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The Problem of Classification and Two Sample Test

Hirosi HupiMmoTo

In this paper, the results of [22] bn;’i:he distribution-free classification
is rewritten and the applications is shown. We consider a certain two-

sample test connected with these applications.
The Institute of Statistical Mathematics.
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distribution function (dist. f.) F,, F: % %*® sub-population n;,, 7. ® dist. f. & L T
%> composite population = ¥R T 27202, 7 DEED random member z A m DY
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(1) C(x) = pFy(x) + q[1 — Fo(2)]
® estimate & LT, m XV size N ® random sample %18, +® m {#5 =, &Y N-—m

B e DHDTIHOMHE, » ¥ % Tq¥% ‘N%m— <, F,, Fy; #%® empirical distribution
function F\l, ﬁg fiﬁ%ﬁ‘i—c)
A A N—
(2) Cn(@) = T F @) + "1 = Fa(@)]
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LEHRTD.
A B R — i
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* UToRMlo LTRHAEMNTFRIoCTEBLE.



154 HHERRETRE $£5% #2939, 1958

a, 77 % binomial dist. R Prob{'ﬁ - l 7;} =1-—a %5RIEHD. statistic (2) °
4% David S. Stoller IZ k> THHBEXNTVDE S, . Eﬁbﬂb@%iﬁkioffﬂof‘ Lol
75435 [9] Tt max @N(w) @ consistency DAAEFZENT:.

LlJ:@%BﬁiL}}"L T, m, ms @ diseriminant point & L Tix, (2) RT3 (?N(x) % maxi-

mum (A EERBALLISETADTHBH, FHL m’ng(a:) A—BRIZHRE D LD Thiu,

(3) #®ATHE max Cx(z) 4 max C(z) 2 BAFMT 52 & BT 3. 4T Cu(@) 12
BT, fixed x JoN L TiZ, E[éN(x)] =C(x) THDH7, max Cx(2) » mean value i
nonnegatively biased E[max Cy(2)]=maxC(x) Thod o Lz & +ET2. £ 10

Prob.{Cy(x)— < C(x)} = 0.95 £ e 2% N, ¢ OBFREHEARS p THWTR L.

%1 prob.{éch)—s,§c(x)}39.95 %3 e N oMK

e e !
N N R i1
A S RN R
400 | 0.208 0.2 | 0.194 0.187
900 0.136 0132 0.127 0.122
1600 0.101 0.08 ©  0.094 | 0.09
2500 0.081 0.078 { 0.075 |  0.072

S THATERE 2TV 25FOMEIZ, R. A. Fisher™ ™ DURHENE < 25 OREL LB
2% #12i% B. L. Weleh™, 3FtEH T3 A Wald®, R.v. Mises®, #>%, #F®, C.F. Kossach?,
P. G. Hoel and R. P. Peterson®, D. 8. Stoller®, B. B. Day and M. M. Sandomire'?,
P. O. Johnson™, G. W. Brown™, &, #75 HTkX5 & £z < ab.

ac

(4) ofi=qf: in W,

Pfx <qf: mnR-W,
fBL fi, f2 i3 7y, m © density function, R (% sample space, DEHDH & T, BlH (4)

[y 6*&6}875 ELVHBIORESE S maximum 124 2% & C (&

(5) C= %[1 + hepfl - qulda:]

ThHY, »oFh
- (6)

pfi < Jpq«/flfz <qf: in R - W,
&3 n5, affinity®'®

Q) p(Fy, Fy) = j};/fmdx.

0<P(F1’ Fz)ély
rHVbE, ﬁ%kkaﬁéﬁiﬁ Rz

1
(8) 2=1“—P(Fh F2)<1"'\/I3QP(F1, Fy)

%[1 + {1 - 4pq,0’(F1»”Fz)}i:l-

=C=

D P(Fh Fa) X
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(9) 2(1-p) = ||F; — Fulp = jkwf; — Vfydw

WZE LT [16] OBz Lo THMEHES. _
#A4iz Gaussian distribution N(my, o), N(ms, 6*) # & % &

. 1 _ imi—mgf?
(10) 1- ¢ 6T < C
1 o _.,;,;z ) )
“he ;/—ﬁ:jm_m e * dt, AL m<ms [3], [4], LHBLTEDLREDORCALS.
— 72’677;‘
£ I
. i 00 t’
_mi—ms _1 _1 g1 _ ot
5 1-2p I V_ﬂjﬂ%@le dt | [1 +A-p» }
|
1 0.55876 ‘ 0.69146 0.73517
2 0.69674 | 0.84135 0.89753
3 0.83768 0.93319 0.97292
4 0.93233 | 0.97725 0.99540
5 0.97803 | 0.99379 0.99952
6 0.99445 | 0.99865 0.99997

F#giZ LT 382D group DHFAITIE
an P f1Z DS i i=0:fs in Wy,
P22 Z 011, DS =05 s in W,
Psf3 = D1, PsSfs= 02 fe in W
BL Wi+ Wt Ws=R—@Fo XN 5758, HWHDRZ BRI
12) a SV Pi0:p(F1, Fy) + V pepsp(Foy Fi) + v/ Dspip(Fs, FY)
- mln«/pip,p(F,, F;) forixj, 1,5=12 8.
=iz §2 Jrle)nayzthfE%%x_'C Gaussian distribution [z CEBEAEESLETLCHE.
5L,

. 1 @
1) IV(”M, 0#) jl(x) ~/§ﬁ?e 20% ¢
<w%@3
N(mo, a®); fa(x) = J 207
T35k, ‘ pf;i‘]fz, W, = {=; $§$o}n'
Bh, L<HBRTRRIT, o
1 ﬁ_ 2] '
as xy = [(mx + mg) + — log al
#7: R.v. Mises D&, xo=%’°—’— DRETHBIL b I MBNTNS, [22].
2—m1\2 —-m
]l) N(mlr (<3} ), N(m:, 022) @%A‘i f2 [ ! ( z)] — &k D, Me> My, 0220y
FRET L, '
, . OFMy — o’mg 0102(’"’% - mx) 2(02 2(0f — o) po
A m= e T /1 (ms = my 1€ gg,

. 2
dgzml - O1"M2 0102(7”/9,— ml)_
2 __ .2 2 g2
[ (4} o2 gy

BLIZT, &= % &g, R. v. Mises DFELID.
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9 mme LG DOHIE S & KR & 2 TN TE D scatter diagram %57 L 7-. data (2 BISBIEAH
HEHRBZEORRARIZLISTELNALDDTHS. X roman type DEFIZFHE TED, italic
type OEFIZBRTEICL 2HEOEHLRLTVS. BRIE LW DL, BMHOFELHELT

L
- ~ 714
] %‘ﬁ’? IL“fi fg 6l g" s 71 2 245
i
i
a4 ? 3 3
42 P 2 -
40 T
oo o
% T 102
3 e al
2 | \? 25
30 j ] , ! 2%
La4l® AV 3
! 2 ' - ! /2]
‘ 373873 /le" T
w| 2 #3700 ! 4
N K. : - h
-3 T
/|32 34 3% 38 40 42 44 4% 45 50 52 54 %
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TEOKD T drum (TBREROLIDEFEETHELT, UM LADIDTHS. RAICHE TLHE
EIRBBED N DhERTERDETHS.

(BRI B GEW LB
BAOK m: 114, n: 246,
¥IEH (Bifi: kg/mm?*)

¥ ¥y T = 44.158, T, = 47. 211,

g B® & z = 14. 256, 82412 = 18. 744,

R 8z = 3.776, 8, = 4.329.
Btk (Bfz: kg/mm?*)

b2 # 5, = 28.754, 52 = 34. 569,

a B 8%, = 5.431, 8%, = 18. 595,

BHERE 8, = 2.330, 8y, = 3.687.

B ILwzizdiE s X, B4 Y £h£ho histogram %R 1L 7. max 6N(m), m;zx (?N(y)
PENERRDOTRD L,
max Cu(@) = 0.708,

15) N
ms,x Cyx(y) = 0. 850.

Z = T, diseriminant function #RD2:FEOFIHIzHLT, HiEH X LBRE Y © linear
function Z = 4, X + LY (TR T, TOFEHED 2R (Z,—2Z:)* OHBITHT 3 k% maximum
AT BRI Ay A 2RDT
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Z=—10.2139X+0.7261 Y S
Lieore. Tk maxCn(2) 2RDB L o
16)  max Cy(z) = 0.86 enIm ST
ZhnbRE3E, ZOHFIIHTIHHELX
DENSDFELEDELF RN FHEE &

5, OTZOREMNSERE Y ORITIE,
BEOIOICEREHSR I TEROBERERL \
MEOEToT M Ed eHMIh LS.
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MEHRHIZ, sample DEE ZD % £iTM :
o0 # '
: 1 ) ¥
L LTRGT 7::5__9 dt o ke el s
2r ) mm v A ‘LI,,H .
LcRBEDO®, =
1 -~

2
— =\ 5.5, € Tdt = 0.65,
2”“0.},1-%;
amn
1 r o Fat = 0.88
5. € 1dt =0.
J?F%h%

7

“fihd max Cv(a), max Cn(y) TROLMENKREL HB. LALiess, ewwumezsm i
SV TOZIBRAZL L BETHE 0D, SlribhE < HiES LT 2k &ﬁf&$ﬁ
m%ﬁimtm%%ﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁt%xeham&,tbfﬁémutw AEOBY % Z i
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-]

1 -
18) J‘z?j sy € 108 =0.84

031*‘3:)

&Iz check DEHRE I EHT, UTOMIRAALS. 4 independent random variable X,
X, o distribution function ¥ Fi(x), Fa(x) & LT Xi<X, ¢ 0 hWERYRDTHSZ &,

19) P = Prob.{X, < X3} = jf Fy(@) dFy(2).

== Fi(s) # empirical 7 distribution function Fi(2) TxEmrd e, Fu@) »b
nHHED P D estimate & LT

(20) P= r Pu() dFy(x)

»E5. E(P) P. Fy(x) 2B O%(E, B;=47.211, 8,=4.162 (4B L 8, % within © variance
B Eof) O Gauss-ZTE R L THNTR S &,

1) P, = est. Prob.{X;< X} = 0.707
{HL, est.Prob.{ } iX Prob{ } o estimate ¥ 7%. FERRIZ 7.=84.569, 8,=8.818 %\
<, .

(22) P, = est.Prob.{Y, < Y2} = 0. 887.
P usds 2 3EE, b L Fu(z) ORHAERICESTWLB7 5T,
(23 Prob. {P< B+ &t>1—e 2  [AL m; X; ® sample size

LKV b2 N. Smirnov DFELFFE TH 45, sample size >50 THIXFDOME T
0.05 BIFT, 2ol iT 2 ¢ WERAREOENLY, HMUBRIIHL THICKRE<HIZ &
HFED BN TVD, Z. Birmbaum and H. Tingey'™, 7 5 EESMITIZERA DD THS. (23) 12
Z. Birmbaum' (Z 5 2 STV 5.

T, L Fy, F T EOFHNERTHSIFE

@4) | P= j” Fu@) diu@)

1%, Mann-Whitney @ U-statistic*®, U-statistic 23 Hoeffding ® statlstlc LEEBDLIG
#uix U-test 0 alternative form Tz, mn THOLDDII—HT 2. § 5 [F'x(w)+Fz(96)1
DOi7e compound distribution funection, ##HAN L TE 2 TR &,

o f @ d(Fy(2) 2+ Fy@) | Sf ”[Fl(aw ; Fs@®)] g5 a0

=1+§°_°°£F1—F2]d—£1__2’-£2__
s Sffﬂdm =§°_°f2d1i’2=%'w>%>:ama a=—%+5 " FaF-1ip
LT : o
(25) P—l=r [Fi(@) ~ Fy(e)1d _EI(L);_I%_(Q

Fly Fs % F,, F, T35 27T estimate 20< YR

. 5_£F1(x) Puay1d Fi®)- + Fo@)

- ‘i—%-LLé(#%i)m 2]

BL r Rz m o X, n 0 X, © combined sample (2T % i %ﬁ@ ordered X;
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orank R jEE D ordered X: ® rank &R,

DO T
° A P +F@ 1 & .1 -
@ "R - Ra@a HOSREL T SRy -y - g
—p_ Ll n=-m ’

2" 4mn
YL Fi=Fs obtcn P o fluctuation, B ﬁ=§ DIREY reject T3 BMIDIHITIE,
F,=F, »> m/n — r (%0, constant) #R¥EL T,

: 2 1 n—m A A
(20 P—at m S8up(Fi—Fy)
£, :
) . 3 l % —m]| -ty
28 Prob.{P§2+e+~—-~4mn }g1 o'

DEEIZEBIUILAAS. ,
= est. Prob. {X; < X} = 0. 671,

P,
(29) A
P,” = est. Prob. {Y1 < Yz} = 0. 872.

(28) AT Prob.{ﬁ——;-éed}gl—a 723 e BRDB L, 8":}/217\)2% logi— &0,

a=0.06 T 80.05"—?/%4.22550. 4. 5EST 1?; 0i7§=65 LT sigvr'xiﬁcance;- level 0. 05 T
reject HRBEET, HICHTHB/EAHE. $1 (1) L VBLMERND est. PAZ<Z} &
kHpE, '

(30 B, =0.912
SLRCE TS 52, B = TP - Gauss Elia#< L BT,

min(m, n) . o .

est. a(P,) < 0.04,
est.o(P) <0.087,
CUoTEBE, B, P, tENDDH L2 BBEOL DT
- (2B) IZAT ~;—(I"’,(a:) + Fo(%)) % compound Gaussian distribution & Rl <, §20ix
L 7= sample 1 H 02 RAT 5 &, ¥ IZRW-TE
- (32) , B, =0.89%
NI REOBRMERRTH, Gauss TURDADTIL, P LEBOWIHEL HEZ O bEh
e b —FTiEM S 2 Gauss LRFELIHFE, ROFAHFERELLBEDFH—FHEEEL
HELY, bW TRDPIN—BERDIECIHEETTHS. PHHREERELREE5D
T i —-.

(€39)

§3. SEOWBICR LASE O BRI

group DI 2H>D#P4E& D classification & two-sample test P2 LD LER ST TR L
5L LeDTHBH, TOEMDLDIZRIREFELLT THEOL TRshnandmhicv. 4T
ZORBBRIZECTIZ, #0b BB LKL 525, (@) 252 RN ZIZHDOT dis-
criminant_point % PFHUFIOER L KD B, XL HIZ5 27 distribution function F
=pF1+qF: NZYT R DDIHR S M RITERIILRS LWLV Z L THD. OTE
DREILERTHSHOIL S, min-max OFBzES R. v. Mises OE 2 IZEAs DX S
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BB, LasLians, r" dFl(m:r dFy(#) 12 1 >T diseriminant point z, é‘féébé
%%, Fy, Fe13 empirical /¢ distribution (23 TOFE TR\, 7, ﬁ,2 O EE LS
£To sample size LDOEEH BB UKD BRI FAE R ,},%A@ﬂzﬁm&mﬁ
Thb.

=2 F1(xo)+Fo(xo) 1 75 $=x, 3T disecriminant point & +Hhi¥, FOr xDIE
LV HBIORERIZ. max-{Fy, Fa} Thaso, Zhibe empirical” distribution -funetion Fy,
PyoenEnzT, Puen+Ren=1 RRATHILICL, @ ¥ 0% T estimate TH2L K
THE, DL EDELVHFIOHRZ max {Fx.(w*),bFl(x*)}ﬂ DET estimate HH%; 5
ROTZDOHED ¢ ORXEEFET UL LY. A2, E

(83)  Prob. {(Fy(®) — Fi(@)) + (Fa(x) — Fa(@)) < ¢}

. .= Prob. {sup [I?' (a:) — Fi(@)] + sup [Fu(z) — Fy(z)] <&}
> (1 — e~tmaf)(1 — g 3N -mxe-e?),
HOTZAMD ¢ DRGEE N CHFEST TRADE L AHRS.

E7: () R B C@) DRCEIE [Fi—Fy OX-SIZBHET 54, p__;_= 5“’ [Fi@) -
Fz(x)]d(PF1($)+sz(w» LB MLYR P ORXIZERET S LB THAS. AT
F,, F; 7. Gaussian distribution N(my, a.2), N(mg, o) DFEIZ, 20O LIOTE
3L, Ei, ‘

- w —m) |, (mg—mg)? ) 2 2
- _~1___ sS e (_lzal%..;. 3320222 ]dxldwg_z__l - jj [22_!‘ zg,z]dtldtz.’

2r 0402 T 0102
21 —22<0 4~ <mg—my

ChBMD, t=ti—ts, 8=2t+2t; 12k oT,
oy /73
34 P= 1 M s gt ¢ Werre ds
— : G124y G14+02
39 271(01 + o )5_“, € tj—oee $

1 mp-my ___ 8
4 o0 s
1 2

= fu Gauss DHAT, r" dF,(x) = rdFs(w) = 3ea 7= diseriminant point u, =
R .

Moyt maoy
o1+o;
« 8 e s L
EEOTRORELVHAOHE g ¢ Tdt (BEAE—KT BT LAME. DT
‘o140z

Z= X, DRTHEE2TE>5ET5 & 5’ B D S 4334 factor & LT X, Zl}éb HTHE
DEEL LT, ¥ 2AV2L 0 P=—- NENEEBIZLT P P ETHL FHEENTH D

*»*‘kﬁié P—-— DRBLDO HDTIE (28) AT LIZBHTRNAS, ZOHE, DRTEIZ
H. B. Mann and D. R. Whitney®® oO#EE1D o

(35) 2B = T

, N=m+n

TE2HND. D LIEH0ERLES » it 28T 3 2 & sup|Fi—F)| Dz F. J. Massey®™
k%zé
% t%gfﬁfuf, (34) @ﬁﬁf{bi&@&k L 'C;k‘i 5.

(36) . 2(P) = ——*—{P + (m ~ 1)Prob. {X;; < X;, Xi2 < X2} _
 ta- - DProb. {X; < Xu, X; < Xas} — W-DP}
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ABL X, X lzZFhEh dist.f. F; %% -2 independent random varlable, Xo, Xoo 1TFR
Zh dist. F, » 3> independent random variable & 3 3.
T ——TH3H, Prob. {X<X:}, Prob. {X;:< X5}, Prob. {X1<X"21},’Pr‘ob. {X; <X} 1z (84)
T%‘X_ Bﬂéﬁ*t), Xi— X, Xr’ ~-X, ¥ FhEh, Tu T, ©, Xi—Xa, Xl‘Xzz é‘%h%‘h S,
TRTE, T;, T: & Si, S: O covariance i1 K
,(37) C{T,, Ty} = a?
C{8., S:} = o®

BEOTEDMHBIHBUX
p) 2
(38) o(Ty, Tz) = -:a -
2
P(Sls S ) = —2-_’—:;_2.2.
LT,
(39) Prob. {X < X3, X2 < X3}

1

1 m3—my (fmz— my :
PN v exp.| —————— N
T T ey
27:(0; + o7 )‘/ 1-— ( Tp o 2(1 ( oF+ o
82, ettt £ H ,
% {012+ 022 “0'12',‘ 0'22 0'12“" 022+ 2+ 3 dtldtg

_ __.v,,‘-_“l.“___,* 7sz_lm1j‘m} —mlex [ ‘71 _|_ 0.3
B ? o J oo P 2013(01 + 2022)

2
X {t12 — 26—122_’:“;;2‘tlt2 + t'gz}]dt1 dtz.

FHIZL T,
(40) Prob. {X, < Xu, Xi < Xas}
1 S"‘ﬂ—mlgm—mxexp [ B al + o5°
oo ) oo ‘L 208(0® + 20/)

i 2,,,,32(”2&;_)&

{t1 - 2 2+ tlto + to }}dtldtz.
Zhbr (86) ITA L’C?%B#‘Lé.
(REEH R BER 7277

2 £ x &
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