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Data-Driven Smooth Goodness of Fit Test
by Nonparametric Function Estimationl

Jongtae Kim?2)
Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to study of data-driven smoothing goodness of fit
test, when the hypothesis is complete. The smoothing goodness of fit test statistic by
nonparametric function estimation techniques is proposed in this paper. The results of
simulation studies for the powers of show that the proposed test statistic compares
well to other.

Keywords : smooth goodness of fit, nonparametric function estimation, Fourier estimation.

1.4 &
Neyman(1937)°] BEHRZTAZFE L/ olF, 2 THEANA AE #F¥(data-driven) 3
Z(smooth) AR ZAZA #F =FE0] Aol AM7 HejAx o, o JE24 BmkeML
Ritov(1992), Eubank® Hart(1992), Eubank¢ Hart(1993), Eubank®} LaRiccia(1992), Ledwina
(1994), Fan(1996), Hart(1997), Kallenberg® Ledwina(1997), Kim(2000)% %<& Q-+ =850 ¢
t s f5d B A=A MY dAA] EAe HE8HAPFZAF] A 2489 )
F& R4 MR AEA FAHIN ot e etk I olfe ZEI AAFTAZ HE F
Ae 849 My AL FE8AATAZTY AAEd B JFEHES vy giZojrt. AAR
1990t olde W HWEHAC #E FHEANME 84EY M #FE Wi HE3 =
o] glo] deol& Alg3te LES FHE 7‘]91 & oA
th2EH M E Kim (2000)0] AAIS vl Z T3] Y E o] &3ty FBHUAHFTAFY 24
g9 Mg HEF §53AY VY E °l%5P°4 FAste W& aUlstn shdel EBfrtAdd
Y 25 F3E BEARSAFES AASAH.
3HA M= 7Hde] BIVMAEY A, B2 98 B dgiidMz FEI] 9E F IR, B
AFAAM AF7IAL] S A /HEHEAY Al ddtd A ¢ gFA 2o AP S o) &3
o At HAZAZN g NAUES AR, 2R AFMENMY FYFEFd Aa
SAge] drly & ¥ slertsle dAAS By agln & BEIXE dte HRZEEL
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Bl stk 480l Add AR EAYR ZES AAFAL

2. A% 549 9% A¥x AA
X1, Xz, X0 B0l 9@ BEFF f(2)2 ZEHAA Aok B A= A

Hy: f(x) € {fp(x;8): B B},
9714 BC R? o)z {fy(x; 8): Be Bl Foiz A=+ AYeln f9 EXFs e
Fpolth. G2 U=Fy(x A9 2xgd52 B 28d Gw=FF;, ()& e g
AEgs g8 7HdY.

g = f(Fo—l(u))/fo (Fo_l(u))

dubAQl g9 AR Foll M= FF AT g A7 ggH 2ol xdA

a

glu) = 1+ ]Zlaj\@ cos (Fmu),

a;= flg(u) V2 cos(jru)dx.

olmj & Fo ZARI FF9 AF o FHste FHF
ay 2}\/5 cos(jmu)
£ ol &3t P AFF g o dE Feldl AR 7 FAZFS 0L go) FE

gn(u) = 1+ g,la,-n\/é cos(jmu) .
ojuf m & 1<m<n & WUZF3= AF°lth Eubank$} Lariccia (1992)€ 3)o]<& phi-squared A
HHx ¢ -‘f(g(u)—l) uE ©o]&3te] Neyman®] HIHAEL A7 259 AFoiA

et %o AR Hydd dAe ¢=0 3 ¢,=0° AR FAPS ¢ 5 A 2 &
FANE HFE A2 A% mE 2N W Astel G 2L ARHRARLA AEE
AR

ROm) = EL(m)) = E{ [ (g (1)~ £(0)"du0)
=— H(m)+ g‘a,z-.

AN —H(m) = 2, (a?—)F o= var(ap)=n"'(1+ay, /V2—a2)olth. R(m)9 v}

Ag 22 2aiE mol AEHA gomg Hme AUZ st me Rm)e H22 ¥ 3
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olth, HAM} mT &7 Y5 H(m)ol did EREARLE H(m)e thgx 2
0 m=0
AO)={ & '
(m) g\(azj,,—Z ), m> 0.
7NN F=(+ay/V2-di) | (n—1e o9 BAZHFo|r}
o5l AAEAZN 43F¥ Neymand HEEAZTN FUF
Lariccia(1992), Kim(2000)2 o&= #Z2 HATAZE AgstArt
1
Tpn= fo (gm(u)—l)zdu=ngafn .
Z 2t Y(local alternatives)ZEXE 3 YEdd4F g (w)=1+b(n)d(w)o] Hdtd n— o
wa m—coooln, mVa—-0d o,

RAAZA=S 22 Eubank$t

Tmn— m d
2m

old bn)=m'*/V ot} 2tz Z,,& AXHAEAZo|th. (= Eubank$ Lariccia(1992),
Kim(2000).)

Zon= Nl8I12/V2,1).

3. Z AP L ol 8T HAY v

=
rir
N
X
o
§2
rle
fu o)
o>
Yo,

HAEME Hyd BXE2F 48 71 ZEXE AMEE & AT & =89
Hael N thge AT AAEALE GEAG. AT
Hy: f(x) € {4 (x;B): B B}
o & f(x)= (V2ro) ~lexp{—%(x-;z)z/crz}ﬂi’-, peR} 0> 08& 7HXE B=(u,0)
AT, Fyt AFAEDEES £,9 BXFFolth ad® mad FedEs Ase BREER

Ay = —71; ;ﬁ;‘x‘/é cos(jrFy(x))

A ool BRAHEARE Th=n 2ya%0l dated Bhemt 2o] HRED

Ton— M
Zmn= 2m

oiwl mo e 2"AM 2% H(mE 7t Adzse me 49

A% Z,,2 D'Agostino®} Stephens(1986)°] ZA7/0€d 71&9] HAHF A FE, Kolmogorov-Smirnov
(D), Kuiper ( V), Cramer von Mises ( W?), Watson (U?), Finkelstein® Schefer (S)#¢] A=A
e v BA3G <E 1>& AFMNME Hy EFATELY o HE4AEAZY 7Z4ge

2, ¥&9 =271 #£=10,20,..,500) dizh =ojdy WE 55 100,000 YA @2 AFojrt
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<E 1> AR AARE A% HEHARAE Z,,9 714

a
0.05 0.025 0.01
10 863 1137 1.372
20 963 1311 1.707
n | 30 978 1.334 1.753
40 988 1.350 1.784
50 1.004 1.377 1.823

O& <E 2>& EEY 27 2=502 @, <E 1>9 717Agel #F w=-2,0,2,39% 24
6=0.5,1,2% At AFLEE] G5E 10000 HANZ F us oo FHFL o8 EF
AFLER AT A7 OGS FAFE =005 Leht B AFHEAS 294y A o
%9 <E DA REo] Z,, EAZ AFA) AT NA%S AFA] F5Fe) 2 AG

& ¢ 4 stk

<E 2> §AFE a=0.059 e FFETAA AR wa

B -2.0 0.0 2.0 3.0
6 | 0510|2005 | 10| 20|05 |10/ 20| 05| 10| 20
power| 05 | 049 | 05 | 05 | 049 | 051 | 05 | 049 | 05 | 05 | 05 | .049

<E 3> A= %‘%‘7&17‘4%74]%91 AAHD 7€ AARFTAFEY AARHE vlwdr) 93t
o BE g8 bE JHAE 285 ol BRI (Weibull distribution)E g 2o o FE
A7l n=>50, Fd+F a=0.059 sl vE Z4E 1000000 R 3oy TojAFge Axfol,

<E 3> FodrFE a=0.05°0 dig ejo]EF T HAY vl
a | b Z yn D 1% w? U? S
10 {10 992 957 986 992 978 993
12 10| 927 843 914 929 900 937
10 | 20| 989 959 989 993 983 994
12 {20] 921 815 896 912 876 932
10 | 30| 989 954 989 987 974 989
12 |30 925 839 915 939 901 941

<E 2 ANE B8HATAZ AAES VI FAATAFEY dHHE vuds] ¢
o} 2| X(exponential distribution)& Wy =Fez Fof HE29 A7l x2=50, #9

g
AN 2
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a=0.05° il ¥HE J4+E 10000822 st EAE S & AFoln

<E 4> FY4F a=0.0090 W3 AFFEAAY AAHE vl
b Z i D 1% w? U? S
0.1 992 939 992 992 985 992
1.0 991 954 987 988 981 989
100 990 939 983 982 970 983

<E 558 AANE HBAAEAIY AAEY 71EY AATAZEY HAEE vy Y3t
o 24 g9 bE JAE el EE(gamma distribution)E Y EHEO =1
n="50, F44ZF «=0.059 3t vrE JSFZ 1000002 3o RAAHE § Aol

<E 5> #94F a=0.050 0@ BUEEAMS] HHY Hw

a b Z yn D 1% w? U? S
15 | 1.0 .923 .818 .903 935 .902 .940
20 [ 1.0 .803 676 758 .830 768 884
15 | 20 922 807 891 927 886 930
20 | 20 802 692 .765 840 77 852
15 | 30 921 817 .900 .929 .893 936
20 | 30 803 .666 732 821 767 843
15 |40 922 798 .834 913 871 932
20 | 40 807 676 152 .826 762 841

4. A& £AA

3-89 <E 3>oNAM <FE >7AA RodYe] AAANM At Z,, AAEAZS 71E9] HA
Z2A%E%  Kolmogorov-Smirnov (D), Kuiper (V) Cramer von Mises ( W?), Watson (U?),
Finkelsteini#} Schefer (S)¥#}9] AAHE B SF3AY A9 ZEE ¢ & AthEn AU
AHrd Fotd AYJEAZL 7, Cramer von Mises ( W29} Finkelstein® Schefer (S)9] 7
AEARS AALDEH Aol Hoxlm 2 9 Kolmogorov-Smirnov (D), Kuiper (V),
Watson (U9 AAEAZES] #A8 BoE 49 ¢S ¥3¢ ¢ £+ U

Ty B a7 x| e £ HIEHAATAZ 71Ed AR FAZFY Cramer von
Mises ( W?)9} Finkelstein® Schefer (S)e AARAEFAZE Htl #AH ZWA QA 953 F
Aolgte ZIdgaAM F2adt 2 ofre BE AT me gol F FAHY 2 £ dde

Aol 712& Aolx, =F Neyman BEEAZ $54E& AAFI AAN7] dEoiAct a4y
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ABRgHog Z,  TAZFLE 53 EAFo|r|= AN BRFEEX AA oA 7EY FH
FEo] AAH Bl 9453 HojuAle EiAd o s FALE siAsy] sl Kallenberg
9} Ledwina(1997)2] W&o 3 4+ & P2 s}
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