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A bstract:Thepositivefalsediscovery rate(pFD R )isa usefuloverallm ea-

sureoferrorsform ultiplehypothesistesting,especially when theunderlying

goalisto attain oneorm orediscoveries.ControlofpFD R critically depends

on how m uch evidence is available from data to distinguish between false

and true nulls.O ftentim es,as m any aspects ofthe data distributions are

unknown,one m ay notbe able to obtain strong enough evidence from the

data for pFD R control.This raises the question as to how m uch data are

needed to attain a target pFD R level.W e study the asym ptotics of the

m inim um num berofobservationspernullforthe pFD R controlassociated

with m ultipleStudentized testsand F tests,especially when the di�erences

between false nullsand true nullsare sm all.ForStudentized tests,we con-

sidertestson shiftsorotherparam etersassociated with norm aland general

distributions.For F tests,we also take into account the e�ect ofthe num -

berofcovariates in linearregression.The resultsshow thatin determ ining

them inim um sam plesizepernullforpFD R control,higherorderstatistical

propertiesofdata areim portant,and thenum berofcovariatesisim portant

in tests to detect regression e�ects.

A M S 2000 subject classi�cations:Prim ary 62G 10,62H 15;secondary

60F10.

K eyw ords and phrases:M ultiple hypothesis testing,pFD R ,large devi-

ations.

R eceived A pril2007.

1. Introduction

A fundam entalissueform ultiplehypothesistesting ishow to e�ectively control

Type Ierrors,nam ely the errorsofrejecting nullhypothesesthatare actually

true.The False Discovery Rate (FDR) controlhas generated a lot ofinterest

due to its m ore balanced trade-o� between errorrate controland powerthan

the traditionalFam ilywise ErrorRate control(1).Forrecentprogresson FDR

controland itsgeneralizations,see(6{12,14{16,19)and referencestherein.

LetR bethenum berofrejected nullsand V thenum berofrejected truenulls.

Byde�nition,FDR = E [V=(R _1)].Therefore,in FDR control,thecaseR = 0is

counted as\error-free",which turnsoutto be im portantforthe controllability
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ofthe FDR.However,m ultiple testing proceduresare often used in situations

where one explicitly or im plicitly aim s to obtain a nonem pty set ofrejected

nulls.To takeinto accountthism ind-setin m ultipletesting,itisappropriateto

controlthe positive FDR (pFDR) as well,which is de�ned as E [V=R jR > 0]

(18).Clearly,when allthe nullsare true,the pFDR is1 and therefore cannot

becontrolled.Thisisa reason why theFDR isde�ned asitis(1).O n theother

hand,even when thereisa positiveproportion ofnullsthatarefalse,thepFDR

can stillbe signi�cantly greaterthan the FDR,such thatwhen som e nullsare

indeed rejected,chanceisthata largeproportion oreven alm ostallofthem are

falsely rejected (3,4).

Thegap between FDR and pFDR ariseswhen theteststatisticscannotpro-

vide arbitrarily strong evidence againstnulls(4).Such teststatisticsinclude t

and F statistics(3).These two share a com m on feature,thatis,they are used

when the standard deviationsofthe norm aldistributionsunderlying the data

areunknown.In reality,itisaruleratherthan exception thatdatadistributions

areonly known partially.Thissuggeststhat,when evaluating rejected nulls,it

isnecessary to realizethattheFDR and pFDR can bequitedi�erent,especially

when theform erislow.

In orderto increase the evidence againstnulls,a guiding principle is to in-

creasethenum berofobservationsforeach null,denoted n forthetim ebeing.In

contrastto single hypothesistesting,forproblem sthatinvolve a largenum ber

ofnulls,even a sm allincreasein n willresultin a signi�cantincreasein thede-

m and on resources.Forthisreason,theissueofsam plesizepernullform ultiple

testing needsto be dealtwith m ore carefully.Itisknown thatFDR and other

typesoferrorratesdecreasein theorderofO (
p
logn=n)(13).In thiswork,we

willconsidertherelationship between n and pFDR control,in particular,forthe

casewherefalsenullsarehard to separatefrom trueones.Thebasicquestion to

beconsidered is:in ordertoattain acertain levelofpFDR,whatisthem inim um

valueforn.Thisquestion involvesseveralissues.First,how doesthecom plexity

ofthenulldistribution a�ectn?Second,isnorm alortapproxim ation appropri-

atein determ ining n?In otherwords,isitnecessary to incorporateinform ation

on higherorderm om entsofthedata distribution?Third,whatwould bean at-

tainableupperbound fortheperform anceofa m ultipletesting procedurebased

on partialknowledgeofthe data distributions?

In the restofthe section,we �rstsetup the fram ework forour discussion,

and then outline the othersections.

1.1. Setup and basic approach

M ost ofthe discussions willbe m ade under a random e�ects m odel(10,18).

Each nullH i is associated with a distribution Fi and tested based on �i =

�(Xi1;:::;X in),whereX i1;:::;X in areiid � Fi and thefunction � isthesam e

for allH i.Let �i = 1fH i istrueg.The random e�ects m odelassum es that
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(�i;�i)areindependent,such that

�i � Bernoulli(�); �ij�i �

(
P
(n)

0
with density p

(n)

0
; if�i = 0

P
(n)

1
with density p

(n)

1
; if�i = 1

(1.1)

where � 2 [0;1]is a �xed population proportion offalse nulls am ong allthe

nulls.NotethatP
(n)

i ofdepend on n,thenum berofobservationsforeach null.

Itfollowsthatthe m inim um pFDR is(cf.(4))

�� =
1� �

1� � + ��n
; with �n := sup

p
(n)

1

p
(n)

0

: (1.2)

In orderto attain pFDR � �,there m ustbe �� � �,which isequivalentto

(1� �)(1� �)=(��)� �n.Form any tests,such astand F tests,�n < 1 and

�n "1 asn ! 1 .Then,the m inim um sam plesizepernullis

n� = m infn :(1� �)(1� �)=(��)� �ng: (1.3)

In general,thesm allerthedi�erencebetween thedistributionsFi underfalse

nullsand those under true nulls,the sm aller�n becom e,and hence the larger

n� hasto be.O urinterestishow n� should grow asthe di�erence between the

distributionstendsto 0.

N otation Because(1� �)(1� �)=(��)regularly appearsin ourresults,itwill

be denoted by Q �;� from now on.

1.2. O utlines of other sections

Section 2 considersttests fornorm aldistributions.The nulls are H i :�i = 0

for N (�i;�i),with �i unknown.It willbe shown that if�i=�i � r for false

nulls,then,as r # 0,the m inim um sam ple size per null� (1=r)lnQ�;� and

therefore itdependson atleast3 factors:1)the targetpFDR controllevel,�,

2) the proportion offalse nulls am ong the nulls,�,3) and the distributional

propertiesofthedata,asre
ected by �i=�i.In contrast,forFDR control,there

is no constrainton the sam ple size per null.The case where �i=�i associated

with falsenullsaresam pled from a distribution willbeconsidered aswell.This

section also illustratesthe basictechnique used throughoutthe article.

Section 3 considers F tests.The nulls are H i :�i = 0 for Y = �
T
i X + �,

where X consists ofp covariatesand � � N (0;�i)is independent ofX .Each

H i istested with the F statistic ofa sam ple (Yik;X k),k = 1;:::;n + p,where

n � 1 and X 1;:::;X n+ p consista �xed design forthe nulls.Note thatn now

stands for the di�erence between the sam ple size per nulland the num ber of

covariatesincluded in theregression.Theasym ptoticsofn�,them inim um value

forn in orderto attain a given pFDR level,willbeconsidered astheregression

e�ectsbecom e increasingly weak and/orasp increases.Itwillbe seen thatn�
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m uststay positive.The weakerthe regression e�ects are,the largern� hasto

be.Undercertain conditions,n� should increaseatleastasfastasp.

Section 4 considersttests for arbitrary distributions.W e considerthe case

where estim ates of m eans and variances are derived from separate sam ples,

which allowsdetailed analysiswith currently availabletools,in particular,uni-

form exactlargedeviationsprinciple(LDP)(2).Itwillbeshown thatthem ini-

m um sam plesizepernulldependson thecum ulantgenerating functionsofthe

distributions,and thuson theirhigherorderm om ents.The asym ptotic results

willbeillustrated with exam plesofuniform distributionsand G am m a distribu-

tions.An exam ple ofnorm aldistributions willalso be given to show that the

resultsareconsistentwith thosein Section 2.W ewillalso considerhow to split

the random sam plesforthe estim ation ofm ean and the estim ation ofvariance

in orderto m inim ize the sam ple sizepernull.

Section 5 considerstestsbased on partialinform ation on the data distribu-

tions.The study is part ofan e�ort to address the following question:when

knowledge aboutdata distributionsis incom plete and hence Studentized tests

are used,whatwould be the attainable m inim um sam ple size per null.Under

thecondition thattheactualdistributionsbelong to a param etricfam ily which

isunknown to the data analyzer,a Studentized likelihood testwillbe studied.

W e conjecture thatthe Studentized likelihood testattainsthe m inim um sam -

ple size pernull.Exam plesofnorm aldistributions,Cauchy distributions,and

G am m a distributionswillbe given.

Section 6 concludesthearticlewith a briefsum m ary.M ostofthem athem at-

icaldetailsarecollected in the Appendix.

2. M ultiple t-tests for norm aldistributions

2.1. M ain results

Supposewe wish to conducthypothesistestsfora largenum berofnorm aldis-

tributionsN (�i;�i).However,neither�i norany possible relationshipsam ong

(�i;�i),i� 1,areknown.Underthiscircum stance,in orderto testHi :�i = 0

sim ultaneouslyforallN (�i;�i),an appropriateapproachistousethetstatistics

ofiid sam plesYi1,...,Yi;n+ 1 � N (�i;�i):

Ti =

p
n + 1 �Yi

Si
; �Yi =

1

n + 1

n+ 1X

j= 1

Yij; S
2

i =
1

n

n+ 1X

j= 1

(Yij � �Yi)
2
: (2.1)

Suppose the sam ple size n + 1 is the sam e for allH i and the sam ples from

di�erentnorm aldistributionsareindependentofeach other.

Undertherandom e�ectsm odel(1.1),we�rstconsideracasewheredistribu-

tionswith �i 6= 0 sharea com m on characteristic,i.e.,signal-noiseratio de�ned

in the rem ark following Theorem 2.1.

T heorem 2.1. Under the above condition,suppose that,unknown to the data

analyzer,when H i is false,�i=�i = r > 0,where r is a constantindependent
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ofi.Given 0 < � < 1,let n� be the m inim um value ofn in order to attain

pFDR � �.Then n� � (1=r)lnQ�;� asr! 0+ .

R em ark. W e willrefer to r as the signal-noise ratio (SNR) ofthe m ultiple

testing problem in Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 2.1can begeneralized tothecasewheretheSNR followsadistribu-

tion.Tospecify how theSNR becom esincreasinglysm all,weintroducea\scale"

param eter s > 0 and param eterize the SNR distribution as G s(r) = G (sr),

whereG isa �xed distribution.

C orollary 2.1. Suppose thatwhen H i :�i = 0 is false,ri = �i=�i is a ran-

dom sam ple from G (sr), where G (r) is a distribution function with support

on (0;1 ) and is unknown to the data analyzer.Suppose there is � > 0,such

that
R
e�r

2

G (dr) < 1 .LetLG be the Laplace transform ofG ,i.e.,LG (�) =R
e�rG (dr).Then n� � (1=s)L� 1

G
(Q �;� )ass! 0.

2.2. P relim inaries

Recallthat,for the tstatistic (2.1),if� = 0,then T � tn,the tdistribution

with n degrees offreedom (dfs).O n the other hand,if� > 0,then T � tn;�,

the noncentralt distribution with n dfs and (noncentrality) param eter � =p
n + 1�=�,with density

tn;�(x)=
nn=2

p
� �(n=2)

e� �
2
=2

(n + x2)(n+ 1)=2

�

1X

k= 0

�

�
n + k + 1

2

�
(�x)k

k!

�
2

n + x2

� k=2

:

Apparently tn;0(x)= tn(x).Denote

an;k = �

�
n + k+ 1

2

� .

�

�
n + 1

2

�

:

Then

tn;�(x)

tn(x)
= e

� �
2
=2

1X

k= 0

an;k(�x)
k

k!

�
2

n + x2

� k=2

: (2.2)

Itcan be shown thattn;�(x)=tn(x)isstrictly increasing in x and

sup
x

tn;�(x)

tn(x)
= lim

x! 1

tn;�(x)

tn(x)
= e

� �
2
=2

1X

k= 0

an;k(
p
2�)k

k!
< 1 (2.3)

(cf.(3)).Sincethesuprem um oflikelihood ratioonly dependson n and r= �=�,

itwillbe denoted by L(n;r)henceforth.
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2.3. P roofs of the m ain results

W e need two lem m as.They willbe proved in the Appendix.The proofsofthe

m ain resultsareratherstraightforward.Theproofsaregiven in orderillustrate

the basicargum ent,which isused forthe otherresultsofthe articleaswell.

Lem m a 2.1. 1) For any �xed n,L(n;r) ! 1,as r ! 0.2) Given a � 0,if

(n;r)! (1 ;0)such thatnr! a,then L(n;r)! ea.3)If(n;r)! (1 ;0)with

nr! 1 ,then L(n;r)! 1 .

Lem m a 2.2.Underthesam econditionsasin Corollary 2.1,as(n;s)! (1 ;0)

such thatns! a � 0,
R
L(n;sr)G (dr)! LG (a).

ProofofTheorem 2.1. By (1.2),in orderto getpFDR � �,

1� �

1� � + �L(n;r)
� �; or L(n;r)� Q�;� :

Letn� be the m inim um value ofn in orderforthe inequality to hold.Then by

Lem m a 2.1,asr= �=� ! 0,n�r! lnQ �;� ,im plying Theorem 2.1.

ProofofCorollary 2.1. Following the argum entfor(1.2),itisseen thatunder

the conditionsofthe corollary,the m inim um attainablepFDR is

�� =
1� �

1� � + �
R
L(n;sr)G (dr)

:

Then thecorollary followsfrom a sim ilarargum entforTheorem (2.1).

3. M ultiple F -tests for linear regression w ith errors being norm ally

distributed

3.1. M ain results

Suppose wewish to testH i :�i = 0 sim ultaneously fora largenum berofjoint

distributions ofY and X ,such that under each distribution,Y = �
T
i X + �i,

where�i 2 R
p arevectorsoflinearcoe�cientsand� i � N (0;�i)areindependent

ofX .Suppose neither �i or any possible relationships am ong �i are known.

Underthiscondition,considerthe following testsbased on a �xed design.Let

X k,k � 1,be�xed vectorsofcovariates.Letn + p bethesam plesizepernull.

For each i,let (Yi1;X 1),...,(Yi;n+ p;X n+ p) be an independent sam ple from

Y = �
T
i X + �.Assum e that the sam ples for di�erent Hi are independent of

each other.

Suppose that,unknown to the data analyzer,forallthe falsenullsH i,

(�
T
i X 1)

2 + � � � + (�
T
i X k)

2

k�2i
� �

2
; k = 1;2;:::; (3.1)
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where � > 0.Thissituation ariseswhen allX k are within a bounded dom ain,

eitherbecauseonly regression within the dom ain isofinterest,orbecauseonly

covariateswithin the dom ain areobservableorexperim entally controllable.

Notethatn isnotthesam plesizepernull.Instead,itisthedi�erencebetween

thesam plesizepernulland thenum berofcovariatesin each regressionequation.

G iven � 2 (0;1),let

n� = inffn :pFDR � � forF testson Hi underthe constraint(3.1)g:

Itcan beseen thatn� isattained when equality holdsin (3.1)forallthefalse

nulls.The asym ptoticsofn� willbe considered for3 cases:1)� ! 0 while p is

�xed,2)� ! 0 and p ! 1 ,and 3)p ! 1 while � is�xed.The case � ! 0 is

relevantwhen the regression e�ectsare weak,and the case p ! 1 isrelevant

when a largenum berofcovariatesareincorporated.

T heorem 3.1. Under the random e�ects m odel (1.1) and the above setup of

m ultiple F tests,the following statem entshold.

a) If� ! 0 while p is�xed,then

n� � (1=�)M� 1
p (Q �;� ); with M p(t):=

1X

k= 0

�(p=2)(t2=4)k

k!�(k + p=2)
:

b) If� ! 0 and p! 1 ,

n� �

8
>>>><

>>>>:

(1=�)
p
2plnQ �;� if �2p ! 0;

(2=�2)lnQ �;� if �2p ! 1 ;

(4=�2)lnQ �;�

1+
p
1+ 8lnQ �;� =L

if �2p ! L > 0:

c) Finally,if� > 0 is�xed while p ! 1 ,then

n� !

�
2lnQ �;�

ln(1+ �2)

�

:

3.2. P relim inaries and proofs

G iven data (Y1;X 1),...,(Yn+ p;X n+ p),such thatYi = �
T
X i+ �i,where X i

are �xed and �i are iid � N (0;�),if� = 0,then the F statistic of(Yi;X i)

followsthe F distribution with (p;n)dfs.O n the otherhand,if� 6= 0,the F

statisticfollowsthenoncentralF distribution with (p;n)dfsand (noncentrality)

param eter�,where

� =
(�

T
i X 1)

2 + � � � + (�
T
i X n+ p)

2

�2i
:
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Thedensity ofthe noncentralF distribution is

fp;n;� (x)= e
� �=2

�
p=2

x
p=2� 1(1+ �x)� (p+ n)=2

�

1X

k= 0

(�=2)k

k!B (p=2+ k;n=2)

�
�x

1+ �x

� k

; x � 0;

where � = p=n,and B (a;b) = �(a)�(b)=�(a + b) is the Beta function.Note

fp;n;0(x)= fp;n(x),the density ofthe usualF distribution with (p;n)dfs.

Denote

bp;n;k =
B (p=2;n=2)

B (p=2+ k;n=2)
=

k� 1Y

j= 0

�
n + p+ 2j

p+ 2j

�

:

Then forx � 0,

fp;n;� (x)

fp;n(x)
= e

� �=2

1X

k= 0

bp;n;k(�=2)
k

k!

�
�x

1+ �x

� k

; (3.2)

which isstrictly increasing,and

sup
x> 0

fp;n;� (x)

fp;n(x)
= lim

x! 1

fp;n;� (x)

fp;n(x)
= e

� �=2

1X

k= 0

bp;n;k(�=2)
k

k!
< 1 : (3.3)

First,itiseasy to seethatthe following statem entistrue.

Lem m a 3.1. The expression in (3.3)isstrictly increasing in � > 0.

It follows that,under the constraint (3.1),the suprem um ofthe likelihood

ratio isattained when � = (n + p)� 2 and isequalto

K (p;n;�)= e
� (n+ p)�

2
=2

1X

k= 0

bp;n;k[(n + p)�2=2]k

k!
:

Therefore,under the random e�ects m odel(1.1),pFDR � � is equivalent to

K (p;n;�) � Q�;� .Theorem 3.1 then follows from the lem m as below and an

argum entasto thatofTheorem 2.1.The proofofTheorem 3.1 isom itted for

brevity.Theproofsofthe lem m asaregiven in the Appendix.

Lem m a 3.2. Fix p � 1.If� ! 0 and n = n(�) such thatn� ! a 2 [0;1 ),

then K (p;n;�)! M p(a).Ifn� ! 1 ,then K (p;n�)! 1 .

Lem m a 3.3. Let� ! 0 and p ! 1 .Ifn = n(�;p)such that

n(n + p)�2

2p
! a � 0; (3.4)

then K (p;n;�)! ea.In particular,given a > 0,(3.4)holds if

n �

8
>>><

>>>:

(1=�)
p
2pa if �2p ! 0;

2a=�2 if �2p ! 1 ;

4a=�2

1+
p
1+ 8a=L

if �2p ! L > 0:



Z.Chi/Sam ple size and pFD R 85

Lem m a 3.4. Fix � > 0.Then for any n � 1,K (n;p;�) ! (1 + �2)n=2 as

p ! 1 .

4. M ultiple t-tests:a generalcase

4.1. Setup

Supposewewish to conducthypothesistestsfora largenum berofdistributions

Fi in orderto identify those with nonzero m ean �i.The testswillbe based on

random sam ples from Fi.Assum e that no inform ation on the form s ofFi or

their relationships is available.As a result,sam ples from di�erent Fi cannot

be com bined to im prove the inference.As in the case oftesting m ean values

for norm aldistributions,to test H i :�i = 0 sim ultaneously,an appropriate

approach is to use the t statistics Ti =
p
n�̂i=�̂i,where both �̂i and �̂2i are

derived solely from the sam ple from Fi,and n is the num ber ofobservations

used to get �̂i.

Again,the goalis to �nd the m inim um sam ple size per nullin order to

attain a given pFDR level,in particular when Fi under false H i only have

sm alldi�erences from those under true H i.The results willalso answer the

followingquestion:arenorm alortapproxim ationsappropriateforthetstatistics

in determ ining the m inim um sam ple sizepernull?

W e only consider the case where �i is either 0 or �0 6= 0,where �0 is a

constant.In order to m ake the analysis tractable,the problem needs to be

form ulated carefully.First,unlike the case ofnorm aldistributions,in general,

if�̂i and �̂2i are the m ean and variance ofthe sam e random sam ple,they are

dependentand �̂2i cannotbe expressed asthe sum ofiid random variables.As

seen below,the analysison the m inim um sam plesizepernullrequiresdetailed

asym ptotics ofthe t statistics,in particular,the so called exact LDP (2,5).

For Studentized statistics,there are LDP techniques available (17).However,

currently,exactLDP techniquescannothandlecom plex statisticaldependency

very well.To get around this technicaldi�culty,we consider the following t

statistics.Supposethesam plesfrom di�erentFi areindependentofeach other,

and contain the sam e num ber ofiid observations.Divide the sam ple from Fi

into two parts,fX i1;:::;X ing and fYi1;Yi2;:::;Yi;2m g.Let

Ti =

p
n�̂i

�̂i
; with �̂i =

1

n

nX

k= 1

X ik; �̂
2

i =
1

2m

nX

k= 1

(Yi;2k� 1 � Yi;2k)
2
:

Then �̂i and �̂
2
i areindependent,and �̂

2
i isthe sum ofiid random variables.

Second,the m inim um attainable pFDR depends on the suprem um ofthe

ratio oftheactualdensity ofTi and itstheoreticaldensity underH i.In general,

neitheroneistractableanalytically.To dealwith thisdi�culty,observethatin

the caseofnorm aldistributions,the suprem um ofthe ratio equals

P (T � tj� = �0 > 0)

P (T � tj� = 0)
; ast! 1 :
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W ethereforeconsiderthepFDR undertherulethatH i isrejected ifand only if

Ti > x,wherex > 0 isa criticalvalue.In orderto identify falsenullsas�0 ! 0,

x m ust increase,otherwise P (T � xj� = �0)=P (T � xj� = 0) ! 1,giving

pFDR ! 1.The question ishow fastx should increase.

RecallSection 2.Som eanalysison (2.2)and (2.3)showsthat,fornorm aldis-

tributions,thesuprem um ofthelikelihood ratiocan beobtained asym ptotically

by letting x = cn
p
n,where cn > 0 isan arbitrary sequence converging to 1 ;

speci�cally,given a > 0,asr# 0 and n � a=r,

P (T > cn
p
nj�=� = r)=P (T > cn

p
nj� = 0)

supx tn;r
p
n(x)=tn(x)

! 1:

If,instead,x increasesin thesam eorderas
p
n orm oreslowly,theabovelim it

is strictly less than 1.Based on this observation,for the generalcase,we set

x = cn
p
n,with cn ! 1 .In general,thereisnoguaranteethatusingcn growing

ata speci�c rate can alwaysyield convergence.Thus,we require thatcn grow

slowly.

Under the setup,suppose that,unknown to the data analyzer,when H i :

�i = 0 istrue,Fi(x)= F (six),and when H i isfalse,Fi(x)= F (six� d),where

si > 0 and d > 0,and F isan unknown distribution such that

F hasa density f; E X = 0; �
2 := E X

2
< 1 ; forX � F; (4.1)

The sam ple from Fi consists of(X ij � d)=si,1 � j � n,and (Yik � d)=si,

1� k � 2m ,with Xij,Yik iid � F .Then the tstatisticforHi is

Ti =

( p
n �X in=Sin ifH i istrue;

p
n(�X in + d)=Sin ifH i isfalse;

where �X in =
X i1 + :::+ X in

n
; S

2

im =
1

2m

mX

k= 1

(Yi;2k� 1 � Yi;2k)
2
:

LetN = n + m and zN = cn.Then H i isrejected ifand only ifTi � zN
p
n.

Underthe random e�ectsm odel(1.1),the m inim um attainablepFDR is

�� = (1� �)

"

1� � + �
P
�
�X n + d � zN Sm

�

P
�
�X n � zN Sm

�

#� 1

; (4.2)

where �X n =
P n

k= 1
X k=n,and Sm =

P m

k= 1
(Y2k� 1 � Y2k)

2=(2m ),with X i,Yj iid

� F .The question now isthe following:

� G iven � 2 (0;1),asd ! 0,how should N increaseso that�� � �?

4.2. M ain results

By the Law ofLarge Num bers,asn ! 1 and m ! 1 , �X n ! 0 and Sm ! �

w.p.1.O n theotherhand,by ourselection,zN ! 1 .In orderto analyze(4.2)
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asd ! 0,we shallrely on exactLDP,which dependson the propertiesofthe

cum ulantgenerating functions

�(t)= lnE etX ; 	(t)= lnE

�

exp
t(X � Y )2

2

�

; X ;Y iid � F: (4.3)

The density ofX � Y is g(t) =
R
f(x)f(x + t)dx.It is easy to see that

g(t)= g(� t)fort> 0.Recallthata function � issaid to be slowly varying at

1 ,ifforallt> 0,lim x! 1 �(tx)=�(x)= 1.

T heorem 4.1. Suppose the following two conditions are satis�ed.

a) 0 2 D o
�
and �(t)! 1 ast"supD � ,where D � = ft:�(t)< 1 g.

b) The density function g iscontinuousand bounded on (�;1 )for any � > 0,

and there exista constant� > � 1 and a function �(z)� 0 which is increasing

in z � 0 and slowly varying at1 ,such that

lim
x#0

g(x)

x��(1=x)
= C 2 (0;1 ): (4.4)

Fix � 2 (0;1).Let N � be the m inim um value for N = m + n in order to

attain �� � �,where �� isasin (4.2).Then,underthe constraints1)m and n

grow in proportion to each othersuch thatm =N ! � 2 (0;1)asm ;n ! 1 and

2)zN ! 1 slowly enough,one gets

N � �
1

d
�

lnQ �;�

(1� �)t0
; asd ! 0+ ; (4.5)

where t0 > 0 isthe unique positive solution to

t�0(t)=
(1+ �)�

1� �
: (4.6)

R em ark. (1) By (4.5) and (4.6),N � depends on the m om ents ofF ofall

orders.Thus,tornorm alapproxim ationsofthedistribution ofT in generalare

notsuitable in determ ining N � in orderto attain a targetpFDR level.

(2)IfzN ! 1 slowly enough such that(4.5)holds,then forany z0N ! 1

m ore slowly,(4.5) holds as well.Presum able,there is an upper bound for the

growth rate ofzN in orderfor(4.5)to hold.However,it is notavailable with

the techniqueem ployed by thiswork.

(3)W e de�ne N asn + m instead ofn + 2m because in the estim atorSm ,

each pair ofobservations only generate one independent sum m and.The sum

n+ m can bethoughtofasthenum berofdegreesoffreedom thataree�ectively

utilized by T.

Following the prooffor the case ofnorm aldistributions,Theorem 4.1 is a

consequenceofthe following result.
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P roposition 4.1. LetT > 0.Under the sam e conditions as in Theorem 4.1,

suppose d = dN ! 0,such thatdN N ! T > 0.Then

P
�
�X n + dN � zN Sm

�

P
�
�X n � zN Sm

� ! e
(1� �)T t0: (4.7)

Indeed,by display (4.2) and Proposition 4.1,if dN ! T � 0,then the

m inim um attainablepFDR hasconvergence

�� !
1� �

1� � + �e(1� �)T t0
: (4.8)

In orderto attain pFDR � �,therem ustbe�� � �,leading to (4.5).Theproof

ofProposition 4.1 isgiven in the Appendix A3.

4.3. Exam ples

Exam ple 4.1 (Norm aldistribution). Underthe setup in Section 4.1,letF =

N (0;�)in (4.1).By �(t)= lnE (etX )= �2t2=2,condition a)ofTheorem 4.1 is

satis�ed.For X ,Y iid � F ,X � Y � N (0;
p
2�).Therefore,(4.4) issatis�ed

with � = 0 and �(x)� 1.The solution to (4.6)ist0 = (1=�)
p
�=(1� �).Then

by Theorem 4.1,

N � �
�

d
�

lnQ �;�
p
�(1� �)

; asd ! 0+ : (4.9)

To see the connection to Theorem 2.1,observe �X n = �Z=
p
n and Sm =

�W m =
p
m ,where Z � N (0;1)and W 2

m � �2m are independent.Since zN " 1

slowly,so isam :=
p
n=m zN .Letrm = (d=�)

p
n=(m + 1).Then

P (�X n + d � zN Sm )

P (�X n � zN Sm )
=
P (Z +

p
m + 1rm � am W m )

P (Z � am W m )

=
1� Tm ;

p
m + 1rm

(am )

1� Tm (aN )
;

whereTm ;� denotesthecum ulativedistribution function (cdf)ofthenoncentral

tdistribution with m dfsand param eter�,and Tm thecdfofthetdistribution

with m dfs.Com paring theratio in (2.2)and theaboveratio,itisseen thatthe

di�erence between the two is that probabilities densities in (2.2) are replaced

with tailprobabilities.Since rm = (d=�)
p
n=(m + 1) � (d=�)

p
(1� �)=�,by

Theorem 2.1,in orderto attain pFDR � � based on (2.2),the m inim um value

m � for m satis�es m � � (�=d)
p
�=(1� �)lnQ�;� . Since m �=N � ! �, the

asym ptotic ofN � given by Theorem 2.1 isidenticalto thatgiven by Theorem

4.1.

Exam ple 4.2 (Uniform distributions). Underthesetup in Section 4.1,letF =

U (� 1

2
;1
2
)in (4.1).Then fort> 0,

�(t)= �
t

2
+ ln(et� 1)� lnt; t�0(t)=

t

2tanht
� 1:
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and fort< 0,�(t)= �(� t).Thuscondition a)in Theorem 4.1 issatis�ed.It

iseasy to see thatcondition b)issatis�ed aswell,with � = 0 and �(x)� 1 in

(4.4).Then by (4.5),

N � �
1

d
�

lnQ �;�

2tanht0
; with t0 > 0 solving

t

tanht
=

2

1� �
: (4.10)

Exam ple 4.3 (G am m adistribution). Underthesetup in Section 4.1,letF be

the distribution of � � ��, where � � gam m a(�;�) with density

�� �x�� 1e� x=�=�(�).For0 < t< 1=�,

�(t)= lnE [et(�� ��)]= � � ln(1� �t)� ��t; t�0(t)=
��2t2

1� �t
:

Therefore,condition a)in Theorem 4.1issatis�ed.Becausethevalueof� in (4.4)

isinvariantto scaling,in orderto verify condition b),withoutlossofgenerality,

let� = 1.Forx > 0,thedensity ofX � Y isthen g(x)= e� xk(x)=�(�)2,where

k(x)=
R1
0

u�� 1(u + x)�� 1e� 2u du.Itsu�cesto considerthe behaviorofk(x)

asx # 0.W e need to analyze3 cases.

C ase 1: � > 1=2 Asx # 0,k(x)!
R1
0

u2�� 1e� 2u du < 1 .Therefore,(4.4)

holdswith � = 0 and � � 1.

C ase 2: � = 1=2 As x # 0,k(x) ! 1 .W e show that (4.4) stillholds

with � = 0,but �(z) = lnz.To establish this,for any � > 0,let k�(x) =R�
0
u� 1=2(u + x)� 1=2 du.Then

1� lim
x#0

k(x)

k�(x)
� lim

x#0

k(x)

k�(x)
� e

2�
:

By variablesubstitution u = xv2,

k�(x)= 2

Z
p
�=x

0

dt
p
t2 + 1

= (1+ o(1))ln(1=x); asx # 0:

Asa result,

1 � lim
x#0

k(x)

ln(1=x)
� lim

x#0

k(x)

ln(1=x)
� e

2�

Since � isarbitrary,(4.4)issatis�ed with � = 0 and �(z)= lnz.

C ase 3: � < 1=2 Asx # 0,k(x)! 1 .Sim ilartothecase� = � 1=2,itsu�ces

to considerthe behaviorofk�(x)=
R�
0
u�� 1(u + x)�� 1 du asx # 0,where � > 0

isarbitrary.By variablesubstitution u = tx,

k�(x)= t
2�� 1

Z �=x

0

t
�� 1(t+ 1)�� 1 dt= (1+ o(1))C�t

2�� 1
; asx # 0;
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where C� =
R1
0

t�� 1(t+ 1)�� 1 dt< 1 .Therefore,(4.4)is satis�ed with � =

2� � 1 and �(z)� 1.

From the aboveanalysisand (4.4),N � � (1=d)(lnQ�;� )=[(1� �)t0],where

t0 =

p

2 + 2
 � 


�
; with 
 =

1

1_ (2�)
�

�

1� �
: (4.11)

4.4. O ptim alsplit of sam ple

Forthe tstatisticsconsidered so far,m =N isthefraction ofdegreesoffreedom

allocated fortheestim ation ofvariance.By (4.5),theasym ptoticofN � depends

on the fraction in a nontrivialway.Itisofinterestto optim ize the fraction in

orderto m inim izeN �.Asym ptotically,thisisequivalentto m axim izing (1� �)t0
asa function of�,with t0 = t0(�)> 0 asin (4.6).

Exam ple 4.1 (Continued)

By (4.9),it is apparent that the optim alvalue of� is 1/2.In other words,

in orderto m inim ize N �,there should be equalnum ber ofdegreesoffreedom

allocated for the estim ation ofm ean and the estim ation ofvariance for each

norm aldistribution.In particular,ifm � n� 1,then � = 1=2,and theresulting

tstatistichasthesam edistribution as
p
n � 1Z=Wn� 1,whereZ � N (0;1)and

W n� 1 � �n� 1 areindependent,which istheusualtstatisticofan iid sam pleof

sizen.

Exam ple 4.2 (Continued)

By (4.10),the largertanht0 is,the sm allerN � becom es.The function tanht0
isstrictly increasing in t0,and tanht0 ! 1 ast0 ! 1 .By � = 1� 2tanht0=t0,

the closer� isto 1,the sm allerN�.

Exam ple 4.3 (Continued)

Denote � = 1=[1_ (2�)].By (4.11),weneed to �nd � to m axim ize

(1� �)

hp

2 + 2
 � 


i

=
p
�2�2 + 2��(1� �)� ��:

By som ecalculation,the valueof� thatm axim izesthe abovequantity is

�� =
1

2+
p
2�

=
1

2+
p
2^ (1=�)

:

For0 < � � 1=2,theoptim alfraction ofdegreesoffreedom allocated forthe

estim ation ofthe variance ofgam m a(�;�) tends to 1=(2+
p
2) asd ! 0.O n
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theotherhand,as� ! 1 ,theoptim alfraction tendsto 1/2 asd ! 0,which is

reasonablein lightofExam ple 4.1.To see this,let� = 1.Forintegervalued �

and � � gam m a(�;1),� � � can beregarded asthesum ofWi� 1,i= 1;:::;�,

with W i iid following gam m a(1;1).Therefore,for� � 1,� � � followsclosely

a norm aldistribution with m ean 0.Thusby Exam ple4.1,the optim alvalue of

m =(n + m )iscloseto 1/2.

5. M ultiple tests based on likelihoods

5.1. M otivation

In m any cases ofm ultiple testing,only lim ited knowledge is available on the

distributions from which data are sam pled.The knowledge relevant to a null

hypothesis is expressed by a statistic M such that the nullis rejected ifand

only ifthe observed value ofM issigni�cantly di�erentfrom 0.In general,as

thedistribution ofM isunknown,M hastobeStudentized sothatitsm agnitude

can be evaluated.

O n the other hand,oftentim es,despite the com plexity ofthe data distri-

butions,itisreasonableto believethey havean underlying structure.Consider

thescenariowhereallthedatadistributionsbelongtoaparam etricfam ily fp�g,

such thatthedistribution undera truenullisp0,and theoneundera falsenull

isp�� forsom e�� 6= 0.A question ofinterestis:underthiscircum stance,what

would betheoptim aloverallperform anceofthem ultipletests?Thequestion is

in the sam e spiritasquestionsregarding estim ation e�ciency.However,itas-

sum esthatneitherthe existenceofthe param eterization noritsform isknown

to the data analyzerand allthe m achinery availableisthe teststatistic M .

As before,we wish to �nd out the m inim um sam ple size per nullrequired

forpFDR control,in particular,asthe testsbecom e increasingly harderin the

sensethat�� ! 0.O urconjectureisthat,asym ptotically the m inim um sam ple

size per nullis attained ifM \happens" to be @[lnp0]=@�.By \happens" we

m ean thatthe data analyzerisunaware ofthispeculiarnature ofM and uses

its Studentized version for the tests.This conjecture is directly m otivated by

the factthatthe M LE ise�cientunderregularconditions.Although a sm aller

m inim um sam ple size pernullcould be possible ifM happensto be the M LE,

duetoStudentization,theim provem entappearstodim inish as� ! 0.Certainly,

had the param eterization been known,the (original)M LE would be preferred.

The goalhere is not to establish any sortofsuperiority ofStudentized M LE,

butratherto search fortheoptim aloverallperform anceofm ultipletests,when

weareawarethatourknowledgeaboutthedata distributionsisincom pleteand

beyond the teststatistic,wehaveno otherinform ation.

Theaboveconjectureisnotyetproved ordisproved.However,asa �rststep,

we would like to obtain the asym ptoticsofthe m inim um sam ple size per null

when Studentized @[lnp0]=@� is used for m ultiple tests.W e shallalso provide

som eexam plesto supportthe conjecture.
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5.2. Setup

Let (
;F ) be a m easurable space equipped with a �-�nite m easure �. Let

fp� :� 2 [0;1]g be a param etric fam ily ofdensity functions on (
;F )with re-

spect to �.Denote by P� the corresponding probability m easure.Under the

random e�ects m odel(1.1),each nullH i is associated with a distribution Fi,

such thatwhen H i istrue,Fi = P0,and when H i isfalse,Fi = P�,where� > 0

isa constant.Assum ethateach H i istested based on an iid sam plef!ijg from

Fi,such thatthe sam plesfordi�erentH i areindependent,and thesam plesize

isthe sam eforallH i.

W e need to assum esom eregularitiesforp�.Denote

r�(!)=
p�(!)

p0(!)
; ‘�(!)= lnp�(!); ! 2 
: (5.1)

C ondition 1 Under P0,for alm ost every ! 2 
,p0(!) > 0 and p�(!) as a

function of� isin C2([0;1]).

C ondition 2 The Fisherinform ation at� = 0 ispositive and �nite,i.e.0 <

k_‘0kL 2(P0)
< 1 ,where the \dot" notation denotespartialdi�erentiation with

respectof�.

C ondition 3 Under P0, the second order derivative of ‘�(!) is uniform ly

bounded in the sensethatsup�2[0;1]k
�‘�(!)kL 1 (P0)

< 1 .

C ondition 4 Forany q> 0,thereis�0= �0(q)> 0,such that

E 0

"

sup
�2[0;�0]

(r�(!)
q + r�(!)

� q)

#

< 1 : (5.2)

R em ark. By Condition 1,forany intervalI in [0;1],theextrem aofr�(!)over

� 2 I arem easurable.Thusthe expectation in (5.2)iswellde�ned.

For brevity,for � 2 [0;1]and n � 1,the n-fold product m easure ofP� is

stilldenoted by P�,and theexpectation undertheproductm easureby E �.W e

shalldenote by !,!0,!i,!
0
i generic iid elem ents under a generic distribution

on (
;F ).Denote

X = _‘0(!); Y = _‘0(!
0);X i = _‘0(!i); Yi = _‘0(!

0
i): (5.3)

Form ,n � 1,denote

S
2

m =
1

m

mX

i= 1

(Y2i� 1 � Y2i)
2

2
; �X n =

X 1 + � � � + Xn

n
:

Since _‘�(!)= _p�(!)=p�(!),from Conditions1{4and dom inated convergence,

itfollowsthatE 0
_‘0 = 0 and

(E �
_‘0)

0
�
�
�= 0

=
d

d�

Z

_‘0(!)p�(!)�(d!)

�
�
�
�
�= 0

=

Z

(_‘0(!))
2
p0(!)�(d!)> 0:
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Asa result,for� > 0 closeto 0,E� _‘0(!)> 0.Thisjusti�esusing theuppertail

of
p
n �X n=Sm fortesting.The m ultiple testsaresuch that

H i isrejected ( )

p
n �X in

Sim
� zN

p
n; i� 1; (5.4)

where �X in and Sim arecom puted thesam eway as �X n and Sm ,exceptthatthey

arederived from !i1;:::;!in,!
0
i1;:::;!

0
i;2m iid � Fi,N = n + m ,and zN ! 1

as N ! 1 .Then,under the random e�ects m odel,the m inim um attainable

pFDR is

�� = (1� �)

"

1� � + �
P�

�
�X n � zN Sm

�

P0
�
�X n � zN Sm

�

#� 1

: (5.5)

Thequestion now isthe following:

� G iven � 2 (0;1),as� # 0,how should N increaseso that�� � �?

5.3. M ain results

Denote the cum ulantgenerating functions

�(t)= lnE 0(e
tX ); 	(t)= lnE 0

�

exp
t(X � Y )2

2

�

: (5.6)

Notethatthe expectation istaken underP0.

T heorem 5.1.Suppose fp� :� 2 [0;1]g satis�esconditions1{4 and the follow-

ing conditions a){d)are ful�lled..

a) 0 2 D o
�
,where D � = ft:�(t)< 1 g.

b) UnderP0,X hasa density f continuousalm osteverywhere on R.Further-

m ore,either (i)f isbounded or (ii) f issym m etric and kX kL 1 (P0)
< 1 .

c) UnderP0,the density g ofX � Y iscontinuousand bounded on (�;1 )for

any � > 0,and thereexista constant� > � 1 and a function �(z)� 0 increasing

in z � 0 and slowly varying at1 ,such that

lim
u#0

g(u)

u��(1=u)
= C 2 (0;1 ): (5.7)

d) There are s> 0 and L > 0,such that

E 0[e
sjX + Y j jX � Y = u]� Le

L juj
; any u 6= 0; g(u)> 0: (5.8)

Fix � 2 (0;1).LetN � be them inim um value ofN = n+ m in orderto attain

�� � �,where �� is as in (5.5).Then,under the constraints1) m and n grow
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in proportion to each other such thatm =N ! � 2 (0;1)as m ;n ! 1 and 2)

zN ! 1 slowly enough,one gets

N � �
1

d
�

lnQ �;�

(1� �)�0(t0)+ 2�K f

; asd ! 0+ : (5.9)

where t0 isthe unique positive solution to (4.6),and

K f =

( R
zh0(z)dz iff isbounded,with h0 = f2

�R
f2;

0 iff issym m etric and kX kL 1 (P0)
< 1 :

R em ark. By sym m etry,to verify (5.8),itisenough to only consideru > 0.

M oreover,(5.8)holdsifitslefthand sideisa bounded function ofu.

Following theproofsofthepreviousresults,Theorem 5.1 isa consequenceof

Proposition 5.1,which willbe proved in Appendix A4.

P roposition 5.1. LetT > 0.Under the sam e conditions as in Theorem 5.1,

suppose � = �N ! 0,such that�N N ! T.Then

P�N

�
�X n � zN Sm

�

P0
�
�X n � zN Sm

� ! expf(1� �)T�0(t0)+ 2�TK fg: (5.10)

5.4. Exam ples

Exam ple 5.1 (Norm aldistributions). Underthesetup in Section 5.2,suppose

for � 2 [0;1],P� = N (�;�),where � > 0 is a �xed constant.Then p�(u) =

exp[� (u � �)2=(2�2)]=
p
2��2,u 2 R,giving

r�(u)= exp

�
2�u � �2

�2

�

; ‘�(u)= �
(u � �)2

2�2
�
ln(2��2)

2
;

_‘�(u)=
u � �

�2
; �‘�(u)= �

1

�2
:

For ! � P0, _‘0(!) = !=�2 � N (0;1=�).It is then not hard to see that

Conditions 1{4 are satis�ed.By the notations in (5.3),X ,Y ,X i,Yi are iid

� N (0;1=�).Then �(t)= t2=(2�2)and condition a)ofTheorem 5.1 issatis�ed.

Itis easy to see thatconditions b)and c) are satis�ed with � = 0 and � � 1

in (5.7).Since X + Y and X � Y areindependentand the m om entgenerating

function ofjX + Y j�
p
2jX jis�nite on the entire R,(5.8)issatis�ed aswell.

Therefore,(5.10)holds.Therefore,(5.9)holdsforN �.

To getthe asym ptoticin (5.9)explicitly,note thatthe density f ofX isp0.

Then it is not hard to see K f = 0.O n the other hand,since �0(t) = t=�2,

the solution t0 > 0 to t�0(t) =
p
�=(1� �) equals �

p
�=(1� �) and hence

�0(t0) = (1=�)
p
�=(1� �).Thus,N� � (�=d)(lnQ�;� =

p
�(1� �)),which is

identicalto (4.9)forthe ttests.
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Exam ple 5.2 (Cauchy distribution). Underthe setup in Section 5.2,suppose

for� 2 [0;1],P� isthe Cauchy distribution centered at� such thatitsdensity

isp�(u)= �� 1[1+ (u � �)2]� 1,u 2 R.Then

r�(u)=
1+ u2

1+ (u � �)2
; ‘�(u)= � ln[1+ (u � �)2]� ln�;

_‘�(u)=
2(u � �)

1+ (u � �)2
; _‘0(u)=

2u

1+ u2
:

By the notationsin (5.3),X = 2!=(1+ !2),with ! � P0.RecallthatP0 is

the distribution oftan(�=2)with � � U (� �;�).Therefore,X � sin� and thus

isbounded and hasa sym m etric distribution.Itisclearthatconditionsa),b),

and d)ofTheorem 5.1 aresatis�ed.W eshow thatcondition c)issatis�ed with

� = 0 and �(z)= lnz in (5.7).Thedensity f ofX is1=[�
p
1� u2],u 2 [� 1;1].

Then K f = 0 and the density ofX � Y is

g(u)= k(u)=�2; with k(u)=

Z 1� u

� 1

dt
p
(1� t2)[1� (t+ u)2]

; u 2 (0;1):

G iven � 2 (0;1� u=2),writetheintegralasthesum ofintegralsover[� 1;� 1+

�],[1� u � �;1� u],and [� 1+ �;1� u � �].By variablesubstitution

k(u)= 2

Z �

0

dt
p
(2� t)(2� t� u)t(t+ u)

+

Z 1� u� �

� 1+ �

dt
p
(1� t2)[1� (t+ u)2]

� 2

Z �

0

dt
p
(2� t)(2� t� u)t(t+ u)

; as u ! 0:

Because� > 0 isarbitrary,itfollowsthatk(u)� k1(u),where

k1(u)=

Z �

0

dt
p
t(t+ u)

= 2

Z
p
�=u

0

dx
p
x2 + 1

� ln(1=u);

with the second equality due to variable substitution t= ux2.Thisshowsthat

(5.7) holds with � = 0 and �(z) = lnz.By (5.9),N � � (t0=d)� (lnQ�;� =�),

asd ! 0,where t0 the positive solution to t0�
0(t0)= �=(1� �),with �(t)=

lnE [etsin �].

R em ark. BecausetheCauchy distributionshavein�nitevariance,ttestscan-

notbe used to test the nulls.The exam ple showsthat even in this case,Stu-

dentized ‘0(!)can stilldistinguish between trueand false nulls.

Exam ple 5.3 (G am m a distribution). Underthe setup in Section 5.2,suppose

for� 2 [0;1],P� = gam m a(1+ �;1),whose density isp�(u)= u�e� u=�(1+ �),

u > 0.Then

r�(u)=
u�

�(� + 1)
; ‘�(u)= � lnu � u � ln�(� + 1);

_‘�(u)= lnu �  (� + 1); �‘�(u)= �  
0(� + 1);
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where  (z)= �0(z)=�(z)isthe digam m a function.Letc=  (1).By the nota-

tionsin (5.3),X and Y are iid � ln! � c,with ! � P0.ItfollowsthatX has

density f(x)= ex+ cp0(e
x+ c)= ex+ cexp(� ex+ c),x 2 R,which isbounded and

continuous,and hence conditions b) and c) ofTheorem 5.1 are satis�ed with

� = 1 and �(z)= 1 in (5.7).Since

E 0[e
tX ]=

Z 1

� 1

e
tx
e
x+ cexp

�
� e

x+ c
�
dx

=

Z 1

0

z
t
e
cexp(� e

c
z)dz =

�(t+ 1)

ect
< 1 ; any t> � 1;

condition a)issatis�ed.To verify d),the density ofX � Y atu > 0 is

g(u)=

Z 1

� 1

e
2c+ u+ 2x exp

�
� (1+ e

u)ec+ x
�
dx (substitute z = e

c+ x)

= e
u

Z 1

0

zexp[� (1+ e
u)z]dz =

eu

(1+ eu)2
:

Sim ilarly,fors> 0,

k(s;u):=

Z 1

� 1

e
s(2x+ u)

e
2c+ u+ 2x exp

�
� (1+ e

u)ec+ x
�
dx

= e
(1+ s)u� 2sc

Z 1

0

z
1+ 2sexp[� (1+ e

u)z]dz =
�(2+ 2s)e(1+ s)u

e2sc(1+ eu)2+ 2s
:

Asa result,fors� 1=2,

E 0[e
s(X + Y )jX � Y = u]=

k(s;u)

g(u)
= �(2+ 2s)

�
eu

e2c(1+ eu)2

�s

:

Likewise,

E 0[e
� s(X + Y )jX � Y = u]= �(2� 2s)

�
eu

e2c(1+ eu)2

�� s

:

SinceesjX + Y j� es(X + Y )+ e� s(X + Y ),itisnothard to seethatwecan choose

s= 1=2 and L > 0 largeenough,such that(5.8)holds.

By �(t)= ln�(t+ 1)�  (1)t,t0 > 0 isthe solution to t[ (t+ 1)�  (1)]=

�=(1� �).By
R
f2 = g(0)= 1=4,

K f = 4

Z 1

� 1

zf(z)2 dz = 4

Z 1

� 1

ze
2z+ 2cexp

�
� 2ez+ c

�
dz;

which equals  (2)� ln2�  (1).By  (z) = (ln�(z))0 and �(z + 1) = z�(z),

 (z + 1)�  (z)= 1=z.Therefore,Kf = 1� ln2.So by (5.9),N � � (1=d)�

lnQ �;� =[(1� �)�0(t0)+ 2�(1� ln2)].
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6. Sum m ary

M ultiple testing is often used to identify subtle realsignals (false nulls) from

a large and relatively strong background ofnoise (true nulls).In orderto have

som e assurance that there is a reasonable fraction ofrealsignals am ong the

signals \spotted" by a m ultiple testing procedure,it is usefulto evaluate the

pFDR of the procedure.Com paring to FDR control,pFDR controlis m ore

subtleand in generalrequiresm oredata.In thisarticle,westudy them inim um

num ber ofobservations per nullin order to attain a target pFDR leveland

show that it depends on severalfactors:1) the target pFDR controllevel,2)

the proportion of false nulls am ong the nulls being tested,3) distributional

propertiesofthe data in addition to m ean and variance,and 4)in the case of

m ultiple F tests,the num berofcovariatesincluded in the nulls.

The results ofthe article indicate that,in determ ining how m uch data are

needed forpFDR control,ifthere islittle inform ation aboutthe data distribu-

tions,then it m ay be usefulto estim ate the cum ulant generating functions of

the distributions.Alternatively,ifone hasgood evidence aboutthe param etric

form ofthe data distributions but has little inform ation on the values ofthe

param eters,then itm ay be necessary to determ ine the num berofobservations

pernullbased on the cum ulantfunctionsaswell.In eithercase,typically itis

insu�centto only use the m eansand variancesofthe distributions.

Thearticleonlyconsidersunivariateteststatistics,which allow detailed anal-

ysisoftailprobabilities.Itispossibleto testeach nullby m orethan onestatis-

tic.How to determ ine thenum berofobservationspernullform ultivariatetest

statisticsisyetto be addressed.
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A ppendix:M athem aticalP roofs

A 1. P roofs for norm alt-tests

ProofofLem m a 2.1. Part1)isclear.To show 2),let(n;r)! (1 ;0)such that

nr! a � 0.Since � =
p
n + 1r! 0,by (2.3),itsu�cesto show

1X

k= 0

an;k(
p
2�)k

k!
! e

a
: (A1.1)
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By Stirling’sform ula,�(x)= (z=e)z
p
2�=z[1+ O (1=z)].Then forn � 1,

an;k � 2

�
n + k + 1

2e

� (n+ k+ 1)=2 �
n + 1

2e

� � (n+ 1)=2

� 2

�
n + k + 1

2e

� k=2 �

1+
k

n + 1

� (n+ 1)=2

= 2

�
n + k+ 1

2

� k=2

;

giving

an;k(
p
2�)k

k!
�
2(
p
2�)k

k!

�
n + k + 1

2

� k=2

=
2[(n + 1)(n + 1+ k)r2]k=2

k!
�
3(nr+ r)k(1+ k)k=2

k!
:

(A1.2)

The righthand side hasa �nite sum overk.By dom inated convergence,

lim
(n;r)! (1 ;0)

s:t: nr! a

L(n;r)=

1X

k= 0

lim
(n;r)! (1 ;0)

s:t: nr! a

an;k(
p
2�)k

k!

=

1X

k= 0

lim
(n;r)! (1 ;0)

s:t: nr! a

[(n + 1)(n + 1+ k)r2]k=2

k!
=

1X

k= 0

ak

k!
= e

a
:

Thisyields2).To show 3),by sim ilarargum ent,given 0 < c< 1,forn � 1,

an;k(
p
2�)k

k!
�
c(
p
2�)k

k!

�
n + 1

2

� k=2

�
c(nr)k

k!

Therefore,asnr! 1 ,L(n;r)� cenr ! 1 .

P roofofLem m a 2.2

ByStirling’sform ula,thereisaconstantC > 1,such thatkk=2=k!� Ck=�(k=2+

1)forallk � 1.Fix n0 sothatC
2a2=n0 < � and (A1.2)holdsforalln � n0.For

k � n0(n0+ 1),1+ k=(n0+ 1)� k=n0.Then applying (A1.2)with � =
p
n + 1sr

yields

an;k(
p
2�)k

k!
�
2[(n + 1)(n + 1+ k)s2r2]k=2

k!
�
2(k=n0)

k=2(nsr+ sr)k

k!

�
2C k

�(k=2+ 1)

�
(ns+ s)2r2

n0

�k=2

�
2[b(s)r2]k=2

�(bk=2c+ 1)
;

where b(s) = C 2(ns+ s)2=n0.Let �� 2 (C 2a2=n0;�).By
R
e�r

2

G (dr) < 1 ,
R
rpe��r

2

G (dr)< 1 forany p � 0.Let(n;s)! (1 ;0)such thatns! a.Then
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forn � n0,b(s)< �� and hence

1X

k= k0

an;k(
p
2(n + 1)st)k

k!
�

1X

k= k0

2(b(s)r2)k=2

�(bk=2c+ 1)

� 2(1+
p
��r)

1X

k= bk0=2c

(��r
2)k

k!
:

By the aboveinequality and dom inated convergence,

lim

Z

L(n;sr)G (dr)=

Z

L(n;sr)G (dr)=

Z

e
ar
G (dr): �

A 2. P roofs for F -tests

P roofofLem m a 3.1

Itsu�cesto show � 0(t)> 0 fort> 0,where

�(t)= e
� t

1X

k= 0

bp;n;kt
k

k!
:

Thisfollowsfrom bp;n;k+ 1 > bp;n;k and

�
0(t)= � �(t)+ e

� t

1X

k= 0

bp;n;k+ 1t
k

k!
= e

� t

1X

k= 0

[bp;n;k+ 1 � bp;n;k]t
k

k!
> 0: �

Next,recall

K (p;n;�)= e
� (n+ p)�

2
=2

1X

k= 0

k� 1Y

j= 0

�
n + p+ 2j

p+ 2j

�

�
1

k!

�
(n + p)�2

2

�k

:

ProofofLem m a 3.2. Suppose� ! 1 and n = n(�)such thatn� ! a 2 [0;1 ).

Since (n + p+ 2j)=(p+ 2j)� n + p,then

K (p;n;�)�

1X

k= 0

(n + p)k
1

k!

�
(n + p)�2

2

�k

� e
(n+ p)

2
�
2
=2
; (A2.1)

and by dom inated converge,

lim
�! 1

K (p;n;�)= lim
�! 1

1X

k= 0

k� 1Y

j= 0

�
1+ 2j=(n + p)

p+ 2j

�

�
1

k!

�
(n + p)2�2

2

�k

=

1X

k= 0

k� 1Y

j= 0

�
1

p+ 2j

�

�
1

k!

�
a2

2

� k

= M p(a):
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Nextsuppose� ! 0 and n� ! 1 .Then onegets

K (p;n;�)� e
� (n+ p)�

2
=2

1X

k= 0

k� 1Y

j= 0

�
n

p+ 2j

�

�
1

k!

�
n�2

2

� k

� e
� (n+ p)�

2
=2

1X

k= 0

k� 1Y

j= 0

�
1

1+ 2j

�

�

�
n

p

� k

�
1

k!

�
n�2

2

� k

= e
� (n+ p)�

2
=2

1X

k= 0

1

(2k)!

�
n2�2

p

� k

=
e� (n+ p)�

2
=2

2

�

e
n�=

p
p + e

� n�=
p
p
�

:

Because (n + p)�2 = o(n�)and n� ! 1 ,the righthand side tendsto 1 .The

proofisthuscom plete.

ProofofLem m a 3.3. First,onegets

K (p;n;�)= e
� (n+ p)�

2
=2

1X

k= 0

k� 1Y

j= 0

�
1+ 2j=(n + p)

1+ 2j=p

�

�
1

k!

�
(n + p)2�2

2p

�k

� e
� (n+ p)�

2
=2

1X

k= 0

1

k!

�
(n + p)2�2

2p

�k

= e
(n+ p)

2
�
2
=(2p)� (n+ p)�

2
=2 = exp

�
n(n + p)�2

2p

�

:

Thus,by dom inated convergence,K (p;n;�)! ea asn(n + p)�2=(2p)! a.

Now leta > 0.Regard f(n)= n(n + p)�2=(2p)asa quadraticfunction ofn.

Then in orderto getf(n)! a,

n �
� �2p+

p
�4p2 + 8�2pa

2�2
=

4pa

�2p+
p
�4p2 + 8�2pa

�

8
>>><

>>>:

(1=�)
p
2pa if �2p ! 0;

2a=�2 if �2p ! 1 ;

4a=�2

1+
p
1+ 8a=L

if �2p ! L > 0:

Theproofisthuscom plete.

In orderto proveLem m a 3.4,weneed the following result.

Lem m a A 2.1. Given 0 < � < 1,there is�(�)> 0,such that

X

jk� A j� �A

A k

k!
� e

A (1� �(�))
; as A ! 1 :
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Proof. LetY be a Poisson random variablewith m ean A.Then

e
� A

X

jk� A j� �A

A k

k!
= P (jY � Aj� �A):

By LDP (5),I := � (1=A)lnP (jY � Aj� �A) > 0.Then given �(�) 2 (0;I),

P (jY � Aj� �A)� e� �(�)A forallA � 0,im plying the stated bound.

ProofofLem m a 3.4. Fix � > 0 and n.Then

K (p;n;�)= e
� A

1X

k= 0

k� 1Y

j= 0

�
n + p+ 2j

p+ 2j

�

�
A k

k!
; with A =

(n + p)�2

2
:

Let0 < � < 1.Foreach k,
Q k� 1

j= 0
[(n + p+ 2j)=(p+ 2j)]� (1+ n=p)k.Then

e
� A

X

jk� A j� �A

k� 1Y

j= 0

�
n + p+ 2j

p+ 2j

�

�
A k

k!
� e

� A
X

jk� A j� �A

[(1+ n=p)A]k

k!

Denote B = (1+ n=p)A.Then given any 0 < � < �,forallp � 1,jk � Aj� �A

im pliesjk� B j� �B .By Lem m aA2.1,asp ! 1 ,

e
� A

X

jk� A j� �A

[(1+ n=p)A]k

k!
� e

� A
X

jk� B j� �B

B k

k!
� e

B � �(�)B � A = o(1);

where�(�)> 0 isa constant.Itfollowsthat

K (p;n;�)= e
� A

X

jk� A j� �A

k� 1Y

j= 0

�

1+
n

p+ 2j

�

�
A k

k!
+ o(1):

By ln(1+ x)= x + O (x2)asx ! 0,itisseen that

K (p;n;�)= e
� A

X

jk� A j� �A

(1+ rk)exp

0

@
n

p

k� 1X

j= 0

1

1+ 2j=p

1

A �
A k

k!
+ o(1);

where supjk� A j� �A jrkj! 0 asp ! 1 .Itisnothard to see thatforallp � 1

and k with jk� Aj� �A,jk=p� �2=2j� ��2.Asa result,

(1+ rk)exp

0

@
n

p

k� 1X

j= 0

1

1+ 2j=p

1

A = [1+ r
0
k(�)]exp

 

n

Z �
2
=2

0

dx

1+ 2x

!

= [1+ r
0
k(�)](1+ �

2)n=2:
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where supjk� A j� �A jr
0
k(�)j! 0 as p ! 1 followed by � ! 0.Com bining the

aboveapproxim ationsand applying Lem m a A2.1 again,

K (p;n;�)= [1+ R(�)](1+ �
2)n=2e� A

X

jk� A j� �A

A k

k!
+ o(1)

= [1+ R(�)](1+ �
2)n=2 + o(1);

where R(�)! 0 asp ! 1 followed by � ! 0.Letp ! 1 .Since � isarbitrary,

then K (p;n;�)! (1+ �2)n=2.

A 3. G eneralt tests

A 3.1. P roof of the m ain result

Thissection isdevoted to the proofofProposition 4.1.W rite

��(u)= sup
t

[ut� �(t)]; 	 �(u)= sup
t

[ut� 	(t)];

��(u)= (�0)� 1(u); �	 (u)= (	 0)� 1(u);

(A3.1)

wheneverthe functionsarewellde�ned.The lem m a below collectssom euseful

propertiesof�.The proofisstandard and henceom itted forbrevity.

Lem m a A 3.1. Suppose condition a) in Theorem 4.1 is ful�lled.Then the fol-

lowing statem entson � are true.

1) � issm ooth on D o
�
,strictly decreasing on (� 1 ;0)\ D�,strictly increasing

on (0;1 )\ D �.

2) �0isstrictly increasingon D o
�
,and so �� = (�0)� 1 forwellde�ned on I� =

(inf�0;sup�0),where the extrem a are obtained over D o
�
.M oreover,�0(0)= 0,

(�0)� 1(0)= 0,and t�0(t)! 1 ast" supD �.

3) �� issm ooth and strictly convex on I� ,and

(��)0(u)= �� (u)= argsup
t

[ut� �(t)]; u 2 I� :

On the other hand,��(u)= 1 on (� 1 ;inf�0)[ (sup�0;1 ).

Thenextlem m a iskey to theproofofProposition 4.1.Basically,itsaysthat

theanalysison theratiooftheextrem etailprobabilitiescan belocalized around

a speci�cvaluedeterm ined by � and theindex � in (4.4).Asa result,thelim it

(4.7)can be obtained by the uniform exactlargedeviationsprinciple(LDP)in

(2),which isa re�ned version ofthe exactLDP (5).
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Lem m a A 3.2. Letm ,n ! 1 ,such thatn=N ! � 2 (0;1),where N = m + n.

Let �0 = �0(t0), where t0 > 0 the unique positive solution to (4.6). Under

conditions a) and b) ofTheorem 4.1,given D > 0 and � > 0,there are z0 > 0

and � > 0,such thatfor z � z0,

lim
N ! 1

1

N
inf

jsj� D =N
lnP

�
�X n + s� zSm ; jzSm � �0j� �

�
� � Jz(�0) (A3.2)

and

sup
jsj� D =N

�
�
�
�
�

P
�
�X n + s� zSm

�

P
�
�X n + s� zSm ; jzSm � �0j� �

� � 1

�
�
�
�
�
= O (e� �N ); (A3.3)

where Jz(�0)= (1� �)��(�0)� �	�(�20=z
2)< 1 .

Assum e Lem m a A3.2 istruefornow.The m ain resultisshown next.

ProofofProposition 4.1. RecallthatdN ! 0 and N ! 1 ,such thatdN N !

T.First,weshow that,given � > 0,there isz0 > 0,such that

lim
N ! 1

�
�
�
�
�

P
�
�X n + dN � zSm

�

P
�
�X n � zSm

� � e
(1� �)T t0

�
�
�
�
�
� �; allz � z0: (A3.4)

Let� 2 (0;1)such that�� (u)iswellde�ned on [�0 � �;�0 + �]and

sup
ju� �0j� �

j�� (u)� �� (�0)j�
ln(1+ �)

(1� �)T
:

Letz0 > 0 and � > 0 such that(A3.3)holds.Fix z � z0.Denote a = a(z)=

(�0� �)=zand b= b(z)= (�0+ �)=z.Becauseof(A3.3),in ordertoshow (A3.4),

itsu�cesto establish

lim
N ! 1

�
�
�
�
�

P
�
�X n + dN � zSm ; a � Sm � b

�

P
�
�X n � zSm ;a � Sm � b

� � e
(1� �)T t0

�
�
�
�
�
� �: (A3.5)

LetG m (x)be the distribution function ofSm .Then

P
�
�X n + dN � zSm ; a � Sm � b

�
=

Z b

a

P (�X n � zx � dN )G m (dx);

P
�
�X n � zSm ;a � Sm � b

�
=

Z b

a

P (�X n � zx)dGm (x):

From these equations,itisnothard to seethat(A3.5)followsifwecan show

lim
N ! 1

sup
x2[a;b]

�
�
�
�

P (�X n � zx � dN )

P (�X n � zx)e(1� �)T t0
� 1

�
�
�
�� �: (A3.6)

To establish (A3.6),observe that for N > 1 large enough and x 2 [a;b],

zx� dN 2 [a=2;�0+ �].Therefore,�N (x):= �� (zx� dN )isnotonly wellde�ned
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but also continuous and strictly positive on [a;b].By Theorem 3.3 of(2),as

N ! 1 ,the following approxim ation holds,

sup
x2[a;b]

�
�
�e
n�

�
(zx� dN )

�N (x)
p
2�n�00(�N (x))P (�X n � zx � dN )� 1

�
�
�= o(1);

which isa uniform version ofthe exactLDP due to Bahadurand Rao (5,The-

orem 3.7.4).

Because�N (x)! ��(zx)uniform ly on [a;b]and thelatterisstrictly positive

and continuouson [a;b],the aboveinequality yields

sup
x2[a;b]

�
�
�e
n�

�
(zx� dN )

�� (zx)
p
2�n�00(�� (zx))P (�X n � zx � dN )� 1

�
�
�= o(1):

Likewise,

sup
x2[a;b]

�
�
�e
n�

�
(zx)

�� (zx)
p
2�n�00(�� (zx))P (�X n � zx)� 1

�
�
�= o(1):

By theaboveapproxim ationsto P (�X n � zx� dN )and P (�X n � zx),in order

to prove(A3.6),itisenough to show

M := lim
N ! 1

sup
x2[a;b]

�
�
�
�

e� n�
�
(zx� dN )

e� n�
�(zx)+ (1� �)T t0

� 1

�
�
�
�� �:

By Taylorexpansion and Lem m a A3.1,

��(zx � dN )= ��(zx)� dN �� (zx � �dN ); x 2 [a;b];

where� = �(x)2 (0;1).Therefore,

e� n�
�
(zx� dN )

e� n�
�(zx)+ (1� �)T t0

=
e� n(�

�
(zx� dN )� �

�
(zx))

e(1� �)T t0
=
e� ndN �� (zx� �dN )

e(1� �)T t0
:

Since ndN ! (1� �)T and �� (zx � �dN )! �� (zx)uniform ly forx 2 [a;b],

M = sup
x2[a;b]

�
�
�e
(1� �)(�� (zx)� t0)T � 1

�
�
�

Becauset0 = �� (�0)and zx 2 [�0 � �;�0 + �]forx 2 [a;b],

M � exp

"

(1� �)T sup
u2[� �;�]

j�� (�0 + u)� ��(�0)j

#

� 1 � �:

Therefore(A3.5)isproved.

Now that(A3.4)holdsforany given � > 0,aslong asz � z0 = z0(�),with z0
being largeenough,by thediagonalargum ent,wecan choosezN > 0 in such as

way thatzN ! 1 slowly asN ! 1 and

lim
N ! 1

�
�
�
�

e� (1� �)T t0P (�X n + dN � zN Sm )

P (�X n � zN Sm )
� 1

�
�
�
�= 0:

This�nishesthe proofofthe theorem .
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A 3.2. P roof of Lem m a A 3.2

Theproofneedsa few prelim inary results.The�rstlem m a collectssom euseful

propertiesof	.

Lem m a A 3.3. LetD 	 = ft:�(t)< 1 g.Under condition b) in Theorem 4.1,

the following statem entson 	 are true.

1) D 	 � (� 1 ;0].	 is sm ooth and strictly increasing on Do
	
.Furtherm ore,

	(t)! � 1 ast! � 1 .

2) 	 0isstrictly increasing on D o
	
,and so �	 = (	 0)� 1 iswellde�ned on I	 =

(0;sup	 0),where the suprem um is obtained over D o
	
.In addition,inf	 0 = 0

and sup	 0� 	0(0� )= �2.Furtherm ore,

lim
u! 0+

u�	 (u)= �
� + 1

2
; (A3.7)

where � isgiven in (4.4).

3) 	 � is sm ooth and strictly convex on I	 and

(	 �)0(u)= �	 (u)= argsup
t

[ut� 	(t)]; u 2 I	 :

Furtherm ore,	 � isstrictly decreasing on (0;�2)with 	 �(u)! 1 asu # 0 and

	 �(u)! 0 asu "�2,and isnondecreasing for u � �2.

Proof. W eonly show 	(t)! � 1 ast! � 1 and (A3.7),which areproperties

speci�cally dueto condition b)in Theorem 4.1.TheproofoftherestofLem m a

A3.3 isstandard.

To get	(t)! � 1 ast! 1 ,itsu�cesto show
R1
0

e� tu
2
=2g(u)du ! 0 as

t! 1 .Forlateruse,itwillbe shown that,given s� 0,

Z 1

0

x
s
e
� tx

2
=2
g(x)dx ! 0; ast! 1 : (A3.8)

The proofisbased on severaltruncationsofthe integral.G iven 0 < � < 1,

thereis0< � < 1,such that

1� � �
g(x)

x��(1=x)
� 1+ �; x 2 (0;�):

Since M � = supjxj� �g(x)< 1 ,given s� 0,ast! 1 ,

Z 1

�

x
s
e
� tx

2
=2
g(x)dx � e

� t�
2
=4
M �

Z 1

�

x
s
e
� tx

2
=4
dx = o(e� t�

2
=4):
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O n the otherhand,

Z �

0

x
s
e
� tx

2
=2
g(x)dx � (1� �)

Z �

0

x
s+ �

e
� tx

2
=2
�(1=x)dx

� (1� �)�(1=�)

Z �

0

x
s+ �

e
� tx

2
=2
dx:

Therighthand sideisofthesam eorderas
R1
0

xs+ �e� tx
2
=2 dx,which in turn is

ofthe sam eorderast� (�+ s+ 1)=2.Asa result,

Z 1

0

x
s
e
� tx

2
=2
g(x)dx = (1+ o(1))

Z �

0

x
s
e
� tx

2
=2
g(x)dx; ast! 1 :

Sinceg(x)=[x��(1=x)]� 1 2 [� �;�]forx 2 (0;�)and � isarbitrary,itisseen

thatin orderto prove(A3.8),itsu�cesto show

Z �

0

x
s+ �

e
� tx

2
=2
�(1=x)dx ! 0; ast! 1 : (A3.9)

Leta = �2=2 and �(x)= �(
p
x=2).By variablesubstitution x =

p
2u=t,

Z �

0

x
s+ �

e
� tx

2
=2
�(1=x)dx = 2pt� (p+ 1)

Z ta

0

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du; (A3.10)

wherep = (s+ � � 1)=2> � 1.Therefore,(A3.9)willfollow if

t
� (p+ 1)

Z ta

0

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du ! 0; ast! 1 ; (A3.11)

Note that�(x) is increasing and since upe� u is integrable,there isM > 1,

such that
R1
M

upe� u du � �
RM
0

upe� u du.Then

Z ta

M

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du � �(t=M )

Z 1

M

u
p
e
� u

du

� �

Z M

0

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du:

(A3.12)

Fix � 2 (0;1)such that�p+ 1 < �(1� �p+ 1�).Then

Z �

0

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du =

1X

k= 1

Z �
k

�k+ 1

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du

=

1X

k= 1

�
(p+ 1)k

Z 1

�

u
p
�

�
t

�ku

�

du:

Notethat�(t)isslowlyvaryingat1 .Fortlargeenough,�(t=u)� ��(t=(�u))

foru 2 [�;1].By induction,�(t=(�ku))� �k� 1�(t=u),k � 1.Consequently,by



Z.Chi/Sam ple size and pFD R 108

the selection of� and the abovein�nite sum ,

Z �

0

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du �

1X

k= 1

�
(p+ 1)k

�
k� 1

Z 1

�

u
p
�(t=u)du

=
�p+ 1

1� �p+ 1�

Z 1

�

u
p
�(t=u)du � �

Z M

�

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du:

(A3.13)

Now given 0 < � < M < 1 ,as� isincreasing and slowly varying at1 ,

inf
�� u� M

�(t=u)

�(t)
=
�(t=M )

�(t)
! 1; sup

�� u� M

�(t=u)

�(t)
=
�(t=�)

�(t)
! 1:

Therefore,

Z M

�

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du = (1+ o(1))�(t)

Z M

�

u
p
e
� u

du; ast! 1 : (A3.14)

Com bine (A3.12){ (A3.14)and note � and M arearbitrary.Then

Z ta

0

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du = (1+ o(1))�(t)

Z 1

0

u
p
e
� u

du

= (1+ o(1))�(t)�(p+ 1); ast! 1 :

(A3.15)

Note�(t)= o(tp+ 1)ast! 1 .Therefore,(A3.11)isproved.

Next we prove (A3.7).For u > 0 sm allenough,�	 (u) is wellde�ned.Let

t = � �	 (u).Then u = 	 0(� t) and t ! 1 as u # 0.Therefore,it su�ce to

dem onstratet	 0(� t)! (� + 1)=2,ast! 1 .Itiseasy to see

	 0(� t)=
1

2

Z 1

0

x
2
e
� tx

2
=2
g(x)dx

� Z 1

0

e
� tx

2
=2
g(x)dx; fort> 0:

Following the argum ent leading to (A3.9),it su�ces to show that,given

� � 0,

Z �

0

x
�
e
� tx

2
=2
�(1=x)dx =

(1+ o(1))t

� + 1

Z �

0

x
2+ �

e
� tx

2
=2
�(1=x)dx

ast! 1 .Denoting p = (� + 1)=2,by (A3.10),the abovelim itwillfollow if

Z ta

0

u
p� 1

e
� u
�(t=u)du =

1+ o(1)

p

Z ta

0

u
p
e
� u
�(t=u)du; t! 1 :

However,thisisim plied by (A3.15)and �(p+ 1)= p�(p).

Lem m a A 3.4. Given � 2 (0;1),let�0 = �0(t0),where t0 > 0 is the positive

solution to (4.6). Then under conditions a) and b) of Theorem 4.1, for any

� 2 (0;�0),there are z0 > 0 and a > 0,such thatfor z � z0,

inf
ju� �0j� �

�
(1� �)��(u)+ �	�(u2=z2)

	
� (1� �)��(�0)+ �	�(�20=z

2)+ a:
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Proof. The in�m um on the lefthand side increasesas� decreases.Since �0 <

sup�0,withoutlossofgenerality,let� < sup�0� �0.Forz > 0,write

H z(u)= (1� �)��(u)+ �	�(u2=z2)

Then by Lem m a A3.1,foru 2 (0;�2z2)\ (0;sup�0),

H
0
z(u)= (1� �)�� (u)+

2�u

z2
�	 (u

2
=z

2) (A3.16)

Forany � 2 (0;�0 � �)and M 2 (�0 + �;sup�0),by (A3.7),asz ! 1 ,

uH
0
z(u)! h(u):= (1� �)u��(u)� �(� + 1); uniform ly on [�;M ]:

Since h is strictly increasing on [0;1 ),�0 is the only positive solution to

h(u)= 0.Therefore,thereisa0 > 0,such that

inf
u� �0� �=2

h(u)� a0; sup
u� �0� � �=2

h(u)� � a0:

Let a = (a0=2)m in

n

ln �0+ �

�0+ �=2
;ln

�0� �=2

�0� �

o

.As z ! 1 ,H 0
z(u) ! h(u)=u uni-

form ly on [�;M ].Since h(u) � 0 for u 2 [�0;M ],and h(u)=u � a0=M for

u 2 [�0+ �;M ],itcan beseen thatforallz > 0largeenough and u 2 [�0+ �;M ],

H z(u)� Hz(�0)=

Z u

�0

H
0
z(s)ds�

1

2

Z u

�0+ �=2

h(s)

s
ds�

a0

2

Z u

�0+ �=2

ds

s
� a:

Likewise,forallz > 0 largeenough and u 2 [�;�0 � �],

H z(u)� Hz(�0)=

Z �0

u

[� H
0
z(s)]ds�

a0

2

Z �0� �=2

u

ds

s
� a:

To �nish the proof,it su�ces to show that there are M 2 (� 0;sup�
0) and

� 2 (0;�0),such thatforallz > 0 largeenough,H z(u)isstrictly increasing on

(M ;1 )and strictly decreasing on (0;�).

First,given z > 0 large enough,by Lem m a A3.3,H z(u) is increasing for

u � z�2 and equalto 1 for u > sup�0.As a result,it is only necessary to

consider u < M 0 := m in(sup�0;z�2).Note that ifsup�0 < 1 ,then for all

z > 0 largeenough,M 0= sup�0;whereasifsup�0= 1 ,M 0� z�2.

Let ’(u) = (u2=z2)�	 (u
2=z2). For u 2 (�0;M

0), 0 � ’(u) � C :=

inf0< u< �2[u�	 (u)]> � 1 .By Lem m aA3.1,there is �0 < M < sup�0 such

that(1� �)M ��(M )> � 2�C + 1.Then by (A3.16)and thefactthatu��(u)is

strictly increasing foru 2 (0;sup�0),H 0
z(u)> 1=u > 0 foru 2 (M ;M 0).Then

H z isstrictly increasing on (M ;M 0).

Second,asu # 0,u�� (u)! 0 and u2�	 (u
2)! � (� + 1)=2< 0.Therefore,by

(A3.16),thereis� 2 (0;�0),such thatforallz > 0 largeenough and u 2 (0;�),

uH 0
z(u)� � �(� + 1)=4.Then H0z(u)< 0 foru � � and hence Hz(u)isstrictly

decreasing.This�nishesthe proof.
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ProofofLem m a A3.2. Since the left hand side of (A3.2) is increasing in �,

without loss of generality,assum e � 2 (0;�0).Let z0 > �2=(�0 + �).G iven

z � z0 and � 2 (0;�),forN > D =� and s2 [� D =N ;D =N ]� (� �;�),

P
�
�X n + s� zSm ; jzSm � �0j� �

�

� P
�
�X n + s� zSm ;jzSm � �0j� �

�

� P
�
�X n � �0 + 2�;jzSm � �0j� �

�

= P
�
�X n � �0 + 2�

�
P (�0 � � � zSm � �0 + �):

O bserve that for 0 � a < b,a � zSm � b is equivalent to m a2=z2 �
P m

k= 1
(Y2k� 1 � Y2k)

2=2 � m b2=z2.Also,��(t) is increasing on (0;1 ),	 �(t)

isdecreasing on (0;�2),and (�0 + �)2=z2 < �2.Thereforeby LDP,

lim
N ! 1

1

N
inf

jsj� D =N
P
�
�X n + s� zSm ; jzSm � �0j� �

�

� lim
N ! 1

1

N
lnP

�
�X n � �0 + 2�

�
+ lim

N ! 1

1

N
lnP (jzSm � �0j� �)

= (1� �)��(�0 + 2�)+ �	�((�0 + �)2=z2):

Because� isarbitrary and �� and 	 � arecontinuous,(A3.2)isproved.

Consider(A3.3)now.By Lem m aA3.4,thereis� > 0,such thatforallz � z0

and u 2 [0;�0 � �=2][ [�0 + �=2;1 ),

(1� �)��(u)+ �	�(u2=z2)� Jz(�0)+ 2�: (A3.17)

Let

R � = sup
jsj� D =N

P
�
�X n + s� zSm ;zSm � �0 � �

�
;

R + = sup
jsj� D =N

P
�
�X n + s� zSm ;zSm � �0 + �

�

Since thelefthand side of(A3.3)isno greaterthan

R � + R +

infjsj� D =N P
�
�X n + s� zSm ;jzSm � �0j� �

�;

by (A3.2),in orderto establish (A3.3),itsu�cesto show thatforz � z0,

lim
N ! 1

1

N
ln

1

R �

� Jz(�0)+ �:

Forany 0 < u � �0 � �,by (A3.17),thereisr= r(u)2 (0;u=3),such that

(1� �)��(u � 2r)+ �	�((u + r)2=z2)� Jz(�0)+ �:

By 	 �(u) " 1 as u # 0,there is r0 2 (0;�0 � �),such that �	�(r20=z
2) �

Jz(�0)+ �.Because I = [0;�0 � �]is com pact,one can choose u0 = 0 and

u1;:::;up 2 I,such thatI � [ni= 0[ui� ri;ui+ ri],with ri = r(ui)fori� 1.



Z.Chi/Sam ple size and pFD R 111

Itcan be seen that,forN > D =m in(�;r0;r1;:::;rp),R � �
P p

i= 0
A i,where

A 0 = P (zSm � r0) and A i = P (�X n � ui� 2ri; jzSm � uij� ri),i� 1.For

the latter ones,by the choice ofz and ri,ui� 2ri > 0 and (ui+ ri)=z < �2.

Therefore,by the LDP,

lim
N ! 1

1

N
ln

1

A i

= (1� �)��(ui� 2ri)+ �	�((ui+ ri)
2
=z

2)� Jz(�0)+ �:

Sim ilarly,lim (1=N )ln(1=A 0)� Jz(�)+ �.Sincethereisonly a �nite num berof

A i,lim (1=N )ln(1=R � )� Jz(�0)+ �.Likewise,lim (1=N )ln(1=R+ )� Jz(�0)+ �.

Theproofisthuscom plete.

A 4. Tests involving likelihood

A 4.1. P roof of the m ain result

Thissection is devoted to the proofofProposition 5.1.The proofisbased on

severallem m as.Henceforth,let N = m + n and �0 = �0(t0),where t0 is the

positive solution to (4.6).It willbe assum ed that as m ! 1 and n ! 1 ,

m =N ! � 2 (0;1),where� is�xed.

Lem m a A 4.1. Let� 2 (0;�0=2)and � > 0.There are z0 > 0 and �0 = �0(z),

such thatgiven z � z0,asm ! 1 and n ! 1 ,

sup
�� �0

P�(�X n � zSm ; jzSm � �0j� �)

P�(�X n � zSm ; jzSm � �0j� �)
! 0; (A4.1)

sup
0� �� �0

P�(�X n � (1+ �)zSm ;jzSm � �0j� �)

P�(�X n � zSm ;jzSm � �0j� �)
! 0: (A4.2)

Lem m a A 4.2. Let a1 > 0.Under the conditions of Theorem 5.1, for any

� > 0,there are m0 > 0 and � > 0,such that

sup
0< jtj� �

�
�
�E 0(e

a �U m jSm = t)� e
aK f

�
�
�� �e

aK f ; m � m0; 0� a � a1:

where E 0 is expectation under P0,K f is de�ned as in Theorem 5.1 and �Um =

(1=m )
P m

i= 1
Ui with Ui = (Y2i� 1 + Y2i)=2.

ProofofProposition 5.1. W e shallshow thatforany b> 0,thereisz0 = z0(b),

such thatforallz � z0,

lim

�
�
�
�
P�N (

�X n � zSm )

P0(�X n � zSm )
� L

�
�
�
�� b; (A4.3)

where L = expf(1� �)T�0(t0)+ 2�TK fg,and the lim it is taken as m ! 1 ,

n ! 1 and �N ! 0,such that �N N ! T > 0 and m =N ! � 2 (0;1).This

togetherwith a diagonalargum entthen �nishesthe proof.
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Let� > 0 and � 2 (0;�0=2),such thatLem m a A4.2 holdswith a = 2�T.Fix

z0 > (�0 + �)=� asin Lem m aA4.1.Then,given z � z0,in orderto show (A4.3),

itisenough to show

lim

�
�
�
�

P�N (Em ;n)

P0(Em ;n)
� L

�
�
�
�� b; (A4.4)

whereEm ;n =
�
�X n 2 [zSm ;(1+ �)zSm ];jzSm � �0j� �

	
.For� 2 [0;1],

P�(Em ;n)

P0(Em ;n)
= E 0

h

e
Jn (�)+ m Zm (�) Em ;n

i

where

Jn(�)=

nX

i= 1

lnr�(!i); Zm (�)=
1

m

mX

j= 1

�
lnr�(!

0
2j� 1)+ lnr�(!

0
2j)

�
:

Since lnr�(!i)= ‘�(!i)� ‘0(!i)and _‘�(!i)= X i,by Taylor’sexpansion,

Jn(�)= n��X n +
�2

2

nX

i= 1

�‘s�(!i); forsom es2 (0;1):

Let B = sup� k
�‘�(!)kL 1 (P0)

.By Condition 3,B < 1 .Since �N N ! T,

n�N ! (1� �)T and jJn(�N )� n�N �X nj� nB �2N =2= O (1=N ).O n Em ;n,

j�X n � �0j� j�X n � zSm j+ jzSm � �0j� �zSm + � � �1 := �(�0 + �)+ �:

Itfollowsthatform and n largeenough,

jJn(�N )� (1� �)T�0j� � + jn�N � (1� �)Tj�X n + (1� �)Tj�X n � �0j

� �2 := � + �(�0 + �1)+ (1� �)T�1:

Denote Q N = E 0[e
m Z m (�N )jEm ;n].W e obtain

e
(1� �)T �0� �2Q N �

P�N (Em ;n)

P0(Em ;n)
� e

(1� �)T �0+ �2Q N : (A4.5)

LetA m = fjzSm � �0j� �g.Since !i and !
0
j areindependent,then

Q N = E 0[e
m Z m (�N )jA m ]:

Let �Um be de�ned asin Lem m a A4.2.By Taylor’sexpansion,

m Zm (�)= �

mX

i= 1

(Y2i� 1 + Y2i)+
�2

2

mX

i= 1

[�‘s�(!2i� 1)+ �‘s�(!2i)]

= 2m ��Um +
�2

2

mX

i= 1

[�‘s�(!2i� 1)+ �‘s�(!2i)]; som es2 (0;1):



Z.Chi/Sam ple size and pFD R 113

Then form largeenough,jm Zm (�N )� 2m �N �Um j� B T2=m < �,yielding e� � �

Q N =E 0(e
2m �N �U m jA m )� e�.O n A m ,Sm � (�0+ �)=z0 � �,soby Lem m aA4.2,

1 � � � E0(e
2m �N �U m jA m )=e

2m �N K f � 1 + �.By com bining (A4.5),we thus

obtain

(1� �)e� �� �2+ 2(m �N � �T )
L �

P�N (Em ;n)

P0(Em ;n)
� (1+ �)e�+ �2+ 2(m �N � �T )

L:

Because� and �2 arearbitrary and m �N ! �T,(A4.3)isproved.

A 4.2. P roof of Lem m as

W e need the nextresultto show Lem m a A4.1.

Lem m a A 4.3. Given a 2 (0;1)and � > 0,there is�0 > 0,such that

sup
�� �0

P�(E)� P0(E)
1� a

e
k�
; inf

�� �0

P�(E)� P0(E)
1=(1� a)

e
� k� (A4.6)

forallk � 1 large enough and E � 
k.Furtherm ore,letEk � 
k be eventssuch

that lim (1=k)lnP0(Ek)> 1 .Then

lim
�0! 0

lim
k! 1

1

k
sup

0� �� �0

�
�
�
�ln

P�(Ek)

P0(Ek)

�
�
�
�= 0:

Proof. G ivena 2 (0;1),let�0= �0(a)asinCondition4.Denote! = (!1;:::;!k).

Foreach � 2 [0;�0],k � 1,and E � 
k,by H�older’sinequality,

P�(E)= E 0 [1f! 2 Egr�(!1):::r�(!k)]

� [E01f! 2 Eg]
1� a

n

E 0

h

r�(!k)
1=a

:::r�(!k)
1=a

ioa

= P0(E)
1� a

n

E 0

h

r�(!)
1=a

ioka
:

Therefore,given �0 2 (0;�0),

sup
�� �0

P�(E)� P0(E)
1� a exp

�

kalnE 0

�

sup
�� �0

r�(!)
1=a

� �

Likewise,letting q= 1=a� 1,

P0(E)� P�(E)
1� a

n

E �

h

r�(!)
� 1=a

ioka
= P�(E)

1� a
�
E 0

�
r�(!)

� q
� 	ka

:

Since q> 0,the abovebound yields

inf
�� �0

P�(E)� P0(E)
1=(1� a)exp

�

�
ka

1� a
lnE 0

�

(inf
�� �0

r�(!))
� q

� �
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Under P0,for alm ost every ! 2 
,p0(!) > 0 and p�(!) is continuous in

�.Let �0 ! 0.Then sup�� �0 r�(!) ! 1 and inf�� �0 r�(!) ! 1.By (5.2) and

dom inated convergence,

lnE 0

�

sup
�� �0

r�(!)
1=a

�

! 0; lnE 0

�

(inf
�� �0

r�(!))
� q

�

! 0:

Thisim pliesthatfor�0 sm allenough,both ofthe inequalitiesin (A4.6)hold.

To show the second partofthe lem m a,foreach n � 1,

1

k
lnP�(Ek)�

1� a

k
lnP0(Ek)+ alnE 0[r�(!)

1=a];

which yields

1

k
sup

0� �� �0

ln
P�(Ek)

P0(Ek)
� a

�

�
1

k
lnP0(Ek)+ lnE 0

�

sup
�� �0

r�(!)
1=a

� �

:

Letk ! 1 and takelim on both ends.By the assum ption,

lim
k! 1

1

k
sup

0� �� �0

ln
P�(Ek)

P0(Ek)
� a

�

M + lnE 0

�

sup
�� �0

r�(!)
1=a

� �

;

whereM = � lim (1=k)lnP0(Ek)� 0.Likewise,with q= 1=a� 1> 0,

lim
k! 1

1

k
inf

0� �� �0

ln
P�(Ek)

P0(E0)
� �

a

1� a

�

M + lnE 0

�

(inf
�� �0

r�(!))
� b

� �

:

Thusweget

lim
�0! 0

lim
k! 1

sup
0� �� �0

1

k

�
�
�
�ln

P�(Ek)

P0(Ek)

�
�
�
��

aM

1� a
:

Becausea isarbitrary,the lem m a isproved.

Itiseasy to check thatundertheassum ptionsofTheorem 5.1,allthe state-

m ents in Lem m as A3.1 and A3.3 hold for � and 	 de�ned in ( 5.6), with

X = _‘0(!),Y = _‘0(!
0).Therefore,Lem m a A3.2 can be applied.

ProofofLem m a A4.1. W e �rstshow (A4.1).By Lem m a A3.2,there isz0 > 0,

such thatforz � z0 and � 2 (0;�0=2),thereis� > 0,such that

P0(En;m \ A c
m )

P0(En;m \ A m )
= o(e� �M ); (A4.7)

where M = n + 2m ,En;m =
�
�X n � zSm

	
and A m = fjzSm � �0j� �g.G iven

� 2 (0;1),by Lem m aA4.3,there is�0 > 0,such thatfor� 2 [0;�0]and m ,n
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largeenough,P�(E)� P0(E)
1� �e�M and P�(E)� P0(E)

1=(1� �)e� �M forE � 
M .

Since both En;m and A m areeventsin 
M ,then

Ln;m :=
1

M
sup

0� �� �0

ln
P�(En;m \ A c

m )

P�(En;m \ A m )

�
1

M
ln

P0(En;m \ A c
m )

1� �

P0(En;m \ A m )
1=(1� �)

+ 2�

=
1

M

�

(1� �)ln
P0(En;m \ A c

m )

P0(En;m \ A m )
+
�(2� �)

1� �
ln

1

P0(En;m \ A m )

�

+ 2�:

By equations(A3.2)and (A4.7),there isa �nite constantC > 0,such that

lim Ln;m � � (1� �)� +
�(2� �)C

1� �
+ 2�;

Since � isarbitrary,lim Ln;m < 0.Thisthen �nishesthe proofof(A4.1).

It rem ains to show (A4.2).First,by the LDP for �X n under P0 and an ar-

gum ent sim ilar to the proofof (A4.1),it can be seen that given r > 0 and

0< a < b< supD o

�

�0),there is�0 > 0,such that

sup
0� �� �0

[P�(�X n � b)=P�(�X n 2 [a;a+ r])]! 0; asn ! 1 : (A4.8)

Now leta 2 (0;�)and � 2 (0;(�=�0)^ (a=2)),so that(1+ �)(1� �)> 1+ a.

DenoteEm = fjzSm � �0j� ��0g and A m = fjzSm � �0j� �g.Then Em � Am .

By Lem m a A3.2,given z � 1,thereis�0 > 0,such that

inf
�� �0

P�(�X n � zSm ;Em )

P�(�X n � zSm ;A m )
! 1: (A4.9)

For� � �0,by the independence of �X n and Sm underP�,

P�(�X n � (1+ �)zSm ;Em )� P�(�X n � (1+ �)(1� �)�0;Em )

� P�(�X n � (1+ a)�0)P�(Em ):

By � < a=2,let �0 2 (0;�),such that (1 + �0)(1 + �) � 1 + a=2.Let I =

[(1� �)�0;(1+ �0)(1+ �)�0].Itisnothard to �nd a �nite num berofnonem pty

(bi;ci)� I,such thatforany x 2 I,[x;(1+ �0)x]containsatleastone (bi;ci).

Then

P�(�X n 2 [zSm ;(1+ �)zSm ];Em )� P�(�X n 2 [zSm ;(1+ �
0)zSm ];Em )

� m in
i
P�(�X n 2 [bi;ci])P�(Em )

Since ci � (1+ a=2)�0,by the aboveinequalitiesand (A4.8),

sup
�� �0

P�(�X n � (1+ �)zSm ;Em )

P�(�X n � zSm ; Em )
� sup

�2�0

P�(�X n � (1+ �)zSm ;Em )

P�(�X n � [zSm ;(1+ �)zSm ];Em )

� m ax
i

sup
�2�0

P�(�X n � (1+ a)�0)

P�(�X n 2 [bi;ci])
! 0;
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yielding

inf
�� �0

P�(�X n 2 [zSm ;(1+ �)zSm ]; �Em )

P�(�X n � zSm ;Em )

� inf
�� �0

P�(�X n 2 [zSm ;(1+ �)zSm ];Em )

P�(�X n � zSm ;Em )
! 1;

which,togetherwith (A4.9),im plies

inf
�� �0

P�(�X n 2 [zSm ;(1+ �)zSm ];A m )

P�(�X n � zSm ;A m )

� inf
�� �0

P�(�X n 2 [zSm ;(1+ �)zSm ];A m )

P�(�X n � zSm ;Em )
� inf

�� �0

P�(�X n � zSm ;Em )

P�(�X n � zSm ;A m )
! 1

and hence (A4.2).

ProofofLem m a A4.2. Let �0 = � inf0� a� a1 e
aK f .W e have to show that for

� > 0 sm allenough and m0 > 0 largeenough,

sup
0< jtj� �

�
�
�E 0(e

a �U m jSm = t)� e
aK f

�
�
�< �0; m � m0;0 � a � a1: (A4.10)

LetVi = (Y2i� 1 � Y2i)=2.UnderP0,(Ui;Vi)areiid with density

P (U 2 du;V 2 dv)

dudv
= 2f(u + v)f(u � v):

Denote � = (v1;:::;vm )and

�v(z)= E 0(e
zU jV = v):

Then

E 0(e
a �U m jSm = t)=

Z mY

i= 1

�vi(a=m )1fvi 6= 0g P0(d�jSm = t): (A4.11)

C ase i: f is bounded In this case,g(v) =
R
f(u + v)f(u � v)du is well

de�ned for allv 2 sppt(V ),hv(u)= f(u + v)f(u � v)=g(v) is the conditional

density ofU given V = v and �v(z) =
R
ezuhv(u)du.Since f is continuous

alm osteverywhereand bounded,by condition a)ofTheorem 5.1,thereisr> 0

such thatsupv
R
erjujf(u + v)f(u � v)du < 1 ,and by dom inated convergence,

asv ! 0,g(v)! g(0)=
R
f2 2 (0;1 ).Itfollowsthatthereisc> 0,such that

f�v(z);v 2 [� c;c]g isa fam ily ofsm ooth functionsofz 2 [� r;r]with uniform ly

continuousand bounded �0v(z)and �
00
v(z).

G iven � > 0,decreasecifnecessary so that

sup
(v;z)2I

j�(k)v (z)� �
(k)

0
(z)j�

�

3a1
; k = 1;2;
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whereI = [� c;c]� [� r;r].By Taylor’sexpansion,

�v(z)� �0(z)= [�0v(0)� �
0
0(0)]z+

1

2
[�00v(�z)� �

00
0(�z)]z

2
; (v;z)2 I;

where � = �(v;z) 2 (0;1).Then there is m0 > 0,such that for allm � m0,

a 2 [0;a1]and v 2 I,one getsa=m 2 [� r;r],

j�v(a=m )� �0(a=m )j� 2�=(3m )� (�=m ) inf
0� a� a1

�0(a=m )

and hence

1�
�

m
�
�v(a=m )

�0(a=m )
� 1+

�

m
; alla 2 [0;a1]: (A4.12)

G iven � 2 (0;c),for0 < t� �,rewrite(A4.11)as

E 0(e
a �U m jSm = t)=

Z Y

i2J

�vi(a=m )
Y

i62J

�vi(a=m )P (d�jSm = t);

whereJ = fi:jvij� cg.Lets> 0and L > 0beasin (5.8).Form largeenough,

a=m < s,a 2 [0;a1].Therefore,by H�older’sinequality,fori2 J,

�vi(a=m )� [�vi(s)]
a=(sm ) � L

a=(sm )exp

�
aLjvij

sm

�

;

�vi(a=m )�
1

�vi(� a=m )
� L

� a=(sm )exp

�

�
aLjvij

sm

�

:

Letp = jJj=m .By the above�rstsetofinequalitiesand Schwartzinequality,

Y

i2J

�vi(a=m )� L
ap=sexp

 

aL

sm

X

i2J

jvij

!

� L
ap=sexp

�
aL

sm

q

J
X

v2i

�

:

Likewise,by the abovesecond setofinequalitiesand Schwartzinequality,

Y

i2J

�vi(a=m )� L
� ap=sexp

�

�
aL

sm

q

J
X

v2i

�

Since fSm = tg =
�
(1=m )

P
V 2
i = t2=4

	
,

L
� ap=sexp

�

�
aLt

p
p

2s

�

�
Y

i2J

�vi(a=m )� L
ap=s exp

�
aLt

p
p

2s

�

:

O bservethat,dueto 0< t� �,Sm = tim pliesp � �2=c2.Therefore,aslong

as� issm allenough,ap=sisarbitrarily closeto 0,and aLt
p
p=(2s)isuniform ly

arbitrarily close to 0 for 0 � a � a1 and 0 < t � �.Consequently,for each

� 2 fSm = tg,e� � �
Q

i2J
�vi(a=m )� e�.
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O n the otherhand,by (A4.12),

e
� � �

�

1�
�

m

�m (1� p)

�
Y

i62J

�vi(a=m )

�0(a=m )
�

�

1+
�

m

�m (1� p)

� e
�
:

Thus,e� 2��0(a=m )
m (1� p) � E0(e

a �U m jSm = t) � e2��0(a=m )
m (1� p) for all

t 2 [� �;�]n f0g.Since � and p are arbitrarily sm alland �0(a=m )
m ! eaK f

uniform ly fora 2 [0;a1]asm ! 1 ,(A4.10)then follows.

C ase ii:f is sym m etric and has a bounded support In thiscase B :=

kU kL 1 (P0)
< 1 .By condition c)ofTheorem 5.1,thedensity ofV iscontinuous

and bounded on (�;1 )forany �.Then �v(z)iswellde�ned forallz and v 2

sppt(V )nf0g.Since f issym m etric,forv 2 sppt(V )nf0g,

�
0
v(0)=

Z

uf(u + v)f(u � v)du=g(v)= 0;

and so j�v(a=m )� 1j� j�00v(�a=m )j(a=m )
2,with � 2 (0;1).By

�
00
v(s)=

Z

u
2
e
su
f(u + v)f(u � v)du=g(v)� B

2
e
jsjB

Then j�v(a=m )� 1j� (a=m )2B 1,where B 1 = B 2e(a=m )B .Then by (A4.11),

[1� B1(a=m )
2]m � E0(e

a �U m jSm = t)� [1+ B1(a=m )
2]m ,which im plies(A4.10).
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