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Multivariate Normality Tests
Based on Principal Componentsl)

Namhyun Kim?2)
Abstract

In this paper, we investigate some measures as tests of multivariate normality
based on principal components. The idea was proposed by Srivastava and Hui(1987).
They generalized Shapiro-Wilk statistic for multivariate cases. We show the null
distributions of the statistics do not depend on the unknown parameters and mention
the asymptotic null distributions. Also power performance of the tests are assessed in
a Monte Carlo study.
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1. N&
Re thaw HNMe Bide] dud ARRLE BeoE /M sl 9 shA 229
THe ALST Yo B TP AFY RS AT I8 A EA WESol Atgol

< AL g FAF dolth. ofo Ui AWtAHQ MWL Gnanadesikan(1977), Mardia(1980), Cox
¢} Small(1978), D’'Agostino®} Stephens(1986, 9.72), Thode(2002, Chapter 9), Henze(2002) 5<&
Fnz g ol PHES URE I¥F HHN AATAFE piges HFsAY oY=
£ olg3te RS 7|EOE 3

A dRF H=9 dxE odFor e wiol Mardia(1970, 1974), Mardia%t
Foster(1983), Malkovich®} Afifi(1973)e] <J&|A A ¢t=lQ 3 Baringhaus?t Henze(1991, 1992),
Machado(1983)= ©| &9 F&E X th3te AT

=Y A= 59 HEL ol &de AAYF ol B} Shapiro®} Wilk(1965)7F #|tdt A 3
TEXY HAFAZZ 48 714 df7h894 43 A3 S Zedes Ao 4dAd U
(Pearson, D’Agostino®} Bowman(1977)). w2}A Shapiro®t Wilkke] SA%e dwigoz gutst
st Wel Malkovich®t  Aififi(1973), Fattorini(1986), Srivastava®t Hui(1987), Mudhokar,
Srivastava$} Lin(1995), Royston(1983) Sl <sA At At Kim# Bickel(2003)0) A &
Shapiro®t Wilk(1965)9] HAEAZH LI #do gz, F& FFEEE ZE de WetHh
Venter(1972)9] ¢¥ % A& X HATAZFE ArYF 3 (projecion pursuit)el 7Hd & o] &3l
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olWFo R A ole FIEX disiM AFEHAT. £ Kim(2000)AME ol & thAHoe
2 FFste A HHS AP A

2831 Henze®} Zirkler(1990), Henze®t Wagner(1997)2 Epps®t Pulley(1983)7F =#)gtst
empirical characteristic functiong ©]-83 Uz AFEXY AAHES duigdoz st o9
Y X (consistency)# FHEFO] diste] ATt 281 Zhu, Wong# Fang(1995), Liang,
Li, Fang® Fang(2000)& projection pursuit& o] &3 AAHWL A3t

Srivastava$} Hui(1987)+= Shapiro$} Wilke] ZHAEAFE F4 E(principal component)S ©|-&
e ooz It £ =RoAe olgg WS o8t griFor dwrstd AAF
Aol daiA AHEn 2P E T3 e FTAFHY AAEE vlas] BauA ok

2. FRAEE o]l 8 TAF
X,,..., X, & 0z g5 X9 ¥ #23 FEFLEo|g st Ny(p, X)E
ol poli FEAFHC] XA d-AY HAFEEHI A & =RdAE A8V HEF A
TEXe wEoe 7HA
H;,: X9 B¥7t Ny(p, %), ps 2e "AE BET (2.1)
2 PR B
XE HBiol poln FTEAYPHC XU -9 FEuseyxn sdx I'=( 7,..., 7,)E
I'' 3I'= D,;= diag(4,,...,4p) & ¥ZF3c FAugPolgti 3=} 7|14 " X (transpose)
g guata diag (A, ....A)E WAH A,...,A,8 2= dAPES g Bd X7
AgExdd oy X,..., vis X2 de FAE(principal components)eli Zzt B ol
Y ..., vS polT Aol AL ..., 4,8 R EEXE Zted. FEAYE X7 XY
A4E HolHZRE 24an 2AHoZ 5YU FREE e
X, ..., X, d-9% $EWSF X XN A7 Y FEXEY W X% SE
27 BRAE, FRIRNAY, =
x-13x, s- 1y 3k X,f—)?)( X~ X) (22)

ga 32 X9 2¥E (d-1DA9Y99 ZHA(hyperplane)dl HFHol A=A gohtxn 7HA sk
n>d+1o8tn &8, FEFRAYE St A9 FAdtA(almost surely) %= & & (nonsingular
matrix)©] ®H(Eaton and Perlman(1973)).
H=( hy,..., h)® H'SH= D,= diag(w,,..., w,) < AxPPolztn 32
y;= ki x;, i=1,...,d, j=1,...,n,
olgtx &z W y;& jHA R WA FAES JduEd. waA AT HyolA
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(¥ar-.., Vi), 1=1,...,dE TAIH o2 5YQY FEoT
(A FEO oA dW e Shapiro-Wilk A4 %&

. 1 2 2
W(z)=—(m(§a,y,-(,-)), i=1,...,d,
2 A9 A471M g;¥ Shapiro$t Wilk(1965)e] Fo13 AFoln y,,E vy, EASAZL
B Y )SyipSSyinT TFEC dg o dstd WK oA BAFREY MRS 714
S22 Srivastava®t Hui(1987)L&

w,= MmN ey e, 2.3)

1<i<d
oW H,E 71ZeE AdYe ALtk

YT YW TE Ve YAF RAFA AREAZIE Hgo] ek dE To Yty
oz 374 B AF AgsE INF 9=

o] 32654~ 307

b= s, i=1,...,d,
[>:: 5~
of dANE FHFES oj&ste] thAFoR HFstE Ro| 75 Aotk b7t AW FFETE
N7eA e 2 4R AL At BAF
B} = fgjd by (2.4)

g 18 4 Ax Bidcold HE 7|ZHE.

Srivastava®t Hui(1987)2 W& A& Tslets W& o83t (Shapirost Wilk(1968) 3
z2) W,o W&+ (percentiles)& T3t S Atstn, RAHAPE Fold AL YHez
T N1Z4ge] = AR ZFG FAFE(value)E Zede A& Bd FIUG =T 4*‘@
el FolHES T3t AJE FAFY EEV AFIHEAAM Y v o] R fEdtA] ¢

g B B ERAE oldg AdE F o olex FddA duru, W, Bid 3@
EXE At B¢ FAHEES o83y uuFer YU T FAZY A4Ye 2
A¥ e Bt 71Ee EAZH vlastna i
@ene BgARNA H 2 4% H#RZEAZ T,=T,(X,, ..., X )l EE be R
g8 Ae R ¥ gsA
T(AX ,+b,..., AX ,(+ D)=T(X,,.... X)) (2.5)

& 9&% o T, affine invariance? A43d& ZEux sk o] A T,9 &xc H A
pot 3o gEstA g a8y g2 A uet go] FAEL affine invarianced] A S UHF
sAe e ey W,o BIE 9A shastAolth AW W, BiY £EXE pst 2
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de 1 W, Bi®l AT HpeAe 2xe

9. AH@229 S7t

X+ b

o3 A

ust

B9 (invariant)o] 1

2ol oEFA G

2 aj=09-i—t%51

W X)=W,( X+ bye Agstch wety W,o EXE po &8s =t}
sog W,o X7t o oEFXA

B5E Hold W, $XE W (ocation invariant)o] &

2 p=0°83n AR W, == WMdE kR xNwd  @Folnh
D p=diaglVw,,....1Vwpatz 31 Z& N0, D& "=t ssveaa §a
0.01 0.02 0.05 0.10 05 09 0.95 0.98 0.99
0.8532 | 0.8698 | 0.8899 | 0.9064 | 0.9448 | 0.9669 | 09713 | 0.9756 | 0.9779
0.8480 | 0.8664 | 0.8897 | 0.9061 | 0.9446 | 0.9670 | 0.9720 | 0.9766 | 0.9793
2=20 0.8456 | 0.8668 | 0.8886 | 0.9066 | 0.9445 | 0.9662 | 0.9712 | 0.9761 | 0.9782
0.8548 | 0.8700 | 0.8891 | 0.9064 | 0.9449 | 0.9680 | 0.9720 | 0.9765 | 0.9792
0.9285 1 0.9367 | 0.9469 | 0.9543 | 0.9726 | 0.9829 | 0.9849 | 0.9873 | 0.9884
0.9290 | 0.9365 | 0.5471 | 0.9544 | 0.9724 | 0.9830 | 0.9851 | 0.9872 | 0.9885
n="50 0.9264 | 0.9365 | 0.9474 | 0.9550 | 0.9730 | 0.9830 | 0.9850 | 0.9871 | 0.9885
0.9280 | 0.9367 | 0.9462 | 0.9542 | 0.9723 | 0.9832 | 0.9853 | 0.9876 | 0.9885
<E 1> A8 edllA W,-FAF SAYEYSE (d=2)
a 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.10 05 09 0.95 0.98 0.99
e=0 | 0.8220 | 0.8397 | 0.8666 | 0.8834 | 0.9251 | 0.9501 | 0.9554 | 0.9607 | 0.9636
0=0.3]0.8340 | 0.8484 | 0.8683 | 0.8852 | 0.9252 | 0.9499 | 0.9549 | 0.9598 | 0.9631
n=20l0=0.6 0.8229 | 0.8435 | 0.8655 | 0.8839 | 0.9255 | 0.9504 | 0.9558 | 0.9603 | 0.9638
0=0.9] 0.8247 | 0.8432 | 0.8666 | 0.8324 | 0.9259 | 0.9500 | 0.9549 | 0.9600 | 0.9635
e=0 | 09173 | 0.9257 | 0.9356 | 0.9445 | 0.9638 | 0.9750 | 0.9772 | 0.9796 | 0.9811
p=0.3] 09172 | 0.9264 | 0.9366 | 0.9446 | 0.9639 | 0.9752 | 0.9772 | 0.9798 | 0.9812
n=500=0.6 0.9184 | 0.9268 | 0.9381 | 0.9456 | 0.9642 | 0.9753 | 0.9774 | 0.9797 | 0.9812
0=0.9] 09179 | 0.9262 | 0.9364 | 0.9443 | 0.9641 | 0.9751 | 0.9772 | 0.9795 | 0.9809
<E 2> 98 pdM W,-5A%S SAMENS (d=5)
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o WM)EEEe D, ,H XZVZwe D, H SVS PR32z 49 2o %%
et o7l A Ve 8 A9l uld) %A A A FZ(symmetric positive definite square root)
S Zad & LA uel Zol (x—-1) S 25 X} (n—1)& ZE Wishart 2%
Wi (2 n—1)% Beh g4 (n—-1) 2S5 e W (l,n—1)¢ B2n S Wxlk
g #rxz Xl A gevh =¥ R 8N D, ,H SHD = 22
D, H S $2x5 3o oZsx et Bl dsiNE 2 Pde HeT 5 Uz
AYe Adad. B
AA2 n=20,50, 0=0,0.3,0.6,0.9, d=2,59 23| N=5000719 d-9%F A
Fxe RS 2539 W, B9 #g Adsn o 2Rz RE 2z BEAe i
THUH<E 1-4>). 1 23 W, Bie BXE po 9&3kx @52 A8 & Qo

e
=
=

0.01 0.02 0.05 0.10 0.5 0.9 0.95 0.98 0.99
0.002919|0.006201 | 0.01602 | 0.03275 | 0.2214 | 0.8437 | 1.1821 | 1.7266 | 2.1912
0.003145{0.006020| 0.01447 | 0.03175 | 0.2288 | 0.8842 | 1.2347 | 1.6773 | 2.1418
n=920 0.003915(0.006976{ 0.01720 | 0.03331 | 0.2335 | 0.8896 | 1.2305 | 1.7635 | 2.2236
0.003499|0.006035| 0.01637 | 0.03338 | 0.2276 | 0.8693 | 1.2139 | 1.7140 | 2.0636
0.001209(0.002723|0.007670| 0.01622 | 0.1048 | 0.3999 | 0.5470 | 0.7650 | 0.9566
0.001620]0.003198|0.007832 0.01686 | 0.1124 | 0.4180 | 0.5620 | 0.7870 | 0.9823
50 0.001461]0.002978;0.008026] 0.01648 | 0.1084 | 0.4069 | 0.5669 | 0.7911 | 0.9724
0.001210]0.003073}0.007371| 0.01536 | 0.1076 | 0.4010 | 0.5424 | 0.7560 | 0.9495

X
|

<E 3> Bi-FA%Y ZAMMEHF (d=2)

d=5 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.10 05 09 0.9 0.98 0.99
0.05330(0.07045{ 0.1184 | 0.1630 | 0.5028 | 1.3434 | 1.7237 | 2.3319 | 2.9462
0.0499710.06909| 0.1111 | 0.1599 | 0.4959 | 1.2829 | 1.6474 | 2.2029 | 2.6149
=90 0.0527810.07359 0.1108 | 0.1583 | 0.4868 | 1.3172 | 1.7168 | 2.3161 | 2.8597
0.05660(0.07524| 0.1194 | 0.1647 | 05050 | 1.3111 | 1.6528 | 2.2774 | 2.8191
0.02862{0.03722|0.05695 | 0.08252 | 0.2402 | 0.6151 | 0.8021 | 1.0186 | 1.2233
0.026320.037240.05486 | 0.08176| 0.2366 | 0.6250 | 0.7923 | 1.0333 | 1.2927
n=50 0.02678{0.03731{0.05640{0.07756 { 0.2357 | 0.6133 | 0.7967 | 1.0516 | 1.2977
0.028320.03776 } 0.05649{0.07914 | 0.2415 | 0.6103 | 0.7986 | 1.0388 | 1.2381

<E 4> Bl-EA% TAURNE (d=5)
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n a=0.1 a=0.05 a=0.02 a=0.01
100 1.3782 1.7694 2.3621 2.9135
200 1.4375 1.8314 2.4082 27474
400 1.5295 1.9990 2.56307 2.9639
600 1.4865 1.9328 2.4644 2.8613
800 1.5321 1.9603 2.4386 2.95b4

1000 1.5540 1.9954 2.5279 29737
oo 1.6 2.1 2.7 3.1

<E 5> W,-SAZ 7214 k,: Pr(n(l—W,)—a,2k,)=a (d=2)

n a=0.1 a=0.05 a=0.02 a=0.01
100 1.8723 2.2968 2.7964 3.1153
200 1.9869 2.4931 3.05630 3.5725
400 2.0618 2.489%9 3.1244 3.4965
600 2.0661 2.5058 3.0642 3.6586
800 2.1103 2.5066 3.0329 3.4851

1000 2.0885 2.5613 3.1180 3.4897
o0 2.2 2.7 3.2 35

<E 6> W,-EA% 714z k,: Pr(x(1-W,)—a,=k,)=a (d=5)

2oz W,o S3EXe disid zmed] wxl 2 4al ule} Zo] (de Wet# Venter(1972),
Leslie, Stephens® Fotopolous(1986))

w(l— W) —a,-% mZZB(Z,-m—l)/mET,- 26)

o] Ay¥t. A7 Z4, ..., Ze,..., i=1,...,d& FSHo¥ L& E¥XE WEE (1id)
N0, DY FEWFEIT g, de Wetdh Venter(1972)el F1xJAe Fsolth 4(26)9] 9
€ #8¥s Taa &9, AFAE Hyldd (va, ..., v, i=1,...,dc SAHLE S
Bolmg

f

n(l— Wm)—a,,—-ci max ;T ; 2.7
7 AR A2NE RIAES T3 FgUsy] AN W, FAVEARENTS max T
o] EXo AYNMEAFE d=2, d=594 vEFATHE 7>, <& 8>). max ;7,9 FH9UE
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AT de Wetdh Venter(1972)°] FolA e T8 EXEZRH FAY%. 1 A7 24271 ¥

% F#Y5EE =AW 4TS B £ Aok

Bidl dsis e \@\@7} ZAHo 2 AFRE M0,1) & BHEts Ao LA Jemz
%bli—d>x2(l)

# g @ max gy oy Lbd oo

1<i<d !

o 4yd %
A2 Bi<s}>(P(V,<)*
ol 9@t} o8 olgstd Biol W@ 2AAA J1ARE TE & A

3. 434 wu

2(23)9] W,-EAZ 2249 Ble AZHE BEAY =20, 50, #4+F «=0.05
AA RJAH Y (simulation) s F& AHB ST} o] wf Ztzhe] digrtAd e E XA N=1000 7
o] REZ S-plus 6.1 ©o]-§3le F&3149 1}t Henzed} Zirkler(1990)= 2 71x YX-Hx= B
U AaExe AAS AT FAFY FFEE vluwstdx Malkovichet Afifi(MA)S] dxrbs}
¥ Shapiro-Wilk %A Z&(Malkovich and Afifi(1973))3} o]RA 9l +AHE e Fattorini(FA) &4
ZF(Fattorini(1986)), 2832 Mardia(1970)2] % J=(MS)E vl tide gt 252
() FHEX} ME EYA BXE (i) EFATE E(mixtures of normal distributions) $& 123}

Atk <E 7>, <E 8>oA MO0,1), C€(0,1), Logis(0,1), exp(l)2 ztzt EFAHTFEE, 24
Y, 2X2EHEY, ANFEIXE ygdt 23 e AFEF kY FolAFETY RIS
vedd, g, b) e 8457

b °I'(a) 'x* lexp(—x/b), x>0,
o ot Eoln Bla, b€ HEURTS

Bla, b)) 'x* 1 (1—x)2"1, 0<x(1,
A WEtE ol LN(e, b FELEFF

(V 27bx) " lexp(— (logx— @) /26, x>0,

g FixF,e AZEYPQ FHEY F3 F,g e BE¥on
Fie Zb7be) FHR X7} N2EYA FIEEYL oudt. NMIX,(x,8,0,, 0,) &

XNZ( (1 o)) +a-om((3).( 2 %))

g
53
.l
H
i
°
o
&
o
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<E 7>, <% 89 #AHL N=1000712 FE F F93 gHo NEAE A5 AR
A BrERE Rold, AN Ee W, -5AF HAAHHE Henzedt Zirkler(1990)0] Fojx MA,
FA-A %9 #AEn vjasln B9 AAHE MS9 wlwasid

B
$4 FA-$A%E 198 Ad dyee XA W,old MARG
ot e 2 4 Y =R W,,;%ﬁ]%t% EEERCEEDRY
# 7492 7He 2 4 Utk Aoz W,-EAY
= Aol7t Mg 2 A9t o 2 wrle] Aol P
o ztelz} mojsih, 58 F stk MO, DR ASU EFAFRE A 9ol MARG
58 297t wol Yehte Rog stegch of Wi FARDE W0l $58 d4de
2E A9E Zob B & Utk 0@ 3% AFUo] ¥obd FPIE (KE 8>, d=5) o= A=
FABE B 4 Qou d=5, n=502 A¥o| ¥1 FRAI7} 2 Al W, ARl o
2 EAZ HaN AR WojAE AL (I5,1)°,(¢5) 5, Logis(0,1) %, M0, 1) **exp(1) )
2 % gtk Bl 9lAE MS/ 9wrHezs F o $& A4¥e ML 2 4 9% o= 2
gol ANEA 2 AEs} o SAsch FNHOE FAS MS/t 948 dAHS MAFw U
53 MSt A0 Z W & FAYH 29 A4HY Bast 29 YA #ee neFm ok

A7HEel A MARTHE
ol MARTH $%& 75

rir

ML o
g
L °W A_

<

4. 48 94 E9

Xe| ¥¥7} g AFEEE BEdE QDY BIATALS 9% PREATL NEFe
2 4(25)9 affine mvarlance/] AAg ZE Aol uwigAsY. dudtd X7t AFEEY o
AX+b (beR?, A= R®Y, Ax AAYY)E 94 AFELE w27] gFo|ch 28z 2
A% AREAZFY S/ R pot o oE3A Fedh

Ee oy JFEEY 3L Ade]l B WAE AP o5y Belselor . ¥
EAFE0] X7t d-AY ATEEES B2 0§ ZE ce R, c#00 Wl o X& 9
ATLEE HETGE AMLE o g3l UMY ATREY FAFAYS dugoz Juste
At UZ,,...,Z,)S 93%F AFEEY HAASAFlgtx stx 28 U,9 @ol &
o AR E 71zt U,L affine transformation (aZ+ b)ol dl3diA £ W (invariant)o] 2t 1
sz}, 28w

ol rlo

=

T(X,,..., X)= ™0 pgoox ... ¢cX,) (4.1)

ce R, c#0
affine invariance?] A42-& zte @A FAFo)x o234 A+ 7HX7 SR A E
o] Malkovich and Afifi(1973), Fattorini(1986), Kim and Bickel(2002) %ol =#|<td A &0l
BE old defoltt a2y olgt & BAFY /1A & dFL 4D HHA HAg ==

£ o ro
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H2gE 2te HE cE Fohdle Aol mlS oY ZAHQ S Folor i Aol
Srivastava®} Hui(1987)7F #|<tgt Wi A= BRE Wgle]l & nddstes djile] FAL9 v
s AT Aot FAEWE nHIH FATEY affine invariance® A @A &A
U GA] ARG BEE wot 3o gFEER °“‘E]-(7§E] 1. 219 wyoez dyts)
" TAF e STREY FE/ 4FE EFEAY 22 SAZY F¢e FITEFA O
A g™ uirt Qloh ey FAES ndte Ffde 7—} dEol AIZHOE F¥o] Huz
A Fo Ao FHEX AAZHE ZAEEA dig ARE Jojd £/ U agzn Yo
2 Wil AAHo= Algsted A Fl7t o
J2v FAAERE nHFozA hEF AR FAREoIYe W, F v e AT
et ARE EHSA Hi et B3 289 F7F B3 2Ye] =
A g i\—‘i— AF#E 2A R wgA FHEE o] &d HAY W
aYE FE& o8 Ar9 FMoY 279 H(diagnosis)E T AAE
A5 sk E?i"i olm 7} vtz Aztgt

—_—
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n=20 n=>50
W7 Wn|MA|FA| Bi|MS| W,,|MA | FA | B] | MS
N0, 1)? 5|/5|5|5|6|5|5]|5 |65
exp(1)? 76 | 76 | 86 | 67 | 80 | 98 | 100 | 100 { 96 | 100
LN0,0.5)? 53 | 53 | 59 | 54 | 60 | 90 | 92 | 97 | 87 | 97
(0,1)? 9% | 96 |96 | 91 |93 (100 - | - | 98| -
I5,1)2 2% | 222 |2 | 25 |53]|5 | 67|59 |68
()* 42 | 43 | 44 | 42 | 43 | 84 | 84 | 93 | 77 | 92
(xis)* 16 | 18 | 17 | 19 | 19 | 40 | 42 | 46 | 43 | 49
(t)? 66 | 69 | 68 | 65 | 67 | 92 | 94 | 95 | 87 | 91
(5)? 21 | 24 | 22 | 24 | 25 | 42 | 46 | 40 | 39 | 46
B(1,1)* 8|26 1|0 |21 4 (7|0]O0
B(1,2)* 1719|196 | 7 |4 |3 |8/ 18|23
B(2,2)? 4 | 2| 3 1 1 7012 [15] 1 0
Logis(0,1)? 13|16 | 1512117 20| 21| 16| 23| 24
N0,1)*exp(1) 47 | 52 | 63 | 42 | 47 | 83 | 87 | 99 | 84 | 93
N0, 1) %42 36 | 26|28 | 34| 23|8 | 61| 73| 78| 6l
N(0,1) %45 16 |16 | 16 | 18 [ 17 | 29 | 24 | 19 | 28 | 23
MO, *B(1,1) 9 | 4 (63| 2|46]| 4|56/ 2]| 2
NMIX,(0.5,2,0,0) 71443319417 2] 2
NMIX,(0.5,4,0,0) 80| 4 |51 | 3| 3 |100] 5 |10] 3| 2
NMIX,(0.5,2,0.9,0) 19 |27 | 29|15 32|52 |54 |66 | 20 | 8
NMIX,(0.5,0.5,0.9,0) | 17 | 21 | 20 | 19 | 22 | 45 | 33 | 29 | 25 | 30
NMIX,(0.5,0.5,0.9,—0.9)| 43 | 47 | 51 | 35 | 42 | 74 | 76 | 8 | 53 | 65

<E 7> Zt XA

W., MA, FA, B}, MS B4 %9 A4 wn
(€ «=0.05, »=20,50, d=2)
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n=20 n=>50
HE7HA Wa|MA|FA | Bl | MS | W,,| MA | FA | B] | MS
MO, 1)° 6 | 5|51 4|5 | 4|5 ] 6]|5]s5
exp(1)® 67 | 61 | 65 | 61 | 82 | 96 | 97 | 100 | 93 | 100
LN(0,0.5)° 50 | 47 | 49 | 51 | 63 | 8 | 90 | 96 | & | 100
C(0,1)° 100 99 | 9 ]9 |9 |100] - | - |100] -
0.5, 1) 2 88 | 86 | 90 | 86 | 98 |00 | - | - | 9 | -
G,1)° 17 | 15| 15 | 17 | 20 | 39 | 45 | 54 | 43 | 70
(2)° 33 13 | 31 |32 |4 |69 | 73| 8 |68/ %
(13s)° 13|14 1] 15|12 15|27 |3 |34/ 3] 49
(£,)° 79 | 8 | 8 | 73| 8 | 98 | 99 | 100 | 95 | 99
(t)° 23 | 28| 29| 2 | 34|46 | 55 | 56| 46 | 64
B(1,1)° 3|1 |1 {3lo0o|s5 0| 1|1]0
B(1,2)° 6 | 4| 5|5 |3 |14]|5 14| 7]10
B(2,2)° 4 21213 |1]3]1 1 1] 0
Logis(0,1)° 12 | 131314 |15 | 19|27 | 27| 18] %
N0, 1) ** exp(1) 17 (210211719 |38|5/|72|4]62
NQO, D) 52 23 | 10 | 10 | 24 | 10 | 70 | 29 | 34 | 63 | 29
N(0,1)**¢; 11 10| 10] 12| 9 |2 |19] 19| 18] 18

<® 8 zt 2¥JdM W,, MA, FA, B}, MS SA % A4E v
(F94F 2=0.05, »=20,50, d=5)



