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WEAHEHY® UE E (Makoto Yamazato)

1. F. XBREOHHRERSPHENEBENZE D TROUMIOBREDLF L BEILIES
DE— FOMNBOEEDHEILODOWTINETHASNTOEIFED N D12 BNT 32
e, ZhoDUBRE.2TEH52LTHS.

SELEEBREERD, FACBE-ORKENDHLEE, ZORKARE—F&EL
bhd. BEEROBASHKN2MHEPBCLENSBTRTE- FEFTH 3.

E—-FOHEOEELNLTAFTICRREINMISGETLE29H5. 1 DAY
WICUTHEYSSHERIBEERELTERA M S L2ED, 1BEBVBRTE—FE#ET 2
BbOTHS. CHITISLEEBHNOEELRFICE— FOMNBOHRENLINS.
Parzen [1] IXEFEEHEE® Kernel estimate 2FHLTE— FOHBEAEHETEL
7o, Z0&®& W DH Parzen OEREFHRULAH IR NL. Cho0BFEEBOHE
EXEHTSE— FOMEEIE indirect estimate &LMEEIhTL 3. $5—>0
FEREERAHOBBIRLKOERTE- FOMNBEEETILEDOTHS. ZDLHK
HEEFEREERROMELEENICIIEDLIL DT direct estimate &ETH
Tiv5%. Venter [6] BZDL)BWHEEEERILL/ . Grenander [5] REER
BHEOHEELZEH LY, JIOMEEREERB UL, Jhicix Hall [7] 2k - TS
REELEZ ohre. '

Direct estimate TRHBL TRETEXRIHE2. 10BFELHL, X
S L,f:ﬁﬁSﬁzf;ﬁ%%ﬁ@ﬁ%a:ﬁ%&t. —%, indirect estimate T3
WE2. 20BEE2HAWSL0LHS. FickTHIET 5, Mammen-Marron-
Fisher [14]Ti#EXE— FOENOHF{E% Brownian bridge |z & 2RERHK
4@ zero crossing number OMFBMOERATEUL TV S, ZOPEFEOE
A K. Ito k2 EWBB\D zero crossing number DYPFMOEBRR%
WATIEEH 7 ABBAIE LI DT, Cramer-Leadbetter OAREEITH T3
([141).

E—POEEEIIHUTEZSNIGHIPEENE ) THOLERET S HEIIEE
HBEZEE MY Shf:. Hartigan-Hartigan [13] 22 0BHERBE~RSHTL
3. ZZTi3tE®E D Mammen-Marron-Fisher [t 3R42E8NT 3.

2. BFHetE. Xy,---, X, % 1.1.d4. r.v., Th50#kBOSHEK

£ F(X) &F3. F(x) BEHELLY. J0&E Y, = F(X;),---,Y =

F(X ) BRE [0,1] Lo—KRSHICLLND. ThorREIOMicExbDE
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Y] S Y3 s --- S Y) ET5. ChoRERKHBEFENS. ChoOBENTE
i
t*(y,o+++2yy) = n! for 0SSy, S -+ Sy S1,
= 0 elsewhere
TH 5.
_ X _ vX _ X .. _ v¥ _ y¥ _ _ X
U1 - Y1’ U2 - Yz Y1' ’ Un - Yn Yn 1’ Un+1 =1 Yn
&iﬁ(& (Ulv"':Un) mﬁgrﬁﬁ‘i
g(uy,---,u ) = n! for u; 2 0, 2121 u; <1,
= 0 elsevwhere.
WE2. 1. Z;.,--+,Z,, 28545 2 > 0 OFHSE (1.e. BFEH

B ae ™, x 2 0) [TUEMS i.i.d.r.v. EFBE
(Uly"'aUn+l) @ﬁﬂ? = (Zl,'--.zn+1)/s @5}?5.

s _ snh+l
12U S = 2501 Z;
BERZEH vp(x), 0 < x s 1 % Y; £x &85 ) OBRTERT .

Va(X) B35 4—-% (n,x) OZESHICLENS. 1.e.

P(Vn(x) k) = C

x sy &¥5s.
P(vy(x) = K, vo(¥) = 1) = proreerrmemy s (v-x0 TR (-y)

IS

n-1

Cov(v, (x)v (y)) = nx(1l-y).

12 Vp(t)

wE2. 2.Vn(t)=n (—5 —t),o<t§1,vn(0)=o

L, {(V(t)} % EV(t) = 0, EV(s)V(t) = min(s,t) - st LHEHRA
£ (Brownian bridge) &3 5&

PVn > PV in D as n > .

X; £ x &5 J offfE wy(X) EBCERICE V(X)) 2 Wo(x).

Fo(x) = n_lwn(x)

ERBOTHEEEND.
3. £— Fo indirect estimate. Eddy [4] &2 BFEEHO
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kernel estimate 2*FHL /- E— FOREETEIIOVWTENT 3.

%Zﬁtﬁlb< le'°°! Xn )& i.i.d. r.v., %n%@%@@ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ%
F(x) &£95%. F(x) 3ESELSEEBRN (X)) 2F>5&795%. f(x) 20— %
HEELLL. BHHEOLHLIESL —» < a < b <ozl F(a-) = 0, F(b)
=1 2FEELL). F(x) £EBRSHEHETS. k 2 0 < k < n #HEEH,

h = (b-a)/k, An g = (a+(8-1)h,a+4h],
&L,

_ 1< n _ .
gn'h(X) = Eﬁzj=l 1An Q(XJ) for x € An,ﬂ’ 4 =0,. k

EBESCINIERE h QLA M SLOEITHS. ThEPVLERLT

1< n
fn,h(x) ﬁﬁzjzl lB (XJ) for x € BX

x,h »h

£¥%. L. By , = [x - hs2,x + h/2]. Zhi

o n(X) = ${F (x+8)-F ((x-3)-))
ELEGEMS,
1, for |x]| = %.
(3.1) K(x) = {

o, élsewhere

a0 = § KEFLaF (v)
LEIE. ZHEEE Fla-) = 0, F(D)

K(x) 2&-&—#&IiC
(K1) sup

1<« n
AhZjo1 K((x-X;)/h)

1 B RETBLEEBELES.

A

mI

—eocy<o | K(Y)]
(k2) [ 1K1y < =,
(k3) | K(yv)ay = 1,
(K4) lim IVR(Y) | =

o T ET 5.

-

Ef, n(x) = gERCEFRar (v) = E kEgheyv)ay
h=h),>0asn->wigre Ef ,(x) > {(X) EholEs fhon(x)
BEETREER ([11). &5

limy,, nh-Varlt, (01 = £ [k%(y)ay
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MbiBhS nh > o g5 £ (X)) B—HEERICLS(11]). h i

bandwidth i3 window width L XiIhs. Z0LS> LEEEROEEES:
kernel estimate &iv5. Kernel 0OfELTIE (3.1) DiEhic

1 - ‘er ‘Y|§lt
(3.2) K(y) =
O, IY‘ > 1’
%—Byz + 8ly13, Iyl <%
(3.3) K(y) =4 S(1-1y3, 3 s Iyl s 1,
0. , vl > 1,
(3.4) K(y) = (2n) "1 2exp(-y2,2),
(3.5) K(y) = {n(1+y2)y~!

(3.6) K(y) = {(sin y),y)}2/2n

(3.7) e 1Yl 2 |
HENHB. (3.4) ((3.5)) OME kernel &35 f ,(X) & h £

RS- ERBE, BEEN [(X) hSORRAT o 540, Sy, (AY) £H18
1

SEETZT IV ES (23— —@R) OEBERERIIE >TSS, ¥/, (3.4)
® (3.7) okernel |3 totally positive THHLWLWS HHEEAE D
([15]). Silverman [12] FZoHBEA2E— FOREICHAL.

M(f) = inf{x: f(x) = sup f(y)}
EEC. 8 = M(f) 2E-FLv, 6, = M(f, ) ZEFE-F&Z LK by

n

HT2 s £ = £ (%) EBLL

Z (t) = b "2(f_(e+b t) - £ (6)), t & [-T,T]
THEBE (Z,(t)) £EHTE.
EHE3. 1. p % p 22 BABHEETS. K 2FR, Bxh@EEREREL, £
DI Ky—zaF( LEEH K (x) bEREETE. By = | xK(x)dx, k =

0,1,:-+,p+1 LBz &%k, BO =1, Bl = ...= B = 0, B Bp+1

<o EBITETE. j{K'(x)}zdx =V <o, [xK(x))%ax < @ LEET
3. f BER/OELESES (prl) BEENERSDL,

sup If(k)(t)l <o, Kk =1,«++,p+1
e B B
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: )
= o
lim ., nhp ,

1i 3+2p)l/2

(nh =D < ®

mn—)m n

A {Zn(t)} [ ¢

Z(t) = £ (8)t2,/2 + {(-1)p+lf(p+1)(a)BpD/p! + Yt
K C(I-T,T1) THWETS. =T Y ~ N(O,£(8)V).

SR D KBHIZRDAY . |

EZ (t) = h_lbﬁ_zj[f(e+hx+bnt) - £(8+hx)]K(-x)dx

EBIS. [ ] oFkEF-S—BEL. K(X) CHETIREEES &
EZ (t) » £7(0)t2,2 + t(-l)p+1f(p+1)(e)BpD/p! as n - o
&5 Z2,(t) - tZ (1) ¥ n @D 1.1i.d.r.v. OMTHEILEAVELE
Var(Zn(t) - th(l)) -2 0 as n-> o

Hbing. i, ROBRERLY

Z (1) - EZ (1) ®4% > N(0,f(6)V) as .n - o.

UE&y {(Z (1)} » {(Z(t)} EBRRTHGHEOIROERTINKT 5.

E((Zn(s)—zn(t))/(s—t)jz's A = const.

WEZBDT {Z (1)} ® tightness bbhhbh Z (t) » Z(t) in C HRH
7. | _

%. EBORHL £7(8) + 0 01T (nh )26 _—6) 05%H n -
o D&X

CNC-DPe P (0)pB spren(e), £(0)V £ (0)2)

ES <.

GEBH. C LOWERARENAZ&ICL Y invariance principle HfEx
5.

4. — Fo» direct estimate. ﬁﬁ?&%ﬁ?ﬁ@ﬁ}ﬁﬂéﬁ f T Lik%:
BETS. -~ <a<b<wkl,
(F1) f(x) > 0 on (a,b),

f(x) = 0 on (a,b)c,
(F2) f € C(a,b),

(F3) a < 38 < b, £(8) > f(x) for 'x e (a,e8)U(s,b).
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X].ooXp % HSOMFRIRET . (r)) 2BEFIETE.
v = x§+rn—x§_rn . J o= rn+1,rﬁ+2,---.n—rn
K, %
VKn = min{VJ: rn+1vs J s n—rn}

ENBESICES. 0 = X§ B8 > 0 kU,
n

a;(8)

min{f(x): 6 - 8§ S X S 8 +8),

25(8)

max{f(x): a < x < 8 - 28, 6 + 26 £ X < b},
a(s) = al(s)/a2(8)

L.

FMA. 1. (1) e >0, 0< Vs <&, a(s) > 1,

(2) r./n - 0O as n - o,

r
(3) 0<"A<1,Sm?<¢w

KoIIHER 1 T o > 6.

AW Zy, 3= 1,---,n+1 ERE2. 1 XRNEREHIIETS. S, =

2351 Z; £ F(x) o#BM%E G(x) &B<. p % (ry+l)/n £ p s
l-ro/n &&%. FHEOERLY

/S

+
n B 1

S[np]—r‘n/sn+1 = ¢n(p) s S[np]+r'

iy ¢,(p) T

Vinp] = S(P)(S,,1)7 G (8, ()

EEHD. 2L S(p) = S[np]+r‘n - S[np]—r'n’ KE D3Rl &+ Borel-

Cantelli lemma A2FHWT

/S /S > p unif. in p with prob. 1

S y S¢
[np]-r"n n+1 [np]+rn n+1l

MWREBDT , :
¢n(p) > p unif. in p with prob. 1.

qQ =F(e) &L, p %

(rn+1)/n < p £ F(6-38) %/ F(6-38) = p = 1—rn/n
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EE%5. p OO FEH o
G’ (o,(pP))sG(¢,(q)) 2 a(s)
TH3d. & (3) & Borel-Cantelli lemma k9
S(p)/2rn - 1 unif. in p with prob.1

HREBDTHFHRERTRTO n IT2WT

S(p)sS(q) > a(8) 172,

LI >THFAIRELTRTO n {TDO0T
Vinp1”Vingy = S(PICG(4,(P))/S(Q)G™ (o (a)) > a(8)72 > 1.
DI EMS
Kn/n‘ 5> q as n‘—> ©
Mbmhy, 6, > 8 as n > o fJ\*%?J\h%.
FHA. 2.0, K, A> 0 2EMETE. 55 € > 0 HH-T, 0 < 8 <
e ABLTEED & LT

a(d) 2 1 + psk,
An2K/ (142K) | yp p 1,
T { An¥, i1f k <3
BoIER 1 T
6, = 6 + 0o(5,).
722U
n~17(142K) (100 017K gr g %’
°n { n"12(10g n)17¥, if k< 3.

ZOEBOIRICRAERORBFICAVAFMEL LELLTHE L L.

FE. COEEETIE bandwidth LWL SBENGTLA, r) HNERICHYT
5EHDBIENHREKS.

5. BBHORE. BB VI - E—RIBEHOREEZIV(OHBRES
NTLEPOTHEBBNL O EREDLDILL. I TRERICBBLANVEVLHE
¢ Mammen-Marron-Fisher®Of#R4A2E N3 5. Zhiz Silverman [12] @
TATTE2LOERIBEO T, BREICLAbOTHY, EHEEED kernel
estimate *BEHITIREETH 5. o

f AFEEMEL, X;,00, X 2 [ ZEEERE LT Ao 0OKE

X n OEALTE. K(x) % total positivity 2EREEEENETS
(K(x) % convolution kernel * UTHHERTZEERINILBEHOZTSD
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B3 EOMBOESORUTIKBEALEWHIHE) . £0L5H K(x) OBELTIE
(3.4) OEHREE, (3.7) OWMEAKKTELENSS. 2Tk K(x) EUTES
FEEERHWS. '

fhop(t) = (o) R R((t-X;)/m)

EH L. K(x) ' total positivity ZF S Eh SRR ES.
m
EE5. 1. m20 295 2= £ . 0t CHTIEAEONIEEE
at '
<. h U, |
IDI&EHNS by o= Inf{h: £ () WE~* kK HOE-FAFD) i

ERTRET £, () # K X0BCOE—FAFOIEE h < he . HEK

F EZUTOS >OREEFDEREREERDO I I X ET 5.
(f1) 5%, supp f = [a.b] C R,

(f2) £ € C%(a,b),
(£f3) £'(a+) > 0, f’(b+) < O,

(f4) a = z5 < 2y < -+ < Zgjoq < 295 = b 8" -T
f’(x) > 0 on (22k’22k+1)’ for k = 0,--.,j-1
£7(x) < 0 on (zZ5y_ 1,29y ), fOor K = 1,---,j.

(f5) £7(x) # 0, f(x) > O for all x with f’(x) = O.
UTF f € & 2KE.

X
N(h) 2 £, (t) OE—-FOEKLTS. Mx)=j K(x)dx, H(x)
’ oo

= K(x)sx + ®(x) - 1 &5[<.

#85. 2. h =h , 0 < 1lim inf n!”®h < 1lim sup n!’®h <
n->co n-co
T
EN(h) = § + 32370 (nhs)l/Zlf”(ZD)'> (1)
=J + 252 : + O
p=1 K" 1£(z. )17 2
P

o axml = (JrmBH R

%. n'’Sh 5> o #1517 EN(h) s § + o(1).

. nh® = c DBEEEZB L,

EN(h) = j + u(c) + o(1),
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ZIT, u(e) REP, lim u(x) = o, lim u(x) = 0. FELVEED
x>0 X ‘ -

S5 ¢ Ers

EN(h) = J + o(1).

c > 0 LT nh

F®5. 3. h = hy = o(n"!"®) w51 N(h) 5 » in

probability.
F. k 2z JHsoid ey > 0, T, > o [IHL,

1/5

P(o,n™1”° s h_ . s 7 n"17°)

- 1 as n -» oo,
BE%. N(h. ) = k iE® hy < hg p A5 N(hy) > N(hg )

=k. J:')T
E(N(hn)) = E(N(hn);hn<hc’k)'+ E(N(hn);hn;hc,k)

> kP(hn < hc,k)'

zzt n!Ph 5> o L¥prEES. 2. BLY EN(h) = J + o(1) TH3
M5, HBE > 0 AH>T N > o DEX
P(hn < hc,k) < 1-g.
n'®n_ 5 0 ty3.
| P(N(hn) > M)
= P(N(hn) > M, hn 2 hc,k) + P(N(hn) > M, hn < hc,k)
hy 2 he y WS Kk = N(hg ) 2 N(h) 7205 M & M > k b&5k
P(N(hn) > M, hn; hc,k) =0

EMoERS. 340 |
P(hn<hc,k) 2 P(N(hn)>M, hn<hc,k) = P(N(hn)>M) > 1

EES5. 4. k < J HOEHBIEH hy(f.K) #8H-T

P(hy > ho(£,%)) » 1.
FH5. 5. 0 < lim inf n'“>h < 1im sup n!’°h < w # 5 iFEAE
, n-c N
—-F upv p = 1121"' Kﬂbmﬁ"ﬁiﬁ.

1/5).

max min |u_-z. |
p i1 P 7

EFHE5. 6. FFD ¢ >0 & p=1,---,2j-1 2L,

= OP(n
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(log n)372 sup{ | £”(t)-£"(z ) |:1t-z |sc(log n)l72n-1/5y 5 o

MY ILDE S5,

n1/5

, weakly.

1/5,¢m -2/5
hc,j < sup f(zp) | £ (zp)l v

D
7L, Vl""’V2j-1’ i.i.d.
5. 20ENOTAFT. X (1) = £, (t) - Ef, (1) EBL. <
r gl
Y (t) = n‘l/zjh'lK((x—t)/h)dV(F(x))
(V(x) i3 Brownian bridge) TERTESI& LD Y (t) OBEKEEYL

XETEZ/I-bOII>EORELEHRL, TEBS5. 2%2EB5.
#E (Cramer-Leadbetter) WAT[EEH Y AR Z(t) OXM [u,v] i
Bitd zero crossing O¥*% N &9 5 E®RHEIL.

‘A V
E(N) = j r(t)o L (t)p ()R (EEya(n(t)at.
u

o(t)
Al Al U
G(x) = 2K(x) + x(29(x) - 1),
m(t) = EZ(t), Tz(t) = Var(Z’(t)), Oz(t) = Var(zZ(t)),
H(t) = Cov(Z(t),o(t),Z"(t),7(t)), o(t) = (1-p2(t))172,

n(t) = m’ (t),r(t)o(t) - u(t)m(t)so(t)p(t).
HMOEBLELLHNELZFTHBONS.
S, 2EHVWIEBRERE. TH/NEBE a il

a = P(hc’j > c,) = P(N(c,) > J)

LD cy EROUFB. £h&Y hy § HFRECNHD I LIRERD [=—- FOEK

X Il DBHETEREIDITC .

E(N(Ca)—j) =T, + T

1 2’ ‘
1 = E(N(cy)-3)I(N(c,)<J),

o = E(N(c )= T(N(c,)>J),

o
]

=)
"

THb. &£IAT

H
]

o = B(N(cy) > J) + Ty,

-
]

3 = ey P(N(ey)-j>m)

THB. @ > 0 LFBLEMS. 2. HLD n'c, > w0 LuBEBS. ¥,
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Ty = O(P(N(cy) > N?) = o(e?),
IT;1 s JP(N(c,)<J) = o(a)
MDD EFRENDHS,
E(N(c,)-J) = o(a) + 0(a®) + P(N(c,)>J)
£y @~ E(N(cy)-d). b

(nte 2187z )|

" 1/2
(K4 uf(zp)

DEE c, LTHEBVHA, £hili (Zp} & {f(Zp)}, {f”(Zp)} RHET

LLENHS. '

[14] Ti¥ bootstrap method AL/ REEBRUOSNTNENIITE

HEES 5. ' -

6. FERABOT—F. SEROSHOE— FORELRECOVNTRBALE
Mo teil, LEBIZWHL 2HONBMEZEBETH L.
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