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Q-Q, P-P X9 ¥F TAZFd dg ROC &4
o] Al 4V o] A 42
2 o

AEX T HAAY UM P-P EF7 Q-Q EF9 7IAHA HES o83 &
AZg AAstL o] BAZFET Shapiro-Wilke] W EA I vHus AL (accuracy

)9] FHE 13ty AAEEY. £F, ool doA HAxo SFAHE HASY 9
& @o] A3} Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) £4] 7|¥& 01%5]'04 A Al
H FAZES &3 Powerst Accuracys =8 Best Cut-Off 29HoA e &AL AA
sh s ot

1.4 £

Atd HAC B d7Fe TAT AT oA mHAHQA BEREoIHAM EI HIA AF
= $8% FA ol Shapiro®} Wilkk (1965)7F W HAL Al¢teld 3L, oo Shapiro®} Francia
(1972)7y W' AR E AL ASsA B RE0] A8 7] FAFES AAsA AF
£ o, HZ9 = Lin® Mudholker (1980)7} EEH 73 EEEAY EHAHS 7122 Z &
Ags Agdstd FH4 AAFE AE3Y 3, Looney (1995)F tHF A F4 (multivariate normality)
o dfg AFE FUA Kim (1997)2 ol HFEXe] g A3 2 st 4, o9 e 5
AZFS ol AdAd AR WY Yoz, THZ 3t AGHoz FR AL FAAs
o] AR ol EEEAME A& dTEHe sith YEHQ] DYz IS E
HZE NS P-P, Q-Q EX& E F Utk o8 d7E AFHY UL JZ 5o gL &
93]z A, Jackson et al. (1989), Endrenyi®} Patel (1991), Lee$} Rhee (1997), 28] 3L Lee et al.
(1998) F o3 dF=Acth
TR AT HEAME Iy HEE 2 F AdyY A0 U A wHe=s 4
2] A}&=EE B AA 718 Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) £41o] e dF7F Metz
(1978)° 98 271=1 o™ Hanley$ McNeil (1982, 1983), Altman (1992), Zweig® Campbell
(1993), Schoonjans et al. (1995) 5ol 2sld A% AF= Ut
B =94 B4 ROC &4 71y dgtd 2stz@d), BwAd AAC digd dx3e
IHEJA P-P EXTF Q-Q EXS oj &% BEXFHA 23 A2 A EAZE AASE3
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A), ol EAZH AR AR o4 7HF d8 ALgHE Shapiro-Wike] W FAFE
ROC B4 & St 183te 284% S E FAstna do(4).

2. ROC (Receiver Operating Characteristic) ¥4

o8 2EdMe AW t§ H(diagnostic decision)oltt AT BRI e g
e Az oust dAdE vyl emg ROC A4 Wt &g @4, 2 7HA 7124
Ade A2 @ &2 Jdoly AAE WE uE&S FFE(accuracy)TL s,
3 AR Aol AY W ARIAHL AMAF v L So| E(specificity, Spec)et: 37 d @7t
o] A o P/HEL AYY v &S VA E(sensitivity, Sens)FH T Frh o )RE ThEH ol

Yerd 4 3l

ot po gy

Specificity = HoE A A"98 3¢ =
PECICLY = A Hyt 2 B9 &
Sensitivty — H\E &4 A48 399 &
ENSTIVLY =797 Hy7t & A5 &
_ B2 3de ¥ F99
Accuracy = AA Ao =

(<]
= SensitiviyX (A Aol Ho) I vl&)

+ Specificityx (A A A Hyol 22l ¥l &),

o] Spec.?} Sens.& EAHF2Z (1 - Type I Error)x100%¢} (1 - Type II Error) X 100%°] ¢}
o s} §A}alTh B3], Sens.& BlZ PowerE® 9Ulatm itk 8t 7oA e FAEE F
etz 71 wg A WY 71Fe ety ¢ste] ROC £4 & stAgd. 25 A9 7
(threshold)ol U} A A 7z44S WAA/AM FEHFE ol (1-Spec,, Sens.) HEE
EAslE YT E ROC FAMolgtn R e o FAIg xF Aloje] HAE AUC(Area Under
the ROC Curve)@tx 3t&d), o]AL AFxd) e A=z Agdth &, 08 ot 22 &
2 Aoty o] g o] FN EAZol Hynormal skl Xk Hy:abnormal st X o= A
A 7EE § Jevhdd A Jxeln,

0= Pr[HA A FAF A<CHAM FAZF &,
T §=Pr[HolHe BAF > HlMd FAF &)
o] AUCO| ti3te Hanley$ McNeil(1982)o] s ot 22 Addo] iz
) AUC = 0,

iy AUC = 1 ggsuf,xfy),

g RN

olwl, ny nyE 27 H\T Hystel 52 #8 2tz 2% V& 22 H 3 H
EAge] ge Tan, SE ged ol FAdHEe F5E ovdh
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1 if x>
S(x, ¥ —l% if xA=x"
0 if AN,

A3, AUCE Fold SAF] HydtolMet H glolA o= Ax A Tdo & + gerte
dolie F§E & Alv IXE 9 s
ojgf $-2l& ROC &4 & F39 A frdsF3tolA Y Power(Sens.) 5& 78 F& 3
on, Eg ATy AHY=E M1F ¥ F UdE Best Cut-Off = F& 4 itk o] Best
Cut-Off g2 A& ZWoA SNl BE 2F(Type I Error + Type II Error)E 714 3
22 e JAYez /&Y AT AlFT 279 F£TAAM AT L7 FEE FA4YsE
HEo g8 HABE AF3d FoZ Altman (1992)d] 93ty FaAo] FxHJUY. A& &
om AA A 2757 2AG W NEF= v]Lo] AlIF 2F A% 270 #AGll F
da3tthd ARG FoFFE ol A 714 H R Best Cut-Off 3t g 7174 HLe
H|&o] LA Z Best Cut-Off& ©] &3t Aol ¢ vpF At & + doh(Metz, 1978). 18
I YolrtA F Adolv HAAY i ¥R E AUCE o]&3te FEx FAHAAN 5

e ¥y 5 Utk
3. A HAE AT Q-Q P-P EX9 MFFAZF

F Qeld uhsh 2ol Q-Q P-P BReIAe] AFH WA A= AFEESAA /9

E HHAMY olde] Fmolth oA Aol NFH2 setsorstnz A FBH B

%°ﬂ 27 4EE Fuel 9ok AL o] Hojde] FEE FFAM RolPY AEE BEFAAEZ

#%0] #1H02 EAS FFY A4S HE2 HOW AU FuAL 24 WA

yexz Koo Xyl EABATE Kip oo, Xpp0l 3 330, 0 SEAS X0} EEATFR
g wg

X o o] BEHMSFY FAEIXIIFCDRE O et A 28d Q-Q EFL ¥y
@ 9 (¢ 1( - ’gccﬂ) x) Az AU oW, yREY suge FsdE e 2

BXa] = 07 (55T ).

c &l dsiMeE 48 7R A& B3 3/8¢ wWrt s HiEAsidn ¢eA JUvk 18
g gEol AFEXE wWE du, 1 TEY #ZZE ZE TS (standardized)AA AZHEH, o]
Q-Q EXAAMY 7id=EE MY HHE y=x013, T o] HAXHoZHEY £ HEE
A AAY A2 ALEF, o] FHA o AXRE ANEr] 3o, BA A £3]
AFREE HEd O #83 FAHU TR ETFHAE &3t F, JddHe JHdozR
Bl BxE Tl 1 Hiel EEFEFHA(sample standard deviation), SQQ§ ofgf &} Hol T
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Arct.
E 1. Shapiro-Wilk W] ROC &4 A1}
Shapiro-Witk W
5;’;2'3 ROC Best Cut-off 5% Sig.
Area Criteria (PS:vr\,/:r) Spec. |Accuracy| Criteria (PS:vr\:Z') Accuracy

5 0.556 | 0.9023 49.0 61.4 | 55.20 |0.7906 6.9 50.95
6 0.574 | 0.9039 52.4 614 | 56.90 |0.8037 74 | 51.20
7 0.598 09183 63.4 635 | 5845 |0.8052 5.8 50.40
8 0.606 | 09186 57.0 59.6 | 58.30 | 0.8369 100 | 5250
9 0.632 | 09307 65.4 559 | 6065 |0.8462 8.1 51.55
10 0635 |0.9228 55.0 66.5 | 60.75 {0.8537 9.7 | 5235
11 0642 | 09323 63.0 593 | 61.15 | 0.8615 9.6 52.30
12 0.644 | 0944 73.2 48.7 | 60.95 |0.8671 99 | 5245
13 0.671 | 0.9280 53.8 722 | 63.00 |0.8738 10.9 | 5295
14 0.685 |0.9428 69.3 585 | 63.90 |0.8834 12.1 53.55
15 0.711 | 0.9360 62.1 69.7 | 6590 | 0.8880 15.5 55.25
16 0.713 | 0.9404 65.6 67.4 66.50 | 0.8967 17.8 56.40
17 0.741 109417 67.3 70.4 68.85 | 0.8982 19.5 57.25
18 0.757 | 0.9495 78.3 629 | 70.60 |0.9018 211 58.05
19 0.763 | 0.9452 72.2 704 | 71.30 |0.9032 21.4 58.20
20 0.785 | 0.9540 84.6 60.3 | 7244 |0.9074 21.5 58.25

Sao =\ 77 B0 (5557) e @ I-R |
5k Bl () e s Ao ()]

=\/ n-l-l 2{0—1(7—2%)_"“}2
oA 78 Sgo TAFE DeWetd Venter (1972)9] o3 A o] w3z FF 3y o=
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W Fidel 34 A L,,=§;{ar1(——i:-c—)—x£,,}2—% olg3te] EASH, olefe} 2

n—2c+1
}.
E 2. Sg° ROC A HD}
Sao
SZ'EZ'G ioc SBe:Zt Cut-off so/ge nS;g
'€a | Criteria (Powe.r) Spec. |Accuracy| Criteria (Powe-r) Accuracy
5 0536 |0.2876 54.5 53.0 53.75 | 0.4655 5.8 50.40
6 0541 | 0.2414 74.5 326 5355 | 0.4485 5.4 50.20
7 | 055 |02693 | 500 | 524 | 5570 |04439 | 40 | 49.50
8 0562 |0.2615 57.7 54.7 55.90 | 0.4096 6.0 50.50
9 0.584 | 0.2613 55.6 59.2 57.40 |0.3925 6.2 50.60
10 0.576 | 0.2517 57.3 55.2 56.25 | 0.3862 6.8 50.90
11 0.582 | 0.2257 69.3 43.8 56.55 | 0.3727 5.2 50.60
12 0.581 0.2511 49.8 63.0 56.40 | 0.3704 4.4 49.70
13 0.605 |0.2372 56.3 61.4 58.85 | 0.3555 6.2 50.60
14 0.609 | 0.2501 471 69.9 58.50 | 0.3406 7.4 51.20
15 0.630 | 0.2247 62.6 59.4 61.00 | 0.3341 7.1 51.05
16 0.625 |0.2240 59.6 61.9 60.75 | 0.3262 8.3 51.65
17 0.649 | 0.2095 68.6 56.7 6265 |0.3172 8.2 51.60
18 0.662 | 0.2028 71.6 54.7 63.15 | 0.3151 7.8 51.40
19 0.664 | 0.2008 72.2 54.7 63.45 | 0.3092 8.0 51.50
20 0.680 10.1888 79.1 48.9 64.00 | 0.3061 8.0 51.50

°] S TAZFLE Q-Q ERAM HEEY y=x FH O I BERFTAXHT &
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T A
Ze gyoz P-P TRAAE 7ldse Ao AxE9] FEEFHA, SpE UEH
78 + Ao
T 3. Spol ROC 241 21}
Sep
nggz'e ioc SBe:sst Cut-off SZ; nss|g
r€a 1 Criteria (Powe;') Spec. |Accuracy| Criteria (Powe;') Accuracy
5 0.548 | 0.1228 49.3 59.8 5455 | 0.1708 7.2 51.10
6 0.572 | 0.1047 629 48.7 55.80 | 0.1553 7.0 51.00
7 0.605 {0.1070 46.9 70.7 58.80 | 0.1399 9.1 52.05
8 0.617 | 0.0929 56.5 61.4 58.95 | 0.1302 9.7 52.35
9 0.641 10.0817 67.9 53.9 60.90 10.1197 11.9 53.45
10 0.647 |0.0831 570 64.4 60.70 [0.1134 12.6 53.80
" 0.665 |0.0782 61.2 65.1 63.15 | 0.1080 134 54.20
12 0.672 | 0.0793 52.8 73.0 6290 | 0.1056 12.7 53.85
13 0.685 | 0.0684 66.7 61.4 64.05 | 0.1006 14.5 54.75
14 0.701 0.0667 68.1 62.3 65.10 | 0.0982 12.4 53.70
15 0.714 | 0.0668 65.0 67.8 66.40 | 0.0915 16.9 55.95
16 0.717 | 0.0661 62.5 715 67.00 | 0.0909 15.9 55.45
17 0.741 | 0.0598 726 63.6 68.10 | 0.0859 19.3 57.15
18 0.745 | 0.0586 735 65.3 69.40 | 0.0846 18.1 56.55
19 0.751 | 0.0576 733 67.1 70.10 | 0.0820 19.7 57.35
20 0.764 | 0.0540 79.6 61.6 70.60 | 0.0806 184 56.70
SPP=\/ nl 1 ;{ (—:z - J}:—I X ¢(xtn)) - % g(i‘ - “Zl‘;:—l X @(xin))}z-
ol@A FF Spp EALE A P-P ZTEAAM HEEo] JldgEe FHde2RyH ¥ &
USF+E gol AXE BEEFAX/ At
A71ol A AelE Sgo Spp EAF W TLAHS ROC £4& T8t Power &
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Accuracy &% F
F Alole] A& HA)

I 4. ROC 249 AUCE Set SAHE9 48 21

Sample W vs Sgo W vs Spp Sep vs Sgo
Size | Difference"” P-value Difference” P-value Difference” P-value
5 0.019 < 0.001 0.008 0.008 0.011 0.010
6 0.033 < 0.001 0.002 0.659 0.032 < 0.001
7 0.043 < 0.001 -0.006 0.147 0.049 < 0.001
8 0.045 < 0.001 -0.011 .0.021 0.055 < 0.001
9 0.048 < 0.001 -0.009 0.072 0.056 < 0.001
10 0.059 < 0.001 -0.011 0.026 0.070 < 0.001
1 0.061 < 0.001 -0.022 < 0.001 0.083 < 0.001
12 0.063 < 0.001 -0.028 < 0.001 0.090 < 0.001
13 0.066 < 0.001 -0.014 0.003 0.080 < 0.001
14 0.076 < 0.001 -0.016 0.002 0.092 < 0.001
15 0.081 < 0.001 -0.003 0.545 0.084 < 0.001
16 0.089 < 0.001 -0.004 0.357 0.093 < 0.001
17 0.091 < 0.001 -0.001 0.845 0.092 < 0.001
18 0.095 < 0.001 0.012 0.014 0.083 < 0.001
19 0.099 < 0.001 0.012 0.012 0.087 < 0.001
20 0.104 < 0.001 0.020 < 0.001 0.084 < 0.001

1) Difference = W2 AUC - Sgo 2 AUC
2) Difference = W< AUC - Spp 2l AUC
3) Difference = Spp 2 AUC - Sgo 2 AUC

4. W, Sqo, Ser A F9 ROC &4

oln] AFA AAY HE=Z & &8l Shapiro-Wilke] W SAZI delr A F FA
#9 o7 7tx BB AN %=5,6,...,500)d et FFEIEe} FUEE] EES HoAY
< =239 27} 20008 82 A ROC 4 71H o2 Power &8 3 Best Cut-Off oA
X

EEA4S AHR BF AUC FHAAM FExd did +44E AAHNES @t old A&
of g MuE FIRE dste dAHAZ AL ROCEA ] F 719 ke g £40x, &=
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T AFEXY IHEX TF ol &4/ 78 F e F ¢ SHAEEE T 2BEA
A gdo] ofg EXoWA AR IAA AF HRE7] WEo|H(Shapiro and Wilk, 1965;
Fang and Case, 1996).

AA, 28E(#n=5,6,...,200¢ A5 didtyq AHEsIZ Atk B 194 = Shapiro-Wilk¥]
W A% g ROC £4& T3ty 2% 274 g Ued Aol 5% #FoFE FHddA 9
Powert %7t EU4AINAH 2=7,8,10) BE Z7|7F F7Hge wat AXE AL ofr] ¢#A
uo} A Yehten olde A8 % (accuracy)E Zo] Z7t@th eI Best Cut-Off WA
o AFEE F 7HX Z$(n=28,12)% AeHE FA & A7 S wE AAE RE
& F Aok 28y o] Best Cut-Off A A¥EE 5% FTE FHAMY FE=r
BE 5L e HAG. )R M AR 2olAE 71749 S Best Cut-Off A1 22 A3}7)
g Zojct gutHog AAF FoFFEA Power’t £ AAYPS Fote Aol TAF 7HE4A
o iAol FH FAoth ojFA F& HAY rI4den 7 FFEE A7t {7 FE
th 718, 279 &4 T Hlfo] AlFoY A2F LFoAM FYITUE M & FEEE
S F JdE 71GEE Fie Aol wiEAg o] "t ol #HAA ROC #4& F3td A
g5 7H4 ¥& Best Cut-Off 7149 & +& + Uk

E 25 Sgo FAFA Wi¥ ROC ¥4 Aztelx, F 32 Sp TAZAN dF ROC £4 23

oltt, AV el W EABH wtAAAE 5% FoFE UM Powerst REE o
A BorAs A ¥R A7 F7%e] wet AxleE Ao JYehgtow Best Cut-Off S
RAEEL QA T A7 F7Mgl wEl FARHA A RS & & Ao

A EAZ i vae A", B AV o I5HEC|FAME Spp7t BHE F BA
Fur} Powertt AT Wolq o £& Ao2 uvehgdzm, 377 209 F2A Wrk e F
EABHR Powertt Y= oM o F& Ro2 el

Sensitivity
Sensitivity

0 20 40 60 80 100
100-Specificity 100-Specificity

(a) SppSt Sgod ROC ZA wlm (b) Sppt Wel ROC 24 Wz
(AUC of Spp=0.714; Sgo of AUC=0630)  (AUC of Spp=0.714; W of AUC=0.711)

a8 1 E29 A7 150Me M EAH 2 ROC Curve &4
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282 AUC SHoA ZHEH, W Sppt T =77} 371842 AUCE watA ¢t
BHoZ FIIEAR Sgt o= AX EAXAA S-S ¢ & AUrh AUCE ol &3 HAA9
A7 E 49 JEbd A ol Wt Spp7l Sgithe 200)3te] EEAV|NA FAHLZ
e FAFYE ez oy, EE9 AV 8lA 147AE Spp7t WHT 94313, ®
Bol 37|17} 59 A $-9 184 207 A= Wit Sppitt $Fstgen, Unx & =7,
n=6,7,15,16, 17N & F TAF] vz A2=Z e

HEEANAY £4& gotR™, & 5ol Yeld A} Zo] F29 A7t 30 ol dellA W7t
08 ¥ FA%EY Powerdt A&E, AUC ®olA o $2 Aoz Yeyz, &9 277} 309
A S07tAE Spe7t SgoE T ¥F38E, 70013 E Sge7t SppEH 8 Aoz YeWe
o, B2 A7) 601 Powerst AFENMHE Spp7t 432 AUCAMNE Sge7t +53HA
ok a2y B2 =717} 100 ol Ao E A FAFW, Sg, Sepr) EF $58 Roz
[2a=34=8 '

£3], ROC 24 & AASE 17 1dAx¢ e F AA TAZFY A= g vurt 2
doz® veht A ¢ & Aok 2¥ 12 Z7I7F 1670 E & st Sppot e F FAZFY
HZE AAF ROC FA g Zolth (a)dlME Spp(AUC=0.714)7} Sgo(AUC=0.630)Ett F4
olzgfo] WA ol Yol $4%¢L HAF 3y glonj(Difference=0.084; Std of Difference=0.006; P#t<
0.001), (b)lldE W(AUC=0711)9} Sppe WAHo]l A vl%¥gE BAF 1 JrhH(Difference=
-0.003; Std of Difference=0.005; Pgk=0.545).

5.4 £

AAE AR AHEEE WEAQA 2HZE o83 Sppdt S A FAFE AAGA
I, olAE FYEX sl ROC A& HA3ly, 2 AHE T3l Powerdt AT FH
A 2BHAT AUCE ol &3tol o= $AZol $487HE AAMHAG. 1 A Fre 277}
ok 15 "t P-P EF A 9L Spp A %] Shapiro-Wilkks] ZA FAZF W Q-Q &
FoAH AL Sg BAZRG 7S ¢ & AU, 7|7 180149 EE M= Shapiro-Wilk
o AR BAF W Sppt Sg FAFED $5EE & F AU BT Sppdt Sg FAF
o] oM =77t 50 o8t EEAME Spprt 433 70 o3 FEAANE Sg7t ¢
e & F£ AJ =3 =7 100 o)A FEANE o FAFY 37T olAE F
sty AFA ARE 9% a9g=ZE H&Y F 9o, vlaFHo] oy R¥I FYEXEY A
717} 50 ©]&te] oA P-P ERo|, 70 o] EEY distde Q-Q FX°] o 5% FHA
AR adgzgEs FES T 5 I} '



214 olAd, o4 d
H 5. 29 3AJJt 30 olatol ARl ROC &4 A1}
| sample | RoC Best Cut-off 5% Sig.
Statistic Size Area Criteria Sens. Spec. {Accuracy| Criteria Sens. Accuracy
(Power) ' (Power)
30 0.889 0.9558 88.4 75.5 81.95 0.9291 43.8 69.40
40 0.952 0.9509 87.4 89.8 88.60 0.9412 70.0 82.50
50 0.981 0.9549 94.8 91.3 93.05 0.9493 88.2 91.60
60 0.993 0.9519 954 96.8 96.10 0.9551 96.7 95.85
70 0.996 0.9550 98.2 96.6 97.40 0.9575 98.8 96.90
w 80 0.999 0.9526 98.4 99.0 98.70 0.9608 99.9 97.45
90 0.999 0.9575 99.9 98.3 99.10 0.9628 | 100.0 97.50
100 0.999 0.9510 99.2 99.7 99.45 0.9638 | 100.0 97.50
200 1.000 0.9472 | 100.0 | 100.0 |100.00 0.9733 | 100.0 97.50
300 1.000 0.9459 | 100.0 | 100.0 |100.00 0.9764 | 100.0 97.50
500 1.000 0.9443 100.0 100.0 | 100.00 0.9796 100.0 97.50
30 0.775 0.1859 774 67.5 72.45 0.2616 17.2 56.10
40 0.856 0.1795 79.9 713 78.60 0.2304 36.2 65.60
50 0.905 0.1696 86.3 81.1 83.60 0.2120 50.3 72.65
60 0.943 0.1659 90.4 84.4 87.40 0.1937 66.9 80.95
70 0.962 0.1668 90.8 90.4 90.60 0.1834 795 87.25
Soo 80 0.976 0.1618 94.4 90.9 92.65 0.1776 85.0 90.00
90 0.983 0.1628 94.3 93.7 94.00 0.1671 914 9320
100 0.990 0.1588 97.1 95.1 96.10 0.1588 971 96.05
200 1.000 0.1454 | 100.0 | 100.0 |100.00 0.1177 | 100.0 97.50
300 1.000 0.1233 | 100.0 | 100.0 |100.00 0.0975 | 100.0 97.50
500 1.000 0.0946 | 100.0 | 100.0 |100.00 0.0756 | 100.0 97.50
30 0.819 0.0456 81.5 70.0 75.75 0.0643 329 63.95
40 0.877 0.0429 81.8 79.2 80.50 0.0534 50.7 72.85
50 0.913 0.0393 84.9 81.1 83.00 0.0471 61.1 78.05
60 0.935 0.0375 86.5 84.6 85.55 0.0433 70.6 82.80
70 0.953 0.0362 89.6 87.8 88.60 0.0407 733 84.15
Spep 80 0.965 0.0340 924 88.0 90.20 0.0384 79.4 87.20
90 0.970 0.0343 90.5 91.9 91.20 0.0369 83.0 89.00
100 0.978 0.0321 94.2 90.7 92.45 0.0351 875 91.25
200 1.000 0.0278 99.5 99.2 99.35 0.0242 | 100.0 97.50
300 1.000 0.0258 | 100.0 99.9 99.95 0.0201 100.0 97.50
500 1.000 0.0208 | 100.0 | 100.0 |100.00 0.0152 | 100.0 97.50
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