ARG A RS =82 454 A2F (2000.6)

ASRE AL A% 29-dlo| 8] Augs
(Tests for Exponentiality by Kullback-Leibler Information)

Z &7 0| =
(Jong-Tae Kim) (Woo-Dong Lee)

Zbaq e
(Suk-Bok Kang)

‘4 HT dER FA0 il e N2 WHES olgFosy Zul-#HolBy ARFFE AR

TEX ¥ A= HARFALES AMstL 2 APHES 71Ee] HH FAYE FYHSY HIE ZAF}

—-Hl ix—i"l et g Zﬂ*l% HABAGESY N H2A AAEE Afsln, GG 50 dald FE AA)s}
e B3AEE B

Aok AN AAFTAFEL 718 ARSALEETY ZAF vl glolA ¢

Abstracts Recently van Es (1992) and Correa (1995) proposed an estimator of entropy. In this paper,
we proposed the goodness of fit test statistics for exponentiality based on Vasicek’s estimator and
Correa’s estimator of Kullback-Leibler Information. And we compare the power of the proposed test

statistics with Kolmogorov-Sminov, Kuiper,
Finkelstein and Schefer statistics.
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<E 31> A5EI] ¥t Vasicek FHAEAZF FroTEd N1GA

sample window  critical  window  critical ~ window  critical ~ window  critical
size size values size values size values size values
n m 0.1 m 005 m 0025 m 0.01
5 2 0.35041 2 0.29555 2 0.24776 2 0.19003
6 2 041141 2 0.35390 2 0.3057%5 2 0.24458
7 2 0.45569 2 040113 2 0.353% 2 0.293%5
8 3 049259 3 0.440838 3 0.39452 3 0.33845
9 3 0.52664 3 047853 3 0.43593 3 0.37832
10 3 0.56625 3 0.50951 3 0.46703 3 041294
11 3 057913 3 053449 3 0.49451 3 0.44115
12 3 0.60027 3 0.56690 3 051738 3 046734
13 3 061739 3 0.57651 3 0.53942 3 0.43833
14 3 0.63498 3 0.59590 3 0.56932 3 051279
15 3 0.64866 4 061133 4 0.576% 4 0.52963
16 4 0.66251 4 0.62606 4 0.59283 4 05486
17 4 067612 4 064073 4 0.60862 4 0.56624
18 4 0.68601 4 065316 4 0.62269 4 0.58178
19 4 0.69733 4 0.66472 4 0.63460 4 0.59082
20 4 0.70726 4 06712 4 064723 4 0.60671
2 4 0.74523 4 0.71808 4 0.69270 4 0.65897
30 5 0.77352 5 0.74982 5 0.72737 5 0.69646
35 5 0.79521 5 0.77342 5 0.7529 5 0.72553
40 8 0.81388 8 0.79322 8 0.77337 8 0.74765
45 8 0.83039 8 08114 8 0.79502 8 0.77057
50 8 0.84388 8 0.82609 8 0.81069 8 0.78902
60 8 0.86433 8 0.848%4 8 0.83523 8 0.81566
70 8 0.87007 7 0.85693 7 0.84501 8 0.82830
0 8 0.88130 8 0.86880 8 0.85762 8 0.84259
XN 8 0.88990 8 0.87839 8 0.86913 8 0.85627
100 9 0.89781 9 0.88738 9 0.8783% 9 0.86590
120 9 090936 9 0.90044 9 0.89236 9 0.83108
140 11 091836 1 0.91091 11 0.90359 11 0.8934
160 11 0.92527 1 091804 11 091157 11 090228
180 11 0.93068 11 092397 11 091793 11 090944
200 12 0.93556 12 092937 12 0.92359 12 091501
220 14 094019 14 093412 14 0.92866 14 092183
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<¥ 32> A2 He Corea HASARY Fo+F4 7144

sample windows critical  window  critical window  critical  window  critical
size ize values size values Size values size values
n m 0.1 m 0.06 m 0.025 m 0.01
5 2 0.45331 2 0.377%2 2 031721 2 0.24528
6 2 051426 2 0.44306 2 0.38346 2 0.30748
7 3 056179 2 0.49491 3 0.43998 3 0.36459
8 3 0.60584 3 054148 3 0.48450 3 0.41490
9 3 0.63952 3 058018 3 0.52833 3 0.45928
10 3 0.66874 3 061270 3 0.56102 3 049676
11 3 0.690% 3 0.63797 3 0.58978 3 0.52691
12 3 0.71078 3 0.65921 3 0.61364 3 05635
13 3 0.72778 3 0.67910 3 0.63502 3 0.57409
14 4 0.74370 3 069715 3 0.65601 3 059948
15 4 0.75764 4 0.71369 4 067378 4 0618%
16 4 0.77061 4 0.72757 4 0.68862 4 0.63716
17 4 0.78259 4 0.74142 4 0.70472 4 0.66477
18 4 0.79159 4 0.75288 4 0.716%5 4 0.66906
19 4 0.80188 4 0.76323 4 0.72785 4 0.67861
20 4 0.80974 4 0.77352 4 0.74016 4 0.6948
5 4 0.834314 4 0.81163 4 0.78314 4 0.74545
30 5 0.86622 5 0.838%5 5 0.81298 5 0.77801
3B 8 0.88691 8 0.86023 8 0.83649 5 0.80458
40 8 0.90168 8 08774 8 0.85%524 8 08577
45 8 091389 8 0.89217 8 0.87293 8 0.84553
50 8 092344 8 0.90360 8 0.83517 8 0.86118
60 29 094166 8 0.92002 8 0.90544 8 0.83463
70 6 0.939%0 6 092493 6 091162 6 0.89301
0 7 0.9468 6 0.93356 6 092132 6 0.904%4
0 7 0.565257 7 0.94046 7 092936 7 09144
100 7 05736 7 0.54635 7 0.93656 7 0.92302
120 8 0.96516 7 0.96532 7 0.94651 7 0.93415
140 8 0.97043 8 096182 9 0.93408 8 0.94331
160 9 097417 8 0.96651 8 095937 8 094920
180 8 097738 8 097013 9 096375 9 0.95479
200 9 097992 10 097324 9 0.96713 8 0.95899
220 10 0.98222 10 0.97501 9 057033 8 0.96264
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<E 41> RAFE 001N Stol¥ RULEY Bl FAY vl

n a b K{VmKUACOm D Vv w U A s
10,10 571 586 3% 387 401 398 501 500
12,10 430 445 332 321 371 351 411 401

10 10,20 602 632 414 457 4B 501 587 573
12,20 387 391 289 314 30 337 334 361
10,30 536 588 421 436 487 461 532 521
12,30 4A4 466 340 3l 373 359 403 397
10,10 94 987 793 5 8P 883 959 23

12,10 86 35 594 678 746 697 843 74
10,20 997 989 TH 393 98 B 966 7

%0 12,20 89 873 597 682 ™ 683 7% 763
10,30 992 989 803 917 %49 915 968 953
12,30 88 85 58 697 13 686 802 7714
10, 1.0 1.000 1000 961 997 98 988 1.000 997
12,10 983 91 364 ke I 57 93 989 94

50 10,20 1000 1000 99 9B 9% 989 999 97
12,20 94 988 246 908 9B 897 978 94
10,30 1000 1000 972 993 997 996 1000 9A
12,30 998 9% 857 98 9B 923 989 964
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<E 42> FrAdFE 0069149 vl AL EY v 749 v

n_ a,b K(WVm KUCw D 14 W v A s
05 10 923 89 6882 T4 172 768 8% 783
15 10 417 47 24 353 386 345 A .391
10 20,10 346 373 245 272 34 272 367 319
05 20 89 308 636 713 796 78 807 785
15 20 .391 3% 313 318 364 343 387 378
20,20 366 382 314 336 364 341 35 4
05 1.0 1000 1000 98 99 999 908 1.000 999
15 1.0 846 824 577 64 126 661 s 742
0 05 20 1000 999 96 9M4 9 92 997 RoS%)
15 20 871 839 604 671 740 62 79 761
05 30 1000 1000 98 98 97 993 1000 906
15, 30 868 353 618 678 NG g2 819 776
05 10 1000 1000 997 99 1000 999 1000 1000
15 10 993 991 867 845 963 943 987 919
50 05,20 1000 1.000 906 998 1.000 999 1.000 1.000
15, 20 997 Re e’} 63 903 941 3% 989 Bl
05 30 1000 1000 9% 998  1.000 998 1000 1000
15, 30 97 985 836 9l 948 901 978 B4
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