 0.2500  0.0057  0.0299  0.0008

Poor 0.5000 0.0222 0.1152  0.0031
Marginal 0.7500  0.0479  0.2456  0.0070

Satisfactory ~ 1.0000  0.0803  0.4069  0.0125
Good 1.2500 0.1165 0.5826  0.0194
Very Good  1.5000  0.1538  0.7590  0.0274
Strong 1.7500  0.1897  0.9245  0.0360

Very Strong  2.0000 0.2222 1.0709  0.0446
Excellent 2.2500 0.2502 1.1947  0.0529
Excellent 2.5000 0.2732 1.2940 0.0602
Excellent 2.7500  0.2912  1.3709  0.0665
Superior 3.0000 0.3048 1.4280 0.0715
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Hgzkel (MD)9] ol 19 wje] oJu]:= Satisfactory@A] o] Zkoll t-8-3H= Cramér-Von Mises
W2E A 22 0.0803, Anderson-Darling A2 A2 0.4069, Watson U2SA =L 0.01259] S 7zt
=tk & o] FEHT 21 A8F IR PY WE o] Satisfactorysttia AT 4~ itk I2E]1 B
2polo] gk 2& VEo® WPEATS 0.2222, A*SATLE 1.0709, UFSAZL 0.04462.2 °] s
th 2 3= 7MY, A837tR e EE o] Very Strongdithal e 4~ QAT

4. A7) E Ak 1T

Joseph (2005)¢] AAIS & 1.13} 3EoA AAS & 3.19 AA7E BEF+ 4837 259 &4
¢ o]AA] HEAA, TE BHEN BEIY] F& DHSHA 2= AFEEXY BEAeIvkE 7Nk
o2 3 Fdr|Foltt. M= EFE, 28IV J283 AllF LF&E 183 84y 354
(2008)2] ATE &A3le] Cramér-Von Mises, Anderson-Darling, Watson AARFAHEL] It7|=

< AAl gtk

24y HgL oS3 2ok

1. BFFTEEZ N(0,1)22HE N9 d5E APt N 23&E =8t ( N =
1,000,5,000,10,000). A-&F7tRY & ALEHE 5L 719AY F$ H719-2 <F 5,000
N A=e] Fio] o] 1 vre] AfRE AAU el et UYL o B ARE o &
sty agE® A4%rt 23 RR IS Ry A AEF7E G nuE 2 &
£37]9l 1,000, 5,000, 10,0007FA9] BERI7|E 44 54t}

2. 194 A4HE 23018 Z7] SAUE LIS o ZEEFE ro S A5E 2 =
O (r) & AARE 2F A7} 2,018k ' = NrAEE AL n/FoA n = Np (p < r)7hY
S Qo7 F&3fe] AAEFog HAs) (p=0.03,0.05 ] r = 0.10, 0.20, 0.30, 0.40,
0.50, 0.60, 0.70). <& E9 1,000712] A}zl EFEo] 0.05¢1 3% EF<] 74+ 507]°]th
ro] 0.1 A% n' = 100747} |22 100712 A& o E3F 50719} B4 50717F EF= o] 2 &

2

3. BAFES A4tetl 1= 0.058 TS “BER/7|E 2397 2. & AAZ 2377} .08 =
S8 EHOE A&3 AllF /58S AT 4714 pe AA 7145 AA B 7199
H g0l Al 1% 2/7E&L A BeS AACR o=a 5oy A|llF L 7F&2 AA S
EHOE 45T FEolr)

4. 9 1~32] 42 10,000 2] 43P Ic}.

1
5. BREFE 1 — 0.10 ~ 0709 290 Hel ARE 44T F A4 AREES AU T
[Z$27F& 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60%E 7|22 Cramér-Von Mises, Anderson-Darling,
Watson EA%o] i 2t2tel BRT} 903} 05 WSS HEAt. BABE) B2 WIS
o= FHI7|e} FHSA N/nme wote] g A QAIgS 73k

AA Aol A B ot B FHET v 2] 2o EHE pE 3% 5% =2 AAdte] A4
I REo £5 97:39} 95:59] v]&E 13lon, Al F 27 AP (risk)2 AllF 27 AFR
ok e 27] wjoll A1 F L7E&S 5%E A R FNA AFF&o] 60%°]/d<] 7t
T 7% 4 QAT A7 E 60%7HA] FE35171 & sHAlth 919 RjAF g I 73 AE B
E p=0.037} 0.050 wet W2 BEFES W32 90 R4S Wit 95 HEY 52 F 4,13} 4.29]
EEL=
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WA p = 0.03Q & 4.19] AFHE A5 H2}. Cramér-Von Mises W2, Anderson-Darling A%, Wat-
son U*BA % a2 AlF 27&o S71edel ety Agdoz gadith s S0 W2e 3
2 BEI7] N = 1,00004 ANIZE 2F7F80] 10%2 F-F 0.2866, 20%<Q1 B¢ 0.2271, 60%<Q B
0.05992 AgH oz Zadict A3 UPEAZE W2 EA LT FASH AllE 78] Z7Hgel o
gA AP or sty Al 71X SAFEY 2 FE2I7) meEbx 2 Afol7t AT 903} 95
MBS TRT 77} Ao wheba] ZolRth oS Eo] A*SARS A9Rd Fage AlE
28 20%90A4 N = 1,000€ off 1.2675, N = 10,0009 wf 1.25532.2 <7k ZradiA|wt 2 o7} 9l
t} wido] T3 2 A A] 95 MEL 4= ZHz 1.6798, 1.3802E 1 2po|7F 2 AL & 4 Aok we}
A WE S EH PR Hr|Ee 2 e FS ﬁiiﬂ’“ a2 oF gtrt.

p = 0.05¢1 % 4.29] A= p = 0.03¢ Wi E 41904 BAZFG FARE A4S UERA
9 p 03¢ wl Hr} SAHES] Fge I3 WESE Frh o Bo] UPFAHS Avrd
N = 1,00001—’ ANF 2FE0] 30%A B p = 0.034 we] F7F 95 NEHFE= 47 0.04498}
0059491 WHEo] p = 0.052 wle] BFT} 95 WEY 41 Zh7k 0.04587} 0.05722 p = 0.03% wf K}
BAYES Be A0 wens

£ 312 ZET37|9} EFE & LA 2 ¢EZH AAU|EQ vhde) & 413 ¥ 4.2+ EF

tlo ﬂIIO

§ mEa7) 2em AN 25esl NS Eeehs] thEel, % 413} % 429 AR 205t 95 i
A48 A% RAFE 10%8 5%ANN QAGOR 73] 1847 FFA (2008)0)4 A 23k /-8
A48 @ 5 o e Benzs) A8Ne Bes gr. nY A4e A o183 Ahszel 2

3+ =23

717} 5,0000]31 21 Foll A 7] 7H7E 260701 AIE S| E Y FAHEFELS 0.050] TAGO R

=0.0591 & 4.29] N=5,0000] tf& d25 Ev)= 7H4 724 So] AL AN A
51 W2, A%, U A %] 247k 0.12, 0.48, 0.030]2ta 319, W2 B A B & 4.29] 95 WEI$E 7%
o2 ANZE 27& 40%9} 50% Ateld] e vehjuz xﬂl L8 3899 50% 6}01] AR
o] Fddge] Frin Al £ k. 282 A’ UPSAGE 2 ez AlF o7& 38
91 50%3tell A BP9 whdo] Fria WY 4 Qlvh 3 Uk Xﬂd (2008)°] xﬂOPE} 7o
Hl g st AlS e78& A4shd 28371239

2 o
nt[m

£ 4.1 AFEY dL7E I (£FE p=0.03)

237 AlZeRE w? Wio Wis A A0 A%s U? Ubo Uss
1,000 10% 0.2866  0.3524  0.3711 1.9589  2.3972  2.5144 0.0720 0.0883  0.0930
20% 0.2271 0.2803  0.2964 1.2675 1.5803 1.6798  0.0575 0.0706  0.0747
30% 0.1756  0.2190  0.2329  0.8840 1.1206 1.1944  0.0449 0.0559  0.0594
40% 0.1302  0.1651 0.1764  0.6226  0.8060 0.8659  0.0338 0.0425  0.0453
50% 0.0916  0.1196 0.1294 0.4322 0.5758 0.6236  0.0244 0.0315 0.0340
60% 0.0599  0.0828  0.0908 0.2883 0.3995 0.4411 0.0165 0.0224  0.0243
5,000 10% 0.2872  0.3164  0.3249 1.9553  2.1478  2.2051 0.0718  0.0791 0.0813
20% 0.2269  0.2507  0.2575 1.2571 1.3937  1.4361 0.0569  0.0627  0.0645
30% 0.1738 0.1926  0.1980 0.8666  0.9681 1.0001 0.0437  0.0484  0.0498
40% 0.1279  0.1430 0.1479 0.6046  0.6830  0.7070  0.0322 0.0360  0.0372
50% 0.0892 0.1017 0.1056 0.4150 0.4773 0.4968 0.0226 0.0258 0.0267
60% 0.0572  0.0672  0.0702 0.2710 0.3186 0.3328 0.0146 0.0171 0.0179
10,000 10% 0.2872  0.3079  0.3137  2.0237 2.0916  2.1271 0.0718  0.0770  0.0784
20% 0.2268  0.2435  0.2484 1.2553 1.3522 1.3802 0.0568  0.0609  0.0622
30% 0.1737  0.1875 0.1911 0.8652  0.9398  0.9599  0.0435 0.0470  0.0479
40% 0.1277  0.1388  0.1421 0.6028  0.6598  0.6768  0.0321 0.0348  0.0356
50% 0.0888  0.0976  0.1002  0.4124 0.4560 0.4698  0.0223  0.0245 0.0252

60% 0.0570  0.0641  0.0663 0.2694 0.3031 0.3138 0.0144 0.0162 0.0168
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% 4.2 SAZESY FUAE (225 p = 0.05)

237 AlZeRE w? Wio Wis A A0 A%s U? Uo Uss
1,000 10% 0.2993 0.3500 0.3646 2.0402 2.3532 2.4414 0.0749 0.0875 0.0913
20% 0.2371 0.2796 0.2923 1.3180 1.5593 1.6365 0.0596 0.0701 0.0732
30% 0.1811 0.2156 0.2262 0.9067 1.0883 1.1512 0.0458 0.0546 0.0572
40% 0.1337 0.1618 0.1705 0.6356 0.7815 0.8281 0.0341 0.0413 0.0433
50% 0.0935 0.1165 0.1236 0.4378 0.5523 0.5869 0.0242 0.0299 0.0319
60% 0.0605 0.0792 0.0847 0.2892 0.3782 0.4068 0.0160 0.0207 0.0223

5,000 10% 0.2987 0.3214 0.3279 2.0330 2.1733 2.2140 0.0747 0.0804 0.0821
20% 0.2363 0.2553 0.2606 1.3080 1.4162 1.4474 0.0592 0.0638 0.0652
30% 0.1812 0.1964 0.2006 0.9024 0.9840 1.0058 0.0454 0.0492 0.0502
40% 0.1333 0.1456 0.1493 0.6296 0.6925 0.7114 0.0335 0.0366 0.0374
50% 0.0927 0.1028 0.1058 0.4305 0.4801 0.4945 0.0233 0.0258 0.0266
60% 0.0596 0.0676 0.0699 0.2815 0.3284 0.3316 0.0150 0.0171 0.0177
10,000 10% 0.2993 0.3155 0.3202 2.0365 2.1370 2.1652 0.0748 0.0789 0.0800
20% 0.2364 0.2495 0.2534 1.3080 1.3835 1.4053 0.0591 0.0624 0.0634
30% 0.1810 0.1917 0.1948 0.9009 0.9575 0.9748 0.0453 0.0480 0.0487
40% 0.1331 0.1418 0.1443 0.6280 0.6727 0.6857 0.0333 0.0355 0.0361
50% 0.0925 0.0996 0.1016 0.4291 0.4641 0.4744 0.0232 0.0250 0.0255
60% 0.0593 0.0650 0.0666 0.2799 0.3067 0.3150 0.0149 0.0163 0.0168
13 4.1-2 Joseph (2005)9] AR o7 gyl & 3.19] ZF Z AL ‘Satisfactory’ o] k3 43

=

A Agte AA7|EQ F 4.1 F 4.29] 95 WE S 7|EZkolth. ZF 2oA] AL Joseph?] 7)
Fol AT gholx, A2 AT X EAT AL p = 0,033} p — 0.05004 H EALES] 95 W2
A5 vehdch 290dA BEe A 424 AAE Bdr|E2 2T meta ek 2
A R Sy Ee W2EA ] & 310049 SAHT} FAR AHE Foz AT UJr?/}H
A7) AGH I Y& ‘Satisfactory’ ABL ok 60% AR AAE AARATE. WA W2 EAY RS
A3 B Joseph?] 7]&e] o8t Atk &2 0.080]1 FEF 7|7} vl E 22 1,0007] A= Josepho]
71EHT 22 7|FEo] Rty HEIVZE 2 5,000 10,0007]9 A= Josephe] 7]&FH Tt} "LO]-O]:'B]’Q-
etk AEADE Az WiS AT FUST Wl UPEARS Azhe 23 ched ¥
FEI7]AA Josephe] 7|EHTH =2 7|Fo] B83S YERATE p = 0.033 p = 0.057F] %%7]-‘:
9] Apols AFEAN Za FE F7|7t AR wetA F EFENY ARV g Aole A9 ¢l
=3

a9 42 % 3101]/‘1 AAGE FA71EH LEFE met BYAFEE st 42 xEIV|V}
5,000/ €4 weo] & 413 % 4.29 Id|EE 47 A
AZIHL p=0.039 FLE YL & OF2 £ 319 Ar|eoerR
B 9L 7} A 59 Satisfactory2} Very Strongol| 3i eference line) 2.2 ERY
1, £ 415} & 4.2004 73 7t SAZY HaH 95 HEAFE AT 78 upet Zh2 A4 A
Aoz epfgdeh 28 4.2004 B AAY 2FE p = 0.037} 0.059] AL W2, A2, U2EA
-&3he F49 FelE B8l & 413 & 4.29] AFR7}L FARITH: AE EAE 5

£ Cramér-Von Mises W?22] A3E AHH A} F 3.19)A] Satisfactory 2} Very Strongdlths= €]
S 718 of W2EA DS 0.08037} 0.2222 Alo]o] Zke 7HAth o] A= % 413 F 4. 201]/“1 a8
W2E741%k31 Bl @ AMF 278 20%2F 50% Ao} groll -3k, 95 MEA s+ Al

£ 25%9F 55% Atel9] groll th-g-dth. 2R E W2FAIFe] 0.0803 ©] 4] %ka ﬂﬂv}u A
%% 55% oo me RIS 714 & fler, 0.08033 0.2222 Atel9] e 7RI, Al
1% 278 25% ~ 55% A=A ARIEL 7148 5= Atk nprixz A% AxE Avrd,

2.
m"JEL
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Abstract

Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) statistic has been widely used for testing homogene-
ity of two distributions in the credit rating models. Joseph (2005) used K-S statistic
to obtain validation criteria which is most well-known. There are other homogeneity
test statistics such as the Cramer-von Mises, Anderson-Darling, and Watson statistics.
In this paper, these statistics are introduced and applied to obtain criterion of these
statistics by extending Joseph (2005)’s work. Another set of alternative criterion is
suggested according to various sample sizes, type Il error rates, and the ratios of bads
and goods by using the simulated data under the similar situation as real credit rating
data. We compare and explore among Joseph’s criteria and two sets of the proposed

criterion and discuss their applications.

Keywords: Credit rating model, discriminatory power, distribution function, nonpara-

metric, validation.
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