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2 o

AFEze 3 HFPE AL AAHA FAY olgAQ &ddA 1 FLAS
Ag g B AFdAE oluE AFEXY ARE ARE I8 SAFE Atst
th =ga ojojol RE 5 o|HF E£X9 NYze e, 1 AFZLY
NEAZS o8 EYF9 nmse Rolth T3 Ay FAFY IFFEXE
Gaussian process® A&9 JHi2 FAE £& B}

N Ay 32

1. A&

Quig FE T AR AAW dEME B2 A7/ FHA K Shapiro$} Wilk (1965),
Shapiro®} Francia (1972)= ATEEY ARE A% FAZFH olAe AAE AT o7 A F
A2 AA AT De Wetdh Venter (1972) £ AFEES AR & A5t g 2 FAFE
A 2R FFEEE TAA-

X, ...,X,& ¥8%% F2%#9 i i d(independent and identically distributed) && ¥
Bn sz 0% EEATEEY PASFEIPSFYn ¥ o d< A8N2 H:F=0 3dAX=

L= g(X(o—d’_l( n-f-l ))2

7 AdHAT BRARAR H: nx)=¢(—x—;—‘i), 49 ox WA, ANE

- 2

L= {5 -0 (5)
o AXFAG. AN X X@€ X Xl E4FATE usa
%-1%x, =1L Rx-Dtn & aFdiE L-FAFE oNF ATEE
BeATIe A4Sy AT FATOE YusRE UL AT 2gn. eATAY

D o] e2e g2astAw d7u A fae A7 FPAYE. (HAHE ¢ 961-0105-037-1)
2) 121-791 M&A wlEF A5F FYdFgR E S Ay
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“H X;=(Xy, Xo0), ..., X,= (X150, Xow) 0l BF pu=p,=0, 22 =dg=1031 24uA
F EX)Xp)=0% 7tA o)¥F IFEXE wag.” & HAAs7] Y5

PLl= Sup ,z‘[{(ch1+ch2)(t) o (”_i_l)}2 (1

), 33 i+ 2pc16,=1

3 2 BAFE 2T S AY . AV ()= B3I ) BE WS A SNEAZ
& drjgt. ol¥F RE (X, X7 o9 AFEES BaEgE Ae X, X,9 2= 4y
2% oXit6X,0 FTFEEE et A% YaFEzAomz Hue MYzFMaE
Ut el BAHY JAFATERES AR 7|22 § vl Aok 99 PL-FAZL ua
AFHE HeolN EFAFEEE 2= ZE 758 HYZFL 2AEE Ao otd gey
¥704 H7t Abdel obvate, PLle HAdAE 74 AFEEY At A APz AA e
g Aol o] AYZFo] B date] € Rolg
2 =% °ﬂ*‘]“ (D9 P,L-SAFe) IHEXS Gaussian process®] HEe HFH= X¥¥dd ¢

e wolma gt

2. P'-TAFY SR X

1deA @t o] PLO-ZAFE De Wetd Venter (1972)7F 2t LO-SAFL o)W
Foz Autstdt Aelt}, watA Lio) IRy Ple) ZRETS T 9 $83F Yus
ATE 5 Ao G&# 2ol n¥A sample quantile function Q,(y) & FJstm

k—1 k —
0.(3) = X n+1 Gy 7. k=1,....n
X, n+1 <(¥<1
normed quantile process {0,(¥);0<{3(1} &
oM =V 1d(® (NN Q. (3)— D 1 ()) (2)

ga s &=

=% Al -y ele ()

)) n .g;nil(l‘nil)/"’z(‘”—l(nil))
-1 p”(n-i.-l) n-:-l.(l n+1)
nr ¢2(¢ 1(n-:-l))

23 34
Li-dh= 2(X -0 (5%
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~ f"" {0 Fu(2)))2— F(%) (1= Fy (%))
- $* (@ 1 (Fn(2))

dF (%) (3)

o] ©th. Csorgbst Révész (1981)9] A 4567 4579 B2, Xi....,X,° BERTEER
B iid BEWSY b (oA A normed quantile process p(¥) &

sup — 4.5 -1/2
3,<y<1-8, loa(9) — By ()l O(n~ “logn)

7} zto] Brownian bridge® 2AHE & Ul 47|A 8,=25n 'log logn ]2 Brownian bridge
B(y) =
E(B(»)=0, Cov(B(yl),B(yz))=min(y1_y2)—y1y2
& Z¥= Gaussian process-& 2713 WA (3)E T3
o o d (B
n " Gy d
La—a Ho ) ©
& =% & gtk ol ulg AAMT MWL Csorgh(1983)& Ezt
@t gAetA P9 2L Gaussian process] HEOZ EH3IY| A% P- A%
9 E

4)

¢, = sin 8— cos 6 - , Co= C0S 6’7?1_—;2'
oz yom Pl= AF/NA H7 AHY 9,
. 2
P,’= sup 2{(01X1+ c2X2) (9~ ¢_1(;i—1—)}

€1. C2
.3, C%+C§+2PC162=1

= Sup lZ‘.‘((sin0°21+cost9-22) (o—¢‘l( n_f_l))z ®)

#=(0, 22)

0] QE]- 05'7]}\‘] Zli=X1iv Zz,-=(X2,-—-th-)/V l—pz.‘li Zl,',ZZi, z=1,,nl“: E?\f%‘ﬁ
2y g 2H9 iid 885t (), ©2FH AHA 4A

sup Bz(y 6) —y(1—y)
se10.20 L 2o TGy ¥ ©

P °—a,, 4,

& d2g F Atk 979N B(y, )= TEAL 5
E(B(y1, 6,)B(y,.6,))
= Pr(sin6,"Z;+ cos6," 2, = O '(v,) and sinby-Z,+ cosby-Zy = 07 (¥2)) — ¥1¥2

2 7}A Gaussian processolth. &, Z;,Z, & EERATEEXE w2 FE8UFoIoh
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2.1 Empirical Process®] Gaussian Process®¢2] A}

(5)9] P,"-ZAF) FHETEI (6)o] BE Ho]7] Y& oA empirical measure

P3,0)=-L 3 [(sin6- Z,+ cos 0+ 2 < 0 1(»)) @
E 1#E3to o] &3 3+= empirical process
a,=Vn(P,—P) (8)

7} Gaussian processZ ZAHE ¢ ULE Hool FY. d71M Pe 0,114 A9H
Lebesgue measure®]l Z);,Zy i=1,...n A2 5Y2 FFAFTELE == FdF¥s o)
o] Z RHo}7] #]3te] Massart(1989)9] F&)7} wj$- Fa3 &S @}

23 (0,119  AH¥ Lebesgue measuredi 33 U=(Uy, Uy, ..., Uz,

Uy= (U, Uy, . .., Ug),...& 22X p8 2= N2 59 §8u5aa sta o) 24
U, U, ... = [0,1179415 9 #Q¥ E(uniform distribution)& wa&tz 4ztg 4 o} p,2
_1 _
PROES- DN (/) ©
2 A 9¥ empirical measuredty 331 ol 5
as=Vn(p,— p) (10)

2 Aeold empirical processetil 3} &7]A I+ indicator #4& YeWm S= Sc[0,1]¢
ojt}, e FoiR Borel setd] H¥F(class) I 7} AFd ouoy UFE B QA2 ¥4
¢=th® a?%= Brownian bridge BE 2AlE 4 Q& Aot} oAl ZaA sl b, st

S |eX(9) = BL(S)] £ 0(s,) (11)

Seg?

o] dtf= Aotk o7l FFE I ?9JA9 Gaussian process B7} Brownian bridgedts A

flo

EB(S)=0, EB(S)B(Sy)=P(S5;A\S))—PS)KSy), S,e3? i=1,2,
4 on gl '
Massart(1989)& (11)°] 4#E3t7] A I/t BFaodop st F 714 zA¢ ANFA.
dube 379 A2 SC[0,119 A o= A% gwsoldnte 2w e Fu= 37
o Az A% T B2 golot Fohe 2ol

fd

(i) The uniform Minkowski condition (The UM condition)
AFT TN ZE ee(0,1]1 % ZE Se I gatd
Pr((d8)°)<Ke
& ®Este K7t A9 76 A HYE A9 e-FARA
A= {ye R* |y—4<e for some z€ A}
<€ YErATH
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(ii) The condition H(%), 0< &<1

Hd 45 K7t EA
Me, 3 H<exp(Ke %)

o] 2E e=(0,119 dsd AP¥E AAAA N, 39 I
minimal cardinality® %31 I 4 &)L olle AL WEHFHE Borel setd FFTo]
o},
‘BE  Se3f dad S (9SSEST (A Pr(S(-S(hH<eg W
Za= S(o), ST € INe) o AV

A 1. ( Massart(1989) ) A¥ZE I 24 (i)F (i)E #=3A, 2= AAF no 03ty

_1=
SUP 14%(S)—Bu(S)| %L (n % logn)

Sex*

2 w&3= I %49 Brownian bridge 7} &A%t}

Ag 1& AL 8] AP empirical process a,°] Brownian bridgeZ A2 4 ¢l
g Hol7] 939 A 14 d=20°l2 S=S(30)7
S(v,0)={(u,,4)€[0,11% : sind- 07 (2;) + cos @+ O () <O '(»)} (12)
o]z I%=3 7}
I ={5=S(»,0)C[0,11* : 0<x<1, 0<6<¢2n} (13)

9l 798 ST} o] A$ (99 empirical measure u,(S), S€I4 =

(S) = pu(S(y,6)
= —}1 ,21]( (Uyi, U) e S(y,6))

= —i, gl( sind + 0~ Uy) + cos8- 0 Y Up) <07 '(»)

o2 (MY empirical measure P,°] ¥t}
(12)e) B399 AF S(y, 8)& F4A @& (y, 0),0{x<1,0<02x,9 93 indexing &
Qorng
Pu(S) =P,(S(y,0))=P,(y, 60
2 RT e Jguz Fsx Tuait), olAl P,o] 3133+ empirical process  @,(S),
a(S)=Vn(P,(S)—F9)), Se3
=V (P,(S(y, 0))—») (14)

7} Brownian bridgeZ ZAME ¢ AT Eo)7] Hdd (13)d F2 FFT I 7t Massart®)
23 (1)F (D8 TFEE Hold ¥ o] 3¢ $dE& g Ao 28 &+
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B 2. (13 BAE AU TE 2D (DF (=1 9 @ 23 (iDE BE ey
(14)¢] empirical process {a@,(S) ; Se€3I}d W3t

_1
ssl:g la (S) — B(S)| £ O(n ®logn) (15)

& WE38k= Brownian bridge {B,(S); Se I} 7 &3t}
<FW> S=S8(v0)e3 2 AAISE
39S = {(ur, up): sin@- @ (1) + cos 8- @ uy) = 07 1(»))
={(u1 , Uy Uy = (D(—M-yl — tan@ - Q_l(ul)) lg_t—-f(ul)}

cos 8
olt}, g Ruy) & (0,1) ©lA axF 7 Egolng Zz4A (i) (The UM
condition)o] R*FEthE AL A BY F71 Utk Foj gy o datdg 5SS ol

fol\/ F ()P +1duy < fol (f(+1Dds= 2

ojng RE S=3 9 HE e=(0,1]9 d3te
P((3S8)°)<2-2¢
o] Attt
AT 39 A2 S».0)= (3,600,Dx[0,20)e <& AL (0,1)x[0,22) 7}
compact set°]22 ¥ I 2] minimal cardinalitye] B3 ZA ()7} A Ystelats AL 44
A4 & oy A& TP du AFnE A FH ojojgojut Mudstnzt st} o
o dg AAE T Kim(1994)E Fastat, whd |y, —p/<Folm |6, — 6,]<5o1H oJdA &
A
Pr(S(yy;, 60 AS(ys, 6,))<C8
& HA F7F A3 o] AdE ol gdd ¢=1/2d W 2A ()7} YT BY 4 g o,
AAB¥
AAB=(A—B)U(B-A)=(AUB) —(ANB)
£ 9ulgic}
O

2.2 Quantile process® Gaussian processZ 9 A}

22 (14)9 empirical process a,% #33E uniform quantile process u,< 3 9sxm
°l u,° Gaussian processZ < d(weak convergence)dg HolAY AFE T Ui
S=S(y, 0= FAA & (5,60 JsiA AAHAEE Fo A& S=S(y, )= YAy
< %A &1 F AY 2g

(v, )0, 1)x[0,20) £0
2 EAE F Ao
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© A quantile function U,(y, 8)7t

Uy, 6 = U,(S(y, 8))
= (O(sinf- 0 (U + cos@- 0 (U)))w (16)
Lt (o). k=l ¢y £ p=1,m

3 o] AYHYGL 2 AR (- )pE TE %Y FE W5 pAA &M FAFE Y
g U,(y, ) 258 A9 2YA uniform quantile process u.(y,6),

un(v, 0)=1u,(S(y, 0) = Vn(Udy, 6) — ) (17)
& A% 4 Yth o] AdM=

1
(Sl:,)pelu (y,0)— B, (y,0)| = Oy(n B logn) (18)

de 3 Aotk 4714 B, (v, 6)=
B, (v,8) = —B,(y,0)= —B,(S(»,6))
2 g% @dHe Brownian bridgeoltt. B, = AHA B,% e TEA ¥5E 23 A&
& foste,
(18)& =437 ¢std E(X(t)) =09 Gaussian process (X(); teT}o s 2 71A
zao BeE 2AdLA B o] BHAEL X(H9 sample paths) A% sup 7 X(2) 9
Byo] e ot o7elM B4 Ad(parameter set) TE ¢ dubAA JPem T

A metric space®] FEASZ A9¥ canonical metric d,

AV

1
d(t,, tz) = (E(X(t)—X(£)})* (19)
o A & (totally bounded)Ete 24L& WE3d do

A& 3. (Adler (1990, A& 1.1)) ToIA ¢ Gaussian process X7 almost surely A& FEX
ae

I 1
fo (log NA&)) 2de < oo
olth. @7 NA) e TS T 4 gt W8 2 closed d-balld) AT H29 @

a2NFE T,

A 4. (Adler (1990, A& 46)) X7t TolA as. FAL & (1999 canonical metric dz}t
r-uniformly continuous7t H& T4 ¢ metriceleta Ak ¢.(9)E

s(N=E 2P (X(H)-X(%)

23 33 X9 r-modulus of (uniform) continuity &
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W= PP 1X(#)~ X(1)l
ga &R}
7o) ll’i_%¢r(7’) = 0°9, measure 0 ¢ AFE A} BE o] Yoty
W(n<¢.(n), 92<8(w)
o] AH3}E as. HTFA FEESE Ko)7t AV, GA] TEA ¢.(+)E metric A X9
uniform sample modulus?} €t}

A2 5. (Adler (1990, B3] 53)) Y Ny()<Ke “ol™, ZE >0 thatad
Co 'A%(logd) ~A(1 — &(A/07))< Pr{sup e 7X(H > A}< C,A%(1 — & Alar))
& WEE 0<C, (o0 7} AT, 7oA

Y 1
o) = [ y=en(-1Hay
o] 1
or= S0 E(X(1))
o,

°JAl I EE @9 Brownian bridge®] modulus of continuity®] 7] T HEz} olE ¥
dtel B2 48 olg3eAA E{sup (09,0060 (B(1, 61) — B(yy, 6))} & Z77F o mx
DA Tl st ol Hste] A3 57 K83 ALY Roltk olge) Bz 1S o) e
T3 & 9389 "asi

2239 1. d99 (3,.6)=0=(0,1)x[0, 27) o tistd
A(p)=0((y,6y), ) ={(52,0,)€6: 1 {9 {¥+ 7, 6, 6,{O,+ 3}
g3 3l I EE 649 Brownian bridge Bl tiste

sup E{B(y,, 6,) —B(y,, 6,) }’< Cy

(92, )ea((n, 6), 9

A C7t EAd. F,

sup d((y, 8)), (2, 6,))<V Cy (20)

(J’z.oz)EA((Yx.0|).’l)
oltt. q47|M dE= (19)4 A2l ¥ canonical metrico]T}.

<zF4>
E(B(», 6,)— B(y,, 02))2
=31 =) +3(1 — ) —~2E(B(y, 6;)B(y,, 6,))
°lBZ A(7)dNA B FERAGSS AP e Faioop ),
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E{B(»,, 6,)B(y:, 65)} + y132
= Pr{sinf; - Z; + cos b, - Z,< 0 1(y) and sinf,-Z; + cosb, - £, < o (v}

= 1= } — f_hm f_kmexp{ - -E(Tl_—;z)-(x% — 20x1%; + x%)}dxzdxl

Lt wn k)
ok, A7 h= 0 (v), k=0 '(n)elL p=cos(f, — B)eltk. L(h,k;p)E

L(h,k;p)= -2;1'7_;__—10? f:ofk exp{ - —2(—1%';2—)‘(2:% —prlxz-i-x%)}dxzdxl
ga s
F(h,k;0)=1—L(h, —00; p)—L(— ,k;p)+L(k,k;p)
—1—(1—¢(h))—(1—¢(k))+l-(h k;pe)
ol: h>E>0E& 7HASE

L(h,kip)= V(h,H)+ V(k. 7!‘1;_95’2-) +1- Lo + 0ky - ___2;__19_ |

o] Ayt o71A
1/h
Vih, k)-—J[; L exD{——(x1+x2)}dx2dx1, 130, &0

o]t}. ( Johnson# Kotz(1972, pp 93—97)51} Nicholson(1943)& ®.2})
IAE h, k k> kR0 A

(=R RO

9 pol Wt mEgozA 47 2d & gtk WA A R0, F % Cydy, O

1
L(h,k; ,0)21—<z>(h)———27r—“l

oI |6, — 61<n A 77t FEE HodW, ypl2olER

-1
T(h, k;p)=0(k)— —2—”—‘1

7}
—yl— l 1271, 2| >0

oltt. whehA
E(B(», 6;) — B(y, 6))°
=31 — )+ 3 —3)=2¥(h,k;p)+ 23y

<y +y—2y + _}t— (6, — 6,) — (3 — y5)?

<(y, —y)+ '}t' (6, — 61)



sup E(B(3,,6,) —B(y,6) <1 +1)., £ @1)

(y2,8)a({n,0), T

7t AR 0< v <3 <1/290d 0< 3, <1/2< 9, HAS$AE A3 B0z (21)0] A Yae
BY F Jong o] 39 FHe AFsr)z )
O
olhe} A2 62 A7 3% AT 59 FolA Nyol @ entropy 2Ho] I X QoA g
Brownian bridge B didixx Ag3cis AL TP

A2 6. I &= @49 Brownian bridge Bl t}s]A
Nye)< Ke™*
ol 3
j: (log NA&)) 2 de < oo
o] Y3},

<F9> Q0 st @=(0,1)x[0,27) 8 HNE £ d-ball2 coverdt:= 71X e
2 2
R (z’l%,iz%), i1=o,1,...,[;%], z'2=0,1,...,[27r€—(’;]9_§ s Mo

—

2
£ o (z+ %)(z+zn~c—2)7nsa d-ballg LB Ao, 1w
C £ &

Nye) < (2+ e—cz)(2+2;re—cz)sxs-4
o] Hx
00 1 i 1
L (log Ny(e)) * de = LM(O)(logKe_") 2 de

< me (log Ke *)de{
olth. &J7]o1 4
diam(8) = Sup d((y1,6,), (¥, 6,))<V3

(n.6), (»;.0)=0

oln YW E 94X ¥ 0<e< VI AN Ke*>edtm sHRsA

A8 7. 6=1(0,1)x[0, 2r)914 2 metric &
T((y1 , 91). (_‘Vz ’ 02)) = SUD(lyl - yzl. 101 - 02|)
23 A oed measure 02 AFE AP 2E wol Wizt

sup |B(y,, 6,) — B(y;, 6,) |<Cy, 7<8(w)

o (y,0). (52,.8)(y

& TEHE as. 78 FEUF = §(w) 7t SA.
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<ZE9> A 59 A 69 A ZE A>0 dho
Pf( <6 Sup (B(ylyal)"B(yz.02)))/1)SC/14(1—Q(A/o"’))

8), (y,6))<

g BEHE A5 Ct EART qrldAN L

o= Sup E(B(3,, 6,) — B(y;, 6))*

(3. 0). (9. 8D<

olth. webd mzAE 1€ o)W

sup 3
(3, 6). (n. )y (B(3, 61) — B(32, 62)
SL Pr( A (5n. 0). (2. 8 <1 (B(1, 61) B(yz.oz))%l)d,{

<C [ 1 - 0y

SCLmA4 ¢(/l/0'1) 4l

Ala,
= Coi‘,fd%(,l)da
5
’ 2
_ sup B )
- C( A (. 0. (3. 6) <9 E(B(y, 61) — B(y, 62)) )

<Cp, 0<»<1
ojt}. d7lA AF Cy EE & #g€ 7H2d ¥at fivh A 37 A 69 3t G449
Brownian bridge BE as. 9%0°]3i 07} compacto] 22 OdA as. fAloldh (19)9) canonical
metric d& 393] z-uniformly continuous®]il

) sup " _ =
I%E A, 60 (35, &) < 9 (B(51, 60— B(3,0,) =0

o]l AP EzR A 49 RE AL VEHR

sup _
K. 6. (3, 6) <1 IB(31, 61) — B(y2, 62|
sup _
<E {3, 6), (»0n.6)) <y (B(yl’ 01) B(yz, 02))
<
7 A g
O
A 8 (U7 A9 E quantile process %, thdtd,
_1
S 4(9,6) — By (y, 0 = 0,(n %logn) (22)

(y, 96

& WEFHE IEE @AY Brownian bridge B, 7t &A%t Ar7idld B,E= (159
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Brownian bridge B, W39 B, '=—B, °] 4@%c}
<F%> (M9 P,(-)9 99 (16)9] quantile process U,( - ) 9] R =5 g

| PAUn(5.6),6) —yl <+
ol
us(y,0) = Vu(Uyy, 8) —y)
=vVn(U,(9,8)—P,(Uyy,0),0+ P,((Usy, 8,8 —y)
= —Vu(P,(Uu(,8),8) — Up(y, ) +Va(P,(Uly, 6),6) — )
= ~a,(U,(5,6),6) + 0(J)
olth, Webd Wl 20] & HA

Sup Iun(y, 0)_B”'(y, o)l

(v, 8)=6

< P e, (U.( 6),8) — a,(y, 6)

(y.8)=6

S 12n(3.8) = B,(3, ) + 0()

(y,8)=6
_1
SUP B, (Uu(3,6),8) — B,(3, 0|+ 0(n ®

(v, 6)=6

o] F¥sta A 7& ol &FHd

SUP 1B (U,(3, 6),6) — B,(y, 6)

(y. 0)e6

<C- 71— SUD | (UL(y, 8) — )

n (y, 6)e6

=C-717 Sup lu..(y.ﬂ)l_

(y, )6

ol11 (25)¢} 26)ZH-H A7} H P,

Quantile process Q,(y, )&

Q.(¥, 8) = (sinb- 07U + cos- 07 (1)) v L=X((6),

k=1 k =1 -
n+1 <J’S ”+1, k'—l, ,n,

7} o] A 2]3 3 normed quantile processE
pu(y,0) = (07 (NI n(Q,(3,0) — 07'(»)

logn) a.s.

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

27

(28)
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2 A () F ul-)°l A2 :A}%}E}L A& o439 p,(+) = A Brownian
bridge B,%2 ZAMAE ¢ dvE AE F ot

A 9. 0<&K1/4Q 89 d3d

LR L, 03 0=, O] = 0,(n )
= Op(l)

o] A
<Zz=w> o] e 2WL Csorgdod Révesz (1981) A 4569 T3 AY FASRZ A3
g3712 sl

A 10. (28)914 A ¥ normed quantile process ©,( + ) ol @3

1
el 1y 10403, 0= B (5, 0= 0,(n ¥ 1ogn)

o] ¥YsE T L= @o)A 9 Brownian bridge B, 7t AT AN d= 0< §<3/16 ol tt.
<z9> A 83 A 9=2HE Ao

23 P,)-BAF F¥EX
P -SA%e) FREEE nesy) Ao $4 P, -SAFY 24 $AZ T.,

T, = sup :Z((C1X1+cz D o= 07 ni1))2 (29)

a.6.2.a+d+2006=1

g nasa T,0-SAF distd] o3t &e st Addn.

A< 11. @eAFME H: X1=(X11,X21),...,X,,=(X1,,,X2,,) o} FId p=u,=0,
A E=d=10l1 FBAGF EX X)) =08 713 o|¥F FFEEE BET A

e

L
; % By, 0)—(1—3)
( Tno_an)— 6::;?2:) 1, ¢2((D_l(y))

dy -2'0

o] AAutt, AN I,& I/n=1/n°, 0<31/8, °lx
t__l_ n—1I, _ 2 b
=L Z - ) e(wT)
o] B,& O 49 Brownian bridge°]t.
<F49Y> B9 #FASHA
n—1I,

)= 3P S((sinf-Zi+c0s0-Z) o~ 0 ; ))2

o< [0, 2x)
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olet. AZIM  Z,, Z,= MO0,1)AAMY iid FEWSolth. (28)¢ normed quantile process

o -)9 Rolanyg T,9=

T.0—gl— SUP l’i'pﬁ(nil’a)—n—f—l(l_nil)

o<l0.29 N ¢2(¢—1(_nqz_'_l))
ol A 103 yv—0d = #(@ '(»))=yV[logyl B A o] &3
. 2 .
sup ST (""( n-zl-l( 0))(_32()13111 '0)[
6e[0,2m (=1, n¢2
n—1I '

n

)

sup " ( +1° ) B ( nt] 0)' p"_(_#f’g)+B"( n%z-l ’
6=[0.21) 1;1 n¢2( 1(_’_1__7__1_))

< su ,104(3.6) — B,(5,0)]

Sysl

1
( S“p, 104(3,6) —Bu(3.0)|+ S9P  91B.(y, 0)])

Tl,sysl 50 (r.0)=6
"z;’ 1
=t g0 7))
= 0,(n" "*1ogn)( 0,(n logn)+ O,(l))f mdy

= 0,(n "*logn) O(#n’log logn)
= 0,(n " 9(1og n)(log log n))
= oD,  0<8

ojlm2 A A

A2 5 Y 2AgaA ot He 128 4 + Ao

B2 12. Y 117 2 AN wd  T,071 o9 >0 ozt

7.0 = sup "(f::{(chl + X)) (n — ‘D—l( n-f-l )}2

A+d+200=1 (=

9} o] AE (truncated) ¥ A FojelR

T0_ g4, sup (17 BYv0 - W1-—3)
" " sel0.20 Je 20~ (»)

dy
o] Aggc}

(30)
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Pl -EAZ IREXA d&A G0FH FAR AE 47] AsA

sup fl B(y, 0) — ¥(1 yl
6e[0.29 4(071(»)

9 44, F,

pr(| g [ BB g o) =1 @

d& Hool & AHojr} 12W ’83] 11 == 3 12854
0 _ sup 1 B(y,0) — y(1—
| ) S T =5y 5
7t A¥@ch. DL FHEr) Yty
sup E(f”?‘ B%(y, 6,) — By, 6,)

16, ~ 64 <a (0~ (»)
4L oy 23 ( Billingsley(1968)2 ®.2}) $-4

sup E(J‘UZ BX(y,8,) — BX»,6,)
16, — < (07 (y)
J& xolzxt. Cauchy-Schwarz #5248 o]&34

E(BX(3,6)) — BX3,6))"
< (E(B(»6)) — B(»,60)Y) "(E(B(5,6) + B».6)"} " 39
oIt B(»8) — B(y,6)°] 3o 02 A7t REE B=a n2RY 123H

o E(B(5.6) — B(5,6))* < Cn

2
dy) <Cn (33)

dy\) (Cp, 0<&K1

o] Y=
w H“ E(B(y, 6)) — B(y, 8)) < Crf (35)

o] @t} X 3§ Holdere] ¥54o 9#A
E(B(5,6) + B(3,6))* = 3(E(B(»,6) + B3, 6))°)

< 3{(EB(» 00 + (EB5.60)'' @0

< Cy(1-9)?
o] AYInE (34),(35),36) <A

SUD  E(BXy, 6,) — BX(%,6,))* ¢ Cax(1—3) 37

16,—6:d<9

olct. @ (33)1M HE3} sJthA](Expectation)d] A& Z@Y F o 7HAHA

sup V2 BX(y, 8,) — By, 6,)
16, — 84 <a E(f (07 (5))

%)
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sup (Y2 12 E{( BXv, 6)) — B(¥1,6))) (BX(,.6) — BX(%, 6))}
oo o ¢(07'(31)) (07 (52)) By

1/2 \/—__11(1—322 2
<ol [ oy @)
=C770('51—5(10g|10g€|)2) (38)
ol §3 1AW eo] Uste] 7-0Y W (38)E 022 SART

& n2
deez o0y @ B [ BLASHI= 4 )—»oe:)& ERES

E(ff" B'(y,6) — y(1-3) dy)

$* (07 ()

_ f“'r’ E(BY(91,6) — »(1- %)) (BX(y,.6) — (1)) ddy
e Je $%(07(51)) (07 () 1

[ 4y2(1— »,)?
=1 ). ooy oG PP

& am (1 yz)
x4 dy
fe fe | logyl I yz I logyZI dyz

e 1
< -1
4ff vz | logy, |* %,
_ ) 1

ojmZ (38), (39)e] 9}sA (33)2 AYP#rt. PO-ZAF HAgd dAME dot FAE ANS

goem PSP ma BE(tal parts)E n—ood W 002 $EFL HY § geon

2 A 119 AR AN
pP,l— a,,

Biy.0) — W(1—v)
oeto 2m) f 20 (y)) dy

o] 4ud.
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