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el 2T BAES| B4 2L F2O| S
Sut HslEMel AH

Q o
F 2899 2 WY 297 AP A €4 A 2F2E M F, ¢AIA 929 JDA {854
ASE 5 e 43 3,. F3dEe] AFE-E FHU} o ??‘- o @A BER FAHST AQ A3 FAE
Holertel FAo] £4= oo} siu}, 24 P A A8 AW vl FHUE Ak A 49
AA £=8 A5 7‘*%3}0% Agich. SAES JAA AN FEE doble B T A4 e E 7
A g vE2sd AAELE FH o] B Aol A& E ojn, o]l& RoldYos doli

FREO: UM, Cox-Stuart HH, J|27] UM, BE HSIAE, S4TE.

1. A2

AL wiE A AR2Z AAF, A8, AL EUE T4k 73*?—% FHM T B+ A
T} g2 4o A+ 97 A $3 (premenstrual syndrome; PMS) @ €72] A3k A 714] 04"5101
g £+ Y= 9377 F AT A FARA ez Adste BEF 4L ok, vuA A T

el olgjgt Sl FastAY Atk 97 A £33 #AFes EIWJ% o] sk giot.
e 270) AR 7] gk 149 AREL 77 o $938 A(positive)d] AT Z430] glow o
g gel T T4 37 F9 UE M gy, €3] A" £ o= AVREE /4
gt S(negative)Q] Ao] UYehtn E3 o83 29 4L 7] 39 tE 7|l glh (Magoss}
Studd, 1986).

Muse 5 (1984)lA Budtzo] 97 A $33F £8 QAL AR AEANEE UA Het o
o &4 87 A 5ol 4 sefEofof stk ol B A7 BAL Ut A % MU
de) FAAFE BT €72 A FFE R T A4 BoE, 28 o2 d 542 71 949
AREEH BEE S0 Y 4719 AFEe 2% 8tk 5 Magossh Studd (1986)°
g3 g70] AFF7] g 149 AfEZT ¢ A E FARA FH22A FY 49 B2l
FARez 2 4 ARY JehbeAE g ax) gt

Mg L] SHES7E AR EA F 7] o, & F 2 £& I o] M7kl 2A 3
FH}AHE AAE B4 7Rt 2Ev £ =EAe @ 271 53] s o 3-e 2899
2RAAA: (137-701) ASA A 2T 925 505, 7tEdgi st o FEA 8T, 24,

-E-mail: hhsong@catholic.ac.kr
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F3E Agolnz v ted Wi os BAFojok 3t B =EAE A% (runs test)F Cox}
Stuart (1955)%] FRWE A83te] E43med 974 A 2L 7 A4¢ 23U% o IR
HEL F4H47 iﬂﬁ"‘ﬂ = ohdse B AFoln, o] ARNA A4 49 RAs2HE 4
4 A 5% AR g 23& A9 €73 3 537 Ao 97 A 3] AR 94
NZA7A BRE S} 3H AT ojd S A AR ¢ 5 Atk Quandt (1958,
1960)= 5 AA3AY AL o2 A AAAI 42 A 55 AFE FAWEL AR
L olgjst 4o MM Fd Wstalelo] fofstrtel et AARES A Rt wepA F
A AsEAe] 2R T 9 ARE 0] BF /s SAAL EE £ =8 Az RN AES
Bopel

2. 89
2.1. g4 ™ S22 B4

EAZS 243 & 357 29032 74 Menstrual distress questionnaire(MDQ) ] wj&de] F4+
A4 AR AT FAE e Cox-Stuart FAHE 288 €7 A $F57E 248t} o of
B0l AFE AlF 197E 2847449 ARA 19RE 5%177}7‘? EA71o)nE BAoA Aefst
I GAANF 7~2849] AAgg B 2 3

2.1.1. A 7 oj Aol dis) ke APRL v 357 B FAFESEL] Heo] Bt
£ AR 7~2899 7 gttt £ 10339 357) BEe 23R4T A% Mo 73k oS
E%‘A‘&A Pz FT F 7 49 Wide SHRSTE TG Mo vlgdte] Zh el + &
£ -7t B A FUF MoRTE I E +o]1, e —ojth. Zojge] F 227 L&Y + E= - A
B F 3% Mo} 59 A8E AT F, & nu9 +9 no Y —RBE BET (1 +ne < 22).
olE3t d#g +9 —Am2RE A A r& FUT. B =244 A9 A Ao o) 2
F EOA + — + — ++ollA +79] 374, —™e) 27]0)n, mEkA] r& 5ojrt
ARL ro) TAH o2 AFRETS ol 43 AR &

r = [(2nin2)/(n1 +n2)] + 1

2?’&17’&2(2721112 — Ny - ’n2)
(n1 4+ n2)?(m +n2 — 1)

FAFREY vl ste] A0 (Daniel, 1989, p.66). ©ef 7} vl A7t B w9 22

Z, = (2.1)

'oé' izl—\,. 7.61
% BE7} ARG 4 AHE Vehine $584E WSl 93 A FFE Holt 442 3%
o},

2 357} B89 SARSEL 29807 By A2 Aashs ¢ (orthogonal factors) ¢l 67] Fof,
£ %%, 9% 18, J59 Ash, #44 BA, ASAFAY wE, #EESHOE 7S 4 ok
239 Eg47t A= a2t 33 ) 99 4] 2.1)2 4 Eop E¥ vEE THEA g2 3
AEAZeITt. 28 67) 5‘“’]"‘“ ‘:H*‘EM] AFstuA o 4 Bopd R A9 BFAF $ARE 7

Z EGoz MY ¢ U= X FAFS WA T2 22 A0 ¥ JHsditt
Zgum(r) = “\/_g(zl(r) + Zary + Zagey + - + Za(ry)- (2.2)

C 4 (22)9] BARCE FEPRE AP 44 A T3 e d4e AU
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2.1.2. Cox-Stuart #% Cox-Stuart 2% (Cox-Stuart, 1955)& 2+ o4dof) vfs] w2} 3574 &
o] 2AALE] FARAE Holerlol tid Ao BB A (sign test) ] WP oltt. 4P A=
2EE AXA g B AGs 4 golA Doljd F FAE vlaste ‘49 A4S K2 g 0 “of
Q9] 243858 HPel g E AR A K= FEo 059 o1 FE0] wpeth

ol ARL B =7 ABEAY EFQ F7EAY Hdd) i Fe vrdste] 7d3 289, 844
279,..., 1793 18949} F 11488 AT} 7 AoA Fuie S4FTRl J S ARE +2 F
i, die] A$E -2 ok $Y A4E Hole A4S Astn g 49 Mert nfeldl o] F +9]

o -

~

A7t k' D W) AR SN 73 BE P(K <F/|n',05)0] B3 fo$F okt A =4 A5
7HdE 71 ZE). o|FRETL IAA R BEAFEETE o5t ABEAF
_ (¥ +05) —0.50/

0.5v/n’
22 &AL AW €973 A FFE Hole o4E AT ¢ Jvh & FelMs} AR
MDQ¢] 67 Bobg tSalA Hgstuxl by Z Bobdz 9] Cox-Stuart Z715A AREAZ
€ 78 F U] ARE U

Zes

2.2. €7 H SBUE AlRFEO| FH

EAe 97 A SFE Holk NS SAWS A2 REY A WA F83 AH8E & e
97 A 539 Ao el 2 B AAT Atk F, Tv28de] FAESRE WS Holt A
AR e 2R EAoN, o] NHAL 222 970 AR AR 28Y7H BHge) A% 37
& Aol B =RANE T A4 2AT ASAAE Gohhs B4H geaA PYH oW Y
W3 eI 7SR gt MESE PP HE3te] e

2.2.1. GHES|IZAO] oiSt ZEuElElo] A™I AIRIES FH deslHAdl o HIAE FHL
Quandt (1958, 1960) o]l 28] A= gict. o] TP AT vl wshd] F AP A4 7
£717) ¥ishe AEE 2aeEder Ut He AFLE A, -28 FAE 22547 v
o|AF EETTH= AHdol &3t AT BeckmanF}t Cook (1979)€ WE3 o2} ARE2
—2log A ZAHALR FHAF BE(ARE 4)3HA gt B B =RdAe oy 249
A 8|23 Kim3} Siegmund (1989) o] A2kt 2234 H& o] &8}

Quandt (1958, 1960)2] 9170l olo] zkg 7} 3 437 A= SA uieg} g dze g2 d
T7F o]l At BF 4L MHAH FAA olx4] o)A AR AgsHe AL (Esterbyst
El-Shaarawi, 1981), #le]x¢t WHE A3t F¢ (Bacon¥ Watts, 1971; Ferreira, 1975; Choy$h
Broemeling, 1980), ¥ @37 A Aol s AAT 1 HAAMY 7 hAsgt 240 2L
53 3¢ (Hinkley, 1969, 1971), T+ € ©)49) 98 3A4E OFAA AP (cusum) & 183 3
% (Brown ¥, 1975) o] Yt} 39 ojuwjst BxT spAeA &1 A4 £AA g vES
A PHE Pettitt (1979)= AT otk B =89 A5 BAoA X437 98U Quandt (1958,
1960) 2} Kim3} Siegmund (1989)2] 5 w374 W93} Pettitt (1979)2] w2448 wpg oz A3kt
t}.

Quandt (1958, 1960)9] T T34 2L Ul gt AF/EL 49 S4FHsTe] shie
Aoz AHEch= Rold, HE /ML F e A4, F AR (1 <t < T)7HAY AXF AF ¢
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ol the Aol o8 duEthe Aot}
Ho:yr=o+Pze+e, k=1,...,T,

o yi=on+Pxi+e, i=1,...,t
' yi=oao+ Bazj+e, j=1

T
9d FAANMY 2T ' HTo] 00]T EAlo) 0°¢d AFEEE Wiy /HEEH, T A4
AL €% ;= MB Felv] Hgo] 0ola BAN 77 of} 03¢ AFEEE wETIL AT
t}. AN FEATE SAEFYIH, AB¥HSE UdolBE 1 < - < zp7t AT, 3
z; =12 o8 54 7HEE 7pAh
22 9 ¢; 9 AFRZTE o]&5A ]9 ALY T - t49] ZAELE] $E28ee 42
thed 2t}

1 Tt 1 T
2
( 21r0‘2> P [—2Tr§ Z (5 — Bomj — 02) :l

2
t T—t T
<\/’2;{5§> (ﬂ%) [ py ;(yz Brzi — an)? — %j;l(w T az)z}

_—Tlog(\/%;) tlog(oy)—~(T—t) log(o2)— Z(yz ,6’13:2 —ay) —-——Z(yﬂﬁgmj az)?. (2.3)
J =t+1
4] (2 3)°i-rEi -7‘1-;*'7}’5-3 6MW X 71g7le AR HYer 2R g s}o]],q A A
71&7)8 Ao Ao %S Fa

Z (xx — 1) (yx — Tr)
bzk:l i3 y az?T-bﬁT>

> (zr — Zr)?
k=1

¢ o
> (@ —Te) (i — )
: i=1 » . -
by = i , a1 =T, — biFy,

ZZEI(% - @-t)z

T o
2 (= —F) s —Tr)
=1

J —k —*
b2= - , a2 :yt—ngt’

4714 B2-E o 2o] AHrh

T . . . T
Tr=T""> 4 T=t"D u T=T-"> v
k=1

=1 =i+l
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T b T
TTzT_:LZ:Ek, —:ft:t_lzmi, f: =(T—t)—1 Z ;.
k=1 gmtpd
71&719F B FAFE o438t 0%, o, 039 -r7§ak°] T3zt
T ¢ ) & 2
Z (yk = b — a)2 E(yi - byx; — a]) E (yj - bz.’i’ij - a2)
A2 k=1 A2 dm=l A2 J=tl
o= y oy == 3 Oz =

T t

o] RE QTS o] g3l Ao LEY4
L(t) = —Tlog(v2r) — tlog(61) — (T — t) log(82) — g

o] Ttk WMIAAFY A E FAFLE vk 7t dAfoletd Lt)9] nEezA FaE ¢ AT
tE g A Qs o] AFolB R, Quandt (1958)= BE tof] e} L(H)E 3 X L(t)7} 4\:&7]—5]
E AN E R AT o] tE HAULE A Ak o9} B2 ANHY FHL G
Ao A W37} 3 fojstrte] AAE 1S F 1 v E Mk
Quandt (1958, 1960) & A NN W37} §o87te] FRo2A L5¥] ARE AMSHAT 5, F
He= £33 ¢F o83l

5t 5T
0104

A=

&7
=
=

T8 2og A ARE 49 FolAF REFE o83 ARV T HhLE 29 18
o1 g3to] T8 o] UL 1ol AESHE ZAR PEu0)T log \E T Y AR

max(likelihood of the observations under Hilt)
log A¢ = log

max(likelihood of the observations under Hy)

o|BE AFIY 8ol max(—2log As), & min(2log )Y BEE 44 7+ $ gtk

5 23] AN o wstAlEe] 235 AANA Quandt (1958, 1960) 7} H4te] TR ALE HEZ
AR g, e8] SEAL /138 e dFAE (Hinkley, 1969, 1971; Bacon® Watts, 1971;
Brown -, 1975; Ferreira, 1975; Beckmani} Cook, 1979; James %, 1987)3} w7l = Kim»}-
Siegmund (1989)% 01 = 03 = o0& 7}E8}. F @3] TR o)A SEAL B9 629 4% o
25 2

t T
2y~ bz ~ )+ 3 (ys —bawy — a2)?
&2 - fmsl FETESY

T
Kim3} Siegmund (1989)9] =1 A9 AL/NEL Ho: f1 = B2 and a1 = a2 0.8 A9 W37}
Grhs Zola, RPN Hy :Jr# froron # 0B HEAEE ARt (1 <t < T)7F 28 A
oltk. Kim7} Siegmund (1989)°] =3 HUl¢E AAYL AAES] =8l AAH 4 (2.16), & v

=9 ARSAZ 2 3& e B AFNEE 71 FA

Tt(y ~Tp)® | Qi | Qi Qiyr
S C(t) = t y yt o Y
( ) Tt + wat + met meT .

L C)7H A ANH, & Crs = 6 maxg<e<r; CO)7F AEHE A t7F 9ok 74
S 023 20 AR HuF AR ¢ (0<t <t1 < 1) 33 HINF oA A 7153 3
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&9k Holf XA olrt.

T T
Q:c:xT = Z(mk - ET)21 Qz:wt = z(l‘z “Et)z, Q;xt = Z (Q‘Jj - 52)21

gl Fr=tpl

T
Quyr = Z(il?k —Zr){Ys —Tr)y  Qoyt = Z(wz ~Te )Y —Ys), Qope = z (zj — i) (ys — G2 )-

K=l je=tt

AAZ As52RE FIHA Cxsd #°] cxs¥d Wl $8E9] dFHA g2 A Kim3} Siegmund
(1989)= th2-& AN B3ict.

P = 2"1c§<3 exp [-%c‘f{s] log [M} .

tg(l — il)

2.2.2, HIR2+X SEUEe] 2B ASES FH  Pettitt (1979)7} AA 3 XM AR A2
Ao A PEL tAIEE 7|Foz AN £A] 4y, ..., p St TR Tz] Yt+1,-.., Y72 U F
29 BTTA} Aok AR Ho : Fily) = Fa(y)3h FI5S] S405T0] Ao} v zetol A
Haldths dY7HE Hr : Fi(y) # Fa(y)ol ot 95¢ 2384 % 243, 98 24343
o] Aulie] 2R Rt Zr4gchs BA7M H, - Fi(y) > Fe(y)ol gt @& AA = 75}

ofAl ANHEE] T X yi 2 FNHLY T A y;ofl th3f

1, if wi >y, .
D=3 0, ify=y, i=L2..,t j=t+1,...,7T
=1, i g <y, '

£ 93T BE $29 B e 7T,
4 T
Ut,T = Z Z Di]
i=1 j=t+1

TR 2R T] VT UG OB ARAEL o) ¢ ARFAD| Hav} e

ol Hui7t = Aoty BT I ST o] Fadrhe Y7L i AN AE2 E5E
AREAF

ol H7t HE ARol2R $5ARY AAEADE Kr = max(K7, K7)ol Arh. $19] Kim3} Sieg-
mund (1989)2] AR YA} vPR7IAZE Pettitt (1979)9] B EFAZHAAZ oohz,—*z; AL NPHT)

olAl AA t& WA A AAZE AA A FAFES 3t ARy ¢ANBLE Uyr TAFLE
AR A5 <AY Wi rsh et 22 FA 9 Aok

Uir = 2Wer — T + 1)
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oju] 2 YA A= AR SAelM ] FwH #e
HT +1) HT — t)(T + 1)
2 T 12
B Wor7h 2AR02 AFRESE 0§33, AAY BB o = /T2 WHW AFEARL b3}
2t

E(W,r)= var(We,r) =

3

Zt (x) ﬁ

SN

(T+ 1)) Uer.

oAl T — co? Wl Brownian Bridges} 2:¢ 2ZREEE 7S ol &3t AR, 3/(T(T +1))'°
Kro) SRREE sup|Z(z)|9] SRLZ SIste] AA A2 2RE T3 Kool gol krd o ol
Ao FEEW FAGES
P =2exp {~2Zr(z)’} ~ 2exp _ Sk
a T3 +12

o]t} (Pettitt, 1979).

3. OIlA|

E2A4L 2= £ 357) 2P0 FAY MDQE Sd8A0g ZHA Jushs oA 299 55,
A5 W, AeE A}, £A3H A, AeAAA B, 257 426, 5, 8, 8, 4, 4719 £FL
2 AR 4 B¥e S92 L(AH 234 grh), 2(A4 39T, 3(2FH), 4EFeIH), 5(

o
Zrsie}), 6(v-¢ A2ttt ﬂﬂl z shie A"EA 2. AA 357 B3t 24 T 7 Bopd 3
ol BHztel Axz ARE £ itk €70 AZE ANHEEL 142 3o 847X]9] $H & 19B
§L7A = AR RE7 A IS Hols A7 7bo|nz BadA AleH 1 7289
A2E BAGT. B =Roa] £431e AA Rae 943 Rt AR A2 200 oo
58'%4 T Yol I 30-400) A 45O F 1119 F A?M EgRle} EAF77F
AR ol ok 8L ALe 103F0] WY 88 Ryoln 1994y & & £ £AIAY (AHL,
1995).
7-2842] A7 BAoA 8147 Z.o] 28 10378 F 3290 $oiste] dlgsigo] oh)el= Al &
ol B3, 2&v} Cox-Stuart A3 Zesol YsjAE 1039 £ 2590] 728 Sriselg Holvk= 23
E 24t BFEAL e S4ESE) dgelgie AR HE, HEIAEL W] ohizhe
dubA el Lo tist Bk $HH Cox-Stuart ZHHE 54 AFILe s oigsiEde 271
EE Belthe Zojtt. 27 3.140 AAE ) ¥ iRl R8N SRS Kol 2537 oy
X}- HA A Cox-Stuart FA A BH P < 0.001% |93, g8 710 cfafzle] B0 AR
= 0.09918] Cox-Stuart AL P < 0.0012 0L §2]3lth A2 Hoja 974 & Z—?oﬂ 23t
k| Ol FgAsr 94 A 58 Vel Bole 4Btk 288 Z4AFAE B €3 A 5%
F2 5 gl 949 ok} 55 R ARk Aol AR E BV P = 00042 {2 g,
Cox-Stuart AARNAE Z2F P = 0.998 P = 1.002 59517 &2 235 Bt maka] B =8
Mol 240 473 A FHE B o) tiarke] B2alo)= i g9 SAER 21 sjelo) JEAE AR
£ Cox-Stuart FARo] % UL & 5 gl oA & 3.10] AAE Cox-Stuart AR 23]
fogirha AFE A 258 SAEs l Big 7 D HRu e AREE g

L o o



130 ol2id, &oliE

V03] W
ot %]
= s
us i
= &
Rrad G
pred #
ne ue
ve fia
il W
W oy
= 2
2 @
= o
b B
= =
= ]
S =4
% 5
® . =
b3 . 4
b 2
% #1
% i
% &
e s
& 2
o i
B #
3 A
t H

T & A W £ @k @ Ik 15 & €2 I £ A 22 Iz R 98 O I %6 R R EE R EE-EEE e
dxp

(a) 2= 250 (b) A 558

3
H

wobr BEUEAELUIRAERERERESHIRRERE L

[ 1

on iR FENAL RN R EYRARRAFEBRAEE T,

T2 % W U T ow oA 3 KR ST 1B MW 20 B 22 73 W (% N T AR 7 0% 3 ¢ 3 i2 B 14 55 6 KT B 13 22 M Z I3 o & B B &
by

(c) WhAkaL 719 (d) ThdA 94w

H# 3.1, Cox-Stuart ZAZOL K28 25Y WX

0OBS Subject no. n zos P OBS Subject no. n zo8 P
1 4 11 —1.809 0.035 14 57 11 —2.412 0.007
2 8 11 —1.809 0.035 15 60 11 —1.809 0.035
3 13 11 —~2.412 0.007 16 62 11 --1.809 0.035
4 24 11 -1.809 0.035 17 64 11 —2.412 0.007
5 25 11 —3.015 0.001 18 68 10 —2.846 0.002
6 26 10 —2.213 0.013 19 71 11 —3.015 0.001
7 28 11 —1.809 0.035 20 77 6 —2.041 0.020
8 31 11 -1.809 0.035 21 80 11 -1.809 0.035
9 33 11 —-3.015 0.001 22 89 10 —2.846 0.002
10 36 11 —3.015 0.001 23 90 9 —2.666 0.003

11 45 9 —2.000- - 0.022 24 99 11 —-3.015 0.001
12 49 11 —2.412 0.007 25 102 11 —1.809 0.035
13 56 11 ~2.412 0.007

E 32004 B9 Quandt (1958, 1960)2] *HiA ez FRAF] UL 7Me AN HL2
1390t} KimT} Siegmund (1989)ef] &aiA A7)l =& Ct)E 1392 M2 YA3d F A9
20 g2 MR 244 2 950 Yokttt Kim3} Siegmund (1989)0] A& Hex
Ao os) PZE 0.022 Fo3itth o] wl WIAFY] a9 HAUFCRA to = 1/5F ¢ = 4/5=
soirt. AR} 2590 A% £ FAH AL AR AL g = 60.846 — 0.56x;, x; = 7,...,13°]1L,
BuhEol &7 AL §; = 37.775 + 1.568z;, z; = 14,...,280|W F AL 17 3.20] A}
At
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B 3.2, CHarXp 2590l 208t EFU B9 AlAY 8 2t

Day Linear regression Nonparametric
Quandt L{%) KS C(t) PETT Uy r
7 - - : ’ -9
8 - 99.130 - =20
9 —49.175 103.774 : -39
10 —49.025 105.300 —56
11 —49.214 . 103.371 -71
12 —49.601 99.319 —84
13 —47.972 115.440 —105
14 —50.464 : 89.770 —110
15 -51.537 76.792 -~113
16 —50.258 92.118 —120
17 —50.406 90.437 —-121
18 ~53.821 44.573 —118
19 —-54.724 29.882 -117
20 —54.803 28.531 —-112
21 —55.870 9.393 —103
22 —56.273 1.660 -390
23 —54.575 32.385 -73
24 —55.794 10.820 —66
25 -55.893 8.968 —55
26 - 9.996 —40
27 - - —21

A S e
S
80
3 e = b s °
70 o il
65 =
60 <
55 L“‘u"“g’“—we
s0
as
40
35
£
&
20
15
10
s
o T v Ty g
7 8 8 10 1 (2 1@ 14 15 e 17 18 (9 20 21 22 23 @4 25 26 27 29

ey

3% 8.2, quandt FREUO 28t = CreME3| |

Pettltt (1979)8] HIRF A oM Uyrs —12124 K; = —min(Usr) = 1210]3 A7} 5
ARt 17dolth. B3 U r o AUz K™ = —909 A7l H& AF t= 7delth wjebA

Kr = max(K}, K7)9] 3& 121°] 91 @3 EL 1792 2490k $288L P'= 2exp(—6 x

121%/(22° + 22%)) )l 93] 0.00072.2 wj$ 2] 5)T}.

F MR e Al o) S2uEe) Aol thad 245 gon, BaAd B2 o3 A3

& 134 ule) wRSHA Hmou o8 2xside) NS 1798 2450 179RE W7} ¢

& 55 )8 Wt R AP ARE ALtk : ‘
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H 4.1, 224 A=A el FHEM4

Design Linear models
A yp = 41.389 + ey, k=1,...,2251=1,...,25
B yx1 = 41.389 4 0.0056xx; + €z, k=1,...,22;1=1,...,25
C  yp; = 41.389 4 0.356x5, + €1, k=1,...,22;1=1,...,25
b Yryt = 1398w, 1 +41.389 + €1p,15 €151 ~ N(0, 1),

Ukgl = 1.393Tp,1 + 41.380 + eopyts €ongt ~ N(0,6%), k1 =1,...,17; kg =18,...,22;1=1,...,25
Yryt = 37775 + e, 1, )

B Ykot = 38.486 + €x,1, ki=1,...,17, k2 =18,...,22;1=1,...,25
F Yryt = 0.054 + 0.068z,; + €x,1, '

Yiot = 0.062 + 0.068T 5,1 + €k, k1=1,...,17, ko = 18,...,22; 1 =1,...,25
G Yyt = 1.299 +egyy,

Yrot == 0.075 + 0.068x 1, + €x,1, k1=1,...,17; ko ==18,...,22; 1 =1,...,25
H Yiyt = 3.099 + ey, )

Yigl = 0.075 + 0.168x s, + €p,1, k1=1,...,17, kg = 18,...,22; 1 =1,...,25
I Ykl =1'299+€k11) ’

Vit = 0.075 + 0.097x,; + €41, k=1,...,17 k2 =18,...,22;[=1,...,25

4. PojM

4.1. 2o4d

24 Au: AR E4L Fudted £ 2297H7-28Y)o] AR 2599 vhde] ZAAY
£, A g NEER 8o oF 1A A A48 uEs 33YS 93 H e AR
AR tach. g3 e ARML 2989 718717 vE £ e F AXAA 2E3 787
7F BE YA 8= @ 4ot 2 BiRS ARFUAAE 480l 2297 3] 9l Aol
B2 AyAoas 34, & 71€717} 09 Fke] AR gy w3 HyY AT
Ao 2A A AT fE 34, § 7187171 02 A Ast EREEF0 715 3 B4
AE B9 CE& A48iH, o714 A C= AY BEo 88 7u2 71e72 Ayt #EsAdR3dy
o} AR AF-2 ARoln AF B Cx g 7Hd) 3=t
H 24 AR gl Wy EFe UgtE Ager 94 o A4 oluAE 2 A3 Filo]
dEM AR AF D7F gvk. =3 FHE HSAIT AE E, 71&7)7F 00] o dA FA4le)
Ho] THHEA nlekstA W= AE FE 4459 A8 G, He I+ $4437) gle 2l
71717 e AN R Wi Ffoln, AF HeY I+ AF GE} 71€77 AXa =3 A
THAE AFA7) Ffojt). AF DREE AY 71K oA Hsle 17d] B EE d5ct A
I BE AFA AT e EERFFEESCLT e a8y Ad Do) 243
B ey ~ N(0,6%)2 W3}
4.19] BE AZE €ANAY. 42 422 A4S E g2 2599 224709 e H4-Es
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243 AFHE AT FoA 24HQ < Kim} Siegmund (1989)9] AR WL “KS"2A &
718k HIR5AQ) Pettitt (1979)9] AWML “PETT” 2 731w 2+ Ago)A] 1,000 iz
T A3 Al 15 259 A48 viudrt. Z94 71e7E Ao 3% KimF Siegmund
(1989)9] AP FEAARL DA H B2 Hl2SH Pettitt (1979)8] AFPANE FSARL
Agen} f25FE 5%2 BIAT E 429 F 430 A 1% 259 AW € AR M) J1dg
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B 4.2. A" A, B, Coff Uish Xl 18 278 2} AlE0IM 21248 el
B

A C
Day KS PETT KS PETT KS PETT*
7 - 0 - 0 - 0
8 4 0 2 0 6 0
9 3 0 2 0 5 0
10 4 0 9 0 1 0
1 3 0 4 0 6 0
12 3 2 4 3 2 0
13 2 2 2 11 4 0
14 2 7 3 7 6 0
15 3 7 3 11 2 0
16 4 5 4 8 8 4
17 1 4 3 19 2 887
18 2 6 3 8 1 7
19 2 2 3 12 3 0
20 5 5 2 5 6 0
21 3 0 4 7 4 0
22 4 3 7 4 4 0
23 0 0 4 0 4 0
24 10 0 3 0 8 0
25 4 0 8 0 3 0
26 3 0 6 0 5 0
27 - 0 - 0 - 0
Type 1 error 0.062 0.043 0.076 0.095 0.080 0.808

- : Not applicable. K3: Test of Kim and Siegmund (1989).
PETT: Test of Pettitt (1979).
# : Power for Pettit test.

AR RE B9l el 238 AP BEE AN AR S AHNEY 1795 2
APoIA 24 AR QAYEE S92 5 9.

4.2, Dol A

A 1% L7E AVEY, A8 ST} gt A¥ AdAE Kim} Siegmund (1989)9] 2o 4
£ 0.062% 5%} ¥ Pettitt (1979)¢] A Wel A 004328 5%K 0k Rk 3 A4 AR
7Hd-& vehl= Kim3} Siegmund (1989)9] 23] A B 712717t F2 & A CoAlM 729
A 1% LB 0.0767} 0.082A) 5%k =t} Pettitt (1979)9] A HNXNE AY B Cx oigrd
o) shste] AL 72 0.0959} 0.8980] ). ‘
oAl £ AW BTN g el sige: AR A DYE AY 174X S8k 17994 Al
Zhh. A De T ANNA X3 Bato] F7lshe Af-old A EL Kim# Siegmund
(1989)9] AAH 229 0.3398 T} Pettitt (1979)2] A3 FAEo] 0.8872 W &t} AF
= ZAs £ $940 2etho] dElAs Aol Kim3} Siegmund (1989) 2738 AARHL
0.7240111, Pettitt (1979) AP AR HL olBr} ¥-& 0.9960th A & 4.300= AAX gk
U AE E9 AW 38.486% 38.91322 F/IAFIAEE £ AAHY FRH] BF FolAA 09977
100l E& ¥ 5 vt A Fx Avkiel 3wy J49 718717 A= 2ot dyvte] v]o3iA
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¥ 4.3. M8 D, E, F, G, H2 I0{A2) 2R 2 AS0A JIZE BlEs
D E . F G . H 1

Day KS PETT KS PETT KS PEIT KS PETT KS PETT KS PETT
7 - 0 - 0 . - - 0 —- 0 - 0
8 0 0 0 0 3 0 8 0 10 0 0 ]
9 0 0 0 0 5 0 7 0 12 0 0 0
10 0 0 0 0 4 0 16 0 19 0 2 0
i1 0 ) 0 0 1 0 13 0 27 0 6 0
12 0 0 1 0 2 1 16 0 35 0 11 0
13 0 0 0 0 8 2 29 3 27 0 26 0
14 0 0 2 0 4 18 30 3 39 0 52 0
15 0 0 11 1 5 98 36 14 24 0 104 0
16 0 7 33 22 7 192 30 25 73 8 152 9
17 14 867 652 952 2 290 44 51 528 793 142 41
18 16 13 17 21 3 214 29 162 53 149 147 314
19 16 0 4 0 5 85 43 218 24 19 150 401
20 23 0 0 0 4 21 33 214 7 3 109 175
21 31 0 1 0 4 5 37 159 4 0 57 16
22 32 0 0 0 4 0 29 71 5 0 24 0
23 45 0 0 0 3 0 24 18 0 0 13 0
24 42 0 1 0 2 0 14 0 1 0 3 0
25 60 0 0 0 7 0 13 0 1 0 0 0
26 60 0 2 0 4 0 6 0 0 0 1 0
27 - 0 - 0 - 0 0 - 0 - 0

Power 0.339 0.887 0.724 0.996 0.077 0.926 0.457 0.928 0.88¢ 0.972 0.999 0.956
- : Not applicable, KS: Test of Kim and Siegmund (1989), PETT: Test of Pettitt (1979).

3= ALER Kim¥} Stegmund (198912 AR AAYo] 00772 wh$ Ra1, o)of vksl Pettitt
(1979)9] AREY FAYL 092622 ¢ =v} AFY GE £3MA F4HA3 44 A
71717} BE @eiE Z¢oln Pettitt (1979)9 2489 AFHL 09282 2 W Kim}
Siegmund (1989)¢} AW} ARYL 04572 Wt AY HY I+ AR £347 71719 27)
of MEE & Aol ¥ ARHe AHYe] BF &1 AY I+ Kim?} Siegmund (19899 274
g2 0.999% 1 H| 25 HY] ARHL A7F o 0.9560| ).

AN EY 7 A BP0 ARAFE )Y o) Qe Si4e] AsEth F FAY BF
AN ZRE 50% o4 A= AYE H,Iol9 o] Al Aol F AL vlxdel. AE EH Hojl
A& BlES Pettitt (1979)9] A3 H3AH $40] FE3W 17d9] 547} vkl 15~18¢
T 16~209 8 ZE o] 2HHE el AlY BEoAE 179 $9s 2RO B o)) 1
1893} 199 4 o] 7B wbH3lt}. KimT} Siegmund (1989) BAL AF Eg HolM+E 179 &3
o] 71g gAwt 2AAE WATE 242 12~26Y T 8~25U A THE @Rle] 25 vtk AY
19} A% Kim7} Siegmund (1989) AAEL AAHL v AT W@l d 2433 LRG
1740 opd ok dxte] &4 o] Wimsit}.
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ARge 2A ] st B SEuEY AR AIFE 2 £3E T BERFA PP
Quandt (1958, 1960} #H-2 HIAHE 4 £+ o} B 75 aHAw Kimd Sieg-
mund (1989)°] A1 F43} FAl A& 7PsaA 39 wheba] Bl E4A QA Pettitt (1979)
Wi 233 8 AA o] Jhssithe o) = HHoEA o] F HPEE vwdtuAl BAFE Al
=3t E 02 24de] BEXL2 =70 IFEA 717 HUY oA A5 EAATNAM vE
S Q Pettitt (1979) ol 6% {osgE B ohvet F o o8 A9 WA A ] 237
]l Fol o]t AFE ottt BYAEE At FAHLE A Byl ddigiETlel
g ARoz FA3N) stedx I g PR v ThgEe o3t Wl FIE EAE A5 A4
o w5ttt
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g} A 19 Aol 7187 B 29 A 43AA E5EQ AFHAA g BAYo| viRSy
A M RYE Fou F4 WRARY 2N g 179 14270 EEa YA E 1098
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Analysis of Daily Distress Symptoms: Threshold
Estimation after Isolating the Distress Group
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Abstract

After selecting a group of women with premenstrual syndrome based on daily distress scores of 28 days, one
needs to estimate threshold for the change of symptoms, which would be useful for the clinician’s diagnosis in
hospitals. However, a test of whether a change has occurred has to precede the estimation of the threshold.
In this paper, we apply parametric and nonparametric testing methods to an example data obtained from
a group of women. Nonparametric method does not assume any distributional form of distress scores and
parametric testing method is based on the normal distributions of linear regression lines. Therefore, the
optimal situation of both methods would be different and we will assess it with a simulation study.
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