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Goodness-of-fit test for life distributions based on

parametric Bootstrap
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Abstract: Goodness-of-fit test plays an important role in the statistics and reliability fields. Goodness-of-fit test for the common life distribution

of unknown parameters was based on the resembling idea of parametric bootstrap. Simulation results show that goodness-of-fit test based on

parametric bootstrap is superior to the traditional EDF tests, such as Liefors test, CvM test and AD test, especially in small samples.

Key words: parametric Bootstrap; goodness-of-fit test; life distribution

TEFEAT P dit AT REPE 3 A vh o8 AR 4 S
R AR ARE AR bR X 7 it 14 243 i 43 A A s AR, AR
HATRERS 5T A o WERBR A i o A AR A
AR S B A RE 96 4 S et S PR A e B 1Y) R
PE 2B TR 3 A5 1 o SEE TR 45 2R B AR S A
AIRERY o DRIIL, 76 AT HEPE S SRR, X7 i 1 5 i
A AT D0 B R R — TUIE A ) A

PEIEFRAIE ) 43 A R RS, BF 5% 3 T B
Ao AT AL S DL ARG . AL G T AR L3001 R
%% I ( Empirical Distribution Function, EDF) #1 &1
JE K U6 J5 5, U0 Cramer — von Mises ( CvM ) &
g1 Anderson — Darling ( AD) # 36" 25 | 76 {55
LI 28] 1) 75 i 5090 IR MR — 4 23 A1 eR KRR 254
T, di e 5 A S A R T L, f i
I3 A B T R AT R e g i, SRS B
MEE AR G A, I 57— B
PEZRAT o T RGNk SRR B A, DT 2R A 5
Fe 2 IR S A i oA (B

FAW KS KB g iR

D, = Jnsup|F(x) = F, () | (1)

«  YgFE E#A 2014 - 06 - 07

EEWE : }R A ARSI (71271212,61273041)

Forb 2y, my ooy o, 9 — 4L TE R HES A 0L I A
A F, (2) JHGYG o0 A0 R B F (2) S AR B i e
O3 A R, AE n BURFEBUELN, ZEit i D, AR ATE
KEZRAHET A, 2 n—oo KRG D, BAT
BRI

X 45 E R AR, KS K230 gt it 4 Al A
5

D, = \/;max{F(xi) -

I<isn

“ﬂi~n%@<m

n n

TEARZAR LT , Cramer $2 1) CvM K56 HA
P KS a5 5 A B D3k, CvM UG 56 S i
TE XN

0 =n [ [F(x) = F,(2) Pw(2)dF(2) (3)

UAALERE 0 (x) =1 I (B8] CoM Kross
it

Wznj[mw—muﬂwnw (4)

n

X208 BORE AR , CvM A B e 76 v LA
A

YEB B AML(1973—) , 55 LR T N B8, B B2 320, E-mail : sunquan@ nudt. edu. cn



56 ]

VKL, 25 . 56 4375 (19 51 Bootstrap 10451k B R 36 71k <113 -

, 1 2i - 177
L PR LI BN C)

TEM LR |, Anderson £l Darling F 1954 4F
HHET AD G =
T - F (0 )
A=) o - peo ) (©
X F 45 28 I FEA B, AD K30 48 11 2 7] DA
5Hh

A = —n —%i[(Zi—l)ln[F(xi)] +

(2n +1 =2)In[1 - F(x,) ] ] (7)
WEAEFR 0 53 RS & RS 50
EE M OLT , il LIS 3| iX 26 EDF #5050
AR FR A3 A , SR 1 4 28 FE AR 25 5 T B MERR 0 A A1)
BMERS RIS E T A 2 R 2. BLAh, TEXTAS ] Y
AR AT AR R B ) ] — P 56 7 iR W Rk 2
HIERZES . LA, N T3S ST, %
ARV A3 A AR B A 7 4005 00 B A 3 B, e A 1]
ENEILOE R NG SR S R S N A EsivNi )
EDF $L5- 0 BEARL 30 7 ¥ E RE I ANE 0

TR, 24X 5 A A RS B 43 A R R A T
B BRI, EDF K 56 48 115 19 70 A A UK
WP AEAS &, W S B MR 2 5K
HISHA K, T2 B, FEX & A RATE R
SR oy AT AT LA 0 BE A B ), R 3 e 1 6 11
S ERMTERSEA Ko XM FE—E B
PR B AERf RS B0 I FHEAR MERAS .

Fban, KS #5535 77 vk HBETE B i o A e e 2
IR OL , AT A R BERL 56 ; Bl /5 David F1
Johnson $5§ H 7EAL & A A FIL B R E S0 1
U, AT LA AR KA SR AL T A S5 SR G
FIH KS K 56 48 1 5 oF 17 53 i 09 846 00 B A
1/, ZJE, Lilliefors S RIIEL I T &R
IR AT 22 10 1E 25404 KS K3 S 2 Al
TR BB P8 B o A7 KS K 38 i L RS
Stephens 7E 1974 4F25 T “ B{ER A T 2= CHM
IERS 7 BHEC T ZRMPIES 2748
H 7 =R AP IER A7 LR R FNBE ) 1
A" 4 RS ER 51 % ] EDF /5041t
B FAEE . BT, Woodruff 25 45 H7EE
HIRAR S Em A FAL & AR E S BN 00T 1Y
Weibull 4377 Fll Gamma 437 B9 46 1E K 56 58 1T 5 (1)
[T R

R MSEAEL T, AT SHL
Bootstrap AR, $& 1 T XF 5 H A o A b A 95
PEBERL IR 1) J7 ¥ o XF T AN [R] 43 A1 28 B (R AR 1 A

%, Foili A R G BOANAIE]  (H T 2Ty
¥ UG TRT AL BB T390 ] A5 AR 17 A 38 1l 5
(L, JC2NTHE A 30 G0 1112 T DA 194 Y o A
BEIIA, BT LA RA ARG (38 PP AHE BETT

1 E T 5% Bootstrap FIKR N SEFEH 7
HHBES L ERIE

Bootstrap 2 Stanford J24 11 Efron Z$572 4 H 1)
— RGeSt LRI R R, IR
Ui, AT LAG S EOREAE S EOMI Rl Bootstrap HRAE J5
Wi Horbv, B Bootstrap FSRAE A B AL R TEAE
—GURIMREAR X, X, X, & SR 27
F(X,0) , & Se M IR A4S 12500, , 15 514k
TR R F(X,0,) IR G TR RE 155 R
BERCIRX, X, X,

H1 T2 5 Bootstrap R FE J7 1 & 7E (B 1% W
W REAR 435 24 780 £ O 1 0 F AT SRR 5
ok R SRAE R 5 S PR A SR AE S %
SCF R AR , T LA S5 (% 15 1 4 A 26 8
GiF=R

FF S 4 Bootstrap J7 35, AR SCHRHE DL F R
e | AN S B F A S A AT AL T B AG

B AEREUGRI P, T AT ] m A7 5 1
BB TN T, Ty e Ty 72 5 MO 25 55
RN G, AUBR IR T4 RSO M, 2
B, LA P 1 S T 0

H,.GeM
H:GgM
5 AT R
<Mn:%2m>z> (8)

ARIELI 2 (9 7 A B T, Ty, o, T, R
FABLIR 1 7 2 1t 4 R M (19 B e B,
SEGF 4 BE M (B) | FFH5E F T L4 17 2
TG BN S

HT-ZH Bootstrap [0 45 1t 8 ¥ 30 I 1
DA T A0

Stepl : H 48 WL 2 (1) 7 A B4 T, Ty, o,
T, ASEVM 5 BB R T M(B) , FFiT 5
FRE ORI ST S

Step2: Ff] step 1 *h SS9 11-43 4 M(B) 7=
HEREA m I ESRAEREART, TS -, T,

Step3: ] step 2 H P A I ERAEHEAT, | T,
o T T IO K LR A 3T, 48 B AN T A



<114 - ES I S = o

536 &

M(B') FEEHERB S S,

Stepd : T &L B UK step 2 Al step 3 HHLTE, 159
FIG SIS  k=1,2,- B},

StepS: X J§ 51 {S" b =1,2, -+, B} T ¥ 4
L BFIES Co FEREMKTE o F,C1Ea FI
A RESCAE S I U A B0 9 1 LA L 25 stepl 32
BHN G S T I T, WG4 8% H,
JRZ R IR H, .

TE SRS — B AR M 6
W — 5 9 TE U 45 F T, Stute 281 5iE B T 250
Bootstrap 151 4 1 i 46 B 109 45 2, 645t D, A
W, % EDF #3510 5255 5345 7T B Bootstrap
FrEEIEA .

Y b, IR AP IR A L T %
A IR R 2 B 117 1 A R A2 STk [ 13 ]
R 0 4 PF. LA, % 2 %K Bootstrap 77 3 i
T 40 A0 10 4804 00 4 3 A B9S2 7T
11,

{H 5 fE55 19 EDF Ko7 AT H 7 B2 24
FHF-35 FE 4 5 43 A 19 Ko 30 ) B, 225 Bootstrap
KoIh 7 12 75 ELAT 0 (K B0 DI A — 2
PRI . R4 24280 Bootstrap K% I AR X T
fE45 EDF K3 BA B85 10K B0 Akt , JLAE 45
A3 A BTG 30 1 B A LA — 2 B O AR

2 F o miarIThREIE

N T UL BT 2 50 Bootstrap 8 & L A
B R W AT B AR SCET X IR 25 00 A 38 B0y
Aii 558 73 o0 A, EAT TS LR SR o
W5 LG EDF K250 7 kAT A L, B8 UE T
XA i or A K B B R S A AR 2 R
Bootstrap Ll 5 fIt B K6 56 26 $ CvM A 56 48 7 2

W;:é;+;pmnﬁyﬁz
i A

TERETEN o BZEIET , SRR %
TRBEAN AL I, AU D0 RE A B 1 48 B R A A
FN 1 =B, WEAN AR PR 1 -8B B
JUBE AR . DL LS UL BEAG I i K
BRAH T 21 o, SIS T BRI 28 A s

—FBOR UL, IS IBUEBMER o A ORI
Be 5 7 7 XA 5, AR BR A

Stepl : ARk & BB, IR 7O n /Y TR 52
BEBLREAS 2 25,00 2,0

Step2 : X fa] FLBEHLEEA x, x5, - 2, HEATHLS
PSS, 0 SRR B R4

Step3 : L& stepl 5 step2 I m K, il F R
WARLE BN ko

Stepd sHHEILC 24 m K T

LB A D0 P A 56 ) T R AR

TEFARE N RSB S50, & PR
3 50 R R R A S 53 AT A8 R AR A IR 53 A
STEOER A BT, /3 33547 T A5 581 EDF
P D0 BE A5 35 F0 L F 240 Bootstrap 1) 481 75 2 B
R, it AR BUE T B R AP R T A R
Jr A

APEAR n =10, 15,20,25,30,35,40, 45,
50, Hyfifi m = 1000, B &3 A A6 45 4 1000 K. 7E
$F S Bootstrap LA fE BE A 50 Hh , 4 FOR A
WHL B =500, 7ELL T3 F1E 51 EDF K5+,
Al ] Stephens 25 t 19 1& 1E S8 1 & (1 1 5
g,

FEZAR BN RSB IE S5 A i, o] 15 )
R L 1 FiR .

2
U 47 e

n

R KRAMYEMFZEHESSHRERERBINBII LR

Tab. 1 The efficiency of the goodness-of-fit tests for the normal distribution with unknown means and variances

‘ ‘ FEA K/
HEME KK
15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
KS 0.317 0.465 0.582 0.69 0.799 0.839 0.899 0.933 0.956
AN CvM 0.394 0.554 0.733 0.813 0.874 0.950 0.967 0.982 0.99
(1,2) AD 0.004 0.221 0.549  0.706 0.83 0.931 0.964  0.981 0.995
Bootstrap 0.401 0.569 0.737 0.829 0.897 0.936 0.96 0.981 0.991
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10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
KS 0.171  0.243  0.317 0.399 0.464 0.543 0.594 0.634 0.688
Ay 434 CvM 0.207 0.307 0.421 0.508 0.580 0.695 0.742 0.803 0.83
(2,2) AD 0.030 0.072 0.206 0.372 0.469 0.622 0.696 0.781 0.824
Bootstrap 0.319 0.434 0.536  0.604 0.724 0.747 0.824 0.833 0.895
KS 0.144  0.162  0.209 0.29 0.335 0.377 0.406 0.498 0.534
= 454 CvM 0.133  0.212  0.281 0.365 0.389 0.503 0.531 0.615 0.637
(3,2) AD 0.010 0.028 0.105 0.218 0.279 0.412 0.467 0.573 0.612
Bootstrap 0.230 0.325 0.435 0.522 0.564 0.657 0.685 0.721 0.811
KS 0.282 0.46 0.566 0.7 0.787 0.859 0.909 0.926 0.967
Gl CvM 0.362 0.551 0.749 0.838 0.912 0.926 0.965 0.974 0.99
(1) AD 0.102 0.214 0.525 0.736  0.867 0.912 0.95 0.976  0.992
Bootstrap 0.403 0.569 0.714 0.805 0.906 0.945 0.957 0.983 0.985
KS 0.068 0.09 0.112 0.122 0.128 0.159 0.187 0.187 0.244
AR IR A CvM 0.061 0.097 0.102 0.147 0.181  0.200 0.22 0.222  0.278
(1,2) AD 0 0.003 0.027 0.063 0.112 0.106 0.165 0.161 0.214
Bootstrap 0.137 0.172  0.171  0.244 0.25 0.32 0.324 0.375 0.395
KS 0.470 0.670 0.758 0.876 0.929 0.963 0.9890 0.981 0.995
YEERS CvM 0.560  0.742 0.89 0.943  0.972 0.991  0.998  0.994 1
(1,1) AD 0.026 0.46 0.756  0.909 0.949 0.987 0.999 0.995 1
Bootstrap 0.552  0.757 0.862 0.955 0.976 0.986 0.998  0.996 1
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Tab.2 The efficiency of the goodness-of-fit tests for the exponential distribution with unknown means

FEARN n
FAEEd e (L OWIRE
15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
KS 0.221 0.285 0.392 0.4640 0.584 0.677 0.744 0.788  0.850
EYavin CvM 0.246 0.362 0.456 0.596 0.689 0.751 0.805 0.872 0.876
(2.2) AD 0.195 0.316 0.437 0.583 0.688 0.756 0.813 0.892 0.893
Bootstrap ~ 0.249  0.336  0.478 0.568 0.677 0.747 0.831 0.857  0.903
KS 0.469 0.672 0.814 0.903 0.961 0.979 0.986 0.996 0.998
e CvM 0.524 0.736  0.890 0.942 0.982 0.991 0.997 0.999  0.999
(3,2) AD 0.470  0.713 0.882 0.944 0.981 0.997 0.999 0.999  0.999
Bootstrap ~ 0.559  0.782  0.882 0.954 0.983 0.995 0.996 1 1
KS 0.887 0.944 0.980 0.996 0.998 1 1 1 1
Nyl CvM 0.889 0.955 0.983 0.997 0.999  0.999 1 1 1
(1,1) AD 0.877 0.950 0.982 0.997 0.999 1 1 1 1
Bootstrap ~ 0.885  0.951  0.984  0.997  0.998 1 1 1 1
KS 0.494 0.738 0.858 0.919 0.967 0.988 0.992 1 1
WA IR A CvM 0.548 0.810 0.913 0.968 0.981 0.987 0.995 0.999 1
(1,2) AD 0.516 0.784 0.916 0.967 0.989  0.999 1 1 1
Bootstrap ~ 0.593  0.853  0.928 0.970 0.990 0.997  0.998 1 1
KS 0.072 0.102 0.113 0.150 0.164 0.200 0.214 0.251  0.265
XBEZS CvM 0.092 0.123 0.152 0.176 0.196 0.185 0.250 0.268 0.286
(1,1) AD 0.092 0.123 0.152 0.176 0.196 0.185 0.250 0.268 0.286
Bootstrap ~ 0.093  0.133  0.133 0.174 0.187 0.231 0.244 0.289  0.299
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