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The Recent Progress in the Theory of Multivariate Analysis
Minoru SIOTANI

Summary. This is an expository paper giving an outline of some topics on
the theory of multivariate analysis published in about latest ten years. The fol-
lowing problems are selected and discussed in expositive way:

(a+1) the derivation of sampling distributions of fundamental but now classical
statistics in multivariate analysis,

(a-2) the Jacobians of certain matrix transformations,

(a-+3) the some asymptotic distributions,

(a-+4) the distribution of Hotelling’s generalized T,*-statistic in the multivariate
analysis of dispersion,

(b-1) the union-intersection test region and the step-down procedure,

(b 2) the simultaneous confidence bounds,

(c) the problems of classification, selection and discriminant function,

(d) the distributions of latent roots of some determinantal equations in the
null case and in the non-null case,

(e) some other topics.
For the convenience of explanation, a short historical note on the multivariate

analysis before 1950 is given.

§1. ¥ A M &

I IZISIT B S EEUENT D 1950 FRIHALH < EANBREVEZ TE 20, —FHBHERD
BB RIIBENEOYNE L B2 binb Y, EREE~DOAD TR AL
ROLNB LI o7z, HREELLTOEHDL ST

T. W. Anderson: Introduction to Multivariate Statistical Analysis,

M. G. Kendall: A Course in Multivariate Analysis,
MBI FIfT & h, EBN 8BS, ERMERe BZ TSN D ]I, K% TET3120
branch & L COMITMEE B2 I Tzl - Twb. L L—EIZ EEBBRHE V- Th, Hits
HRERIZDOIBENRLbDOLBDT, ZZTREROARE LIFEZZLITT 5. BW, BAC%
ERIENTE L TORER (EERYVOHBNIIX 2) KX - THBE BRI 22 2Z 21205 R
DOEBOKER, THTELTLIAREORETHD BhoHd OBELEZI 5 12k,
MZTHBEBEDZ L1287 Anderson, Kendall DA IZ 3 HHNTWBDT, BIROEMEEK
0;5K£ELt.wwﬁm&u%0§©%10$ﬁéﬁiwaw,%@%ﬁuimnﬁbnt%
ERIATRBBROT T, RFCBTIEES SR T 2BHEX Y B, ThcEENEE
THBEELEEI DD, FEWTHLLESHEHEEMAL., I LTARE TR, ROEEDRE 10
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EBIZRIT D HROBEY, 1L LTHROEH,D, ATHL LT 5.
(a) BEFMETZbD
(a-1) FHAESHOEHE
(a+2) %Z#D Jacobian
(a -3) WESA
(a+4) ZESFIZI1T 5 Hotelling o Te2-ii8
(b) Union-Intersection Method
(b+1) Union-Intersection Test Region & Step-down Test
(b-2) HREFEXH
(c) DEOMME, HHEE
(d) #HHEHRIZET 20

(e) Hofh

SUER B R
(1) Ann. Math. Stat. k) (2) Jour. Amer. Stat. Assoc. (k)
(3) Biometrics (k) (4) Biometrika. (%)
(5) Jour. Roy. Stat. Soc. () (6) Applied Statistics. (3&)
(7) Sankhya. (F7) (8) Ann. Inst. Math. Stat. (H)
(9) HEgmEmraa&R (8) (10) Bull. Math. Stat. (H)

J U Psychometrika, Ann. Eugen., Skand. Aktuarietidskr ®—#iE T+ DD b DI, EEO
SEBIEFTRT 7A LT 7 VR CEHFLTCELIOLHRE L.

WRIZH7z» T, HROBFRLILIERER LTS, kﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁ@kowf,ﬁﬁk®
I OB OUELRRINTWEINERL, TOXERIDOOMEREOTELZELZZZLIZENE
FEW7E.

ITERRBIZAD IR > TEREL TEh :}Qbit{:%@\,&f] »Hb. BEORITLVNE I, TOH
WIZhHDAHOEL T A5 —DEIMLTET, Y Kt B eV REEE e T B, 2
DIzHFTRNBFE & 3 & TRAZHICBIRT 2B - 70, OB E2EBSHE UL TER
GHEMREEN TV 2DHRBERTHD. ZHRIBRECSERBTHRO D >—KRETHY, FXRO
HEOLODIZIIRIEE T L T L bW BETh 5. £ multivariate Tchebycheff inequa-
lity, bivariate sign test, non-parametric tolerance region, & {F multivariate finite population %
Y & -7 b @, multi-way contingency table 2BV » 72 b DT T2 4%, AE THY kv
LIICEHBE TR 2IERGHICET 28O TR, KRe L TEREAERE L -T2 2T
Tl - TEL.

BANZOHRLTCEET HM L2 EE LTRED 10 EME Lz &b, ®mABREREIRDE
FNDHDBDT, TNEBRDTOET B0, 195043 TOSEBEMAOREDOKE + = <
IZRHICANTEL. ZLTZheHEL L, BHF0HAE LT, §4 b, THEELT2HH
ZOWTREDHAPIERRBRTD LS.

§2. 1950 4% €O BEBMATIRIBE

SERIENTHIC VT, VWhdpd Wishart 5576, $7ab b, ERFERND OERIZHIT 2,
S R GEOEREAGH IR D ESNTH S, ZEROH AT, EAEBERKOEASNIZ
B LT, R. A, Fisher [38; 1916] (X 0 BH s, —fOHFED D DL, J. Wishart [177;
1928] IZX VD THh7 A DMz, ZOMRFIEEEEN R CRIT 2ESITOEHT, —EROSHE
DEEBOBPE DI, EROMOAABEROIZR IRV TRSN TS, 1940 4£3 TOH
10 EROERDDEVA > THDBE:
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R. A. Fisher 12X v, /RAABI{R%k [39; 1924] ROt EAEBEfREL [40; 1928] OBEAGMAIRD &b
#, W& H. Hotelling [59; 19317 23, —Z#HKDHAD Student D t D FEKDFE~ DGR
Ths, b5, Hotelling » T-#HitBEEHL, TOEFEFMEE 272 S.S. Wilks [174;
1932] 13, 8k - FHOKTHIOFTHX % generalized variance & F#HE L, ZhIZEWTHEEK, F-
BHBOWIEL R 5 T %. I 7 analysis of dispersion © & < ff#>#1 %, within class generalized
variance & total ¢ generalized variance & DI, T 755, FFEE A-HERbR/IcDO B D
®THhD. Ti Wishart 4k, EXMILILWL2OhD =S ERFMOE I T 2H%47
Bartlett O3 [10: 1933] A3, HHRWTHRLNTWS. A-FHEDE— Y ML, —fkDOH
AIZERIRD BRI, TOERSFMIE, —EREZEROR, RUKEIND class D12
e 3EOR LBSN Tk -7z, ZThiZ W+ % Bartlett [11; 1938] © 2* EPUTEM EE
HTh 5.

PRSI RY, R.A. Fisher [41; 1936] ®# A |- discriminant function analysis (&
B TEET, classification ORIEIZIES T, SEBOHEICH L RERLELEIH LV FkE
REL 7.

FIZE L4EWZLE, Hotelling [61; 1936] @ canonical correlation D& A XN, FOKE
AP ER Xz, Fisher & Hotelling 0 &EE /A (L3I, 21T, WAEDTIORARDOH
R D AHTIZE 572, ZOSAEIE, null case iZ72v~ LT, Fisher [42; 1939], Girshick [47;
19397, Hsu [64; 1939], S.N. Roy [138; 1939] 2k v, FBAFEEZE L L THILIIEL N
DTHB.

IhBDEENELND L, BEbiz A-HEHE, T-#HiE, Lawley OffZF&E [93; 1938] Fal
BEROZETRRIN, o CHEOMOBBRAEG X [12; 1939]. #iZ Bartlett [11;
1938] %, [AlJF# & canonical correlation analysis & DOBREZBIS I L7z

= o, Hotelling [60; 1933] iz & % principal components D#:&DEA, RKTF, classification
DREEIZBIE L T, Mahalanobis [96; 1930] 12X ¥, = oDREM (58 - 3&0BATIE H L)
OEOEE L L TERIN, Wb, Mahalanobis DfE#E D® |, AN ﬁﬁﬁ‘@@
DELTUERDLRRNDDTHAD.

Bk Wishart 4347 21RO BN THADB O 10 ERKY DERBRELOA > THADE, HE, FEK
AT OEBE o> TV BEEREEL, BALHR > TW2EBRUTHD. £0HK, BERIEIZ
HEIZRY, BaDWROILOOMETEIIEZ TELL, XERNREIKE B, R T
Sy, MRAEMIZE, THhFOEBABMECIHLTW2LE - TRETEHSE .

1940 ERUZA - T, EORPHEIIE, HRAEOFED H- T, SEBETRCHET 2RELD
K EDH/LDOETIEHT YV RONMV. {HL P.L. Hsu [65; 1941a, 66; 1941b] ¢ canonical
-correlations, KUF, BAEDOITHXF BN Rtk HRERD) OROWBRSHZBET 29 <SRN
&0, R Simaika [159; 19417, Hsu [67, 1945] i, Hotelling ®Fg~27 b L IZB8 42 T2 BT,
FEAAEREICE S 28D optimum 7B IZOWTEH U TW5. BBIZA - TR D < BB
D TE7-7, :@I:E’EGIJ, ¥%51Z classification B{V % discriminant function analysis (2384 2R
22, R’ characteristic ro;)ts DOGIIZET A IH 122 <. classification 2B L T, #lzid,
von Mises [99; 1945] O F LA ERMEDOEE 243 % minimax procedure, A. Wald [169;
1944] oAz #H < v D Wald @ discriminant function O45%H IZ BT 23 D050, X
Cochran and Bliss [30; 19487 %, Z# oz discrimination 123 L CRIBHIZERT 2 D DAY
HHHEOMEE2H L Tv5B. C.R. Rao [126; 1946, 127; 1947, 128; 1948, 129; 1949a, 130;
1949b, 131; 1950, 132; 19517 X, classification RONFILizfE> HEEREBIZBIL ¢, &, OH
TEEIZH7 > THER SR THBMIZR LTV 2. Zhb ORI, HoFESE [133; 1952] DE 8
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BIZT L DOHN T B, B2 doubtful region OFAIZEE L Ty .

characteristic roots |ZE§ L Ti%, S.N. Roy [139; 1942, 140; 1945, 141; 1946a, 142; 1946b,

143; 19501, Bartlett [13; 1947a, 14; 1947b], DR Z DEDRFEHIL DB D THS 5. Roy o
Btk - 7-fRE1Z, non-null case (Z351F AL, E4 OFERECRAROCRIOROSH%
WMERI2ZLThHy, B2 ThbOROKHNHER~OICH & W15 & 7T & -7, Bartlett (&
canonical correlations @ nonnull case (T4 25 & KO Tv %55, FToEEIL, BENCE
7% characteristic root D ¥ o Tip\ b DM~ TH 2FEEBITIE, FRA EHERICH A RVIE
BRI OTHD. ZOZEIHETHHRALERY N2, HOLEFEIL &L A T, James ©
2 @D TEELERED > TWwb. Z0Ofh, T.W. Anderson [3; 1948], Nanda [102; 1948b]
DEAR D null case 12T BBREGAICETAMELRHHZ & 2L L THL.
1940 FE{REBEITEIT D5 —D O, Lz, F& U TRM¥PEIZHE 7 Wishart 541, T
%346, Bartlett OFfREEHEO~HOBEARGHEBTAICEIZ L, BZIhbLoSHEHK—Sh
FHETELSZEATRY TR TS, FHd LWSEIRRINZHE, Me 7712w HA
EEALEN DA, WY OFEKNTE, ThbotHEE I &Y, H—L THERILTHZ L0t
B THLERINS. UL, FHICAT, 200 THITEET®ROBE Unid - 7 BB O
HRBEEOLDIZ, HLWEENER, MITHFEE R X 5L L-BRD 3 -E5IBRED
5. Sverdrup [168; 19471, Wishart [178; 1948] (¥ Wishart 5 0#EH i # e L, P. K.
Bose [26; 1947] (X AR BHD AT A+ ) » 7 BFE L Tv2. H. Cramér 2D 4%E
[33; 19461 o, Wishart 54 DR MBI & HEICEREZH—L X 5> & L, Elfving [37; 1947]
13, FHERGZZEBICREASH 2 AERINIE N TWA, BLZFZ Tk null case 7517 L2 Hudkd
Ninh - 7h, Elfving 0% 2 Hik 1950 E/RITZHIN T %, Narain [104; 19487 {51,
BT, REVEAGHBEHOK—~NHFEERRLICDODTHAD.

T.W. Anderson [2; 1946] (% Wishart 3% noncentral case IZ#3EL, FhOLHE ¥ %
TW572y, REIZLHT OVEMTET, —ZHRDOEDO noncentral X*-distribution 1z RH5% & >
REBRNTOBROWFIIZL R,

EEBSBEOIICEL T, FITHEASALHIEE LT, Wiks © A-#HEOMIZ, TE
RERLD DL EN TS Roy OEARFAR BT~/ D) KU Hotelling @ T¢* #E &
4D NBbh T b, ZHIREREGHITHEHRET 2L OhOX%EO T KitE e & 1,
BRSO R T 2 P 2 EME LASERREEROME TR U 5 [62; 1947]. MM
BIIBIZRRINTVWD A, Z O EIL characteristic roots DFIDTETHDZ & pibhy, A
Bryiziz Lawley OHEBEER LI O TH B,

Pl k. Wishart 343k SN THhD, 1950 EIZE S T TOLEBIEN O BRI E O 2 58
Liz. ThHDORREERIZLT, ABXOFLHMTH 2 1950 E225 1960 FIZE S RIT 10 4
MOEBMPHEHIIR T 5. FEE0IHAMSHBD LS.

§3. & B

LRV RY ROEELHES. X)) v« XFT, BREAT A5 —%, 150 v IXFTE
ADNAER (TAT 7~ b OWE) HERERSEADORE FDT. FAIRAADKRTE
T, N7 FPVIIRKRDOPXFTEDL, MbEROEHEE DD, BETIZ 74 22/ LTH
bi. flziF Ak A OEBITHITHS. FHINT FLER~NZ P L FELTZEIZL, T
WMAZ PV 774 26 LTRbEND. T2ATIN, ERAAEO LAIOEE)NLEH O Th
Zy0EFRbTIEIZL, B T om<Ebd. ERAKRO TR0 THD2AFFINL, H-T
T r2en. 175 A (EFH) OfF5RE 1Al T#475IiE (A4 A% nonsingular ¢ IEFTHIO L &)
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A TEDLT. ayaz, 0, ENAERE TAINAITINE Do THRIZL, R BT T &
Hw5. IEFTH M @ characteristic roots D#EEIZix C(M) 3852 Hv, Bz, BXR,
B RIE Cmax(M), Capn(M) L FIZT. 5 v M 132 M (FF) OWT, EHABLOEED
MTHhd. BBTFACTLIDE, S, ~7 FMLORFOREPLT 208, HBHEIT,
Bz, A(pXg) T A X piT q FIDFIFITHBZ L &AL, §(pX1) T & 12 p HDBEITED
DR MPATHBILERT. Bz pxp OBRATIIZ I, L FbT.
75 X v Y ~A0E#OYa—EY v & JX; YY) TRbt. dhbbEnfhEL m M
DMILIER 21, 200, Ty Y Yoo Ym BHRDOEE
X . a(@/l, Yay " m)
J(X’ Y= 0(xy, 22, ,Zm)
PG givi: P2z C ), { ) ofic@E@nh BRI R 2R e FEb . PEOKS
PHOMER~T ML x(pXL) 2%, FH7 ML w(pxl), 8k - 3875 A(pXxp) (nonsin-
gular) # b DEHFMIHESRE, Tinbb, ANEEEE

k1 1 )
GD O TEA Fexp| 5 (- A x|

2 OORE, X L NQe, 4) 1ZHE>evd. F BB 28~ st N, 4) (ZHE 58,
ZTOREHDOZ & w EHEEA N, ) &> EREHES.
S(pxp) *HERERYBEHRL THEEERTORMTIE T 5. S BEHEE » REITH

A(pxp) © Wishart 55, +7ebb, 5p(p—1) [BOLKOAE A
1
nl’“"l’“IIi=1p['<%(v+1—i)>
EEREL L TR, S 13 Wo(4,0) 12> L.

@-2

v 1
IAI_EIS]E(v_p—l) exp{——%— tr A_IS}

§4. EXSHICETZH0

4-1 EXFPHoML®K

Wishart 5347, SEARBIGREL, HAEERE, Hotelling o T2 #it & v 3 d iR & O 7011,
BT Bartlett O REHOBHFOEANID OF, KWL T, BITIZAERELL DL
T AL 1950 ER 1 A - THHE T b, ¥ EREFRIC %< Eliving %251, J.
Ogawa [107; 1952a, 108; 1952b, 109; 1953] C.R. Rao [Sec. 2d of 133, 1952] {Z & ¥ non-
null case IZHLED BN, W ERLOELBAET - T&7. T.W. Anderson DA [8; 1958]
DOEHED, BWE SN AELHDH, FEIZOBCHEIDDTHS. pEHEHE~NT ML X'=
(z1, 22, -y xp) DFEIGHERERIL, FHENESHFILY

“-1 pdx=p(x, |2y, -+, xp)d21 p(aa| T3, -+, Tp) A2 p(Xp-1]xp) Ay -1 p () dxy
EOELTHEZDZ L AHKD. £ LT MEY 28I B X, KEIC step-down LT ERIZ
unconditional §78doH p BE LTOGMEHE I LT 5. H- T Z TGRSR ER LT
HY 2R

S.N. Roy [145; 1952, 148; 1954, 152; 1957a] (X RIDAEN LHE B HELEZ 2. FhiX
PEBIERNT ML X 122WTD n EOMIAEN X(pXxn)=(%1, -, %), TE, ZDHED
TFHDNL O0ITH L T—@EOEKRE Y Z 2, HOoFNFNDERD Jacobian %K TEHED
BEAGHEEI OO THD. Zhid Wishart S7FICEBE L2 RBORWEARIKTHY, FHICRAR
DRHEBESFITIIEHTHD. 42 TRRFELLZDEIZPWTRRD I EIZT 5.

Wiz Wishart 13510 3R EBE 36 S—2OFHHELRZ 5. BTk Wijsman [172; 1957,
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173; 19591, Kshirsagar [81; 1959] D#&HETH 5. SHINNFIZHILT, p BEERST NCO, 4)
ZHED pxn 173 X THbY EL pSa L7 %. Wishart 1751% Ap(x) THROEE Ap
(@=XX' THss, ZNEETHMITERER EREERLTHZATHCRET 208
HEELoTws, X 0 i 172 X'=(xu, 2. -y, x0), G=1,2,-,p) &L, Xyyi=1,-,p, %
BT, Tbb

“4-2) Yi=Xi—bu Yi—bp Yo— - —bi ;1 Yy, i=1,2,-,p
BL bi@n(G=2, -, p; a=1,,i—D) X Y/ Y,;=0, ixj, i,j=1,2,-,p 2FXT D, T7bb, b
=Y/ Xi/Y/ Y. TH3. &

1
(4 '3) C*ia‘—:(ya, Ya)?bim 1:271k; a=112""’i_1

-1
L3 X/ X=Y/ ¥t 3 Chy  i=1,mp

i=1 1
X/ X=3 CriaCriut Cou(YV Y2, j>i,0§=1,2,,p

DEXENDESH /B ND. B Ap(x) D iXi DEPTHE An(x) &74HL
(4 * 4) Ain(x)=TiTi, l=1, 2y yP

1

(Y'YDE 0 0 R 0

1
C* Y, Y)% 0 0
4.5 o a (YY) N

C*s C*y (Y/'Y)2 - - - 0
. B N Ce . 1
C*i C*;p C*is - - - (Y YDE

LROTZENTES.

I SREMSEITINN A=, OFExEL 2L, X OBERIIEMILT NO,D 125>, O
1ZiE, &(C*)=0, Var(C*)=1 T, BHIZ

(W ){C*ia,izz,m,p; a=1, -, i—1, \FEHILT NO, D i2fev. Y Y i=1, -, p 133037

Pl #hEn, BEE (—itD) O -S>, CADOERIE IR THD
ZE bbb,

w A+, OBEEEZD. CC'=A4 155 pxp 135 C BWEET 21D, Z0 C 25T

“-6) Ap()=CT, T,/ C
LEDLLBZZLRESH DS AL Ty Biicko-b A ETHS. G-4) dix - 6)
PHELSZTIE, WAWARSHIESEIZKRE S, 2, 3 iRt D.

(a) Wilks @ generalized variance. S »HHBEE n OEAGEITIE ¢ 5. FHOBELE
i, nS=XX' Thonb nS=A,.(x)=CT,T,/C. #.z generalized variance 370 DIT5
=)

@-7 28/ 4= Tl = Y Y)Yy Vo) o (X Y ) =22 Aoy X g
ThebbiHarls P-EHOBEE 5.

(b) BAEHEMRK R. R % p BFEOEKLZLHO p—1 HEOEKOMOREMEMEY
BEEL, R #XIbT 2EEABET . FEMLD

4-8) 1-R=[Ap@I|/ap|Ap-1n(D)]

DHEBAFHDOEBIRCTEZ TS, ZOHE A-6) tki?d C=(Ciy) & LT Cu=1,

1 -
%% R i3 (2,9 Xp-1) & xp, OO canonical correlation #DIDTH5H = & IZEETHIE
EHITFER/A D canonical variate ¥ L T —ftke Lbivwwnb ThHob. H{BAK [100; 1948] o>
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ROSGHEHL ZOBENSDIDTHB. nLT
. -

CcC'=

=A. #iz (4-5) RV (4-6) kY

P — P
(49  RYQA—R)=[{C*u+ (¥ YDERNV1-RP+ Eicwpi]/m’ Y)

»1E2, (YWY 2idiEEo R/(1—RY) 04 E, (*) X Y& 57 noncentrality parameter
(YWYDRIQ—RY 2##>EHE (p—1, n—p+1) noncentral F OGFHTHD I & ibnb.
ZNEV ROGHEITRE 3.

(¢) Wishart 4375 & Bartlett D5, HBE n OEADHITH S iz LT Si=n8S &7
uE 46 kv

(4-10) - C18,C*=T,T,
LZAT (Y'Y, i=1, -, p, Cq i=2,-,p; a=1,-,i~1 DEAREZFHIL G*) LV

i—1
41D Kpexp{—5 3 Sota Bl o en( -4 v vl

1=2 a=1 i=

7B AR HEER A RO, HL
Km—l = QNP/2 pp(P-13/4 ﬁ I"[% (n—z'+ 1)]
i=1

41D 1%
(4-12) Ky exp(w—% tr TP TP/) ITPTP/I a-p-b2 ﬁ (Y Y;)w-o
. i=1

=Kpn ||~ lsll(n—p—n/z exp(—%tr At S1> . |Al(p+l)/2~ﬁl (Yi, Y) (p-i>/2
=

SPB+D WOZH (VI YD), i=1, 5, Couy i=2, 05 @=1,-,p=1 % (#10) EH#-T
S DU ERIEIT UL, ZOZHD Jacobian 12 141702 (W ¥)T0% T hmb, &
Nt v Wishart 4345

(4-13) P(S1)=Kpn‘11|_"/2]Sﬂ‘"‘p‘”/zexp<—%tr/1“1s1>

#BD. ZOZENLHIZ (4-11) 7% complete 7 Bartlett DG3EEL 52 TnBZ &pibhb.
(d) Hotelling & T?-54i. X1,Xs,,Xn.1 ¥ RX n+1 DER, X 2 EAFEEH~Z7 ML, S
PEASEITH (BHE n2p) LT3, 4 THn=t A, (DL, t=~n+1(Z—m0), Apm(y)=Y(p
X)) Y (nXp)=nS DFET T? #Fb$. T? | pXp D non-singular transformation |z L T
invariant Thanbh, —MMEE k> e, BRI N, L) cfREEAS. Bz t &1
X NVa+1(p—p), L], Y O0f50O3%: NO,L) TH2 t 2 Y 3 MiIths. £-T
Apm(y) 1 (4-6) D C=I, DED LD, Tichb, (4-4) ORCERDLTILHNTES. £IT,
Q(pxp) 2EPITOEEN wu=t/VTE, i=1,-,p THBLIRERTFHEL, 20 Q@ »F

- T
0
(4:19)  T%/n=(2t)'(Q Ap(yDD) (@D =(0, -, 0, T (R A, (N2 0
VTE

=WOX[(RAn(2) O (pp) EH]
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Lndiz RA,(R@=@RY)RY)Y Thv, Zpxn)=2Y DHF~7 LD B %L DIk
ORfikEZ DL, Hiohiris NO, L) THUES & WRELR. #-T ZOFERIEM
3T, N, Zfevy, H2 & LM THDH. Bz

QA (PD=A,.()=2Z'=T,T,
ETB LIRS i Ty iz (45) LRALARDZATITHA. HLLT

{( Q4,2 D (p,p) PEEY=AT,T' D' O (p,p) EH}

={T,* © (p,p) BE}x{T,"' D (p,p) EH}

=1/An_p.1? o GR)
#Huz (Ft) HIEHEE p, noncentrality parameter (n41) (pe— o)’ (e—p0) % %> non-central x*-
SATHED Z LR T,
TP on—ptl _ X% n—pl o,
" P Lo 5 =1 pa-p+t
% noncentrality parameter (n+1)(p—go) (pp—p0) * b 2 EHE (p, n—p+1) @ non-central
F ikt oZ e hbnd. ZRIVESC T OS5,

T. W. Anderson oA [8; 1958] iz, A.H. Bowker %15 ® personal communication & L T
FEXHhTWD T-540 #EHd, k& ELE random orthogonal transformation (Z L 53D THh
5.

4.2 %@ Jacobian®

HHEHABOEASHAOERH, HHARCET2AHOHMCEL CEBR LD O, —#D
matrix transformation @ Jacobian DIz DWW T DR IHS. W.L. Deemer and I. Olkin
[34; 19517 % 1947 4 P.L. Hsu #3 University of North Carolina T gL 72 D & L
Biometrika IZHE L TW5ad. FZ 21X #E 4D Jacobian 723 KD SN T V525, %F 12 non-linear
transformation @ Jacobian 2IEE T3 5. Jacobian DFEAHIZH 7z » TRDERIIBEFRITH S.T4T
F%# Y=F(X) 5T, #are 57cbDOEHR dY=dF(X) IBEHTHY, HO2HLOE
# D Jacobian ¥, Z DS DEHD Jacobian 7% L\~ 75> H non-linear 7 EHar, WD
Wy EERDZ EIZX Y linear 2753 LT, Jacobian kol vz &iZinsb.

B (grzm]. %# Y=AX4+XA' O Jacobian KM THL 5. ALITIIMMNRD pxp
RAlchn. iy ANYA =XA14+AX, U=A YA, V=4, X vz U=V +
V. #uzskm 2 Jacobian 1z JX; ¥)=J(X; V)JV; UDJU; ¥) & L<EdAD. I T)

(4-15)

=Ly, J7; Uy=2v, JQU; D=1/J(F; Uy=1/| A 7= aw*t LHESNB7E

(4-16) JX; ¥y=2 [l ar-
B Gemmizi)] Z# Y=TF o JT; Y) 2 k02D 3KH5Ths. 1T5dfand pxp
T Y 1 3WFTHTH D, BMAOTLDOMT 2 & L J(T; Y)=J(dT; dY)=2PiI:IItu”‘“‘ &

BH KT B, whg dY=T-dT"+dT-T' THBIOKEDHELNEI I THEMD.

B Gegiizi)] X, Y & pxp O positive definite 70f741& § 20, A X=TD,T’,
Y=TT" @ Jacobian J(T,¢; X, Y) R %. Dy=diag{ey, -, ¢p}, d1>¢2>>¢,>0 &7 5.
dX=dT)Ds;T'+T(@dDy) T+ TDy(dT"), AY=T@ATH)+W@TT t3tnif J(T,¢; X,Y)=
J(dT,d¢; dX,dY) Ths. oL - -REEELT

AX=TUT, dY=TVT, W=T-(dT)

SR oF 154 1:1%&5:&@:{&%1,13« o TEIZRHINAZ TN TOBT I FELTCD DL SH
%.
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L3002, U=WDy+DyW'+dD,;, V=W+W' 72 5EFR 28T, #-T, k%5 Jacobian 2
J@T,d¢; dX,dY)=J(dT,d¢; W,d¢)J(W,d¢; U, V)J(U,V; dX,dY)
ELTHEEIND., oaT JAT, dp; W,dp)=JdT; W)=\T|?, JWU,V; dX,dY)=J(U;
dX)J(V; dY)=|T2®P r x5k v, RYD J(W,ds; U, V) ZHEERIZ2THAIE,
w0 =20; Wi +ddi, wi=widitwiids, vie=2ws, v;=witwy

ThHEND, BAREOIEZTHAXOFRITICRT L DITkY,

dp: Wij Wij Wij
G=1,-,p) G=L-p) (J<D G<pD
ui(i=1, -, p) ——“TPMAN - L k 0 ' 0
vuGi=1, -, p) 0 of, | 0 0
li<i i T G S ...... O Q ............
v:;(G<7) 0 0 Ip(p—1>/2 Ip(p—l)/2

JW,d¢; U,V =2¢|P-Q| &tic3%. 22z P, Q xizdmiTs <
(-1 P—2)
———

e N,
P=diag{¢1) ¢1’ Tty ¢1; ¢2; ) ¢2;; ¢p—2, ¢p-2; ¢p_1}
Q=diag{ds, bs, -, bp; I3, ", bp5 5 Bp-1, 05 B}

B J(W,ds; U, V)=2 |P-QI=211 (b= :7%a5. LlirFenT
i<J

(4-17) (T, 43 X, Xy=221T 7 U (4=45)
1<y

%18 %.
ZDXIFHETHEBEDOEHD Jacobian 7% [34; 19511 1I2F &L HHN TV 5. B
X=TD, T, Y=TT

BOZ D Jacobian (4:17) (&, FILIs DD EREAIZINT 2 BFITH S*(pxp), S(pxp) ®
HAEHR CS*S™Y) oMtk 2k, L S8 Hitiz Wishart S4512 655 72512 ERlz b D
THhd. LHLFESIFORIZ DN DX D, Sk Wishart 4% b 245, S* OEBEH p
&L /&< Wishart 58 % 3 72l ERIZIZFRIFHSERR V. [34; 1951 123 & 5N TWHBH DD
FATIE, ZOX SR HEOK IZIET B0 Rafbinv. 4.1 HTHANL, TORITD
attack T& 5L LT, Olkin & Roy BESLRITH X(pxm)*® BT 2L 0EBmEEZ,
ZNnB D Jacobian ZRKH T3 [145; 1952, 148; 1954, 152; 19571, @z, Xi(pxny), (p>
n) EEHBD n {778 non-singular 7cIEFFTH% D2 % rank n DFTF| Xo(pXn)(psSmy) #
rank p DITHIE 4 3UE, ROLEIIFET S,

Xi(pxm) ZP—nll:UI]DVF(m X ng) Ly (ny X ny)

ny Uz
(4-18) me
X2<p><nz)=1>;nl[g; gi]Lz(pxw)
n1 P—ni

22 Ly BERA, LL/=I, =0, 0. 12 CLX1 X)) - (X Xo)Y] 0BT n A

. _[U, U
DYD((p—n)EIE 0 T B). U_[UZ 0

ABEZRRETHD. 6:;G=1, - n) R TWBHEESLOERIINLI THh, FLTIOEH

‘] % non-singular ¢, B2 U, o513, Us o

® - X(pXn)=(x1, xz, 1, xn) T x¢ BEWCHIT N(ge, ) CHSSDTH 5.
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@ Jacobian i3 O >0;> - >0,,>0 £ LT

(4-19)  J(0,U, Ly, Loy Xy, X5) =27 |Ujmatne—2 ,"lfldﬁp-m-l)/%ff‘(di—d;)-

1= <
T ugmt g (L, )

AR IZBELND. 2 ¢y, L) 13 Ly, Ly 0FE#EZTOERT U, 0 13K ELRRV.

S*, S N b pxp 115, HEELETALH m,n & T2, m<p, m>p DLz X X'=8%
XXy=8 (X,,X; 3EHATHE-7bvD) T, X, Xo ORI HIESERTBEITOREEZZ D
L

(Cr)~p(n1tne)/2| | —(na+mna)/2 exp{—%tr A‘l[X2X2’+(X1—M) (XI—M)’]}
M (2 FHEITH (e, pey -, ) T 5. #Z null-hypothesis M=0 OBFZIE, RIZBRNCEBRTE
%b: 0i;i=19 Tty My Dlﬂﬁ‘%jﬁ

[ I/ p<ﬂ1’zﬂ—_">”;}“ p<1’*_"g:1_—_i) 1 6,-m-vre
Kk e i= n1
@20) w2 2 =t : - 11 (6:—05)

io1 2 2 Ji= 2

%18 5.

4 degenerate case, 3 75d 1, Wishart 2RI TEmWIBEOHNZ OV TR <7243, non-
degenerate case |2 L T ¥, EHREBITHDOEIZOFD Jacobian 23K B, HAEHRIZET S
4% Wishart SHICEBY 5T, bEDOEROEHRSAH S RHEANIRO M4 T 5.

4-3 W E 2

SEBBENTIZRVT, HRE T IHMABOBEASML, L ABEMSHNERNTH - TH,
exact I ROBALVIFEANIERIC BV, FIZE SERSESITICET D Wilks © A3 E
3, BRI, BT REAEOEES SIVFEIIOL exact i ML TV BIZT Eg
v (JEL moment (33>72y 5 TV 3B). Z 7= non-null case DERIZIE, 1ZA DEALAES T
V. ZTTEHEEBRITICEV T, REROBEDO DD, Tiabb, BRSMHEIHHES M OFE
NEEARDOTHB. RHAERCETIREBREFCH > T2, 8§82 TN/, non-null case N
exact 7o AFIAED THMETHA YEATLL T, KEROK L HRBEW BV onBRTHS.
L LEBRZME TS, EBAEO RXE BRI AELLLARTHETSIEMAE LN WBE1 %
<y XEDLDORDZGHEBHE NI EEERLIEREMOE TR Z e AL s, HARICHE
TH5L012 §72F LB eiCl, AERREREOFMIZET 2 b D, Wishart {75l &¢cd
ZHEOMHBOSHAZEIZOWTEDEBERRDZ L i2T 5.

— R RBRREOHLE LY A L+, EEETFAEEDOT <, —2logd ik, null hypothesis
DT T xB-4345Z, non-null hypothesis ® F it non-central ¥*-43#iiZ asymptotically (Z5¢ >
TEREMONTVW A, LALInAER DI, ARV KERBEERLERT 0D, bo
EREEUNDEL 8D, SEBETOBE, Wilks (L3 [174; 1932] Bk, REHKETEE
#0 moment 73 gamma function D H OB TELN B LIZFEL T, G.E.P., Box [27;
1949] R DFER 2B,

HetgE WOSW<L1) ® h R moment 73

b h a
Iyt | I Mx+h)+6}
(4-21) EW"=K| = =

b
Iz -le {y; A+ +7;5}
Jj=

=1
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a b
ThHETDH, AL K 3Wo=1 &k 3EHTH? ;xizzyj THd. M= —-2logW &3
1= IJ=1

i, 0<p<1 7% p 1Z72vL T GEYRKHEDOTT)
(4:-22)  P{pM<pMy}=P{X2< oM} +w [ P{2% < pMo} — P{x*, < pM,}]
+ [(02 (P{ZZ»+4§,0£W0} P{xvz é OAIO})

tUl

(P{X%,, s oMo}y —2P{2%, .o S p Mo} + P{X2< pM}) + -+
méﬁwﬁﬂﬁﬁané.ﬁtczu
a b 1
yv= ——2{2 Ez_ 2 Oj—?(a—b)},
1=1 J=1

(_1)r+1|ia Br+l(uz) b r+1(vf):|
rr+1 Lz (ez)” =1 (ey)”

w,=

B,(#) 12 Bernoulli o %= (Bo(u)=1, Bi(w=u—, Bz(u)=u2—u+~é—, ...... ) -

wi=1—0xi+&, vi=A—py;+7;
THhb. L2 IHBEE v O P-FHIROIBEERERTHS. p DEDFIREOHEF on=0 ZF
T IdkhaEnsd. ZoHE, (4:22) OF—HATHWTY, AR, BEEROKRIANRY
PEVEREIZD, HYWWEEAELNS.
x,(pX1), a=1, -, n % N(BZ, A) 75 DK X n D random sample & 3 5. B(pxq)=[Bi(p
Xq1), Be(pXq)], Z'.(AX=(Z"1.(1Xq1), Z'2a(1Xq)), Q2=q—q1 & T B8, Ho: Bi=PBu O

a

LSRR, 1do=A= 3 (5P L) 5—PLY, B= (D2 Z)(S 227, RS nhe
=A+T=A+Bi=Bi)QuaBi—br)' Qua=[(5 Zia 2 = (8 210 22 (S Zra 2 (5 e

Z.)] L LT A=|dal"?/|Aul"2=|A1"2/|A+TI*? TH%. BIZHHH TV 5L, 2 D mo-
ment (& (n=p+q) Ho OFT

4-23) er=khr{; (u—q+i+nh)}/ﬁlr{écn—qz+1—j+nh)}
.7= E=3
THBH, TR @) DETHD. Thbb asb=p, m=y=yn &=g(—g+1-D,
77j=—(——q2+1—-j) i, T A, 2a)1=(pql)/(pn)[np—{n—q-72—(p-—q1+1)}:| kg,

;=0 aa“z.sui == {n q——(P q1+1)} THD. T (4-22) oFE-HEHEHATL

(4-24) {n q——(p q1-r1)}log |A|ﬁ|T|
ACEDENZEHEE v=pq O P-FHIIHI L END. ZOBFOEHED order 12 72 TH5D. ws
RHEL TEET AL, BICHBEGEUAEONDZ L PRTH DA, BICHE—HET THARY
NEG n THYSIZEWEMES X TEHY, EAOADIZRTFTHS. (4.24) o |A|/|IA+T| &
Eix Wilks o A-#HET, A ZHEE ng T Wishart iz d s, T 3EHEE ¢ 20 - T
W5, FERTESTCRT I2BRECRLEDLNR 5.

Np(px1), A(pxp)] iZH> random vector X(px1) o4E X'=[X/UXpy), -, XA X
P21, prtpet - toe=p IR IBAEROMDOMME, Tibb, K& Ho: Aw(P»XPj)—O
FFORBEUREEZZ 2. A 2 X OZENZHEST 2 AD submatrix Th . Xi,i=1, -, n ZE

*, A= Z_ll(xa—a‘c)(xa—a‘c)’, A DA LALSECEKT D submatrix ¥ Ay, i,5=1, -k ¢
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i, Ho oRERREESE 2= A/ | Adwe L7y (8 1958], L%D h o moment
e

@) =K Ml{n(+H—i/2] /zj1 jIZI"[{n(l+h) —i}/2]
LB, @D CHIESE DI, asb=p, m=y =, &= —, =g, (et tpeai

j=pi1t-Fpiatl, o ot p =1k ERITIEL V. 0=0 BT p X
_ 3 zr" 29
SIS Sy
Licy, BUY (4-22) ®%~Tﬁ%&of
=219
‘{”‘? 3<p2 EP2)}
1
AL v=5@*-2p") O V-BHTHB. WHOHEL LT, pi=115b

(4-26)° log |4 /11 | A

-2) ~fo—n-geprlog B, IRI=temin

1
AN B HE 71)(?-1) O P-SHT D, Tt k=2 OB (p=pi1+p2)

1 [A]
(4-28) {5 (D log Al Az
AMEBEE prpe D P-THTEPUZIN S,

I H T B DTN OHFERSE ST B8 [27; 1949, 8; 1958], fEAIHIZIZ Bartlett
[11; 1938, 14; 1947b, 15; 1950, 17; 1951b, 18; 1951c] 73, HL MDD I DEKIZB -~ R LB
THY, B2 P¥-FEHo=»® multiplying factor % [19; 19541 =3 & » Tv+ 5. Bartlett (3,
B2 OFBEEL, TR0 REMIIERL TW54, BEROSHZEFRT 20T, §7TH
16552 SRl o

S,(pxp) %EHE v O W,,<—1V—A,u> (4> Wishart 4551, Plim S,=4 24 3. Blic H

% S, ZIIMSTAHERTAE L, S HORMTH2MEHE TAH,S,) #%52%. 4 TAH,S,)
DHERMTH DA, S, % 4 TxEnZ7: TH, A) OFH X HSNTEY, ThE Bz
TH,S,) OEEDME 1/v IV TOEROETRKD 2 L #MEE LL >, TWH,S,), T(H,
A IE BEERE Fb, Ho, TOREVW v LT, P{TH,S)=St(W)} ik, 4 DFdH
Y T Taylor BEINTEETH B LREEND. A=||Ayll, 8pxp)=111/2(1+8:))8/04;], 0:; 1%
rguFy -0 0 &4hid,

@2) KT, S)Si0))= | PIICH, S)S10)IS3aW( - 4,)

=jexp{tr<sv—4>a}P{T<H, D=<t) }dW,,(—i— 4, u)

—exp{—tr 43} - Ip—%AaI_v/ZP{T(H, M=)}

=exp{-tr/13———% log Ip—%AaI}P{TH,Agt(u)}

(i> t(u)—to 6:£9) mﬁj‘awi (6h)) t(V)“to+t1(V)+tz(V)+ ------ (to WEEH. £()=001/v),
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(4-30)  P{TCH, S,)<t()}= [1+{-i- ST A A B Bon 11 @D}

rstu

1
+%— _12_ E zwr Jst Zuvan 6Luavw+’— _1? 2 zm’ d-‘txﬂv lw’«‘a” 6““6””’ a‘zy

Vo rstuvw 2 v rstuvwry

1
+t2(U)D+ '; tlz(V)D'{'% ? zur zst (tl re.tud (V)D'I‘ 2t1 s (V)atu D+t1 (y)@,s agu D)

+ O(u‘a)J -P{T(H, A) <t,}

#1885, BL D=0/0te, 1" ()=1/2(1+0,)01() /04 FT, WFOWUGTTREMIIREZNS.
(1) oFEHwiz, EXT £0)=0, 4°0)=0, - T kv, EOFRHEICE T I 2HMEHE T
fligditE, —it v OHEI TOWFEERABLNE. LALHBERE, TEET, ZvoFsd v3
DEITRKDZZLIRETHY, HoLOEXNNWEROBREICH T 2HBNERLIFHET 2 &
e Sh L. Ff o TEIHERIEL, —~EROBROBEOKRELILET 2L, ALHAORENT =
y THBETHD. FIDR~NZFET, G.S. James [76; 1954] 13, AT —E TV 54
DO EERHBRBOREDOME, R, $EBDEFED Behrens-Fisher ORIELRHLE TV 2. &
# [160; 1956a, 161; 1956b] RO FER [70; 1956] (2Hotelling & T3 B2\ TF D
EFFCHET 2R EL. BXESEIZOFEYRIEN 2 208a P{TV(H, S)=u0), T:
(H;, S))=6(0)} TR LTHIRL, —BL SO RA (1) EOFHOERERD 2012
vy, OO RIBMEEXEZR EICEB L7 [163; 1959a, 164; 1959b, 166; 1960b].

FBERAEHRLS O, steepest decent D FET, MEE ¢ 2##H B D saddlepoint approxi-
mate distribution #3 K 5 Z E NEEHROBEHFIZHITHONTIWE B D pIHEOFRIZRNT HH
VAQAR

4-4 DEAIICHET3 Hotelling @ To-fEstE
RO, FDpEROBEDEHRELBNCL D, EHDO T ALY » 7R EFLE
X =p+vi+ B+ i=1,-,7r; j=1, s

~

8

BL 7i=21B;=0. &3 5. & IRz N(QO, L) ZhE>.

=1 J=1

il

1:21 El(xij—x..)(xij—x..)’=si§ (xi.—x..)(xi.—x..)’—%rjg(x.j—x..)(x.f—x..)’
+ 21 _Zl(xij-—xi.—x.,-—l—x..)(xi,-—xi.—x.,~+x..)’
=1 g=
=T+B+E

E/(r—1)(—1) & 7, 8 DIz hnb b3, 4 OREHEETHT, Ex W4, r—1)(—1))
WD VbW AREZ I ZFEMTIATH 2. SAHEIR v, i=1, 7 BNHEINEI MBI IE
&, Bubh D test statistic & LTix, (i) Wilks © A-#i8&, A=|E|/|T+E|, RETHH
% (i) Roy OBAMRMHE Cmax(TE™D), R U (i) Hotelling © T@-#it&, Ti=((—1)
G—Dtr TE! 3iRFATH5B. A TIZHIC T-HHABIZOVWTR~NZ A, FORIc—RNA
ETENTHL. S 2BREBCI2EMTIICHBE no 235, S* TRFIZHE S BEATI L F>
L, ZOHEMBE® m L4538, T X
(4-31) Tot=nytr (S*S;™1)

THad. Sz Wrld, ny) 125w, S* i Zlyaya'*’ CR%ETHD. BL yulpx) iz, Ho OF
T, NO,AD ZHIERNRT PLTHD CRILRED T TIZEEL 0 Tivy). Z ok To? kD
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IOtk T LN TE S,
“:32)  To'=mnotr{( X Yl IS0 =m0 3} tr{(Walu IS} =10 Z}l Yo' So7'ye= 3 Ti

=1
T2 133380 Hotelling ® T*(KHET, #-7T, To* (& So 23tEF T2 T2 DMTHBIEMN
mns. —kF C(8*SyY) # 0,,i=1, -, 5, s=min(m, p) &4 IF

(4:33) T02=no'_281 0;=nox (Lawley D#f3tE)

L703. §212 % sn7cht, Hotelling 1355 2 it R AM BN BEMOTHF X MZk 2R EEHE
T A EAAV, Thk [62; 1947] 2 & ooy ERAFERE [63; 1951] ICRFES
Zhu p=2, m>2, m>2% DB, (4:33) HLHEL T Hy DT TD TP O exact 7npfiz R
DB DT, #HERIZ w=t2/Cno+12) & LT

(4:34)  P{T¥>t&=1—I,(m—1,m)

I'{-;—(m-l-no——l)}

F{%m}r{% no}
m=1~50, 7p=3~50 {Z3 L T Grubbs 731 1%, 5% HDF % VERL T\%. p>2 DOFEHIZIX
exact L MERD D ZENIEFICEMETH Y ZOLDELDOEPNRELI BN TWS., %EH [160;
1956a, 161; 1956b7] B~ FEER [70; 1956] (& (4-32) et HEL T, &Mz, ko
Neey P BERDZIHEER 2B Thabb P(Il>t*(@)=a %7 6?(a) ZHT5H
DTH5. LCup(a)=x2 2HHE mp O a B, Ls=1/mplnp—2)--- (mp+2s—2) LT

+ T

11— \ (o—D/2 1 1
( Tw ) Iw=<—2—(1n-—1), 3(n0—1)>

(4-35) toz(a)=z2+3’%{p(p+1)<x4+xz)+mp(x4—x2)}

2 L (1= P22 p (ot D)tk 1)+ =)

—%(p(pﬂ)(x4+x2>+mp<x4—x2>><p<p+1>(x4—1>+mp<x4—2x2+1>)
—%(P(P2+3P+4) (He+Aa+%2) +3mp(p+1) (Ag— %) +mEp(Xe—2%s+%2))

+-1%(4p(2p2+5p+5)(xa+xs+x4+xz)+16771P(P+1)(Xs—lz)
+mp(p+2p+5p+4) (Ko +Xs— Xa—22) +2m°p( PP+ p+4) (Rs— Ao —Aut+%2)
+m3p2(xs—3xs+3?{4-752))}+O(7lo‘3>
Zhiz 8* oG Wishart THHZ L 2 ERL AW TELN. FERIZEICSAEROIT
EBBbL 52 T35, ZOMOBbOIE, 0,i=1, s ORARGHAEAGHEL, (4-33) DFEOFHE
RHREZ ¢ 5. Pillai and Samson [123; 1959] (%, s=4 $ TO s IZH L TA4RTTOE— AV } &
sk, Pearson curves ®/X—+ ¥ b EOF [116; 1951] #FHL T, To¥/ne @ 5,1 % HD Fp
YE - T3, Bz Pillai and Mijares [125; 1959] 2RI L Z & % s=6 DB IR 5T 5.
& T Té-#5E D power function T %A%, ZHI2HD TEMTH Y, E#HIL (4-35) LRk
R DF B CEAC o™ DI F T 27872 [162; 1057140 Tot=no tr S* So~'=nq %lyalso_lya 3

VT Yo bk NQptoy ) 1THED & S ptal= (i Moy -y Hmady T8 D3 e A7 oy gphie) =e=7/2x

® m=1 OFRIEED T-HKHBETETOFTH RIS AR TV 5.
0 SR AMLS. Vol. 31 (1960), pp. 1148-1153 W HEOEE*REL TV 24, EHEOBEYHS L

Mol Bbh b,
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o 2\ J h
Eo(%) heIte {1 D0 +0}, Golh; r>=jogp<x: Ddr LI
J=

(4-36) P(nytr S*S-1<2h|H)=G,(h; f)“,,i[% mp(p—m+1)gv1(h; T)
0

m |1 1
+7{EP(P_1) +—2-mp—72}gu+2<hr 7)

»

D m m
(o) B 33 209G o) B st fguaChs ©

ig=1 k,l=1 a=1

+ i f! l’”'i”(%mama)(:Z:lﬂkaum)gp+4(h; r)]+0(no‘2)

%,9=1hl=1 a
Tz A A o (R BE, v=mp/2 ThB. p=2 ORI
¢—=—§ % l” zlj(agl#ia /’lja) (aZ_:l/lkaﬂla) =T4—2 |E_llua/:ua[/|/1|
m=1 OFFIZIX
d=21 23 Ay g pay =74, e h.

i3k,

™~

§5. Union-Intersection Method

Z DK, S.N. Roy 2.0 & LT, RESEREITOBRESFN, FAREHEEMEIESDICH
WHERTWBHET, LORAKEMEIE Roy D3 [146; 1953], K 1* Roy & Bose D& [147;
1953] IZ RELINTHY, FTOROEEROCEEL THZ 2 BASHOEN (Th) 3 &FDT,
Roy o# [1562; 1957] 12 £ H BN T3,

5+1 Union-Intersection Test Region & Step-Down Test

BMET SRRk Ho &L, Wirfiks H #oWinElz 2 TRIT. BEOLD H,
H 2R ZHMERTHDE L, H 2NIREOLE 2128 L THEKE a TRET DHELH
25, ZOROSEEONIRE Hel #ETL LS. §5& X {mbhic #E 1Z BT % Ney-
man-Pearson DOEATEHIZL Y, FWHY D3\ &40 FT, Hy ® H Z¥3 % most powerful
test NIFELEDEDZ LAITE R, ZOHEOFEKEY Ba(<a) &L, EHHEELY W(H,
H,Bu) T, BRIREME W (H, H,Br) TEHT. wim W (H, H,Bw) & W(He, H,Br) DH#f
BETHD. B TRIZBND L D12 a ZBEL TED SR 5. Union-Intersection 2L % Hp
D H oetk 2 204 2%EE, EHEKE LT H % 2 OLTENLLRED W(H, H,Bx)
DFEEE (union) UsW(H,, H,Br) 22 50D ThH5D. - TRIREBRIZTOMBESTHIHEE
4 (intersection) NgW'(Hy, H,Br) & 7c%. ZZTHEEZDH e DI-ED LT, Hp
DFT UagW(Ho, H,Br) DHDOERAMEOKRE a 12783 LT EDRITRERBRv. La
LZDEDHFITERIZH D. Neyman-Pearson DEREE % F D RE, EHIFEH T

W(H,y, H, Br): fa=A(Ho, H, Bx)fmo
U fm TN EH HHy OFTORERLL) TEDOHN 575, Roy i& Bz & ATy, H,Br) D
ZDBEEZEZ T, type I, type Il O 20RO EL EFE L. type I test Tix fa=8 (FH)
L, Bk

G-D P{x e UaW(H,, H, Bl Ho}=a
PRTLICED B, type II test Tik A(Ho, H,B)=2 (E#) &L, P 2= &BLTEDH
N5, #-T type II DFFIZIE, WTH, H,Bu), W (H, H,Br) 2ZThEn W*(H, H, D,
W*(Ho, H, ) LEFEENZBA, 4

G2 P{Xe UagW*(H,, H,D)}=«a
ERTEDIZEDDZIDOTHD. BHThMhDL D1z, =D type I test (X likelihood ratio test &



110 MHBEFRATESR F8E F2E 1961
HELbDTHB.

XT Ho, H NEARBOHFEIZOPWTHL D, FHL Ho 12724 % similar regions 237#£EL,
HD, Hy # HiZ 72 WL THBETS 72HD —20 bisimilar region® 21 fFET 57 51E, Lo
simple 7IFEDOEFIB G ITHETREEIND. Tbh b H 2O T O bisimilar region ® union &
intersection TE X UF LV DO THB. Hotelling © TR XEHMEET, f£-T, type II i
B4 22, FARRC type I test ThHDZ L HNITEHIN 3.

U U EBEITICS T 2 LEHRRER, L DEE, type I test T2 &2 LmhdbnT
W5,

Hy, H p3EEEZRTHDHE, Hy (2723 % similar regions ZfEEL T, 8D He 1z
342 Ho @ bisimilar region NWHFAEL LW Z &N BLIZ D, ZOK, FHLROEHE ) LT
i, type I test 2HIRT DI LI TED. ThbbhDHEE A 2720 LT, Hi=Naes Hoo,
H=NgeaHoy He L 12 2BEREB Hoay Ho 235 Y, B2 Hpo 12349 5 similar regions, KO%
Hel z2owWT, Hy T84 3 Hy ® most powerful (bisimilar) region 217E3 28 Th 5.
ZDHE, He © 2 18T 2REDENFEBL Un Uwesa WHoa, Ha, B), BIRER I ZOWES
Na Naea W (Hoa, Ho, ) £720, B iX

63 P{x € Un Usea W(Hoa, Ho, B) 1 Ho} =
PRTIDICEDD. ZOREIL extended type I test L FEIFH, HEBIEITIZIITD union-
intersection EIZ X ARED S 1L, ZOHWIEENT: type I test Thb. Bl EIT test ’21’50‘(%
SEORANFETH-T, T L TELNIRED b 2B ORI TIEIRLEE > TFR+45
»B. REBREOBRETT 2 v 7 ENBHETIE, TRYWWEEEZ D > TWBZ e %ﬁ%éh'(
Wa. k&N type T test ZHITEHEHAL & O,

N(pi, 4)i=1,2 128\ T, Hy: A=A % H: 44 L TRETD - L BETHL. B
A1 Hy 1234 % similar region (T &ERIZH 523, bisimilar region (ZfFEL 7o 2 & 2356
Tw3 [144; 1950]. 4 @ #BThRW~Z7 b Lk L, Ho H 2RO X SIZHEZ 5.

Hye : @' Aya=a’ 4 a, Hy=UaHa; H,*: a' Aha<a Az a,,

H,® :d' fja>a 4 a, Ha=H,V UH,?, H=NaHa,,
a OBIKFHMIEECTRVNTZ PADEETHB. &3 fix Shic a iZ{ LT, Ha O He® 123
TEIREEHEZD. x© OfHiE a'x® O5H Tivhb ~EROERSM Na'p®,a' 4a) 1z
reduce LTHEZ, L73KRIC a 2B L TRE»BI S L9221 HTHS. S, S: 2 2hEh
BHE n,ne © A, e OFRFR BEKGEIFE THhiE, Fo=d Sia/a’'S:a (ZHEE (m,n)
O F-SHIZHRED. HoTIABNTWEIIEZ, Hae ® Ha® (=1,2) 1ZHT2HFRBRET
%, —#EIZ most powerful (bisimilar) region 211774 %. HEAMEL B:G=1,2) L4 5L, E
Hiiz e 2 Fa<F'(B1; m,m); Fa=F(Bs; mym) &i03. 222 F'(Br; ny,ne), F(Be; m,
n) 1%, BHHE (m,n) 2d2 F-FHMOTFTH B, £FH B HTHod. ZheHiZ, HuaD He
T AEORE B GEH) DOEHIK 1Y, union-intersection DI IZ L Y, ED=-ODEHIR
DB LD, B=P1+h: T BB DEDHFIZERIZHBH, BT, ¥BED locally unbiasedness
PERL T—BIED 5. 7b=< LT Hy ® H T 25k S N7 type I test 2/EZZ L3 TE

%. HRBuE N [Fl,gs 's sFZﬁ] BHBILE DO HEE Ua[zgl >Fap or <F1,;] <&

® AR Ho, H 2, BEShALBERLEEIARVEELORZ LTS, Ho ¥ HodLTRETHE
HEHT, TONENBESABVERIKELY, Lhd HOBEIhACEELRFLTELALE
BOBMMNIRBEN LT, Ho hbOEBOBKROEEOBMMIRREMRET H L E, YOMMERTLIVS
Z EITHKAFE €3 —FRI most powerful 7 DA FETZHE, TOEHEH O Z L & S.N. Roy [146;
1953, 152; 1957] iz X ¥ bisimilar region & T3¢,
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%. Fig & F'(Br; ny, n2), F(Be; ni,n2) DRV IZFHENDBDTHD. SHERX
GREY) [S;—88S,;1=0
DRDOBNDBDE Onpny, BRADBDE Omex TEDLEE, LOERE, FEHBILThEN
B-5) Fip<Onin<Omax < Fop; Omax>Fop & O0min<Fip
Lirh, EEOEEKEY a LT L locally unbiasedness M4 &
GB-6) P{Fi<Onin<Omax<Fop| Hy} =«
XY Fig, Fop 12EHBNS.
Y EDENZAB NS LFARDOFETH LS O0DHEEN R IN TS, ERERY I LOHTALD L
KDL DiT70 5.
N(p, 4) D, Hy: A=Ay % H: A+ 4 126 L TRET 2581213, Hy: o’ da=a’ Aya, H,:
a'da+a' Adoa, ac A L LTHEZRTLL, BWESh type T test DIIRHIT

1% a’' Sa %2, 22 g
G-7 m[ e s BB < L ] Thbbt oy SOnnSnuS
TENRITOMEESTHD. S REASEITITHY,
Omax=Cmax(S40™), Omin=Cuin(S4™Y), 2*3(G=1,2)
1% local unbiasedness D Z&fk R Tr

x21/5 7(225
(5 8) P{ (n——l) §0m1n§0max§ (n—l)

7535)%575[531%)- J: O‘t x21ﬁ<i=172) a)'f‘ﬁo e Cia k%—'b‘fi‘/‘.
N(p, A),i=1,2, -,k 22T, Hy: py=+--- =pr ¥ H: £H)Z3 L THRET 284100,
Hy: @py= =@ oy, Hy: #Hoa, ac A & L TEZNIE, BHRT

’Q *
G- ua[“—s~12Fg] Tihbb Omex>Fp

|H0}=1—ar

a'Sa
Eis%. S8* S IZEBAIZ BT D ‘between’ ‘within’® DIFHATF, Omax=Cmax(S*S™Y) T, Fp
[
(5'10) P{‘?maxZFlg IH0}=01
nhEHHN C LEMND. FEHTEIIICE TS Roy OFAREHKHBIZZNTHS.

N[("‘), (A“A‘Zﬂ ZFEWT, Hy: 4ig=0 © H: Ap#0 272 2B EDBE L, Hoas :
22 Az Az

' A;:5=0, Hap: @' A1:b+#0, ac A, be A L THz i, raa=a’ Sib/(a’ Sy a)2(b’' S, b)12
oA EROROHEREOBRELFAT 2 ENTES. S;; BEAKFEITNOFTEZIT S
LDTHD. FIRBIL

(a’ Sy b)*

611 nab[(a'Sna)(b’Szzb) érﬁz:l Tiebb 0mu§rﬁ2

RV BEHAMIZOMBETH S, 22 Onax=Cnax(Su' 81287 8e) THY, rg i

(-12) P{ﬁmangpz |Hy}=a
L EDHHR, LT Co EMNS.

DI ERANZEBIZ B TUE, FDMELD power function (ZEHd 2EE S XN T B A
[152; 1957a] BE+472d D TWdiov. ZOMARY) —fRi7e BT S BB #HT O RIEH Bk
b T % [152; 1957a, 156; 1959] = & #fFEE L Tk L.

union-intersection DFEBICE W THRELELH IR, BTV ¢,be A 2, THEL —RT
BNEZRITAL T LR F L i2ils, FEME A2 E, RIEHE step by step (282
T Vb3 step-down procedure 3 %3. BOEBRFPEEMRDOIEIZENRPY, —FREIPKRDX

®  step-down procedure (2R EHDOENFICH L T invariant TRV DO T, EROSHOBKZ ZMETH .
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DR B. B—DREL, B—EH GEWOEERDO I N —7) OFIFH BT D, H=
DIRBIIF—ER L G2 FHEO T COEEROSTMIBET 2D, FEZOFEBPIIL—, $E
B L2 IRDEZERDOSHIE T 230FTH 5. + L TEEDOEHE (FRED 12, % step
DEH (BRI O union (intersection) # & 2D TH 5. & step IZIIT HAEAEIL, &F
Dakilbihagd, RENIVWHERZ DL D>ZEDbNS. HEAFITHHAL LS. EEOSE
BABOITBET 2 DT, Y(nxp) % random matrix, FAFEMILIZ p-EBEMR I N[-,

A] RS DT B P EX)=Anxm)O(nxp) BL A IFEH r(Sn—p) THRETDH
v, 0 3REAF X5 —DIFF|THS. estimable® 7r 8 DBAIEED set & O(Xp)=Btxm)O
(B 3EER) L1752, TLTRETANEREE Hy:0=0 L k>. Y,0 OFiF% y,60; TF
bL, B2, Yi=[y, us -, y:l, 60:=[604,6,-,6;] LFbT. Tz A DLk L ixi 5 ﬁ?" ¥ A
3%, Y BEDRRMEDTTIE, Yin mﬁ}mi N[ A7+ YiByoltaL] icsh. AL

: Zl,‘l:+1
ﬁ,-=Ai-1[s ] D1 =0un—OiBs, a2 y=|Arul/| A, | Ao)=1.

1,8+1
ﬁz 12 ¢ FED step-down regression coefficient, 2,1 it 7 F D step-down residual variance &

XN 5.

¢:=Bn, (i=1,2, -, p) BT, Hy:0=0 & {Hy:¢:=0,i=1,2,--,p} ZEZETHSB. X
T Yy ILOTEZDE, Yi OFFND, —E%&t@ﬂ%@%ﬁ&%ﬁmﬂ%ﬁaf;%. LT
L1 -1
(5’13) Fl: fl Ct &l/t (i=1y 2:'“1?)

S2/(n—r—i+1)
BHEY DL DY, Yiu 2l Hy OTCHEE (¢ n—r—itl) O PS>, &
12 @ DRIRHETE T, FOHFETH N Cirol SP X o DRREHERCHBE n—r—i+1 &3
D, Lz B, By Fp BEIZHBEITHEZ N EHIZHEHIN (Hy PFT), ft-T step-
down #izk 3 Hy ODFEKE a DRFZEIX
(5-14) F;<Fp, TXTD i=1,2,-,p

MR TIE Hy 2R (EHEY), sbvkidhl, H 2EHy e e/i5. BL PE=
Fgi|Hy}=8: 785X D7 Fp 12EHBN, B 35OHITIX Fyyi=1, -, p OILHEND, 1—a

=,1_’il<1—8i) PRTEOICEDD. Pl fi=—=8, OEBELEIINLTRAE, A B—FICE

T3, ZDOEXHHFOK, EOREIL uniform unbiasedness DMEE 2 B O.

step-down procedure |Z X V7 X TWBHEIR, LOfl [137; 1958] D5z

N(p, 4) O Hy: A=Ay DHBERD N(p, 4) i=1,2 OBE:D Hy: Ai=4: Oz [137;
1958]

N(p, A) OB, MOEEER U\ RGEED 7 — 7H D multiple mdependence DE [154;
1958, 20; 1959] i3 5.

5-2 FKERERM

ARERRHEOMEL, BEHF 2y —OEK (ZOREBKSHEIC LY EHBNh ) OF
BED VT ERED b D3 LT, FAROEREENTFTHEDbN 1—a(0<a<l) ThHHE
B set 22 & THD. SEHBNTCIVTUL, <5 A5 —1ZBT2HBRT, N7 L
LTD overall 7¢d DDOIZ, YMRMSITHT 2HR, RIS ZNEREMINL o0k 25
A DTV TOH multiple 78 BRENZDO T, ZORBEERMOMBEIIHIIEETH
%. LIFDJ#T union-intersection DFEBIZE( D THD. H£5K T A ¥ —~EHk 2 HEINE

B FRTO G iz LT, @ D unbiased estimate TH 2 ¥ DB 8 FET 28, @ 1T estimable &
w3,
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2, FRERCHIZIE 1—B OEEFK (type I THB) 2 b 0SBEOEERMEES. ZO%HE
TVWHER L ORMEESZ L ZBH S, RIZZALEBXMEMED intersection # &V, Zh#
ARSI 1—a 2 b OAREERME LTAVWSDTHS. M S5-1 LA LIIE 5256
ni- a ZHLTB ZEHDHIS. FAREERMOBE b REDR L HFIZ, 2 < LTELALEK
RBIAHERE D 7012 b DB 2 FRACHIE T 2 2 £75, RHH0 kI T 2.

EORBEEEEIIE RECDEI L NTEL, T Ay —DEHE fi(0), ke2=(,2,
=), 2L, ZhORBEESRE 1—a OREEEXME

$11(On) Sf2(0) 22(05), kel
(O, X n OB FbT) "ESNRTHD LD LT S, SRETNE RS Ho: fel)=f,
kel ThaibiE, Hy OREE, S<eb—20 kE iZonT
11 (05) =S 00 = 012(0,)

PN DT, Hy »EBHT B L L0VRA. FLTREDORSIFALNI a THE. THORLVTF
VW, YOS, COBAEETHINEHLE TS NZERELHD.

LTFBRERSHAESRTHHEE, THYOEEIZH: » TRHO TV 5 AREEXH & 8t
LE>. T hiEeit- X Va0l BERCR~E >, Nig d) 28T, g ORIOER
D—EIEETOWT, AREERMP R 2HEEELS. TNTOBETILWAY PLOKEE
A rthi, dpacA ORNEEREY, K& n D7 5n 3y TVZHENTELZLT
b5, x LEEFHE~NT ML, S 2EARGETNET S 5

(5-15) n2 @' (x—p)|/ (@’ Sa)2<C or na'(x—p)(x—p) a/a’ Sa<C?
(C>0) %2 %. a #HTELDE, ax D) N pa 4a) THHns, (5-15) %,
— RO, -FHZd ST dp OEFERHEEEZLEDDTHE. a 2BNHLT, 0
—EHOBEDOEERED intersection ZEDHIT T HBA, FDFHITIETRTD € THLT
(5-15) ZIRILT T L. FhuL Supa{na’ (x—p)(Xx—p)' a/a’Sa<}C? LFAFTHS. L1rd
V2 Supa{na’ (X—g) (Xx—p)’ a/a’ Sa}=n(%x—pg)’ S~'(x~p) T, Hotelling ® T? HitEL LS.
BeoT T-HHDOLF a fix THa) ¢L, C=Ta) G, 615 XY ap OFX
THD acA T BEEFREK 1—a # b OFERHMEZHEEM [147; 1953, 152; 1957a]

(5-16) a'x—[T*a)a' Sa/n1V2*<a p<a' % +[T*(@)a’ sa/n]'*
»ED., EEEETIE, TNTO a bnD I LESETKRL, MECIvHEsh? A DTSR
ERETRRR LD, FOHE, TALO a I 5 a'p OHEEIZ (6-16) AN, £
R SEREI TS S1—a L85, Bz dp 2 HRICT 5 a & L [147; 1953, 152; 1957a]

G17)  (F®DVE—[T2(@)/n]V*CYomex(8) S (¢ ) 2= (X %) +LT?(@) /0] CV2max(S)
»15%.

wiz k {ED N, A),i=1,2, -k ZOWTRL >, = ﬁ [li/ikglni L4AHLE, §XTO
acA, élbi2=1 IZHEDS T NTD by o4 B E RIS, Ebta'mw(#t—ﬁ) », EHERK
l1—a ORABEEREZRD 5. 7 BEREHLDLONIERORSTHS. FEAFHEL X
5= nE/Sm, Gn—S=3] 3 (FumE) (a5, (DS =3} mGh—R—pict )
~X—ptB) EEDLT. LhBE, TTO b TIN5

3
};‘, bin?d (;—X—p+B) | S[(k—1)a’ Sa]'?g (@>0) 8

k
@ (X —X—pi+ B) (X —X—pa+ B) a/(k—Da’ Sa<g*

z=1
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EAFTHDZ LCEETAE, £<6-16) o’ LARIC, R ETERMEZE2. CS*S™H o
FBABOST (null case DHD) THO LHF a @ v Co &+ 0, TXTD acd, #~XTH

3
Z}lb¢2=1 WZHED b LT [147; 1953, 152; 1957a]
3
(5-18) > binta (% —x) —[(k—1DC.a’ Sa]'?
i=1

k 3
S D binta (i— B Y bint2a’ (Fi—X%) + [ (k—1)Coa’ Sa]?
=1 i=1
7% ROLEFHRE 1—a ORRKEEHEMTHS.
k
IOEIEZEFNTRL DR, TRTD @ b bP=1) L 2HBTHEH, RRZEDL

ST RTCOMELELT B i, - T EEMRMEIC w L T, (6-19) ORMEIIAT
FT, BRAELR-TLEIDRNAEDSH D, ZHTET 2700 (5:18) DESEEL L TIE
EZ LT3,

a(i—F) ODFTNTO acA, RO i=1, -,k o3 2 FAEERME EEAK 1—a, UTH
1) [165; 1960a]

(56:19) @ E—%) [t (e Sa]*sa (g, — ) Sa' (% — %) +[Hi(a)a’ Sal'?
t¥(a) & fQMAX-D=H;aX{(5i_i“ﬂi"‘f_‘)/s_l(ii_i_ﬂi“l“ﬂ)} DEEF a §THb.

a(p—p) OFTRTD aecA, T i#j, i,j=1,2, -,k iZ57 2 FRETEXHI[147; 1953,
152; 1957a, 164; 1959b, 165; 1960a)]

(5:20) d'(xi—Xx;)—[tP()a’ Sal'*<a’'(pi—p) <@’ (%:— X)) +[2*(a)a’ Sal'?
L2 (a) X :/Z\QMAX.R=rl{l?;{{(ii—ij—‘ﬂi—l'[lj)/s_l(;!_m—J-Ej—[lt'“l‘,uj)} DEF a SThd.

kEZBEHD N(gi, A 5% standard THLHE, $TDO acld, §XTO i=1,2, . (k—1) 1=
W15 @ (pi—p) OFRFFEEXM [166; 1960b]

(5-21)  @'(xi—%x) —[ts¥(a)a’ Sa] 2 <a’ (pi— o) S @' (%i— %) + [ 252 (@)@’ Sa ]2
t2(a) i fQMAx.c=miaX{J—Cz-J_Ck—/li+#k)/S_I(J_Ci—ik“#rl—[lk)} DEHF a HTha.

FRED—RIEE 7 i=1, -, k—1 OHIIHLT, $XTD acl, §XTDIINTD a'p D
R ERXME [166; 1960b]. HL

k % [ 3
7= 2 Cinmn 2 ttn, 23 Cinnp?=0, 31 CinCs=0 (G#j), S Cin2=1
h=1 h=1 h=1 h=1 )

k
T, (Cin) BINFOEBEFTTEIBNIREOM. §i=h¥1Cmnn“2a"cn E T
(5-22) d'yi—[té()a'Sal*sa'psa'y+[ti(a)a’ Sa]'?
izt (a) 1k ?‘MAx.L=max{(§i—vi)'S"l(ﬁi—m)} DEF a BTHD.

(5-19)~(5-22) zBizNn3 t2(a),i=1,2,3,4 1, M d—ML S BERORKEDFAIT
¥IDLEF a HTHY, FO—RASFTMEE I ELED [163; 1959] 52 b, HLIZOWT
O BEMEHEIZ DWW L, ThEROBFICR LTI TV 5.

RIZEFTBATINCET DD E2HR LS. T N d) O A zlT53DTIE, a'x i Nag,
aAa) TR L ITEETNE, B, a'da,ac A ORFHEEXM [149; 1954, 152; 1957a,
153; 1957b].

(5-23) (n—1)0:"1(a)a’ Sa<a’ Ja< (n—1)0 " (a)a’ Sa
¥18%. S IAE n OEADHSEITH, 0:i(a) i=1,2 1%, Omnax=Cmax(S4™"), Omin=Cmnin.
SA™) & BT P{#(a) SOmin=Omax<ge(@)Inull case}=1—a *FTDdDTH3. (5:23) i
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(5-24) (=1t (a) Zal CUS H = (n—1)8 (a)
LHET, X&LK a'a THY a ¥EHLTEZL [149; 1954, 152; 1957a, 153; 1957b]
(5:25) (=1t H(a)Cmin(S)ZLall C = (n—1)01" (@) Cmex(S)
#1B%. BLZZ T2 EEEENS Sl—a £705. L (5:23) ¥ da THETEZ,
Crmax(4), Coin(A) 127 B4 4L [152; 1957a, 153; 1957b]
(5-26) {(”“1)02_1(a)cmin(s)écmin(/Dé(n—l)dl_l(a’)cmin(s)
(n—1)0:"1(a) Crnax(8) £ Crmax(A) L (n—-1)81" (@) Crmax(S)
DERIZEILT 2R Zl—a Thd. F0M a O FEHESHODDD, i, § BHIODD
DELFZZ L, FREOFEREHEXMAELN, TALEPOEHMHL 21—a RO TH 2.
N(pts, 4, N(pto, Az) D Ay, Ay DHEIZEAL THREMIZ, T3 TXTO ac A T 2HKE
R l—a 22 ddia/a fra ORBERXH
1 aSa _dAda 'Sia
6-27) 1 02 a’S;a = a’fila = 1—1 07 z’gza
#1855, g 20 12 P{01aSCmin(81 8 ) SCmax(S1 8o D Sth |Ai=A}=1—a %2FTILDTH
5. Zhk 0*“’%@: [152; 1957a, 153; 1957]

ny—

‘Aia
2 t min H< asa —f! 1 .
(5 8) g — 0 2aC (SISZ ) A a é ng— d 1u(/max(sls2 ) ac 4
(5-29) ﬂﬂ“lzacmm(su S, D =ZallCUA 47D m—1 790 Cmax(S1S:™)
nz'—l nz—l
m—1 01, Coi (8, S,~! ~ - - -1
rp—1 2a Cmin (818 ) £Crmin (A1 45 1a S 1)
(5:30)
L 0 Conex (81 8271 < Conas (A1 S,
n2_1 2a max( 1092 )_ m&x( 1442 la 2 )

Hxiga®r. (5:28), (5-29), (5:30) DREKEFEEREMNYD =1—a Thob. 621 kb,
truncated sample (23X L T%, (5-28)~(5-30) aﬂ*%@@wm%%.

DM k BOIGEATH Ay i=1, -k ZBL TS, gii=1, -,k ORLHKZ, ExOLEK
ZX T SRR EERE B L 72228, u@iﬁ/\bi—]‘ﬁi@rq‘ , BEOLDFZE A 2359,
Cludi™, i=1, -, E=1 IZ2NTD B DETHHY b T 5 [48; 1959].

g T (/X)) O, X1 D X ~DEIFIZIIT B ENRIRIITH Aoy =6 28T 2 FK
{gfﬁgﬁiﬁ%ﬁ UJ: 50: L—’C;f{b?)];)n%). y1=x1—ﬁx2, Y:=X2 (:Ob‘fj%/{%t, U k 1/7) 0);‘%%
BATHNZ 0T, €T, ¥y & y: DHEDEAD canonical correlations, 375

C(Sy1171 81282271 S, Sy2)=C[(S11— 8128 — BS:21+ 8822 )71 (812~ 8S22) S22 ™' (Sz1— 528" ]
D5rAEE, null case T, K<L TS, LORDBKIER Onax 2 L, ZhDEFH a fix Co
LT, TETORENDEHIC, §NTO acld iz LT

(5-31) @'(Si2 8227 — B) 855 (812 ot — B’ 1C
DIHEFCRIL T AHERIE 1—a THBZepbnd, ZhnbiiFidhg, +~T» dd=1, b'd
=13 ~TD d, b LT

a'(S;;— 81,871 Se)a

d'Si2dy b~V E<d Bb<d S, Sy, ' b+ E
(5-32) co .
E= 1—C d S22_1d-Cmax(Su—S12S22—lSzl)

0 (5:30) RHFOLVWHETH 22, (5:27) AR RSICEANS.

> (5-32) i Roy o#FHR [149; 1954, 152; 1957a, 153; 1957b] # I LA dDTH 5. WOKRTE, E
={Ce/(1—Cx)} Cmax(S22™")Crmax(S11—S128:0" 1S5) 785, THEY, d,b DE/HMZHMD 5P XHENIES
—ETHY TR,
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Rt acA, d8Sputd=1 12553 ~TD d iZx LT [152; 1957a]
@' S5 Se:td—D=d Bd<a’ S, 8oy 'd++'D
(5-33) Ca
{ D=1_¢,
%185, BL (5-32) OEABEFEFRIE 21—a THY, (:23) Tk =l—a ThHi. ik,
(53 © a ZHBEEZHL &Iz VBB S trancated matrices (2 LT, (6-32), (6:33)
T AR ONZ2ZEEMER L THE. TN TCHBEERME2ELIHRT b &
30T, RIZE EDfhiZ, FAEEHEEEARO SN TV 2 EREFRZOVWTENL THL.

(1) BEESHSHIZI17 2 null hypothesis 715 departure (234 2 b O [152; 1957a,
153; 1957b, 156; 19597

(ii) N[(Z‘(PXD>, (A“A”)} 2T Ay=IT', A:=33 & L7860 I'S" 2835

»(pX1) Asy Azs !
D, RO pu=Dipy TRBEINDINATH D, OEFZ 7 1264 20D [155; 1958]

(iii) 5-1 Hi TR~/ step-down method & FIF L, & step TREBRM*ZZ, Thbal
DIEFEREE 1—a 2785 X DIZF step DEFFKEEDSE. ZOFECLZDL LT, KT
Z 0 multiple independence D#EEIZBHE L T, step-down DEIF~7 b, EURITHICEET
2 FAREFEX M [154; 1958, 20; 1959], E#T 12 13 % step-down D{XE% A H?D departure
WZBE9 5 HEMEFIXRT [137; 19581, N(g, 4) (23513 % step-down D38, KU N, 41), N(ge,
A2) 122 T D step-down B IZEE+ 2 RRHEFEXM [137; 1958] Fpid 5.

a'(811—81: 8571 Se)a

S$6 SMOME IR

—DDEE Y ZDRIEME x'= (21, x2y -+, Tp) ZENT, K(Z2) HOTL—T7, HDvid, BE
LTy, Ty DI BOMNICET 20 2HETAOHOBEIZ>WT EZ S, Bz §208#
D ClEh Ay, —MREYeIED##L, Neyman-Pearson @ fundamental lemma J& (8F DHEEIC
HE, Hd\v i, Wald @ statistical decision function DO 1z F£\T, von Mises [99; 1945]
C.R. Rao [—#D{LHEL F L d/-b D& LT 133; 1952] T. W. Anderson [4; 195la] Si2 Xk ¥
RENTH2. L EGASREEE 2L, BAORBLET 2 L2 BLTHD. SHEES 24
BT A2HROBENN, 2 5OTMBER N, 4), N, 4) OBE% B2 5. —RKLY,
Bayes procedure (L T %, minimax procedure 2L T3d, D7D criterion 1t 2 DDEE
B p1(x), po(X) DHBH DV LD TH 5.

6-1) 2log Zgig SU=X(U 1A D)x+2x" (4 oy — A7t )

|4
| 4]

e Ay po—pey’ Ay gy +log
#HL A=MA=A4 DERIzIZ
6-2 Ul:x’A‘l(ﬂl—I‘z)"73(/11-%-;12)’/1'1(;11——;12)
L p=o=p DRI
®-3 U= Crmp) (A = A7) G —p0) +log 1)

L. FANOBEZ L SEDERS L, criterion 252K C LV REVEIZIE x % 7 12,
CLYDIVRIZIE m BT 2L 2. HBIZ kbR T30 (6-2) THY, (6-3) ik
PIZE—IERETIZ OV THRIARE L R 2B Ach bbh s, BHEEAT A5 —»iBEH, x 4

P —EETCRTALDBERMASL DI L — 7O FOFEEETEL N L .
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Ty, T ZBT AHEIREE I DI - TV BHEE 213, —#%3 L ¥ Bayes procedure (& BAHIZX F
3. Ticbhb, HAOEREMEC»%ET H*. L L minimax procedure Tlf, TOBEREEZEH
B0z, U U, U, OFAF % nZ & NEREXNS. 7 Bayes procedure (2L A minimax
procedure (Z L %, misclassification DFER D Z VTSI DOETIOTER % M5 Z L IZRIELET,

CDBDITEREY U, U, U ODHHEMbIenEREIND. BRE T A7 —A8E0R U

1 .
DHFFTE L HEMBNTWT, X 28 Ny, A) RSB, Uy D3RR N(—Z—D% Dz),x A N(ge, 4)
IZHE DRIz N<—-§-Dz, D2> Th5. BL D? 3 Mahalanobis DFERE D?= (g1 —p) A7 (e

—) THB. Ll U U OZROFEEX DR TITARV. B4 [113; 1961] & U, D51
BHRL TV B, Marie ¥ ERO—-RADODHE KD 2 Z & 1Ts 0 AR BT L2 5.

EEREO S DBEREM S 25 -3 RMTHD. TOFESFHEALLOEFENTHT
BrEZRIERDIV. 4=4y DBEHIZOWT A, Wald [169; 1944112, Uy D35 A5 — %1
FNDLDOHEEBR TR E M A criterion DFEMEZ 2. X(G=1,2) % m: HhHDRE n OER
DFE, S *HEE f O 4 OFRREHETHE THE

0 W=x'S 1 @—F)— 5 Gt %) S (E—%)
73 Wald @ criterion T 5. % n, n, f— o0 DEEDO W OBRESHA U . Oofie —T 3
ZEERRTEE DT, FD exact distribution IZOWTHHLE TWAD. fEL ZHIIEH THEHET,
1950 £z A » T %, Harter [55; 1951], T. W. Anderson [4; 1951a], Sitgreaves [167; 1952],
Ogawa [111; 1956] 12X ¥V W OGHAHEINTNS. LALEZTHELRTHEHDIE, *E
FIZIE R EEL, B2, REAT 25 —~%GA TS, £A& [112; 1960] 13 W OHRGTEAS
U DF1ichaT e 2#FAL, RO asymptotic IefER %57,

Pr{W<%D2+xD|n-1} (D(x)+¢(a:)< A2 f>+O(n1 2L )

N L - L %

D)= ¢2;j_we Tdt, $@==c 2,

(6-5) A _1pD—z(p—3) =2}

! 2D? ’

4, =1@=PD—z(p=H—aD+a)}

z 2D?
_ —{2(p—1D)(D+3x) +x(D+2x)*}

4; = 1 .

LHLZZTY D 2RM AT 25 ~%EATVS. MLEALFTEA [113; 1961] %, HiZ
U D7 A5 —RERBTEENALADDGHEZEEL TEY, FHZ —IHREFOTEH~D
JEAEIBRIE V.

Bayes procedure, Wald, EA%®D estimated procedure (%, RED T A5 —h &l DIz
DERICEEE E- L Tw52, ik RRT 28447 C.R. Rao [134; 19541 iz kv nxh
Tna. ZFOEZZHF L R#KEH @ ZREERER) (2T uniformly most powerful test
(uniformly minimum risk OPEEL) 2BFEL W BE, EZ 5 test D class # unbiasedness,
invariance FDMEE #{fim L T restricted class IZLIEY, %2 T optimum 7% test i< FiEpl
B3N, ZDHFEE classification DEFIZE D L 12 modify LU CRIE% BT d> &

*  misclassification ® = X MEEHOEDEMD I VIZE LV ELTHL.
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VD TH5H. WEDH2OOREM m, 7. DFEEHEZ, pu(x10), p(x|0:) ¥ TNENDHE
FEEERE TS, BLEEEIZS > TWDEA 0,6, IIRMD 5 X5 —Thd. #EHEMISE
NEN nyne FOBHME (0@, 6%, -, X0, D), (6P, %%, -, %0, ®) HFIALBAEL L, 51
FEOEH x OHBEEEED S Z HIERCENTTHZLHEETHS. P(XP)0), ((=1,2) #
(1D, 2,D oo X0 D) DERFERBEL L, a0y, 6,), G#j; i,j=1,2) T misclassification D

R bb SRij(X“’Iol)Pz(X‘z’loz)Pi(xJﬂi)dv ®#FbHT. Ry, Ry 13 disjoint 77338 IS

Thsd. 55 0,0, "—BRLIKTRbYL 6:=0:=0 O ay; ERT H2HIEE2T5. F
Wiz 2 EEE R, Re A% 0 \ZBH L THEEARZSHNC similar THBZ 2 ERT S, FL T ay(0,80)
DL T, aiped, 0)=axu(6,0)=0.50 &AM LNV A, b - &—RIZL T a8,
/o (0,0 2 IE T H I & kHE X D, ZODHED 6 23T B sufficient statistics D
complete set*® #RDEBDEL LS. THLHTD 0 1237 % similar region {3 Neyman’s
structure*® % 3%, 0 DT NTOEIZHL T a8, 0)/an(8,8) HiEheicsd. &8T5 T %
8 o sufficient statistic & L X 2. x 2% ;G=1,2) (ZB {4 2OHASE O RBEREE X, 7
-,

G- {iBi(Tl 2,DP(XV, X, x|5,8, T)=P:(», )Pz, d)

7=0,+6,, 3=6,—0,
EELZENTES. OB fix Xhizp T
a12(0,8) 1

(6 ' 7) LY21(0, 0) :?7-
RBEHEDT T aaip(by, 02) +bann(0y, 6:) EH/INMZT 2 T O LOHEB Rir, Rer 1
{Rmi aP1(, ) Pi(n, )+ Pi(n, 0) =bP:(n, ) Pi(y, 3)+1: P.(, 0)

Rar: a®By(,8)Pi(y, 8)+24 Pi(7, 0) <bPBa(n, ) Pi(n, 8) +4: P(y, 0)
EROBNDZDTHD. Ayh i 6-7) 2XTIIICEDLND. (6-8) DFERIE, —#iC, R
HNRFTAY— 9,8 IZERTDHDOTC, aiy(0,60:) 1255545 FL T HEELEHRL ThL. F3
(04, 0:) % ay(9,8) tEEZ, WBEAN B LR Thbb 0=0 OEFE+*%2 5. =02
BT BEILNFHD an(3,8) D slope & ay/(y,0) THRbEE, T OwhE LTxRME: 6:7)
¥HIL a3, 0)+bag(9,0) ®HB/INZT BHHE Rir, Rer 2 RDLZLMTED. FOBRE
>4

0
) a2 Pi(n, 0) 42 Pi(n, 0)=b 5 Py, 0+ PaCp, )

6.8

TEZHNB. A, A X (6 D BRETX DKI'EWJ%Z"L, b I HEnTLHEZHNS weight ©
HhH. BLER L EDS (6-9) 28 9 (ZEBFTAEIZE, FiZ p Dset 12X 3 % average slope
BN T B E D, P/(3,0) (ZBIL T 7 @ similar region #3k» ZEDOHENE SN B, FTiob
ABNHAD slope 23 FIA T & g WEIZX L T Rao 1%,  au/(y,0)=0, i#j; 4,j=1,2 7
% unbiasedness V&R % D72 HEOEBIZOWTHHLE TV S

Bl kD, misclassification DHERHGH B IZEHE S T REROMOERE 4 DR an ()
LLTEZLNBHEEZTCHRL, TOHEMAT anp(d)+bag (L) %%/J\kﬁ‘é?b@%‘kab
BHEENEZ LTS, _:m TEILWEEIZIL, ATEFERZ

dd —— (Dl o—i‘ba,i asy (D 420

® rpksfgEsh i a8, ) +ayu(d,6)=1 J:A:bﬁ’cgzz @ﬂﬁzy%i 5.
0 complete set, Neyman’s structure FOBLEIZ 2\ TidHl 2 1¥ Lehmann DA “Testing Statistical Hypo-
theses” ® 4.3 fiz B I hicw
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EPRACTREIOIEDIDTHD.

AT ISIT B invariant test & @2, classification (Z I5V>TH, invariance DFEHE % F 4
decision rule ## %2 22 M Tx 5. A, Kudo [82; 1959] (= D8 &A% dispersion matrix 23
BLW2ODERTHDBETEOMEELE L U505, FZ THF - TV 5 classification cri-
terion & likelihood ratio criterion & E%Th 5. &% $ 7= stringency DIEEDHRHORIE IZH
TAHRAREHAAL T2 [83; 1960].

ZZTRYIZ &k, classification procedure 7% FNFENDE B w 5 T optimum, best Tdh 3
CERRENBRTEETH S L IPHREN, TAVNEDICERMIIEATHD L bRN
ETHD. EHEIIZIE misclassification DFEXR 2B Z ENBERXNBZDTHD. - TEND
criterion DFMERD HEBIIEKRE L TEECHH I L 2FEEL THL.

WA FEEEE K, $abb, HESEE 2980 VSO IH DHFIEKZE S
FHEIZOWTiR~NS. Ziid R.A, Fisher BIkoZEz2 FThsd. SEEOBH~NT L x 235
I DNEGAN k(Z2) HHZHBET, X DI OHEHHERSH L NET A P2BFLWE XRED
dispersion matrix 2~ L T\ 2HEHE2 THL S, #LBEEFEN —~ERECH DL,
—DDBELHFERBUZ L 0 FEOMEIZ L D, k=2 ORISR ZDFETH D23, k=23 D
BT —ARIZZ O ideal situation (ZHZ By, ULasLEMETRLTY k HOFH~Z P ALIZ L
< fit LEBERB LA OE, e LTEhe ilEERe L THCW2ORERNTHS. &
Lo Tt aud, ZHUCERT 5 2 08RHAIRK 2 ko sz &icind. SHBIEEE LT
y=a'x 5B EEKB ¥ E2, B a ¥ k HOFERM% L { discriminate $ 5k 35 Z2&H LS
ET D, ZOHRRKEERDOE 2L 2DTHD. A * EHOFERT FLO/D pxp O
384750, B % pxp OBMRLFEITIE 20

o a’Aa 7 __dAa
(610 = WA Ba PPC* ST 5w Ba
EFRAIZTHED1C a 2 X050 THD. ft-T alx
(6-:11) |A—7(A+B)|=0 or |A—6B|=0

DFERFEHIR Jmax 0 Omax (CHTHEENT PLELTEZLNS.
BEZRISHMLNLZIETHEN, B LTESNAL—FDOBEHFIEM ST T+ TH D0,
BIHFE AR B 72012, Jmax o Umex DAZFIZ (6-11) OEER N ERINEZNE Dby,
BETHE, BONAHERHBIERS, significance 2HDF > 1 ORIEEA, 1950 ERDATET
M. S. Bartlett [16; 1951a], E.J. Williams [175; 1952, 176; 1955] Iz X VD #H LS TWv5. &
IZH%FE —>D hypothetical discriminant function 23 L T®, 0 significance %42 5%
FREEL TV D. Tmax OF Omex 20T 2 @ #RME T 5HEL v (3—2D canonical variate T
B7% —fIZiE min{p, k—1} 5 5. k—1Zp ThHiud, k BEOFEEE p KILZEHED kED &
ELTERDLT DI, —fC p BOBMEERL, p2k—1 Thhd, bk EOFEHER, HEOED
k—1 RTIEMTH 2L X <, canonical variate b k—1 A& 7c5. (6-11) DETH BEHHED
EFNZ0 TR dOOMEK Y, THITFEEL T min{p, k—1} ETH 3, FFL k HOEEN—E
#_EZHhiZ, canonical variate £ - T (6:11) D 0 TroWBIIME—E, F@E LizsiudME -
L%, DEDZ BRIV TOIETH-T, EATIZZOEBDLOIZ, 7wk 2 BEM
FEIH—ER LD D VIEFEE LICH - T, HET 2EARLUNO DA 012785 LR S,
P> TELVEANLEBZEREEE T 28, BEFMICISWTEEA—ER LD - T3, 7
HB, Omax OF Jmax (THIET ZHPEHE 2 THINE >k 2B, RY OEARH &L
LTEBRTEDSDWASUAE I NRAND L AR EL 185, BLATHbIE, KEW2D
DOEEREFEAL, 20o+5Hr s 2 00BN DHEY DRIZOWTHANLZ &IZD. 0
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& 512 canonical variates DR/ IMEAIE T UL, BEID pIRITORIE % BV R ITTIZ reduce L,
T TCHBEEITO> L2k b, HLHEFEEN—2 TS ThhuE, —RILOFEDFEOME L
Y, SEOBA S, misclassification DRERZ L IMET 5 Z & HTEHIZHITAL B.

Z DFANRITEA~D reduction DRJEIZIE, (6-11) DIRDERESGAAA EFREFEL, BEERFAR
DIREDOKEIZERL TH Y, FERCET 2HANWBEOM, §7TTILdTRRBZLIZT 2.

STEHE TR, PHEEDINEFEFROMEMD 2V EEAMEEL, <7 P HDIVEHREEZDHE
IZDWTTdh 728, BIE C.R. Rao [136; 1958] A% growth curve o M BIE L CHI DS
BIZMNTWS. 2ODREASZ VIR 7 OBEYEL, & m CBTEE a 28T 5
#%, time interval (0,1) 2317 % t DEHMEE foP@) TEDLT. = BT D fuP@) DOFH
¥ EHARPOY=p@) &L, BRERIZEIT S dispersion function E,®{fo(@)fa @)} —
HOPDOUPE) L WEREL, DG, ) ©#itd. discriminator & LT linear functional L{f

O) B2 55, £ 5t OREELTH D7D L{f(t)}=ﬁf(t)dg(t) KBRAERE L.
MR EFRARIZT BHOB 2 FEAL L1, ¢ %

(6-12) ﬁd(t)d(t')dg Odg) / HD@, #)dg(Hdg®)
EBRRIZTHIIICEDDEDTHS. 2212 dO=puL@®—u®@. =0 gt) IEITFHER
(6-13) d(t)=SD(t, #)dg ()

DIRELTE 205, D) sz 007K, 9@ % (6:-13) OfFL L TKDBDIZ, D)
DEFIDOTEDHE& T, HEEFEEOBT 200 TRENIITbh A Z L ZikAD.

HEWRREMO KO HE, WENBNTHRSBNIOARENDZLBLHDH. XBHILD
DEBHLODNE->TNBZEdbHD. ZOHAOFHEOMETIE, BN/ b DIZEENRHE
5252 EREBEL LD ZOREAOMBEIZEL T, HBEO—EOMENDSH. TOER
LI BZZF RO BEEREF AL+ EEERSS CT e o b T3 [56; 1959].

Z o5 C. Mallow [97; 1953] 1%, HIE~7 b X' =(x1, -, xp) DT % sequential (T3 2
TR GBTIZOWTHRLE TV 5. ‘

BRRICOEDS T CLIIRE 128 TCHh D selection OFEIZHNTEHZ D. SHEORTEDL D
NI ML X=Xy, X2y vy xp) & g EOETEDI P NI ML U=, Y Y BHEZ, ThD
EREEER (Y, Y2y Yo T, 5 ) =W, X)) 2D DL T 5. Hl 2 1E X 1% achievement
tests D&, Y & admission tests DEE & Fb L TV 5. selection ORJREIL, ¥ 2iHDHERE
NTWBHE & KT XD, x (THENT, MBI, #Ex select 5720, x O p RITLEM
12313 % selection region R # ¥ DY SIZEDHDHNEVWIZETHS. WY FEbHN HMHE & B~
BIoORDEFTEACS. BuOBEHE «, BRATbhCKROBENHEL * 2L T = TRD
T. 53T g=1 DEALIRYEHATHARWDT f(y, X) L BEEEREES, B

(6-13) Sy, )=¢(ylx)g(x)

LM EEERKE x OFUBREER CHELT. ¥ O x ~OEGFEKE 7(x), BIREDO y D
BEMFEY m*, 58k 0 THRHT. FIERBTIZNE, ERShzboD#EE&: a(R)

<EbT. Thbb a(R)=SRRg(x)dx. R AE DN TV BRI R &

(a) Py<yolz*}=r T, a(R) #J/AIZTS R £kwdZ L.
(b) my*=my T, a(R) #|&AIZTS R ks L.
(¢) a®=ay T, m* ¥BEKIZTS R &2kopsztk.
(d) a®)=ay T, PriyZyln*} #HKICT2 R #kddZ L.
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(e) my*=my T, a, #FINITSEB R 2kprZ L.
(£) aR)=ap, m*=my T, o FRNNIT2 R 2kndZ L.

W.C. Cochran [31; 1951] & (¢) {z2W\T

R: 7(x)2C, AL C iz a®=a ¥ XTI IILEDS.

A% optimum selection #5222 L 2R L TW5A. B2 7 RNEMTHHEHED, ERET b
T 2T B FE my*, BE o ROy & 9(x) OHBIREE 7 IZk1T % parameter TEAFH)
RLTWS. B (o) OMEX BT Zee@md 21T, ¥ & X OFEKFZHEIRDD
TR —EELHEC selection statistic Z#EAN S NI KT 520 & 3 L T 5. Des Raj
[35; 1955] & (@), (b), (d), () DHEEHmYFi>T\ 5. #RETTEL, (@ THLT

() Priyswlmy>r o R [ sqiod<

G) Priyspla}<r o R: [ gCylndy>a

2185, 2 3% PriySylda*l=r X0 &obonsd. b)) it L T, 72172 y OFELE m,
LT

(1) my>mo OF, R: 7(x)<4

(1) my<mo O, R: 7(x)>2
2185, AL myt=me LV EDHBND.

(@ 1“8+ 5 Raj ORI R S:qs(ylx)dygk
AL & 12 a(R)=ap D&MD EXHHAS.
) oMz LT R:KL@—mW¢@wkw§h+b%@

I Ak AL, aR)=ay SRM(x)—mo]g(x)dx=0 PETEOIZEDD.

Bl L optimum selection region % K& 5iZlE, Neyman-Pearson DFEAFHNEE /L HE 4L
S LTvwb. Z. W, Birnbaum [23; 1950], RO & D. G. Chapman [24; 1950] i f(y, x)
23 p+1 Z# D non-singular multivariate normal distribution DIF&1Z, selection % linear trun-
cation TF> 2 & #E 27z, BLOAD T A7 —3BHE SN T3, x IZHENWT v 2H#IRT
BEED selector & LT—&kNX U=a'x #7352,

U>t(U<7) 7258k L, U<t(U>7) bk e gL I PHELED. ZOK a, v &EK%
Dy DEHH, BERENDEHEETLOICEDZDTHS. Birnbaum, Chapman i (a), (b),
(e) PHIEE#EZ a,t BWEL TV 5. L = HNEHTH DR, EUREL 72(x) 28 THDZ
LIIEETIE, BEFOBRTELN Ra) O—BREBFHERICEINTHWHIENEZIZHEODN
%. Cochran D#ERD © HIEHOERIZIL optimum linear truncation T 2. M (e) ORI,
r DIEHEMERK N linear truncation DI TIT S selection DEFIZ definite 7efx s, U=9(x) &
720, cutting point 7 & A(z/ow)=mo/p TEHDLND. A(x) XV hHDB

Mill’s ratio e—%/ Swe—%du,

Pty & x ORMOEMAEGRKTHD. —BAOREY KT, aR)=ay DEHAEEFLE ()
DETIhEIND.
B (o) DBE, FEHEBED y O gain G(y) &

614  Gd=pmoy L, GO %7 D gain

gy
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Th5H75, 0. Kempthorne and A. W. Nordskog [80: 1959] 1@ 22z 317 ARG ZBE# L T,
y=b'z (b xE&), 7(x)=a'x

T, zimX1) 7 r(<m) EDOWILIe HIREH di=c¢/z, i=1,2, -, 7 TR HE, 7(x) 2L
BHEOD gain PBEAIZTH XD, BETHE, v & 7 OMEERK oy, 2BERIZTRI I a &
EDBHILER S5 TWD. Z.W. Birnbaum [21; 1950], Z. W. Birnbaum, E. Paulson and F.C.
Andrews [22; 1950], A.C. Cohen, Jr. [32; 1957] &3 n* D85 A ¥ —ibho TWBEE, =
NOIVEDOGA ©# D7 A9~ HETHHELEVF -T2

H. S. Sichel [158; 1952], A. G. Arbous and H. S. Sichel [9; 1952] %, F#i474i ¢ linear
truncation DOEEIZ DOV T, selection DEHE, economy, loss FD index # FFL T 5. 17
A7 —3ERmE XN TED, v(x) ®%fﬁcimiﬁf:§>6ﬁ%, y & U=9(x)/o, O RITIERTH

Fy U= «/1"’;0 eXp{ 2(1 S—gny Y 2yU+UD }

THEZ T Ebiw. pizy & UDHEBEZRETHS. selection DxhFiL, chance selection
Tibb x & EERIC random RIRFTOR LR L TEEEIND. Flz2iE, EIRBEDO y=28
B 52BN ER) DHERP KELTHEMT selection BMfThh28E&8%2 5L,

12

2

chance selection )W, P,=r.{y=p} =j,9 $(D)dr=2(B), $(D)= Mlﬁ?f ¢

pre-truncation |2k %I, P,=P,{y;mU;a}=[@(a)]-1j: rf(y, UDdydU

=[0 ~1r(p< a—ry > d
[@(a)] S\, #(ydy
T& Y, pre-truncation IZ L % selection DEhF

(6-15) H=100(P,.—P) (%)

LEFEE NS, cutting point @ ¥ 5% 7:Kp, H #HEKRIZT 5 8 U, Bmx=%(1—«/i:p2)a E

noTnab.
A TEHMDTORE, ABOHEIEEEOMBEIZIZBN T - 72 BB EE TR ARD

NTVBZ LT ERLEZTHL.
§7. WAERICHETIHO

SETRNTELTMAS L 20425 & 215, BE, HIRKORESS  OSEEMENTIZHD
NDHEELE, BRI L 3L HABORTITINOR AR L WHLEREE - T3, - TEH
HIZE CIRWRERORRDANEEL - TL 54, 5 |[A—0(A+B)|=0 72 20K EXD
BIZoWT, BMEXANXREMNE LY null case 1Z2DOWTAHTWE 5. BEMOERMZREL
2o2T, B—BRIET, FETHRV s HOW 0<th=ths-- <0, <1 DOFEEEGAIE

CCs, m, n) IT 0,2(1— )™ TT 6;—0,)
=1 >3
@D 8/2 .I_SII F[%(277L+2n+s+i+2)]
= 8 - ~ 1
i r[i(zm +i+1)]r[1(2n+i+ 1):|r<:i>
i=1 2 2 2
rEIND.

N(p, A1), N(peo, 42) DV H: A=A 2RET D56, A, B 2 HHE vy, v © pXxp T
Fle T, s=p,m=1/2)1—p—1), n=1/2)(u—p—1) TH 5. BREFMKGEITINHE L TH
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%5 (m+1) 0 p ERERBEROFF~NT PARF LW EORE, Tibb, 2RI
¥517 % analysis of dispersion Ti, s=min(zny, p), m=(1/2)({n1—p|—1), n=1/2)(ne—p—1)
Liesh. ne BRBEAKSETIIOHFIFELONI-HHE T HD n2p ThHd. (p+q@ EIHEH
BEFIZBT 5 pEOBGTERE g AOBSEH DR D sample canonical correlation coefficient
DRBFHAIIH L TE, BED R &% N, p<g L LT s=p,m=1/2)(g—p—1), n=(1/2)
(N—p—g—2) LT Iv. ThDOREREFE - TRENLHIFELRDEIE, §4-4, (4-33)
chih7-fm<, Hotelling © Ty HHBIIARGORE T

s 01
@-2 Ti=mZdy =7 g
Wilks D#FEHE 4 13
@3 A=A—-0)Q ) a-49

THFb XN, Roy O criterion 13F AR 0, or 4, B/IME 0 or 4, T3 5. K.C.S. Pillai [119;
1955] (% H=s{§::1(1-—0i)-1}-1, R:s{gldt‘l}'l, U=s{§lzfl}-l PRELTWDN, HTVIT
LA THL LS.

RAROT g_‘ili oW TE, To® O4AIZEEEL TEIZ 84 -4 T fihi. iéﬁi IZDOWTE
Pillai [117; 1953, 118; 1954] 2%, sELIS % & LT

(7-4) Kt @mest02-1(] g fg)s@nvst2-l 0Lp<s

75% beta distribution # 45 %2 T35, FOHMIIIEFE LWL DTILAW. “Bhuo~7 P ILE
DOFERE & vwbhbihd b Dk, #5/F Hotelling @ canonical correlation coefficient ® B D F1

g}lanigﬂi EAFC, 0; D null case DEBESMAIL (7 1) OFETHB. ANI[1FL [110; 1956a]
EZDOZ L EHLITT B LT, g"i ® null case X 1* non-null case DEBFAIZOV T
LTwa. BilDE4&E LT D.N. Nanda [103; 19507 i, (7-1) 0)»m=0 DFEIZ DWT,
VO=S10; DR AR 5=2,3,4 CHLTRO T . —0 m KN LT V Of#5% Pearsonian
system Tyl B7-8, K.C.S. Pillai [121; 1956b], K.C. S. Pillai and T. A. Mijares [125;
1959] 1z V¢ F® U“’=§}101/(1—ﬂi) @ moment OEHFELIFEL TW5.

Roy o criterion ©H 2B ABH 2RI L Tz, BERNLOROELROBELAE
TBHZEMNBIZDL. 0,00 BRORHEOME L DHIZHT % cumlative distribution function i, Roy
[140; 1945] 7% s=2,3,4, D.N. Nanda [101; 1948a] A% s=2,3,4,5 OBz BAHE2ked T
W, kv K. C. S, Pillai [118; 1954] (X s=8 ¥ T T3, ¥z Pillai [120;
1956a] (2 R4E 6 @ upper percentage point #1835 7- DEMAR Y 5=2,3,4,5 12X L TR
Tz, EF5%, 1% BOFEEE- TS [122; 1957]. Fizfk L C.G. Bantegui [124; 19597
1t s=6 IZ LOEHREZEIF Tvb. F.G. Foster and D. H. Rees [43; 1957], Foster [44; 1957,
45; 1958] 1T 5s=2,3,4 OErD LF 1%, 5%, 10%, 15%, 20 % HxBE#E (7-1) o7 %
TEIEVRD, WRVELVWFEEES 2. T<RE D. L. Heck [57; 1960] (%, s=2,3,4,5 D

1
B 1%, 2.5%, 5% &0 chart # m= ——, 0(1)10, 7n=5~1000 =3¢ L THE» T\ 5.

BAMRIZHL T 1-60;,i=1,-,s THEZNEIWDOT, FICHHAT T ThR.
ETRIZ Wilks @ 4 #KEHE (7-3) (ZE#E L sA15, §6 TRXN /- HFEED significance:
ERAZZEIZERBEB LS. HOBITINELWEEOSHE, FENRT P LICECTHA T 57
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#® linear function 3 754>+ canonical variate % (6-11) DIRIZFE W THEEEE, £OL Bl
Land HWiL#E i 7e discriminant function 344775 significance Z#ohik, #&E, (6-11)
DRDOBTILDAAES BAEFANDZ LT b. 32 IZBIL T Bartlett [11; 1938, 12;
1939, 14; 1947b, 16; 1951a] #HEV B LB TV AEPIEIZ2WTA L . BiceEe LTE
EOREM DT significant 7g variation 7233 52 A 2 B2 2 &N LET H 5. Bartlett 122D
over-all test iz 4 #iHE (BEHIZER

(7 . 5) %=A=(1—01)<1*02) """ (1—03), s=min(p, k""l)

ES. p=12 HDBWII k=2,3 OBERIZIT exact test 23EIHN TV 55, FOMOEEIZIE, B
iz 8§43 TN,

(7-6) A= —{n——i—(p+k)}10g A
VB EEE p(A—1D) O 2 SRR & D 2P EES>. AL Z 2D it total covariance
matrix (A+B) OBHETHD. 2O test DFERAZT LB H LMD, 4 &

= = A0,

Lo3it, A DEBUHEFARDZOTHD. HL k HOFH~T b AN—D2DEHREZHY, Fhil
BARZBTIHBEAMICIVEDEND E T, 0 1T 2HFER a’x TEE~7 LD
BB 2RO TETHEIND, ERFHEOZZT, FOLENLD a/x OBELWMOBRITE 0
%1275 3 DX random fluctuation 7317 &7 b, ZDFEZH T Bartlett |3, 4" OBZD 4 &
B 2 EUEERL

e = = {n= o fog a'= —{n= (10 fog] 25|

AP EEE (p—DE-2)

77 A=Q=0)4, A

BB E z
DN HHETHELL. ZLTGE 1 *
L %2 ### & LT (colinearity @ Os ceeevee- p+HE—2 —{n—g(p—f-k)}log(l—ﬁs)
test) FIZRTHREZZ T 5. . 1 a4
?%D. ------- (p—DE—2) ——{n—;(?-l-k)}log{ 1=63 }

—fEEgIZIE, BHL
By Os_1, ) Os_rr1 N TP p(R—1) —{n—-;-(p+k)}log A
DE®RO r @B rnH b,
7-9 A=A1A2=7_Il(1—ﬂi)_ . (-0

j=s—r

@AFZI:Q—BI-) ZHL T, —{n—%(p+k)}log/11 PEVENZEHBHE (- (k—r—1) O %*

ST A E X, overall 7o %% SETIL, -—{n—%(p+lc)}log(1—03_i), i=0,1,--(r—1) »*
NENEDICEHEE p+HE—2G+D) O 8 SHIIKSI L INDDTHSD.
—{n—%(?-klc)}log/l’, ——{n—%(p-i—k)}logAl DEEER p(h—1) HhbTHREA (p—1)
(k—-2), (p—r)(k—r—1) LIH5HDIL, ABHIZIL, remove Xi7: non-zero DFFEFHFAHR
DFEEERIEL TV B L, Bz 6, 238 T 2 EFDORERIZH T % sufficient statistic Tl
W kYD, RORIZBIT AERSEOMIMIZET ZEUNEOEER SIS Tw 50,

A A imxb T B 2 SELUMNE S T THAMAE Y exact ZHNDZEIL EEICHETHS. ZhlZ
0y, 0z, -+, Os D non-null case 21T BEESAH, REDE Z A, ERROBIT TERIVZWESE
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WRHSENTWREW=DTHS.
D.N. Lawley [95; 1959 2, (7+9) ® i +7ab 1T (1=0) (KL,

(7-10) P —B-logigl:]:(l-—ﬁi)

AEVEGCEHE (p—r(g—-r) (@=k—1) @ ¥ FHIIRS L 3hd& &0 B ORETE KiER
IZ2OWTf T T, L LEEIZ—ARD canonical correlation OfJEEE L THYV K- TEY, F7-
EREIEBRORICSZ 2REY X1T2/20, BARICKITZ2HREFEAICKT 2L OREHFEA L
WMETHIBRNREWERETS. ZLTUIEIWED (s—r) BEORBEMORNB0THDEWD

RFEDOT T, —Iogs,IZ(l—di) DEEEFET 522X, B OWRTHREE2EBTH%. P&
oML g EEDOHDOB] D canonical correlation DF& L LT
(7-11 B=n— r——(;b+q+1>+ > (21 >+o<n—2)*>
j

J=8—r+

/1%, 22 4(=s—r+1, ) RO TRWEBEHORTHS. 4=1, (J=s—r+1,ys) T
1
HBLEZE Bea—5(p+g+tD) Li2Y, ZARHGEDED g=k—1 L LEREDOLDTHS.

HLEDTRINE, 4 & 0; THERZTHET LI EITRAD.

RIZ—2>D hypothetical discriminant function p=a’x=a;xi+a;x2+ - +a,x, FTotE
test 4 ZREEICHBIZ AN TH I S, Bartlett [16; 1951a] (X2 AUz LT H BT & BRED 22 12 X
HEMUEEESEZ TS, UTHEEOLOIZ pSk—1 & L, HE-T s=p TEZTPL. 5 ¢ &7
IZOWTOFHHDEMITH (BHE k—1) & 2efoRiT (@EEJ? n) ODTebb

_ a Aa
9= 2 A+ Ba
ETB. FLT g OEBMRRB0OHIRE LT
. Ba-e
(7-12) A= fo=

EEZD. ZOBEDRES BNEFRERIL,

I {lcﬁl@?‘élﬂ%ﬂﬂa«w MBI EIZTE > T (BTRWREERAR

F1ETHZ L), TOERERL THIIEE p=a'x TH 3,

EWIZETHS. ZORBOTFTT A4* X A LRALLOWCHMATS. BL 21X a—11Z, p &
p—1 127 d. MEZDNRERRH OTFTT, 7 ZREFHFIEKTHY, §£-T, ¢=d da/a'(4
+Bla nBEMIZHT T B, BIb, BBTAWEEMEBEEROD sufficient statistic Tdh 52
& 7% Bartlett [14; 1947b, 16; 1951a] \Z L Y IN TV 3. - T é 252720 0y, 0y, -, 0,
DT EFRES L, REMAT 25— (BTHRVWEBEFRFRAR) EBRe 5. BET,
N DEBLBRNT-BOBEEEAR A, A, -, Apor DBAIE null case DY DELBZDTHB. B
LTR#H% H DT T,

(7:13) —{n—l—%(p—l-}-k)}log A*

PEPEICEHE (—-DE-D O 2 HFIREILINDDOTHD. &L TOHIERAI LD
BTHFTHBI EDbhsTn3E X2

7-10) a={ 22 T a0

B g EMOMENTHE DL £ D fixed set PEELFE—DEEELES.
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EEATOLSZ ¢ 3ELBS. AL Z ORI IEM AL L.

B g ra
% kDR p—1 —{n 1-2(p- 1+k)}log1 =5
BEALDRTR  (p—D(E—2) —{n—-é-(p+k)}log 7 (1-69)
2 # (p—D&—D —{n—l—%(p—l+k)}log/1*

Ll kX 7=d'x 755 hypothetical discriminant function OFESFHEF FTLIZ 2B B DTH .
LA LIRS H 713X h %384, hypothetical discriminant function AUE N7 D DTl - 72D
o, HFEEA—2 T TR TH-1eDh, HEIIHENRCEE L -0 HREXED
PBENRHD. ZDD A* DHEREZ TR b, (7°1) b ZD—=2THhH54, Lil,
¢ A0 THIETHLT IO EMNTH I BE . Bartlett [16; 1951a], E. J. Williams
[175; 1952, 176; 1955] %, LiZR~N7zXk D7BHRD A* OFEEZEZ T 5.

fa-oy [1-Sartors | a-6)

(7:15)  A*=1=1 = —
¢ =9 1- Star0i/p
Q- ) ,
_ ¢ i=1 a* 8,

||_ a-¢) i‘: a;*0,/(1—-6))
s

{HL hypothetical discriminant function (%, #A®D canonical variate vector Z'=(Z1, Zy, -, Zp)
(Zi 1z 0 s T %) RO a¥a*=1 713 a* T )=a¥Z LFEbLIETEZSL. Z50LTH
—BEr bW LB SThbns. (7-15), (7-16) OB IFFH 1 & data & O—FkEr &
20T, HF2HT A colinearlity AHDFHEY 2 XM BbDTHB. p=2 OHPAHITE, (7-15),
(7-16) zhEh

, e[ B=00(B:=0) 0:0:/6 )

(7:17) A—[l PYGRy }[Ha-ol)a—m)/a—qs)
B 1—0,6:/¢ Tt

(7-18) “[(1_01)(1—02)/(1——@] [1 ¢

B, AROE LET RO A-0)/(1—¢) 12, Mh0% 2 B3Rz (1-0)
CEELTUREL, (7149 OFRUSMSEICHIGT 2. E. J. Williams 2 (7-15), (7:16) % 7 o>
BEYEREFAL TR ABORBER ASAS S FAVTRDL TV, ZhOoFsE
BRI -Z20 950 bENisv. '

aa-6)
(7-19) A*=f(11T¢)—“,”1(1 i)
210214 r 6 I(1—4)
o 1 s
316, -3 4, ¢U(Jl+a>j) -1

BL 6:=0:/A—0), 4;=4/A~4), O=¢/(A1~¢) TH3. i & X i3,

*2 1_0 .
g%’zjﬁ:()’ (]=1;2,,P"1)
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72 BE%E D 5 T %. Bartlett 1X (7-15), (7-16) D exact factorization {Z3 L T, W 2* f#
WEHALTHS

B OB E e
(a) % & data EDFEVY p—1 {(n 1)__£(P 1)+2]}1 g1 ?‘a“zgsﬁiﬁ_
(b) colinearlity 225D  (p—D%—2) {(n 2)—--[(; D+— 1)]}]og 141;(_2 *Zgi/gS
’ _ o _ _1 _ ¢
(a) 7 & data L DY -1 {(n E+D 2[(p 1)+2J}10g Q=P a,70,/G=0))
—_ *2
(b colincarlity #5089 p=D#=2) ~{r=D=Fp=D+G=DIJog TU700 51 420

Williams [175; 1952] %, s=2 DHFHIZDPWTRIZELLHBLE TV 3. FlRT p=2(<Lk) DH,
¢ BLOLRHBEDOTT 01,0, ORI

2 s 02)2(" K
(k —8)

—(n k— 2)

{(1—0)(1—6)}2
(1—)F" ”JW

(720) —H)

di,df,

LRpOLNTEDY, ?IO’C

(p—H) (Fa—¢) 6,0,
7-21 _ @—00—¢) _
2 YT A=-0G-0b)’  TT ¢
D FREST AR X
1
(7-22) K’y 2(1 vl)E(n " 2)dv1 vzﬂ(k_“)( )'2'(” k=D dvs
LB, THIE ¢ EEATHENMAD, SECEEMRIT v & v IXRTTHD. TN
: Gl DL TS € el e 9 D1
(7-23) Fi= =D = =D (1=

BENENEHE (4, 2—k), (k—=2,2—k+1) D F ZAHREDI Z L hbnY, LodEEIIT T
5. Williams [176; 1955] 13 ICERENDEZ F %, 5 % Hihsz— DD linear functional relation-
ship &7 ~% L O—FME 222 LIZHANTVS

T WL ONDORERY B RO O EEM ¥ /<% Z &2, principal component analysis,
factor analysis (23 L THEDOFETITLbA TS, X(AXp)=C(x1, X2, -, Tp) ¥ HFEITF| 4
RO PEBERSMIHI N7 bt 2. L #HEE n 27O BERESBITIEL, Tho
WERY Lh2bL>-2LP L4288, 4 OBEHR 42H224,° 2B+ 3ROERERET 22
LS Xh B.

(@ H: {21>12> Sh BREL, ZhHOAEV k EOROBE LR 727k

DD p—k EOBRNBFLY, T7abb, Aa=lie=- —_2 Thb.

D.N. Lawley [94; 19561 1%, I OB#D kHD set &, 4 OBFO k HD set & DHISAHRE
MEBDONLE n BREVHEELEY HFV, Bartlett DR EIIRL T 5. SRBIZIIT BB
DOfE%E 2(>0) & LTHRERTE,

(a) 2 DEMOHEITIL,

(7-24) -—B{log(————l"”fﬁii”'l”)+(p—k)— <lk+1+lk+;+"-+lp) }

AST I B B E %(p—lc)(p—-l_cﬂ) DX FIRES L 2R TS, S oo EK B itg=p
-k &1L T

B L, 2G=100) EERENRES, BEHIZE T 5 i HEHD principal component D3 Td H 5.
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(7-25) B=Gi-i)—(2 +1—%>__c+p
= (& AN 2 . e s - .
chs. BL C=(3 57 DB gy © B o de 28 2 LS PR,

D=0, C=k* L x1%L, *¥> ThRITNIZHTER LG=1, -, k) 2HWTHHxh 3.
(b) A RFRMOBZIIFERAINAFHEIZ

(7-26) —B’[log(lk+1lx+2"'lp)—(P—lc)log{ (lk+1+(l;+i-+];.)..+lp) }:'

T, CNAEBEICE R 5 (p—k—D(p—k+2D) D 2 SRS, B i

' () — 2 1
(7-27) B=(n—k) 6<2q-|—l+ >+z I

T, A Ay e WCHLUTNEWARLIERBOHIZERIN S, £ 5 ThyEa i, 4 Of
9z L &, 2 DRI kst et +5)/(p—k) #AWTEFE SN 5.

HEATTH R 1270 L T EDRBRDOBR I MThN 281212 (B OB e EAGE & » T
HLRIZERG L RKD D GETH ), overall /efiik P BHEMAAERETID=1 OEM 2 BE,
8§43 D (4:27) BFE T X525, EMD k {80 principal components DEEE A&7
# (BP0 k fHD P DA distinct ThHEMEZFDOBELR721), BYDOEEBOH ML RS
Bz S n B #EH 81z (Bartlett [15; 1950, 19: 19547)

2
{x2 = _{n——é<2p+5)——'§k}log Ry

et g TP
Rp—k=1R[/{7"17'z"'Tkl:P L Prik rk:l }

Thd. HUr, 3 ROBRFWOEHEDRTHS. ZHIUEPNZ R SHIHED & XNZDT
HBY, THIZUTHNIEHEL BEELSEEOERSTIZI VI EIN DT8O B IIKLE

1
T2DTHS. TLTEDERER S(0—k-D@—k+2) THILARINTHY®, Zh
IZEAL Lawley [94; 1956] A5G AR B % 1T - T3 (BHD). Loy LEBITIE, D case & [
KRz, overall @ (7-28) ¥ 2HHE %P(P—l) DprkEdse L %(p—k)(p-—k—l)

BRAWBNE LD THS.

S THRBRITEARAIRD non-null case DEFFFMIZOWVTEEDHER LT L O T S, ERE
RO HeRDBBED, BRZETIREBEACEK T 2HREORIZET 2R X 1T 72 KREARD
BENDBATWL . #EL Hotelling [61; 1936] Hsu [66; 1941b] @ canonical correlation M k&
FEEL OFRY EVWH, O HFEOAE 17 Sh s 57097, BT Lawley [94; 1956, 95;
19591 A%, EEmRODEQL X2 EHTIZ 3517 2 multiplying factor #3522 & IZ8E L CRDOBITAR
B TWD, —HOEKD internal analysis D4, Thbd, —2DHRSGHTHOES, FHER
AR (@) D H 05513?0_%660)2:@’%}: U EARER, L I EAER,

(7.28)

(7-29) E() = + 2' o —i-/l +0<_12_>, a=1,2 - k
2
(7-30) var(le)= 2. {l—ii’( A )+o< L > a=1,2, -, k
n =i 2 —2

B35, 222X i3 a EBRWMOREETHB. XY L LY bias DX A, DHEER

N RBEAREROBRYID (p—kF) OIEOEMNOTESEPOTNTOEENRLITESSBICHEY LTV,
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LT
A % . —
(7-3D) 1a=la{1__1_2, i p—k 2

niz=1la—1; n L=
#18%. ZHD bias 12 OU/nd) THhH3. 213, LERDS, AELSOHTETEENZIOAS.
Ae DT

A 2 Ai 2
(7-32) var(dg) = 2 {1+i£]’</I 2 1 > }-}-O<%>, a=1,2, -,k
a " AL

n ni=1

} a=12,-, K

Thb.
D p—set & g—set DD canonical correlation ¥, FHBEHTIE o, AT r,i=1,2,
S, s=min(p, q) &%bﬁ_. (7'10) &Of (7'11> D 0i,1i & 01“—‘-7‘52,15:,012 “65)5.

1—pa2 2 9 ’ Piz -2
Pp+g—2—pl+2(1—pH3] W}/n—f—O(n )

204
(7:33)  var(ra)=1—p2)?/n+0n"%)
k3(re) = —60a(1—p2)%/n*+0(n"%)
K3(re) = —6(1—pH)*(1—120.")/n*+0(n™*)
K3(ra), £a(ra) 1% 72 O3, FBARD cumulant TH5bB. 7 O FEIE po RO pl—pd ZF
Y depend L T\323%, n? ODENEFIZEMETHOBEIN TS, BHOHEL LT, p=
O p1="=ps 1=0 DEFIZIT

(7-39) E(r)=p+Q—p)(p+q—2—p»/20+0(x™®)

BIRSARIZE L Tid, T. W. Anderson [5; 1951b] 23[EU@%ICBEE L T WY L WEiHZ B
BLTW2. LR Hsu OBRGHOBHEHEIZLIDDELEZS. MEZZTRA~NZ b
ADOFHRBYFHONR T ZORIEBL TIWESD.

XTL T CREARELFLTE-RBEHED, non-null case IZ35!T % exact sampling distribution
DHEHTH B4, Zhit Roy [139; 1942], Bartlett [13; 1947a] DHBHLERFIZES F THhA
CEENRALNT, HWETYH, P EVEAMNIRCIIREBENE T2 5. SEEBITICH T
5% DOBETIE, HHIEN, (7-1) ARSI 4Y D OREHRD symmetric function & 75 %.
LD LRED power, HOMDOWE % AR IZH DL, MR £ BRI 25AMRD non-null
case FAANE D U THLEELRRDBEAD. Lrd ZOSMIBEE T2RBIZLIVEKR> TS,
ZDORED exact R ANERCEBIR N BV ERRD DL LT, ThktAL LT, BYKN
2 B (BIRIZESIT 53D TIRRW) 2RkobZ 2, MO TEERILTHS.

XTHPHEDEHRDOME g AOEHDHMOMIZ 31T 5, canonical correlation coefficients @ non-
null case DFAIZT DNTHRED. g=p &L, EHEORWX% n+1(>pt+q) &4 5. Bartlett
[13; 1947a] (%, Fisher [40; 1928] #EAHRARIK D — R DEARG A & RO 7O & AV TRD
BRLEB. WHOEBOBE SERSTMICHSIHELEZLD. 0,02 00 Tu1e Ty XL
ENEM, EAIZI51F B canonical correlations & L, sy, 82 v, Sp TREEEMD canonical variates
(&4, &, o Ep)s iy M2y o5 M) DXIRT BT &, (=1, 2, ---, p) DRHIDEAIEE R (FEHOR
TROBD) LT BHEE, ry,ry, -, DEARTHAN

(7:35)  ¢Qry, - 7pl01=0, -, Pp=0) X

X S X éﬁ(l—mz)"/zzﬁl(n/z, n/2;1/2; plfsiH}x

(81, -+, 8p)

X p(st, =y Splra, =+, 7p301=0, -+, 0, =0)ds1dss - dsp

W - THEDND. fE-> TEBDEDHRKDOH (e, -, t) ITHLT, ZHFEDE—~2V
(7' 36) M(tly t2’ Tty tp>EE{(slz)t1(522){z'"(5p2)tp[rl; Tty rp}

E(re) =pa+
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= 5 5 (st (se2) e+~ (5,2t p(st, =+, Spl7t, *oy 7p3 P1=0, -+, Pp=0)ds1---ds
(81,5 8p)

REETERWT I V. (7-35) 123D oG, oy rpler=0, -, p,=0) 1%, null case IZ351F 3 71, -,
rp DEKRESH, Tibb,

»
T3 Bl sl on=0,,0p=0)=C M{G& P PAA—r @10 T (rd—r) 11 dr
i=1 i<J i=1

TdhB. AL 7 It descending order TERbH L,

(739 c=e 1 {50 fr(£5)r (457 )r (=5}

Td . Bartlett (& T 75 W IEAHE—-2DDHEED exact distribution K> 2 & iz, u(l, 1),
12, D), u(2,2), u(3,1) RO* u(1,L,1) 52 T35,

3% A.G. Constantine and A.T. James [74; 1958] i3k Bzl 4 2452 Tw5. £
SEDIERS T % canonical form & L THEL, ZHhD a2 HOBIZOWTORESGHAE*HEZ 5.
Tiebhb

(7-39) 2}1 {@Cr) (A —p2) "2 exp[ — (& &:—20:8/ i+ 0/ 9:)/2(1—p:i¥) ]azzldfiadma} x

q n
x I {@2r)"*expl—9,/5;/2] I dja}
j=p+1 a=1

iz &/=(&u, Einy o B, =12, 05 0 =i, Yy2y s i)y J=1,2, -, ¢ 1%, canonical
veriates £, %; DEACHHE n (IHIGT 23D CThHD. (7:39) % r, -, rp & MDOEEIZ EHR
U, 71, 7p LIAMOEREBES L THEELIDIENIDFHTHB. 0 22N FH &,7 1T
A - 7> unit vectors, wy, 2, FFNHDOEIE L

(7-40) gi=w;ty,1=1,2, -, p; Ny=z;0; j=1,2,-, q
TAEWMERL, w,z EESICIOHEETRE

(7-41) '1_1}1{(1—,%2)"/22171(71/2, n/2; 1/2; pi%s*)+odd function of s;} X%

x .ﬁl {(I'(n/2) /22"2}dS(z) 711 (I (n/2) /227 dS(ars)
= I=

LB, 2T oF 3BT, 45(z:),dS(e;) X n-space (Z351) % unit sphere O kO EE
FETCHbB. ¥T 1,i=12,,p; 0,j=1,2,,q & r; TRH LT L7ab7av. 4 n-space (2
BWT 71, Te -, Tp WX - THEDND p-plane # p,01,0,, 0, IZX 5 THEDND g—plane %
q THEbEIE, 20 2250 plane 37X 1 T x/y;=ri, X/ Y;=0, (i#j) 75 % orthonormal 7z Xx;, Y:
(G=1,2,--,p) ®#PET 5. ¢ iES orthonormal set #5BH T 3 X DI Upst, Yo EEHET S
&, Ihb x,i=1, 95 Yi =1, ¢ B bk X TEARD canonical variates T 5.
T=(zy, - 7p); T=(ay, ", 00); X=(xy, -, %), Y=, -, Yo

Pl a5

(7-42) T=XA, ¥=YB
RBEBHPIFAET . 2212 AQpxp)=(ay, -, a,), B=(gxg)=(by, -, b) 1z T'T=4"A4,
Y'Z=B'B THHZ &b, a,b; 41 unit vector THs X ST THD. ZOEHZLY

(7-43) 7?1 ds(ﬂ)-;flds(oj)= A’ A2 [T dS(ay)-|B B|-©7 [T dS(by)-dpdg
i= i= =1 J=1
ritEEnD. =iz dS(ay, dS(b) % p-space |Z3517 % unit sphere D FOEEEETHY,

dy, dq 1L FNFh n-space (2351} % p-planes, g-planes DFE % Grassmann manifold @ E® inva-
riant measure % #3>7 differential form TH 3. Tz dpdq % i E{HOERIZE - TFEDL,
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BELEICL VO MEETIE, K KidGy,re, oy rpl00=0, -+, 0,=0) £720, LT, (7-4D),
(7'43) Ng ‘9 71, T Qﬁ]ﬁ#%;ﬁiGi

(749 ¢,y =0, pp=0>5,453 A {Q—pd" 4 aFin2, /23 1/2; ps}x

I, A’ A| ™2 IT dS(a:) | B’ Bl IT dS(by)
i=1 J=1
zZie k= 1 Gi—i+1/GG@,, v=p,¢; CO=22"/T /D). (1-4D) (2B 5 D

odd function DML, BT EE 3L 0T -TLED. Tibb, s¢ DEED odd function |3F
BOLRBNTHB. LT ryi=l - p ORRFHORMKOEL LT, sty )=
E((D (D0 (DN) #RDDHZENEREINDA, Zhik Bartlett OfREHFTHS. La
L James D H TIIFHgHElEn

(7-45) kp| A’ A|*P72dS(ay)---dS(ay); k(B'B|"*2dS(by) -dS(by)
RAEFMWIBEL TRINDIELENRZ-ZT Y EELNTWD. HOHEHITH IS

(7-46) si=ti0=a/ X' Yb;=a; bisri+anbiprs+ - +aipbipry
THHnb, s4i=1,2, -, p © monomial DFETH B u(ty, - tp) ERDDI EIX, aijbiy 1T
DWT D monomial m(A, B) @ ry,i=1, -, p k& DFDOFEE E{m(4, B)} »RoOIUL L.
A=(a;)) & B=(by) 1z fi+52& &0, Eim(4, B)}=E{m(A)}IEmB)} <THY,
PE-T, E{lm(A)} koML L. (7:45) hnbhdm Em(B} & E{m(A)} © p & g
EMAIUE I VB ThD. James and Constantine |3 §° orthogonal group ¢ k¢ monomial
m(A) OVH x WMAHZLizky, MEE: ML T Em(A} 2#dHT2Hike m1 & S,
#(2, 1L, D), pQ,1,1L,1) #HET ILEREOE # 5%, Bartlett OB L by T ittt
+tp=4 TTDE— AV } BB L TV 5. James and Constantine (I [F UL T, ¢ HOEEK
DA fixed variate ThZHEE ¥ AHEDOFET B K » T b, ZDHFAIZIE Stiefel manifold
D LD invariant measure 2MEHN B.

BlERE 288 L 72 12V T, Grassmann manifold, Stiefel manifold ¢ k¢ invariant
measure % FEbIZTHOTFERVEENFREEZELL T 5. AT, James [71; 1954] 22 b
BRI T SN ER S LRI E N e REBL 0D 2 & 28, HMIHEMGE L 2B TLE
I EEHN L, ¥z, null-case ® canonical correlation coefficients D43 D EH, RUOEEHK
EHEALGET I ZADIHETARVELLHL TV 5.

FelZ m(ey, tatp) %3RO BHEED monomial DEH E{m(A)}, E{m(B)} DHED -z ortho-
gonal group D LT m(A) £#FL7. Zhux (7-45) DN

A—HA H: EXE#
1B EBOTIZ invariant Thanb Em(AD}=E{m(H 1A} <THY, $#-7T, iorthogonal
group ) O _EOD invariant measure % V(H) &3iud, ((BL V=1

(7-47) E{m(A)}=XQ)E{m(A)}dV(H)=SQE{m(H‘lA)}dV(H)
—E j G AV

=E{Mm(4)}, M m(A):j‘?)m(H’lA)dV(H)y

L78%. ZZiZ M ix group D LT FEHE L BGHIERAE THH. ZHCBELT A, T. James
[72; 1955a] (x—f%y7eTiz

(7-48) ¢(Z)=S‘yexp{tr(H’Z)}dV(H)
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I AME ARV - TV A, Zhit James [73; 1955b] 7%, FE.Lv Wishart distribution %
K> B DI T N AR L 2T TH B, ¢(Z) BRDOWEEH > T 5.

() ¢(Z) & Z'Z ORARDOHEERCH 5.

(b) ¢(Z) 3 LORARD T ~TORIH L TIRET 5 & ERSBUER LS 2.

62 62
() p=d A=z Et oz

4 (7-48) 12T Z=AC" L 571 (Z:pxp, A:pxp, C:pXp)
P(AC)= ‘s@exp{tr(H’ ACHYAV(H)= S xp{(C/H' A)}dVCH)
#Hiz ‘
(7-49) M exp{tr(C’ A)}= jmexp{tr(CfH'A) YIV(H)

FHUD exp{tr(C'H' A)} % BB+, (H'A) OEFIZ 2w TD monomial m(H'A) i1z, C
DXIES HEFHD monomial m(C) M} 7 EORNTOEN B LI 2. —FELIHE @), (b)
kv, C'CAA DEA A, A, -, 2, @ elementary symmetric functions 7=} s, r2=2] Aid;,

<7
oy =21y, oy dp D HSEBEFEUC explicit IZBRXNRD. AL LTINBHBOERT, m(C)
DIEBEZLWERLZ I Mm(A) 2K02Z A HEEL2DTHD. Mm(A) KD DA
Blit, ThEBRDEXRERO T TCIETHHILITHS.
BRI —2DOEALSEITH S(pxp) OFAFEIRD general distribution 1Z5N0 Tk . BEM
X P EREMSATHY, S OIOHEHEE 2 275, §5& Sk

_1, _n
(750)  (21) % p{——%tr(A'lXX’)}[Al £ 11 dxy
2%
BAGHEGED pxn T X 12k, nS=A4=XX' rEbxhs. XX’ OEEEREL rn2r=--
2rp 7L, A=0I, 755 null case D ry, 7y, o, 7, DOFEIFFSHIZ

1 1 1
— —2 1 D D —(n—p—1) P
¢, -, rplat I)=K,,(2r) 2" (69 zm;exp<——§ Eri> Hriz(n ?7h O(Gri—ry)
20 {51 ) i=1 i<j

(7-51D) Lrenn 2 ) .
Ky l=x 2 ”z_izlr(—z- i)I’[:E(n—i+1):|
THHILEEMBATN S, —RD 4 DR IZH LT A.T. James [75; 1960] i, FUF or-
thogonal group 9 @ _® normalized invariant measure d(H) (ZE§L CEHETH HFEEEAL

Ly —1n
(7:52) ¢y, -, rplA)=(27) 2 Y147 E Knpj‘gexp{——;—(A'IHAH’)}d(H)
P ‘l(n——'p—l) p

X Hriz II (7‘,'—7']')
=1 <7

B ERERT LG, FCEHEI NI LFMT2HEEL 52 Tw5. T7bb 4, B & pXp
® symmetric 7873 & 4 BB
. , 2 1 Cle
@53 | exoluBHARD JaD= 5 BT ey 2Dy B2
kigd, T2 Cp) X v D p LY EL WIS ~DHE (v, ve, - )=e DEETHB. Hl
ZWE v=4 ORIZIZ, e=@), G, 2®, (2,15, Y THhd. Z(A) X e ZHET % zonal

»
polynomial £ Eboh 2 b DT, A DRAIR ri, 7y, -, 7p O power sum w;= X7 IZOWTDE
a=1

EHADOBIZRbEND. Cl) 12 ¢ CHLTEIBERTHS.
(7-53) & (7-52) AT L A=XX' ORAER i i=1, -, p O, §- TERALGEITHN S
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O¥ER Li=ri/n, i=1,-,p O general distribution N ELN 5. BIDOWHE FRD 72017,
WH o B

exp{—% tr (A HAH/)}: exp<—%tr£2> exp{tr(BHAH")}

B= <22>I———A1

L LT (7:53) 2>, o IZHEID optimum convergence ¥ & 57 IZEIIND. ML T L,
127 ) lp @[ﬂﬂi\'ﬁ%ﬂi‘éj L/f

n —l—np » 9 —.]_.n n D
(7-55) <?ﬂ—)2 (1L 257" Ky exp (——sz) g%

1 C(e)
x l‘g V' 1:3:5-- (2V-1> eeE(Y, ) Ze(I)

BT RIBD. A5i=12, -, p 13 A DEER,
Ze(By, ++5 Bp)s Zo(ls, -+, L)L zonal polynomial T, ujzélﬁaj, w;= ai:lla’ D HEAE L TEDb
X185, James ik v=4 T TOZE ¢ Z.(ly -, 1), Cle), ZUT) DEELHZ TS

(7-54)

(np D

II =1

Ze(ﬁb Bp)Ze(lly ) lp)

§8. 2 o ft

L3 TERBPLDEINTRE L 2 LIBBIZOWTRNTE D, RFECZZ CRcERHEEL
SREDPLIENYV TEDT, ZOREREEZVRDHICIZLED. IHZIZTHEED 10 FERHH
RHThb.

8:a ZODORBEM . OROEREE LT H. Jeffrey [77; 1946, 78; 1948] 7A@ L 7

@-1D Im=jlf11/m—le/m|mdx, m L IEDEE
@2 J =§(f1—fz)log%dx,
K ¥ Kullback-Leibler ¢ mean information-statistic & L T&HIHN TV 5
@-3) a: 2)=§f110g%dx
2

PO 7B DONRFAY H 2. SERENTCBMRDOD 53R E LT
S. Kullback and R. A. Leibler [84; 19511, S. Kullback [85; 1952, 86; 1954, 87; 1956, 88;
19581, EW#HFFK [170; 1952], V.S. Huzurbazar [68; 1955], S. W. Greenhouse [50; 1955],
M. Kupperman [89; 1956, 90; 1958], S. R. Adke [1; 1958]
@23 5. ¥z Kullback and Leibler (&, (8-2) K1 (8-3) DEHRLE —MhT 5 & T F
DOHWE %31 Tk, Kullback 13Tz AMNS I(1:2), J % estimate 3 3RIELEY & - 7.
ZLTHEERET~IOAL, <0 BELHE, HHBEH—HCBRY KB & E RLTW
%. Kupperman (ZEAMNSGHEE SN I(1:2), J OBESH 2RO TS, B EOKIEHZD L D
1, Kullback & [88; 1968] I RFMNZT L HOLN TV ANG, BBROHHFIIFI NS E I
8:b ~NI FAEEDERANIZI VT, missing observations 73&F N TV AHHFEETEYF > T
% DIZ,
G. L. Edgett [36; 19561, C. R. Rao [135; 1956], T. W. Anderson [7; 1957], G. E.
Nicholson, Jr. [105; 1957]

-
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MdHdb.

8¢ ZRENZETHHEBITRY H5.

J. Ogawa [106; 1949], K. Matusita [98; 1949], H. Sakamoto [157; 1949], Y. Kawata
[79; 1950]

FREXOMILHICEE T 2 S OT, FBSFEICERRIZ IS THE S A BFAT SR O shan i

BABLDEELDDTHS.

ZREXDBEAZHCET S b DIid

S. Ceisser [28; 19577, J. Gurland [51; 1953, 52; 1955, 53; 1956], A. Grad and H. So-
lomon [49; 19557, A. G. Laurent [92; 1956], J. Pachres [115; 1955]

MhD. ZRIER DAL serial correlation D44, Z“RHFIBEBOFRIZEE LD D THD.

8-d ZEEMNTE T - TH, FHIIHETIHEEORITIL, FRACERTHIIERELISW/ZLD
T3 »72h3, non-parametric /b Db A LMY H 5.

¥ 3 Tchebycheff BT HEX DL EHADEIET H 54, THIZOWTIZERNZ, AHE—K [69;
1959] DF SN AMEOFIZEIN TV EDTI I TIREIRT 5.

1. Blumen [25; 1958], J. L. Hodges, Jr. [58; 1955]
XA BD sign test (IZDWTHIZEL T Y, §iE 12 BREFRMES 0,0 THENE I kM
BE L, BEGZOPOREHNR -2 b DN E IR RET 200 EE L T T 3.

D. R. Whitney [171; 1951] i rank (23 < =20 U-##HE U, U: ORESHOARE TD
EF~AV VL Z, BIZBESHAERTHHZ 2R Twb. D. A, S. Fraser and 1. Guttan
[46; 1956] (F tolerance region D=2DH L EHT 5 & T, T DFEBMORMEEBUT N 3 2 T
HZRBAEZE ATV 2.

S. N. Roy and S. K. Mitra [150; 1956], S. N. Roy and M. A. Kastenbaum [151; 1956],
S. N. Roy [152; 1957a]
{Z multi-way contingency table 2BV »7-bDTHh5. AL ZTIIALMIEAEELT, &
BOBADRE X NEEIND. TibbIBITOSRE O L FEIERE SN2 OIsd e

LTnwd & ZAMD, non-parametric 72 FHFHT DO -7 L& FATWS., T LTWABNAD
HIALMED test-statistics IERE N, THEOWBESAAA 2 OFETThhL T 5.

B EDA#Z non-parametric 7¢d D& LT

A. J. Harris [54; 1957], H. O. Lancaster [91; 1958], J. H. Chung and D. A. S. Fraser
[29; 1958], I. Olkin [114; 1958], T. W. Anderson [6; 1955]
EOFIATEHL.

FHREFELIDICTTOONADIIX 1959 EDZ L T » 7243, FICITHIT 2T TEIMTENR
TlEol. EBOOLATIREZEVWRA T e#IZ, BADFET RS X DN EEITE
B EHERMO RIS, BECL L DITBBOELRL 7. TLLMOBAIS RO &
HILh LI B AT S HER L TOELS SILEBLES. AT R AT
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