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ON SIMULATION POWERS OF NEW NORMALITY TESTS

Abstract. Empirical study of powers in % of the Shapiro-Wilk test W
and the new tests T based on the characterization of probability distributions
is presented using in simulations 100 000 replications and sample sizes n =
10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70. Our tests compare favorably with the Shapiro—Wilk test
and other recommended omnibus tests. The presented test statistics have
a simple form and are free of restrictions required by many classical and
recommended tests.

1. Introduction. Pearson et al. [PE] studied powers of four omnibus
tests: K2, the Bowman & Shenton statistic; the R test with rectangular
contours; the Shapiro-Wilk W test; and the D’Agostino Y test, at the 5%
level for 200 samples of sizes n = 20, 50, 100 drawn from among 50 nonnor-
mal populations specified below. The results of their paper are very useful
and often applied in comparisons of the behaviour of new normality tests. Se-
lected alternatives of Pearson et al. [PE| nonnormal populations were used in
the empirical description of performance of tests in Kallenberg and Ledwina
IKL], Cabana and Cabana |[CC|, Szynal and Wotynski [SW2] and in other pa-
pers. We should note that Pearson et al. [PE| used in simulation 200 samples
of sizes n = 20,50, 100. Kallenberg and Ledwina [KL], Cabana and Cabana
[CC] based on 10000 replications, while Szynal and Wotyriski [SW2] applied
100 000 replications in simulations of critical values and powers of tests.

In this paper we use simulations based on 100000 replications to give
powers of the test W under all 50 alternatives proposed by Pearson et al.
|[PE]. We call them PAB alternatives. We compare the resulting powers with
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the powers of the tests 7" introduced by Szynal [S]. We also discuss Kallenberg
and Ledwina’s [KL] results under 10 symmetric alternatives selected from 27
PAB symmetric alternatives, which we call KL symmetric alternatives, and
14 skew alternatives from the 23 skew alternatives of Pearson et al. [PE],
which we call KL skew alternatives. Cabana and Cabana [CC| selected the
same KL symmetric alternatives and 13 skew alternatives from the PAB
skew alternatives, which we call CC skew alternatives.

For completeness we also add the sets of 10 symmetric and 10 skew
alternatives chosen by Morris and Szynal [MS2] and also discussed in Szynal
and Wolynski [SW1]. We call them MS alternatives.

We study the alternatives taken from Pearson et al. [PE| (PAB alterna-
tives):

Symmetric alternatives: Skew alternatives:

1. $B(0,0.5) [KL, CC, MS], 36. SB(0.533,0.5) [KL, MS],
2. Tukey(1.5) [KL, CC], 37.  Beta(3,2),

3. Beta(1,1), 38. Beta(2,1) [MS],

4. S$B(0,0.707) [MS], 39.  SB(1,2),

5. Tukey(0.7) [KL, CC], 40. SB(1,1) [KL, CC, MS],
6. Tukey(3.0), 41.  LC(0.2,3) [KL, CC],

7. Beta(2,2) [MS], 42.  LC(0.2,5) [MS],

13.  SU(0,3), 43.  LC(0.2,7),

14.  tio, 44.  Weibull(2) [KL, CC, MS],
15.  Logistic [KL, CC, MS], 45. LC(0.1,3) [KL, CC],

16. SU(0,2), 46.  x3 [KL, CC],

17.  Tukey(10) [KL, CC], 47.  LC(0.05,3) [KL, CC],

18.  Laplace [MS], 48. LC(0.1,5) [KL, C(C],

19. SC(0.2,3), 49. SU(-1,2) [KL, CC],

20.  SC(0.05,3) [KL, CC], 50.  xi [KL, CC, MS],

21.  5C(0.1,3) [MS], 51.  LC(0.1,7),

22.  SC(0.2,5) KL, CC], 52.  LC(0.05,5) [KL, CC, MS],
23.  SC(0.2,7), 53. X3,

24.  SC(0.1,5) [MS], 54.  LC(0.05,7) [KL, CC, MS],
25.  SC(0.05,5) [KL, CCJ, 55. X3,

26.  SC(0.1,7), 56.  Weibull(0.5) [MS],

27.  SC(0.05,7) [KL, CC, MS], 57.  SU(1,1) [KL, CC],

28.  SU(0,1) [KL, CC], 58.  LN(0,1) [KL, CC, MS],
29.  SU(0,0.9),

30, t4 [MS],

31, to,

32, 1 [MS],
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where

e SB(7,d)— Johnson’s Sp distribution: the law of (

)
1+exp( A’)
e Tukey(\) — Tukey’s distribution: the law of U* — (1 — U)*, U uniform on
[07 1]7
e Beta(a,b) — beta distribution:

f(z) = [Beta(a,b)] 'z* (1 —2)*Y, 0<2<1,

X ~N(0,1),

e SU(7v,9) — Johnson’s Sy distribution: the law of s1nh( 1), X ~ N(0,1),
e t, — Student’s t distribution with n degrees of freedom.

fl@) =T[5+ 1)) [I(5n)]

e Logistic — logistic distribution: the law of log %, U uniform on [0, 1],

(nm) V2142 n)~ (D2 oo < 1 < o0,

e Laplace — Laplace distribution:
f(z) = Fexp(—|z]), —oco<z< o0,

e SC(p,A) — scale contaminated distribution:

F(z) = (2m)~1/2 [(1 —p) exp<—x2) +§exp<—$2)\_2>], —00 < 7 < 00,

2 2

e LC(p,u) — location contaminated distribution:

2 )2
flx) = (277)*1/2 [(1—1)) exp(—é) +pexp <—(952M)>], —00 < x < 00,
o Weibull(f) — Weibull distribution:
f(x) = 62" exp(—2®), 0<az< oo,

e \2 — chi-square distribution with n degrees of freedom:

flz) = mxn/Ql exp(—z/2), 0<x< o0,

e LN(v,0) — lognormal distribution: the law of exp( 1), X ~ N(0,1).

We need here the results of simulations of Pearson et al. [PE| under the
PAB, KL, CC and MS alternatives. They are given in Section

2. The family of tests for normality. Goodness-of-fit tests derived
from characterizations of continuous distributions via record values were
given in Morris and Szynal [MS2]. The simulation powers of those tests were
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discussed by Szynal and Wolyiiski [SW1], [SW2]. Some modification of those
tests was proposed by Szynal [S]. To verify Hy: X ~ N(u, o) using the latter
tests we need the following quantities and test statistics:

(r,k) . 1 F<2T+5) F2<T+3)
M T @k — 1) T grAe |
E[ I'(2r+5)
(rk) — 21 _~ =2 79 p
b n[(k_l)r+lkr+332ill(r+2,r+3)
I'(2r+4) I'(r+2)I(r+3)
(2k — 1)2r+4 o L2r+4 )

k—1

L K\ (n—k I'(2r +4)

(k) _ L e+

" (v) ;(]) (k?—j> |:2/{?T+1(k;_j)rJrlB;ij(r'i_Qﬂ"—f—Q)
CI(2r+3)  I?*(r+2) 1 [D(2r +3) — I'2(r +2)
o R oo I L

(%)

)

where k € N, r # 0, and

X
By(a,f) = \t*"'1—t)"dt, 0<z<1,0,8>0,
0

denotes the incomplete beta function;

B~ Blo(z)1 - (@) Moy 1] 2~ N0,

B{Y) = B|20(2)(1 - #(2) 10— .

where ¢(z) = (21) V2772 ®(z) = § o o(t) dt;

- E2(r+1 r r
ulrk) = KD r gy 1 gleilyey
anrl,k) — a7(l7“,k) o Sglr,k)?
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nl n n
cffl”“) = TR) (k)
() R
Ani = det |: Z‘JC) ?’r,k) :| s
nl nl
A~ 1 1 n X X k—1
(rk) _ (rk) (L . n n
1= g G 0o ())
nl i=1 n
in_Xn 2 F(T—l—g) 2
x10g<1—<15< - )) - >
n k—1
_ op(rk) l _ Xin — Xn
2 (13 (1- o))
Xin — Xn i F(T‘ + 3)
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where X,, = n~! Yo X, S2 =p1 Yo (X — Xn)?,

. 1 (1 X — X, \\ !
(rk) _ - _ srn tn
= e e (oM )
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Té@k) =
4 A(T,k)C(T,k)

nl nl

n —1 v r—+2
(ﬁk)l 1—¢@ ©n X 1 1 Xi:n_Xn
. |:Cn1 n;( ( Sn o8 Sn
b(ﬁk’) 1 k+ < > < <Xi:n_Xn>>T+1
—Ynl my
(k) Sn

F(T+2) rk rk
— W((T’ + 2)6511 ) — k2b§11 )):| .

3. Simulation results for powers of the five presented tests.
For an empirical comparison of performance of the tests proposed by Szy-
nal [S] with the recommended ones and also with the test W in Pear-
son et al. [PE|] we have taken their alternatives. Moreover, we do com-
parisons of powers using selected KL, CC and MS alternatives. Samples
of size n = 10,15,20,30,50,70 are taken with £k = 1,2,3,4,5 and r =
—1.49,—-1.47,—-1.45,-1.43,—-1.4,—1.35,—1.3,—1.25,—1.2,—1.1,—1.01,—0.99,
-0.95,-0.9,-0.8,-0.7,-0.6,—-0.5,-0.4,—-0.3,—-0.1,0.1,0.3,0.5,0.7,0.9, 1.0,
1.2,1.25,1.3,1.35,1.4,1.45,1.5,1.6, 1.7, 2.0.

Critical values were simulated using 100000 replications and associated
powers were obtained using 100000 replications but only some results are
presented here (all simulations are available from the second author).

The performance of our tests T" and the test W under different alter-
natives is shown in the tables below. We give characters of T with k =
1,2,3,4,5 showing only the maximum average powers.

Table 1. Symmetric PAB populations; sample size n = 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70; estimates of
power of W and T based on 100000 replications

n 10

Alt.\ Test w TI(O—1.25,1) Tl(o—l.25,2) T1(0—1401,3) T1(0—1401,4) Tl(gﬁ,s)
1 16.05 10.88 17.38 11.64 8.01 20.89
2 9.74 7.18 11.89 7.65 5.80 15.38
3 8.31 6.24 10.42 6.87 5.09 13.72
4 6.87 5.42 8.90 5.84 4.49 12.17
5 5.78 4.84 7.95 5.24 4.09 10.71
6 4.41 3.53 5.71 3.85 3.40 7.84
7 4.23 3.52 5.32 3.85 3.51 7.52
13 6.30 6.76 6.30 6.70 6.44 5.24
14 7.21 7.95 7.42 7.79 7.58 5.42
15 8.11 8.92 8.12 8.89 8.53 5.81
16 8.31 9.29 8.61 9.11 8.78 5.97
17 52.33 38.34 38.36 44.07 39.48 35.74
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Table 1 (cont.)

n 10
Alt.\ Test w Tl(o—las,l) T1(0—1A25,2) Tl(O—Lm,s) Tl(()—1.01,4) T1(845’5)
18 15.32 16.65 15.00 16.71 15.56 9.83
19 19.59 21.27 19.90 21.49 19.89 12.19
20 11.23 12.27 11.44 12.12 11.34 7.95
21 15.04 17.05 15.69 16.87 15.48 10.10
22 40.08 39.67 37.75 40.95 37.24 26.55
23 52.83 50.53 48.33 52.76 47.89 38.02
24 30.01 31.18 29.95 31.45 28.97 21.33
25 19.66 20.80 20.23 20.52 19.67 14.72
26 39.97 39.78 38.39 40.72 37.63 29.85
27 25.55 26.32 25.71 26.37 24.92 20.16
28 23.40 24.97 23.11 24.91 23.41 15.22
29 27.74 29.15 27.49 29.49 27.43 18.86
30 13.69 15.38 13.97 15.00 14.41 9.10
31 29.68 31.27 29.41 31.33 29.26 20.65
32 59.19 57.86 56.06 59.22 55.34 47.18
Av. 20.76 20.26 20.33 20.79 19.02 16.60

n 15
Alt.\ Test w T{;Sf’l) TI(E)—Ls,Q) T1(5—0A95,3) T1(5—0.1,4) ngjﬁ)
1 28.48 32.34 27.56 22.24 34.31 32.63
2 15.98 21.61 17.36 13.26 24.21 22.96
3 12.67 18.50 14.59 11.35 20.90 20.16
4 9.73 15.54 12.14 9.29 18.27 17.47
5 7.79 12.74 9.89 7.56 15.57 15.07
6 4.97 7.80 5.87 4.60 9.63 9.62
7 4.52 6.83 5.34 4.47 9.18 9.22
13 6.89 7.02 7.46 7.38 5.82 5.78
14 8.54 8.69 9.47 9.21 6.88 6.60
15 9.84 10.08 11.01 10.88 7.93 7.38
16 10.45 10.71 11.66 11.30 8.04 7.70
17 68.48 47.95 55.06 56.29 60.05 62.74
18 20.91 20.84 23.45 23.49 17.72 17.34
19 29.07 29.61 31.87 31.67 23.39 21.97
20 15.39 15.80 16.68 16.24 12.26 11.75
21 22.51 23.34 24.61 24.00 17.61 16.78
22 57.72 55.35 59.24 59.94 51.69 50.23
23 72.99 68.44 72.64 73.08 67.64 66.77
24 43.61 44.02 46.04 45.36 38.37 37.05
25 28.40 29.05 30.21 29.51 24.81 23.84
26 55.68 55.19 57.24 56.73 51.37 50.19
27 36.16 36.88 37.70 36.88 33.45 32.33
28 33.45 33.58 36.46 36.25 29.22 27.93
29 40.04 39.80 42.56 43.24 35.72 34.40
30 19.08 19.57 21.67 21.08 15.59 14.94
31 42.66 42.34 45.42 45.31 37.85 36.94
32 76.30 74.16 77.16 76.91 73.61 73.18
Av. 28.97 29.18 30.01 29.17 27.82 27.15
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Table 1 (cont.)

n 20
Alt.\ Test w TQ(O_;SfJ) T2(0_1‘25’2) ,12,2(0—0.6,3) TQ((())JA) TQ(g.?,s»)
1 44.10 46.75 38.34 51.95 48.92 45.70
2 24.95 31.28 23.88 36.47 34.16 31.49
3 19.72 26.79 20.08 31.68 29.46 27.68
4 14.74 21.76 15.96 26.79 25.19 23.86
5 11.52 17.70 12.67 22.34 21.15 19.54
6 6.20 10.14 6.75 12.94 12.50 11.42
7 5.47 8.37 5.74 11.61 11.52 10.88
13 7.67 8.06 8.72 6.48 6.80 6.07
14 9.86 10.49 11.57 8.24 8.13 7.44
15 11.61 12.40 13.88 9.80 9.74 8.88
16 12.60 13.68 14.92 10.50 10.45 9.45
17 80.59 59.91 68.42 73.52 76.67 79.62
18 25.92 28.32 31.42 25.33 25.91 24.61
19 37.38 39.89 43.52 33.65 33.38 30.72
20 19.26 20.46 21.89 16.42 16.04 14.49
21 28.74 30.50 32.87 24.69 24.04 21.56
22 70.62 70.81 74.53 67.85 67.82 66.21
23 84.83 82.96 86.04 82.60 82.46 81.56
24 54.40 56.32 58.33 51.09 50.52 48.10
25 36.09 37.11 38.30 32.87 32.44 30.45
26 67.32 68.13 69.78 64.14 64.31 62.16
27 45.16 46.10 46.78 42.55 42.46 40.58
28 42.44 44.76 48.02 40.85 41.15 39.17
29 50.45 51.95 55.34 48.98 49.29 47.37
30 24.09 26.00 28.13 21.38 21.36 19.53
31 52.89 55.00 57.98 51.50 51.21 49.44
32 86.77 86.29 88.20 86.13 86.40 85.94
Av. 36.12 37.48 37.85 36.75 36.43 34.96
n 30
Alt.\ Test w Téo—;gf,l) T?E(;iis’z) T3(0—0A6,3) T§8A1,4) Tégﬁ,s)
1 73.01 73.02 75.97 74.69 69.91 66.34
2 47.46 55.02 57.94 56.94 50.83 48.29
3 38.20 47.97 51.44 50.09 44.49 42.05
4 27.37 39.11 43.10 42.26 37.57 36.15
5 21.19 32.15 35.77 35.77 31.12 29.49
6 10.95 17.92 20.14 19.79 16.73 15.92
7 7.85 13.77 16.62 17.07 15.27 15.36
13 8.95 9.52 8.54 7.74 7.32 7.00
14 11.83 13.22 11.75 10.33 9.94 9.29
15 14.80 16.61 15.02 13.15 12.66 11.69
16 15.66 17.85 15.85 14.11 13.61 12.47
17 94.08 76.87 83.92 90.90 92.71 94.74
18 35.69 39.63 39.91 39.38 39.91 38.37
19 51.10 55.89 54.08 50.01 48.63 45.83
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Table 1 (cont.)

n 30
Alt.\ Test W TQ(O_;gf’l) T2(0—1,25,2) T2(0—0.6,3) T§8'1’4) TQ((()),7,5)
20 26.66 27.54 25.93 22.70 21.24 19.59
21 39.73 42.38 39.99 35.59 33.94 31.46
22 86.31 87.70 87.79 86.08 85.67 84.94
23 95.41 95.03 95.57 95.07 94.82 94.71
24 70.20 71.66 70.55 67.96 66.36 64.31
25 48.66 49.10 47.94 45.44 44.14 42.12
26 81.95 81.45 81.86 80.13 79.37 78.21
27 59.21 58.16 58.61 56.34 55.40 54.47
28 57.01 60.94 60.58 59.16 58.84 57.24
29 65.85 68.85 69.39 68.43 68.18 67.07
30 32.56 36.13 34.45 31.64 30.62 28.75
31 68.62 69.79 71.52 69.83 69.75 68.41
32 95.81 84.59 96.39 96.52 96.63 96.56
Av. 47.63 49.70 50.76 49.52 47.99 46.70
n 50
Alt.\ Test w Té&f;7’1) TAS(O—;;SJ) TéO—O,G,S) T5(0—0A1,4) TS((()).7,5)
1 97.14 94.80 96.24 95.09 91.97 90.34
2 84.01 83.47 87.31 83.76 77.68 73.35
3 74.86 77.09 81.62 77.44 71.26 66.45
4 57.98 66.43 73.44 69.10 62.47 57.92
5 47.77 56.85 64.53 59.95 52.73 48.85
6 26.31 31.98 39.32 34.60 28.45 24.39
7 15.11 22.77 31.52 29.18 24.98 23.32
13 10.76 13.00 10.56 9.51 8.99 8.19
14 15.69 19.55 16.17 14.43 13.40 11.85
15 19.28 25.20 21.98 19.59 18.56 16.95
16 21.39 27.38 23.44 21.14 20.07 18.01
17 99.68 90.50 97.26 99.20 99.56 99.67
18 52.11 59.51 60.87 61.53 61.18 60.91
19 70.49 77.99 75.56 71.95 69.80 65.67
20 37.77 42.05 36.77 33.38 31.20 26.90
21 56.08 62.16 57.16 52.73 49.77 45.00
22 97.14 97.94 97.87 97.53 97.17 96.35
23 99.58 99.65 99.61 99.52 99.50 99.35
24 86.95 89.00 87.24 85.50 84.07 81.32
25 66.23 68.49 65.07 62.70 60.70 57.24
26 94.21 95.04 94.19 93.42 92.88 91.56
27 76.59 78.30 75.95 74.62 73.25 70.80
28 76.54 81.40 82.31 80.93 80.11 78.88
29 84.44 88.14 88.98 88.40 88.41 87.55
30 46.92 54.67 51.67 48.59 46.78 43.72
31 86.15 89.49 89.71 89.11 88.41 87.73
32 99.64 99.67 99.77 99.76 99.79 99.81
Av. 62.99 66.39 66.89 64.91 62.71 60.45
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Table 1 (cont.)

n 70
Al Test | W | BGO00D | R{CED | 063 p(E084) | plT010)
1 99.89 94.91 99.55 99.30 95.94 92.87
2 97.37 88.35 97.03 95.12 94.96 92.42
3 93.67 83.87 94.51 91.70 93.17 90.61
4 82.28 76.59 89.77 85.79 89.67 86.72
5 73.22 68.88 83.36 77.73 84.91 82.10
6 47.03 44.46 56.97 49.32 64.44 62.06
7 25.76 32.18 46.96 41.55 53.99 51.60
13 12.14 15.41 12.32 11.37 8.44 7.69
14 18.61 23.56 20.21 17.97 13.36 12.48
15 24.30 30.88 27.97 25.32 18.78 17.29
16 26.53 34.01 30.45 27.42 20.71 19.63
17 99.98 94.19 99.67 99.94 99.86 99.78
18 65.24 70.21 75.04 76.00 63.11 61.46
19 83.00 88.13 87.29 84.32 78.27 76.68
20 47.17 52.38 45.23 42.16 37.02 35.17
21 67.75 73.57 68.81 64.52 58.17 56.11
22 99.45 99.62 99.61 99.48 99.16 99.03
23 99.97 99.98 99.96 99.94 99.95 99.90
24 94.11 95.56 94.35 93.29 91.48 90.97
25 7747 79.80 76.10 74.19 70.72 69.51
26 98.15 98.54 98.07 97.82 97.25 97.00
27 86.67 87.91 86.09 84.94 82.77 82.27
28 87.61 90.48 91.91 91.47 86.02 84.94
29 93.53 94.92 96.08 95.98 92.59 92.06
30 58.10 65.52 64.32 61.38 52.74 50.93
31 94.26 95.90 96.33 96.03 93.48 92.80
32 99.98 99.96 99.99 99.99 99.97 99.97
Av. 72.34 73.33 75.48 73.48 71.89 70.52

Table 2. Skew PAB populations; sample size n = 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70; estimates of power
of W and T based on 100000 replications

n 10
Alt.\ Test w Tl(é;.i;l) Tl((()).lz) Tf61'45’3) Tl((;ii25,4) Tl((;ii01,5)

36 32.92 20.27 19.00 21.08 26.09 29.50
37 5.18 2.47 2.96 5.17 5.10 5.05
38 13.13 5.65 7.56 12.08 11.08 10.29
39 5.11 6.24 6.32 5.73 5.69 5.52
40 13.48 16.08 15.98 14.13 14.94 15.78
41 13.23 17.39 17.43 15.48 15.21 14.85
42 47.27 44.19 44.22 44.49 46.80 46.09
43 78.60 56.23 56.29 64.41 70.50 70.20
44 8.31 11.34 11.30 9.89 9.41 9.24
45 13.05 18.49 18.68 15.73 13.90 13.02
46 11.80 16.38 16.50 14.22 13.35 12.92
47 10.30 14.23 14.42 12.32 10.80 9.88
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Table 2 (cont.)

n 10
Alt.\ Test w Tl(é{:él) T1(8A1,2) Tl(O—L45,3) Tl(()_;ii25’4) Tl(o—;;m,f;)
48 40.27 46.04 46.35 43.67 40.05 36.39
49 11.67 15.60 15.54 13.52 12.39 11.57
50 23.74 28.97 28.59 25.88 26.23 26.07
51 61.86 58.82 58.38 59.99 59.40 56.47
52 27.77 32.89 33.34 29.98 26.52 23.67
53 44.48 45.15 44.09 43.08 45.50 45.95
54 40.06 40.84 40.93 40.76 39.03 36.51
55 73.44 65.34 63.52 65.44 69.42 72.23
56 89.68 82.02 80.26 83.27 86.46 88.20
57 41.38 35.51 30.80 34.60 36.99 35.20
58 60.65 61.49 60.25 59.94 61.98 62.99
Av. 33.36 32.24 31.86 31.95 32.47 32.07
n 15
Alt.\ Test w Tl(5—0A5,1) Tl(g.1,2) T1(5—1A43,3) Tf;ii25’4) T1(5—;21.99,5)
36 53.49 42.29 24.83 27.64 38.13 42.63
37 5.87 4.21 4.82 6.59 6.40 6.39
38 20.89 11.76 18.27 20.53 17.12 15.78
39 5.39 5.54 6.88 6.11 6.30 6.52
40 21.11 20.64 21.76 19.36 22.84 24.18
41 19.21 20.32 23.95 21.43 22.40 22.44
42 71.82 70.06 61.97 64.83 69.89 69.36
43 95.21 92.58 76.68 81.28 88.11 89.31
44 11.47 11.90 14.47 12.44 12.77 13.20
45 19.06 20.40 25.03 21.56 19.39 18.10
46 17.87 18.86 22.28 19.70 19.81 19.19
47 14.42 15.91 18.04 15.78 13.49 12.10
48 61.73 62.86 64.54 62.68 57.17 52.90
49 16.19 17.60 20.20 18.12 16.20 15.31
50 38.79 39.14 41.63 38.71 41.03 41.16
51 79.33 79.56 77.35 78.09 75.66 72.91
52 42.69 44.71 44.84 42.93 36.54 32.68
53 67.47 65.16 62.61 61.61 66.40 67.55
54 54.98 55.30 54.89 54.69 51.60 48.58
55 92.57 88.42 83.00 83.96 88.72 89.99
56 98.70 97.33 94.29 95.42 97.30 97.81
57 59.60 60.62 51.77 56.05 47.24 46.61
58 82.48 81.19 79.78 79.26 82.61 83.25
Av. 45.67 44.62 43.21 42.99 43.35 42.95
n 20
Alt.\ Test w T2(0—0.5,1) TQ((()).LQ) TQ(O—I.45,3) T2(0—;Cli4,4) TQ(O—;&Q,S)
36 72.24 59.36 30.39 35.82 55.81 48.34
37 7.48 4.28 7.15 8.21 6.79 7.64
38 30.33 13.98 29.87 28.50 20.24 22.18
39 5.96 6.38 7.54 6.62 7.03 7.11
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Table 2 (cont.)

n 20
Alt.\ Test w T2(0—0A5,1) T2(3A1,2) TQ(O—1A45,3) Tz(o_;ifA) TQ(O_;ZQ’E)
40 30.24 30.51 28.08 26.16 33.61 30.22
41 26.08 27.60 30.75 29.01 29.62 29.83
42 86.86 86.19 73.91 80.06 83.62 83.83
43 98.65 98.04 84.14 91.26 95.68 95.76
44 15.32 16.62 18.13 15.52 16.74 15.90
45 24.91 27.40 30.98 27.64 22.04 23.09
46 24.36 26.43 28.19 25.69 25.25 24.56
47 18.35 21.46 21.19 18.68 13.57 14.69
48 76.47 77.90 75.39 74.93 63.35 66.07
49 20.95 23.33 24.26 22.45 18.20 19.18
50 52.91 53.96 53.70 50.73 54.59 51.87
51 87.92 88.17 86.34 87.15 80.78 83.37
52 54.54 57.33 51.99 51.57 38.24 41.40
53 83.64 81.05 76.65 76.11 82.30 79.21
54 65.66 65.86 63.91 64.47 55.35 58.88
55 98.40 96.61 92.41 93.51 97.02 95.88
56 99.90 99.63 98.52 98.98 99.67 99.47
57 72.63 71.35 66.29 69.51 67.37 50.38
58 93.16 92.46 90.16 90.40 93.21 91.86
Av. 54.22 53.30 50.87 51.00 50.44 49.60
n 30
Alt.\ Test w Téo—o,s,l) Téo—o.g,m Téo—l,49,3) ngo_;cl-fA) T?E()—;S;),s)
36 92.76 81.90 86.85 51.63 67.55 71.44
37 10.61 4.50 6.48 10.98 9.63 9.56
38 51.76 19.59 21.45 42.09 34.00 34.35
39 7.30 7.98 6.78 7.84 8.46 5.67
40 49.31 48.50 43.25 40.75 47.56 43.31
41 38.89 40.58 35.68 44.19 45.71 32.57
42 97.84 97.40 96.82 94.48 96.43 92.42
43 99.87 99.84 99.84 98.27 99.36 99.36
44 23.50 25.34 19.33 22.60 24.11 20.03
45 36.06 39.41 28.03 38.82 33.96 29.12
46 36.70 39.31 30.04 37.42 37.86 33.78
47 25.84 30.70 19.95 24.24 19.56 18.95
48 91.05 92.21 87.56 87.47 81.61 84.53
49 29.19 32.52 24.52 30.20 26.69 24.11
50 74.96 74.68 65.75 70.41 73.38 72.56
51 95.86 95.95 95.69 95.07 92.73 95.12
52 71.42 74.45 67.65 63.52 53.51 60.75
53 96.80 94.98 92.12 91.83 94.21 95.37
54 79.30 79.48 79.20 77.34 71.83 77.73
55 99.95 99.75 99.57 99.26 99.66 99.85
56 100.00 100.00 99.99 99.96 99.99 100.00
57 87.54 86.28 88.83 82.86 74.32 72.42
58 99.18 98.90 98.14 98.22 98.77 98.95
Av. 65.03 63.66 60.59 61.28 60.47 59.65




New normality tests

Table 2 (cont.)

n 50
Alt.\ Test w Tég.(ﬁ,l) T§8'1’2) T5(0—1.47,3) Téo—;(c)égA) Téo—;(c)?.’s),f))
36 99.83 83.66 55.26 69.19 87.65 93.14
37 20.10 4.27 21.90 18.89 17.78 13.57
38 84.00 33.03 77.73 68.04 64.57 53.18
39 9.92 9.51 11.62 9.41 8.61 9.09
40 79.39 64.98 65.04 60.06 68.47 73.99
41 61.86 61.02 66.70 66.91 59.83 58.93
42 99.97 99.74 97.64 99.48 99.67 99.76
43 100.00 99.98 99.19 99.86 99.99 99.99
44 41.51 37.93 41.26 33.51 37.22 39.34
45 55.73 61.26 62.23 57.58 53.76 49.94
46 58.91 59.40 62.30 55.23 58.14 59.36
47 38.86 47.00 37.76 33.70 33.81 30.17
48 98.61 98.99 96.84 96.81 97.49 96.70
49 43.33 48.83 46.18 43.89 41.82 39.30
50 94.81 91.27 92.16 88.94 92.67 94.23
51 99.53 99.58 98.77 99.19 99.40 99.37
52 88.01 90.24 78.92 78.82 82.88 79.98
53 99.94 99.39 99.24 99.00 99.73 99.82
54 92.57 92.72 87.72 90.32 92.10 91.45
55 100.00 100.00 99.97 99.98 100.00 100.00
56 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
57 97.54 97.46 95.73 96.18 63.56 75.78
58 100.00 99.95 99.94 99.93 99.98 99.99
Av. 76.71 73.05 73.66 72.39 72.14 72.05
n 70
Alt.\ Test w T7(0—0A5,1) T7(0—0495,2) T7(0—0A9,3) T7(0—53595,4) T7(0_;(c)é,975)
36 100.00 99.77 99.93 99.91 97.43 98.67
37 32.45 6.70 18.14 35.35 18.27 18.18
38 96.72 46.33 79.36 91.31 70.67 68.94
39 13.30 13.57 13.33 9.60 12.43 12.79
40 94.01 89.89 87.70 85.07 88.14 89.86
41 78.01 77.93 76.38 65.89 78.39 78.13
42 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.99 99.99 100.00
43 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
44 58.60 55.16 50.10 44.04 55.91 56.43
45 70.60 71.67 68.77 66.86 69.28 66.63
46 75.64 75.57 70.14 65.89 76.62 76.85
47 50.03 56.62 50.28 45.58 43.86 41.01
48 99.75 99.83 99.78 99.58 99.43 99.32
49 55.05 58.08 54.85 52.70 53.91 51.90
50 99.28 98.68 97.86 97.68 98.75 98.95
51 99.93 99.94 99.94 99.93 99.92 99.92
52 94.89 96.01 94.82 92.45 90.78 89.59
53 100.00 99.99 99.99 99.99 99.99 100.00
54 97.34 97.34 97.41 97.13 96.93 96.65
55 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
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Table 2 (cont.)

n 70
2 (—0.5,1 - (—0.95,2 - (—0.9,3 - (—0.95,4 - (—0.9,5
Alt.\ Test w TGO | 7 )| 15003 T7<O;C3 ) T;O;CS )
56 100.00 | 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
57 99.62 99.19 99.64 96.11 87.34 76.59
58 100.00 | 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
Av. 83.27 80.10 80.80 80.22 79.92 79.15

Table 3. Symmetric KL and CC populations; sample size n = 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70; esti-
mates of power of W and T based on 100 000 replications

n 10
Alt.\ Test w Tl(o—l.Qs,l) T1(0—1.25,2) Tl(o—LoLs) Tl(O—L1,4) T1(845,5)
1 16.05 10.88 17.38 11.64 7.63 20.89
2 9.74 7.18 11.89 7.65 5.42 15.38
5 5.78 4.84 7.95 5.24 4.00 10.71
15 8.11 8.92 8.12 8.89 8.28 5.81
17 52.33 38.34 38.36 44.07 39.73 35.74
20 11.23 12.27 11.44 12.12 11.16 7.95
22 40.08 39.67 37.75 40.95 37.03 26.55
25 19.66 20.80 20.23 20.52 19.37 14.72
27 25.55 26.32 25.71 26.37 24.75 20.16
28 23.40 24.97 23.11 24.91 22.91 15.22
Av. 21.19 19.42 20.19 20.24 18.03 17.31

n 15
~(—0.6,1 2 (—1.3,2 - (—0.6,3 - (0.1,4 - (0.5,5
Alt\ Test | W | TG00 | 2GL2? | w00 | p gt | 1Y)
1 28.48 32.34 36.68 37.80 35.24 32.63
2 15.98 21.61 25.13 26.39 24.25 22.96
5 7.79 12.74 15.60 16.92 15.65 15.07
15 9.84 10.08 9.07 7.87 7.87 7.38
17 68.48 47.95 51.75 57.00 59.99 62.74
20 15.39 15.80 14.83 12.95 12.31 11.75
22 57.72 55.35 54.43 51.82 50.96 50.23
25 28.40 29.05 27.99 25.29 25.20 23.84
27 36.16 36.88 35.91 33.59 32.98 32.33
28 33.45 33.58 32.24 29.78 28.82 27.93
Av. 30.17 29.54 30.36 29.94 29.33 28.69

n 20
~(—0.6,1 2 (—1.25,2 - (—0.6,3 - (0.1,4 ~(0.7,5
Al Test | W | T 000 | Al L2 | g 008 g AT
1 44.10 46.75 50.44 51.95 48.92 45.70
2 24.95 31.28 35.54 36.47 34.16 31.49
5 11.52 17.70 21.52 22.34 21.15 19.54
15 11.61 12.40 11.18 9.80 9.74 8.88
17 80.59 59.91 65.17 73.52 76.67 79.62
20 19.26 20.46 18.95 16.42 16.04 14.49
22 70.62 70.81 69.54 67.85 67.82 66.21




New normality tests

Table 3 (cont.)

n 20
~(—0.6,1 ~(—1.25,2 ~(—0.6,3 ~(0.1,4 £(0.7,5
Alt\ Test | W | D000 | 2 122 | g0 e8 | gt g0 Ts)
25 36.09 37.11 35.56 32.87 32.44 30.45
27 45.16 46.10 44.58 42.55 42.46 40.58
28 42.44 44.76 43.05 40.85 41.15 39.17
Av. 38.63 38.73 39.55 39.46 39.05 37.61
n 30
~(—0.6,1 ~(—1.35,2 ~(—0.6,3 - (0.1,4 - (0.5,5
Alt\ Test | W | D000 | 70102 | 068 g0 0:5:5)
1 73.01 73.02 75.24 74.69 69.91 66.34
2 47.46 55.02 57.44 56.94 50.83 48.29
5 21.19 32.15 35.67 35.77 31.12 29.49
15 14.80 16.61 14.94 13.15 12.66 11.69
17 94.08 76.87 83.45 90.90 92.71 94.74
20 26.66 27.54 25.89 22.70 21.24 19.59
22 86.31 87.70 87.55 86.08 85.67 84.94
25 48.66 49.10 48.20 45.44 44.14 42.12
27 59.21 58.16 58.75 56.34 55.40 54.47
28 57.01 60.94 60.48 59.16 58.84 57.24
Av. 52.84 53.71 54.76 54.12 52.25 50.89
n 50
~(—0.7,1 ~(—1.35,2 ~(—0.6,3 ~(—0.1,4 ~(0.1,5
AN Test | W | B 00D | A0S | s068 g Foa g0 19)
1 97.14 94.80 95.94 95.09 91.97 90.07
2 84.01 83.47 86.80 83.76 77.68 83.76
5 4777 56.85 64.22 59.95 52.73 66.67
15 19.28 25.20 21.76 19.59 18.56 11.87
17 99.68 90.50 97.17 99.20 99.56 98.63
20 37.77 42.05 36.89 33.38 31.20 24.46
22 97.14 97.94 97.92 97.53 97.17 94.10
25 66.23 68.49 65.10 62.70 60.70 54.37
27 76.59 78.30 76.00 74.62 73.25 69.03
28 76.54 81.40 81.77 80.93 80.11 68.17
Av. 70.22 71.90 72.36 70.67 68.29 66.11
n 70
~(—1.25,1 ~(—1.3,2 ~(—0.6,3 ~(—0.3,4 ~(—0.1,5
Alt\ Test w TéO ) T'Y(O;cl ) T7(O ) TéO;cg ) T7(O;C3 )
1 99.89 98.33 99.55 99.30 95.94 92.87
2 97.37 89.74 97.03 95.12 94.96 92.42
5 73.22 59.84 83.36 77.73 84.91 82.10
15 24.30 33.06 27.97 25.32 18.78 17.29
17 99.98 96.83 99.67 99.94 99.86 99.78
20 47.17 53.44 45.23 42.16 37.02 35.17
22 99.45 99.68 99.61 99.48 99.16 99.03
25 77.47 80.42 76.10 74.19 70.72 69.51
27 86.67 88.40 86.09 84.94 82.77 82.27
28 87.61 91.60 91.91 91.47 86.02 84.94
Av. 79.31 79.13 80.65 78.97 77.01 75.54
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Table 4. Skew KL populations; sample size n = 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70; estimates of power
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of W and T based on 100 000 replications

n 10

Alt.\ Test W Tl(é;.sf,l) Tl(ao.m) Tf51'45’3) Tl(&iizs,@ Tf(;iiOLS)
36 32.92 | 20.25 20.62 21.08 26.09 29.50
40 13.48 15.66 14.98 14.13 14.94 15.78
41 13.23 16.92 16.00 15.48 15.21 14.85
44 8.31 10.92 10.03 9.89 9.41 9.24
45 13.05 17.84 16.42 15.73 13.90 13.02
46 11.80 16.09 14.69 14.22 13.35 12.92
47 10.30 13.89 12.45 12.32 10.80 9.88
48 40.27 | 45.38 43.64 43.67 40.05 36.39
49 11.67 |  15.23 14.01 13.52 12.39 11.57
50 23.74 | 28.62 27.08 25.88 26.23 26.07
52 27.77 | 32.28 30.78 29.98 26.52 23.67
54 40.06 |  40.91 40.45 40.76 39.03 36.51
57 41.38 | 36.18 38.63 34.60 36.99 35.20
58 60.65 |  60.58 60.38 59.94 61.98 62.99
Av. 24.90 |  26.48 25.73 25.09 24.78 24.11
n 15

Alt\ Test | w | 74250 | 7012 (Sl I e B B M
36 53.49 | 21.71 24.83 28.97 38.13 40.74
40 21.11 20.16 21.76 26.98 22.84 23.65
41 19.21 22.07 23.95 27.75 22.40 22.24
44 1147 | 1473 14.47 17.86 12.77 12.79
45 19.06 | 26.60 25.03 26.00 19.39 18.37
46 17.87 | 22.89 22.28 25.90 19.81 19.15
47 14.42 | 20.70 18.04 17.88 13.49 12.54
48 61.73 |  66.21 64.54 56.20 57.17 53.71
49 16.19 | 21.62 20.20 21.07 16.20 15.22
50 38.79 |  41.35 41.63 45.61 41.03 40.53
52 42.69 | 48.82 44.84 36.80 36.54 33.43
54 54.98 |  55.88 54.89 43.33 51.60 49.11
57 59.60 | 55.11 51.77 33.33 47.24 44.38
58 82.48 | 78.49 79.78 76.55 82.61 82.94
Av. 36.65 | 36.88 36.29 34.59 34.37 33.49
n 20

Al Test | W | T30 | 102 T2 Tt | 155,099
36 72.24 | 59.36 33.93 35.07 55.81 48.34
40 30.24 | 30.51 35.92 35.33 33.61 30.22
41 26.08 |  27.60 32.55 35.91 29.62 29.83
44 15.32 16.62 23.43 22.50 16.74 15.90
45 24.91 27.40 33.16 33.36 22.04 23.09
46 24.36 | 26.43 34.25 33.34 25.25 24.56
47 18.35 |  21.46 23.39 21.44 13.57 14.69
48 76.47 | 77.90 71.58 68.30 63.35 66.07




New normality tests

Table 4 (cont.)

n 20
A\ Test | W | 13000 | Ton? | s | et | el
49 20.95 23.33 27.03 25.67 18.20 19.18
50 52.91 53.96 61.31 59.08 54.59 51.87
52 54.54 57.33 51.25 44.59 38.24 41.40
54 65.66 65.86 60.39 51.12 55.35 58.88
57 72.63 71.35 62.49 52.50 67.37 50.38
58 93.16 92.46 89.31 85.59 93.21 91.86
Av. 46.27 46.54 45.71 43.13 41.92 40.45
n 30
Al Test | w | 25000 [0 | a0EY | AL | 200
36 92.76 81.90 44.70 38.98 70.76 72.00
40 49.31 48.50 50.90 46.15 49.05 42.34
41 38.89 40.58 47.01 49.38 45.56 31.08
44 23.50 25.34 32.36 29.59 24.50 19.59
45 36.06 39.41 45.42 46.56 32.62 27.63
46 36.70 39.31 48.15 45.66 37.95 32.98
47 25.84 30.70 29.54 29.03 18.64 17.87
48 91.05 92.21 86.88 85.41 80.11 83.22
49 29.19 32.52 35.46 35.20 25.63 23.19
50 74.96 74.68 78.86 74.91 73.99 72.33
52 71.42 74.45 63.83 60.20 51.77 59.73
54 79.30 79.48 74.26 70.11 70.05 77.21
57 87.54 86.28 82.30 73.61 78.71 88.23
58 99.18 98.90 95.59 93.85 98.89 98.97
Av. 59.69 60.30 58.23 55.62 54.16 53.31
n 50
Al Test | W | TGOS0 | RGBT gL 00n | {00:9.9)
36 99.83 97.46 62.31 69.19 87.65 93.14
40 79.39 75.01 72.95 60.06 68.47 73.99
41 61.86 61.97 69.66 66.91 59.83 58.93
44 41.51 40.91 48.13 33.51 37.22 39.34
45 55.73 57.61 64.21 57.58 53.76 49.94
46 58.91 60.25 68.16 55.23 58.14 59.36
47 38.86 44.88 40.22 33.70 33.81 30.17
48 98.61 98.93 96.64 96.81 97.49 96.70
49 43.33 46.82 49.32 43.89 41.82 39.30
50 94.81 93.58 94.25 88.94 92.67 94.23
52 88.01 90.23 78.86 78.82 82.88 79.98
54 92.57 92.59 88.00 90.32 92.10 91.45
57 97.54 96.85 95.93 96.18 63.56 75.78
58 100.00 99.98 97.01 99.93 99.98 99.99
Av. 75.07 75.50 73.26 69.36 69.24 70.16
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Table 5. Skew CC populations; sample size n = 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70; estimates of power
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Table 4 (cont.)

n 70
Alt.\ Test w T7(0_0'5’1) T7(0_0‘95’2) T7(O—;3599,3) ,1;7(0—;23.95,4) T7(0—;33..95,5)
36 100.00 99.77 99.93 94.10 97.43 98.94
40 94.01 89.89 87.70 83.78 88.14 91.08
41 78.01 77.93 76.38 77.07 78.39 77.69
44 58.60 55.16 50.10 52.01 55.91 57.81
45 70.60 71.67 68.77 71.35 69.28 65.52
46 75.64 75.57 70.14 75.03 76.62 77.52
47 50.03 56.62 50.28 46.79 43.86 39.83
48 99.75 99.83 99.78 99.57 99.43 99.18
49 55.05 58.08 54.85 54.92 53.91 50.39
50 99.28 98.68 97.86 98.26 98.75 99.09
52 94.89 96.01 94.82 92.27 90.78 89.11
54 97.34 97.34 97.41 97.13 96.93 96.49
57 99.62 99.19 99.64 98.49 87.34 93.02
58 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
Av. 83.77 83.98 81.98 81.48 81.20 81.12

of W and T based on 100 000 replications

n 10
Alt.\ Test w Tl(é;,iil) Tl(gl,z) Tl(o—l.45,3) Tl(o_;;%A) Tl(o_;iim’s))
40 13.48 16.08 15.98 14.13 14.94 15.78
41 13.23 17.39 17.43 15.48 15.21 14.85
44 8.31 11.34 11.30 9.89 9.41 9.24
45 13.05 18.49 18.68 15.73 13.90 13.02
46 11.80 16.38 16.50 14.22 13.35 12.92
47 10.30 14.23 14.42 12.32 10.80 9.88
48 40.27 46.04 46.35 43.67 40.05 36.39
49 11.67 15.60 15.54 13.52 12.39 11.57
50 23.74 28.97 28.59 25.88 26.23 26.07
52 27.77 32.89 33.34 29.98 26.52 23.67
54 40.06 40.84 40.93 40.76 39.03 36.51
57 41.38 35.51 30.80 34.60 36.99 35.20
58 60.65 61.49 60.25 59.94 61.98 62.99
Av. 24.29 27.33 26.93 25.39 24.68 23.70
n 15
Alt.\ Test W Tl(sl),z;,l) Tl(gf;) Tl(;.45,3) Tl(;ii25,4) Tl(s—;gi%b)

40 21.11 20.21 24.55 20.37 22.84 23.65
41 19.21 22.32 24.49 22.01 22.40 22.24
44 11.47 15.19 17.95 12.76 12.77 12.79
45 19.06 27.18 27.36 21.82 19.39 18.37
46 17.87 23.43 26.57 20.13 19.81 19.15




New normality tests

Table 5 (cont.)

n 15
Alt.\ Test W T1(51;4,1) Tl(gjf) Tl(;.45,3) Tf;ifSA) Tl(;i)igsﬁ)
47 1442 | 21.24 21.16 15.89 13.49 12.54
48 61.73 |  66.19 60.13 63.00 57.17 53.71
49 16.19 | 22.32 23.08 18.15 16.20 15.22
50 38.79 | 41.05 45.90 39.56 41.03 40.53
52 42.69 | 49.19 45.68 42.65 36.54 33.43
54 54.98 | 55.52 53.04 54.83 51.60 49.11
57 59.60 | 53.47 39.61 55.50 47.24 44.38
58 82.48 |  77.92 80.06 79.85 82.61 82.94
Av. 35.35 | 38.09 37.66 35.89 34.08 32.93
n 20
Alt\ Test | W | 73350 T Tz(é;fs*?’) R B
40 30.24 | 25.32 29.59 32.27 29.36 30.22
1 26.08 | 27.34 29.65 34.24 30.28 29.83
44 15.32 | 18.30 21.63 21.46 16.04 15.90
45 2491 | 34.12 34.70 34.55 24.94 23.09
46 24.36 | 29.66 32.91 32.33 25.20 24.56
47 1835 | 26.48 25.80 22.95 15.88 14.69
48 76.47 | 79.88 73.74 71.03 70.23 66.07
49 20.95 | 27.52 28.78 26.86 20.49 19.18
50 52.91 | 52.02 56.42 56.85 52.19 51.87
52 5454 | 60.47 56.67 48.90 45.30 41.40
54 65.66 | 65.73 64.32 57.86 61.83 58.88
57 72.63 |  67.51 53.23 46.80 48.96 50.38
58 93.16 | 88.87 89.63 87.19 91.69 91.86
Av. 44.28 | 46.40 45.93 44.10 40.95 39.84
n 30
AN Test | W | T ™Y ) T | Tl | Tt | Tl
40 49.31 | 48.50 50.90 46.15 47.56 42.34
41 38.80 | 40.58 47.01 49.38 45.71 31.08
44 23.50 | 25.34 32.36 29.59 24.11 19.59
45 36.06 | 39.41 45.42 46.56 33.96 27.63
46 36.70 | 39.31 48.15 45.66 37.86 32.98
47 25.84 | 30.70 29.54 29.03 19.56 17.87
48 91.05 | 92.21 86.88 85.41 81.61 83.22
49 2919 | 32.52 35.46 35.20 26.69 23.19
50 74.96 | 74.68 78.86 74.91 73.38 72.33
52 71.42 | 74.45 63.83 60.20 53.51 59.73
54 79.30 | 79.48 74.26 70.11 71.83 77.21
57 87.54 |  86.28 82.30 73.61 74.32 88.23
58 99.18 |  98.90 95.59 93.85 98.77 98.97
Av. 57.15 | 58.64 59.27 56.90 52.99 51.87
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Table 5 (cont.)

n 50
A\ Test | W | 20D | ASED | 4519 | 7000 | 4009
40 79.39 62.77 68.02 60.06 68.47 73.99
41 61.86 62.60 67.53 66.91 59.83 58.93
44 41.51 39.17 46.13 33.51 37.22 39.34
45 55.73 64.91 66.66 57.58 53.76 49.94
46 58.91 60.93 67.05 55.23 58.14 59.36
47 38.86 49.10 43.60 33.70 33.81 30.17
48 98.61 99.09 97.43 96.81 97.49 96.70
49 43.33 50.56 51.33 43.89 41.82 39.30
50 94.81 91.05 93.08 88.94 92.67 94.23
52 88.01 90.58 82.34 78.82 82.88 79.98
54 92.57 92.77 90.39 90.32 92.10 91.45
57 97.54 97.13 94.95 96.18 63.56 75.78
58 100.00 99.96 98.97 99.93 99.98 99.99
Av. 73.16 73.89 74.42 69.38 67.83 68.40
n 70
Alt.\ Test w T7(0—0.5,1) ,f7(0—0.95,2) Téé;gf) T7(0—;23.95,4) T7(0—;(C)?.’95,5)
40 94.01 89.89 87.70 82.06 88.14 91.08
41 78.01 77.93 76.38 86.82 78.39 77.69
44 58.60 55.16 50.10 56.84 55.91 57.81
45 70.60 71.67 68.77 76.50 69.28 65.52
46 75.64 75.57 70.14 78.28 76.62 77.52
47 50.03 56.62 50.28 46.87 43.86 39.83
48 99.75 99.83 99.78 98.63 99.43 99.18
49 55.05 58.08 54.85 59.86 53.91 50.39
50 99.28 98.68 97.86 97.86 98.75 99.09
52 94.89 96.01 94.82 83.79 90.78 89.11
54 97.34 97.34 97.41 91.02 96.93 96.49
57 99.62 99.19 99.64 98.75 87.34 93.02
58 100.00 100.00 100.00 94.80 100.00 100.00
Av. 82.52 82.77 80.59 80.93 79.95 79.75

Table 6. Symmetric MS populations; sample size n = 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70; estimates of
power of W and T based on 100 000 replications

n 10
Alt.\ Test W Tl((;1.25,1) Tl(al.25,2) Tl(gl.01,3) T1(51.01,4) Tl((;o.99,5)

1 16.05 10.88 17.38 11.64 8.01 6.92
4 6.87 5.42 8.90 5.84 4.49 4.12
7 4.23 3.52 5.32 3.85 3.51 3.40
15 8.11 8.92 8.12 8.89 8.53 8.11
18 15.32 16.65 15.00 16.71 15.56 14.55
21 15.04 17.05 15.69 16.87 15.48 14.44
24 30.01 31.18 29.95 31.45 28.97 26.81
27 25.55 26.32 25.71 26.37 24.92 23.74
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Table 6 (cont.)

n 10
Alt.\ Test W TI(J1.25,1) Tl(al.25,2) T1(51401,3) Tl((;1.01,4) Tl(ao.99,5)
30 1369 | 15.38 13.97 15.00 1441 13.19
32 59.19 | 57.86 56.06 59.22 55.34 52.65
Av. 1941 | 19.32 19.61 19.58 17.92 16.79
n 15
Alt.\ Test W Tl(;i);,l) ngl.S,Q) Tl(go.ggﬁ) Tl((5).1,4) Tl(g45,5)
1 2848 | 30.73 27.56 19.61 35.24 32.63
4 9.73 | 1418 12.14 8.03 18.15 17.47
7 4.52 6.45 5.34 3.85 9.23 9.22
15 9.84 | 10.69 11.01 11.07 7.87 7.38
18 20.91 | 21.22 23.45 23.55 17.72 17.34
21 22,51 | 23.87 24.61 24.24 17.57 16.78
24 4361 | 44.30 46.04 45.59 38.13 37.05
27 36.16 |  36.70 37.70 36.99 32.98 32.33
30 19.08 | 2013 21.67 21.46 15.55 14.94
32 7630 | 7412 77.16 77.42 73.19 73.18
Av. 27.11 | 28.24 28.67 27.18 26.56 25.83
n 20
Alt.\ Test w TQ(O_;SALOLI) T2(0—1.1,2) T2(0_O‘95’3> T2(8.1,4) ,1;2(847,5)
1 4410 | 41.38 32.04 34.46 48.92 45.70
4 1474 | 17.53 13.05 13.71 25.19 23.86
7 5.47 6.29 4.83 5.40 11.52 10.88
15 1161 | 13.22 13.98 12.93 9.74 8.88
18 25.92 | 27.90 30.59 30.67 25.91 24.61
21 28.74 | 30.60 32.42 30.68 24.04 21.56
24 54.40 | 55.65 58.20 56.53 50.52 48.10
27 4516 | 45.97 47.11 45.95 42.46 40.58
30 24.09 | 25.98 27.98 26.63 21.36 19.53
32 86.77 | 8491 87.89 88.11 86.40 85.94
Av. 3410 | 34.94 34.81 34.51 34.61 32.96
n 30
2 (—1.3,1 2 (—1.3,2 - (—0.6,3 - (0.1,4 - (0.5,5
Al Test | W | T 30 | B LSR gs0ed g0 73052
1 73.01 | 56.34 75.97 74.69 69.91 66.34
4 27.37 | 27.60 43.10 42.26 37.57 36.15
7 7.85 9.15 16.62 17.07 15.27 15.36
15 14.80 | 17.31 15.02 13.15 12.66 11.69
18 35.69 |  39.01 39.91 39.38 39.91 38.37
21 390.73 | 44.24 39.99 35.59 33.94 31.46
2 70.20 | 72.93 70.55 67.96 66.36 64.31
27 59.21 | 60.60 58.61 56.34 55.40 54.47
30 32.56 | 37.12 34.45 31.64 30.62 28.75
32 95.81 |  95.65 96.39 96.52 96.63 96.56
Av. 4562 | 46.00 49.06 47.46 45.83 44.35
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Table 7. Skew MS populations; sample size n = 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70; estimates of power
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Table 6 (cont.)

n 50
Alt.\ Test w Téo—;gfg,l) T5(0—1‘45,2) TESO_;;;OI’B) ,1;5(0—0.1,4) Ts((())ﬁ,s)
1 97.14 83.91 87.27 91.27 91.97 90.24
4 57.98 54.90 57.51 62.25 62.47 59.01
7 15.11 19.32 21.57 25.54 24.98 23.52
15 19.28 24.93 23.34 19.67 18.56 16.55
18 52.11 57.56 58.85 59.02 61.18 59.87
21 56.08 62.03 59.32 50.14 49.77 45.34
24 86.95 89.03 88.19 83.74 84.07 81.84
27 76.59 78.55 77.48 72.65 73.25 70.97
30 46.92 53.31 52.34 47.17 46.78 43.49
32 99.64 99.65 99.68 99.69 99.79 99.80
Av. 60.78 62.32 62.55 61.11 61.28 59.06
n 70
Alt.\ Test w T;(;gfg’l) T;(;iis’Z) T7(070'6’3> T;&S:A) T#&Sﬁ'})l’g’)
1 99.89 94.91 99.55 99.30 95.94 92.87
4 82.28 76.59 89.77 85.79 89.67 86.72
7 25.76 32.18 46.96 41.55 53.99 51.60
15 24.30 30.88 27.97 25.32 18.78 17.29
18 65.24 70.21 75.04 76.00 63.11 61.46
21 67.75 73.57 68.81 64.52 58.17 56.11
24 94.11 95.56 94.35 93.29 91.48 90.97
27 86.67 87.91 86.09 84.94 82.77 82.27
30 58.10 65.52 64.32 61.38 52.74 50.93
32 99.98 99.96 99.99 99.99 99.97 99.97
Av. 70.41 72.73 75.28 73.21 70.66 69.02

of W and T based on 100 000 replications

n 10
Alt\ Test | W Tl(é;:” 7ot Tl((;cl,fs’” Tf&i;25’4) Tl((;fi”"’))

36 32.92 20.27 19.00 21.40 26.09 28.72
38 13.13 5.65 7.56 11.76 11.08 10.21
40 13.48 16.08 15.98 14.42 14.94 15.24
42 47.27 44.19 44.22 45.01 46.80 45.66
44 8.31 11.34 11.30 10.10 9.41 9.33
50 23.74 28.97 28.59 26.25 26.23 25.98
52 27.77 32.89 33.34 30.21 26.52 23.64
54 40.06 40.84 40.93 40.83 39.03 36.52
56 89.68 82.02 80.26 83.54 86.46 87.92
58 60.65 61.49 60.25 60.34 61.98 62.62
Av. 35.70 34.37 34.14 34.39 34.85 34.58
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Table 7 (cont.)

n 15
Alt.\ Test w Tl(s—()ﬁ,l) Tl(g.l,z) T1(5—;2145,3) ,1;1(5—;;25,4) T1(5—;2f9,5)
36 53.49 42.29 24.83 29.56 38.13 42.63
38 20.89 11.76 18.27 19.89 17.12 15.78
40 21.11 20.64 21.76 21.02 22.84 24.18
42 71.82 70.06 61.97 66.76 69.89 69.36
44 11.47 11.90 14.47 13.21 12.77 13.20
50 38.79 39.14 41.63 40.30 41.03 41.16
52 42.69 44.71 44.84 43.05 36.54 32.68
54 54.98 55.30 54.89 54.95 51.60 48.58
56 98.70 97.33 94.29 95.89 97.30 97.81
58 82.48 81.19 79.78 80.28 82.61 83.25
Av. 49.64 47.43 45.67 46.49 46.98 46.86
n 20
Alt.\ Test w Té&ifs’l) TQ(JO'%’Q) TQ(OT;@’S) Tz(ojif'zl) Téagig’s)
36 72.24 26.13 64.09 39.11 55.81 48.34
38 30.33 19.93 13.01 27.65 20.24 22.18
40 30.24 25.68 24.27 28.41 33.61 30.22
42 86.86 67.77 82.00 81.69 83.62 83.83
44 15.32 18.03 11.81 16.50 16.74 15.90
50 52.91 52.81 42.75 53.09 54.59 51.87
52 54.54 59.02 50.92 51.37 38.24 41.40
54 65.66 66.07 65.16 64.30 55.35 58.88
56 99.90 98.51 99.34 99.24 99.67 99.47
58 93.16 89.77 88.16 91.21 93.21 91.86
Av. 60.12 52.37 54.15 55.26 55.11 54.40
n 30
Alt.\ Test w Tg(o—o‘5,1) T3(()—0.9,2) sz((;ii49,3) T3(O—;if7,4) T:S((;gés,s)
36 92.76 81.90 86.85 51.95 77.46 68.09
38 51.76 19.59 21.45 42.23 26.39 44.94
40 49.31 48.50 43.25 41.12 51.88 40.15
42 97.84 97.40 96.82 94.57 95.46 92.19
44 23.50 25.34 19.33 22.90 24.57 19.02
50 74.96 74.68 65.75 70.70 74.80 70.50
52 71.42 74.45 67.65 63.68 43.60 62.00
54 79.30 79.48 79.20 77.40 61.95 78.14
56 100.00 100.00 99.99 99.96 100.00 100.00
58 99.18 98.90 98.14 98.25 99.01 98.69
Av. 74.00 70.02 67.84 66.28 65.51 67.37
n 50
Alt.\ Test w T5(0—1.1,1) Ts(()_o%g) T5(0—0.95,3) Téo—;gégm T5(0—;g:.39,5)
36 99.83 97.46 98.91 97.33 87.65 93.14
38 84.00 32.01 35.53 74.25 64.57 53.18
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Table 7 (cont.)

n 50

Alt.\ Test W Téo—l.l,l) Téo—o.gs,z) Tég—oss,:&) Téo—o.g,z;) Téo—o.g,m
. ;€3 ;C3
40 79.39 | 75.01 70.93 59.79 68.47 73.99
42 99.97 | 99.95 99.94 99.46 99.67 99.76
44 4151 | 40.91 34.90 27.34 37.22 39.34
50 94.81 |  93.58 90.48 88.17 92.67 94.23
52 88.01 |  90.23 87.98 84.41 82.88 79.98
54 92.57 | 92.59 92.59 92.10 92.10 91.45
56 100.00 | 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
58 100.00 |  99.98 99.97 99.96 99.98 99.99
Av. 88.01 | 8217 81.12 82.28 82.52 82.51
n 70

~(—0.5,1 ~(—0.9,2 ~(—=0.9,3 ~(—=0.9,4 ~(—=0.8,5

Al\ Test | W | TGOS | RTO0D | R T003) L pl004) | ph0-8:5)
36 100.00 |  99.77 99.93 99.91 96.37 97.42
38 96.72 |  46.33 82.21 91.31 79.63 82.49
40 94.01 |  89.89 87.51 85.07 85.56 85.98
42 100.00 | 100.00 100.00 99.99 99.98 100.00
44 58.60 |  55.16 48.77 44.04 52.63 51.18
50 99.28 |  98.68 97.64 97.68 98.39 98.51
52 94.89 | 96.01 94.23 92.45 91.31 90.50
54 97.34 | 97.34 97.38 97.13 96.94 96.77
56 100.00 | 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
58 100.00 | 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
Av. 94.08 |  88.32 90.77 90.76 90.08 90.28

4. Comments on results of Tables 1-7. From Table 1 we conclude
that for the large set of PAB symmetric alternatives our tests are better than
the test W and they should be recommended to test normality in the cases
n = 10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70.

Table 2 shows that the test W is stronger than our tests under the set
of PAB skew alternatives. Averages of powers indicate the quantities of the
difference between them for n = 10,15, 20, 30, 50, 70.

Kallenberg and Ledwina |[KL|] and Cabana and Cabana [CC| used ten
symmetric alternatives in their comparisons of powers. The results of Table 3
recommend the test W for n = 10 while for n = 15, 20, 30, 50, 70 they rec-
ommend our tests. Kallenberg and Ledwina [KL| used only selected skew
alternatives from the set of PAB skew alternatives in their comparisons.
Table 4 shows that in this case the average powers of our tests for n =
10, 15, 20, 30, 50, 70 are better than the average powers of the test W.

Cabana and Cabana |CC| did their comparisons with selected skew al-
ternatives from the set of PAB skew alternatives. The results of Table 5
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strongly recommend our tests to test normality for n = 10,15, 20, 30, 50, 70
under such selected skew alternatives.

Morris and Szynal [MS2] selected ten symmetric alternatives from PAB
nonnormal populations. The results of Table 6 recommend our tests for n =
10,15, 20, 30, 50, 70. Table 7 shows that for the choice of skew alternatives
by Morris and Szynal [MS2] the test W is better than ours.

5. Final conclusions. Here we collect the best tests under different sets
of symmetric and skew alternatives.
We write

e W (200) — the test W presented in Pearson et al. [PE] for 200 replica-
tions

e W(10%) — the test W presented in Kallenberg and Ledwina [KI] for
10000 replications

e W (10%) — the test W presented here for 100000 replications

e T(10°) — the test presented in Szynal [S] for 100000 replications.

Our investigation gives, among other things, three important statements.
In the case of symmetric alternatives the proposed test T is strongly recom-
mended. For skew alternatives the test 7' is better than W only for some
sets of alternatives. It is known that the test W can be applied only under
some restrictions. So in the general setting we can recommend our test T
with £ = 1,2,3. This conclusion could be confirmed additionally by filling
in the empty places in Tables 8 and 9.

Table 8. Summary performance of tests under sets of symmetric alternatives

Sym. alt. PAB KL and CC
n/Tests | W(200) | W(10%) T(10%) W (200) | W(10%) | W(10%) T(10%)
~(—1.01,3 ~(—1.01,3
TG T
10 - 20.8 20.8 - - 21.2 20.2
~(—1.3,2 ~(—1.3,2
T1(5 ) T1(5;(:1 )
15 - 29.0 30.0 - - 30.2 30.4
~(—1.25,2 ~(—1.25,2
TQ(O ) TQ(O;cl >
20 33.7 36.1 37.9 38.4 39.0 38.6 39.6
~(—1.3,2) ~(—1.49,1)
TBO;cl TSO;c1
30 - 47.6 50.8 - - 52.8 53.7
~(—1.3,2) ~(—1.35,2)
T50;cl T5O;cl
50 56.8 63.0 66.9 68.3 69.5 70.2 72.4
~(—1.3,2) ~(—1.3,2)
T70;c1 T70;c1
70 - 72.3 75.5 - - 79.3 80.7
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Table 8 (cont.)
Sym. alt. MS
n/Tests | W(200) | W(10%) T(10%)
~(—1.25,2
g )
10 — 19.4 19.6
£ (—1.3,2
s
15 - 27.1 28.7
£(—0.01,1
T2(0;c4 )
20 34.2 34.1 34.9
£ (—1.3,2
T3O;c1 )
30 - 45.6 49.1
Té6144s,2)
50 57.6 60.8 62.6
~(—1.3,2
T7O;c1 )
70 - 70.4 75.3
Table 9. Summary performance of tests under sets of skew alternatives
Skew alt. PAB KL
n/Tests | W(200) | W(10%) T(10%) W(200) | W(10%) | W(105) T(10%)
~(—1.25,4 ~(1.35,1
TI(O;cl ) T1(0;64 )
10 - 33.4 32.5 - - 24.9 26.5
~(—0.5,1 ~(1.25,1
R 5
15 - 45.7 44.6 - - 36.7 36.9
£ (—0.5,1 £ (—0.5,1
10 0%
20 53.6 54.2 53.3 45.6 46.9 46.3 46.5
£ (—0.5,1 £ (—0.5,1
1y ¢ 15,
30 — 65.0 63.7 — — 59.7 60.3
~(0.1,2) ~(—0.5,1)
T5(0 Ts(o
50 75.9 76.7 73.7 72.7 73.1 75.1 75.5
~(—0.95,2) ~(—0.5,1)
T3, 179
70 - 83.3 80.8 - - 83.8 84.0
Skew alt. CcC MS
n/Tests | W(200) | W (10%) W (10%) T(10%) W(200) | W(10%) T(10%)
£(1.4,1 £ (—1.25,4
TI(O;C4 ) Tl(O;cl )
10 - - 24.3 27.3 - 35.7 34.9
Tfé'“) Tgo.&u)
15 - - 35.4 38.1 - 49.6 47.4
T2((1)A35,1) Tg;w,s)
20 43.4 44.7 44.3 46.4 59.6 60.1 55.3
~(0.1,2 ~(—0.5,1)
T?SO;cg, ) TéO
30 - - 57.2 59.3 - 74.0 70.0
~(0.2,2 ~(—0.9,4
T5<0;C3 ) TS(O;cg )
50 70.6 73.9 73.2 74.4 88.3 88.0 82.5
T7((;0.5,1) T;ao.gz)
70 - - 82.5 82.8 - 94.1 90.8
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