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2 =edME SERE 484 AR 4e F EIY F ok R A2 #EH
THE W LEFEE] ENAY g8 AbHel AR £F 2T + UAES Ad
e AANE ZAsAT AR LEFEES HEA7) A% BEdHgse) gA
Ae RAEH(bootstrap) 71 & W Tl HEAA Addt B =FoA A" @y
€ 23 A 243 7HAQo] gleng o= EX¥ox HErtsEe, Zido] AFE
X, AT EE, ojAgH A5y eyt EHE £XY B BAUYE $5o 1 4
o AE FFE FA

oo

1. A&

T 23 de 2HAQA B EF A (discriminant and/or classification analysis)¥ g &
& F2 F 239 GEUEHFEY HEd AT BAFPFE FARG. o) vLd 2
A% BF P(classification rule)& %2 ¥ & & (total probability of misclassification) && &
L &4l &(total cost of misclassification)}® HABXAZTE  ouldA  HH(optimal)o) Tt
(Welch,1939; Anderson,1984). S E8U=gTEL ATETE 7148 UAd ¥45 grogxr
B FA3d M2 #AZAE EF37) 97 BEdSFE FAHSE AL 24y Hzuy
(parametric approaches)®]2} ¥t} Fisher(1936) ¥ 23 e TEA 3do] Mz o= 714
stoll A} H Y w4 < (lenear discriminant function)& W X & #<tatecl. £ Anderson(1958)3
John(1960,1963)& 7HHF Aol o AIENHNE nestdrt. T FEA o] M2 g
Bl olxWd S (quadratic  discriminant  function)7} A <) 2 oH(Seber,1984,p297;
Anderson,1984,p235).

B AWy et FEUEE5Y Pejol i Ars A w, 222y nES
A WE4 3 (nonparametric density estimation)oll 9J3te] A 159 AL ISE 2435
o #EHE FA%E ¥EFH AW (nonparametric approaches)©l 1tHHand,1982). Remme,
Habbema, and Hermans (1980)& R®IE43 @izt A3 wie o 2do AHE3io #Ad
S ol &% HEFAH YRl HMH X HAH Jte AFHE Yedga 9y

WL 2R 7 GEUESF L2 FAHE Bddo] AR cuo am AL o
2 A2 BEFAE F 2D F9 & ZhG 42 £t EHI o) o YAR ¢ = B
T A7) EdoaNY BEXt 32 EolY LEFH LS o8 ALY ojHY FA

Dol =& 193dE dddista S&dFulo ojste] ALHUEL.
2) (500-757) #F3HA BT 8%F Aoz FA s,
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FU e F71x L £ # 88 E(misclassification probabilities)o] A8 e}, wrek Fr71x] Q&
H4EE FANA oL st UeEYG BN A FdHez u$ Fa3F ouE A o,
LEFEES A AR FEUE FA DHAAE & AE QAAIE 2GS0} ). @
Wuigrl ey AFEEE =23 2ATEA o]l FAdIF B$ Anderson(1973)3}
Kanazawa(1979)= A LEFIRE S HFAIE YAANE AL F A=EE B 39 A
SEXE =89 29 Baek, Gray and Woodward(1993)0ll &JaiA AFEE o]9] 9] 499
243 £33 d3idE QEFEHEES 2AY F A R2EYS L3 EFEel AL

2 439 BEXE 23D £ Yo did R} Qe AE NESFH FELIEHS 3499
HE o] 83t B4 LEFIES E4AIL 93t FEUF FA 23 $ e By L A
t=d Qo F SEUEYTES Ad 3 H(kernel smoothing technique)dll &3t A H T,
olgA FHE F FELEFITY vled dstd] REEHE Bt YAAE FA}A €
GZAHAME AdE o83t BHALE FHse HAAE =% F Wi Fgs R2EHES A
£t LEFHES Y F UT YAAE AA9A HAAINS/IE A3, A 3L E AF
oA A<t WHE MK 7S HEE Aolg. AA n4AH BPAENAAM E) A AT
EEE o] 83t AgE vESFH o] ng LAY LEFHE 2AEIEX Hrtx] FE2A
7o} mel BAR, o2 B4 BHEMS H 37 2AFE A2 2HSGEEV o
437t & E(lognormal distribution)¥ wWs} o] ¥ 3 ALY THEXY o, ALY ¥ EFH
He] A%5E 4 92l F45n, FAYE FAZ. nxgoez ) 4™ HEE 7|&F
t}.
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2. RAERS o4 AYWEEA

{ X, Xz, Xn}, ([ Y,Y2,Ym}ol 22 233G 1} 1,248 F5¢ FEEYd 4§ A28
A Z7F moll 3R o &3eXNE AAHINE Zo A EHEAE nedx, 2id
ne $EUEUTE A, B 19 FEAEUFE L2 ¥ o, AdUHA HHIEE(FLE
FEHE £ FLEFULY Hasl ) Q% ER7/EL F SEUEHEST v 3 A
A, & M2 BFx Z o dstdo,

fi( Z)
w2 > c §))]

ojd, Z& modl ¥t Ao}

A o3 BAE EFZIEE Z7F £ F de F M IY@region), RiF R:2 vebd
T At &, Ri=1 Z : i(Z)/A(Z)>c), Re=1{Z : i(Z)/R(Z)Sc ) olt}. ol SE& F
M 2FE 98 F ded, MAe Zem ddx BFn Zen, B3 AR BHIGE Ao
a2, YHAE  ZemnPdE Zemeold AE ERHIde Aotk Az ¥ FEEL

——

P(2ll)=fmf1( 2)dz 9 P(1l2)=fsz( Z)d7Z otk vt o] S1x 2F F ol @A}
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TG ol viste] EMAA wl Fad uE 1A W, 2 FLY LERNES 2N} 4
e FERE A 2AY YAt Atk AEEW ol AW AW et oAb B}
2 A FHLE BTHD 23XYTGD HE VY FES A0 AY 220z x4y
2YNY § Ax BEAL Y Aol

21 Ad& ol &3 BEEgs 34

WA Dol bt Qe FEAEYS £ i-12 o dstd FEES} 2L 24 sjye A}
$A ¥ Ex RRARNE o83 fF FAsE AL MESH YLy 2FYola o}
(Silverman,1986). ¥I2% AEgs FRFPYE A2)7tx7k Ao (kernel, splines, orthogonal
series estimator) & Q7oA & 714 ol 2ol Hduy e ALgst9c)

EUF X9 JEUEYS M0 EANE W, X=x N9 BEYEYS 2, A0S 23
71998 EE | X1, Xz, X0 | & AFEVTT Sl AYEARYE 2 BEH X, So] x2 HH
A e A g 243 f0E Fahsd FUL g, oyd 2 B2 ¥
=& PFPORN Ax)E AsE wdolth FAHer

Ny hye L S X=X
fxim)= nh,Z;K( 7).

olth. AZIA K(E dA Yoo FEATHFEA 7'd(kernel)o] 2} Eego, he P g
3-8t Y Y24 (smoothing parameter,bandwidth) 24 n —ooo] wWa} A 9} nh—o & &
@t F2 wol ol85E ALEZANE Epanechnikov AY K(w)=(3/4)1-u9, lul <1 ¢

Gaussian A'd K(u)'(1/\/_7_t)e'“/2’“2 —oly<o Fo| k. fxh) 9 d ] 4 (consistency) 3
H<A A 7F/3 (asymptotic normality)& Parzen(1962)el] ] &) A THHARD ARV JANYy
258 FAse PPoRe ALAFIAEGA P (least squares cross validation; Rudemo,
1982, Bowman, 1984), W mAtelFA  w(biased cross validation), H ¥ IElGA  wy
(smoothed cross validation), ™8 (plug-in method) So] $.on Park(1991), Cao, Cuevas and
Manteiga(1994)e] & Helso] Ao}k & AFNME HAANFLIEGDY wye o]-§3t9 H=Hy
BETE FH3

AR L thF GEUTIE Agr5sth XiEol pAY 948 BEASAY X= o
M) fx)s them o] 2@

ey =—L Sy 2 XKiy @

1
nh? !
714 Ki()¥ pak¥l #'d(p-dimensional kernel) °]t}. g Ad “?‘237"}5“ W3k ded g2
< Cacoullos(1966)9) = )9} it}

M2E HZA 27 Z=z 2 BEINE W VU T(2)=f(2)/f(2) § 2Q57198h0] =
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A i)} ()& ALFEEE H &3 & 2ol FHI

4 . _ 1 L -Xi
fl( thl)- nhl ;K( Zhl ) ,

B T(z)d dE 2ANE A(z:h)T fol k) o WS2A O3t 2o,

7 [1( z3h1)
)= Fal 23h2) ®

22 R22ER 9% JAA 2A

gae dg 2327 99 2ol FAAY zol WP EHFARE ©eH o oW 45
o gt T(z) > c ol¥ zemod EF3x, 13A ¢god zenz EFI ™
ZEMYAE BT8T zE€mn X EFT LEFAE PQDE vE P(T(z2)Sclzem)
olt}. wRFXNZ P(112) = P(T(z)>clz€ny) AL & & Atk guz zemd H&
T(2)9) £¥ul gtd f8tes £59) 28 F & dgste & 2AY F Ao fEd o
# oue REH sAS X FYomE T(d o A2W 2EE TiE Ae T ¥
A= T(2)o] Be $¥3 225 99 (Efon 1979, 1982)0] o)8) SA¥ o2 Fake] 9
e FE9 g—‘f’—%z}g% 94 ¢ de B9 A cF S ol AT
zASAE QBE 880 P(2)o)a o]AL a (0<a<1)E mAstelxn gk P(2l)=a &
BEa= .JﬂlZl ot WA MEHH 22Y RAEY FRES o83 zem Asie Ad
BEEAZ T(2)=h(z:h)/flz;h) & 2EF SAHCE 233n, 2 F3E $XZ Y
AR Yt 3G B¥ fiegRyH z9 A7) nd SHIEE FE33, & ZIGEE LE

g 27 mQ EYFEL 2589 Adwd SAF T(2FL AdstE 2L o9 wEgo
Z2M zemstlAe Ad BEEAF EXE IA¥oz 7 & A& otk B X fE9
Hejol g BRI = APolng Sy SHERES 7 EXERH *g*éz} FE AR
olxje] BX fo tid FRE Fnde FEFE ([ X1, XXl F { Y, Y2, Y} 228H
Ztzh B2 MtE &4 M de R2EY FEE FEYOEHN I7oR '?_5}“ STHEE

2 BT 4 AAT. A Ve RAED PYE B4A AR AA%E FAE Yot 4
A ERol UEh} 9N @E BEAE A3 R2EY BEe THHA wAH vk A4 ER
ol d2Y FZE AT A= AL 2% ATY 727 AL AML AYE WA €
o} Silverman(1986)& ol2}@ ©@d& FEa7|98 ANELE ol A FEUEYS f
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of d¥ MEFAH FH4X fE Fod RETZE ot £ FEREH RAEYPY 3 SYRR
& FESESF ALeArh ¥l S(nonnegative)d) HA'd KE o] 884 AEH5E 345t SYx
2e gux & o, AAZ [E A4 U2 glon 2L J5ANE RAEY BREIZW
Pe 933 2o FEFE X1, X2, Xa | LEXE YRS AE o433 Ad KIZ ALe3
o 7] nA R2EYFE | X1, Xz Xn ) & F2E8E AE OG89 2o

(i) (12 n} 2258 F29 54 35 98 [ & A4,
(i) 8IS KZH¥EH G5 ¢ 24,
(i) X" = X5+ he.

(iv) (i) - ()& ndH ¥HE,

AA) FR (X, X2..Xn} F (Y1,Y2..Vm) 2HH 919 Aol me} 2z RrEy g2
{X1,X2,...Xn 1} T {YLY2.. YW} & FAIL, z, {X,X2..,Xa}, {Y,Y2..Ym} tjal z+zt
(net, AXLX2,.,X0),  (YLYZ.Y0)& 288l 4 (302 RE R2EY FR gy T(z2)
g AR ole T o Ersta @ AE SUHoR B B upi T 5 AN
d (TL75.. T3} 8 QA =0, o3 ol&ad zemd wWe T(2)9 ¥¥s ages

¢ 5 Atk FAHez @A (T17T3..THe 284 o WL (ath empirical quantile),

ca® n# me] & Foli Bowold zem UYe] T(2z)9 AP o WEYSE cof AL
(REEQS HEAAA dig ZAto] &L Bickel and Freedman(1981) &%) 28juz ZAPH o
2 FHN caE 088 zE& BFIL F T(z)>ci oW 285 m 22 BEFsA o0 o] A
e LEF &8 PQ2l)=a & ZAHOEZ FE AT}

PREF U R2EY 2 P Mg

WIRS ZE 3 Par} o4y, Ay, T ol 4UH ALY ERYoRA, ivM 2AY
of e FEUERS Fe FBAFYS £ T WEY, i=], 2. A¥A} $UA RGO RY
2zt 2of o WEEE | XoXo, Xl B 1 Y1,V V) o BEEUGT s o3
¢ FolT $Eo) RRo] BHEHE YDA ¥ © ggel Arkx IwHA B gl nnzs}oq
7zt & AFlM AN R2EPL ol §8 AdBEAYE ALV MsN A 2T qEe
of dated A S LEFVEL YHY F ALS A ®oh wEAS Z7} gz
MEY wWolE D Ade olf, stk RAEQ Gy o8 e ERUEL 2HY £ A
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e

o A deokg 9jd AWFA FLE ¥4 ZAHdEE FH}A

i)

31 FEEAE 7IN F A9 AHEE 2}

% 23dol Zz FFLEE Nuod) st Naod) & dedz & o fitiu,ohe
ACmz,09) 8 Ztzte) gz dsan sz W of=ei=¢® ol@ WEY Al zu,0%Y
£ zmg,0%) o) vlAel B py, po, 67 o dE FHAES NYFEEN 25 i wiE
A wyF 3Q Anderson® W FAFES dA 9 F A wed A FHZAe 47

'X=§X.~/n, ?=§miy,~/m ol S%=g<xi-})2/(n-1), S%=§;(Y,--?)2/<m—1) olgt W %

Q 2a ol gE F2ANE Si=((n-1)SI+(m-1SH/(n+m-2) olth, watx ddFA AS$
Anderson ¢ W EAZFL

[ z-(1I2(X+) 1 (X-Y)
S

W =

o
]Ic:l]-—.% ZA 1A e LEFEAF P21 24 Folel & Anderson(1973)S zem g
A2 W H2H AFEEES fEsd 2R 2AY AN W.s AU
D=Y (X-1)SZ olix N(O,1)8} FAHEEZSF () ol tated d(up)=a2 aBEAF uool o
8] EEA7) nm o] 283 29 AwBA F$

We = D[ % Dru | ks gor (1o | |

olt}, Kanazawa(1979)& tt& 243 #dEAF &Rl Johndl Z A F ddld AAl 2 &
FAES AT F AEE A JAAE A

DHEAZ] HIEEE FE3A FBME 220 7j&d uigpgo] AGIAEHTFAA 93
BHEAZ T(2)9 YAXNE R2ER g8 A2 44T = gk A 39 FAF
Ti2)& AR E  filz:h)e Aol Adsojol &m oF N fEHE
EpanechnikovAd ¥ HAAFuzxetFAdl sy ZAAY HH HIEFLE APR3IACT EE
[ X1, X2, Xa )}, (Y, YoV} 028 24z 2 BES FE2E8 o AEE 74
Epanechnikov 71d¢l 7% 229 REA2EJYFE F5HA (ii)F S o] vuny AG3A
Y& 4 A} (Devroye and Gyoérfi, 1985.)

(i) FLEECLDEREH MM 3¢ uy, uz, usE LAANYN F, 9 Juzl 2 luzl ol3
lusl 2 lurl ol e=u & &3, 2132 %o e=u; & %t}
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EY 5 EE9 V7t AW FEAHELZ ZYU £¥9) HEL 2 4 Jonz MAYHE
XEEY HEE BSERN FUY A 1A, A 23 A5 S FEE RAEY TR 228 4 9
o ol EAMME DA (i)g

(i)’ X' = X + (X;- X + he)/(1 + hP%l/St)2

2.2 diAsopsied, o] W Xeb Sie Ztzt BEgEo) FF B4loln, o= Ad Ko Habol
o},

FAR £& ad Hatd FAF Wt T & 25 22t SAY YAN We, oot &4 Al
e W, ZID mes ERE NEZE BEXE 2IY 3 AR EHY oHsuse 27
Pw(2ll), Pr2lDolgt stah waty Py(21)=P(WSWadn)ol® P (21)=P(T<cing) o
. o)Al FAEANE 7HA FAY AFEE 2Pd dstd Pu(2i)3 P(2]1)0] na A
0% LEREE o«=PQ2D o HA el 77tex] R AYE EHA HAE w2 o)

N(uy,o}) & N(uz0%) 2R SEEE {2, XaXoo-Xa) M 3 [(YoVo-Ym)M &
¥ o) =0, of=03=1 & A AUR 47X G A9 w=1,2,3 & A 28t
zZtztel i=12M O st (| 2z, X0, X X} B3 [ Y Yo, Yim } & AF23S A%
Wb Te A% gt Wik T.8 94 78 & 2252 249 o d&ats 2Hztel YA
Wi, st Mmgtch olw) W& #4b3l7] $18te] B=4997)e] RAE FRo] A& EUL} o]
A B MA Ao g 2zte) FAF o] 259 YAXNET ALY 2L A9 e
EZX4 PwZID3 Pr(2ADE FAFC w2ty Pe(2D3 P2D)e gy 24x= 2z}

M Py M - -
Pw(2l1) = 'Z;I(W;SW.u)/M, P7(2|1)=§1(?;Scm)/M ojlw, ojm [ AFg$E

(indicator ~ function)olth,  Pw(21)& W&ol dia FAXo|mz 3o FEUAE

\Iﬁw(2ll)(1-ﬁw(2ll))/ﬂl 2 348 4+ At P (2D U3 FEHA A wstA 27
T Atk E 19 M FRAE «=005 M=1000¥ o 242 AHEAZT Wel ¥ REAEPRE o
S HEZTH A BREALT T o]8% A ovxsIdIT o3t FAXY 2R FEFHUA
of d# FAA 7] de BRI wat AMHY Atk FEAYI} n=m=75, n=m=100,
n=m=200 | F$ BF R2EYPo] o3 AQuEENMYo] B4y wye Hste Ealgle] B
E 2EFYE =005 & 2AHOE YAsy e & & Qo
OEozE P(2R) 8 Wb Tol distd mms) ¥ P2I2)E moA U4e g2 B3
7h 22 gutEA ¥FE P EFEE(correct classification probability)o]t}h. <rel A 1A% e
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2te) ®2 up ol u 038 ASEE BEEE (X Xo, Xl M Lz YiYe, Y b0
2 7+7 N(uyod), N(ip0)) S2%E 223tk Pw(22)sh P (220 dd 242 Pw(212)
P22 Pw2Dg Pp2)€ 2= 9z 2e& wHez Add ot a=005,
n=m=200, M=1000, B=499 o oistd BEFEE e FHXNEe F 19 FUA F L
gsglon n7b mold del "ol A4S Pw(22)st P y(212)7F IR EA medl &
A= M2 B2 25 mE AYEA EFEL dehdd we=12 39 BS 2§
Pw(212)9t P (212)7} M2 w3 gg woFy ol 244 X9 Pejo et ArE A
8 o) @atx ¢e HESH EFUyo) EE A$ EFAH Wy vist] JeddA s

R geE BAE

#£1 SEFTE PQ2A1=005 o AP FAXN} FLFAE PQAR)A AP FHA.

1D
1 2 3
n=m=75
. 0.054 0.045 0.045
A 0.051 0.044 0.044
n=m = 100
~ 0.061 0.062 0.035
Pw(2]1) ( 0.008 ) ( 0.008 ) ( 0.007)
- 0.095 0.059 0.048
P (21D ( 0.007 ) ( 0.007 ) ( 0.007)
n=m = 200
~ 0.046 0.050 0.053
P w(2{1) ( 0.007 ) ( 0.007 ) ( 0.007)
A 0.052 0.096 0.052
P (21D ( 0.007 ) ( 0007 ) ( 0.007 )
n=m = 200
~ 0.253 0.658 0.909
P w(2I2) ( 0.014) ( 0.015) ( 0.009)
~ 0.252 0.655 0.904
P x(22) ( 0.014 ) ( 0.015 ) ( 0.009 )

32 F/9 dEATEE 2y

#AR BREA0 HEsE ¥ EYQ ARt Bie] BYHEA 21X FEXT) FFEE
g gz geod FFRE AP fEY 24H wEE ERIWES 2 Afge) B

a
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g & gtol] itk AFEEE GEAYE 2D BEEA I BEI A Ho|X Xt FHo
7140l 2E¥Q dFAFEEY o A Ad AEFFFA g BT R2EY $HE
Hgsle] QEFEES ZAY F AeA g, £33 £39 7o AErt 28 AEA %S 4%
A w25 Wiy Anderson BEES o FAHY dAXE AL ATE I 2o Hd¥HE
B8t wjwdtz g

Ade o) &std AME X=x M DEFF F4A foE X=x Z2H¥H JPEF h o
o £% BEx X; 9 x99 AolEo diF IdF stFHTA eI ek FAY AE EZE xd
Mol A5y FAX 0 HEgdtd AAxe xdME 74 @S5 Eo] GriE Ao}l jEF F
AANE @7 e ety FEATFEES) Zo] 71gofn £¥J AS dx7t & oAM= #H
& hE, 22 FAANE HuHoz & hE LI VEEFE FAHE AIAIFAWY
(adaptive kernel estimation method: Silverman,1986) ©] ul&3astrt FEIXE [ X1, X2, Xn |
g o] &3t X=xolM9 WEFFFAHE AT kA AZFALFAYY L & 2o

(v) BE i=12,-n of d&td AX)>0& TEH3E duZFA A (pilot estimate) fix)E T8
o},

(vi) AX)N9 71887 gt & o (&, logg=(1/n)2log X)), FAHTEZF2 (local
bandwidth factor) ME L = [ f(X)/gt ™® 2 Aargth o] wf aE WZTSF (sensitivity

parameter) 24 0<a<1 o|t}
(vii) ALAYEAHA Ax)e Ax) = (l/n)il(l/(h)»i))Kl (x- X))} 2 Aejgrct o] o
Ky Adgselar he JarFol,

Breiman, Meisel and Purcell (1977) 3 Abramson(1982)cl 21&3 H3AIDFHYYL Au|F:F
Ao e APetA gfong A7re] @Wo|l 2asE EAEIFAHF 2 W 9 AME Y
22 quEAANE AMste ARds FnE F(reference  distribution)F&  ©] &34
(Silverman, 1986) +a3 A4td 4 Atk HEALFA T YL ANPEF gho] veF a=0 ¥
9% HIRF hE AMEEE AYFAYHEY 2AHD, a7t 245 ASALFAEHLE 9y
ZANES] Wste] PIRHA wrgsiA Ak a=1/2 o UNARFE ALSIE o dAE wEHg ¢
 ALFAANE A& F den oo digh ol& @ AAAH ZHE Abramson(1982)e ekt

ANA 2P mo] dFEFFEE LOGN(e®) & meE3n F¥4 239 mE mo2X
uHE (u>0) olFsly FUsA ¥ vz 2 F A FEFIUEISF i LT
xemol Wdted  filxmo?) = (1/(xov2m)exp | ~(Inx-w)%/20% }, 0<x<® oln], y€ny o o

3 fHlyno?) = (1/((v-wov2m)exp | —In(y-u)-w)?/20%}, u<y<woolt} mFghe] A
TEZI ojd HFAFEEE as AdE RAEYL o83l Ad AdYe LEFIAE
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€ ZAY & YL V7] 3] 3144 YD uks} o] £ L2 HE Zz BY FE
¢ dYd &3 PL2)e 7 ¥ AN LEFHE oo THHEA YA =P B
4P FREEL o839 Anderson FAF W9 Pl tid FHA Pw(2)E Asz
Pr2nst  Hawt fAeno)ZEH ( ziXaXe o Xet 18 Alyune?) 25E
(Y, Y, YVin } 1€ 3280} ol u=0, ¢°=(05)°8 7H4adxn us u=05 10, 15, 20
& A3, =12, M of dstd | zi,Xa,Xe, o Xan 3 (Yo, Ve, Ve | & AME3HSY
Ad WY BAF Tl zo=flz)/f(zi) & AR o o) ddg HeAIEAPHLS H g3t
o [i% & FEh old H$AYFHuEY DA (v)dH FRETE o] gt ou) X
& TE 9, A=min(EFARAEAS/134 3 3R 0 9% PYRF A
h=094An""" 2 (o] W n& HE Av|ojth) AMSQLH, o|FA AMY A t-2E, dSATF

T EFAHAAEES HATERLSY AxFdsrFAHo H EscHSilverman, 1984, ppd5-48.) ©A
(vi)e] 9IRS as a=1/2 ©] AFLEHAT GA (viddA H LY HERFE= Ao dekg 9

3 DA(VINN FHA gt a2 o] gtk o1FA AN T.9 @) Y RAEY
AAA cWE BAS7] A8 229 A (i) - (v)E Wl R2EY FEL BA F&80. 22
4 2Egs FA0] AIAGFAEYA "t P ong (2 BSA vttt G E FFESE A7)
AHEE), 2.29) A ) &

(i)' X = X; + hhge

o2 dixsejer ¥k 2z FEoZ RE oA F2dY R2EY EEL (2§, XX
Xt F1, A Y Y YVim b 21 2 2t 329 22E3 RS o] FEHY 7 g
¥EHL 23 U ﬂolu:c: AA HeAGFPYHA o 7 RAEY FE oz Y
FRAA flzi), fzi) & ANS T BASSE 2482 T = hlzi) flz) & Fa
ol R2EY HE zZt FZAd Y FEALEHYHY JYRSE RAEY FEREES
(i)' 9 2ol 2% o4 Erpr SYHoz A4 "agdel X'& FAsE X0 g
g 2dE ARgsd "ok 29 1 e n=m=400 o LEIFEEL filxu=0,0=(05)HH
Alyu=1540=0,0°=(05)%) 248 S¥xoz 228 £ 77 (047 (15 55U 2z &3
200709 A x, y HEN F HEALEFALY 3 A=Fg5FHA f, f =, 4 &
EREEE ¥H 3% F2EY RSO dsta 99 FYES A E HE8d Ade 2
F FAA fi, £ 8ol AQY AEESE £, f£2 & ¥4 28A Ak n=m=4009) hEEo|n

4 e
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2 j=1, 20| A& fi= g wsse] B8 OF 2% fo] E¥XEMNS & gHsT )
e A F R XoXe, X d, (Yo Yo, - Ym) o @ Adaasazs 7=/

o AAA cht BY FEE R2EY FEol A AME ( T1T5Tsl e 494 o W
e 239

N
) —_— f1(x) and f2(y)
. I,-»‘-\ -—- f1(x) and f2(y)
I~ < Hx) and #2(y)
© \
o
B ]
Q
<
o
o
o T ) L] T T T
0 1 2 3 4 5
X,y

Y L USRS filn), LG HEALZ ALY g% AEHS2HR) filx),
B(y), 1813 R2EJR R g AEHL2YA f(x), B

P23 Pw(2)g 3104 2ol SAZ T 3 Wol s M¥ A3 2RERS )
2 EAE, 1Y 2¥FEEPQ2D=a o B¥ Zze X} sz a=05 M=1000,
B=499 A z} FAF it LEFAE FAHNESo] u=05 10, 15 20 o tsty ¥ 29
HEFE derd dch A uel  distd P (201)=0.044, 0059 ,0052, 0.050 ©.2A
Ho: Pr(2)=a & 71248 + glon] wety AdHESAT To o5t Yst= 988
P2ID=a 7} @45At2 & 4§ gt} v Anderson EAF WE u = 05 1.0, 20 9 #

Pw(2l1) = 0.068, 0064, 0073 224 Z = | (Pw(21)-)/"a(1-0)/1000 |>196 olug
A& 5%3ANAM Ho : Pw(2l)=a & 71Ztet}h. Tol o8l zen: 9 z5 1,2 ulzA 28
BEFEE die 4% P p202)7 ¥ 29 WE R Aol gt mrt mow By 9

L]

o
3

o



260 WA

2 "old Ae+s wiEA BRIE ¢ 5 AT

M

E 2 dEAFET 240Y W SEREE PQRD=005 o A
23 AEFEE PR B F4X

u
05 1.0 15 2.0
P (o) 0.044 0.059 0.052 0.050
T ( 0.006 ) ( 0.007 ) ( 0.007 ) ( 0.007 )
5 o) 0.068 0.064 0.055 0.073
v ( 0.008 ) ( 0.008) ( 0.007 ) ( 0.008 )
5. (22) 0.097 0.300 0.700 0.979
T ( 0.009 ) ( 0.014 ) ( 0.014 ) (0005) |

33 o)Aty 3} A%y W Y

=l = 3 o WHWFYHQA ASrt ¥ol

=3 °]7<12c? &f\“i“;-’i"ﬂ ]1‘,""6"171"} ole s ALy WEge TP AAE HEFHA A
g Mo &3 Aed F ok

Aitchison and A1tken(1976)3 Z} axw%r 0 2L 1 g e ¥ o]XA s (multivariate
binary data)el W&t 1 &F 2 238 4 gle AL ANk Aozt kd thaF o)
AAguE e BxEe 2509 5@ s A FEEA Ve |} gtef #EHW
7} 1001491 AS-oEe BEARY 7t obF BAEL o8 5 A Ao g &F
NAARZFNA HASE HLE AYHE HFFAAA A Axd 71 Ut
za1ge) 27+ 101158 B & w, B £% BZANELT FUPORA X
oo A7 W VEE AL ol&std FANA E€9. B ko 2=l b oM
X X; o dstad d(X, X)= (X-X)'( X-Xi) & RAogstd d( X, X) & X Xid d3H
= 9AE FoA XA e AEY AFEE ¢ T+ 9lt}. Aitchison and Aitken (1976)&
12<0€18 BEFE Aol d3ly O3y e Ad K& A X &2t

Ko XIXh) = MK aXX oy XX (4)

1

SEFEE | Xy, Xz, Xn ) o BEFZ B'S 710 EX pEPdH FEFHUAGYE X=x o A 2]
poll ¥ Ad F4x pe
plx) = (l/n)ZKz(xlX;:X)
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2 AtEo o] ) Az HE¥ESo|n HIHPEF eI ABERYH A E FAY § Y=
MoRE pi(XNE XiE ANY A71AY 432 @ d Tlogp( X)E HUBA7E 1S
e Huatetd A ¥ (maximum likelihood cross-validation method)o] o] 2¢lt}.

olAtgRl FHFYEHE A kN oY oML ER EY 25 SYAHQ ke
£8 WFEE FAHY EYY #34EE . & 289y Xd sty
X =(Xy, X2) °19 °] W X12 ki/l9 oW WMEER o]FolA kyx1 HMEo)n, X,=
ke7lel A&5Y WMEER o]Fo kyx1 WHolt}h E3Y BSUH FTE ( X, Xz, Xn } 0
EHGoR RE FEHUT 29 LEIFE AXF g gty A BEx X
X =(Xy, Xa) ol8 Xyt kixl oz w4 WEoln XpuE kox] 43 W wEo)
ot A (2) o AFEE T E A K3 4 (4 2 A o4y e o Ad K& A%
st bt o] EFARY VEFFFAL A3 AdEe Fs £ o}

Ka( XIXidh) = ) Qa0 gy dxix Kl(%ﬁ)m“. )

rir

mety X=x of U@ VEHE E2HAE Kxhh) = (1/n)§K3<x|xi;x,h) 2 Axgy.

EFE A8 ZAS AdBdAo) R2EY uhie HEstad B CEFREL YAE
ot JEFEES FAHNBOZAN 7d BHEA QEFTF U3 LAEN WY E
BAE AAH B2 3k WE2FOEE Bernoulli(p)E Wi oAt wol 19 =g

AFEENWNE BEE A%y UEE o)fo)d 88 AES /ARG moziy 239
GEEEL | X7 =(XuX2) V1 ol mERH 3&d FEFEL  (YY =(Y,,V) 7
o] #&5Aow ol Xy ~ Bernoulli{p:1), Yi ~ Bernoulli(ps), Xoi ~ N(u,0}) , Yo ~
N(uz,03) olth wats M2 B33 z=(z1,z2) o W3 4 (59 A K38 o] &3 Ad w
A FAXE

]«_l( Z;X] hl) (l/nhl)i:ilxlh(zrz\'l.)z(l_Xl) (z1-Xu)? K(( ZZ-XZ‘-)/hl)

T(z) = (6)

flzdohy) (1/mhz) S (1-0) S K(( 2= /ho)
o|t},

HA ZEXEFEEC] a=P(211)=005 4o 9] AdHEA o] RAEY e Hgsid 7
T AAA caE FASY O3 BEE LEFUEL YAHY 5 A=A A7) YW p1=03,
=0, of=03=1, n=m=150 & 7FAsAR, we=1, 2 I pz=05, 07, 09 < A ztz} ou
FEEE FA3AAT A 6 o AdAEAL T o oAy B did FIESE LI A=
He-mztetgdwygel 23t AR A4y Ao U YRS g ks HAAFTIA
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B3dwio] H&sUen AHg® 71'd& Epanechnik- ov 71}t
AAA HAHE AT F2EY B2 FEL A5 @7 dHAME 22 9 @4 (i), (v)e 31
o] @A (i), Gii)'ol HE&HAG. o4y W iy R2EJY F5L 229 94 (i) - ()
€ measd 94 (D% (iDe ©9&3d o] fAl zEHolop Frh. me oAy FEE
{ X1, X2, X1 ) 9 @ #3x Xyl d$sts B2 #3xE X'& 32 Xye o)Az

BolmE X' A o)A g ZhAel &n, X'o Xyol W¥ AdESEE e=1-(X'-Xuw)’ 2
Q.
T =

Ko( X 1X1ihy) = ALTOEE (o)) d@xw

1-(X"-x% (X" -Xx10°
xl u (l_xl) 17

M-t

o}g o 4 9t} wald $99 Ko= Bernoulli(h;) £X¥ 9 &FAGssolt) & = 1-(X - Xy)?
02 HE =0 @ X' =1-Xy o2 £=1 «@X' =X 4 & F o2 Bernoulli(hM)LE
2y 229 359 ¢ 2 ¥ X'& oy go] ALY £ Q)

(i1)” Bernoulli{th) 2.2 ¥ Y £ LA,
(i)™ X. = Xye + (1"X11)(1—8),

npe] oA EE Y,V Yilol e BAEY EEE Luld A8 ALgsia $19 Az
of wat $LA F2gch

{ X1, X2, Xn} 228 F2d 37 n+l1Q EFY BR2EY FEL | 27, X1, X3, X }
B #%  (Y,Y2Yml 22%H F%" R2El EEL | YLV Ymld sk
(2, XL X5 Xal b {YLY5Yn!E 4 O ddstd $AF e AN o F
B=4993] w¥stel  JAA & AP AAWL  EE { 2, X1, X2, Xa ) &
(Y1,Yo Ym} €& 22 m3 1,2 $E M=10008) SQHo2 2230 2 2o gjg 4
©e FALF gol Y AAN i B FAY e HEEA FAHY, LEFYE
a = P(21) = 005 o ti@ FFASo] F 3 o Utk me Z5EFH O e FE 1
of datd LEFHVE FAHA P2AD7 FAFE 005 SN EF ZHEFUE
a =005 3} oEx gos AL AR F YAk zen, I W YEFHE PR WY F
AR P (22)7F 29 20 veslnh np9) A5E ®we] FF wrb ;e a9 FF e
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P dold4E, E¥ pt ;i Bl HESS ALRLEL /9T adY M9 A&3
EE7h me) A4Y £E} TR BAW A (1,=30) AT pp RE 18 B JPe wx

¥ee ¢+ Aok

X3 EYY A8Y W LEFHE P = 005 o g FAHX

PN D2
P (2[1)
05 0.7 0.9
iae1 0.054 0.058 0.054
2 ( 0.007 ) ( 0.007 ) ( 0.007 )
4y=2 0.062 0.057 0.048
2 ( 0.008 ) ( 0.007 ) ( 0.007 )
o N
@© i
o
© i
& o
N
<n‘-6' < 4
o
N A
o
(@)
d N

1.0 1.5

2.0 25 3.0

0.3
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4 AE
#4 QEFUEL FMAV Aot FEol RFo] AL BEAFE F YD F o= sl
MRsHe HPos BRHY W B EPAAN ANY REEY /P 0§ AW wRRAY
ol fg3irhe

H
Aol wa ALt Ad dEHFT FAWHA & F 2Ide] FELAEEFES F
A o2 FAHXNES ¥ &L WHERF) FAZoE TSI, LERFEES 2HYE F Ie T
Az YAXNE B2 7)Y s ZAH o2 HAASAT
Bale]l 598 F o AFEE EHYY A9 R2EYPE o8 Ad B FAFLS EE
az77b e 24 % HAE (n=m=75) 2 A% YA HIEE gelx U= Anderson?
W EAZESR A9 dE3lttEs Ae] BoHY B =Fd AAlY $He RGEe] AFEEE ¢
22X ¥ A9} o)X oAy W AFRIEE w2 A4 LUt TR BedE £
EX QEFHES AN L] o3t W oY A&Y HFTL E—i]’@ oyud &
FARAE HE&d £ Aok Ad A TAFo] HEIE LEFHES 7‘32’3}7“ g7l 9l
Me E837] nm & B8 R2EY HE A7) B} BF Aok @k EF¥SY xde] S
of wat 2o AAF FEAVY FF AFE JHAF (& Helth

o
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