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Conditional Signed-Rank Test for the Tree Alternatives
in the Randomized Block Design?

Wan-Youn Yang?

Abstract

We introduce a new conditional signed-rank test for the tree alternatives
comparing several treatments with a control in the randomized block design. We
demonstrate its performance by comparing with 3 classes of signed-rank tests,
proposed by Park et al.(1991), in some general situations. In most cases, the proposed
procedure is simpler to compute and has better power than others.
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23" T4 A (aligned rank tests) S 2/F A FAHOZ HIZHA g AR E AAEH
of k=, olv A ESUY &9 & o|&F erdma g2lo) FAZ g HAPTL S ofvlst=
W-72A, 2719 95 o]&% Doksumely Hollander Aol EA 2o o3 A-HA, 28x
ZAX =218 Al43 Mehra®t Sarangi E412 C-AA, 3709 ¥HE2 s £ 9oy, od st
EA AAHLE Park et al.(1991)o] o &) =HA 3] J—EQ%‘U}.

2 =FdAE o] F C-HA sFsle AR =g o3t ME2F FI&dAAA QM =
o3} B3, Park et al.(1991)°] A|AIg 3 HFo HAA wyPsxn 0 54 2 HAAHS 435 vy
Bazt stk A 2" E 2L AR B3eAdA S vlud A A g 3ds] L7 E)
3, A 3-AAE oo Ui HA AAE T P AAEAE 21 A 4-od M ZgHdES
53t AjAd 2 AAYHUES] AAHE 45 vt 1 48§ =932 o

n(n=1) Y BE2S ztes 53 224404 k(E=1D)Me AZFEa 3 Ao dzes
AT 499 28L& QDY gL BE23 e 14 & H(fixed effect)® 7HA St}

@DAA  X;& aA 229 juA A wE dddye wex, u: AA BT,
Bi i=1,2,,n% BEEN, pE WEFY &%, 7, j=1,2,7,kE 24 kA A2
%8 JEhD, 03 g5k MZ 501 $9¥ ASEE FE mEcy sHgwc

X,‘,'=ﬂ+ﬂi+fj+5,'j, 1=1, e LM, j=0,1,"',k, E; 1id F (2.1)
FolA 2yl QxEd HATEY Helade AN HHATEY EH47}t dExFRGYE F
2Rog ot £MA4E 1ET ¢+ dv (22)9 UF Y7 (tree alternative hypothesis)&

AT Fe N2 2R R3sAdAS e Ban
H0:T0=T1= e =Ty Vs. HIZZ'OS{Z'I, "',Tk} (Z%]O']E ‘6‘]-1/}-9] 5% Ac‘}%) (2.2)

HA, WHER X, & ol&3td MaFHe FUAHH £ME(EE RS A8y HiM B
2 BEETHY] F%FE AAsA 23)e FAZFES A, rted nk(k— D2 #%E

Yo, =X, —Xul, i=1,2, ,n;u4=0,1,,k;v=ut+l,ut2, -, k (2.3)
2394 Add TE 753 4, w vol Wi 4z 4% e F5E Asim,
T;v ¢uvRIuva}—~‘—- f"-]'t\ﬂ_, Tzwz —T:,ug \_-1?\5_}‘:]’
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1 X.=2X,

¢i‘“={—1 Xoixy i=L2o miu=0,1 - kiv=utlut2 -k Q4

A7) M, tAl T, ?f T, & A3, o] g5 s 4Fdsirt uHA g ¢
F OAMR AdAA ZFE AME 5 o o @Eol ovl FoAAH Uve A (conditional
situation)stoll A T,. = ZT’;. g 3w, 7 (22)9 W@ HABEAZFL 259 2ol A

= ed 714 22 W (Wel 43 Fea4E) AFZ/ME S 7148 7tsAdel AXA ddh
W=7, == W =T, (25)

AFHdstol 2 B2 EYoln BEUAN &9 ol8dd, AT..=tf.) =1(k+DE
AL F AoH, FEWSF T0 W FFH BA 2T FEAL Q6)F 2o 7 & Ao

Ef(T.) =0
Var(Ti) = 336 (k+ D),
Covo(T.., T..) = — Var,(TL)/k, (u¥ v) (2.6)

Fidler¢} Nagelkerke(1986)% ©l213t 274 =2oAM wEod At FAHE T, 50 AT
A AAEXE Iﬂra < TR, o5 HMYAFLZ o|FoXe AAFTAHF 25 JA A
A HAAEEE 4ES & F A wra}ﬂ nHEE Agdde 7t SR F oo, 533
e AXA Fa, %3‘“ GEUES AMT F dong HESF PHEAA ARk o
ste Aldte] 534S 98 5 Ak

oy o714, 25AM AANE M2 AARTAFE WEs W)F b A
al.(1991)o] =olgk 37FA] dA o s =ols) BEE A 3 HA AP
o] &3k Friedman(1937) & A9 FAIZo] o3 W-HAT o2, R;E A EE9 ;¥R XNag

we duwslel 834 X,o %R ¥ @, D= 2Ry~ Ryt 2 BIuAA A2st o

279] Aol E vEhhE BARLE S 2209 AYEABOE DS 1T & AT, o gol
2W 242 AR W@ N4 Hsde AQGn 8 + Ao

V= P D; 2.7
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5 A-HATo 2 EEY ¢HE ol43l= Hollander(1966) B4 o] A% A
t}. o] A o W-HATY FTAZe] BE9 HEE HAF AMESHA Rive 4%

37l A% Hoeg, V,=|X,—Xpl, i=1,2,,n;7=1,2,, k% A1, R;E &
A Azt ¥FE wleg #BEFA FOY;d cHE ", jHA AHEcH Jg2T
Wilcoxon(1945)¢] #5¢9 AATAZFLE (299 Zol AT 4 Jeow, Fo4x 7448 (2.2)9 A
A BAZCR (21008 1 & 3, o] JAl V,9 gol 55 AFEY 717 vhsAde
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Ty = Z" Ridi, 714 ¢;= {(1) ))gz ;))((Uu (2.9)

V2 = ~ TOj (210)

ojo) ti¥ FHEANL Hollander(1966)7 AAg H2ES ol &3A A2 AMT + Ao

=
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E(V,)= fn(nt1) Tl . Varl V) = g Var Ty,) + 2 ;}l gvawmu, Tow) (2.11)

ol 3, Cou(Ty,, Ty)e e 4L ol &3lM & 5+ Ut

BTy, To)= 2L 4= 1) (n—pa(F) + 2= Da=2)n=3)
(e Dn—2)
+ 2l n(n—Du(F) + =02
I n(n—1)
3 4

ANA BE AF) % w(F)E ARZHE 250 E= o|Ze] A 4+ dt YR o8
st B AAE AP & Atk Lehmann(1964)2 A(F) ] Hdigt2 7/24d& Heola, o
G WP Faael 030897 BE HALw, o|F oA KTy To)o $8E Y3t
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A BEE T2 A, Vool 7123 B3] A4S &+ ArHPark et al.(1991)).

vlxjeto g AR =g]E& A4 Mehra®t Sarangi(1967) 329 C-AATLE & & Uth
Hodges$} Lehmann(1962)& W-Z A Hzalel tia @& F&o] dle EZaHE FAB A
EIE By Wi 713 A Hstn BEEARE HIIA AAT F FFEE(combined
samples)®] THol 71%3% 7&@% A AL, oo s FE AAS Eii{ﬂ}é AAS F dEE
Hold Ao £AE Foz Aoz A 20F HAS AgdsAh F, ol EEU H
Tae Axs & olg F 3 1%"]% FAsH, 2y (210N B2 EH7} 2‘11715]‘3& gsiE
A A A" F=97F e gdoE Ao g M e 4 Aotk Mehra®} Sarangi(1967)= o1& 83}
o HaEHe #=MAE AANE =AY =94 A (aligned rank test)E AgFed, ol WA
zt BE2YdiA EZad gt Bo @
(alignment)stAl F&d|, o] | X o 9
Adel BEAE ol g3t EZo #AIRl]

FAE olgstel BIuN BEAE 24
S Ex AAEF 94 gl bt 193

% &9% A 9o ol R & a(k+1)AS =
A Fol BAAY £98 32 R = J K, &3 ¥, 4 Q2 W TAZLE 212

AR = Q3 o] BAdE Vil 48 AFVIAY 717 te e AAA 2ok
Vy= ,g(ﬁf_ R,) (2.12)

w3 AFTASA 2AR PFg B4 an FEAS (213)9 2ol fEEH, E(V3) =0,
I’/Fr(V3)=(k+l)ZZ%7P 9ot =8 poood o HAFAZF Ve AHHe2 AM4E
e

wEsHE 442 olgsd, V3o 2AHHA FE A

E(R) = 21?,, = Var(R;) = 2?;, o; = Cou R, R;) = —g%/k (2.13)

7] A, %=§(1§—Ri>2/(k+1> g3 T=l§1€,~/(k+1>
3. d A
2 Ao M = V. Filder®t N.J. Negelkerke(1986)7F A Al S ol & o} &3t A 2HAM =944 &
FAEAFES dFd Hr= ok n8EHe A5E AR HESo|HE &4 Ue 6%y
A A M2 2 A 7HA] 7] FRE s F A 70 AFH A 55& FHE AR,
Nzt AA Ag vy Ho S48 dde o2 AP AFAA FAHHE vEEA
= [F 3119 2oy, o 1<i<6 183 (0<;<322 3 2 QDE 43F & UL, A

2 oe 37hx Fde anst dEadel e Fol# Aol AeAE ARRLR B 3,
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H(): =0 = 0,~ 13, Hl: Z'Og{rl, Ty, Tg} (ﬂi?ﬂ' ‘8]'1’}'9] 753 }\6]%) (3.1)

[ 31] 679 sxzRE A9 HAol 5E(V. Filder and N. ]J. Negelkerke(1986))

_ Z271(A )
Ee
0 1 2 3

1 26.86 20.29 26.99 23.64
2 24.10 33.23 3351 41.25
3 26.50 27.58 31.50 39.23
4 24.75 32.18 24.86 30.85
5 1591 20.50 20.00 17.84
6 12.56 18.91 16.83 13.42

HA B =M AAE 2AR RIEAAARE AFsd, ofd [& 320=2FH HBTAZT ;L
Wy =—262°] =, AF7HEstlAe] B Var( W) =13388.501 HE=, #HESE AyFIAMES
WV Var( W) =—2.2643 °] =3, o]} == p-g2 °F 00127} At

(¥ 32] T;9 Raess T,9 3%

anq | A ARHA Aozrg de 2z ed | | oo | oo | g
0-1 0-2 |0-3] 1-2 | 1-3 2-3
1 26 5 13 -22 -14 1 44 -62 28 -10
2 -32 -33 | -36 ] -2 =31 -30 -101 -1 5 97
3 -6 -20 | =35 | -16 | -34 -29 -61 -44 7 98
4 -28 -1 | -24 27 7 -23 -53 62 -49 40
5 -19 -17 | -8 3 12 10 -44 34 24 -14
6 -25 -18 | -4 9 21 15 =47 55 24 -32
g -262 | 44 39 | 179

ggoz A 28elH 249 3 7H AT ARAAE meld REES sha WA [ 338
[ 31014 Fold Aol B2 W £99 D, = (R~ Ro@S Hebdl 202 o|g o &3}
Vi@t ARspdstelse ®ae 7z 8% 1200 =i, ool  EFsE FTIARE
Vil VarV) =2.5560 22, olol tlg8E p-ge o 00052 Aojdth 18n Vyo Z$E
[¥ 34]

il

sl 1 ogtol 599¢ % & A%, AFAAGIAY BFE E(Vy)=31.5° o
I, BAS ValTyy=2.753 A(F)=T7/24 28931 p(F)=0.3089% ol&sd =&
COU( Tgl, T02)=105341} 4] (2.11)% o] &3t Va?’( Vg) = 131.454 & +& F Utk U‘]’a}k]y
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EZs8 BRI (Vo— E(V))V VarVy) =2.30857F =3, ool digse p-@&e o
0008322 Fojzth [E 351 €457 A Q144 A8 &3 R @ vehuscs o
NN Vy=148013, AR NN ARG E(Vy)=0, VarV;) = 311360 HEZ, ®F3d
BFZAGES ViV Var Va) = 2652301 513 olo] the8E p-ge oF 000402 dojh,

[ 33] Vil 712& AR TAZ A

ax £S5 W &4 D,
1 2 3 4
1 3 1 4 2 -2
2 1 2 3 4 6
3 1 2 3 4 6
4 1 4 2 3 6
5 1 4 3 2 6
6 1 4 3 2 6

[E 34] Vool 7123 HATAZF At

@' X}' 2_1 3‘1 4"1 R21 R31 R41

1 -457 2.13 -1.22 -2 2 -2

2 9.13 941 17.15 6 6 6

3 1.08 5.00 12.73 1 5 5

4 7.43 0.11 6.10 5 1 4

5 459 4.09 1.93 3 3 3

6 6.35 4.27 0.86 4 4 1

(& 35] Vil 712% AAEASTS F5E2AM 248 &9
g 1—p 2—p | 3—p  4—w;| R | R | R R, | R 7
1 09 -3.66 3.04 -0.30 15 3 20 11 12.25 36.80
2 -8.92 0.21 0.49 3.23 1 12 14 24 12.75 32.17
3 -4.70 | -3.62 0.30 8.03 2 4 13 23 10.50 51.19
4 -3.41 4.02 -3.30 2.69 5 22 6 19 13.00 41.50
5 -2.65 1.94 1.44 -0.72 8 18 16 10 13.00 10.75
6 -2.87 3.48 1.40 -2.01 7 21 17 9 13.00 22.19
& Al 38 80 86 9% 745 | 1946
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forE 5% aen k=39 A$E mEsigen, D9 3 T/FY dy€sHEe nHsrIR &
L2355 HAA7)71 g do2 o E2ui} /554 713 & HAE dagkel TEIAHCH
B2 £ [ 41164 2070 2832 [E 421904 3071 nstger, AAE @A=L 1000199
vt o B 2REct o RS IMSL R#EZ2IHE AMEdle] A f(normal), EX2H
(logistic), ©)ZF x4 (double exponential), =27 F(lognormal) X & 31 3tATh.
Hg;f()=l'1=l'2=l'3 VSs. Hu . T0=T1=T2=0, T3=0.5
Hy: ip=1=0, o=13=0.5
Hy; . T0=O, T1=T2=0.5, =1 4.1)

[(B41] k=3, n=20%0 A5 SAAEE =34

Vi Vs Vs W

H, 0.045 0.054 0.056 0.051

A I Hy 0.125 0.138 0.139 0.153

T X Hy 0.260 0.324 0.327 0.601
Hy; 0.865 0.937 0.937 0.783

Hy 0.052 0.045 0.052 0.051

Zx2H Hy 0.084 0.095 0.093 0.103
T X H), 0.146 0.159 0.178 0.169

Hy 0.336 0.360 0.404 0.405

H, 0.045 0.051 0.055 0.055

o] F x| 4 Hy, 0.184 0.182 0.192 0.192
72X Hyp 0.469 0.452 0.466 0.472

Hy; 0.931 0.920 0.929 0.930

H, 0.049 0.053 0.052 0.049

2IaA Hy 0.127 0.137 0.148 0.152
X Hy 0.266 0.278 0.279 0.292

Hi3 0.685 0.736 0.735 0.745
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[ 42] k=3, =30 A9 <A #AE FAHA

{ Vi Vs Vs W
H, 0.045 0.062 0.063 0.048

A It Hy, 0.1502 0.191 0.203 0.170
23 Hy 0.386 0.465 0.460 0.747
Hi; 0.850 0.926 0.928 0913

H, 0.049 0.045 0.046 0.046

Z ] 2 Hy, 0.085 0.094 0.096 0.098
2o Hy, 0.163 0.208 0.206 0.209
H; 0.432 0.540 0.531 0.540

H, 0.045 0.055 0.057 0.057

o] 2 x4 Hy 0.212 0.198 0.197 0.207
2 x Hp 0.587 0.546 0.554 0.563

. Hp 0.988 0.981 0.985 0.983

H, 0.057 0.058 0.059 0.058

2 Hy, 0.150 0.187 0.199 0.201
B ¥ Hp 0.377 0.429 0.425 0.440
H 0.849 0.901 0.894 0.912

(D) BFEE Aol SAZF Voub Viol 7128 @450 dazkd D3t 39 Z$d 2
geol wA UeniAw gustd 29 Asde FAG Wel Nz# gl g we

AREL HelFL 3l

o AA .
(@ 2A2RRT Aole dANeZ EAF Wol 712% ARl MY we AR B
oF 1 Aot
(3) o)FAFETY BeolE EAZF Vi Wel 7123 dAo] vy & HAAYHE HoAF
i

(4) 2aARFEE] AdE AAAAoZ BAHE Wl 7123 dA 71F & AAEE B
o F 31 9itt,
9ol Aty Aty FEREY WYL L A doj@ A2olA R ndt RYEH A
3 L%

of Aurfoz el AgHE Aolgh: HolA ¥ m AwAe mEele Adol Y Aoz B

3\ A
olt}, AAE =R REFHzA FAH Ao vrE AP vad HEAA &
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1, e PYESH vas B o o FERPM AR T AAAL B F1 P8
F glom, & WolA dZ 8 utsh gol HTA FFAHL o8 ANAA A HmH sksie,
385 BEAAN FA4N £ A B MRS AAEAYL FAY £ U
o,
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