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A aAgor §asti xol= el slolHFH ALty A& ety
NS Aargloh o] A Yl ol Fokgkel et el BAEH iy,
A A A (O A B Ry, SHT7ER A P, S8 R Eel &5 ol 8
sted Aglel Zloigte et wE ge g s dgAde aolrf de F ek
glostol o #x A% holl Wbg-3hamo] el A el 2] B A B Aol E EAT 2
wEoj A A Al %= Lhd £7He] ¥l 212 5 he] At A A e vlmel = F88t

elel A Az

P A H

1. ME

7 Ab A1 8 7 3] (designs for computer experiments)-> F.o] & oA o] ey o] A
GRS Bole] 4L ABo Aokt Fae RE U7 N9 AW wach A4
wo Hue) B4 e Aol Ug MRl B A8 Ao A} ul 3 Ho| vy o)
T O #AEoxvr el A v)gte] e A gloltke ol wak tife]
- dguwy ot al g gong 53] FgARte] @ 1 dele 2ol 71Ee] d8AEH
= e g 2e AdAgo] A rkSacks, Welch, Mitchell, Wynn, 1989).

Aol AAF A& A 2 o 2 McKay, Beckman, Conoxer(1979) of efaf Al A <kel efel-s}
o] F B 7| & (Latin-hypercube design, @¥s§ 4] Lhd)e} Slt}. o] A& A H e 3317] 71 vl
- Ha Boas S v A st A Ec] dE¥s G 2nF HA
A ¥ = (space-filling) 544 & 7}zlct. oleish Ay uf fofl Lhdwe AR thE M A&
ol Hz=o v &AF o] &5 2 Ut (o EE [5], [7], [14]).

Stein(1987)2 Lhd7} s oA theqlel &t E4ko] HAdde & Wila,
Owen (1992)2 Lhd oAl e] vhg-grg-o] ol tff g

= ]r Fof 220
WS Friatdct. @9, o]ef g Lhd Al A d o] A¥8E4d A Xﬂoﬂ"i T uf x| 5 A
e 7ol 312555_ o] Z Rl = IE7P ol Fol ATt Tang(1993) & A uwE <&
o) 835led 23+ OA-based Lhd & A<+l 1, Morris and Mitchell(1995)2 Z th ] 47
2] (maxmin distance) Lhd & #|tatsl =, O]*'O* A& dEo] gtegl.gloln e 128
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AN E AFGde] FnF A =R st Yk iEEF Park(1994)2 Lhd Zof| A 714
Aot Bt o AASIY, dme] &S ol §8 A Lhd & AFetudh Aoy, HEF,
0] £ 35.(1995) % Lee(1999)= %3} Lhd o #ate] 13814t

B eRol e 28 T2E AEA AEAol o} 9 Lhd el A2l Felshn
2 Al Z1gES ANk w8 % Lhd 9 M @S Yot T4 2 (2R i
o] afole} A& Aol 2t 23594 el gyl A Aqrstsdo zﬂw_oﬂﬂh Lhd o #&
At EA S dotE 31, 54 Lhdet g LhdE H sttt A3dolMe T ddA8 7t
©J(53] Lhd 7)) A2l & Fefaln, A4dolM = —Cthd Zte] Agle] 71t ok A
A AN RF 3 1 AHRE AAISSTE A5H A F Lhde] ¥hg-A o) HiF 2to] & thEY]
I, A6 T AEAgo] 2t Aol A &S Eato] A2 el ubx] gt

Z]
o)
o= A7Ed 2o % BelAgE A9

2. ctE-slojHAE A=

Lhde A8 27 AAA dgHe] 25 F2HE2 7 oJd W5 P95 nilg
< +
j=}

A e e, 2 PO s FEeks 2202 @A nlE BE ol o) 2
FAH R 7 &5T g Dok o714 w2 HBA Folnd & YHBFe] F2A
Aadgel A9 ekt

HA gy o) @S 7 e el uRetd dFddHE A4 HEed o
0,1)2 FFatatch Ag 4 0,14 oA Z4zhe] S 948 ¥ (X, -, Xg) % 20
dFste BESSF (A, F) 7F 03, 2y B 5 HA ¥ (X))o i WA A Holeta 3t
Ai=1,-,n,j=1,---,d). P =(P) Enxdddas P 2+ 4L (1,--- ,n)¢
Fdojd, ojH g 7 45L& GEAH 0T HYolgn ofab o} Lhd & ol F e A8H zy
£ o} o] ejdng

i1
v = £ (50 =) (2.1)

A7) M ;= 27l EEALR dUEE 0, 1S WEE FEWSFh (2144 &
A Py, Py © 239ANAM 2y 7F Sdbe Aab(cel)E BB, 11 AR Foll Ao A
e AT ra, o rg o A AR E (2.1) ol BZE % joll Bt ryy = 1/2 Q)

-

Lhd & “%4! Lhd” (Mldpomt Lhd, 93} A4l MLhd) &} F &v}(Park, 1994). 3+H r; 7
U0,1] & wax BEe 292 24 Lhd 9 7287] 984 “2% Lhd’(Random Lhd,
(2.1) N A P; 7t #2- Lhd & “F &7} 242 Lhd &7 o8}
ZZ ztE 3} 7 e] MLhd 2} od2] 71¢] RLhd 7} 918 4 2t
r

B =R zr= MLhd ¢} RLhd 2 vl w3}7) 938ted 25 7te] A9t
WHe-x] o) ol thet FAb A HE S vl w Atstith £ d3te] F7] ¢ Park (1994)
A Lhd & dujFos Fote A elA XM o] A1z2bE] itk & Park(1994) o &

s g ola, 1 el (R Rl A 014 1S nedste A RLhd

=
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=4, olm) 2 RLhd 71x] 7}x] &2 2F 3 & MLhd & 9+=3t
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o ol R Al =) s o ®ol A AR EQdvE o] o ol tigh tite 24 1% | MLhd ¢t
2 2% e RLhd €€ A46te] 258 vlwsrirh. 24 RLhd £ #* MLhd %
2 F2E FAEALE oS nafsiM el Fejolm, HA F L@ AE S H|
wEtE AL 27 72 gwhA Q) MLhd 9 RLhd & ¥lmstes A9 543 4% Aot

3. & A A=2to] Hel
arhelel whs) 280 E e 5 oS AUAL 3 Dl A, F AAAE e
j= & t ¢ [
7<g9| 31 )\E]—Gdlﬂgl] Dl = [zl’ Loy * 7£n} 9}- D?.: {_l‘ll’ y_21 ’E7l:| Z—}‘q 7—11—"4'\:

0Dy Do) = 0Dz =yl (3.1)

ojty. A71A n(i)e= 1,--- . ne THolth

8(Dy1, Dy)el oju] s ggak 2t WA D9 7 dEHER Do 4 H4EHE 3L
o] 7hsek 11 B & ]Toi—o‘ el 1 A & Az olg A AL ol Fe WY
n! 9t LZHo}E: Aele] g A nl B EAQeA "t o] T o Aele §o] F
AEA g ke Ael, F (D1 Dy)ol vk wepA] e 5 AEAE e Aele FYE
A Aoh(ElE o] A& P ste AES st Fuan) # =iddMe T AEAE
o ur(MLhd)_ A % o OW ok oh& shui(RLhd) = L 9d & X&sta U] uf ol 3
ﬁﬂﬂ E[3(Dy, Dy)] & meshsict.

e —.401]/«1 g 2E /}Lt’} g Foll iy Avle FEolFe HES JE A,
= .‘,]Zi,] =g () E 77%% e 3_1_311 o] 2 i Tl E o] Bof A perfect bipartite

)

2 7494 4 o} (Bondy and Murty,
1976). 53] B& o] ¥ ﬁt;ol OIJM M s Sl olE BEI Azl B4 &
&k A 1= Talagrand (1992) 2 Friez and Janson(1995) ol A kol & 4= Qlt}, w3t 99} 2+
£ matching ool t]o] & %7 8to| A Easton and McCulloch(1990) off &lajA] v ek 2} 5
off et HP= A el %‘%r]mt}(ﬂwa 1999).
el e 3.100A o, —y ml\ o *}%54 Al i"i-, 8= o 22 AlgAe(L),
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E MLhd Dy = [z, 2o, -+, z,]' & 3 2% E RLhd Dy =
T XSS Fy ool dHslol 6(Dy, Dr) = 30, llz —y,ll 7 &

QWY E AT DB Lhd o 5
& AWHE T cell ol EA . g
7
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ol 27t 2L iLth‘rRLhdA Aele gEHTolnzZ 0 Al 71N @k E[0(Su, Sr)] &
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olth. o] 52 A 71 A% B Fo A nojl FB/EIT do] B4R FTHHATE Yol E
Lyo] A$ole 2 Pl A4 Fated o9 Ake thg HollA 214 3] 2}

4. Lhd 22| AH2lQl DIlhatel Adt: M2 =Xl

HA U(=1,1)2 = U(0,1)? olﬂi Ly 752l Aeef 21dligt Aldkel A u; ~ U(0,1) & ©]
g3t} o)A E(yul +ul+ - +ul) o Ak fleted Aol dastd], d = 29 F S
E obgfol A A s%%%izzﬁn TFatof Alate] b5 et d 7} 3ol Aol w 2 ekaitt. what
A gele A At feta te) 2R By A ekl

(1) FEAEF5E 189 71take] 44 AL (d=2).

(2) 7F%2 FA ¥ (Gaussian quadrature)-& ©] 83 thatd XA E (d =3 oA 12).
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d=2¢% A% Ul+U; o G8L=gIFE o] &t 7|dgg Atert Hyug
=Ul+ U3, Y, =Uf -U; & 53t 13 Vool 23 28U EFe Us oz 73
ﬂﬂ} (4714 X =U(0,1)? & FEFITTFTE 7= olthe ol o] &= AT

/4 <y <1
2} — 1 2
Silyn) ssin (= ~1) , 1<y <2
2 Y1

o] ft}h. o] & o] &3t A= Frote 7k vhad 2
1
2
:/ ZT-\/y_ldyl + —\/~J_—l in’l(/— — 1)dy,
0 4 2 (\
= (7T/6+O.2416)/2
= 0.3826.

o ol A 8} o] d = 291 Ao 7] tHak
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H 4.1: Lhd 2+ A2l % Zloigts gele

BEEDEEEFTERERE e y
1 | 0.2500 0.2500 0.2886 SEUCIFE
2 | 0.3535 0.3826 0.4082 o]l &
3 | 0.4330 0.4802 0.5000
4 | 0.5000 0.5609 0.5773
5 | 0.5590 0.6312 0.6455 | 7F%+ 2 AR S o] 83
6 | 0.6123 0.6942 0.7071 Thatd 2] A5
7 | 0.6614 0.7520 0.7637
8 | 0.7071 0.8056 0.8164
9 | 0.7500 | 0.8558(0.8549) | 0.8660 | <A & (e 7lE2)
10 | 0.7905 | 0.9032(0.9066) | 0.9128
11 | 0.8291 | 0.9481(0.9480) | 0.9574 | EE|FLE 2 (52 A &)
12 | 0.8660 | 0.9915(0.9913) | 1.0000
13 | 0.9013 1.0329 1.0408
14 | 0.9354 1.0724 1.0801 255 o] &3
15 | 0.9682 1.1100 1.1180 2H7IER AR
20 | 1.1180 1.2845 1.2909
25 | 1.2500 1.4433 1.4433
30 | 1.3693 1.5811 1.5811
35 | 1.4790 1.7078 1.7078 | H3A ATRE o] &
40 | 1.5811 1.8257 1.8257
50 | 1.7677 2.0412 2.0412

AHE B ZHILER AES flote] BAste 7S A% ez 28y

3 1
/// Vil ud o dudus - dug,
0 0 0

1
d=3~12 oM & 7}§-2 8 ¥ (Gaussian quadrature)
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= H e gatd 4] HEyer
Aele] 71 gh& TS [ 4.1] (IMSLe} DQANDE o] &38te] Al4H). ¥lw 3 9)g W)
T e At Agele FAHES o] &AL d> 8% AL E BHIER
Aoz Aatataitt. Aol e FA AT H &Rt BHIER Bl ¢ yatg
Roz LA 7] W Folth(Ripley, 1987). o] ZH 7122 A5 S A4 Al 7lthgre

b4

). ol &
u; Y ©F FMg ol B R, f’_/}_ a7l of 28 5 (antithetic variable)& o] &35}
THRipley, 1987). & 500719 Yt (w) & HA A3, w? 3 (1 —w)? 22 1000742
Hanen vEs 2ol AL AT ]
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| 500 | d 500 | d

o 2 2 22 ~ o 2 —u)?
b<\/u,f+u.§+'--+ud> ~ To5o 7 ’ ui+4 Z(l i) | -
‘él d 7t 9ell A 12742 & 5 7HA] R (b2 A 2 2ETEE

5209 ASAE FUZTRHEE ol folel e ol BAY FRLEE Foe

Ui ud 4o+ uy ~ AN E(u?), dVar(u?))
= AN(d/3, 4d/45).

o]71M BEWS Y ~ AN[d/3,4d/45) |9, d 7} 20 o] 37t Hojx= P(Y < 0)—0 ] ==
2 el (delta method) <l g(Y) ~ AN(g(y ), g (pn)?c?) & o] &3}q

VY ~ A.\'(\/ﬁ, V/3d/45)

< abAl Bk webd o] A% BVl 3 --»+':§Jx d/3 =
A& gL o 3ol oww e Aolgrel 4t 2obe Aol
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. LhdQfl CHE BIEXIC| @ XI0|

Alg o) whe x|l s, 5 MLhd M 9] Y ¢ 71th gk E(Ya )3 RLhd
,[4)9] 2}o] & vL<>PL} McKay, Beckman, Conover(1979) ©l <] sl A
o]

| ereda Qb wA Y, = hle) = hm +u) 2 E3

= ols FAAY HE, u, = ME EHE U(-1,1)/2n% d x 1 ¥E.

m
Bl FHH el o & A
hz,) = h(m;) + G, + 0.5y Hu,.

714 G; & m; AlAiel h o) vl 2 E](gradient vector) ©] 1, H; & m, o412 h 9 &]A]
ot ) & (Hessian matrix) o]t} ZHH Yy, = Ly~ h(my) ol 2,

n

n

> E(Glu, + 5w Ha,)

[t

= g ”ZL/L” m;) = () )

i=1 j=1

1

n

E(Yg, — Yar)
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Lﬂraw YwL & H o5 o] (biased) UA T no] dol| vl Et] HHF| F w) I 53] I A7}
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Mitchell, Sacks and Ylvisaker(1994)= % A @A & 2] vlw & 9 ta] v} 2o] dE
2 9] (entropy) 9] Bl &2 L HS = A h & & (relative efficiency) 2 A} &3tH ).
—nlogo? + log|Vz|

AEE = ) )
THEE = e+ Tog V] ©.1)

% 6.1: MLhd ¢ RLhd ¢ A5 &

o’ | FHES | n | o | AUES
5 101 0.9565 2 01 0.9991

1 1.0313 1 1.0047
10 1.0115 10 1.0006

12] 01 1.0047 12 ] 0.1 1.0005
1 1.0020 1 0.9994
10 1.0013 10 0.9998

25101 1.0016 2501 1.0239
1 1.0011 1 0.9994
10 1.0009 10 0.9996

d=9 d=15
n | o | BAHEE | n | o? | AEE

15101 1.0005 15101 1.0002

1 0.9959 1 0.9921
10 0.9996 10 0.9998
25| 01 1.0004 25| 01 1.0001
1 0.9982 1 0.9962
10 0.9997 10 0.9998
40 1 0.1 1.0002 40 | 0.1 1.0001
1 0.9994 1 0.9987
10 0.9999 10 0.9999
50 | 0.1 1.0000 50 | 0.1 1.0000
1 1.0000 1 1.0000

10 1.0000 10 1.0000
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E:(tlthf o 7td) 9’}' 3 :(U‘lvu??' o ,Ud) A}‘O1_O,1 %%}‘\——%
v(t,u) = o exp{— 92|t —u;P}, 0<8, 0<p<2 (6.2)
j=1
o, |
A7NA o2 AN E BAAsle BAb B0l 09} pE TEANS BEAAE 24, &
E Vb vk A 5 7te) 2L ARBAE gt 2 s F ABHAE g b
o A¥A qholl A7t 7S Vietd] 7t dae 1o 7he g 2AE D He "o
2 e ool 717 & 7R A Ho BB daeEn Fd dAE AUA B
o] THE-A A MAadF o] Al gy B #d 23 =9 & Sacks, Welch, Mitchell and
Wynn(1989)8 % %3}7] vlac}.

(6.1)91 A1 log|Vas|& & MLhdof| A Al AFE Zo] ™, log| Va2 10071 9] RLhdef| A A4k
o}, o] 10078 HHE &< HF gho] AR vl o] &HcHHE6.1). o'=12] 2 Folle 4
& &2 log|Vgr!/logVuy| o] Ho] PP ale Al =77t FCH # 6.1]S Abzha) & o)
f=1,p=2¢2 AL = (6. 2)7]— exp(— Zj\1 it —u]?) 2o 7H st oA E g s B 4
iﬂrow}.

ool 2. 2) oo w2k 2ol & Mol x| rk 2
el 5 AgAgel ALl Lord e % 5 Utk p=19 AFAE 44 nx
@b Zobee 2e A9 welnw 1 AnE geetdnh aeup=19 B¢ p=2
ol Agurt Bgol oA Tad ANE TS W T,

2} 2742 MLhd ¢ RLhd 91 G AYAN DY 9 7)ghgk 2o l HARF H IS ol &
g zpo] A2 A At TH B8] Al Jthak AME e AeE W hA g e
tetd Z8olN F88 Az 288 5 olkn %c}.%;foﬂﬂ AHgg g A g
de] 7hA vlm 7S R gAuk g oA oh e el A A E e vl &3}
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Comparison and Distance Calculation Between Two

Latin-hypercube Designs”
Jeong-Soo Park V' Hyun-Sik Hwang ?)

ABSTRACT
A distance measure between two Latin-hypercube designs is defined and its ex-
pected value is computed. It was computed by using mathematical statistics, numerical
analysis (multidimensional numerical integration), Monte-carlo method, and the theory of
asymptotic normal distribution. For the comparison of two Latin-hypercube designs with
same structure but different randomness, the difference of expected values of response
function and information mass of experimental designs are considered. These methods

may be useful in comparison between two general experimental designs.

Keywords: Computer experiments; Distance between designs; Monte-carlo method;

Numerical integration; Relative efficiency.
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