28 2AAT A 174 3%, 20043, pp. 507-518

MR AHS I8 U HTot HEO| 01800 it D
Agay
2

Malkovich & Afifi (1973)+= 3 9 &](union-intersection principle) & ©] &3} =
9} HE & chigtog gdusla o ol 289 Aol F Ffole AHEe] §o)3}
2 otk B =R ol2d i E & HAd: o5 CAFAFE Atnt 181
A ZAE A 2, Malkovich & Afifi (1973)9) 5713, Mardia(1970)2 =2} =2
AREE 2AAHE 5319 na s}

b e Aol st 232 2AFY FAY F2Y 23 A7 A F st
GheA ool e B ARl ALE AL e A Yook il B4 Ao
3k YA ol uhf ol tf sl A= Mardia(1980), D’Agostino & Stephens(1986, section 9.7),
Thode(2002, Chapter 9) 712 31 Henze(2002) 52 #22 3Fic}

o Adwek Y59} AE S chdo s BaAsts uhy o] Mardia(1970, 1974, 1975)9}
Malkovich & Afifi (1973)]] 2]3 A <t= ich. 22l T Baringhaus & Henze(1991, 1992), de
Wet, Venter & van Wyk(1979), Machado(1983) 52 o] &9 =32 3o thshA 13
t}. &= 8} Malkovich & Afifi (1973), Fattorini(1986), Kim & Bickel(2003), 7 &8 (2004) 5-&
Shapiro & Wilk(1965)7} Al ¢tst A gk A F2 22 AR FAF == ol ZAFAZFE o
Weko @ 8astg o). 22 1 Baringhaus & Henze(1988), Henze & Zirkler(1990), Henze &
Wagner(1997)+= empirical characteristic functiong€- o} &% Z Aol s A A3
Zhu, Fang & Bhatti(1997), Zhu, Wong & Fang(1995)-2 A} 3= & (projection pursuit) & o] &
3t AR ol thal A J 78 ok B3 Horswell & Looney(1992) 2} Romeu & Ozturk(1993)-2
sk A4 RS AT QA BAZE v ad T

ool Al 9133 vke} ZHo] Mardia(1970, 1974, 1975)9} Malkovich & Afifi(1973)= Z+z}
0e #¥os drel HEE thdZes FRHAD. Mardia(1970)8) EARLS A4Z @
25+ Z2AYA 99 Malkovich & Affi(1973)% ol M FY A28 AYstus AAZ o
|37 EHE PR FoHAUTh 28y F FAFS AT B A& Aolgt AN
Huo olo ¥ A77 Besitty Ak B =F o A= Malkovich & Afifi(1973) 7} A

* 2 A3 dARAY 8272 d 7 (R04-2002-000-20014-0) N Q0 2 £ YL

1) (121-791) N EA] vtE 7 44% 72-1, FAN &R 7|28, Lo
E-mail: nhkim@hongik.ac.kr
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o o Aot Yo ZAHAMEE S ALst o] ZAHEAIFE Malkovich & Afifi
(1973)2] A %, Mardia(1970)2] A ZF wlwsj L2} st o] & A & 7A o
H7tdolA e AAYH S ZAAUY & E3H] A E sk

2. Malkovich & Afifi(MA)2| =2} HEO| ZAISAHES

X1,y X & d-A9 ThE B5WS X9 XN F2Y BEERol2tT 34t o
AN ded> 19 DAY B5olth T3 B0 pol: EA-TEA HYo] £ d-29
S AFEEE Ny(u, D)2 A chilek AR Ee) 7hge

Hy X9 227} ol® po} 3088 Tol tiai A Ny(u, =) & whe o).

£ AAS= Aot}

At ESY AHEE o] &3ts FAYo gz FFAAAANAN A3 ARR
o, o]50] £2 AAYE HoyFrtE Ao ¢ A 9drh(Pearson, D’Agostino & Bow-
man(1977)). wetA thA® A4 AFE H3td A=y =& opasgoz ggsies
A= )2 ohad sho}. Mardia(1970, 1974, 1975)9F Malkovich & ARR(1973)% 7H7h tha u}
Hog et Y& Ao 2 48

Mardiats 4% A, E o A t-FAFY EHAEA e AME S ghigEo
zEgggozN i Ao HEE Pt X8 HEBE Xy, X, BEEHYF
HEl, SE RE Al EAEolgty AL &, SE

ful pu4

1 Z (X~ X)(X, - X

3

olt}. Mardiad] ==
1

bua=— > Y {(Xi - X)STHX, -x)Y (2.1)

i 7
02 A5 T Mardiad] dE+=

by = % S (X - XysTHX - X)) (2.2)

olt}. of 7] A 'L A X] (transpose)E 2] 0] 3t} Mardial] HE 9 T &= olutx thiak A7
A ARE AT FAF F 7MY A AE8FH = Rolet A ZE (Thode(2002, 9.4%F p.196)).
T3 FAAQ ooyt Aol 7HE ol dFd WHolEty ¥ & U rh(Henze(2002,
1072)).

Qb Malkovich & Afifi(1973)+= Roy(1953)9] &3 49 2] (union-intersection principle) &
olgste YA AEok HEE Chiko R HASYT ol X7} i FAREE o
28 BE o £ 00l A X7t ANF AFREE GEORE ALS o B3 HolTh
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weba] ol= A3 32 FEl(projection pursuit type)d] FAIZFolelT & 4 At b(c)E
CIX1,... X, o] ek g o] xﬂ_’n_ =
n > (yi — 17)3]2
> - )2
o] g1 ?'5]-1}'_ 01] 7]/\'] Yi = C/Xiol \:}- MA_o,} 9}]5—“_\:‘

b1 (C) =

by = Jnax bi(c) (2.3)
2 REI, by > Kol AF7HE Hy & 714 3ch 3 MAS] A&
b2 s = max [by(c) — 32 (2.4)
! c, ¢#0
o130 b 4, > Kool ARAAE 71 28T} 97 by(e)E ¢/ Xy, € X, SHF HE,

ny(y: — )
i - 9)2*
ojt}. ole}l 2 Al F AP e FAFS B A AFTA = FE3 AHdo] AA AL
Aigtg e HE] & golule Fol o 3tA Qbo} AA| ALRoll A 3H-E ¥=r}. Horswell
& Looney(1992) 1 M & d > 2 ml = AA 2 MAY 5} HEE o] §317] Tasirts A}
AS dFstn o=t A AR EAF vndFolA MAL Az A=+ A9dd
}.

EART =T(X1, ... Xn)ol Hil AREAZY ol 25 AAgPad 4 ¢ R9 Wy
b € Rl thaf A

bz(C) =

T(AX,+b,..,AX . +b) = T(X,, ., X,)

% AL Zreoa st X7 AGEEE
) AX + 5— /‘] 76?5‘:‘:‘—3 W}E‘:’Eﬂ“&%@’ﬂ 7V Hg® ARE AT oy
FEE AAEAZY vFAF AMojatn & 4 Ak A(2.1), (2.2)8] Mardiad] =2}
HE, 2(2.3), (2.4)8] MA2) =29} ¥E = BF affine invariance? Hé]_ S wtEsty, wat
A olE BAFY ExE ARSI A puo} Tell J&3A] Feoh TS A1(2.3), (2.4)9
b, b3 42 llell =190 D Elol] thal X Hulg u2std F&35tcth

o] oM MAY A=} T TAFAFS Alstux oy £4 MAY A5
HEY AAPHE ABEA}L S8 §YSS =T WES = nxn PPol2ty 311, Z;8

2 = 3} 72}(scaled residuals)
Z;=8"(X;-X), j=1..n (2.5)
2t 3HAF MA2] 9 £ 4= affine invarianced] AL WE 3l g A3t d Hpo ofsiA A

A E 2tk olu) 31i(c'Z;)? =nolBR

bi,ar = 1max —1— [Z(c'Zj)s]Q (2.6)

e llell=1 n?
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ol At} Y (¢'Z;)% ) HuhgkS B 7198ty 2l1%= 541 (Lagrange multiplier method) &
o]83t9, c'c = 1o]2te MR AT &

> (dZ;)’Z; - Ae=0 (2.7)

S Z,)00] ST WebA by = A2/n2e] B
<~ 9} (Newton-Raphson method)&
7+ 2 A3olE A44ol glol Lack st

1 .
Y (<Z,)°z, = - Y (¢Z;)c (2.8)
o] ZAE A7 A olel £ TelstE TS Vg AT 4

E[(cZ)*Z] = E[(c'Z)%] (2.9)

= Z/|Z|=9 4(29)9 HFLHL 2% B(2'2)°Z/|Z|) 2% 59
AL A4A L 2 Aok wetA 4(28)d ZANEAN =2/ 2, [ =1,...ne T
93 A(26)8) TAEALO 2

2 2
- ? " (Z,2;)°
s e |15 ( 2 )] < g L[E @2
1,M 1<i<n nj=1 Hzlu j o ne (Z;Zl)3

2 A sttt A BE A & d-2HY 7 (unit d-sphere) S4! = {c€ R%: [|c| =1} B
= g coll Al A H o) & 12 dte tlAlol] 48 A &= (empirical distribution) 7} ZAME 2
2 §d-loj| A o] F5 £ 3 (uniform distribution)& W2 2F319 H =3} 2HA} (normalized
scaled residuals) Z;/||Z;]|° il H & 2&3tals Aol ol BE3E J =3 34
ol A YA Alole] A& 1B 3ts Koziol(1983)9] A QAT FE A gy & £
2tk =3 Fang & Wong(1993)-2 Si-1ollA ¢354 REH o Qe dle o] £ 2%
{c1,-men}& ABsHE B AGs AT X1, ., X0l AAA 6] e

_ _ 372
[y (X - XY™ (x, - X))
(X, - X)s™ (X, - X))’

*

b 1
= max —;
LM ™ ién n?

(2.10)

o8 THHAL
MAS HZol el E 22 PPz ZAEAFS 1T 5 Atk 2(2.5)9 Z;0
i3 A

1
B2 . = m: - 'Z) -3
B = max [n PCED)
ol 958} vt} W o g

Y(Z;)*Z;—ve=0
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2 231 ZANEN c=Z/|Z)|,1=1,..,n& THT 22 W b o SATAFL

2
2
1 n Z/ 4 1 E (Z y )4
2% — - ] X _ — j=1 L -
bam = A |:'n, ; (uz[u ZJ) 3} T (2iZn l:n (Z]Z,) 3

b%*M = max

1<i<n

155 (X - XYSTUX, - X)) -3 2 (2.11)
no o0 - XysTH X - X)) |

olt}.
A(2.10)9) b] o, A (211)9) b7 B AutEE AF ¥R S (generalized version of

the squared radii)

Tij = Z,‘/Zj = (Xl - X)IS_I(XJ‘ - X)
9] grgolr) wald F B A% EF affine invariance®] “754_ £ 7=t} (Henze(2002) Propo-
sition 2.1 ZF). 8] I by 49} b} ,, 9 ol A(2.5)2] AT 3§} ZAE A 73} (normalized)
=7 2832 €9sd Xi]{,’—\?_}x] £ Hge AUt -4‘3“ g A=t 3= Aeletn ¥
/“ O]\:}_

by T b5 pp, 03 0T 035, ZAREE HI) H3te) RYAHE HEoch oiF A
HZ N (0, oA E 237 n= 10(10)50, 10091 E2 N = 1000712 —*r% Fod e 2 A
b =0y 03— b3ty
1= blvM ) 2= b;M

A HFL & 217 & 2.20] AA AT 714 o = 10(10)50-2
7heE 91 o3t} o] 2B &I 7|7 A met et 3
R whebA] b] 4, b5 T 22 by, 03 2 TR A A ZAME A Fol

°4ﬂ@4iiaﬂ
HE 5071A 108 =
th}?ﬂ ZagE E 4o

g g 5 3tk

¥ 2.1 EE37) n=10(10)50,100¢] N = 1000712] ERo]A AAH Ao s D, o] F7

n 10 20 30 40 50 100
Al AE-F  0.05229 0.02684 0.01596 0.01028 0.005980 0.001972

o] HollAe Mere TAEAL TAME 50} Bl tlAT Aol M) ARAL @
ey S8 Bl AR e Watdct
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£ 2.2: £237] n=10(10)50,10021 N = 10007§&] Z-ENA AE JHL A} D8] HEF

n 10 20 30 40 50 100
Al e 0.07707  0.03486  0.01831 0.01232 0.008014  0.002566

A23)3 8249 MAS SIS by yT BE byyel ALAL HolHY IGREL
Machado(1983), de Wet, Venter & van Wyk(1979)¢) 2J5] &L= 11 Baringhaus & Henze
(1991)= & o dwrd o2 L uh A (spherically symmetric) D wf by a3 b 2 EE0)
et A dxstdch by by HelAY BEE 033 2o (do)fe AN E o
o 29 & (k+d-1)l/k(d—1)!& NeatD 813 (Co)f S BARE Wl As AFS
S hiale) = (ha(e), ... hn, () olBt 312k ol & Eo k= 3,d = 29 W] Npg = 40|21

h3,2(C) = (C:;, \/EC%CQ, ﬁclc%,cg)ol ‘:]' Zk:,d = (Zl, cany ZNk'd)IOI_I—’_ Z], ceny ZNk'd‘E %‘% o] D:‘
Ze BEE g (iad) NO 1N S5ty & of
%bl,M 4 sup (haa(c) Zaa)® i= Wy 42 (3.1)
¢, jieli=1
“n‘bg M <. sup (ha,a(c) Z4,4)*
24" e llell=1 ’
o] A& gt
E 3190AE /E/byd BEE AN f8te] N = 5000709 E2L HFo] 00)
I AR AE T =1 AFEEERE FE3Jh A7) n = 10(10)50,100¢
W 289 ZEoZRE FAZY g2 A 4 fFfEdAY ZAMEHLSE 7
3 ol& %%

Machado(1983) ]
Marchado(1983)efl A A1 S zk2
50014 o] AL 57 A2
A VE o uel A ahe e P es
3 Ho} 41(210)9) b} = HA b

of gt FA| Aol o] B2 A AFE= & v asictn A zZhsic)

SR b} b3, RAPEE BRIV n=20,n =150, FA5E o =0.059A 45
B9kt Henze & Zirkler(1990)+ HEj &3} F A PFoll thaiAy £ 2 712 oz A
FEEZE AT ZHTAR] AP E WA T Mardia®] A= b1 49 T by B R
ool 2R 25 (1) FHEEV AR SHY BE (i) TFA T Z(mixtures
of normal distributions) & 234t & 4.1, 4.2904 N(0,1), C(0,1), Logis(0,1},
exp(l)2 722t REFTEE, IFALE, EXN2EHREE, ALEEE Yebdth x23 =
AFE7} kQ 7ol A B £ Vet E% D(a,b)E ZUHEE, Bla,b)e M
B X, LN(a,b)e A FEEE Vel 283 Fi« e N2 539 FHEE
Fi3 B8 Zte BXoy FEe 744 2HER M2 S0 B BEXYL 9ndict

g A 30 = /W2, BEHA T vk
3.18] mA 2 F(n = co)oll 7] F sk th ¥ L A nol oF
w2 HENTe} 4T3 € B & Aok & 3.290
T3t & 3.19 & 3.29] HEE uw

-
oz

M
kel
i)
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i
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ox
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o
o
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<t
£
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& 3.1 /F/brmS 100(1 — )% FAPRE9 5 (n = 10(10)50, 100, d = 2)

n a =0.25 0.10 0.05 0.025 0.001
10 1.5189 1.8960 2.1607 2.3726 2.5889
20 1.6893 2.1209 2.4833 2.7852 3.1372
30 1.7676 2.2021 2.5217 2.8525 3.3020
40 1.8128 2.3005 2.6072 2.9283 3.3257
50 1.8465 2.3346 2.6496 2.9790 3.3801
100 1.8849 2.3604 2.6532 2.9489 3.2550
00 1.944 2.376 2.658 2.918 3.238

NMIXQ(Kv 57 PlyPZ)"‘f

O (o %)) re-om (G 7))

o oli EAYFEES BT

® 3.2 /F,/b} S 100(1 — )% SAPRE S (n = 10(10)50, 100, d = 2)

n a =0.25 0.10 0.05 0.025 0.001

10 1.4884 1.8820 2.1089 2.3062 2.5269

20 1.6930 2.1523 2.4662 2.7686 3.1363

30 1.7695 2.2339 2.5561 2.8794 3.3147

40 1.8123 2.2986 2.6565 2.9362 3.3137

50 1.8393 2.3095 2.6496 2.9768 3.3735

100 1.8841 2.3473 2.6524 2.9404 3.2561
4139 & 429 AZE L2 N = 10007H4 B2 F R n2Y BEHE &5 ARA
glotA v Zojtt by g, bz 48 A% —+& Henze & Zirkler(1990)0l] A&7} Fo]A 9

A FFe ougrh & 41904 & by, bﬁ*M-*] AHHPE MAY A= A by, b5 Y
A A, Henze & Zirkler(1990)°] 3] A Mardiad] W=t X by 4, by AA P} ¥
st Aok o] 2 RE AFE ZAFG AT b] yp, 037, 2 MAS] FAIF by pr, 0] = A 22
AREE 7HAS B 5 Avh =3 b, 05,8 AR E L Mardia®l 2 AT by g, by e
ARYNE oS a]"tﬂ» PLAKS 5’_013 °E‘ & At YPxo)] BAAE Y RERY o
H7HAOAA braZt bimol U b] BT AR e s £2 AP K1 Aok FEo &
A= b3y 0l 035, 7 by g BT ARt o2 $2 AAE S ERATH



® 42018 d = 59U W by, 05 5,2 AAte] GolstA] oF7] Wl el by, 657, 2
2 bia, 0208 BRHA I A} o] R d=2d Wi} FAG BFE 2
o 2y b} s BE2377n =209 aﬂ d=2n=209 B} vIste] 34
£7F FEAh ol& A3 BE37)9 w7t 27) wiE L}EM—: A4ez F4
CABU b8 AR ol AFE %74%} Ut by = =502 we ol 73
ol ATk b3%y 7k be a9t Ml W] S F A HE el 7;;“‘% E2a71% A5
9 Aol AANEAN 2 A=7L FelHE &+ Alc}

S'Juﬁ

30 %
oy 0
oo 4 o

+

N
X

£d

o)

byad A%, FHEZS Wyt AFEZET gFL HEHERZAN o8 BAZES A

) ARIAEL 71281 A) Bt vlH bygt AHHOZ 248 ARHL HolE
4. 22 U B9

£ =FolA+E Royd %24 e (union-intersection principle)& o] &3t =t H= &
GEZeR BARMA BATE AR Foke Yol AN LA AT 2
ANEAFE d-AQ T Sile) T E W E 2dE dAo) AFA FE ZARCE
St-lo N S REE WEE FEUSTE o) 85T affine invariance?] AL F2)3
t}.

Mardia®] AT, =9 MAQ 95, 5L 22 Iz SARS 247 & &

2 yo
Zouzgoes B3 Ao Hl%%*é-J Boll Slo1M o Aol 7k LA ol S A7
7k B sttt ofofl & w=FollA AAs MAY et o] ZAGAZ] 2o 2 2
o2 AR o] Fehe HE3} A ot MAS A=l ZALEAZ] 3
Mardia®] S E 9} A 3] vl d FPef& Z=th 3-8 RANE Az B o ZAEAZF
o &R, & 253 ’42}-4 Bt AR Fol A =EE FA R Aoz 4
Zt= g olo tisi = F | o] &4 FH o] L

28 (2004). O AT DAL AF 24t Shapiro-Wilk FAI %] Yuks} <S4 %
AQF>, 17, 35-47.

Baringhaus, L. and Henze, N. (1988). A consistent test for multivariate normality based
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FAL 2 FEAM bia, by, by boa B ar By BAFY FAY Ma (RSE
a=0.05n=20, 50, d=2)
n =20 n = 50
7k bra biae b n|b2a B s B3| bra b b]aplbag 62, b3y,
N(0,1)? 6 4 5|5 4 5[5 6 5|5 4 4
exp(1)? 80 73 71146 51 55|100 100 100 |82 84 86
LN(0,.5)* 60 54 53 |34 40 41|97 95 95 |68 72 73
C(0,1)? 93 91 92196 95 96| - 99 99 | — 100 100
['(0.5,1)? - 92 91| - 72 74| - 100 100 - 97 96
r'(5,1)? 25 26 24|14 16 17|68 60 60 |27 31 29
(x2)? 43 40 39 (22 28 29| 92 88 8 [48 53 53
(2s)? 19 17 1710 12 15| 49 45 43 [18 24 25
(t2)? 67 64 6468 70 7191 90 87 |97 96 98
(ts)? 25 24 28|22 28 27| 46 42 39 |54 54 56
B(1,1)? 6 0 1|3 0 0{0 0 01199 0 o
B(1,2)? 7T 6 7|12 3 3|23 16 17 |2 1 1
B(2,2)? 1 2012 1 1] 0 0 0|4 0 0
Logis(0,1)? 17 12 16114 16 15| 24 23 22 |27 32 33
N(0,1)xexp(l) |47 49 47 (26 30 31|93 93 93 |51 59 62
N(0,1) * 2 23 28 24012 19 19| 61 65 61 |23 32 32
N(0,1) x tg 17 17 16 |13 17 18| 23 24 27 |24 33 33
N(0,1) * B(1,1) 2 3 2|10 2 3|2 2 312 2 2
NMIX,(5,200) (3 3 3|9 2 3|2 2 2|16 3 3
NMIX,(5,4,0,0) | 3 312 2 2|2 2 2[4 2 2
NMIX3(5,2,9,0) |32 22 22|11 19 16| 8 52 51 |18 37 33
NMIX5(5,5,.9,0) |22 17 14|14 19 18| 30 27 26 |23 37 35
NMIX,(5,5,.9,-9) 42 33 37|27 32 35|65 54 53 |46 63 66
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42 7F BEANA byg, b, bog, b2, EAZY AR 0L (95T a =005, n=
20, 50, d = 5)

n =20 n =50

g 7td bia  bfa | baa B3 | bia bia | baa B3y
N(0,1)° 5 4 4 6 5 6 5 5
exp(1)® 82 59 55 57 100 99 95 91
LN(0,.5)° 63 44 42 44 100 94 87 82
C(0,1)° 99 98 99 100 ~ 100 - 100
r0.5,1)% 98 83 85 81 - 100 - 99
I(5,1)% 20 15 11 19 70 50 35 34
(x3)® 40 30 21 28 96 80 61 57
(x%)° 15 11 9 14 49 39 22 27

N 86 78 85 81 99 98 100 100

(t5)® 34 28 24 30 64 51 68 60
B(1,1)% 0 1 28 1 0 0 90 0

B(1,2)° 3 3 7 4 10 2 20

B(2,2)5 1 1 13 2 0 1 47 0
Logis(0,1)° 15 12 11 16 35 30 36 30
N(0,1)* x exp(1) 19 21 11 18 62 59 26 40
N(0,1)* x x? 10 11 7 11 29 32 13 19
N(0,1)%  ts 9 9 7 10 18 19 15 22
N(0,1)* % B(1,1) - 4 - 4 2 4 8 3
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Remarks on the Use of Multivariate Skewness and

Kurtosis for Testing Multivariate Normality *

Namhyun Kim

ABSTRACT

Malkovich & Afifi (1973) generalized the univariate skewness and kurtosis to test a
hypothesis of multivariate normality by use of the union-intersection principle. However
these statistics are hard to compute for high dimensions. We propose the approximate
statistics to them, which are practical for a high dimensional data set. We also compare
the proposed statistics to Mardia(1970)’s multivariate skewness and kurtosis by a Monte
Carlo study.
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