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1. Introduction

Let X4, ..., X,, be sample of i.i.d.r.v.’s having c.d.f. ' € . Here & is set of all distri-
bution functions of random variables having values into interval (0,1)
We explore problem of testing hypothesis

Hoy : F(z) = Fo(z) =2, x€]0,1] (1.1)
versus sets of alternatives defined in terms of

distribution functions

H, : FeY,, YT,CS (1.2)
or in terms of densities p(x) =1+ f(x) = df;gf)
Hy, : f ev,, Vv,C LQ(O, 1) (13)
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2 M. Ermakov

Here Ly (0, 1) is Hilbert space of all quadratically integrable functions g(t), t € (0,1) with
Ly-norm ||gl| = (f g*(t)dt)""”.

For part of setups the problem of goodness of fit testing for distribution function or
density is replaced with the problem of signal detection in Gaussian white noise. This
allows to simplify technical part of paper.

We are interested in uniform consistency of nonparametric tests. If test or test statistic
is uniformly consistent for sets of alternatives, we say that these sets of alternatives are
uniformly consistent for these tests or test statistics.

For setups mentioned above we point out necessary and sufficient conditions of uniform
consistency of sets of alternatives (1.2) and (1.3) for test statistics of

Kolmogorov tests;
Cramer-von Mises tests;
chi-squared tests having increasing number of cells with growth of sample size;

tests generated quadratic forms of estimators of Fourier coefficients of orthogonal
expansion of signal;

tests generated Lo —norms of kernel estimators.

Last four of above mentioned tests statistics have quadratic structure. The results and
proofs for these test statistics are similar. We provide these results in first part of paper.
The results about Kolmogorov tests are provided in second part of paper.

Denote Fn — empirical distribution function of X1,..., X,.

If sets of alternatives are defined in terms of distribution functions, necessary and
sufficient conditions of consistency will be provided in the framework of distance method.

Test statistics can be considered as functionals Tn(ﬁn) depending on empirical distri-
bution functions. Functionals T, (F') admits interpretation as norms or seminorms defined
on the set of differences of distribution functions. Established uniform consistency of tests

statistics on sets of alternatives
Yo (Thspn) ={F : To(F)>p,>0,FeS}

allows to make a conclusion about uniform consistency of any sequence of sets of alter-
natives T, in terms of their distances or semidistances

Flenrfn Tn(F)
from hypothesis.

For specially selected sequences p,,, p, — 0 as n — oo, in papers [7, 9, 8] (see Theorems
6.3, 4.3, 5.2 as well) we established uniform consistency of sets Y, (T}, p) of alternatives
for x?—tests having increasing number of cells with growth of sample size, tests generated
Lo- norms of kernel estimators and tests generated quadratic forms of estimators of
Fourier coefficients Moreover asymptotic minimaxity of tests on these sets has been
established. In this part of paper we establish uniform consistency of sets T, (T, p,,) of
alternatives for Cramer - von Mises test (see Theorem 7.1. Some similar results will be
established for Kolmogorov test in the second part of paper.
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On uniform consistency 3

Proof of results on uniform consistency of sets of alternatives (1.3) defined in terms of
densities or signals are based on these results.

Problem of signal detection is considered for the following setup. We observe a real-
ization of random process Y, (t) defined stochastic differential equation

dY, (1) = f(t)dt + % dw(t), tel[0,1], >0, (1.4)

where f € L(0,1) is unknown signal and dw(t) is Gaussian white noise.
The following nonparametric sets of alternatives (see [12, 6, 9, 15, 16, 17, 21, 25]) are
often explored

H, : feVa={f:|fI>>pn, f €U CLy(0,1)}, (1.5)

where p, — 0 as n — oo. Here U is a convex set.

We answer on four questions given bellow. The answer on the first question is provided
for problem of signal detection in Gaussian white boise and does not touch test statistics
mentioned above.

For which bounded convex sets U there are p, — 0 as n — oo such that there is
uniformly consistent sequence of tests for sets V,, of alternatives ?

We show that uniformly consistent test exists, if and only if, set U is relatively compact
(see Theorems 3.1 and 3.3). Note that necessary and sufficient condition of existence of
consistent nonparametric estimator on nonparametric set is relative compactness of this
set [14], [18]. The same compactness condition arises in solution of ill-posed inverse
problems with deterministic errors [5]. The problem of existence of consistent tests has
been explored for different setups. The most complete bibliography one can find in [10].

The answer on the next three questions is provided for i.i.d.r.v.’s model in the case of
Cramer-von Mises tests and chi-squared tests. Test statistics generated quadratic forms
of estimators of Fourier coefficients or tests generated LLo- norms of kernel estimators are
explored for problem of signal detection in Gaussian white noise.

Let p, =n"",0 <r <1/2, and r is fixed. How to define biggest bounded sets U such
that sets V,, are uniformly consistent for one of above mentioned test statistics 7

We call such sets U— maxisets The exact definition of maxisets is provided in section 2.
For 0 < r < 1/2, for test statistics having quadratic structure we show (see Theorems 4.4,
5.1, 6.1, 7.2), that maxisets are bodies in Besov spaces B5_(P), Py > 0. Here r = 1J2ris
for chi-squared test statistics, test statistics being LLs- norms of kernel estimator and
test statistics being quadratic forms of estimators of Fourier coefficients of signal. For
Cramer- von Mises tests we have r = ﬁ

If r = 1/2, we could not find sets satisfying all requirements of the definition of
maxisets. However, we show that bounded convex sets of functions having a fixed finite
number of nonzero Fourier coeflicients satisfy similar requirements. In further statements
of this section for r = 1/2, and therefore in the corresponding theorems, the maxisets
can be replaced with such sets.
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4 M. Ermakov

Uniform consistency of chi-squared tests and Cramer-von Mises tests for above men-
tioned Besov bodies has been established Ingster [15].

For nonparametric estimation the notion of maxisets has been introduced Kerkyachar-
ian and Picard [19]. Maxisets of nonparametric estimators have been comprehensively
explored in [4], [20], [27] (see also references therein). For nonparametric hypothesis
testing completely different definition of maxisets has been introduced Autin, Clausel,
Freyermuth and Marteau [2].

Let each set ¥,, be bounded in L3(0,1). Then Cramer- von Mises tests, chi-squared
tests, tests generated La-norms of kernel estimators and quadratic forms of estimators
of Fourier coefficients of signal are uniformly consistent, if and only if, these sets ¥,, of
alternatives does not contain inconsistent sequence of simple alternatives f, € ¥,. In
other words sets of alternatives are uniformly consistent, if and only if, all sequences of
simple alternatives f, € W,, are consistent. Thus the problem of uniform consistency for
sets ¥, of alternatives is reduced to the problem of consistency of any sequence of simple
alternatives f, € ¥,.

How to describe all consistent and inconsistent sequences of simple alternatives having
given rate of convergence to hypothesis 7

We explore this problem as problem of testing hypothesis
Hy : f(z) =0, x€]0,1], (1.6)
versus sequence of simple alternatives
H, : f= fn, en "< | full £Cn7T, (1.7)

where 0 < r <1/2and 0 < ¢ < C < 0.

For above mentioned test statistics answer on this question is provided in terms of
concentration of Fourier coefficients (Theorems 4.1 and 4.2). In Theorem 4.5 we propose
the following interpretation of these results:

sequence of simple alternatives fn, cn™" < ||fnll < Cn~", is consistent, if and only

if, functions f, admit representation as functions fi, from mazxiset with the same rate
of convergence to hypothesis plus functions fn, — fin orthogonal to functions fi,.

In Theorem 4.6 we show that, for any € > 0, there are maxiset and functions fi,, from
maxiset such that the differences of type II error probabilities for alternatives f,, and fi,
is smaller € and f1,, is orthogonal to f,, — fin.

Thus, each function of consistent sequence of alternatives with fixed rate of conver-
gence to hypothesis contains sufficiently smooth function as an additive component and
this function carries almost all information on its type II error probability.

What can we say about properties of consistent and inconsistent sequences of alter-
natives having fixed rate of convergence to hypothesis in LLa- norm?

In Theorem 4.7 we establish that asymptotic of type II error probabilities of sums of
alternatives from consistent and inconsistent sequences coincides with the asymptotic for
consistent sequence.
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On uniform consistency 5

We call sequence of alternatives f,, purely consistent if there does not exist inconsistent
sequence of alternatives fo,, having the same rates of convergence to hypothesis and such
that fo, are orthogonal to f, — fon.

It is easy to show that any sequence of alternatives from maxisets with fixed rates of
convergence to hypothesis is purely consistent.

In Theorem 4.8, in terms of concentration of Fourier coefficients we point out analytic
assignment of purely consistent sequences of alternatives.

In Theorem 4.9 we show that, for any € > 0, for any purely consistent sequence of
alternatives f,,, cn™" < [|fu|| < Cn~", there are maxiset and some sequence f1, from
this maxiset, such that there holds || f,, — finl| < en™".

Paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce main definitions. In section 3,
the answer on the first question is provided. In sections 4, 5, 6 and 7, for 0 < r < 1/2,
above mentioned results are established respectively for test statistics based on quadratic
forms of estimators of Fourier coefficients, Ly — norms of kernel estimators, y?tests and
Cramer— von Mises tests. In section 8 we focus on the case r = %

Proof of all Theorems is provided in Appendix.

We use letters ¢ and C' as a generic notation for positive constants. Denote 14y the
indicator of an event A. Denote [a] whole part of real number a. For any two sequences of
positive real numbers a,, and b,,, a,, < b, implies ¢ < a,, /b, < C for all n and a,, = o(b,,)
implies a,, /b, — 0 as n — oco. For any complex number z denote zZ complex conjugate
number.

Denote

b(z) = \/%_F / exp{—t?/2}dt, =R,

standard normal distribution function.
Let ¢j, 1 < j < o0, be orthonormal system of functions in Lo(0,1). For each Py > 0
define set

7§OO(PQ) = { f . f = Z 9j¢j, SU.]Z))\25 Z 9]2 < Po, 6‘]‘ S Rl } (18)
= A>0 =
If some assumptions about basis ¢;, 1 < j < oo, holds, functional space
_goo:{f:f:ZHj@, supA2529J2-<oo, 0; ERl}
= A>0 i
is Besov space B3 (see [27]). In particular, B, is Besov space if ¢;, 1 < j < oo, is

trygonometric basis.
If ¢;(t) = exp{2mija}, x € (0,1), j =0,=£1,..., denote

BSOO(PO):{fif: > 005, sup AN |9j|2§P0}.

Jj=—o0 [7]>A
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6 M. Ermakov

Since here ¢, are complex functions, then 6; are complex numbers as well and 0; = 6_;
for all —oo < j < 0.
For the same basis denote

o0

Bio(P) = {/:f= 2 0505 f€Bs(R) 60=0}.

j=—0c0

Balls in Nikolskii classes
[ 0@+t - 0@ do < LI, 1] <,

are Besov balls in BS__. Here [ = [s].

2. Main definitions

2.1. Consistency and n~"-consistency

For any test K, denote a(K,,) its type I error probability, and S(K,, f) its type II error
probability for alternative f € La(0,1). Similar notation B(K,,F') is implemented if
alternative is c.d.f. F.

Definition of consistency will be slightly different in each section. In section 3 problem
of existence of uniformly consistent tests and uniform consistency of sets of alternatives
is considered among all tests.

In section 4 consistency is considered for a fixed sequence of test statistics 7T3,. For
kernel-based tests and chi-squared tests, consistency is explored for whole population of
test statistics depending on kernel width and number of cells respectively. In section 7
we have only one test statistic.

We showed that problem of uniform consistency of sets of alternatives is reduced to
the problem of consistency of sequences of simple alternatives. Thus, in sections 4 - 7,
we explore this setup.

Below we provide definition of consistency for setup of sections 4 and 7. In sections 5
and 6 the definitions will be different in the sense mentioned above.

We say that sequence of simple alternatives f,, is consistent if for any o, 0 < o < 1,
for sequence of tests K, a(K,) = a (1 + o(1)), generated test statistics T),, there holds

limsup S(K, fn) <1-—a. (2.1)

n—r00

If en ™ < ||fn]] < Cn~" additionally, we say that sequence of alternatives f, is n~"-

consistent (see [30]).
We say that sequence of alternatives f,, is inconsistent if, for each sequence of tests
K, generated test statistics T, there holds

lim inf(a(Kp) + B(Kn, fa)) > 1. (2.2)
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On uniform consistency 7

Suppose we consider problem of testing hypothesis (1.1) versus alternatives (1.3) where
W, can be also sets of signals.

For tests K,, a(K,) = a+o(l), 0 < a < 1, generated test statistics 7, denote
B(Kn, Vy) = sup;cy, B(Kn, f). We say that sequence of sets ¥, of alternatives is uni-
formly consistent if

limsup B(K,,¥,) <1-—a. (2.3)

n—oo

For sets of alternatives T, defined (1.2) definition of uniform consistency is the same.

2.2. Purely consistent sequences

We say that n~"- consistent sequence of alternatives f,, is purely n~"-consistent if there
does not exist subsequence f,, such that f,, = fin, + fon, Where fa,, is orthogonal to
fin, and sequence fon,, || fon,|| > c1in™", is inconsistent.

2.3. Maxisets

Let ¢;, 1 < j < oo, be orthonormal basis in Ly(0,1). We say that a set U, U C
L2(0,1), is ortho-symmetric with respect to this basis if f = Z;’il 0;¢p; € U implies
f: E;iléj¢j € U for any éj =9j or éj = —6‘]‘, 7=1,2,....

For closed ortho —symmetric bounded convex set U, U C L2(0, 1), denote Z functional
space with unite ball U.

For the problem of signal detection we call bounded ortho-symmetric closed set U,
U C Ly(0, 1), maxiset and functional space = maxispace if

i. any subsequence of alternatives f,, € YU, en; " < || fu,
1 — 00, is consistent,

< Cn;", n; — o0 as

ii. if f ¢ =, then, in any convex, ortho-symmetric set V' that contains f, there is
inconsistent subsequence of alternatives f,, € V, cn; " < || fu,|| < Cn; ", where n; — oo
as ¢ — 00.

ii. implies that U is the largest set satisfying i.

For problem of hypothesis testing on a density, in definition of maxiset we make
additional assumption:

ii. is considered only for functions f = 1+> 2, 6,¢; (or f = 1+Zm21 0;¢;) satisfying
the following condition.

D. Thereis Iy = lo(f) such that, for all [ > Iy, functions 1+Em>l 0;¢; are nonnegative
(are densities).

D allows to analyze tails f,, = Zli\> ; 0i¢; of orthogonal expansions of f to establish
ii. B

It is clear that if, U is maxiset, then vU, 0 < v < 0o, is maxiset as well.
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8 M. Ermakov

Simultaneous assumptions of convexity and ortho-symmetry of set V' is rather strong.
IffeV, f=5:20:p;, then any f,, € V with f,, = Y02 michi, |mi| < |6, 1 < i < 0.

Test statistics of tests generated Lo- norms of kernel estimators and Cramer-von Mises
tests admit representation as a linear combination of squares of estimators of Fourier coef-
ficients. Therefore, for these test statistics, consistency of sequence f,, implies consistency
of any sequence of ortho-symmetric functions f,, generated f,. Moreover, type II error
probabilities of sequences f, and fn have the same asymptotic. Thus the requirement
of ortho-symmetry seems natural for test statistics admitting representation as a liner
combination of squares of estimators of Fourier coefficients. For chi-squared tests, by
Theorem 6.1 given in what follows, similar situation takes place.

2.4. Another approach to definition of maxisets

Requirement of ortho-symmetry of set U does not allow to call maxiset any convex set
W generated equivalent norm in =. In definition of maxiset given below we do not make
such an assumption.

Let £ C L3(0,1) be Banach space with a norm || - ||z. Denote U = {f: ||fllz <7, [ €
=}, v >0, aball in =.

Define subspaces 11, 1 < k < oo, by induction.

Denote di = max{||f|, f € U} and denote ey function e; € U such that ||e1|| = d;.
Denote II; linear subspace generated vector e .

For ¢ = 2,3,... denote d; = max{p(f,IL;_1), f € U} with p(f,II;,_1) = min{||f —
gll,g € T;_1}. Define function e;, e; € U, such that p(e;,II;_1) = d;. Denote II; linear
subspace generated functions ey, ..., e;.

For any function f € L3(0,1) denote fi1, projection of function f on subspace II; and
denote f; = f — S,

Thus we associate with each f € Ly(0,1) sequence of functions fi, f; — 0 as i — oc.

For the problem of signal detection we say that set U is maxiset for test statistics 715,
and = is maxispace if the following two statements take place.

i. any subsequence of alternatives f,,; € U, en;" < |[|fn;[| < Cnj ", n; — 00 as j — oo,
is consistent,.

ii. for any f € L(0,1), f ¢ Z, there are sequences 4,, and j;, with i, — oo, j;, — 00
as n — oo, such that subsequence f;, is inconsistent and cj; " < || fi, | < Cj; "

For problem of hypothesis testing on a density, ii. is verified only for functions f such
that 1+ fz are densities for all i > ig.

We provide proofs of Theorems for definition of maxisets in terms of subsection 2.3.
However it is easy to see that slight modification of this reasoning provide proofs for
definition of subsection 2.4 as well. Basis ¢;, 1 < j < oo, in subsection 2.3 coincides in
this reasoning with basis e;.
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On uniform consistency 9

3. Necessary and sufficient conditions of uniform
consistency

We consider problem of signal detection in Gaussian white noise discussed in Introduc-
tion. Problem is explored in terms of sequence model.

Stochastic differential equation (1.4) can be rewritten in terms of a sequence model
based on orthonormal system of functions ¢;, 1 < j < oo, in the following form

g

NG

y; =0+ —=¢&, 1< <oo, (3.1)

where ) ) )
yj = /0 ¢jdYn(t), & = /0 ¢jdw(t) and 6; = /0 f¢;dt.
Denote y = {y;}32, and 6 = {0;}32,.
We can consider 0 as a vector in Hilbert space H with the norm ||0|| = (E;’;l 93) 1/2.
We implement the same notation || - || in Ly and in H. Sense of this notation will be
always clear from context.

In this notation the problem of hypothesis testing can be rewritten in the following
form. One needs to test the hypothesis

Hy:06=0 (3.2)
versus alternatives
H,:0€V,={0:]0||>p,, 00U, UCH}. (3.3)

Here U is bounded convex set.
We say that 0 = {0,0, ...} is inner point of set U if for any y € H there is A > 0 such
that Ay € U and —A\y € U.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that bounded set U is convex and O is inner point of U. Then
there is sequence p, — 0 as n — oo such that there is uniformly consistent sequence of
tests for sets of alternatives Vi, with this sequence py, if and only if, set U is relatively
compact.

If set U is relatively compact, there is consistent estimator (see [14] and [18]). Therefore
we can choose Lo-norm of consistent estimator as uniformly consistent test statistics.

Remark 3.1. Suppose K is convex hull of points 61,04, ... and 0 is inner point of
K. Suppose K is not relatively compact and K C U where the set U is not necessarily
convex. Then, by Theorem 3.1, for problem of testing hypothesis (3.2) versus alternatives
(8.3), there does not exist uniformly consistent tests for all sequences p, — 0 as n — oo.
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10 M. Ermakov

Version of Theorem 3.1 holds for problem of testing hypothesis on a density in a
following setup. Let P be probability measure on o-algebra & defined on set D. Denote
Lo (P) set of measurable functions f : D — R such that

/deP < 0.
S
aQ

Let Xi,..., X, be iid.r.v.’s having probability measure Q, having density ¢ = 55 such
that ¢ € Lo(P).

Problem is to test hypothesis Hy : ¢(s) = 1 for all s € D versus alternative Hy :
q(s)=1eV,={f:\fll = pn, f €U, U CLy(P) }. Here | f|| denotes Lo(P)- norm of
function f. and U is bounded convex set in L (P)

Define function 0(s) = 0 for all s € D.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that set U is bounded convez into Lo(P). Let set U be such
that for any function f € U function 1+ f is probability density. Let O be inner point
of U. Then there is sequence p, — 0 as n — oo such that there is uniformly consistent
sequence of tests for sets of alternatives V,, with this sequence py, if and only if, set U is
relatively compact.

Reasoning in the proof of Theorem 3.2 coincides with the reasoning of proof of Theorem
3.1 with unique difference we implement Theorem 4.1 in [10] instead of Theorem 5.3 in
[10]. We omit this reasoning.

Similar Theorem holds for problem of signal detection in linear inverse ill-posed prob-
lem.

In Hilbert space H, we observe a realization of Gaussian random vector

y=A0+¢€€, €>0, (3.4)

where A : H — H is known linear operator and £ is Gaussian random vector having
known covariance operator R : H — H and E[€] = 0.

We explore the same problem of hypothesis testing Hy : @ = 0 versus alternatives
H, : 8 €V,.

For any operator S : H — H denote 93(S) the rangespace of S.

Suppose that the nullspaces of A and R equal zero and R(A) C R(R/?).

Theorem 3.3. Let operator R~Y/?A be bounded. Suppose that bounded set U is convex
and 0 is inner point of U. Then the statement of Theorem 3.1 holds.

Remark 3.2. In papers another definition of uniform consistency is often explored (see,
for example, [15]). In this definition, (2.3) is replaced with the requirement of existence of
sequence of tests K, such that a(K,) — 0 and (K, V,) — 0 as n — oo. By Theorem
on exponential decay of type I and type II error probabilities (see [23] and [29]), the
statements of Theorems 3.1 — 3.3 for this definition of consistency follows from these
Theorems.
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On uniform consistency 11

4. Quadratic test statistics

4.1. General setup

We explore problem of signal detection in Gaussian white noise (1.4) and (1.7) with
0 < r < 1/2 discussed in Introduction. Problem is provided in terms of sequence model

(3.1).
If U is compact ellipsoid

U=26: Zc@-@? < PRo,0={0}52,.0; €R!
Jj=1

with a; > 0, a; — oo as j — oo, asymptotically minimax test statistics for sets of
alternatives V,, are quadratic forms

o0
Tn(Yn) = Zﬁijy?- - UQnilpn

Jj=1

oo 2

with some specially defined coefficients 7, (see Ermakov [6]). Here p, = 3 =1 B

If coefficients “7213‘ satisfy some regularity assumptions, test statistics T,,(Y},) are asymp-
totically minimax (see [9]) for wider sets of alternatives

H,:fe€Yw(Rn,c)={f:R.(f)>c, fela0,1)}
with -
Ru(f) = An(0) =07*n* > k2,07,
j=1

and f = Z;}il ngbj.
A sequence of tests L,,a(L,) = a(l 4+ o(1)), 0 < a < 1, is called asymptotically
minimax if, for any sequence of tests K,,, a(K,) < a, there holds
lim inf (5 (K, Th(Rn,¢)) — B (Ln, Tn(Rn,c))) > 0.
n—oo
Sequence of test statistics T, is called asymptotically minimax if tests generated test
statistics T, are asymptotically minimax.
We make the following assumptions.
A1l. For each n sequence “7213‘ is decreasing.
A2. There are positive constants C; and Cy such that, for each n, there holds

Ci <A, = o 4n? Zliij < (5. (41)

j=1

A3. There are positive constants ¢; and ¢ such that c;n™2" < p,, < can™2".

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: nuconxi.tex date: November 8, 2021



12 M. Ermakov

Denote k7, = K2, with k, = sup {k PN Ko < %pn}
A4. There are C7 and X\ > 1 such that, for any § > 0 and for each n we have

K’[Qn,(l-‘rls)kn] < Cl(l + 6)7>\Iii.

A5. There holds k2, < k2 as n — oo. For any ¢ > 1 there is C such that ni_[ckn] > Or2
for all n. '
Example. Let

1

2 -2

Ko, =n "————7, > 1,
" §7 +cenP 7

with A=2—2r — 8 and 8 = (2 — 4r)y. Then Al — A5 hold.
Note that A1-A5 imply

4 _ 4 _ 251 o, 2—4r
Kp = Kpp, <0 "k,” and k, <n . (4.2)

Theorems 4.1 - 4.10 given below represent realization of program announced in Intro-
duction.

4.2. Analytic form of necessary and sufficient conditions of
consistency

The results will be provided in terms of Fourier coefficients of functions f,, = Zjoil 0ni@;.

Theorem 4.1. Assume A1-A5. Sequence of alternatives fr,, en™" < ||ful < Cn™", is
consistent, if and only if, there are ¢1, co and ng such that there holds

> 10 > en™ (4.3)
|j|<c2kn
for all n > ng.
Versions of Theorems 4.1, 4.2 and 4.8 hold for setups of other sections. In setups of

these sections indices j may accept negative values and 6,; may be complex numbers.
By this reason we write |j| instead of j and |6,,;| instead of 6,,; in (4.3), (4.4) and (4.9).

Theorem 4.2. Assume A1-A5. Sequence of alternatives fr, en™" < ||ful < Cn™", is
inconsistent, if and only if, for any co, there holds

Z 0,12 =0(n"?") as n— oo. (4.4)

[j]<cakn

Proof of Theorems is based on Theorem 4.3 on asymptotic minimaxity of test statistics
T,.
Define sequence of tests Ky, (Yn) = 1(,-17, (v,)>(24,)1/22,}> 0 < @ < 1, where x4 is
defined by the equation a = 1 — ®(x,).
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On uniform consistency 13

Theorem 4.3. Assume A1-A5. Then sequence of tests K, (Yy,) is asymptotically min-
imazx for the sets Y, (R, c) of alternatives. There hold a(K,) = a+ o(1) and

B, fn) = ®(za — Ru(fa)(240)/%)(1 + 0(1)) (4.5)

uniformly onto all sequences f, such that R, (f,) < C for any C > 0.

A version of Theorem 4.3 for the problem of signal detection with heteroscedastic
white noise has been proved in [§].

Such a form of conditions in Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 can be explained by concentration
of coefficients «7.; in zone j = O(k,) for test statistics T, and for A,(6y).

Version of Theorem 4.3 for problem of hypothesis testing on distribution function
provides necessary and sufficient conditions of uniform consistency of sets of alternatives
defined in terms of distribution functions.

4.3. Maxisets. Qualitative structure of consistent sequences of

alternatives
_ r __ _2s
Denote s = 5= Then r = Tres-

Theorem 4.4. Assume A1-A5. Then balls By _(Py), Py > 0, are mazisets for test
statistics Ty (Yn).

For maxisets BS__ (Py) with deleted "small” ILo- ball asymptotically minimax tests
have been found in [11]. In [16], similar result has been obtained for Besov bodies in B__
defined in terms of wavelets coefficients.

Theorem 4.5. Assume A1-A5. Then sequence of alternatives fn, en™" < ||fnll <
Cn™", is consistent, if and only if, there are maziset B (Py), Py > 0, and sequence
fin € Bs. (Py), cin™" < || finl| € Cin™", such that fi, is orthogonal to f, — fin, that
18, there holds

1fall® = 1 fiall® + 11 £n = frnll?, (4.6)

Therefore, if we have maziset B5. (Py), Py > 0, sequence of arbitrary functions fi, €
BSoo(P), cin™™ < || finll < Cin™" and sequence of arbitrary functions fan, cin™" <
I f2nll < Cin~" orthogonal to fi,, then sequence of simple alternatives f, = fin + fon is
consistent.

Theorem 4.6. Assume A1-A5. Then, for any e > 0, for any consistent sequence of
alternatives fn, cn™" < || full < Cn™" there are maziset B3 (o), Py > 0, and sequence

of functions fin , cin™" < || fin]| < Cin~", belonging to maxiset BS  (Po) such that there
holds

function f1, is orthogonal to f, — fin
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14 M. Ermakov

for any o, 0 < oo < 1, for the tests K, a(K,) = (1l + o(1)) as n — oo, there is ne
such that, for any n > n., there hold

and

ﬁ(Knvfn_fln)Zl_a—E- (48)

If functions f, = 3272, On;¢; satisty cin™" < [|fu]| < Cin™", then for any c there

is Py such that fi, = ch:k?] Onjd; € B3, (Po) (see Lemma A.4). Since coefficients 2,
j > cky, are relatively small for large ¢, this allows to prove Theorems 4.5 and 4.6.

Maxisets B5._(P), Po > 0 in Theorems 4.5, 4.6 and 4.9 can be replaced with arbitrary
maxiset U.

4.4. Interaction of consistent and inconsistent sequences of
alternatives. Purely consistent sequences

Theorem 4.7. Assume A1-Ab. Let sequence of alternatives f, be consistent. Then,
for any inconsistent sequence of alternatives fi,, for tests K,, a(K,) = a(l + o(1)),
0 < a < 1, generated test statistics T;,, there holds

n—oo

Theorem 4.8. Assume A1-A5. Sequence of alternatives fr,, en™" < ||ful < Cn™", is
purely n~"-consistent, if and only if, for any € > 0, there is Cy = C1(g) such that there

holds
> 10n? <en (4.9)
[7]>C1kn
for all n > np(e).
Theorem 4.9. Assume A1-A5. Then sequence fn, cn™" < ||full < Cn™", is purely

n~"-consistent, if and only if, for any € > 0, there is 7. and sequence of functions fi,,
belonging to maziset BS _(ve) such that || fr, — fin|| < en™" and (4.6) holds.

Theorem 4.10. Assume A1-A5. Then sequence of alternatives fn, ecn™" < || full <
Cn™", is purely n~"-consistent, if and only if, for any inconsistent subsequence of alter-
natives fin,, , eng " < ||fin;|| < Cn;", there holds

Hfm"’flm ?= Hfm 2+0(n;7ﬂ)a (410)

2 + Hflnz

where n; — 00 as 1 — oo.
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On uniform consistency 15

Remark 4.1. Let Iiij > 0 for 5 <1, and let Iiij =0 for j > I, with {,, < n?>~*" as
n — o0o. Analysis of proofs of Theorems shows that Theorems 4.1 - 4.10 remain valid for
this setup if A4 and A5 are replaced with

AG6. For any ¢, 0 < ¢ < 1, there is ¢; such that m letn] > c1k2, for all n.

In all corresponding reasoning we should put 2 = x2, and k,, = I,,.

Theorems 4.2 and 4.8 hold with the following changes. It suffices to put co < 1 in
Theorem 4.2 and to take Cy(¢) < 1 in Theorem 4.8.

Proof of corresponding versions of Theorems 4.1 - 4.10 is obtained by simplification
of provided reasoning and is omitted.

5. Kernel-based tests

We continue to explore problem (1.6) and (1.7) of signal detection in Gaussian white
noise with 0 < r < 1/2. We suppose additionally that signal f belongs to L (R!) the
set of 1-periodic functions such that f(t) € L2(0,1). This allows to extend our model
on real line R! putting w(t + j) = w(t) for all integer j and ¢ € [0,1) and to write the
forthcoming integrals over all real line.

Define kernel estimator

fn(t):i/ K(t}:u)dYn(u), te(0,1), (5.1)

where h, >0, h, — 0 as n — oo.
The kernel K is bounded function such that the support of K is contained in [—1, 1],
K(t) = K(—t) for t e R' and [*_ K(t)dt = 1.
Denote K (t) = %K(%), t € R and h > 0.
In (5.1) we supposed that, for any v, 0 < v < 1, we have
14+v o v
Ky, (t —u)dY,( /Kh t—l—u)f(u)du—i——/ Ky, (t —1—u)dw(u)
1 vn Jo

and

0 1 1
Kn (t—w)dYp(u) = | Kn,(t—u+1)fw)dut = | Kn, (t—u+1)dw(u).
—v 1—v \/ﬁ 1—v

Define kernel-based test statistics

Tu(Ya) = Ton, (Ya) = nhy/ 20>y (|| ful* = o* (nha) THIK 1),

72:2/ /Kt—s )ds)dt.
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16 M. Ermakov

We call sequence of alternatives f,,, ecn™" < [|fn]| < Cn~", n~"-consistent if, there is
constant ¢; such that (2.1) holds for any tests K, a(K,) = a(l +0(1)). 0 < a < 1,
generated sequence of test statistics T, with h,, < an* 72, hy, = nt2.

We call sequence of alternatives fn, cn™" < || f,[| < Cn™", n™"-inconsistent if sequence
of alternatives f,, is inconsistent for any tests generated arbitrary test statistics T}, with
h, — 0asn— oco.

Problem will be explored in terms of sequence model.

Let we observe a realization of random process Y, (t) with f = f,.

For —oo < j < 0o, denote

1
f((jh):/ exp{2mijt} Ku(t)dt, h >0,

—1

1 1
Ynj = / exp{2mijt} dY,(t), & = / exp{2mijt} dw(t),
O 0

1
O = / exp{2mijt} fn(t)dt.
0
In this notation we can write kernel estimator in the following form
O = K(jhn) yn; = K(jhn) 0nj +on Y2 K(jh,) &5, —o0 < j < o0, (5.2)
and test statistics 7;, admit the following representation
T,(Y,) = nh}/%—%—l( S b2 =m0 Y |f((jhn)|2). (5.3)
j=—00 j=—o0

If we put |K (jhn)|? = K2, we get that definitions of test statistics 75, (Y;,) in this section
and in sections 4 are almost coincide. The setup of section 5 differs from setup of section
4 only heteroscedastic white noise. Another difference in the setup is that the function
K (w), w € RY, may have zeros. Since differences are insignificant the same results are

valid. Denote k,, = [n2~4"].

Theorem 5.1. The statements of Theorems 4.1, 4.2, 4.5-4.10 hold for this setup as
well. The statement of Theorem 4.4 holds also with B3 replaced with B3 .

In version of Theorem 4.4, ii. in definition of maxisets holds for test statistics 7,, having
arbitrary values h,, > 0, h,, — 0 as n — oo.

Denote
T = Titrh) = [ (1 [ (52) 50000

For sequence p,, > 0, define sets

Tnhn (Tlnupn) = {f : Tln(f) > Pn;s f € LQET(RI)}'
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On uniform consistency 17

Define sequence of kernel-based tests K,, = 1¢7, (v,)>z.}, 0 < a < 1, with z, defined
the equation o = 1 — ®(x,).

Proof of Theorems is based on the following Theorem 5.2 on asymptotic minimaxity
of kernel-based tests K,, (see Theorem 2.1.1 in [8]).

Theorem 5.2. Let h;1/2n_1 — 0, hy, =0 asn — oco. Let

0 < liminf npnh}l/2 < lim sup npnh,ll/2 < 0.

n—roo n—oo

Then sequence of kernel-based tests K,,, is asymptotically minimaz for the sets of alter-

natiwes Yon, (Thn, pn). There hold a(L,) = a(1 4+ o(1)) and
B(Kns f) = ®(xa =7 0 0k *Tin(f2))(1 + o(1)) (5.4)
uniformly onto sequences f, € LY (R") such that nh}/2T1n(fn) <C.

We have -
Tin(fn) = Z |K(jhn)|2|9nj|2' (5.5)
Jj=—00

Note that the unique difference of setups of Theorems 5.2 and 4.3 is heteroscedastic noise.
Thus roof of Theorem 5.2 can be obtained by easy modification of the proof of Theorem
4.3.

6. x2-tests

Let X1,..., X, beiidr.v.s having c.d.f. F' € & Let c.d.f. F(z) have a density 1+ f(z) =
dF(x)/dz, x € (0,1), f € LY (0,1).

We explore the problem of testing hypothesis (1.6) versus alternatives (1.7) with 0 <
r < 1/2 discussed in Introduction.

For any sequence m,,, denote pnj = F,(j/mn) — Fn((j — 1)/mn), 1 < j < my,.

Test statistics of x2-tests equal

To(E) =nmy Y (nj — 1/mn)?.
j=1

Let
fn: Z enj(ij ¢J((E):€Xp{2ﬂ'lj$}, HAS (071)
Jj=—00

We call sequence of alternatives f,, en™ < |[ful| < On™", n~"-consistent, if there is
¢y such that, (2.1) holds for any tests K, a(K,) = a(1+0(1)). 0 < a < 1, generated
sequence of chi-squared test statistics T}, with number of cells m,, > c1n?~*", m,, < n?=4".
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18 M. Ermakov

We call sequence of alternatives f,,, ecn™" < || fn]| < Cn~", n~"-inconsistent if sequence
of alternatives f, is inconsistent for all tests generated test statistics T, having number
of cells m,,, m, — 00 as n — oo..

Denote k,, = [nﬁ} = n24r,

The differences in versions of Theorems 4.1 —4.10 for this setup are caused only the
requirement that functions f,, fi, and fs,, should be densities.

Theorem 6.1. The statements of Theorems 4.1, 4.2 and 4.4-4.6, 4.8-4.10 hold for this
setup with the following differences.

In version of Theorem 4.4 balls B3 is replaced with bodies IE%SOO

In version of Theorem 4.4, ii. in definition of mazisets holds for test statistics T;, with
arbitrary choice of number of cells m,,, m, — oo as n — oo.

In version of Theorem 4.6 we consider only sequences of alternatives f,, such that the
following assumption holds.

B. There is ¢y such that, for all ¢ > co, functions

Lt fen =1+ > 0i¢; and 1+ fo—feon=14 > 0,0,

lj|>emay, ljl<emsy,

are densities.
We implement definition of purely consistent sequences only for sequences f,, satisfying

B.

In proof of version of Theorem 4.6 for chi-squared tests, we show that there is C. =
C(e,c,C, co) such that, for densities 1+ fin, =1+, oo, 0565, (4.6), (4.7) and (4.9)
hold. By Lemma A.4 given below, there is 7. such that fi,, € 7.U.

In Theorem 6.2, given bellow, definitions of consistency and inconsistency proposed
in subsection 2.1 are treated if simple alternatives f,, are replaced with distribution
functions F,, and hypothesis is Hy : F(z) = Fy(x) =z, x € [0, 1].

Theorem 6.2. Let sequence of alternatives F,, be consistent. Let Fy, be inconsistent
sequence of alternatives such that Fa, = F,,(x)+F1n(x)—Fo () are distribution functions.
Then for tests K, a(K,) = a(l+o0(1)), 0 < a < 1, there holds

lim (B(Kn, Fy) — B(Kn, Fan)) = 0.

n—oo

Proof of Theorems are based on the following Theorem 6.3 on asymptotic minimaxity
of chi-squared tests given below. Theorem 6.3 is summary of results of Theorems 2.1 and
2.4 in [7].

For sequence p,, > 0, define sets of alternatives

Y olT, pr) = {F L To(F) > pn, F €S }
The definition of asymptotic minimaxity of tests is the same as in section 4.

imsart-bj ver. 2014/10/16 file: nuconxi.tex date: November 8, 2021



On uniform consistency 19

Define the tests

K, = 1{271/27”;1/2(7%(Fn)fmn+1)>za}

where x,, is defined the equation o = 1 — ®(z,).

Theorem 6.3. Let m,, — oo, m,,'n? — oo as n — oo. Let

0< 1inrgi£f m;lﬂpn < 1in;sup m;1/2pn < 0.
n oo
Then x*-tests K,,, a(K,) = a+0(1), 0 < a < 1, are asymptotically minimax for the
sets of alternatives Yy (Ty, pn). There holds

B(Kn, Fn) = ®(za — 27 2m 2T (F,)) (1 + o(1))
uniformly onto sequences Fy, such that T,,(F,) < Cm,lz/z.

Note that for implementation of Theorem 6.3 to proof of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 we
need to make a transition from indicator functions to trigonometric functions. Such a
transition is realized in Appendix.

7. Cramer — von Mises tests

We consider Cramer — von Mises test statistics as functional

1

15, = Fy) = [ (Pulo) = Fa))* dFi(a)

depending on empirical distribution function F},. Here Fy(z) = x, x € [0,1].

Denote K,, = K, (X1, ...,X,) sequence of Cramer- von Mises tests.

A part of further results holds for setup (1.1) and (1.2) with T, = T,,(a) = T, (T?,an"1),
a>0.

We say that Cramer - von Mises test is asymptotically unbiased if, for any a > 0, for
any «, 0 < a < 1, for tests K,,, (K, ) = a+ o(1), there holds

limsup sup Bp(K,) <1—o. (7.1)
n—oo FeY,(a)

Nonparametric tests satisfying (7.1) are called also uniformly consistent (see Ch. 14.2 in
[24]).
Proof of results is based on the following Theorem 7.1.

Theorem 7.1. The following three statements hold.
i. For sequence of alternatives Fy,, there is sequence of Cramer - von Mises tests K,
such that
lim (a(Kn) + BFn (Kn)) =0, (72)

n—oo
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20 M. Ermakov

holds, if and only if, there holds

lim nT*(F, — Fp) = 0. (7.3)
n—oo
ii. Cramer - von Mises tests are asymptotically unbiased.
iii. For any sequence of Cramer - von Mises tests K,,
li_>m (a(Kn) + Br, (Kn)) 2 1,
holds, iff, there holds
lim nT*(F, — Fy) = 0.
n—oo
Sufficiency in i. and iii. in Theorem 7.1 is wellknown (see [15]). Necessary conditions
in i. and in iii. follows easily from ii.
From now on we explore the problem of testing hypothesis (1.6) versus alternatives
(1.7) with 0 < r < 1/2 discussed in Introduction.

If c.d.f. F has density, we can write the functional T?(F — Fp) in the following form
(see Ch.5, [28])

T*(F — Fp) :/0 /0 (min{s,t} — st) f(t) f(s)dsdt

with f(t) = d(F(t) — Fy(t))/dt.
If we consider the orthonormal expansion of function

HOEDIOTNC

on trigonometric basis ¢;(t) = v/2 cos(mjt), 1 < j < oo, then we get

nT*(F — Fp)=n Y —

J=1

. 4
= (14)

Denote k,, = [n(1=21)/2],
In Theorems 7.2 and 7.3 given below, we follow the definition of consistency provided
in subsection 2.1.

Theorem 7.2. For orthonormal system of functions ¢;(t) = V2cos(mjt), t € [0,1),
Jj=1,2,..., the bodies B (Py) with s = are mazisets for Cramer — von
Mises test statistics.

2r s
1-2r7 " 7 242s”

In previous sections functionals T}, depend on n. In this setup we explore the unique
functional T for all n and for different values of r, 0 < r < 1/2. To separate the study
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On uniform consistency 21

of sequences of alternatives for different r, we consider for fixed r only sequences of
alternatives satisfying G1.
G1. For any € > 0 there is ¢, such that there holds

n Z 9%]"2 <e

U‘<Cekn

for all n > ng(e, ce).

If G1 does not hold for some ¢. = ¢, — 0, c,k, — o0 as n — oo and functions
I+ fu=1+ > i<enk, Onj @j are densities, then (2.1) holds for some sequence of functions
fu, || foll = o(n="). Thus this case of consistency can be studied in the framework of the
faster rate of convergence of sequence of alternatives.

Theorem 7.3. Let sequence of alternatives f, satisfies G1. Then for sequence fy the
statements of Theorems 4.1, 4.2, 4.5, 4.6, 4.8 and 4.10 are valid with the following
changes.

In version of Theorem 4.6 it is supposed that B holds.

In Theorem 7.8 definition of pure consistency is considered for sequences of functions
fn satisfying B.

Theorem 7.4. The statement of Theorem 6.2 holds for this setup as well.

8. m~'/2— rate of convergence

In section we extend results of sections 4 — 7 to the case r = 1/2. We show that, for
r =1/2, the sets

U Po)={f:f=_ 6,05 |Ifl < Po, f € L2(0,1)}

Jj=1

with [ = 1,2,... and Py > 0 and the linear space = = {f : f € U(l, Fy) for some
integer land Py > 0} satisfy i. and 7. respectively in definition of maxisets. Moreover
sets U(l, Py) can replace with maxisets in versions of Theorems 4.5, 4.6 and 4.9.
Problems of hypothesis testing in sections 4, 5 and 7 are covered the following setup.
We observe sequence of independent random variables y; = 0; + n=1/ 20, &; where &,
1 < j < 00, are Gaussian random variables, E{; = 0 and E[{f] =1
Define functional

T(0)=> k3607, 0={0;}5,
j=1

where coefficients /1? satisfy the following conditions.

D1. Sequence Ii? is decreasing and E;’il fi? < 0.
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D2 There is C' > 0 such that 0 < o; < C for all 1 < j < 0.
Problem is to test hypothesis

HQZ@jZO, 1< <0 (81)
versus alternatives
H,, : 6‘]‘ = Hnj, 1<) < o0, (82)
where T(0,,) < n~! with 0,, = {0,,,}5°.

Theorem 8.1. Forr = 1/2 sets U(l, Py), | = 1,2,..., Py > 0, and linear space =
satisfy i. and . respectively in definition of maxisets.

Theorem 8.2. Assume D1 and D2. Then Theorems 4.1, 4.2 and 4.4 - 4.10 are valid
with ky, =1 and sets B (Po) replaced with sets U(l, Py), where | =1,2,... and Py > 0.

Proof of Theorem 8.2 is based on Theorem 8.3 given below and evident modification of
iii. in Theorem 7.1 on this setup. Reasoning are akin to proof of Theorems in section 4 and
is omitted. Note only that for verifying ii in definition of maxisets we put f; = Z;’il 0;0;
(see proof of Theorem 4.4). After that we implement version of Theorem 4.2 for this
setup.

Denote z; = n1/2yj and n; = n1/26‘j. Then problem of hypothesis testing (8.1) and
(8.2) is replaced with the following.

We observe independent random variables z; = n;40;¢;. Problem is to test hypothesis

H():’I]jzo, 1<) <0 (83)

versus alternatives
Hn Ny =Ty, 1§j<00, (84)

where 0 < T'(7) < oo with 7 = {7;}$°.
For a > 0, define sets of alternatives

Y(a)={n: T(n) >a,n={n}i* n; € R} (8.5)
We say that test K is unbiased [24], if
a(K) + B(K,Y(a)) < 1. (8.6)
Denote z = {z;}7°.

Theorem 8.3. Assume D1 and D2. Then tests K, a(K) = a, 0 < a < 1, generated
test statistics T'(z) are unbiased.

Proof of Theorem 8.3 is provided in A.5.
For chi-squared tests with number of cells m,, = m =const similar Theorem holds for
r = 1/2 with the same definition of consistency as in section 6.
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Theorem 8.4. Forr =1/2, for chi-squared tests Theorem 8.1 holds as well. Statement
of Theorems 4.1, 4.2 and 4.5, 4.6, 4.8-4.10 hold with the same changes as in Theorem
6.1 and with k,, = 1.

Emphasize that Besov bodies IE%SOO(PO) in versions of Theorems 4.5, 4.6 and 4.9 are
replaced with sets U(l, Py), l = 1,2,... and Py > 0.

For proof of Theorem 8.4 we implement wellknown fact that nT,,(F),) > c is necessary
and sufficient condition for consistency of sequence of alternatives F), € < for chi-squared
tests with fixed number of cells.

Theorem 8.3 allows to obtain versions of Theorems 7.2-7.4 for problem of hypothesis
testing 8.3 and 8.4 with test statistics T having m? =72 22> 1.

Such a setup arises in particular for test statistics T' constructed on the base of tech-
nique of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces [13].

Theorem 8.5. Let Ii? = j=2* 2\ > 1. Then statements of Theorems 7.2 — 7.4 holds

. 1-2r . .
with s = % and k, < n—2> asn — oco. All assumptions caused the requirement of

density non-negativity are omitted.

Proof of Theorem 8.5 is akin to proof of Theorems 7.2-7.4 and is omitted.

Appendix A: Proof of Theorems
A.1l. Proof of Theorems of section 3

It suffices to prove only necessary conditions.
We suppose set U is closed. General setup can be reduced easily to this one.
First we prove Theorem 3.1 if set U is center-symmetric.
We remind that set U is center-symmetric if @ € U implies —0 € U.

Lemma A.1. Suppose that set U is bounded, convexr and center-symmetric. Then the
statement of Theorem 3.1 holds.

For any vectors 81 € H and 6, € H define segment int(61,62) = {6:0 = (1—X) 01 +
A0y, A€ [0,1]}.
Proof of Lemma A.1 is based on the following Lemma A.2.

Lemma A.2. For any vectors 61 € U and 05 € U we have int(gl;Qoz, @) cU.
There holds 0 € int(gl;fz, %) and segment int(@, 92;291) is parallel to segment

int(@l, 02)

Remark 3.1. Let we have segment int(61,602) C U. Let § and —n be the points of
intersection of the line L = {0 : @ = \(6; — 02),\ € R'} and the boundary of set U.
Then, by Lemma A.2, we get |01 — 03] < 2|n|.
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Proof of Lemma A.2. . Segments int(61,605) C U and int(—01,—03) C U are par-
allel. For each A € [0,1] we have (1 — A\)81 + A0z € int(61,03) and —\0; — (1 —
A)@y € int(—61,—03). The middle 8y = ((1 — 2X)6; — (1 — 2X)62)/2 of segment

int((1 — \)@1 + N2, =01 — (1 — X\)@2) C U belongs to segment int(@, %) and,
for each point 6 of segment int(@, 92;291), there is A € [0, 1] such that 8 = 0, .
Therefore int(gl;fz, %) cU. [l

Proof of Lemma A.1. Define sequence of orthogonal vectors e; by induction.

Define vector e1, e; € U, such that |e1]] = sup{||@],0 € U}. Denote II; linear
subspace generated e;. Denote I'; linear subspace orthogonal to II;.

Define vector e; € U NT;_; such that ||e;|| = sup{||@|| : @ € UNT;_1}. Denote II;
linear subspace generated vectors eq, ..., e;. Denote I'; linear subspace orthogonal to II;.

Denote d; = ||e;||. Note that d; — 0 as i — oco. Otherwise, by Theorem 5.3 in [10],
there does not exist uniformly consistent tests for the problem of testing hypothesis
Hp : 8 = 0 versus alternative H; : 0 = e;, i =1,2,....

For any ¢ € (0,1) denote [, = min{j : d; <e,j=1,2,...}.

Denote B,(0) ball having radius r and center 6.

It suffices to show that, for any €1 > 0, there is finite coverage of set U by balls B, (0).

Denote € = €1/9.

Denote U, projection of set U onto subspace 1I;_.

Denote B,.(8) ball in TI;, having radius 7 and center 8 € II;_. There is ball B, (0) such
that Bs, (0) C U. Denote § = min{e, d; }.

Let 04,...,0 be d-net in U,.

Let my,...,m; be points of U such that 6, is projection of m; onto subspace II;_ for
1<i<k.

Let us show that Be, (1), ..., Be, (1) is coverage of set U.

Let m € U and let 8 be projection of  onto II;_. There is i, 1 < ¢ < k, such that
|6; — 0] < 6. It suffices to show that n € B, (n;).

By Lemma A.2, int(%, %) C U. Since 0; — 0 € II;, and 8; — 6 € Bs(0), then

(6; — 0)/2 € U. Since set U is center-symmetric and convex we have 1 ((n, — n)/2) —
1((6; — 6)/2) € U. Note that vector (n; — ;) — (n — 6) is orthogonal to the subspace
I1;.. Therefore ||((n; — 6;) — (n —0))/4| < 2e. Therefore ||n —n;,|| <8410 — 0;] < 9e.
This implies n € B:, (n;). O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We say that set W is trimmed symmetrization of set W if
x € W holds, if and only if, x € W and —x € W. If W is convex, then W is convex as
well.

Since U C U, then there is consistent tests for problem of testing hypothesis 8 = 0
versus alternatives H,, : @ € V,, = {0 : ||0]| > pn,0 € U} if there is consistent test for
sets of alternatives V,,.

Therefore set U is compact. We show that this implies that set U is compact as well.
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Suppose otherwise. Then there are points x; € U, 1 < i < 0o, and positive constant
b such that p(x;,I1;_1) > b for 2 < i < co. Here II;_; is hyperplane generated points
x1,...,x;—1. Then convex hull L C U of points «1,xo, ... is not compact as well.

Denote M hyperplane generated by points x;, 1 <17 < oco. Without loss of generality
we can suppose 0 ¢ M. There is A < 0 such that g = Aw € U where w = %

Denote K convex hull of points xg, €, T2, . ... Let K be trimmed symmetrization of
K. Then K C U and therefore K is compact. Let us show that there is 6 > 0 such
that xg + §(x; — xo) € K for all i = 1,2, .... Therefore set of points xo + §(x; — xo),
1=1,2,..., is compact. We will come to contradiction.

Denote d = sup{ ||z —y|| : z,y € U }.

Denote oy angle between vectors x — xp and w — x.

Denote [ angle between vectors w — @) and w — x.

Then angle 7, between vectors g — xp and w — xy equals Br — ay.

If we show 7, > ¢ > 0 for all k, we prove the existence d > 0.

Denote wy, projection of & on a line passing through points ¢ and w.

Then ||&r — w]| > b and ||@g — wi|| < ||xo — 2k < d.

Hence we have

_ |z — wil |z — wil
v, = arctan —— — arctan ——
|w — wg|| |zo — wi|
b b
> arctan ———  — — arctan— > ¢ > 0.
d—|lzo —w|| d

O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. . Proof of Theorem 3.1 is based on Theorem 5.3 in [10]. For
linear inverse ill-posed problems (3.4), Theorem 5.5 in [10] is akin to Theorem 5.3 in [10].
Thus it suffices to implement Theorem 5.5 in [10] instead of Theorem 5.3 in [10] in proof
of Theorem 3.1. O

A.2. Proof of Theorems of section 4

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Theorem 4.3 and its version for Remark 4.1 setup can be
deduced straightforwardly from Theorem 1 in [6].

Lower bound follows from reasoning of Theorem 1 in [6] straightforwardly.

Upper bound follows from the following reasoning. We have

2 2 2 42 2 2 2
D Fny =D kgt + 275 Y nbni€i+ - A3
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1
- nizAn(en) +2 Jln + J2n

with
2 4

E[JQn] = %Pm Var[JQn] = Z%An (AZ)
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and

o2k
Var[Jy,] = an i < Zkam ni=o0(n"*A,(6,)). (A.3)

By Chebyshov inequality, it follows from (A.l) - (A.3), that, if A, = 0(A,(0,)) as
n — oo, then B(L,, f,) — 0 as n — oo. Thus it suffices to explore the case

A, =n? Z K0 n] (A.4)

If (A.4) holds, then, implementing the reasoning of proof of Lemma 1 in [6], we get that
(4.5) holds. O

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let (4.3) hold. Then, by A5 and (4.2), we have

cakn

=n? g K2.6%. > CnQAQ g 9721]‘ = 712/{3171727“ = 1.

nj’nyjg

By Theorem 4.3, this implies sufficiency.
Necessary conditions follows from sufficiency conditions in Theorem 4.2. O

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let (4.4) hold. Then, by (4.2) and A2, we have

An(0,) <Cnkp Y 02+ Okl Y 07 =< 0(1) + O(KD [0y /5n)- (AD)

j<cakn j>can

By A4, we have

lim lim Ii
Co—00 N—00

By Theorem 4.3, (A.5) and (A.6) together, we get sufficiency. O

/K2 =0, (A.6)

,[can]

Proof of Theorem 4.4. Statement i. follows from Theorem 4.1 and Lemma A.3 pro-
vided below.

Lemma A.3. Let f, € Bs. (c1) and en™ < || full < On~". Then, forl, = Cin*~4(1+
o(1)) = C1ns (1 +o(1)) with C? > 2¢y/c, there holds

292 > —n"2 (14 o(1)). (A7)

Proof. Let f,, € ¢c;U. Then we have

125292 =C%n 2T29 (14 0(1)) < e1(1+ o(1)).

j=ln
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Hence

Z 0, < Oy #n ™2 < gndr(l + o(1)). (A.B)
Therefore (A.7) holds. O

Proof of Theorem 4.4 . Suppose opposite that 7. does not valid. Then f = E;’;l T O; ¢
B3, . This implies that there is sequence m;, m; — oo as [ — oo, such that

mi* Y =0 (A.9)

Jj=my
with C; — 0o as | — oo.
Define a sequence n; = {m;}52; such that n;; =0 if j <my and n; = 75 if j > my.
Since V' is convex and ortho-symmetric we have fl = Z;’il m; ¢ €V.

For alternatives fl we define sequence n; such that

[mlI? =< n, %" =< m; 2°C. (A.10)
Then
ny < Cfl/(%)mls/r = Cfl/(%)mf’ﬁ. (A.11)
Therefore we get
S Cl(172r)/rnl2_4r. (A.12)
By A4, (A.12) implies
Ko, = 0(K3)). (A.13)

Using (4.2), A2 and (A.13), we get

[eS)
§ : 2 § :
nz 771 =n Knunjl < nl mlnl enm

= = (A.14)
= nl2 QTﬁilml = O( nlml 7:12) = 0(1)'
By Theorem 4.3, (A.14) implies n, "-inconsistency of sequence of alternatives fi. O

Proof of Theorem 4.5. Theorem 4.5 follows from Lemmas A.4 — A.6.

Lemma A.4. For any c and any C there is B3 _(Py) such that, if f, = Zci"l Onjbj,
and || fu|| < Cn=", then f, € B5 ().

Proof. Let Cy be such that k, = Ci1n"/*(1 + o(1)). Then we have

ckn
k25292 <Cln2T29 (1+0(1)) < CCy(1 4 o(1)).
O
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Lemma A.5. Necessary conditions in Theorem 4.5 are fulfilled.

Proof. Let f, = 372 0n;¢; and let fin = 3772, 7nj¢;. Denote (= 05 — g, 1 <
7 < 0Q.

For any § > 0, ¢; and Cs, there is ¢y such that, for each sequence fy, € IE%SOO(PO),
|| finl < Can™", there holds

Z Ny < o= (A.15)

j>cakn

To prove (A.15) it suffices to put ek, = I,, = C1n*~*"(1+0(1)) in (A.8) with C3* > dc;.
We have

Tn=| D 00— D Goil < D 100(20n5 — 1jn)]

j>cky j>cky j>cky
1/2 1/2 1/2 (A.16)
(xa) [(se) (o) |
j>cky, j>ckn j>cky

By (4.6), using (A.15) and (A.16), we get

D= Y G Y = Y =
J=1 =1

j<ckn j=>ckn j<ckn (Al?)
> Z 777213 _ 051/2,”—27‘ > ||f1nH2 —on"2 — 051/2,”—27"
j<ckn
By Theorem 4.1, (A.17) implies consistency of sequence f,,. O

Lemma A.6. Let sequence of alternatives fr,, en™ < || full < Cn™", be consistent.
Then (4.6) holds.

Proof. By Theorem 4.1, there are ¢; and ¢ such that sequence fy,, = Ej<¢:2kn 0,50;
is consistent and | fi,|| > e;n™". By Lemma A.4, there is B3 (Py) such that fi,, €
B (Py). O

O
Proof of Theorem 4.6. By A4 and (4.2), for any § > 0, there is ¢ such that we have

n? Z Aijﬁij <é. (A.18)

j>ckn

By Lemma A .4, there is Py such that fi, =32, . Onjd; € B5. (P). By Theorem 4.3
and (A.18), for sequence of alternatives fi,, (4.7) and (4.8) hold. O
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Proof of Theorem 4.7. Let f, = 337, 0,;¢; and let fi, = 3777, 1n;¢;. Denote

Mo = {1nj} 720
By Cauchy inequality, we have

|40 (0,) — An(0,, +m,)| = n? ‘Z% nj Z”m O+ 1ng)* (A.19)

<2A1/2(0,) A% (n,) + An(n,,)-
By Theorem 4.3, inconsistency of sequence f1,, implies A, (n,,) = o(1) as n — oo. There-

fore, by (A.19), |4,,(0,) — An(0,, +m,,)| = o(1) as n — oo. Hence, by Theorem 4.3, we
get Theorem 4.7. [l

Proof of Theorem 4.8 . For proof of sufficiency suppose opposite. Then there is se-
quence n;, n; — 00 as ¢ — oo such that f,, = fin, + fon,,

||fnz ?= ”flm ?

n; "< fin, || < Cin; ", can; " < || fon,|| < Con; " and sequence fa,, is inconsistent.

Let fnI - Z;}il onij¢j; flni - E;x;l elnij(bj and f2ni - E;)il 92nij¢j-
Then, by Theorem 4.2 and by (4.9), we get that there are ¢;, ¢; — 0 and C; = C(g;),
C; — 00 as i — oo such that

Moo= > (B +0my)? =0n™), > 63, ,=o0(n").  (A21)

J>Cikn J>Cikn J<Cikn

+ || fons 12 (A.20)

)

y (A.20) and (A.21), we get

oo

SN2i= > 040 )= > 67, +o(n). (A.22)

=1 j<Cikn j<Cikn

Hence, by (A.20), we get || fan,|| = o(n™"). We come to contradiction.
To prove necessary conditions suppose (4.9) does not hold. Then there are £ > 0 and
sequences C; — 00, n; — 00 as i — oo such that

2 —2r
E 0.5 >¢en; .

§>Cikn,

Then, by A4 and (4.2), we get

Therefore, by Theorem 4.3, subsequence fi,, = Zj>Cikn. 0,,;¢; is inconsistent. O
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Proof of Theorem 4.9. For proof of necessary conditions, it suffices to put

fin = Z O ;-

71<C1 (E)kn

By Lemma A.4, there is Py > 0 such that fi,, € B (Pp). Proof of sufficiency is simple
and is omitted. O

Proof of Theorem 4.10. Necessary conditions are rather evident, and proof is omit-
ted. Proof of sufficiency is also simple.

Lemma A.7. Let for sequence fn, en™" < ||full < Cn~", (4.10) hold. Then sequence
fn is purely n~"-consistent.

Suppose f, = Z;’;l 0n;¢; is not purely n~"-consistent. Then, by Theorem 4.8, there
are c; and sequences n;, and ¢,,, ¢,, — 00 as ¢ — 00, such that

2 -
E 0, > can; "

j>cni k?nl

Therefore, if we put fin, = >2;.. 1. On;j¢;, then (4.10) does not hold. O

A.3. Proof of Theorems of section 5

Proof of version of Theorem 4.1. . Since K(w) is analytical function and K(O) =
1 there is b > 0 such that |K(w)| > ¢ > 0 for |w| < b.
Let (4.3) hold. Then we have

Tulfu) = Y KGR0 = D0 1K (jha) P |60s)?

Jj=—00 [F1hn<b
= K(hy)?0n:? < n th Y2 < p=2r
J J n

[j]<cakn

for cok,, < bh,'. By Theorem 5.2, this implies consistency. O

Proof of version of Theorem 4.4. We verify only iv.. Let f = Z;’;_OO Ti¢; ¢ BS .
Then there is sequence m;, m; — oo as [ — oo, such that

mi* Y |ml =G (A.23)

[71=my

with C; — oo as | — .
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It is clear that we can define a sequence m; such that

mi* Y P> 60, (A.24)

my<[j[<2my

where 4, 0 < 6 < 1/2, does not depend on I.
Otherwise, we have
Qiml
I Sy Je

Jj=2""1my

for all i = 1,2,..., that implies that the left hand-side of (A.23) does not exceed 2§C;.
Define a sequence 1, = {n;;}32 _ such that n;; = 7; if |j| > my, and n;; = 0 otherwise.
Denote

Z m;j exp{2mijx}.

j=—o00
For alternatives fi(z) we define sequence n; such that || fy(x)| =< n; "

Then
c 1/(2r)mlS/T_

n <

We have |K(w)| < K(0) =1 for all w R' and | K (w)| > ¢ > 0 for all |w| < b. Hence, if
we put by = hy,, = 27107 tm; ", then, by (A.24), there is C > 0 such that, for all h > 0,
there holds

T, (f1, ) = Z K (jha) my|* > C Z |K(jh) my|* = CTn, (fi, ).

j=—o00 j=—00

Thus we can choose h = h; for further reasoning.
By (A.24), we get

2ml

Tlm(fl): Z | (Gh1) 77lJ Z |77lj = : (A'25)

71>ma j=m
If we put in estimates (A.11),(A.12), k; = [h,,!] and m; = ki, then we get
hi/? = oD Pp2r-t, (A.26)
By (A.25) and (A.26), we get
mTin, (f)RY? = € 07202,

By Theorem 5.2, this implies inconsistency of sequence of alternatives fl [l
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A.4. Proof of Theorems of section 6

Ml (141 /i 2
n i T, (F) = Z (/ o f(x)dx) .

1=0 l/mn

We have

Using representation f(x) as Fourier series

= Z 0; exp{2mijx},

j=—o0

we get

(l+1)/mn e 0
/ flx)dx = Z ! exp{2mijl/my,}(exp{2mij/my,} — 1)
mn, P 2mig

for 1 <1l <my.
In what follows, we shall use the following agreement 0/0 = 0.

Lemma A.8. There holds

0,0,k .
—1 1 .7 mMn
n=m, =my k_gooﬁgkm ]y (2 —2cos(2mj/my)). (A.27)

Proof of Lemma A.8. We have

my,—1

9,
-1 -1 . 7 .. .. o
ntm T = Y (3 5 exp{migl/ma(exp{2nima} ~ 1)
_ =0 A0 (A.28)
X (Z 05 exp{—2mijl/mn} (exp{—2mij fm} — 1)) = Jy+ o
g 2mij " "
with
st 0,0,
Z Z Z g 2]1 exp{2milk}
=0 k=—o0 ji=j—kmn
x (exp{2mij/mn} — 1)(exp{—2mij1/m,} — 1) (A.29)
- 0; 9] kmy, .
= m, k;m;m 250 b )(2 — 2cos(27j /my,))
and
et 0,0;,
Ja= Y)Y P exp{2nmi(j — i)l /ma}
1=0 j#£0 j1#£j—kmn Amin (A.30)

% (exp{2mij /mn} — 1)(exp{=2miji /ma} — 1) =0,
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where j; # j — km,, signifies that summation is performed over all j; such that j; #
j — km,, for all integer k.
In the last equality of (A.30), we make use of the identity

my,—1

ey (2RIl — jmafma =1
; eXp{Q?TZ(j ]l)l/ n} exp{?m'(j _]1)/mn} 1 0,

if j — 71 # km,, for all integer k.
By (A.28) - (A.30) together, we get (A.27). O

For any c.d.f F' and any k denote F}, the function having the derivative

1+ fu(z) =1+ Z 0; exp{2mijx}

|5|>k
and such that Fy(1) = 1.
Denote i,, = [dm,] where d > 1+ c.
Lemma A.9. There holds
n"tm 2T, (F;) < Cm; bt Z 10;]%. (A.31)

|71>in

Proof. Denote n; =60, if |j| > i, and n; = 0 if [j] < iy.
We have

—1 njnj km, .
nrm, 2T, ( k;m Hézkn:l 172 (j — ko, )(2—2COS(27T]/mn))

OO
e Z ’773’ Nj+km.,

k
|4]>in ] + R
Nj+km., Nj+(k+k1)m,
=02 X [l X e
]Zlk_z_ Jj+kmy, Jj+ (k+ky)m,

oY (X [P )2
<X ) T G+km)?)

j=1 |k|>d—1 |k|>d—1

<03 P Y m)? <omtint Y ol

Jj=—o0 |k|>d l7>in

O
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Proof of version of Theorem 4.1.. We prove sufficiency. Suppose (4.3) holds. De-
note

f fn cokn = Z 6‘n]¢] and fn = fn,czkn = fn - fn

l7]>c2kn

Denote Fn, F,, the functions having derivatives 1 + Jgn,chn and 1+ fn,chn respectively
and such that F,(1) = 1 and F,(1) = 1.
Let T;, be chi-squared test statistics with a number of cells m,, = [csk,] where co < c3.

Denote Ls 5, linear space generated functions 1(,¢(j— 1) /mng/mn)} 1 <5 <my,.

Denote h,, orthogonal projection of f,, onto Lo ,,. Denote B, orthogonal projection of
fn onto the line {h : h = Ah,,, A € R'}.
Note that n’1/2T1/2(Fn) equals the Ly ,,-norm of function f,,. Hence we have

A V2 VT2 (Ey) > ([ + o (A.32)

Thus, by Theorem 6.3, it suffices to show that, for some choice of c3, there holds A +
hn|| < n" if My > c3 k. o

Denote g, = f — hy, and g, = fr, — hn.

Denote )

1 J/mn _
Djn = —— fo(@)dz, 1<5<my,.
M S (j=1)/mn

By Lemmas 3 and 4 in section 7 of [31], we have

My
ENE —mnz /

/mn _
—pjn)dr < 2w2(i, fn) (A.33)
/mn
Here .
P )= [ Fern) = s@Pd b0,
0
for any f € LY. If f =302 0;¢;, then
Wi(s, f) =2 Z 101 (2 — 2 cos(27js)). (A.34)
j=1

Since 1 — cos(x) < 22, then, by (A.33) and (A.34), we have

19l < dm(ca kn/m) " || full = 611 fall (1 + 0(1)), (A.35)

where § = 47 (co/c3)'/2.
By (4.3), (A.33) and (A.35), we get that there is ¢, such that

1Bl > S (A.36)
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for c3 > c39.
For any functions g1, g2 € LL2(0, 1) denote (g1, g2) inner product of g; and go.
We have

0= (f_"vfn) = (}_Lna ﬁn) + (gnafn) (A.37)
By (A.35), we get ) )
|Gns fo)| < NGull 1 £all < 6C*n 72"

Therefore we get

|(B, hn)| < 6C%n 72", (A.38)
By (A.36) (A.38), we get that, for sufficiently small § > 0, there holds ||, + A, || < n~".
Hence, using (A.32) and implementing Theorem 6.3, we get sufficiency. O
Proof of version of Theorem 4.2. We prove sufficiency. Let k, = [e;n?~%"]. For
co > 2c¢1, we have - :
T2 (F) < T2(EF) + Ty 2(F). (A.39)
By Lemma A.9, we have
n " m, =2, (F,) < ¢y tmnky | ful? < 5 teiCn= 2", (A.40)
We have - -
| fall = = 2m M T2 (Fy). (A.41)
Since one can take arbitrary value ¢z, co > 2¢1, then, by Theorem 6.3, (4.4) and (A.39)
- (A.41) together, we get inconsistency of sequence f,. O

Proof of version of Theorem 4.4. Let us prove . Suppose opposite. Then there is
sequence 1;, 7; — 00 as | — 00, such that

il fall® = G,
with O} — oo as | — oo. Here f =322 7j¢; and fi = Dl Tis-

Define sequence n; such that n, " < || f;,|| as I — oo.
1/2 - Cl(2r71)/2nl2r71

Then, estimating similarly to (A.11) and (A.12), we get ¢, as
[ — o0.
If m; = o(4;), then, by Lemma A.9, we get
my P, (Fy) < my Pt Y (P =m)Pir el = o0V (A42)
71>
Let m; < i; or iy = o(m;). Then we have
W2 = |2 2 2 T, (). (A.13)
Therefore
m; 2T, (Fy)) < Cmy 20l =% = omy 2 2ePr2 = o1), (A.44)
By Theorem 6.3, (A.42) -(A.44) imply ii. O
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Proof of version of Theorem 4.6. Let f1, = Z\J'chn 0,,;¢;. Then, by Lemma A 4,

there is maxiset Bj__(Py) such that fi, € Bs__(Fp).
Denote Fy,, function having derivative 1 4 f1, and such that Fy, (1) = 1.
We have
\TY2(F,) — TY?(Fy,)| < TY?(F, — Fip + Fp). (A.45)

If my, = [cokn] and ¢ > 2¢g, then, by Lemma A.9, we have
n T (Fy — Fip + Fo) < coc™ V|| fn — finll?. (A.46)

Since the choice of ¢ is arbitrary, by Theorem 6.3, (A.45) and (A.46) imply (4.7) and
(4.8). O

Proof of i. in version of Theorem 4.4 and versions of Theorems 4.5, 4.8, 4.9, 4.10 follows
from Theorem 6.3 and versions of Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 using the same reasoning as in
subsection A.2. Proof of Theorem 6.2 is akin to proof of Theorem 4.7 and is omitted.

A.5. Proof of Theorems of section 7 and Theorem 8.3

Lemma A.10 given below allows to carry over corresponding reasoning for Brownian
bridge b(t), t € (0,1), instead of empirical distribution functions.

Lemma A.10. For any x > 0, we have
Pp, (nT?(F, — Fy) < x) — P(T*(b(t) + Vn(F,(t) — Fo(t)) <x) =o(1)  (A.47)
uniformly onto sequences c.d.f.’s F,, such that T(F, — Fy) < en~ /2.

If \/n(F, — Fy) — G in Kolmogorov - Smirnov distance, (A.47) has been proved
Chibisov [3] without any statements of uniform convergence.

Lemma A.10 follows from Lemmas A.11 and A.13 given below after implementation
of Hungary construction (see Th. 3, Ch. 12, section 1, [28]).

Lemma A.11. For any x > 0, we have

P (T?(b(Fu (1) + Vn(Fu(t) — Fo(t))) < @)

~ P (T2000) + V(D) ~ Fot) < ) = of1) e
uniformly onto sequences of c.d.f.’s F,, such that T(F, — Fy) < cn~ /2.
Lemma A.11 follows from Lemmas A.12 and A.13 given below.
Lemma A.12. There holds
E[|T2(b(Fa(1)) = T?(b(t))[] < TV4(Ey — Fy). (A.49)
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Proof. We have

(A.50)
O

Lemma A.13. Densities of c.d.f.’s P (T?(b(t)+n'/?(F,(t)— Fy(t))) < z) are uniformly
bounded onto the set of all c.d.f. F,, such that nT*(F,, — Fy) < C. Here C is arbitrary.

Proof. Brownian bridge b(t) admits representation
&
Z i)

where 9;(t) = /2 sin(mjt) and &, 1 < j < oo, are i.i.d. Gaussian random variables,
E¢ —0and BE2 = 1.
Therefore, if Fy,(t) = 3772, 001, then

T2(b(t) + n/2(F, (1) — i(@ +nl/?, ) . (A.51)

j=1

The right hand-side of (A.51) is a sum of independent random variables. Thus it suffices
to show that, for any C, random variables

(€1 +1'20,1)% + (&2/2 +n'/?0,2)°

have uniformly bounded densities onto n'/2|6,,1| < C' and n'/?|6,,,| < C.

Densities (£1 +a)? and (&2 4 b)? have wellknown analytical form, and proof of uniform
boundedness of densities of (& + a)? + (& + b)? with |a| < C and |b| < C is obtained
by routine technique. We omit these standard estimates. [l
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For proof of Theorem 7.1 it suffices to prove ii. Hungary construction allows to reduce
reasoning to proof of corresponding statement for Brownian bridge b(t), ¢t € [0, 1]. Thus
Theorem 7.1 follows from Theorem 8.3.

Proof of Theorem 8.3. Denote ¢ = {(;}7°, {; = 0;¢;.
Suppose opposite that (8.6) does not valid. Then there is subsequence of vectors
N, = {1Mn;}5° € YT(a) such that we have

lim P(T(n, +¢) <o) >1—a. (A.52)
n—roo
Denote 0,,; = KN, 1 < j < oo.
There are 6 = {0;}7° and subsequence n; — oo such that 6,,; — 6; as i — oo for
each j, 1 < j < o0.
Therefore there are sequences Cy — oo and i — 0o as k — oo, such that
e 02,
lim == Tl _ g (A.53)
k—oo Zj<Ck Hj

and

Jim > (Oniys—0;)> =0 (A.54)
j<Cy
We consider two cases.

1. There holds

lim § 6> . =0.
k—o0 Migd
j>Cl

7. There holds
Z 0p, ;>c forall k> k.
j>C

If 4. holds, we have

E ( Z IijCj Hnikj )2 = Z 0']2- 6‘721%] = 0(1) (A55)

7>Ck 7>Ck
By (A.54), we get
2
B Y 655G On—0) | =Y k5070, 5 —n)* =o(l). (A.56)
71<Ck 71<Ck
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39
By (A.55) and (A.56), we get
s 2
P(Z(HJCJ—Fon%J) <{EQ)
j=1
2
= P( Z (mj G+ Hnlkj> + Z Ii?C; < ZTq (1 + Op(l)))
j<Cy 7>Ch
=P (G + 02+ D K <aa(l+0p(1))
J<Ck J>Cl
< P(Z/{?Cf < xa) (14 0(1)).
j=1
where the last inequality follows from Lemma A.14 given below.
Lemma A.14. Let @ = {0,}5° be such that 3272, 0% > c. Then there holds
P (Z K2 < xa) > P (Z(@cj +0,)? < xa). (A.57)
j=1 j=1

Proof. For simplicity of notation the reasoning will be provided for 61 # 0. Implementing
Anderson Theorem [1], we get

P ({0 +0) <)

Jj=

o0

Ry o VEa—m 2 2
= (27r)*1/2/ exp{—?}P(Z(mJ{j + Hj) <o — (K1o1x + 91)2) dx
—rloT ! Ea—m =

8

-1/2 wile Em g - 2,2 2
< (2m) / L exp{—;}P(Zﬁjgj < o — (k1012 + 61) )d:v
—K] 0] VTa—m j=

[ ©

:P((’11C1+91)2+ i/f?(? <IO‘) <P(

22
R;C < xa).
Jj=2 J

1

(A.58)

For the proof of last inequality in (A.58) it suffices to note that P(k1¢(? < z) > P((k1(1+
01)? < z) for x € (0,2,), and, for any §, 0 < § < z,, thereis §; > 0 such that the function
P(k1¢? < x) — P((k1(1 + 61)? < x) — 61 is positive onto interval (d, z,). O

Suppose ii. holds. We suppose n;, = n. This allows to implement more simple notation.
Then we have

T(n, +¢) == Y (5 + 0nj)* + Jan, (A.59)

j<c’7l
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where
Jon = ) K H2 D K
j=Cn j>Chn (A 60)
+ > 025 = Jarn + 2Ja2n + Jasn.
j=Crn
We have
J21n = Op(l) and Jggn S J211/3 J213{73 = Op(l). (A61)

By (A.59) - (A.61), implementing Anderson Theorem [1], we get that, for any 0 < § < ¢/2,
there holds

P(i(m@ +9nj)2 < x) < P(Z (njcj +9nj)2 < x_c_op(l))

7j=1 j<Chrn
gP(Z n?§§§x—c+5)(1+o(1)) (A.62)
J<Chn
(ZH2<2<I—C+25)(1+0 <P(Zn2g‘2<x)
where last inequality follows from Proposition 7.1 in [26]. O

Proof of version of Theorem 4.1. Let (4.3) hold. Then we have

oo
02 2
J 2 7.2 2 _
oS Y B Y -
j=1 j<cakn j<ca2kn
By (7.3), this implies sufficiency. O

Proof of version of Theorem 4.2. Let (4.4) hold. Then we have

o 2. 62 . 62 .
nj__ nj nj
”szjg—"_z W2j2+”_z 7242
j=1 Jj<cakn j>coky (A63)
<o(1) + (cokn) n Y 07, + (e2kn) 20172 = O(c5 2).
Jj>cokn
Since ¢y is arbitrary, then, by (7.3), (A.63) implies sufficiency. O

Proof of Theorem 7.2. Proof of i akin to proof of i. in Theorem 4.4. The statement
follows from (4.3) and Lemma A.15 provided below.

Lemma A.15. Let f, € B (c1) anden™" < || foll < Cn=". Then, for k, = Cynt=27)/2(14

o(1)) with C?* > 2¢1/c, there holds
k"l c
2 —2r
j=1
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Proof of Lemma A.15 is akin to proof of Lemma A.3 and is omitted.
Reasoning in proof of 4. is akin to proof of ii. in Theorem 4.4. Suppose opposite. Then
there are f = Z;’;l 7; ¢; ¢ B3, and a sequence my,m; — oo as | — oo, such that (A.9)

holds. Define sequences n;, n; and fl by the same way as in the proof of Theorem 4.4.

Then we have ,
n; =< Cfl/(zr)mls/r = Cfl/(%)mﬁ.

Therefore we get

1—2r
— g/ n), i

my 1

Hence we get

o0 2 o0
T]l ] _ _ 7 2r—1
ny Z —2 <y, 2 Z nfj =n, *m;?=C 7 =o(l). (A.64)
=17 j=m
By Theorem 7.1, (A.64) implies inconsistency of sequence of alternatives fj. O

Proof of Theorem 7.4. By Lemma A.10, it suffices to prove that, for any £ > 0, there
is no(e) such that, for n > ng(e), the following inequality holds

|P(T%(b(Fy,(t) + Fin(t) — Fo(t)) + Vn(Fu(t) + Fin(t) — 2Fy(t))) > 4)
— P(T?*(b(F,(t)) + Vn(Fu(t) — Fo(t))) > x4)| < &.

Since T is a norm, by Lemma A.13, proof of (A.65) is reduced to proof that, for any
61 > 0, there hold

(A.65)

P(|T(b(Fn(t) + Fin(t) = Fo(t))) = T(b(Fa(t)))] > 61) = o(1), (A.66)
and there is sequence 9, d,, — 0 as n — oo, such that there holds
nY2|T(F(t) + Fin(t) — 2Fo(t)) — T(F,(t) — Fo(t))| < 0. (A.67)
Note that
IT((Fa(t) + Fin(t) — Fo(t))) — T(b(Fa(0) o
STO(Fa(1) + Fin(t) — Fo(t)) — b(Fu(t)))
and
IT(Fu(t) + Finlt) — 2Fo(t)) — T(Fu(t) — Fo(t)| < T(Fin(t) = Fo(t).  (A.69)

By Lemma A.11, we have
ET2(b(Fu(t) + Fin(t) — Fo(t)) — b(F, (1)) < TY*(Fy, — Fy) = o(1). (A.70)

By (A.68) and (A.70), we get (A.66).
Since sequence of alternatives f1, is inconsistent, we have

nT?(Fin(t) — Fo(t)) = o(1) (A.71)
as n — 00. By (A.69) and (A.71), we get (A.67). O
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Theorem 7.1, G1 and B reduce proof of Theorem 7.3 to the analysis of sums chn <j<Chy, 6721j
with C' > ¢. Such an analysis has been provided in details in subsection A.2 with another
parameters r and s. We omit proof of Theorem 7.3.
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